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Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority 

Ten Park Plaza, Boston, MA 02116 

www.mbta.com 

 Fiscal and Management Control Board 
Transportation Board Room 

10 Park Plaza 
        April 13, 2020 

        12:00 p.m. 
                                         MEETING MINUTES 
 
Present Remotely: Chair Joseph Aiello, Director Chrystal Kornegay, 

Director Brian Lang (joined meeting at 1:45 p.m.) and 
Director Brian Shortsleeve 

 
Quorum Present: Yes 

MassDOT Board Members Participating in the Joint Portion:     
 
Secretary Stephanie Pollack, Director Joseph 
Sullivan, Director Betsy Taylor, Director Robert 
Moylan, Director Chrystal Kornegay, Director 
Kathleen Murtagh, Director Brian Shortsleeve, and 
Director Vanessa Otero  
 

Others Present or Participating: 
 General Manager Poftak, Marie Breen, Owen Kane, 

Mary Ann O’Hara, Pat Landers, Michelle Ho, John 
Dalton, Astrid Glynn, Mike O’Dowd, Hope Patterson, 
Brian Kane, David Mohler, John Schwartz, Stephen 
Moore, Steven Belanger, Rob DiAdamo, and Leo 
Murphy 

 

At the call of Chair Joseph Aiello, a meeting of the Fiscal and Management 

Control Board (FMCB) was called to order at 1:39 p.m. at the State Transportation 

Building, Transportation Board Room, 10 Park Plaza, Boston, Massachusetts joining 

the MassDOT Board of Directors (Board)  meeting for Joint Board  presentations.  



Board Counsel called the roll of the FMCB Directors present: 

Director Shortsleeve Yes 
Director Kornegay  Yes 
Chair Aiello   Yes 
 
Chair Pollack called upon Chair Aiello to present Agenda Item 8, the Report 

from the Fiscal and Management Control Board.  Chair Aiello highlighted a few of 

the highest priorities and developments from its previous meeting on March 23, 

2020. At that meeting, the Board heard from the General Manager on the impact of 

the coronavirus and the MBTA’s response, including distribution of personal 

protective equipment, employee policy changes, service principles, and ridership 

trends. The Board also approved three actions: an amendment to a General 

Engineering Services Contract for Bus System Infrastructure improvements; Green 

Line B-Branch Station Consolidation and Accessibility Improvements; and 

Engineering and Design Services for Downtown Crossing Accessibility 

Improvements. 

Chair Pollack prefaced the next presentation, an update on the Capital 

Investment Plan (CIP), with a recap from the last meeting and said that for today’s 

meeting, staff was seeking feedback on preliminary sources and uses and on 

programs and sizes.  Chair Pollack called on Michelle Ho, Director of Capital 

Programs to continue with the update, Agenda Item 9.   Ms. Ho stated that she went 

through a more detailed presentation at the Capital Programs Committee meeting 

just prior to this one, and noted the staff was still planning to submit a draft CIP to 



the Joint Boards in May, either in person or virtually.  She discussed new CIP 

initiatives and noted reliability and modernization would continue to be the focus of 

CIP investments.  The Secretary discussed the Bond Bill and noted she would 

include that in the CIP vote.  Ms. Ho continued to discuss funding sources for 

MassDOT and the MBTA, FY 2020-2024 uses, FY 2021-2025 CIP by priority, 

funding challenges and an update on public engagement strategy, as set forth in the 

attached document labeled,  “FY21-25 CIP Update, Sources, Uses, and Programs 

Sizes, April 13, 2020.”  Discussion ensued relative to the passage of the 

Transportation Bond Bill and current associated logistics and challenges. 

  Next, Chair Pollack skipped to Agenda Item 13 and called on MBTA Treasurer 

Pat Landers to discuss the MBTA’s debt issuance.  Mr. Landers said the MBTA was 

requesting authorization to issue Subordinated Sales Tax Bonds in amounts 

sufficient to accomplish new CIP spending, to repay commercial paper, refund 

Series 2010 Series A –variable rate bonds and refund Series 2010 Series B– fixed 

rate bonds.  Mr. Landers noted the MBTA had increased capital investment over the 

past three years, achieving $1 billion for the first time in 2019.  He stated that 

additional bond proceeds and commercial paper were required to support the 

growing capital program and provided a timeline of the transaction, as set forth in 

the attached document labeled, “Issuance of Long-Term Debt, April 13, 2020.”  

Discussion ensued. 



Director Taylor recommended the approval of this transaction, as it was 

thoroughly discussed at the last Finance and Audit Committee, and supported the 

Boards to move forward with the transaction.  Directors from the FMCB 

acknowledged the hard work and significance of this transaction and that it was a 

clever piece of work utilizing all the tools available to the MBTA.   

On motion duly made and seconded by the FMCB, it was by roll call: 

Director Shortsleeve Yes 
Director Kornegay  Yes 
Director Lang  Yes 
Chair Aiello   Yes 

  
VOTED: 

 
 That the members of the Fiscal and Management Control Board (the 
 Department of Transportation (“MassDOT”) that it: 

Approve the Plan of Finance recommended by the MBTA’s financial 
advisor, Public Resources Advisory Group, in its memoranda presented 
herewith;  

Authorize the General Manager, Chief Administrator, Chief Financial 
Officer and Treasurer, or any of them acting singly (each, an 
“Authorized Officer”), acting in the name and on behalf of the MBTA, to 
proceed with a competitive process to select a syndicate of 
underwriters to implement the Plan of Finance, consistent with the 
MBTA’s Debt Policy; and 

Authorize each Authorized Officer, the General Counsel and other 
officers of the MBTA and MassDOT, acting singly, to do all acts and 
things and to execute, in the name and on behalf of the MBTA, and 
deliver any and all documents necessary or desirable in connection 
with foregoing votes. 

On motion duly made and seconded by the MassDOT Board, it was by 
roll call: 



Director Taylor   Yes  
Director Moylan  Yes 
Director Shortsleeve Yes 
Director Sullivan  Yes 
Director Murtagh  Yes 
Director Otero  Yes 
Director Kornegay  Yes 
Chair Pollack  Yes 
 

 VOTED: 
 

 That the members of the Board of Directors of the Massachusetts 
 Department of Transportation (“MassDOT”) hereby approve the 
 recommendation of the Massachusetts Bay Transportation (“MBTA”) 
 Fiscal and Management Control Board that it: 

Approve the Plan of Finance recommended by the MBTA’s financial 
advisor, Public Resources Advisory Group, in its memoranda presented 
herewith;  

Authorize the General Manager, Chief Administrator, Chief Financial 
Officer and Treasurer, or any of them acting singly (each, an 
“Authorized Officer”), acting in the name and on behalf of the MBTA, to 
proceed with a competitive process to select a syndicate of 
underwriters to implement the Plan of Finance, consistent with the 
MBTA’s Debt Policy; and 

Authorize each Authorized Officer, the General Counsel and other 
officers of the MBTA and MassDOT, acting singly, to do all acts and 
things and to execute, in the name and on behalf of the MBTA, and 
deliver any and all documents necessary or desirable in connection 
with foregoing votes. 

 

Next, Chair Pollack called on Project Manager John Dalton to present Agenda 

Item 10, the Green Line Extension (GLX) Update,   Mr. Dalton provided comments 

on workforce safely while keeping the momentum of this project going. 



Mr. Dalton next provided an update on:  GLX design build entity contract cash 

flow and spending; the Lechmere Station Rehabilitation Project; Lechmere bus 

replacement service and service impacts; and provided illustrations of current status 

and future aspects of the project, as set forth in the attached document labeled, 

“Green Line Extension Update, April 13, 2020.”  Discussion ensued on the impacts 

of construction on the project due to the current coronavirus pandemic. 

Chair Pollack next called on Mike O’Dowd, Assistant Administrator for 

Construction to present Agenda Item 11, the Allston Multimodal Project.  Mr. O’Dowd 

provided an update to the Boards on: preparing a scoping summary report 

incorporating a summary of major comments received as part of the scoping 

process; re-evaluating which Build options to advance in the NEPA and MEPA 

processes based on comments received from the public and government agencies; 

ongoing  NEPA/MEPA process coordination with FHWA and EEA; the Task Force 

meeting to be scheduled; and a progress update for the May Joint Board Meeting, 

as set forth in the attached document labeled, “I-90 Allston Interchange Multi Modal 

Transportation Project, April 13, 2020.”   Discussion ensued on the definition of a 

no-build option, on double track service during construction, two-track operation of 

the Worcester line and access to the BET terminal, all to be considered at the May 

Board meeting with a more substantive update. 

Next, the Chair called on David Mohler, Executive Director of the Office of 

Transportation and Planning to present Agenda Item 12, an update on the East/West 



Rail Study.  Mr. Mohler noted the Study began in December 2018, and with input 

from the Advisory Committee developed the project goals.  The Study team 

developed six preliminary alternatives with the clear preference being continuous 

rail service between Pittsfield and Boston.  The Advisory Committee and the public 

raised questions on ridership forecasts and conceptual construction costs at the 

February 2020 meeting.  Mr. Mohler noted that since then, MassDOT has been 

working to respond to these questions in preparation to narrowing the six Preliminary 

Alternatives to three for final analysis at a meeting in April 2020.   Mr. Mohler 

continued reviewing specific questions from the Advisory Committee and concluded 

with next steps and a proposed timeline, as set forth in the attached document 

labeled, “East-West Passenger Rail Study Update, April 13, 2020.” 

On motion duly made and seconded, it was by roll call: 

Director Taylor   Yes  
Director Moylan  Yes 
Director Shortsleeve Yes 
Director Sullivan  Yes 
Director Murtagh  Yes 
Director Otero  Yes 
Director Kornegay  Yes 
Chair Pollack  Yes 
 

VOTED: to adjourn the MassDOT Board of Directors at 3:18 p.m. 

 Chair Aiello requested the FMCB Board Actions to be moved to the beginning 

of the agenda.   



 Chair Aiello requested that for the next FMCB meeting on April 27, 2020, the 

General Manager look into having a virtual live public comment process incorporated 

into the meeting and for information to be made available to the public. 

 Chair Aiello confirmed with Board Counsel that there was no public comment 

received through voicemails or emails for FMCB agenda items. 

 Next, Chair Aiello called on General Manager Poftak to give the General 

Manager’s Report, Agenda Item 14.  Mr. Poftak updated the Directors on the 

Foxboro and Fairmount pilots; Commuter Rail ticket policy; effect of COVID-19 on 

employees; enhanced decontamination protocols; personal protective equipment 

(PPE) Working Group; overall ridership trends; revenue impacts; and concluded with 

a thank you to the MBTA workforce who continued to provide an essential service 

under difficult circumstances, as set forth in the attached document labeled, “Report 

of the General Manager, April 13, 2020”.   

 Chair Aiello next called on Acting Executive Director of the Advisory Board 

Brian Kane to discuss Agenda Item 15, remarks from the MBTA Advisory Board.  

Mr. Kane indicated that the Advisory Board had reviewed the FY21 Preliminary 

Budget and voted to accept it, noting that the budget presented on March 9 at this 

point was moot.  Mr. Kane said the Finance Committee was concerned about 

additional spending and given the new economic realities of the moment with the 

coronavirus pandemic, expenditures must be reduced. 



  Mr. Kane said the Advisory Board Finance Committee made the following 

recommendations: institute a hiring freeze, however not for essential or safety 

sensitive employees; maximize funding under the Cares Act; support House 2 on 

changing legislation on capital budget and salaries; and to quickly develop public 

outlook measures that improved safety, service, and reliability, as set forth in the 

attached document labeled, “Letter from the MBTA Advisory Board, April 10, 2020.”    

The Chair next called upon Hope Patterson, Deputy Director of Stakeholder 

Engagement to present Agenda Item 16, the FMCB Public Schedule.  Ms. Patterson 

reviewed upcoming agenda items with the Board, as set forth in the attached 

document labeled, “FMCB Public Schedule, April 13, 2020.”   Discussion ensued. 

 Chair Aiello skipped to Agenda Item 19 and called on John Schwartz, Senior 

Director of Transit Stations and Facilities to discuss a contract for station and 

accessibility improvements.  Mr. Schwartz reviewed the project history and the need 

to replace or provide new or redundant elevators as identified by the Systemwide 

Accessibility Department.   Mr. Schwartz noted the three contracts being brought 

before the Board would provide for design, bid, and construction phases for station 

and accessibility improvements for Wellington, Massachusetts Avenue, Jackson 

Square, Broadway, Davis Square, Arlington, Sullivan Square and North Station.  Mr. 

Schwartz concluded his report discussing the project benefits and project scope, as 

set forth in the attached document labeled, “MBTA Contract Nos. A90PS02, 



A90PS04 and A90PS05, Architectural and Engineering Services for Station and 

Accessibility Improvements, April 13, 2020.” 

 On motion duly made and seconded by, it was by roll call: 

 Director Shortsleeve Yes 
 Director Kornegay  Yes 
 Director Lang  Yes  
 Chair Aiello   Yes 
 

 VOTED: 

 That the General Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to 
 award and  execute in the name of and on behalf of the 
 Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority (the “MBTA”), and in a 
 form approved by the General Counsel, MBTA Contract Nos. A90PS02, 
 A90PS04, and A90PS05:  Architectural and Engineering Services for 
 Station and Accessibility Improvements with the following firms: 

• A90PS02 with AECOM for an amount not to exceed 

$7,551,520.00 

• A90PS04 with Kleinfelder for an amount not to exceed 

$6,853,694.00 

• A90PS05 with STV for an amount not to exceed $10,153,160.00  

 Next, Chair Aiello called on Stephen Moore, Deputy Chief of Red/Orange Line 

Transformation to present Agenda Item 20, an amendment to a professional 

services contract.  Mr. Moore provided the FMCB with a brief review of Amendment 

11 that would allow for Program Management/Construction Management services 



for the Red Line / Orange Line infrastructure improvements program for the delivery 

of the new Red Line and Orange Line replacement vehicles, as set forth in the 

attached document labeled, “Amendment to Professional Services Contract:  

Red/Orange Line Transformation, April 13, 2020.” 

 On motion duly made and seconded, it was by roll call: 

 Director Shortsleeve Yes 
 Director Kornegay  Yes 
 Director Lang  Yes  
 Chair Aiello   Yes 
 

 VOTED: 

 That the General Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to 
 award and  execute in the name of and on behalf of the Massachusetts 
 Bay Transportation Authority (the “MBTA”), and in a form approved by 
 the General Counsel, Amendment No. 11 as part of MBTA Contract 
 R19PS03 for Program Management/Construction Management (PM/CM) 
 services provided by Patrick Engineering and Mott MacDonald, 
 LLC JV (PHM) for the Red/ Orange Line Transformation Program for an 
 amount not to exceed $33,700,000.00. 

 

 Next, Chair Aiello called on Senior Project Manager Steve Belanger to 

present Agenda 21, a construction contract for the Green Line Transformation. Mr. 

Belanger reviewed the terms of the contract and associated outreach and 

coordination, noting it would provide services for the Green Line Transformation’s 

track renewal program plan and urgent on-call repairs on the MBTA Green Line E 

Branch, as set forth in the attached document labeled, “MBTA Construction Contract 



No. T24CN01: On-Call Green Line Track V, E Branch Construction Contract Award, 

April 13, 2020.” 

 On motion duly made and seconded, it was by roll call: 

 Director Shortsleeve Yes 
 Director Kornegay  Yes 
 Director Lang  Yes  
 Chair Aiello   Yes 
 

 VOTED: 

 That the General Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to 
 award and  execute in the name of and on behalf of the Massachusetts 
 Bay Transportation Authority (the “MBTA”), and in a form approved by 
 the General Counsel, MBTA Construction Contract No. T24CN01 with 
 Barletta Heavy Division, Inc. for a sum not to exceed $17,981,449.64, 
 with a contract duration of three years after Notice to Proceed. 

 

 The Chair next called on Project Manager Leo Murphy to present Agenda 

Item 22, an amendment to a design and construction professional services contract.  

Mr. Murphy noted that the proposed action to amend the contract would provide 

Professional Services for the Newton Highlands Accessibility and Station and 

Improvement Project.   He said the MBTA proposed to use the same Designer of 

Record, Nitsch Engineering, with a follow-on Task to provide these services in order 

to maintain continuity and avoid delays, as set forth in the attached document 

labeled, “MBTA Contract No. Z92PS76:  Newton Highlands Accessibility 



Improvements, Final Design, Bid Phase and Construction Phase Services, April 13, 

2020.”  

 On motion duly made and seconded, it was roll call: 

 Director Shortsleeve Yes 
 Director Kornegay  Yes 
 Director Lang  Yes  
 Chair Aiello   Yes 
 

 VOTED: 

 That the General Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to 
 award and  execute in the name of and on behalf of the Massachusetts 
 Bay Transportation Authority (the “MBTA”), and in a form approved by 
 the General Counsel, an Amendment to MBTA GEC Contract No. 
 Z92PS76 to increase the contract ceiling by $2,000.000.00 and extend 
 the Contract Completion Date two (2) years  from December 31, 2022 to 
 December 31, 2024 in order for the consultant to provide Final Design, 
 Bid Phase and Construction Phase Services., 

 

 Next, Chair Aiello called on Chief Financial Officer Mary Ann O’Hara to 

present Agenda Item 17, the FY20 revenue impact update.  Ms. O’Hara started her 

presentation with a problem statement outlining issues relative to the COVID-19 

virus and its effect on the FY20 budget. 

 Ms. Hara continued discussing ridership decline, associated revenue decline, 

and revised a FY20 revenue projection loss of $231.1 M.  Ms. O’Hara continued to 



discuss a revised own-source revenue projection, revenue assumptions and a FY20 

revenue scenario. 

 Ms. O’Hara reviewed the Federal Cares Act and the current estimate of 

federal stimulus, and a FY20 revenue scenario including the CARES Act funding. 

 Ms. O’Hara concluded with options available to offset projected revenue loss 

and next steps, as set forth in the attached document labeled, “FY20 Revenue 

Impact, April 13, 2020.  Discussion ensued on change of date and process for 

approval of the FY21 budget in such uncertain conditions currently facing the nation. 

 Lastly, Chair Aiello called on Rob DiAdamo, Executive Director of Commuter 

Rail to present Agenda Item 18, a discussion of Commuter Rail contract options.  

Mr. DiAdamo noted that the current contract for operations/maintenance of the 

commuter rail network will expire in June 2022 and the MBTA was currently in the 

process of studying new, future contract structures and setting up the Rail 

Transformation Program and Office.  

 Mr. DiAdamo reviewed the current Keolis Base Contract Term which was for 

eight years (starting in 2014) with a base contract end date of June 30, 2022.  He 

said there were two two-year mutual extensions available through 2024 and 2026 

and a continuation notice period for no later than June 30, 2021. 



 Mr. DiAdamo noted the current contract with Keolis was a bundled contract, 

performance based, penalty driven and had a large operational scope.   All services: 

mechanical, transportation, and engineering were bundled into this one contract. 

 Mr. DiAdamo reviewed the current contract limitations, Keolis’ on-time 

performance and service trends. 

 Next, Mr. DiAdamo discussed Rail Transformation.  He said that in November 

2019, the FMCB adopted a series of resolutions to transform the commuter rail 

network per the Rail Vision study and directed the staff to move towards high 

frequency/low emission service on the network.  Mr. DiAdamo said to make these 

goals significant new infrastructure and rolling stock investments were required.  The 

current plan was to identify a partner who could help deliver on this vision via a new 

transformational contract.  

 Mr. DiAdamo next discussed future contract goals including:  incentivize 

excellent service, capital investment; transfer revenue risk; finding a rail 

transformation partner; and transportation expertise.  He said a future contract study 

was underway on fundamentally different contract structures.   

 Mr. DiAdamo continued with potential paths going forward with the goal of a 

long-term transformational contract to improve service and deliver Rail 

Transformation while driving immediate term performance improvement.  He noted 

potential strategies included a short-term extension with Keolis per contract to 



develop/procure a transformational contract; and procure a shorter-term contract 

that would be structured to begin the transformation process while 

developing/procuring a transformational contract. 

 Next, Mr. DiAdamo discussed key considerations going forward.  Elements 

to be factored into decision-making could include the best path to improve service 

in the short and long term; which option drives long-term improvements/goals faster; 

which strategy will lead to increased competition; and what are the cost implications; 

and other board priorities.   

 Mr. DiAdamo concluded his presentation with a proposed course of action: 

due diligence on both strategies based on key considerations/FMCB input and to 

report in 60 days with an update as to how strategies align with identified goals, as 

set forth in the attached document labeled, “Commuter Rail Contract Options, April 

13, 2020.” 

 Discussion ensued on what priorities staff should be working on.  The MBTA 

had two options:  extend the Keolis contract from 2022 through 2024 at a cost of 

$349M a year or try to negotiate a new short-term contract through a new 

procurement process while trying to develop a procurement for a long-term contract.   

Directors agreed that they would like to have a meeting entirely devoted to this topic 

in May and would like to receive regular updates at other meetings to keep the 

discussion going. 



 On motion duly made and seconded, it was by roll call: 

 Director Shortsleeve Yes 
 Director Kornegay  Yes 
 Director Lang  Yes  
 Chair Aiello   Yes 
 
 VOTED: to adjourn the meeting at 5:12 p.m. 

Documents relied upon for this meeting: 
 
-FY21-25 CIP Update, Sources, Uses, and Programs Sizes, April 13, 2020 
-Issuance of Long-Term Debt, April 13, 2020 
-Green Line Extension Update, April 13, 2020   
-I-90 Allston Interchange Multi Modal Transportation Project, April 13, 2020 
-East-West Passenger Rail Study Update, April 13, 2020 
-Report of the General Manager, April 13, 2020 
-Letter from the MBTA Advisory Board, April 10, 2020 
-“FMCB Public Schedule, April 13, 2020 
-MBTA Contract Nos. A90PS02, A90PS04 and A90PS05, Architectural and 
Engineering Services for Station and Accessibility Improvements, April 13, 2020 
-Amendment to Professional Services Contract:  Red/Orange Line Transformation, 
April 13, 2020 
-MBTA Contract Nos. A90PS02, A90PS04 and A90PS05, Architectural and 
Engineering Services for Station and Accessibility Improvements, April 13, 2020 
-Amendment to Professional Services Contract:  Red/Orange Line Transformation, 
April 13, 2020 
-MBTA Construction Contract No. T24CN01: On-Call Green Line Track V, E 
Branch Construction Contract Award, April 13, 2020 
-MBTA Contract No. Z92PS76:  Newton Highlands Accessibility Improvements, 
Final Design, Bid Phase and Construction Phase Services, April 13, 2020 
-FY20 Revenue Impact, April 13, 2020 
-Commuter Rail Contract Options, April 13, 2020 
 

 

*NOTES REGARDING PUBLIC COMMENT: In order to protect the health and 
safety of the public and the employees of MassDOT and the MBTA during this public 
health emergency, public comment will be taken in writing (email or mail) or by voice 



message only. Comments may be submitted by email to 
publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us or mail to:  
 

MassDOT Board of Directors and/or Fiscal and Management Control Board 
C/O Owen Kane 

10 Park Plaza - Suite 3510 
Boston, MA 02116 

 
For written comments received by mail or email at least ninety minutes before the 
start of the Joint Board meeting, the commenter’s name and affiliation (if stated), 
along with the first few sentences of the commentary will be read aloud during the 
virtual public comment period by Board Counsel or the Chair. Mailed and emailed 
comments will be compiled and distributed to all Board Members in advance of the 
meeting. 
 
Voice message comments may be submitted by calling 857-360-9742 and leaving a 
message by end of day on Sunday April 12. Voice messages received before Monday 
will be played aloud during the public comment portion of the board meeting and 
captured in the livestream video. Voice messages are limited to 2 minutes per 
commenter, or up to 4 minutes for comments submitted on behalf of an organization 
or elected official at the discretion of the Board Chair. 
 
 

mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us


December 11, 2019 
 

Jeffrey McEwen 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
55 Broadway, 10th Floor 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02142 
Jeff.McEwen@dot.gov 

Michael O’Dowd 
Acting Director of Bridge Project Management 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation 
10 Park Plaza, Suite 6340 
Boston, Massachusetts 02116 
Michael.ODowd@dot.state.ma.us 

  
Mr. McEwen and Mr. O’Dowd, 
  
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Allston I-90 NEPA Scoping Report. This project, which 
includes rebuilding the I-90 Allston interchange and creating a major new transit station, will have a huge 
and lasting impact on hundreds of thousands of people who both live in and travel through Allston daily 
by car, train, bus, on foot, and bike. It will alter the street pattern of Allston, the shoreline of the Charles 
River, the air, water and noise environment in myriad ways for decades to come, and has the potential to 
create positive transformative benefits for the neighborhood and the region if and only if, we undertake 
the necessary study and analysis to assure that we make the best choices among real build alternatives 
based on data and understanding of tradeoffs. 
  
Our comments on the Scoping Report will be organized into three sections: I. Purpose and Need, II. 
Alternatives Analysis, and III. FHWA role in the Public Process. We begin our comments by offering an 
outline of our comment letter with a brief summary of the key points in each section: 
  

I. PURPOSE AND NEED 
  

A. Omissions of Important Elements from the Purpose and Need 
There are a number of project elements that we are pleased to see in the statement of 
Purpose and Need. However, very important considerations have been omitted, the most 
important of which is neglecting to include studying the long-term impacts that the existing 
I-90 has had on the Environmental Justice communities, parkland, and historic resources 
in the vicinity of the roadway over the seven decades since it was built. 
 

B. Remove an Unsubstantiated Element from the Purpose and Need 
Midday commuter rail layover is included in the Purpose and Need, despite the fact that 
the need for this layover has never been quantitatively demonstrated as part of the Allston 
I-90 planning process. Furthermore, in light of the recent MBTA Board vote to make major 
changes to the commuter rail system, any previous analyses of midday layover needs are 
obsolete. 
  

II. ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 
  

A. Selection of a Single “Build” Alternative for the DEIS 
We cannot overstate the deficiency of a Scoping Report that restricts its work to studying 
a single “build” alternative for such a huge and complicated project. Such a limitation does 
not respect the intent and spirit of the NEPA regulations. Studying a single “build” 
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alternative will not allow us or you to arrive at sound, well-documented decisions that will 
earn the full public support this project needs. There are too many important project 
elements that are either unresolved at this point or they are not reflected in the proposed 
build alternative. 
 

B. Inaccuracies in the “No Build” Alternative 
The “No Build” alternative includes midday commuter rail layover, yet this use has never 
existed in Beacon Yards and would introduce new environmental impacts to the 
surrounding area. It is inaccurate and inappropriate to include midday layover in the “No 
Build” alternative. 
 

C. Deficiencies of the Proposed “Build” Alternative 
There are two crucial deficiencies in the single “build” alternative proposed in the Scoping 
Report; namely, 1) the proposed design of West Station unacceptably limits the potential 
frequency of service at West Station and is incompatible with the MBTA Board’s 
endorsement of the Regional Rail Vision; and 2) the construction phase of the “Modified 
Hybrid” throat alternative will cause severe negative impacts to the Charles River. 
 

D. Alternatives that Should Not Be Dismissed from Further Study 
The Scoping Report proposes to cease analysis of the original “Flip” alternative for West 
Station, thus ignoring the fact that the station design performs much better than in the 
“Modified Flip”. The original Flip includes a linear buffer park and the Cambridge Street 
bypass to buffer adjacent neighborhoods from highway and rail impacts, and the original 
“Flip” also provides direct multimodal connections from Allston Village to West Station and 
the Charles River. The Report proposes to study a single alternative for the “Throat” 
section, eliminating the all at-grade alternative. However, the severity and duration of the 
construction impacts of the Modified Hybrid are such that evaluating a single “build” 
alternative does not meet the NEPA and Section 4(f) standard of “all possible planning” to 
avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts. 
 

E. Additional Alternatives that Must Be Analyzed 
Several additional important alternatives are absent from the Scoping Report and must be 
added to and evaluated in the DEIS, including: 1) Regional Rail frequency of service at a 
multimodal West Station; 2) elimination of the proposed layover yard; and 3) elimination of 
the proposed express tracks. 
 

F. Additional/Modified Project Elements that Must Be Included in All Alternatives 
A number of stakeholder priorities that are compatible with any of the West Station and 
Throat alternatives should be incorporated into the Scope, including: 1) 
constructing--rather than not precluding--a bicycle and pedestrian bridge from Agganis 
Way to the Paul Dudley White Path; 2) a design for the Franklin Street crossing that 
eliminates switchbacks; and 3) designs for Cambridge Street and the new surface streets 
that adhere to Complete Streets and Vision Zero principles. 
 

G. Additional Topics of Analysis that Must Be Included in the DEIS 
Every build alternative will result in significant environmental impacts, yet the Scoping 
Document and the MassDOT planning process to date contain little discussion of 
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mitigation for those impacts. In order to properly evaluate alternatives, it is necessary to 
consider the opportunities for mitigation that each alternative entails so that the tradeoffs 
can be considered. In addition, a maintenance of mobility plan must be developed for the 
ten-year construction period, and this essential part of the project should be included in 
the DEIS. 
  

III. FHWA AND FTA CONTINUING INVOLVEMENT IN THE PUBLIC PROCESS 
 

Over the past five years, the Mass Pike Task Force has worked collaboratively with the MassDOT 
team, and the project has improved immensely as a result. We are deeply concerned that FHWA 
has ceased its participation in the Task Force. It is essential that FHWA and FTA participate in 
the Task Force, even if only as a regular observer throughout the remaining steps in the process, 
in order to gain a first-hand understanding of all the discussions that will occur.  
  

Thank you for your consideration of our comments on the NEPA Scoping Document. We believe this 
project has the potential for once-in-a-lifetime benefits for people traveling on all modes through the 
project area, for people living and working in surrounding neighborhoods, and for historic and natural 
resources, and thus we urge you to make the following modifications to the project purpose and scope. 
  

SECTION I. PURPOSE AND NEED 
  
We were encouraged to see that several elements which are longstanding stakeholder priorities are 
included in the Purpose and Need. Specifically, in Section 2.2, Project Need, C.2 acknowledges the 
growing ridership on the Worcester Main Line and the need for new multimodal connections; D.2 cites 
the deficiencies of the Paul Dudley White Path in the project area; D.3 and D.4 recognize that the 
existing infrastructure alignments have long created barriers and that new multimodal connections 
throughout the project area and to the Charles River are needed. We applaud FHWA for looking not 
only at the highway itself but also including in the Project Purpose key stakeholder priorities 
such as addressing the visual impact of the viaduct, building West Station, and improving the 
Paul Dudley White Path. 
  
Nonetheless, we want to elaborate on several items of concern regarding the Purpose and Need. 

I.A. Omissions of Important Elements from the Purpose and Need 
1. Franklin Street bridge and Cambridge Street overpass  

The need to replace both the Franklin Street bridge and Cambridge Street overpass has 
never been disputed and should be included in the Purpose and Need.  
 
The I-90 Viaduct is not the only structurally deficient viaduct in the project area: the Franklin 
Street pedestrian bridge and Cambridge Street overpass were both identified as structurally 
deficient before the I-90 interchange project began. Indeed, the northwest sidewalk on Cambridge 
Street has been closed since 2012. The Franklin Street pedestrian bridge is a crucial and 
heavily-used connection between Allston Village and Lower Allston, as well as for bicycle traffic 

3 



from Cambridge, Somerville, and points north, to Brookline and the Longwood Medical Area and 
points south. The existing bridge is not designed to ADA standards, the steep grades make travel 
difficult for people with mobility impairments or pushing strollers, and the bridge becomes 
treacherous in snowy conditions. 
  

2. Safety 
Item B of the Project Purpose, Address Safety Issues, should include redesigning 
Cambridge Street to improve safety for all users, and ensuring that new surface streets are 
designed in accordance with MassDOT’s and the City of Boston’s guidelines for urban 
multimodal streets and the City of Boston’s Vision Zero policy and 25 mph speed limit. 
  
The Purpose and Need correctly identifies safety as an important aspect of the project purpose. 
However, it is too narrowly worded in considering only the safety issues associated with the 
highway and its on-ramps. Multimodal safety along Cambridge Street was one of the first issues 
raised when the project was initiated in 2014. Since the original construction of the Mass Pike, 
Cambridge Street has been treated like an extension of the on- and off-ramps. both because of 
its design, and--as a result of that poor design--in the behavior of motorists. This condition has 
significantly deterred use of Cambridge Street by cyclists, pedestrians, and bus riders, and 
tragically has had deadly consequences for some of these non-vehicular users who have braved 
Cambridge Street. 
  

3. Mobility and Transportation Access 
Item D of the Project Purpose should be revised to acknowledge the need to connect the 
two halves of Allston to each other, and to assert that multimodal (pedestrian, bicycle and 
bus) connections will be built–not just not precluded–to serve the land that is being 
opened for development. 
  
Item D of the Project Purpose, Improve Mobility and Transportation Access within the Project 
Area, rightly emphasizes new connections from surrounding neighborhoods to the Charles River 
and acknowledges the need to provide access to the new mixed-use district that will be created 
nearby as a result of the project. However, there are two shortcomings with how this item is 
written. First, the Allston, Brighton, Brookline, and Boston University neighborhoods need new 
connections to the Charles River, AND they need new and improved connections to each other. 
Second, the Project Purpose states: “The Project would not preclude multimodal transportation 
access within the Project Area” (emphasis ours). Multimodal transportation access must be more 
than not precluded; it must be constructed. 
 

4. Environmental Justice 
Improvement to noise and air quality conditions for residential neighborhoods that abut 
the highway and rail infrastructure must be included in the Project Purpose. 
 
The project area is surrounded by Environmental Justice communities that have long been 
subjected to damaging noise and air pollution, which have been proven to have a multitude of 
damaging health impacts. According to the FHWA: “Transportation also is a source of pollution, 
generating air, soil, water, and noise pollutants, including particulate matter, carbon monoxide, 
nitrogen oxide, and carcinogens. Reports by the American Public Health Association and others 
have linked air pollution to negative health outcomes, including asthma, respiratory illness, heart 
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disease, poor birth outcomes, cancer, and premature death.”  Yet the Project Purpose as 1

currently written omits any mention of the impact of I-90 and rail infrastructure on air quality and 
noise levels in adjacent residential areas and parkland. This must be corrected. 
 

5. Impacts on Parkland and Historic Resources 
Improving the quality and extent of the river parklands, providing for the storage and 
treatment of stormwater, prohibiting degradation of the ecological health of the river, and 
acting on the need to provide significantly greater human access to the river’s edge must 
be included in the Project Purpose. 
  
While upgrading the Paul Dudley White Path as a pedestrian and bicycle facility is included in the 
Project Purpose, discussion of the historically-protected parkland in the Charles River 
Reservation is omitted, as is any mention of the impact of I-90 and Soldier’s Field Road on water 
quality and the ecological conditions of the Charles River. 

I.B. Remove an Unsubstantiated Element from Purpose and Need 
1. Regional Rail/layover yard study 

It is premature to include midday commuter rail layover in the Purpose and Need. Instead, 
the layover yard and its relationship to Regional Rail should be included as one of the 
alternatives to be analyzed in the DEIS and compared with non-Allston sites for 
effectiveness and costs. 

  
Item C.3 in section 2.2 Project Need states that “The MBTA has determined that the layover 
capacity is insufficient to store trains and conduct midday servicing activities. While there is the 
possibility of increasing layover capacity at other facilities, the MBTA currently identifies Beacon 
Park Yard as the best layover location to address current and future layover deficiencies from 
South Station to points west.” Since the concept of commuter rail layover was introduced to the 
project, MassDOT and MBTA have been asked repeatedly to share with the public and the Mass 
Pike Task Force their analyses of the MBTA’s layover needs, of alternative layover sites, and how 
the sites studied would relate to future rail service. Furthermore, the MBTA Fiscal Control Board 
voted on November 4, 2019 to advance the concept known as Regional Rail, which would involve 
increasing the capacity of the passenger rail service during both peak and off peak hours, using 
available equipment for significantly increased midday service, rather than midday layover. This 
decision highlights the necessity to study midday layover in Allston as an alternative to be 
analyzed, not an element of the Project Need. 
 

SECTION II. ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 
At the heart of the NEPA and Section 4(f) regulations is the requirement to consider a reasonable 
range of alternatives that accomplish the purpose and needs of a project while avoiding, 
minimizing, and mitigating impacts. We therefore offer below our comments for modifications 
and additions to the proposed “Build” alternative that need to be analyzed in the DEIS. 
  

1 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/publicroads/13mayjun/05.cfm 
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We greatly appreciate that the Allston I-90 NEPA Scoping document incorporates many project 
improvements that have emerged out of the collaborative process between the MassDOT team and the 
Task Force over the past five years. Some of these positive examples include: 

● The project was shifted from a suburban interchange design to an urban design early in project 
development. 

● Cambridge Street and new streets in Beacon Yards were designed to become part of the urban 
grid and adhere to Complete Streets guidelines. 

● The multimodal West Station was included in the project and, in an improvement over the DEIR, 
is no longer delayed to a future phase. 

● A bus, bike, and pedestrian connection from West Station to Malvern Street was included in the 
project. 

● Soldiers Field Road was shifted west into Beacon Yards to allow for a more generous park along 
the Charles River. 

● An at-grade bicycle and pedestrian connection from Cambridge Street South to the expanded 
Charles River parkland was added over a sunken Soldiers Field Road. 

● An alternative that places the turnpike at grade through the entire project area was selected. 
  
These are big changes and are applauded by Task Force members. However, we are concerned that 
some important alternatives and elements of the project have been omitted from the NEPA scoping 
report, at the same time as other alternatives--which have broad support--are being dismissed from 
further consideration. The paragraphs below focus on the necessity to modify the Scope so as to include 
the full analysis of specific alternatives so that the DEIS can serve its intended purpose, namely to 
understand and compare the relevant options presented for the I-90 Allston Multimodal Project in terms 
of engineering, traffic and transportation, environmental conditions, parklands, constructability, costs and 
other criteria.  

II.A. Selection of a Single “Build” Alternative for the DEIS 
Additional “build” alternatives must be part of the DEIS. We ask MassDOT to consult with the 
Task Force in establishing additional alternatives as described in the comments below. We are 
concerned that the NEPA Scoping Report proposes to study a single “build” alternative. This does not 
respect the intent and spirit of the NEPA regulations, and does not provide an opportunity to address 
deficiencies of the proposed “build” alternative nor does it provide a way for official comparison of the 
favored option with alternatives containing separate and distinct elements that have been eliminated from 
further public discussion.  

II.B. Inaccuracies in the “No Build” Alternative 
The No Build alternative must not include a layover facility, a use that has never existed in the 
location. The description of the No Build option in section 3.2.1 of the Scoping Report states, “MassDOT 
would continue to use the existing tracks, as of by right [sic], for layover of commuter trains within the 
MBTA easement, needing only minor modifications to the yard leads.” These tracks have never been 
used for MBTA layover, and therefore the word “continue” is inaccurate and in fact this would be 
introducing a new use, and new impacts, in the project area.  
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II.C. Deficiencies of the Proposed Build Alternative 
1. Service at West Station 

The design of West Station in the “Modified Flip” alternative (the only “build alternative” 
carried forward the NEPA Scoping Report) introduces unacceptable operational 
constraints that severely limit the frequency of service at the station. 
 
On November 4, 2019, the MBTA’s Fiscal Management and Control Board voted that: “the assets 
of the commuter rail system of the future will be more similar to rapid transit providing all day 
service at intervals on its most dense corridors at 15-20 minute headways”. This directive is 
incompatible with MassDOT’s current planning for West Station based on the MBTA’s 2017 
Service Delivery Policy which provides for only 3 trips during the 4-hour AM Peak, 4 trips during 
the 3.5-hour PM peak, and one train every three hours at all other times.  The current three-track 2

West Station design would permit only this minimal level of service, and not higher-frequency, 
bidirectional service. 
 
With a single-track crossover at each end, service could be provided in only one direction. Four 
tracks are required to provide adequate bidirectional service, which is necessary due to plans for 
a very large mixed-use development surrounding West Station which will generate new travel 
demands in both directions, as well as transfers to and from future service on the Grand Junction 
line. Additionally, requiring trains to cross over mainline tracks to access West Station, rather than 
simply straight-lining all trains through West Station, will cause disruptions to service on both 
tracks of the main line, leading to cascading delays for any conflicting movements. Finally, the 
additional interlockings required for the turnouts to and from West Station will add significant 
capital costs and operational expenses to the portion of the railroad for an unproven, and likely 
negligible, benefit. 

  
2. Negative impacts to Charles River/Parklands and Soldiers Field Road 

MassDOT’s proposed construction phasing for the “Modified Hybrid” Throat Alternative 
creates severe negative impacts to the Charles River, Soldiers Field Road, and parklands 
with no analysis of or commitments to parkland improvements and ecological restoration 
in the final condition. 
 
MassDOT proposes to line the riverbank with sheet piling, reconstruct Soldiers Field Road in the 
river on a ¼ mile long, 81’ wide bridge, place the Mass Pike partially on fill in the Charles River, 
and at the conclusion of the 10-year construction period, remove the pilings, fill, and bridge, which 
would disrupt the river’s ecosystem when built and cause harm to the river all over again when 
removed. This decade-long relocation of highway infrastructure into the river and its parks is 
being labeled “temporary,” however the level of disruption to the River is so severe that it must be 
treated as permanent for permitting purposes. 
 
These construction impacts were not known when Secretary Pollack wrote in January 2019 that 
MassDOT had “all of the information needed to select the Preferred Alternative”.  Due to the 3

2 https://cdn.mbta.com/sites/default/files/fmcb-meeting-docs/reports-policies/2017-mbta-service-delivery-policy.pdf#page=17 
3 https://www.mass.gov/doc/decision-of-the-secretary-preferred-alternative-for-the-throat-section-011019/download 
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severity of the construction impacts of the “Modified Hybrid” Throat Alternative, the 
following issues must be analyzed in the DEIS: 

a. Fully document the need for the trestle structure as well as the impacts of both 
constructing and then removing it (these are separate actions separated by as many as 
ten years). Topics for analysis must include - for each of these actions - disruption of 
sediment contaminated with heavy metals and toxic chemicals; increased storm water 
runoff leading to more toxic algae blooms; harm to the aquatic ecosystem including fish, 
birds, and wildlife; and impacts on river users such as boaters of all kinds. 

b. Evaluate options for the alignment of temporary roadways in the river to minimize the 
constraint on the watersheet. 

c. Evaluate alternative designs for moving Soldiers Field Road into the river during 
construction, including placing the temporary Soldiers Field Road entirely on fill instead of 
a trestle structure. 

d. Comparison of the options should be made via an analysis of permanent improvements to 
the river and parks that would result from each construction option. 

II.D. Alternatives that Should Not Be Dismissed from Further Study 
1. The original “Flip” alternative for West Station. 

The original “Flip” alternative with a four-track West Station should continue to be 
analyzed. Specifically, an alternative that includes West Station with four tracks, built to 
accommodate 15-minute, all-day service per the recent FMCB vote, must be analyzed in the 
DEIS. This alternative can be designed to facilitate express trains that run through the station, as 
they currently do at Boston Landing. 
 
The proposed dismissal of the Original Flip from further study is also unacceptable 
because it incorporates the buffer park, the People’s Pike pathway, and the Cambridge 
Street bypass, which are essential elements that serve multiple important goals of the 
project: 

a. The Buffer Park along the south edge of the project was conceived to more completely 
separate the nearby residential properties from transportation activities on this site. 
Homes are very close to rail property lines here, with some as close as 30’ away from 
potential noise sources. The park would be wide enough for a multipurpose path with 
landscaping and trees. With a tall noise wall perhaps topped with a roof above the rail 
tracks, the buffer helps reduce noise and vibration impacts on residential property. The 
park should be designed with input from residents. 

b. The People’s Pike pathway provides a direct, safe, off-road route for bicycles and 
pedestrians between Allston Village and the remainder of the proposed development 
focused on West Station. It could also reach the Charles River with very few conflict points 
with roadway traffic via the proposed bicycle/pedestrian bridge at Agganis Way. Removing 
the proposed express tracks from the plan provides sufficient width for the People’s Pike 
Path and buffer park. 

c. The Cambridge Street Bypass provides an alternative vehicular route into and out of the 
interchange, reducing future traffic volumes on Cambridge Street South and connecting 
streets. This proposed street should be included in traffic analyses in the DEIS. 
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4. A second build alternative for the Throat. 
There are a number of positive aspects of the final condition for the “Modified Hybrid” 
Throat alternative. However, the disruption of mobility and environmental damage that will 
be caused in order to construct it are severe. A second alternative must be considered; 
the all at grade option for the Throat has the most potential to fulfill the project Purpose 
and should continue to be analyzed.  
 
In January 2019, MassDOT selected a preferred alternative for the “throat” portion of this project  4

at the time, many stakeholders were pleased with the selection of the “Modified Hybrid” option, in 
large part because it allowed for a widening of the Charles River parkland in the Throat and a 
bicycle/pedestrian connection to the river from Agganis Way. However, MassDOT has not 
committed to building the Agganis Way connection, and has subsequently elected to widen the 
I-90 cross section, eating away at the available land for the park so much so that there is no room 
for trees for a significant portion of the Throat.  
 
The “Modified Hybrid” option has the most complex construction phasing of any of the Throat 
alternatives that have been studied. To date, MassDOT has been unable to produce a 
construction plan that does not restrict the Worcester Line to a single track for up to half of the 
ten-year construction period. The reduction of service and impact on reliability that this would 
entail, at the same time that the Mass Pike will be reduced from eight lanes to six, will have a 
devastating impact on mobility and quality of life for the entire Worcester Line corridor. 
 
Most importantly, MassDOT has disclosed significant new information about the damage to the 
environment that would be caused by the “Modified Hybrid” Alternative due to the stated need to 
replace the riverbank with sheet piles for several thousand feet and place Soldiers Field Road on 
a structure in the river for up to a decade. The all at grade alternative was dismissed due entirely 
to its potential impact on the river. Yet in light of the new information about the extraordinary 
10-year, so-called “temporary” impacts that the Modified Hybrid Alternative will have on the 
Charles River, it is unclear which of the two options would have greater adverse impacts. 
Because a viable avoidance alternative has not been identified, Section 4(f) requires "all possible 
planning" be utilized to mitigate adverse impacts and “the alternative that will cause the least 
overall harm (after factoring in mitigation measures) must be selected”.  Therefore the all at grade 

5

option must be carried forward for analysis in the DEIS. 

II.E. Additional Alternatives that Must Be Analyzed 
1. High-frequency, all-day service at West Station 

The build alternative described in the Scoping Document should be analyzed as a 
minimum possible future level of service; a second build alternative should be added that 
incorporates a level of service that acknowledges the Regional Rail vision and 
incorporates connections to passenger service on the Grand Junction and robust bus 
connections to and through West Station.  
  

4 https://www.mass.gov/doc/decision-of-the-secretary-preferred-alternative-for-the-throat-section-011019/download 
5 https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_topics/4f_tutorial/avoidance_min.aspx#l 
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The Scoping Report states that the Build alternative assumes “at least three morning and four 
afternoon peak period, peak direction train stops at West Station…[and] 180-minute headways at 
a minimum during off-peak periods. Urban rail train service was not incorporated within the 
ridership model horizon because a future build year has not been determined and service 
frequency has not been defined.” The travel demand model being run by the Central 
Transportation Planning Staff to inform the project is also using this assumption for service at 
West Station. This is unacceptable. Furthermore, it is grossly inconsistent with the recent MBTA 
Board vote to pursue a transformation of the commuter rail system into Regional Rail with 
significantly higher frequencies during both peak and midday periods. While we understand that 
a build year has not been determined, the permitting and construction period for the I-90 project 
will last at least 12 years, during which time the MBTA Board will almost certainly further define 
and begin implementing the Regional Rail Vision. More importantly, the infrastructure built as 
part of the I-90 project will need to last for many decades after construction is completed. It is 
extremely shortsighted to assume that 60 years from now the level of service on the Worcester 
line will be no different from today, when there is a clear intent by the MBTA to increase the level 
of service. 
 
In Cambridge, the various landowners and stakeholders along and adjacent to the Grand 
Junction line are in the conceptual phase of planning for the railroad corridor to fast-growing 
Kendall Square. These landowners have committed to a fully two-track corridor , which would 6

allow frequent service between Allston, Kendall Square and North Station. If implemented, this 
will create demand for many if not all trains to stop at West Station given the ability to access 
Kendall Square and North Station. A West Station which permits only minimal service on the 
Worcester Line is inconsistent with the stated objectives of the City of Cambridge, landowners 
abutting the Grand Junction, and stakeholders in both Kendall Square and Metrowest. 

 
2. A build alternative with no layover yard 

The rail network within this project would operate more efficiently without the layover 
yard; the DEIS must include an analysis of the rail services with and without the layover 
yard. 
 
The Allston I-90 planning has never included an analysis of alternatives for rail layover nor has it 
included a justification for the number of consists proposed for storage in Allston. Any analyses 
conducted for other studies such as the South Station Expansion are now obsolete in light of the 
recent MBTA Board vote to move toward a regional rail system with higher frequencies 
throughout the day, as well as other considerations since the SSX Alternatives Analysis was 
finalized in 2013. Furthermore, the presence of a layover yard causes dimensional and 
operational constraints that lead to a) the proposed reduction of tracks serving West Station, 
which, in turn, limits the station’s effectiveness in meeting the Project Purpose; and b) the 
introduction of separate express tracks, which is an unnecessary expense and precludes the 
inclusion of the People’s Pike and buffer park, which are highly valued project elements.  
  

3. A Build Alternative with no separate express tracks 
A comparison of the project with and without express tracks should be included in the 
DEIS. This analysis should consider MassDOT policy that “commute times and trip times in 

6 https://mass.streetsblog.org/2019/07/24/cambridge-has-grand-plans-for-the-grand-junction-rail-line/ 
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general must be made more predictable and reliable, even if not necessarily much faster or 
shorter”  and that 31% of peak Worcester Line trains were more than 5 minutes late during the 

7

30 days ending November 17, 2019 . The need for express tracks has not been demonstrated, 
8

given geometric speed restrictions on either side of the site. With a 60 mph curve at Market 
Street and a 50 mph curve at Nickerson Field, there is only 1.4 miles where trains would be able 
to accelerate and decelerate at higher speeds, saving at most 5 to 8 seconds of run time by 
using express tracks. Additionally, any drawings must take into account the removal of “wide 
freight” rights east of Framingham which preclude the need for any freight bypass tracks.  

II.F Additional/Modified Project Elements that Must Be Included in All 
Alternatives 

1. Pedestrian Connections 
a. A bicycle and pedestrian bridge from Agganis Way to the Paul Dudley White Path. 

This proposed bicycle and pedestrian connection has long been a priority of many 
stakeholders, and was one of Secretary Pollack’s key reasons for selecting the Modified 
Hybrid throat alternative The design of this proposed bridge is integral to the design of the 
elevated Soldier’s Field Road above the Eastbound Turnpike, and the overall design of 
reconstructed roadways will assure that the bridge is feasible, according to MassDOT. 
However, the proposed bridge is not fully incorporated as a funded project element. The 
Agganis Way bridge connection should be included as a project element to be 
constructed. 

b. An improved design for the Franklin Street Pedestrian Bridge.  
The Crossing of the train tracks and Mass Pike at Franklin Street is an essential route for 
people walking and biking and one of very few connections between the two halves of 
Allston. This crossing route had the highest percentage of cyclists in the City’s 2017 
Boston Bike Counts report.  MassDOT’s proposed design with three switchbacks on the 
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south side and one switchback on the north side is unsafe and would unacceptably hinder 
walking and biking. One or more alternatives should be included in the DEIS that evaluate 
a footbridge with no switchbacks and/or a tunnel.  10

c. A bicycle/pedestrian connection from Commonwealth Avenue at the BU Bridge to 
the Paul Dudley White path.  
The original construction of the Mass Pike and Soldiers Field Road cut off Commonwealth 
Ave from the Charles River. Even with the construction of new bicycle and pedestrian 
connections at Malvern Street and Agganis Way, there will still be a gap of more than a 
mile between ADA accessible pedestrian connections to the Paul Dudley White path. This 
project provides an opportunity to create a new connection from Commonwealth Avenue 
at the BU Bridge to the Charles River paths. The MassDOT team has begun to study this 
connection; it should be included as a project element. 

 
2. Safer designs for Cambridge Street and the new streets in Beacon Yards 

7 Congestion in the Commonwealth - Report to the Governor 2019 
8 https://mbtabackontrack.com/performance/#/detail/reliability/2019-11-17/Commuter%20Rail//CR-Worcester/peak 
9 https://www.boston.gov/departments/boston-bikes/bike-data/2017-boston-bicycle-counts 
10 Significantly longer walk/bike tunnel precedents can be found in Seattle, Rotterdam, and London 
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One of the first and most important community priorities expressed as part of the I-90 
Allston planning process was the need to transform Cambridge Street into a human-scaled 
street that would function like a neighborhood connector, not a highway on-ramp. 
MassDOT’s current designs fail to show this transformation. Instead, they have replicated 
the existing dangerous, overbuilt conditions on Cambridge Street and repeated them on 
every new proposed street. Only a single block of a single street within Beacon Yards is shown 
as two lanes; most streets are four lanes with additional turning lanes at intersections. This is 
radically out of line with the City of Boston’s Complete Streets Guidelines and all modern best 
practices for street design in dense urban areas.  
 
The proposed design more than doubles roadway capacity, rebuilding the four-lane Cambridge 
Street we have today with additional turning lanes, and adding a five-lane Cambridge Street 
South. There is no logical justification for this expansion, as every single existing street that the 
new streets will connect with is two lanes wide. Furthermore, increasing roadway capacity has 
been proven not to address traffic, but to induce it.  
 
The 2018 Massachusetts Strategic Highway Safety Plan states that “For the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, one life lost on our roadways or altered by a serious injury is unacceptable.”  11

However, the 4 and 5 lane roads currently proposed in the new street grid in Beacon Yards 
create a severe safety risk for people walking and biking. The FHWA publication "Pedestrian 
Safety at Intersections" states: “Although intersections represent a very small percentage of U.S. 
surface road mileage, more than one in five pedestrian deaths is the result of a collision with a 
vehicle at an intersection. Research indicates that increasing the lanes on a roadway from four to 
six or more lanes increases the percentage of fatalities represented by pedestrian crashes by 64 
percent.”  MassDOT’s Municipal Resource Guide for Walkability notes that “designing roadways 12

with built-in physical features that make pedestrians more visible and require motorists to travel at 
lower speeds can improve safety.” Raised crosswalks and speed tables are recommended in that 
MassDOT report and should be included in this study.  MassDOT must propose alternative 13

designs for all new streets that 1) reduce the number of lanes on most or all proposed 
streets and 2) are designed for a speed limit of 25mph (Boston’s current citywide limit) and 
the 20 mph limit supported by Mayor Walsh.  14

  
2. Full reconstruction of the Cambridge Street overpass 

The Cambridge Street viaduct on the westerly edge of the project was identified as structurally 
deficient by MassDOT more than five years ago. It should also be considered functionally 
deficient, as the excessively severe vertical curve obstructs the visibility of pedestrians and bikes 
posing safety risks for users traveling along the bridge and attempting to cross it,. That this route 
is a very strong desire line is clear from the large number of people that use it every day despite 
the high-speed traffic and poor visibility. The overpass abutments follow the current curve of the 
Mass Pike, and therefore likely constrain future alignments of the turnpike and rail as well as 
potentially introducing complications for construction sequencing. The DEIS should document 

11 https://www.mass.gov/files/documents/2019/01/18/dot_SHSP_2018.pdf 
12 https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/other_topics/fhwasa10005/docs/brief_9.pdf 
13 https://www.mass.gov/files/documents/2018/09/17/MunicipalResourcesGuideForWalkability_2018-08-24.pdf 
14 
https://www.bostonglobe.com/metro/2019/03/07/walsh-propose-mph-limit-neighborhoods-and-uber-lyft-pickup-sites/
KPpUxjzqVs74SAsPO9VRBP/story.html 
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how the Cambridge Street overpass does or does not constrain other project elements, 
and evaluate the value of a full bridge replacement rather than a deck replacement as was 
previously planned. 

II.E. Additional Topics of Analysis that Must Be Included in the DEIS 
1. Mitigation 

Mitigation must be included as an integral part of the planning process, especially for an 
enormous and complicated project such as this one. The Scoping document seems to treat 
mitigation as something that is undertaken once a preferred alternative has been selected. Our 
understanding of the federal environmental process is that mitigation must be included during the 
project formation and selection process in order to have the data necessary to arrive at the best 
overall option. Mitigation helps shape a project to arrive at an acceptable package of elements 
that all participants and advising agents can agree upon. None of the options under consideration 
will avoid impacts to parkland, historic and natural resources, and residential areas either in their 
final condition or during the lengthy construction period. Mitigation elements that are critical 
include: 

a. Noise, vibration, and air pollution protection for impacted residential areas. MassDOT 
proposes to build express tracks and a rail yard for midday storage of diesel locomotives 
next to the Wadsworth Street neighborhood, while also moving I-90 closer to these same 
homes. These actions would inflict great harm to nearby residents in the form of air 
pollution (tailpipe emissions and wear from tires and brakes),  noise pollution, and 

15

vibration. The simple barrier wall that MassDOT proposes along the backyard property 
line is grossly inadequate for several reasons, including that noise barriers can shield only 
the lowest floors of a building  and that a barrier wall is most effective when it is as close 

16

to the noise source (traffic lanes) as possible.  The highly desired buffer park provides 
17

sufficient width to include a berm, trees, and vegetation that are together much more 
effective in mitigating air pollution, noise, and vibration. Furthermore, the Cambridge 
Street Bypass would put a roof over the rail lines closest to homes, providing a much 
greater air and noise pollution barrier. 
 

b. Mitigation for impacts to the Charles River. MassDOT’s construction plan proposes to fill 
significant areas of the Charles River and replace the entire riverbank with sheet piling for 
several thousand feet, for up to a decade. This is in no sense a temporary impact: 
“temporary” implies that the riverbank can be restored to its previous state. A river is an 
endlessly dynamic resource and in no way will it be able to be “restored” after ten years of 
flow and forces that will react to the rigidity of pilings and addition of fill. “Restoration” of 
the riverbank to its current state is not possible, nor is it desirable, as it is currently 
eroding, unstable, and unattractive. 
  
This project creates an opportunity to make positive, ecologically-driven changes in this 
degraded section of the river, by providing for separate walking and biking paths, 
introducing more trees and other plantings throughout the Throat, providing adequate 

15 https://www.epa.gov/transportation-air-pollution-and-climate-change/smog-soot-and-local-air-pollution 
https://www.lung.org/our-initiatives/healthy-air/outdoor/air-pollution/particle-pollution.html 
16 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ENVIRonment/noise/noise_compatible_planning/federal_approach/audible_landscape/al04.cfm 
17 https://www4.uwm.edu/cuts/noise/noise3.htm 
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storage and treatment of stormwater, and making improvements to the ecological health 
of the river. Permanent changes to the river are not necessarily “adverse impacts”. 
Projects such as the North Shore Riverfront Ecosystem Restoration Project on the Ohio 
River in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania  and Chicago Riverwalk  are recent examples of 

18 19

permanent and positive riverbank changes that can inform the I-90 Allston alternatives 
analysis. 
 
The entire I-90 project area was originally marshland, and therefore, to the extent that a 
softer water’s edge can be restored, the river will be healthier and stormwater will be more 
effectively managed. In addition, significant trees and other plantings are necessary in the 
Throat to address noise and air pollution from the adjacent highways (as described in the 
US EPA publication Recommendations for Constructing Roadside Vegetation Barriers to 
Improve Near-Road Air Quality)  and shade the biking and walking paths. Plantings will 

20

also provide visual benefits when seen from riverfront paths and roads on both sides of 
the river. The strategic reuse of some bridge piers to support a boardwalk or a modest 
amount of permanent landfill--without impeding the active use of the watersheet--could 
allow for separated walking and biking paths and new planting areas throughout the 
throat. 
 

c. Landscaped buffers 
Provide added dimension for landscaped aprons on the bridges that span above the 
highway and rail alignment to provide noise, air quality, and visual buffering and support a 
comfortable pedestrian and bicycle environment. 
The City of Boston’s I-90 Allston Interchange Placemaking Study makes this 
recommendation, noting that “These bridges will span hundreds of feet of active highway 
and rail facilities. Although air rights development may eventually line the new streets and 
cover the transportation infrastructure, it is important to have an attractive environment for 
everyone using these important new links as part of the initial construction.”   21

 
d. Decking over the highway and railyard 

Building decks over highways becomes exponentially more expensive, difficult, and 
disruptive when they are in use by cars and trains. Decking over the highway and 
Worcester Line tracks as part of this project and before they are operational should be 
studied for its value to minimize and mitigate adverse air and noise pollution and visual 
impacts while also creating the conditions for technically feasible and economically viable 
transit-oriented air rights development. 
 

e. Mitigation for the disruptions caused by construction. 
The Mass Pike, which carries hundreds of thousands of vehicles per day, will have 
reduced capacity for much of the ten-year construction period. This is sure to cause 
increased congestion on the turnpike and spillover traffic in surrounding neighborhoods, 

18 
https://www.lrp.usace.army.mil/Portals/72/docs/ProjectReviewPlans/N%20Shore%20Riverfront%20DPR%20MSC%20Approved%20for%20Rele
ase.pdf?ver=2016-05-24-161651-743 
19 https://www.chicago.gov/city/en/depts/cdot/supp_info/chicago_riverwalk.html 
20 https://cfpub.epa.gov/si/si_public_file_download.cfm?p_download_id=528612&Lab=NRMRL  
21 http://www.bostonplans.org/getattachment/4b43e98f-7790-4885-bbbc-39fafe478611  
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with resulting impacts on air quality, economic activity, and safety, unless a 
comprehensive plan is implemented to facilitate increased usage of non-vehicle modes 
during construction.  
 

f. Replacement of the Grand Junction Bridge superstructure over the Charles River. 
The Grand Junction Bridge over the Charles River dates to 1928, and required emergency 
repairs in 2012 to remain operational. The shutdown of the Grand Junction during the 
project will allow ample time to replace the superstructure of the bridge (and inspect the 
substructure as well) so that it can provide frequent transit service once the line is 
reopened. This should also include bicycle and pedestrian facilities to connect the 
“People’s Pike” to trails and paths in Cambridge. 

 
2. Regional, multi-modal maintenance of mobility plan 

A systematic program is needed to maintain mobility throughout the upcoming decade of 
reconstructing the interchange. In a project of this magnitude and duration, the impact on the 
region’s traffic pattern during the construction process will be a critical concern. The Boston 
region’s growth is expected to continue, especially in locations like Kendall, Downtown and the 
Seaport, and the Longwood Medical Area. Demand for access from the western corridor will 
reflect that growth. Our roadway capacity is finite, and will even be reduced during the 
construction process. Passenger demand for public transportation will grow disproportionately 
during this 10-year construction period and after. It is essential that a central part of the Allston 
Interchange I-90 project be a program to sustain regional mobility even as roadway capacity is 
reduced. 
 
Passenger use of the Worcester Line has risen by more than 45% in the past six years, and 
should be expected to grow by an even larger amount during the upcoming decade. Improving 
public transportation capacity adequately to meet rising demand will require significant new 
capital investment, additional operating resources, and long lead time to implement the expanded 
services. That means the mobility plan must be initiated immediately in order to achieve timely 
results. Key strategies of such a plan include: 

a. Early implementation of West Station, or if that is infeasible, implementation of a 
temporary West Station on the existing WML tracks 

b. Maintenance of two WML tracks throughout construction 
c. Increased frequency on the WML 
d. Additional express buses/dedicated bus lanes on the Mass Pike during construction 
e. Expanded parking capacity at WML stations 
f. Temporary ramps in the vicinity of St. Mary’s Street/Beacon Street to reducing the number 

of drivers who use the I90 Allston exits or exit early and use surface streets through 
Allston-Brighton 

g. An ADA-compliant alternate route during reconstruction of the Franklin Street footbridge 
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SECTION III. FHWA AND FTA CONTINUING 
INVOLVEMENT IN THE PUBLIC PROCESS 
 
It is essential that FHWA and FTA resume their participation in the Mass Pike Task Force for the 
duration of the project. The Mass Pike Task Force was convened in 2014 at the request of State 
Representative Kevin Honan, State Representative Michael Moran, State Senator William Brownsberger, 
and State Senator Sal DiDomenico. Over the past five years, the Task Force has worked collaboratively 
with the MassDOT team, and, all agree that the project has improved immensely as a result. The Task 
Force plays an essential role because the extraordinary complexity of this project makes it extremely 
difficult for members of the general public to fully understand and provide input when the only avenues 
for participation are brief time periods allotted at a typical public meeting. 
  
The Task Force represents the public in this process—the nearby residents, people living in all the areas 
who will experience the impacts of this project as well as its long-term benefits, the many public-interest 
advocacy groups and individuals who represent the larger public, and others. We applaud MassDOT’s 
commitment to continue convening the Task Force throughout the project planning and construction. 
However, we are deeply concerned that FHWA has ceased its participation in the Task Force just as it 
initiates its active role in the project permitting. If, at this point, there was broad consensus about the 
direction and specific elements of the project, perhaps their role could be more circumscribed and the 
need for them to participate less urgent. But that is not the case, as evidenced by the issues detailed 
above that have yet to be resolved. These issues are complex and interconnected. Resolving them will 
require further study and analysis to arrive at the most feasible and beneficial build alternative. It is not 
possible to satisfactorily resolve all of these complex issues within the space of this current comment 
period, and one additional comment period before the selected alternative is chosen, and there is no way 
that the FHWA will be able to make informed decisions without being present and involved in the 
process. Therefore it is essential that FHWA and FTA participate in the Task Force, even if only in an 
observatory capacity. 
  
 
The implementation of the Allston Intermodal Interchange redevelopment is expected to be by a 
design/build technique. It is essential that the environmental process be sufficiently precise and defined 
that future contractors will be bound to respect the environmental requirements established as a result of 
this NEPA process. 

  
Thank you for your consideration of our comments on the NEPA Scoping Document. We believe this 
project has the potential for once-in-a-lifetime benefits for people traveling on all modes through the 
project area, for people living and working in surrounding neighborhoods, and for historic and natural 
resources, and thus we urge you to make the above modifications to the project purpose and scope. 
  
We appreciate your attention to the important matters raised in this letter. We look forward to continuing 
our very effective collaboration to date with the Federal Highway Administration, MassDOT, and other 
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City, State, and Federal agencies to help this project become a model for 21st Century sustainable 
mobility. 
  
 
 
Sincerely, 
  
Alex Cornacchini, Allston Village Main Streets and Task Force Member 
Jason Desrosier, Allston Brighton Community Development Corporation and Task Force member 
Anthony D'Isidoro, Allston Civic Association, Allston resident, and Task Force member 
Laura Jasinski, Charles River Conservancy and Task Force member 
Wendy Landman, WalkBoston and Task Force member 
Anna Leslie, Allston Brighton Health Collaborative 
Harry Mattison, Allston resident and Task Force member 
Galen Mook, Massachusetts Bicycle Coalition, Allston resident, and Task Force member 
Michael J. Nichols, Executive Director, Esplanade Association 
Ari Ofsevit, LivableStreets Project Lead, Cambridgeport resident, and Task Force member 
Jessica Robertson, Allston resident and Task Force member 
Hazel Ryerson, Allston resident and Task Force member 
Fred Salvucci, Brighton resident 
Bob Sloane, Walk Boston and Brookline resident 
Stacy Thompson, Executive Director, LivableStreets Alliance  
Jack Wofford, Cambridgeport resident 
Becca Wolfson, Boston Cyclists Union 
 
  
  
Cc: Governor Charlie Baker 
 Secretary of Transportation Stephanie Pollack 
 Secretary of Energy and Environmental Affairs Kathleen Theoharides 

Boston Mayor Marty Walsh 
Cambridge Mayor Marc McGovern 
Brookline Town Administrator Melvin Kleckner 
Senator William Brownsberger 
Senator Sal DiDomenico 
Representative Michael Moran 
Representative Kevin Honan 
Chief of Streets Chris Osgood 
Boston Planning and Development Agency Director Brian Golden 
Ken Miller, FHWA 
Cassie Ostrander, FHWA 
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CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Danny Gromet
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: Arlington/Berkeley Station
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 12:32:22 PM
Attachments: Arlington-Berkeley-Sign---Current (2).jpg

Hello,
 
I would like to ask the
DOT if there is any
possibility of working
with the MBTA in
regards to reopening the
Berkeley Street
entrances to Arlington
Station. I realize that if
this were to be done will
require new elevators

mailto:DGromet@comcast.net
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us



and a wider hallway. The
point being is that if the
MBTA is considering
double length Green Line
cars, it would only make
sense to not have to
walk so far inside the
Arlington Station
platform level to board a
train.
 
In addition, it is true
that Arlington Station
lies between Arlington
and Berkeley Streets so



it would help if Arlington
Station were renamed as
Arlington/Berkeley
assuming that the
MassDOT and the MBTA
agree to reopening the
Berkeley Street
entrance.
 
The reason why I would
like to ask about this is
that by opening the
Berkeley Street entrance
is in respects to the
overall station



accessibility. It would
save a number of
passengers from having
to walk a full block or
more to access the
nearest entrance to a
station. In addition, this
situation would make it
much easier in unsettled
weather as accessing
the Arlington Station
would be underground
from Berkeley Street,
protected from
temperature and



precipitation.
 
Thank you very much for
your time and
consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel E. Gromet
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__go.microsoft.com_fwlink_-3FLinkId-3D550986&d=DwMFaQ&c=lDF7oMaPKXpkYvev9V-fVahWL0QWnGCCAfCDz1Bns_w&r=_BuuUhgSQmorw4KiJpyXgSVmNDg3JHZQLAMYuqfvnxU&m=IZqvfLkYTrtc0qTyNUALQeK1xDhnxI6p890-A4Y9XKw&s=VC0iEW_YHwl7GNpK_jGOHOFNpVBf7VJLj-vAn4hAM2Y&e=




 

 

 

 
 
 
 
April 13, 2020 
 
Via E-mail to publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us  
 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation Board of Directors and Fiscal and Management 
Control Board 
C/O Owen Kane 
10 Park Plaza – Suite 3510 
Boston, MA 02116  
  

Subject:  Public Comment for Joint Board Meeting on April 13, 2020 
  
Dear Massachusetts Department of Transportation (MassDOT) Board of Directors and Fiscal 
and Management Control Board (FMCB):   
 

Thank you for responding to Conservation Law Foundation’s (CLF)1 and other 
advocates’ requests to incorporate public comment into today’s meeting.  It is critical for board 
members to continue engaging with the public during the pandemic so that the decisions you 
make today and during subsequent meetings reflect your consideration of stakeholder 
recommendations.   
 

These comments address two agenda items: number 9 – Capital Investment Plan (CIP) 
Update – and number 14 – Report from the General Manager.  Regarding agenda item 9, I 
recommend that the CIP include funds that are explicitly designated for implementing Rail 
Vision.  Regarding agenda item 14, enclosed is a map with data to demonstrate which 
neighborhoods have low concentrations of people that are likely to have jobs where they work 
from home.  Neighborhoods that are likely to continue to rely on public transit in the COVID-19 
era, and thus require sufficiently frequent service to allow riders to be 6-feet apart, include 
Dorchester, East Boston, Chelsea, Lynn, Everett, Revere, and Mattapan.  CLF encourages the 
General Manager and MBTA staff to use this data to determine which transit routes serve these 
communities and to increase the service frequency on these routes during times of crowding. 
  

 
1 CLF is a nonprofit, member-supported, regional environmental organization working to 
conserve natural resources, protect public health, and promote thriving communities for all in the 
New England region.  CLF protects New England’s environment for the benefit of all people. 
We use the law, science and the market to create solutions that preserve our natural resources, 
build healthy communities, and sustain a vibrant economy. We’re working to cut pollution from 
our cars and trucks, create alternatives to driving, and push for more affordable and equitable 
public transit options across New England.  CLF has a long history of advocating for enhanced 
public transportation.   
 

mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
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First, I urge you to ensure that the 2021-2025 CIP includes funds to implement the 

FMCB’s Rail Vision Resolutions approved on November 4, 2019.  The CIP Update presented on 
March 23 includes $1,298.9 million for revenue vehicles, which includes accelerated commuter 
rail coach procurement.2  The boards should specify that those funds should be used to support 
electrification, including the purchase of electric multiple units for the Fairmount Line, 
environmental justice section of the Newburyport/Rockport Line, and Providence/Stoughton 
Line.  The FMCB demonstrated exceptional leadership in setting forth a Rail Vision that 
reflected stakeholder input.  Allocating funds in the 2021-2025 CIP are necessary to achieve the 
Rail Vision. 
 

Second, please recognize all MBTA and RTA bus drivers, maintenance workers, cleaning 
staff and contractors, and other frontline workers who are doing the necessary work to help 
people get to their essential jobs, grocery stores, and healthcare facilities.  Transit workers are a 
tremendous lifeline.  These workers are putting their own health at risk to support their families 
and the public.  I urge General Manager Poftak and the FMCB to ensure there is frequent transit 
service in certain communities with high ridership to minimize the danger of spreading 
COVID-19.   

 
I stand with the Action for Equity Coalition and Chelsea Transportation Task Force who 

have identified routes that were too crowded at times over the past few weeks such that it was 
impossible to maintain a safe social distance between riders.  In this challenging time of 
COVID-19, the MBTA continues to provide a necessary service for riders who must get to work 
so that the rest of us can remain at home, as well as people taking transit to travel to medical 
facilities, and to the grocery store to get life-sustaining food and other items.  CLF supports other 
organizations who have requested more frequent service on routes during shift changes such as 
routes 31, 32, 111, 104, 109, 116, 117, early-morning service on the Blue Line, and 4:00 p.m. on 
the Orange Line.  Further, attention is needed at Nubian Square to keep riders waiting for buses 
separated. 
 

Below is a map with the most recent American Community Survey census data showing 
which neighborhoods have high and low concentrations of people that are likely to have jobs 
where they work from home.  Areas in darker pink have comparatively higher populations of 
residents that are unlikely to have jobs where they can work remotely based on occupational 
category.  The pandemic has required many people to work remotely to limit spread of the virus.  
Many low-wage workers in neighborhoods identified in dark pink below continue to be reliant 
on public transportation and are unable to work remotely (see identified categories).  
Neighborhoods that are likely to continue to rely on public transit in the COVID-19 era, and thus 
require sufficiently frequent service to allow riders to be 6-feet apart, include Dorchester, East 
Boston, Chelsea, Lynn, Everett, Revere, and Mattapan.  CLF encourages you to use this data to 
determine which transit routes serve these communities and increase the service frequency on 
these routes. 

 
2 Presentation to the Fiscal and Management Control Board and MassDOT Board, Capital 
Investment Program Update, Slide 22, March 23, 2020, https://www.mass.gov/doc/capital-
investment-plan-presented-to-the-board-on-32320/download.   

https://www.mass.gov/doc/capital-investment-plan-presented-to-the-board-on-32320/download
https://www.mass.gov/doc/capital-investment-plan-presented-to-the-board-on-32320/download
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  You may contact me with questions at 

SRubin@clf.org and 617-850-1781. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Staci Rubin 
Senior Attorney 
  

mailto:SRubin@clf.org


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Staci Rubin
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: Levy, Danny (MBTA); Walsh, Richard (MBTA)
Subject: Comments for Joint Meeting 4/13/20: Agenda Items 9, 14
Date: Monday, April 13, 2020 10:00:36 AM
Attachments: image001.png

CLF Crowding Comments, Map 4.13.20.pdf

Dear Massachusetts Department of Transportation Board of Directors and Fiscal and Management
Control Board: 
 
Thank you for responding to Conservation Law Foundation’s (CLF) and other advocates’ requests to
incorporate public comment into today’s meeting.  It is critical for board members to continue engaging
with the public during the pandemic so that the decisions you make today and during subsequent
meetings reflect your consideration of stakeholder recommendations. 
 
The attached comments address two agenda items: number 9 – Capital Investment Plan (CIP) Update –
and number 14 – Report from the General Manager.  Regarding agenda item 9, I recommend that the
CIP include funds that are explicitly designated for implementing Rail Vision.  Regarding agenda item 14,
enclosed is a map with data to demonstrate which neighborhoods have high and low concentrations of
people that are likely to have jobs where they work from home.  Neighborhoods that are likely to continue
to rely on public transit in the COVID-19 era, and thus require sufficiently frequent service to allow riders
to be 6-feet apart, include Dorchester, East Boston, Chelsea, Lynn, Everett, Revere, and Mattapan.  CLF
encourages the General Manager and MBTA staff to use this data to determine which transit routes serve
these communities and to increase the service frequency on these routes during times of crowding.
 
Thank you,
 
Staci Rubin
Senior Attorney
Conservation Law Foundation
Pronouns: she/her/hers
 
62 Summer Street
Boston, MA 02110

P: 617-850-1781
E: SRubin@clf.org  

For a thriving New England 

Facebook |  Twitter |  LinkedIn
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April 13, 2020 
 
Via E-mail to publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us  
 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation Board of Directors and Fiscal and Management 
Control Board 
C/O Owen Kane 
10 Park Plaza – Suite 3510 
Boston, MA 02116  
  


Subject:  Public Comment for Joint Board Meeting on April 13, 2020 
  
Dear Massachusetts Department of Transportation (MassDOT) Board of Directors and Fiscal 
and Management Control Board (FMCB):   
 


Thank you for responding to Conservation Law Foundation’s (CLF)1 and other 
advocates’ requests to incorporate public comment into today’s meeting.  It is critical for board 
members to continue engaging with the public during the pandemic so that the decisions you 
make today and during subsequent meetings reflect your consideration of stakeholder 
recommendations.   
 


These comments address two agenda items: number 9 – Capital Investment Plan (CIP) 
Update – and number 14 – Report from the General Manager.  Regarding agenda item 9, I 
recommend that the CIP include funds that are explicitly designated for implementing Rail 
Vision.  Regarding agenda item 14, enclosed is a map with data to demonstrate which 
neighborhoods have low concentrations of people that are likely to have jobs where they work 
from home.  Neighborhoods that are likely to continue to rely on public transit in the COVID-19 
era, and thus require sufficiently frequent service to allow riders to be 6-feet apart, include 
Dorchester, East Boston, Chelsea, Lynn, Everett, Revere, and Mattapan.  CLF encourages the 
General Manager and MBTA staff to use this data to determine which transit routes serve these 
communities and to increase the service frequency on these routes during times of crowding. 
  


 
1 CLF is a nonprofit, member-supported, regional environmental organization working to 
conserve natural resources, protect public health, and promote thriving communities for all in the 
New England region.  CLF protects New England’s environment for the benefit of all people. 
We use the law, science and the market to create solutions that preserve our natural resources, 
build healthy communities, and sustain a vibrant economy. We’re working to cut pollution from 
our cars and trucks, create alternatives to driving, and push for more affordable and equitable 
public transit options across New England.  CLF has a long history of advocating for enhanced 
public transportation.   
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First, I urge you to ensure that the 2021-2025 CIP includes funds to implement the 


FMCB’s Rail Vision Resolutions approved on November 4, 2019.  The CIP Update presented on 
March 23 includes $1,298.9 million for revenue vehicles, which includes accelerated commuter 
rail coach procurement.2  The boards should specify that those funds should be used to support 
electrification, including the purchase of electric multiple units for the Fairmount Line, 
environmental justice section of the Newburyport/Rockport Line, and Providence/Stoughton 
Line.  The FMCB demonstrated exceptional leadership in setting forth a Rail Vision that 
reflected stakeholder input.  Allocating funds in the 2021-2025 CIP are necessary to achieve the 
Rail Vision. 
 


Second, please recognize all MBTA and RTA bus drivers, maintenance workers, cleaning 
staff and contractors, and other frontline workers who are doing the necessary work to help 
people get to their essential jobs, grocery stores, and healthcare facilities.  Transit workers are a 
tremendous lifeline.  These workers are putting their own health at risk to support their families 
and the public.  I urge General Manager Poftak and the FMCB to ensure there is frequent transit 
service in certain communities with high ridership to minimize the danger of spreading 
COVID-19.   


 
I stand with the Action for Equity Coalition and Chelsea Transportation Task Force who 


have identified routes that were too crowded at times over the past few weeks such that it was 
impossible to maintain a safe social distance between riders.  In this challenging time of 
COVID-19, the MBTA continues to provide a necessary service for riders who must get to work 
so that the rest of us can remain at home, as well as people taking transit to travel to medical 
facilities, and to the grocery store to get life-sustaining food and other items.  CLF supports other 
organizations who have requested more frequent service on routes during shift changes such as 
routes 31, 32, 111, 104, 109, 116, 117, early-morning service on the Blue Line, and 4:00 p.m. on 
the Orange Line.  Further, attention is needed at Nubian Square to keep riders waiting for buses 
separated. 
 


Below is a map with the most recent American Community Survey census data showing 
which neighborhoods have high and low concentrations of people that are likely to have jobs 
where they work from home.  Areas in darker pink have comparatively higher populations of 
residents that are unlikely to have jobs where they can work remotely based on occupational 
category.  The pandemic has required many people to work remotely to limit spread of the virus.  
Many low-wage workers in neighborhoods identified in dark pink below continue to be reliant 
on public transportation and are unable to work remotely (see identified categories).  
Neighborhoods that are likely to continue to rely on public transit in the COVID-19 era, and thus 
require sufficiently frequent service to allow riders to be 6-feet apart, include Dorchester, East 
Boston, Chelsea, Lynn, Everett, Revere, and Mattapan.  CLF encourages you to use this data to 
determine which transit routes serve these communities and increase the service frequency on 
these routes. 


 
2 Presentation to the Fiscal and Management Control Board and MassDOT Board, Capital 
Investment Program Update, Slide 22, March 23, 2020, https://www.mass.gov/doc/capital-
investment-plan-presented-to-the-board-on-32320/download.   



https://www.mass.gov/doc/capital-investment-plan-presented-to-the-board-on-32320/download

https://www.mass.gov/doc/capital-investment-plan-presented-to-the-board-on-32320/download
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  You may contact me with questions at 


SRubin@clf.org and 617-850-1781. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Staci Rubin 
Senior Attorney 
  



mailto:SRubin@clf.org





CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Laura Jasinski
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: Dailey, Donny (DOT)
Subject: Comments on I-90 Allston Intermodal Project
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 11:41:39 AM

Dear Members of the MassDOT Board of Directors and Fiscal and Management Control
Board ,

I am writing on behalf of the Charles River Conservancy to support written comments on the
I-90 Allston Intermodal Project submitted by Wendy Landman from WalkBoston and verbal
comments submitted by Stacy Thompson from Livable Street and Jessica Roberston, Allston
Resident. Thank you in advance for addressing these core transportation, environmental,
environmental justice and parkland issues and moving this important project forward during
these challenging times - healthy, holistic city building is now more important than ever.

Be well,
Laura 

-- 
Laura Jasinski
Executive Director
Charles River Conservancy
43 Thorndike Street, S3-3, 
Cambridge, MA 02141
Direct: 617-300-8175
Cell: 413-265-0204

Help us make the Charles River and parks more active, attractive and accessible! Donate to The River Bank today!

mailto:ljasinski@thecharles.org
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:Donny.Dailey2@dot.state.ma.us
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__thecharles.org_theriverbank_&d=DwMFaQ&c=lDF7oMaPKXpkYvev9V-fVahWL0QWnGCCAfCDz1Bns_w&r=_BuuUhgSQmorw4KiJpyXgSVmNDg3JHZQLAMYuqfvnxU&m=eCPP1rr0uS9m1w6Sqnftx0ast7-87mbQwKCCJDALc0U&s=O31fizKF_0A63aKFVrTIqPLJ0RCeuV_Eu6B8p4Mo510&e=


 

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB, 
 
I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and 
the T is doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease progress on 
one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in the modern 
history of the Commonwealth.  
  
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is 
the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. 
We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically 
the "early action" projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in 
any contract extension or new contact. Thank you for your action last year.  
  
Thank you for your consideration, 
~Kristine 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize 
the sender and know the content is safe.  
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Sullivan, Daniel A. (DOT)

From: Judith Black <storiesalive@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 11, 2020 6:34 PM
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: Commuter Rail

 

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB, 

Alas, the virus has us focused on our feet and hands.  We need to maintain that focus 
towards the future as well. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for 
the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a commitment 
to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by 
this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank you 
for your action last year.  
  
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Judith Black 
Marblehead MA 
****** 
Check out my TED Talk:  Storytelling and Climate Disruption: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4nMAV8xFUMg&list=PLsRNoUx8w3rPTJL9ZY04lnnwbdmiydW1W&index=21 
 
Visit My Storytelling Web site and classes :www.storiesalive.com 
 
Summer Class: 
www.tellingstoriestochildren.com 
 
Winter Class: 
Making Stories From Your Life 
http://www.storiesalive.com/making‐stories‐from‐your‐life/  
 

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail 
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is 
safe.  



CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Eileen Kurkoski
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Commuter Rail Rransformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 11:07:32 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is
doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease progress on one of the most
transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for
the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a
commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action"
projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or
new contact. Thank you for your action last year. 

Thank you for your consideration,
Eileen Kurkoski
Newton
eileenkfoto@gmail.com

mailto:eileenkfoto@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:eileenkfoto@gmail.com


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Jess Nahigian
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 10:48:22 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is doing an
incredible job. However, we must not cease progress on one of the most transformative
transportation initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth. 

With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for the
MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a commitment to
advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this
board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank you for your
action last year. 

Thank you for your consideration,

Jess Nahigian
17 Holmes St
Cambridge, MA 02138

mailto:jnahigian@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Gabriel Robinson
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 9:00:36 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus,
and the T is doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease
progress on one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in
the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this
is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for
funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation,
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank
you for your action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,
Gabriel Robinson
robinsongabriel64@gmail.com
26 McTernan St. #3
Cambridge, MA 02139

mailto:robinsongabriel64@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:robinsongabriel64@gmail.com


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Jonathan Grossman
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 8:43:09 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is doing an
incredible job. However, we must not cease progress on one of the most transformative
transportation initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth. 

With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for the
MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a commitment to
advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this
board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank you for your
action last year. 

 Thank you for your consideration,
Jon Grossman
83 Varnum Ave.
Lowell, MA  01854

mailto:jong1956@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Prasannan Parthasarathi
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 7:59:01 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus,
and the T is doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease
progress on one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in
the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this
is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for
funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation,
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank
you for your action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,
]Prasannan Parthasarathi
5 Stuart Road
Newton Centre, MA 02459
parthasa@bc.edu

mailto:prasannan.parthasarathi@bc.edu
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:parthasa@bc.edu


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: mlpearson@rcn.com
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Commuter Rail Transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 7:54:24 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the
T is doing a great job. However, we must not cease progress on one of the most
transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history of the
Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the
time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask
that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early
action" projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract
extension or new contract. Thank you for your actions last year. 
 
Sincerely,
 
Monte L. Pearson
Burlington, MA
mlpearson@rcn.com
781-273-0074
 

mailto:mlpearson@rcn.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:mlpearson@rcn.com


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: gleb bahmutov
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 7:07:28 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

In these tough times, we should not forget that we are facing an
unprecedented existential climate crisis. 

I urge you to get all Rail Transformation projects ready for stimulus
funding, specifically the early action projects voted on. I urge you to
explicitly include them in any current or future extension contracts.

Thank you,

Gleb Bahmutov,
19 Winslow st, Cambridge, MA

-- 
Dr. Gleb Bahmutov, PhD

Schedule video chat / phone call / meeting with me
via https://calendly.com/bahmutov
gleb.bahmutov@gmail.com @bahmutov
https://glebbahmutov.com/ https://glebbahmutov.com/blog
https://github.com/bahmutov

mailto:gleb.bahmutov@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__calendly.com_bahmutov&d=DwMFaQ&c=lDF7oMaPKXpkYvev9V-fVahWL0QWnGCCAfCDz1Bns_w&r=_BuuUhgSQmorw4KiJpyXgSVmNDg3JHZQLAMYuqfvnxU&m=QNQltRHMzLhr9AkbG0LjpryMGSYBH1uFjDq6LrqB3NA&s=PTxgZPjMBdkDRsK_JAIdxB6xQg12uP1k-amQQZakPgU&e=
mailto:gleb.bahmutov@gmail.com
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__twitter.com_-40bahmutov&d=DwMFaQ&c=lDF7oMaPKXpkYvev9V-fVahWL0QWnGCCAfCDz1Bns_w&r=_BuuUhgSQmorw4KiJpyXgSVmNDg3JHZQLAMYuqfvnxU&m=QNQltRHMzLhr9AkbG0LjpryMGSYBH1uFjDq6LrqB3NA&s=7UDffzTwUF3qLlbwa0NWLQJSiHK2X9lIsHw5Rd7KIzc&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__glebbahmutov.com_&d=DwMFaQ&c=lDF7oMaPKXpkYvev9V-fVahWL0QWnGCCAfCDz1Bns_w&r=_BuuUhgSQmorw4KiJpyXgSVmNDg3JHZQLAMYuqfvnxU&m=QNQltRHMzLhr9AkbG0LjpryMGSYBH1uFjDq6LrqB3NA&s=UQAy65RaKNcOAN3evI61N7T0HLFwt_PJFDH_IvSVILc&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__glebbahmutov.com_blog&d=DwMFaQ&c=lDF7oMaPKXpkYvev9V-fVahWL0QWnGCCAfCDz1Bns_w&r=_BuuUhgSQmorw4KiJpyXgSVmNDg3JHZQLAMYuqfvnxU&m=QNQltRHMzLhr9AkbG0LjpryMGSYBH1uFjDq6LrqB3NA&s=-3RKUys04s53R5XNrf3IdwwutseIWRIfKf8OH3XrYSE&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__github.com_bahmutov&d=DwMFaQ&c=lDF7oMaPKXpkYvev9V-fVahWL0QWnGCCAfCDz1Bns_w&r=_BuuUhgSQmorw4KiJpyXgSVmNDg3JHZQLAMYuqfvnxU&m=QNQltRHMzLhr9AkbG0LjpryMGSYBH1uFjDq6LrqB3NA&s=NKn0uzIIRZUMbkonDKY2P-7xaVHOYXMd1SL_G0667Ow&e=


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Denis Kalthofer
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 2:20:20 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus,
and the T is doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease
progress on one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in
the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this
is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for
funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation,
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank
you for your action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,
Denis Dettling Kalthofer
DenisKalthofer@aol.com
120 North St
Medford MA 02155

mailto:deniskalthofer@aol.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Gemini
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 1:54:11 PM
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CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Deborah Marion
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 8:19:17 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus.
At the same time, we must continue progressing on one of the most
transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history of the
Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this
is the time for the MBTA to prepare Rail Transformation projects for
funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation,
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank
you. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,
Deb Marion
Natick, MA

mailto:debinnatick@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Sarah H
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Commuter rail transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 7:22:18 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is doing an
incredible job. However, we must not cease progress on one of the most transformative
transportation initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for the
MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a commitment to
advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this
board, be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank you for your
action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,
Sarah Hill

32 Alfred Rd
Arlington MA 02474

mailto:nightwater@hotmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Bill Holland
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: Commuter Rail Transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 6:28:18 PM

Dear Secretary Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB:
Obviously, dealing with the spread of COVID-19 is of paramount importance at this time. 
Nevertheless, we should not let the immediate emergency keep us from preparing for
Massachusetts' future.  As a commuter rail commuter I am well aware of the benefits and
difficulties with our current commuter rail system.  I am also aware that there has been
considerable thought into what the rail system might look like in the future.  Now may be a
critical time to push forward on some of the projects which have been in the development
stage while economic stimulus plans are being developed,  Please build on some of the bold
planning of the past couple years and continue to push these projects forward for the good of
the citizens of the Commonwealth.

Thank you,
William Holland
223 Webster St.
West Newton, MA 02465

mailto:wm.holland@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Hayat Imam
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Commuter Rail Transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 3:39:43 PM

To: publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
 
Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

Please let me start by saying the MBTA and its staff has been doing a
wonderful job during this Coronavirus Pandemic. So thank you all. I am
writing to say that I am thrilled at the opportunity we face to push
forward one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in the
modern history of the Commonwealth. What an exciting moment! 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act
supporting us, I urge the MBTA to prepare key Rail Transformation
projects for funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail
Transformation, and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by
this board be explicitly spelled out whenever you are preparing contract
extensions or new contracts. Thank you for your action last year. 
 
With much appreciation for your consideration,
Hayat Imam
59 Edwin St.
Dorchester, MA 02124

mailto:imamhayat@hotmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Steve Wineman
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Commuter rail transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 1:16:00 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus,
and the T is doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease
progress on one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in
the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this
is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for
funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation,
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank
you for your action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,
Steve Wineman
26 McTernan St.
Cambridge, MA 02139
steven.wineman@gmail.com

__._,_.___

mailto:steven.wineman@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:steven.wineman@gmail.com


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Olivia Tappan
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Commuter rail transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 12:39:50 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, 
and the T is doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease 
progress on one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in 
the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this 
is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for 
funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation, 
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be 
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank 
you for your action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,

Olivia Tappan
otappan@comcast.net

15 Kings Way #27
Waltham, MA  02451

mailto:otappan@comcast.net
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:otappan@comcast.net
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From: Sue Donaldson
To: MassDOT Public Comments; info@transitmatter.org
Subject: Commuter Rail Transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 11:33:57 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

Thank you for your work in making the T useful in the coronavirus fight. 

But I'm writing on a different topic.  I ask for a commitment to advance Rail
Transformation, in particular the "early action" projects that this board voted on to be
expicitly spelled out in any documents going forward.  Electrication and improvement
of our rail service is critical for our climate, for justice, for our economy, and for all of
our well-being. 

Thank you,

Susan R Donaldson MD 
 

mailto:susalson@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatter.org
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From: Stephen Malagodi
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 10:57:10 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus,
and the T is doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease
progress on one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in
the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With another federal stimulus bill likely along with the federal
reauthorization act, this is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail
Transformation projects for funding. Given the unprecedented
unemployment rates this crisis has produced, it’s time for a Green New
Deal approach.
 
We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and
specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be explicitly
spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank you for your
action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,
 

Stephen Malagodi
200 Market St. #216
Lowell, Ma 01852
 
 

mailto:smalagodi@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
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From: Ron Blau
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 10:16:47 AM

 Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus,
and the T is doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease
progress on one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in
the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this
is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for
funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation,
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank
you for your action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,

Ron Blau

ron blau 
ronblau@gmail.com
mobile 617-872-1803

mailto:ronblau@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:blau@rcn.com
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From: ROY HARVEY
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Commuter rail transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 8:56:53 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB, 

We must not cease progress on one of the most transformative transportation
initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth. 

With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for
the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a
commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action"
projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or
new contact. Thank you for your action last year. 

Thank you for your consideration,

Roy Harvey 
Lincoln MA 
r.harvey@ieee.org 

mailto:royharvey@comcast.net
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:r.harvey@ieee.org
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From: Juliet Schor
To: MassDOT Public Comments; info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 8:44:16 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

Thank you for the job you have been doing during this difficult
pandemic. I am writing about another urgent matter--a progress on one
of the most transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history
of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, the
MBTA must move now to ready  Rail Transformation projects for
funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation,
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank
you for your action last year. 
 

Thank you for your consideration, Juliet Schor
--

-- 
Juliet B. Schor
(she/her/hers)
Professor of Sociology
Boston College
531 McGuinn Hall
140 Commonwealth Avenue
Chestnut Hill, MA 02467
Ph: (617) 552-4056
Email: juliet.schor@bc.edu

mailto:juliet.schor@bc.edu
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:juliet.schor@bc.edu
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From: MacDougall, John D
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: commuter rail transformation
Date: Friday, April 10, 2020 6:17:38 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is
doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease progress on one of the most
transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth.
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for
the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a
commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action"
projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or
new contact. Thank you for your action last year. TransitMatters stands ready to
support the MBTA. 

Thank you for your consideration,
John MacDougall
Member of Transit Matters
John_macdougall@uml.edu

mailto:John_Macdougall@uml.edu
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
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From: Alex Epstein
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Commuter rail transformation readiness
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 9:31:24 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,
 
With a possible additional COVID-19 federal stimulus bill and an
upcoming federal transportation reauthorization act, I believe this is the
time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. I
hope that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and
specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board can be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extensions or potential new
contract. 

Thank you for your consideration.

Alex Epstein
5 Windsor Road, Somerville, MA

mailto:alexepstein@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
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From: David Pap
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Commuter rail transformation
Date: Monday, April 13, 2020 9:06:11 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB:

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on
Coronavirus, and the T is doing an incredible job. However,
we must not cease progress on one of the most transformative
transportation initiatives in the modern history of the
Commonwealth. 

With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization
act, this is the time for the MBTA to prepare Rail
Transformation projects for funding. I am joining many other
area residents and environmental advocates to ask that a
commitment to advance Rail Transformation—and specifically
the "early action" projects voted on by this board—be explicitly
spelled out in any contract extension or new contact.

Thank you for your action last year and thank you for your
consideration.

David Pap

79 Dana Street
Cambridge, MA 02138

mailto:davidpap35@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
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From: Joseph Borkowski
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: FMCB coment
Date: Friday, April 10, 2020 4:54:02 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

We understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is
doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease progress on one of the most
transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth.
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for
the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a
commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action"
projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or
new contact. Thank you for your action last year. TransitMatters stands ready to
support the MBTA. 

Stay safe and healthy,
Joseph Borkowski
TransitMatters Member  

mailto:joestar@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us


From: Evan Foss
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: FMCB meeting April 13 public comment
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 11:57:18 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail system.  Do
not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello,
Evan Foss
Newton, MA

I am commenting on the Item "16. FMCB Public Schedule". I noticed
safety while likely included in the report of the GM is no longer
being listed in the schedule. It had been added permanently to the
schedule after the release of The Safety Report and was meant to help
guide things away from another incident like the 2019 June 11th
derailment of the Red Line.

I know the COVID-19 has changed things and is likely to push safety
into the GM's report but if you are still meeting and trying to hold
meetings you are obligated to try to carry on the work of implementing
The Safety Report. More KPI's (Key Performance Indicators) need to be
set among other things. The report was released 2019 December 9th. Are
we to accept that this was just a fashion that has passed and the
commitment to it has gone in less than 5 months?

Finally I find it rather offensive that the info pointing out how to
make a public comment was only made visible for this meeting on April
9th meaning that we only had under 3 days to know there even was a
public comment period! It would appear to be an attempt to avoid
having comments.

Thanks,
Evan

mailto:evanfoss@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
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From: Franny Osman
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Full Option 6 in full Commuter rail transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 11:20:13 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

You can take advantage of this difficult moment and become heroes of
transportation, making decisions that move us quickly into a period of hiring and
designing for a near future connected electric rail. Electricity. Linked north to south.
Jobs and improved quality of life both through the project and as a result of the
project. 

Implement a FULL Rail Vision Option 6. 

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is
doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease progress on one of the most
transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time
for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a
commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action"
projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or
new contact. Thank you for your action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,

Franny Osman
16 Half Moon Hill 
Acton MA 01720
Frannyola@gmail.com 

mailto:frannyola@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:Frannyola@gmail.com
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From: jean levaux
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: Fwd: Commuter rail transformation
Date: Monday, April 13, 2020 9:31:41 AM

To: publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
Cc: info@transitmatters.org

Subject: Commuter rail transformation

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the
FMCB:

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus
has been on Coronavirus, and the T is doing an
incredible job. However, we must not cease progress
on one of the most transformative transportation
initiatives in the modern history of the
Commonwealth. 

With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal
reauthorization act, this is the time for the MBTA to
prepare Rail Transformation projects for funding. I
am joining many other area residents and
environmental advocates to ask that a commitment
to advance Rail Transformation—and specifically the
"early action" projects voted on by this board—be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new
contact.

Thank you for your action last year and thank you for
your consideration.

Jean Le Vaux
773 Concord Ave #304
Cambridge, MA 02138

-- 
Jean Le Vaux

mailto:jeanlevaux@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
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From: Galen Mook
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: I-90 Allston Multimodal Interchange Public Comment
Date: Monday, April 13, 2020 10:32:04 AM

To the Members of the MassDOT Board of Directors and Fiscal and Management
Control Board,

I am writing on behalf of the Massachusetts Bicycle Coalition in support of the
voicemail comments submitted by Jessica Robertson, Task Force Member, and
Stacy Thompson from LivableStreets, as well as the written comments submitted by
Wendy Landman of WalkBoston. I would also like to express concern about the public
process that has stalled, and to request the MassDOT Board continue to require the
project team to keep members of the task force duly informed on all aspects of the
project.

I hope you all had a nice holiday weekend and are all healthy and well.

Thank you,

--
Galen Mook
Executive Director
Massachusetts Bicycle Coalition
Pronouns: he/him/his

50 Milk Street
16th Floor
Boston, Mass. 02109

www.MassBike.org
Office: 617.542.BIKE (2453)

Join or donate to MassBike!

mailto:galen@massbike.org
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
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From: Sylvia Parsons
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: Kane, Owen (MBTA)
Subject: looking ahead on rail (and other) transformation
Date: Monday, April 13, 2020 8:08:33 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I am aware that the current crisis is consuming the bulk of the MBTA’s attention. That is understandable and
necessary, and I applaud the board’s efforts to keep service going safely for riders and operators during this
unprecedented crisis. Thank you for your work.

However, we also need to continue to look ahead. This crisis has highlighted many limits and inequities of the status
quo; we need to go forward from it, not make it the occasion of retreat. I urge the board to continue to plan a
transformative vision for the future of the MBTA.
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail
Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically
the "early action" projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. I
urge that electrification efforts not be abandoned; covid-19 has once again underlined the costs vulnerable
communities bear for pollution, and, moreover, the failures in national and international responses to the pandemic
should constitute a warning for our handling of the climate crisis.  
 
Thank you for your consideration,
Sylvia Parsons
sylviap19@gmail.com

mailto:sylviap19@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:okane@MBTA.com
mailto:sylviap19@gmail.com
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From: Judith Aronstein
Cc: MassDOT Public Comments; info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Option 6 for full Commuter rail transformation
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 3:01:15 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

At this difficult time you can become heroes of transportation, with the decisions to
move us quickly into a period of hiring and designing for a near future connected
electric rail. Electricity. Linked north to south.

Through this project and as a result of the project we will see jobs and improved
quality of life.

Please implement a FULL Rail Vision Option 6. 

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is
doing an incredible job. However, we must not look away from one of the most
transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, THIS is the time
for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a
commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action"
projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or
new contact. 
 
Thank you for your past work and consideration on this present transformational
option.

Best,

Judith Aronstein

3 Gregory Lane
Acton, MA 01720

mailto:juditharonst@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
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From: Theodor Weinberg
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Please continue to support the Regional Rail project!
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 12:52:56 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

We understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is
doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease progress on one of the most
transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history of the Commonwealth.
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for
the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask that a
commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action"
projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or
new contact. Thank you for your action last year. TransitMatters stands ready to
support the MBTA. 

Best,
Ted Weinberg
TransitMatters Member
Brookline, MA

mailto:tw@tsweinberg.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
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From: Brion-Meisels, Linda
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: RE: Monday"s vote
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 2:40:34 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the
FMCB,
         
I am writing to encourage a vote on Monday which supports
the ability of the MBTA to continue to improve and modernize
our transportation system .  Thank you for the action you took
last year.  Now, however, with a possible federal stimulus
bill and federal reauthorization act, this is the time for the
MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. I
ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation,
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by
this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract
extension or new contact.

          I also send appreciation for the work that the T has been
doing to help us all protect ourselves from the Corona virus.
 
Sincerely,
         
Linda Brion-Meisels
 
Linda Brion-Meisels
38 Sacramento St

mailto:meisels@lesley.edu
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us


Cambridge, MA 02138-1931
 
 



CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content
is safe.

From: Dailey, Donny (DOT)
To: Laura Jasinski
Cc: MassDOT Public Comments; Lenicheck, Jonathan (DOT); O"Dowd, Michael J. (DOT); Nate Cabral (HSH)
Subject: Re: Comments on I-90 Allston Intermodal Project
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 10:56:21 PM

Comments recurved 

Thank you Laura 

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 12, 2020, at 11:41 AM, Laura Jasinski <ljasinski@thecharles.org> wrote:

Dear Members of the MassDOT Board of Directors and Fiscal and Management
Control Board ,

I am writing on behalf of the Charles River Conservancy to support written
comments on the I-90 Allston Intermodal Project submitted by Wendy Landman
from WalkBoston and verbal comments submitted by Stacy Thompson from
Livable Street and Jessica Roberston, Allston Resident. Thank you in advance
for addressing these core transportation, environmental, environmental justice and
parkland issues and moving this important project forward during these
challenging times - healthy, holistic city building is now more important than
ever.

Be well,
Laura 

-- 
Laura Jasinski
Executive Director
Charles River Conservancy
43 Thorndike Street, S3-3, 
Cambridge, MA 02141
Direct: 617-300-8175
Cell: 413-265-0204

Help us make the Charles River and parks more active, attractive and accessible! Donate to The River
Bank today!
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From: Wendy Landman
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: Dailey, Donny (DOT)
Subject: Re: I-90 Allston Intermodal Project
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 5:20:51 PM
Attachments: Allston I-90 NEPA Scoping Comment from Task Force members.pdf

Dear Members of the MassDOT Board of Directors and Fiscal and Management Control Board -

On behalf of the broad array of community organizations and individuals that submitted a December 2019 joint
comment letter concerning the Project's many significant unresolved planning and design issues, we write to express
our concern that we have heard no response to the comments raised, nor any update on the progress of MassDOT
and FHWA toward establishing a scope for the Federal and State environmental reviews that should be underway by
now. Our December letter is attached to remind you of these concerns, with the hope that you will direct MassDOT
to address these core transportation, environmental, environmental justice and parkland issues.

Thank you.
Wendy Landman, WalkBoston and Task Force member

-- 
Wendy Landman, Senior Policy Advisor
WalkBoston|45 School St.|Boston, MA 02108 
wlandman@walkboston.org  W: 617-367-9255  M: 617-875-2752
Support WalkBoston today - just click Donate Now! 
Making Massachusetts More Walkable   www.walkboston.org 
For more up to date information like us on Facebook & follow us on Twitter
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December 11, 2019 
 


Jeffrey McEwen 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
55 Broadway, 10th Floor 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02142 
Jeff.McEwen@dot.gov 


Michael O’Dowd 
Acting Director of Bridge Project Management 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation 
10 Park Plaza, Suite 6340 
Boston, Massachusetts 02116 
Michael.ODowd@dot.state.ma.us 


  
Mr. McEwen and Mr. O’Dowd, 
  
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Allston I-90 NEPA Scoping Report. This project, which 
includes rebuilding the I-90 Allston interchange and creating a major new transit station, will have a huge 
and lasting impact on hundreds of thousands of people who both live in and travel through Allston daily 
by car, train, bus, on foot, and bike. It will alter the street pattern of Allston, the shoreline of the Charles 
River, the air, water and noise environment in myriad ways for decades to come, and has the potential to 
create positive transformative benefits for the neighborhood and the region if and only if, we undertake 
the necessary study and analysis to assure that we make the best choices among real build alternatives 
based on data and understanding of tradeoffs. 
  
Our comments on the Scoping Report will be organized into three sections: I. Purpose and Need, II. 
Alternatives Analysis, and III. FHWA role in the Public Process. We begin our comments by offering an 
outline of our comment letter with a brief summary of the key points in each section: 
  


I. PURPOSE AND NEED 
  


A. Omissions of Important Elements from the Purpose and Need 
There are a number of project elements that we are pleased to see in the statement of 
Purpose and Need. However, very important considerations have been omitted, the most 
important of which is neglecting to include studying the long-term impacts that the existing 
I-90 has had on the Environmental Justice communities, parkland, and historic resources 
in the vicinity of the roadway over the seven decades since it was built. 
 


B. Remove an Unsubstantiated Element from the Purpose and Need 
Midday commuter rail layover is included in the Purpose and Need, despite the fact that 
the need for this layover has never been quantitatively demonstrated as part of the Allston 
I-90 planning process. Furthermore, in light of the recent MBTA Board vote to make major 
changes to the commuter rail system, any previous analyses of midday layover needs are 
obsolete. 
  


II. ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 
  


A. Selection of a Single “Build” Alternative for the DEIS 
We cannot overstate the deficiency of a Scoping Report that restricts its work to studying 
a single “build” alternative for such a huge and complicated project. Such a limitation does 
not respect the intent and spirit of the NEPA regulations. Studying a single “build” 
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alternative will not allow us or you to arrive at sound, well-documented decisions that will 
earn the full public support this project needs. There are too many important project 
elements that are either unresolved at this point or they are not reflected in the proposed 
build alternative. 
 


B. Inaccuracies in the “No Build” Alternative 
The “No Build” alternative includes midday commuter rail layover, yet this use has never 
existed in Beacon Yards and would introduce new environmental impacts to the 
surrounding area. It is inaccurate and inappropriate to include midday layover in the “No 
Build” alternative. 
 


C. Deficiencies of the Proposed “Build” Alternative 
There are two crucial deficiencies in the single “build” alternative proposed in the Scoping 
Report; namely, 1) the proposed design of West Station unacceptably limits the potential 
frequency of service at West Station and is incompatible with the MBTA Board’s 
endorsement of the Regional Rail Vision; and 2) the construction phase of the “Modified 
Hybrid” throat alternative will cause severe negative impacts to the Charles River. 
 


D. Alternatives that Should Not Be Dismissed from Further Study 
The Scoping Report proposes to cease analysis of the original “Flip” alternative for West 
Station, thus ignoring the fact that the station design performs much better than in the 
“Modified Flip”. The original Flip includes a linear buffer park and the Cambridge Street 
bypass to buffer adjacent neighborhoods from highway and rail impacts, and the original 
“Flip” also provides direct multimodal connections from Allston Village to West Station and 
the Charles River. The Report proposes to study a single alternative for the “Throat” 
section, eliminating the all at-grade alternative. However, the severity and duration of the 
construction impacts of the Modified Hybrid are such that evaluating a single “build” 
alternative does not meet the NEPA and Section 4(f) standard of “all possible planning” to 
avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts. 
 


E. Additional Alternatives that Must Be Analyzed 
Several additional important alternatives are absent from the Scoping Report and must be 
added to and evaluated in the DEIS, including: 1) Regional Rail frequency of service at a 
multimodal West Station; 2) elimination of the proposed layover yard; and 3) elimination of 
the proposed express tracks. 
 


F. Additional/Modified Project Elements that Must Be Included in All Alternatives 
A number of stakeholder priorities that are compatible with any of the West Station and 
Throat alternatives should be incorporated into the Scope, including: 1) 
constructing--rather than not precluding--a bicycle and pedestrian bridge from Agganis 
Way to the Paul Dudley White Path; 2) a design for the Franklin Street crossing that 
eliminates switchbacks; and 3) designs for Cambridge Street and the new surface streets 
that adhere to Complete Streets and Vision Zero principles. 
 


G. Additional Topics of Analysis that Must Be Included in the DEIS 
Every build alternative will result in significant environmental impacts, yet the Scoping 
Document and the MassDOT planning process to date contain little discussion of 
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mitigation for those impacts. In order to properly evaluate alternatives, it is necessary to 
consider the opportunities for mitigation that each alternative entails so that the tradeoffs 
can be considered. In addition, a maintenance of mobility plan must be developed for the 
ten-year construction period, and this essential part of the project should be included in 
the DEIS. 
  


III. FHWA AND FTA CONTINUING INVOLVEMENT IN THE PUBLIC PROCESS 
 


Over the past five years, the Mass Pike Task Force has worked collaboratively with the MassDOT 
team, and the project has improved immensely as a result. We are deeply concerned that FHWA 
has ceased its participation in the Task Force. It is essential that FHWA and FTA participate in 
the Task Force, even if only as a regular observer throughout the remaining steps in the process, 
in order to gain a first-hand understanding of all the discussions that will occur.  
  


Thank you for your consideration of our comments on the NEPA Scoping Document. We believe this 
project has the potential for once-in-a-lifetime benefits for people traveling on all modes through the 
project area, for people living and working in surrounding neighborhoods, and for historic and natural 
resources, and thus we urge you to make the following modifications to the project purpose and scope. 
  


SECTION I. PURPOSE AND NEED 
  
We were encouraged to see that several elements which are longstanding stakeholder priorities are 
included in the Purpose and Need. Specifically, in Section 2.2, Project Need, C.2 acknowledges the 
growing ridership on the Worcester Main Line and the need for new multimodal connections; D.2 cites 
the deficiencies of the Paul Dudley White Path in the project area; D.3 and D.4 recognize that the 
existing infrastructure alignments have long created barriers and that new multimodal connections 
throughout the project area and to the Charles River are needed. We applaud FHWA for looking not 
only at the highway itself but also including in the Project Purpose key stakeholder priorities 
such as addressing the visual impact of the viaduct, building West Station, and improving the 
Paul Dudley White Path. 
  
Nonetheless, we want to elaborate on several items of concern regarding the Purpose and Need. 


I.A. Omissions of Important Elements from the Purpose and Need 
1. Franklin Street bridge and Cambridge Street overpass  


The need to replace both the Franklin Street bridge and Cambridge Street overpass has 
never been disputed and should be included in the Purpose and Need.  
 
The I-90 Viaduct is not the only structurally deficient viaduct in the project area: the Franklin 
Street pedestrian bridge and Cambridge Street overpass were both identified as structurally 
deficient before the I-90 interchange project began. Indeed, the northwest sidewalk on Cambridge 
Street has been closed since 2012. The Franklin Street pedestrian bridge is a crucial and 
heavily-used connection between Allston Village and Lower Allston, as well as for bicycle traffic 
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from Cambridge, Somerville, and points north, to Brookline and the Longwood Medical Area and 
points south. The existing bridge is not designed to ADA standards, the steep grades make travel 
difficult for people with mobility impairments or pushing strollers, and the bridge becomes 
treacherous in snowy conditions. 
  


2. Safety 
Item B of the Project Purpose, Address Safety Issues, should include redesigning 
Cambridge Street to improve safety for all users, and ensuring that new surface streets are 
designed in accordance with MassDOT’s and the City of Boston’s guidelines for urban 
multimodal streets and the City of Boston’s Vision Zero policy and 25 mph speed limit. 
  
The Purpose and Need correctly identifies safety as an important aspect of the project purpose. 
However, it is too narrowly worded in considering only the safety issues associated with the 
highway and its on-ramps. Multimodal safety along Cambridge Street was one of the first issues 
raised when the project was initiated in 2014. Since the original construction of the Mass Pike, 
Cambridge Street has been treated like an extension of the on- and off-ramps. both because of 
its design, and--as a result of that poor design--in the behavior of motorists. This condition has 
significantly deterred use of Cambridge Street by cyclists, pedestrians, and bus riders, and 
tragically has had deadly consequences for some of these non-vehicular users who have braved 
Cambridge Street. 
  


3. Mobility and Transportation Access 
Item D of the Project Purpose should be revised to acknowledge the need to connect the 
two halves of Allston to each other, and to assert that multimodal (pedestrian, bicycle and 
bus) connections will be built–not just not precluded–to serve the land that is being 
opened for development. 
  
Item D of the Project Purpose, Improve Mobility and Transportation Access within the Project 
Area, rightly emphasizes new connections from surrounding neighborhoods to the Charles River 
and acknowledges the need to provide access to the new mixed-use district that will be created 
nearby as a result of the project. However, there are two shortcomings with how this item is 
written. First, the Allston, Brighton, Brookline, and Boston University neighborhoods need new 
connections to the Charles River, AND they need new and improved connections to each other. 
Second, the Project Purpose states: “The Project would not preclude multimodal transportation 
access within the Project Area” (emphasis ours). Multimodal transportation access must be more 
than not precluded; it must be constructed. 
 


4. Environmental Justice 
Improvement to noise and air quality conditions for residential neighborhoods that abut 
the highway and rail infrastructure must be included in the Project Purpose. 
 
The project area is surrounded by Environmental Justice communities that have long been 
subjected to damaging noise and air pollution, which have been proven to have a multitude of 
damaging health impacts. According to the FHWA: “Transportation also is a source of pollution, 
generating air, soil, water, and noise pollutants, including particulate matter, carbon monoxide, 
nitrogen oxide, and carcinogens. Reports by the American Public Health Association and others 
have linked air pollution to negative health outcomes, including asthma, respiratory illness, heart 
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disease, poor birth outcomes, cancer, and premature death.”  Yet the Project Purpose as 1


currently written omits any mention of the impact of I-90 and rail infrastructure on air quality and 
noise levels in adjacent residential areas and parkland. This must be corrected. 
 


5. Impacts on Parkland and Historic Resources 
Improving the quality and extent of the river parklands, providing for the storage and 
treatment of stormwater, prohibiting degradation of the ecological health of the river, and 
acting on the need to provide significantly greater human access to the river’s edge must 
be included in the Project Purpose. 
  
While upgrading the Paul Dudley White Path as a pedestrian and bicycle facility is included in the 
Project Purpose, discussion of the historically-protected parkland in the Charles River 
Reservation is omitted, as is any mention of the impact of I-90 and Soldier’s Field Road on water 
quality and the ecological conditions of the Charles River. 


I.B. Remove an Unsubstantiated Element from Purpose and Need 
1. Regional Rail/layover yard study 


It is premature to include midday commuter rail layover in the Purpose and Need. Instead, 
the layover yard and its relationship to Regional Rail should be included as one of the 
alternatives to be analyzed in the DEIS and compared with non-Allston sites for 
effectiveness and costs. 


  
Item C.3 in section 2.2 Project Need states that “The MBTA has determined that the layover 
capacity is insufficient to store trains and conduct midday servicing activities. While there is the 
possibility of increasing layover capacity at other facilities, the MBTA currently identifies Beacon 
Park Yard as the best layover location to address current and future layover deficiencies from 
South Station to points west.” Since the concept of commuter rail layover was introduced to the 
project, MassDOT and MBTA have been asked repeatedly to share with the public and the Mass 
Pike Task Force their analyses of the MBTA’s layover needs, of alternative layover sites, and how 
the sites studied would relate to future rail service. Furthermore, the MBTA Fiscal Control Board 
voted on November 4, 2019 to advance the concept known as Regional Rail, which would involve 
increasing the capacity of the passenger rail service during both peak and off peak hours, using 
available equipment for significantly increased midday service, rather than midday layover. This 
decision highlights the necessity to study midday layover in Allston as an alternative to be 
analyzed, not an element of the Project Need. 
 


SECTION II. ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 
At the heart of the NEPA and Section 4(f) regulations is the requirement to consider a reasonable 
range of alternatives that accomplish the purpose and needs of a project while avoiding, 
minimizing, and mitigating impacts. We therefore offer below our comments for modifications 
and additions to the proposed “Build” alternative that need to be analyzed in the DEIS. 
  


1 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/publicroads/13mayjun/05.cfm 
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We greatly appreciate that the Allston I-90 NEPA Scoping document incorporates many project 
improvements that have emerged out of the collaborative process between the MassDOT team and the 
Task Force over the past five years. Some of these positive examples include: 


● The project was shifted from a suburban interchange design to an urban design early in project 
development. 


● Cambridge Street and new streets in Beacon Yards were designed to become part of the urban 
grid and adhere to Complete Streets guidelines. 


● The multimodal West Station was included in the project and, in an improvement over the DEIR, 
is no longer delayed to a future phase. 


● A bus, bike, and pedestrian connection from West Station to Malvern Street was included in the 
project. 


● Soldiers Field Road was shifted west into Beacon Yards to allow for a more generous park along 
the Charles River. 


● An at-grade bicycle and pedestrian connection from Cambridge Street South to the expanded 
Charles River parkland was added over a sunken Soldiers Field Road. 


● An alternative that places the turnpike at grade through the entire project area was selected. 
  
These are big changes and are applauded by Task Force members. However, we are concerned that 
some important alternatives and elements of the project have been omitted from the NEPA scoping 
report, at the same time as other alternatives--which have broad support--are being dismissed from 
further consideration. The paragraphs below focus on the necessity to modify the Scope so as to include 
the full analysis of specific alternatives so that the DEIS can serve its intended purpose, namely to 
understand and compare the relevant options presented for the I-90 Allston Multimodal Project in terms 
of engineering, traffic and transportation, environmental conditions, parklands, constructability, costs and 
other criteria.  


II.A. Selection of a Single “Build” Alternative for the DEIS 
Additional “build” alternatives must be part of the DEIS. We ask MassDOT to consult with the 
Task Force in establishing additional alternatives as described in the comments below. We are 
concerned that the NEPA Scoping Report proposes to study a single “build” alternative. This does not 
respect the intent and spirit of the NEPA regulations, and does not provide an opportunity to address 
deficiencies of the proposed “build” alternative nor does it provide a way for official comparison of the 
favored option with alternatives containing separate and distinct elements that have been eliminated from 
further public discussion.  


II.B. Inaccuracies in the “No Build” Alternative 
The No Build alternative must not include a layover facility, a use that has never existed in the 
location. The description of the No Build option in section 3.2.1 of the Scoping Report states, “MassDOT 
would continue to use the existing tracks, as of by right [sic], for layover of commuter trains within the 
MBTA easement, needing only minor modifications to the yard leads.” These tracks have never been 
used for MBTA layover, and therefore the word “continue” is inaccurate and in fact this would be 
introducing a new use, and new impacts, in the project area.  
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II.C. Deficiencies of the Proposed Build Alternative 
1. Service at West Station 


The design of West Station in the “Modified Flip” alternative (the only “build alternative” 
carried forward the NEPA Scoping Report) introduces unacceptable operational 
constraints that severely limit the frequency of service at the station. 
 
On November 4, 2019, the MBTA’s Fiscal Management and Control Board voted that: “the assets 
of the commuter rail system of the future will be more similar to rapid transit providing all day 
service at intervals on its most dense corridors at 15-20 minute headways”. This directive is 
incompatible with MassDOT’s current planning for West Station based on the MBTA’s 2017 
Service Delivery Policy which provides for only 3 trips during the 4-hour AM Peak, 4 trips during 
the 3.5-hour PM peak, and one train every three hours at all other times.  The current three-track 2


West Station design would permit only this minimal level of service, and not higher-frequency, 
bidirectional service. 
 
With a single-track crossover at each end, service could be provided in only one direction. Four 
tracks are required to provide adequate bidirectional service, which is necessary due to plans for 
a very large mixed-use development surrounding West Station which will generate new travel 
demands in both directions, as well as transfers to and from future service on the Grand Junction 
line. Additionally, requiring trains to cross over mainline tracks to access West Station, rather than 
simply straight-lining all trains through West Station, will cause disruptions to service on both 
tracks of the main line, leading to cascading delays for any conflicting movements. Finally, the 
additional interlockings required for the turnouts to and from West Station will add significant 
capital costs and operational expenses to the portion of the railroad for an unproven, and likely 
negligible, benefit. 


  
2. Negative impacts to Charles River/Parklands and Soldiers Field Road 


MassDOT’s proposed construction phasing for the “Modified Hybrid” Throat Alternative 
creates severe negative impacts to the Charles River, Soldiers Field Road, and parklands 
with no analysis of or commitments to parkland improvements and ecological restoration 
in the final condition. 
 
MassDOT proposes to line the riverbank with sheet piling, reconstruct Soldiers Field Road in the 
river on a ¼ mile long, 81’ wide bridge, place the Mass Pike partially on fill in the Charles River, 
and at the conclusion of the 10-year construction period, remove the pilings, fill, and bridge, which 
would disrupt the river’s ecosystem when built and cause harm to the river all over again when 
removed. This decade-long relocation of highway infrastructure into the river and its parks is 
being labeled “temporary,” however the level of disruption to the River is so severe that it must be 
treated as permanent for permitting purposes. 
 
These construction impacts were not known when Secretary Pollack wrote in January 2019 that 
MassDOT had “all of the information needed to select the Preferred Alternative”.  Due to the 3


2 https://cdn.mbta.com/sites/default/files/fmcb-meeting-docs/reports-policies/2017-mbta-service-delivery-policy.pdf#page=17 
3 https://www.mass.gov/doc/decision-of-the-secretary-preferred-alternative-for-the-throat-section-011019/download 
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severity of the construction impacts of the “Modified Hybrid” Throat Alternative, the 
following issues must be analyzed in the DEIS: 


a. Fully document the need for the trestle structure as well as the impacts of both 
constructing and then removing it (these are separate actions separated by as many as 
ten years). Topics for analysis must include - for each of these actions - disruption of 
sediment contaminated with heavy metals and toxic chemicals; increased storm water 
runoff leading to more toxic algae blooms; harm to the aquatic ecosystem including fish, 
birds, and wildlife; and impacts on river users such as boaters of all kinds. 


b. Evaluate options for the alignment of temporary roadways in the river to minimize the 
constraint on the watersheet. 


c. Evaluate alternative designs for moving Soldiers Field Road into the river during 
construction, including placing the temporary Soldiers Field Road entirely on fill instead of 
a trestle structure. 


d. Comparison of the options should be made via an analysis of permanent improvements to 
the river and parks that would result from each construction option. 


II.D. Alternatives that Should Not Be Dismissed from Further Study 
1. The original “Flip” alternative for West Station. 


The original “Flip” alternative with a four-track West Station should continue to be 
analyzed. Specifically, an alternative that includes West Station with four tracks, built to 
accommodate 15-minute, all-day service per the recent FMCB vote, must be analyzed in the 
DEIS. This alternative can be designed to facilitate express trains that run through the station, as 
they currently do at Boston Landing. 
 
The proposed dismissal of the Original Flip from further study is also unacceptable 
because it incorporates the buffer park, the People’s Pike pathway, and the Cambridge 
Street bypass, which are essential elements that serve multiple important goals of the 
project: 


a. The Buffer Park along the south edge of the project was conceived to more completely 
separate the nearby residential properties from transportation activities on this site. 
Homes are very close to rail property lines here, with some as close as 30’ away from 
potential noise sources. The park would be wide enough for a multipurpose path with 
landscaping and trees. With a tall noise wall perhaps topped with a roof above the rail 
tracks, the buffer helps reduce noise and vibration impacts on residential property. The 
park should be designed with input from residents. 


b. The People’s Pike pathway provides a direct, safe, off-road route for bicycles and 
pedestrians between Allston Village and the remainder of the proposed development 
focused on West Station. It could also reach the Charles River with very few conflict points 
with roadway traffic via the proposed bicycle/pedestrian bridge at Agganis Way. Removing 
the proposed express tracks from the plan provides sufficient width for the People’s Pike 
Path and buffer park. 


c. The Cambridge Street Bypass provides an alternative vehicular route into and out of the 
interchange, reducing future traffic volumes on Cambridge Street South and connecting 
streets. This proposed street should be included in traffic analyses in the DEIS. 
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4. A second build alternative for the Throat. 
There are a number of positive aspects of the final condition for the “Modified Hybrid” 
Throat alternative. However, the disruption of mobility and environmental damage that will 
be caused in order to construct it are severe. A second alternative must be considered; 
the all at grade option for the Throat has the most potential to fulfill the project Purpose 
and should continue to be analyzed.  
 
In January 2019, MassDOT selected a preferred alternative for the “throat” portion of this project  4


at the time, many stakeholders were pleased with the selection of the “Modified Hybrid” option, in 
large part because it allowed for a widening of the Charles River parkland in the Throat and a 
bicycle/pedestrian connection to the river from Agganis Way. However, MassDOT has not 
committed to building the Agganis Way connection, and has subsequently elected to widen the 
I-90 cross section, eating away at the available land for the park so much so that there is no room 
for trees for a significant portion of the Throat.  
 
The “Modified Hybrid” option has the most complex construction phasing of any of the Throat 
alternatives that have been studied. To date, MassDOT has been unable to produce a 
construction plan that does not restrict the Worcester Line to a single track for up to half of the 
ten-year construction period. The reduction of service and impact on reliability that this would 
entail, at the same time that the Mass Pike will be reduced from eight lanes to six, will have a 
devastating impact on mobility and quality of life for the entire Worcester Line corridor. 
 
Most importantly, MassDOT has disclosed significant new information about the damage to the 
environment that would be caused by the “Modified Hybrid” Alternative due to the stated need to 
replace the riverbank with sheet piles for several thousand feet and place Soldiers Field Road on 
a structure in the river for up to a decade. The all at grade alternative was dismissed due entirely 
to its potential impact on the river. Yet in light of the new information about the extraordinary 
10-year, so-called “temporary” impacts that the Modified Hybrid Alternative will have on the 
Charles River, it is unclear which of the two options would have greater adverse impacts. 
Because a viable avoidance alternative has not been identified, Section 4(f) requires "all possible 
planning" be utilized to mitigate adverse impacts and “the alternative that will cause the least 
overall harm (after factoring in mitigation measures) must be selected”.  Therefore the all at grade 


5


option must be carried forward for analysis in the DEIS. 


II.E. Additional Alternatives that Must Be Analyzed 
1. High-frequency, all-day service at West Station 


The build alternative described in the Scoping Document should be analyzed as a 
minimum possible future level of service; a second build alternative should be added that 
incorporates a level of service that acknowledges the Regional Rail vision and 
incorporates connections to passenger service on the Grand Junction and robust bus 
connections to and through West Station.  
  


4 https://www.mass.gov/doc/decision-of-the-secretary-preferred-alternative-for-the-throat-section-011019/download 
5 https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_topics/4f_tutorial/avoidance_min.aspx#l 
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The Scoping Report states that the Build alternative assumes “at least three morning and four 
afternoon peak period, peak direction train stops at West Station…[and] 180-minute headways at 
a minimum during off-peak periods. Urban rail train service was not incorporated within the 
ridership model horizon because a future build year has not been determined and service 
frequency has not been defined.” The travel demand model being run by the Central 
Transportation Planning Staff to inform the project is also using this assumption for service at 
West Station. This is unacceptable. Furthermore, it is grossly inconsistent with the recent MBTA 
Board vote to pursue a transformation of the commuter rail system into Regional Rail with 
significantly higher frequencies during both peak and midday periods. While we understand that 
a build year has not been determined, the permitting and construction period for the I-90 project 
will last at least 12 years, during which time the MBTA Board will almost certainly further define 
and begin implementing the Regional Rail Vision. More importantly, the infrastructure built as 
part of the I-90 project will need to last for many decades after construction is completed. It is 
extremely shortsighted to assume that 60 years from now the level of service on the Worcester 
line will be no different from today, when there is a clear intent by the MBTA to increase the level 
of service. 
 
In Cambridge, the various landowners and stakeholders along and adjacent to the Grand 
Junction line are in the conceptual phase of planning for the railroad corridor to fast-growing 
Kendall Square. These landowners have committed to a fully two-track corridor , which would 6


allow frequent service between Allston, Kendall Square and North Station. If implemented, this 
will create demand for many if not all trains to stop at West Station given the ability to access 
Kendall Square and North Station. A West Station which permits only minimal service on the 
Worcester Line is inconsistent with the stated objectives of the City of Cambridge, landowners 
abutting the Grand Junction, and stakeholders in both Kendall Square and Metrowest. 


 
2. A build alternative with no layover yard 


The rail network within this project would operate more efficiently without the layover 
yard; the DEIS must include an analysis of the rail services with and without the layover 
yard. 
 
The Allston I-90 planning has never included an analysis of alternatives for rail layover nor has it 
included a justification for the number of consists proposed for storage in Allston. Any analyses 
conducted for other studies such as the South Station Expansion are now obsolete in light of the 
recent MBTA Board vote to move toward a regional rail system with higher frequencies 
throughout the day, as well as other considerations since the SSX Alternatives Analysis was 
finalized in 2013. Furthermore, the presence of a layover yard causes dimensional and 
operational constraints that lead to a) the proposed reduction of tracks serving West Station, 
which, in turn, limits the station’s effectiveness in meeting the Project Purpose; and b) the 
introduction of separate express tracks, which is an unnecessary expense and precludes the 
inclusion of the People’s Pike and buffer park, which are highly valued project elements.  
  


3. A Build Alternative with no separate express tracks 
A comparison of the project with and without express tracks should be included in the 
DEIS. This analysis should consider MassDOT policy that “commute times and trip times in 


6 https://mass.streetsblog.org/2019/07/24/cambridge-has-grand-plans-for-the-grand-junction-rail-line/ 
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general must be made more predictable and reliable, even if not necessarily much faster or 
shorter”  and that 31% of peak Worcester Line trains were more than 5 minutes late during the 


7


30 days ending November 17, 2019 . The need for express tracks has not been demonstrated, 
8


given geometric speed restrictions on either side of the site. With a 60 mph curve at Market 
Street and a 50 mph curve at Nickerson Field, there is only 1.4 miles where trains would be able 
to accelerate and decelerate at higher speeds, saving at most 5 to 8 seconds of run time by 
using express tracks. Additionally, any drawings must take into account the removal of “wide 
freight” rights east of Framingham which preclude the need for any freight bypass tracks.  


II.F Additional/Modified Project Elements that Must Be Included in All 
Alternatives 


1. Pedestrian Connections 
a. A bicycle and pedestrian bridge from Agganis Way to the Paul Dudley White Path. 


This proposed bicycle and pedestrian connection has long been a priority of many 
stakeholders, and was one of Secretary Pollack’s key reasons for selecting the Modified 
Hybrid throat alternative The design of this proposed bridge is integral to the design of the 
elevated Soldier’s Field Road above the Eastbound Turnpike, and the overall design of 
reconstructed roadways will assure that the bridge is feasible, according to MassDOT. 
However, the proposed bridge is not fully incorporated as a funded project element. The 
Agganis Way bridge connection should be included as a project element to be 
constructed. 


b. An improved design for the Franklin Street Pedestrian Bridge.  
The Crossing of the train tracks and Mass Pike at Franklin Street is an essential route for 
people walking and biking and one of very few connections between the two halves of 
Allston. This crossing route had the highest percentage of cyclists in the City’s 2017 
Boston Bike Counts report.  MassDOT’s proposed design with three switchbacks on the 
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south side and one switchback on the north side is unsafe and would unacceptably hinder 
walking and biking. One or more alternatives should be included in the DEIS that evaluate 
a footbridge with no switchbacks and/or a tunnel.  10


c. A bicycle/pedestrian connection from Commonwealth Avenue at the BU Bridge to 
the Paul Dudley White path.  
The original construction of the Mass Pike and Soldiers Field Road cut off Commonwealth 
Ave from the Charles River. Even with the construction of new bicycle and pedestrian 
connections at Malvern Street and Agganis Way, there will still be a gap of more than a 
mile between ADA accessible pedestrian connections to the Paul Dudley White path. This 
project provides an opportunity to create a new connection from Commonwealth Avenue 
at the BU Bridge to the Charles River paths. The MassDOT team has begun to study this 
connection; it should be included as a project element. 


 
2. Safer designs for Cambridge Street and the new streets in Beacon Yards 


7 Congestion in the Commonwealth - Report to the Governor 2019 
8 https://mbtabackontrack.com/performance/#/detail/reliability/2019-11-17/Commuter%20Rail//CR-Worcester/peak 
9 https://www.boston.gov/departments/boston-bikes/bike-data/2017-boston-bicycle-counts 
10 Significantly longer walk/bike tunnel precedents can be found in Seattle, Rotterdam, and London 
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One of the first and most important community priorities expressed as part of the I-90 
Allston planning process was the need to transform Cambridge Street into a human-scaled 
street that would function like a neighborhood connector, not a highway on-ramp. 
MassDOT’s current designs fail to show this transformation. Instead, they have replicated 
the existing dangerous, overbuilt conditions on Cambridge Street and repeated them on 
every new proposed street. Only a single block of a single street within Beacon Yards is shown 
as two lanes; most streets are four lanes with additional turning lanes at intersections. This is 
radically out of line with the City of Boston’s Complete Streets Guidelines and all modern best 
practices for street design in dense urban areas.  
 
The proposed design more than doubles roadway capacity, rebuilding the four-lane Cambridge 
Street we have today with additional turning lanes, and adding a five-lane Cambridge Street 
South. There is no logical justification for this expansion, as every single existing street that the 
new streets will connect with is two lanes wide. Furthermore, increasing roadway capacity has 
been proven not to address traffic, but to induce it.  
 
The 2018 Massachusetts Strategic Highway Safety Plan states that “For the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, one life lost on our roadways or altered by a serious injury is unacceptable.”  11


However, the 4 and 5 lane roads currently proposed in the new street grid in Beacon Yards 
create a severe safety risk for people walking and biking. The FHWA publication "Pedestrian 
Safety at Intersections" states: “Although intersections represent a very small percentage of U.S. 
surface road mileage, more than one in five pedestrian deaths is the result of a collision with a 
vehicle at an intersection. Research indicates that increasing the lanes on a roadway from four to 
six or more lanes increases the percentage of fatalities represented by pedestrian crashes by 64 
percent.”  MassDOT’s Municipal Resource Guide for Walkability notes that “designing roadways 12


with built-in physical features that make pedestrians more visible and require motorists to travel at 
lower speeds can improve safety.” Raised crosswalks and speed tables are recommended in that 
MassDOT report and should be included in this study.  MassDOT must propose alternative 13


designs for all new streets that 1) reduce the number of lanes on most or all proposed 
streets and 2) are designed for a speed limit of 25mph (Boston’s current citywide limit) and 
the 20 mph limit supported by Mayor Walsh.  14


  
2. Full reconstruction of the Cambridge Street overpass 


The Cambridge Street viaduct on the westerly edge of the project was identified as structurally 
deficient by MassDOT more than five years ago. It should also be considered functionally 
deficient, as the excessively severe vertical curve obstructs the visibility of pedestrians and bikes 
posing safety risks for users traveling along the bridge and attempting to cross it,. That this route 
is a very strong desire line is clear from the large number of people that use it every day despite 
the high-speed traffic and poor visibility. The overpass abutments follow the current curve of the 
Mass Pike, and therefore likely constrain future alignments of the turnpike and rail as well as 
potentially introducing complications for construction sequencing. The DEIS should document 


11 https://www.mass.gov/files/documents/2019/01/18/dot_SHSP_2018.pdf 
12 https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/other_topics/fhwasa10005/docs/brief_9.pdf 
13 https://www.mass.gov/files/documents/2018/09/17/MunicipalResourcesGuideForWalkability_2018-08-24.pdf 
14 
https://www.bostonglobe.com/metro/2019/03/07/walsh-propose-mph-limit-neighborhoods-and-uber-lyft-pickup-sites/
KPpUxjzqVs74SAsPO9VRBP/story.html 
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how the Cambridge Street overpass does or does not constrain other project elements, 
and evaluate the value of a full bridge replacement rather than a deck replacement as was 
previously planned. 


II.E. Additional Topics of Analysis that Must Be Included in the DEIS 
1. Mitigation 


Mitigation must be included as an integral part of the planning process, especially for an 
enormous and complicated project such as this one. The Scoping document seems to treat 
mitigation as something that is undertaken once a preferred alternative has been selected. Our 
understanding of the federal environmental process is that mitigation must be included during the 
project formation and selection process in order to have the data necessary to arrive at the best 
overall option. Mitigation helps shape a project to arrive at an acceptable package of elements 
that all participants and advising agents can agree upon. None of the options under consideration 
will avoid impacts to parkland, historic and natural resources, and residential areas either in their 
final condition or during the lengthy construction period. Mitigation elements that are critical 
include: 


a. Noise, vibration, and air pollution protection for impacted residential areas. MassDOT 
proposes to build express tracks and a rail yard for midday storage of diesel locomotives 
next to the Wadsworth Street neighborhood, while also moving I-90 closer to these same 
homes. These actions would inflict great harm to nearby residents in the form of air 
pollution (tailpipe emissions and wear from tires and brakes),  noise pollution, and 
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vibration. The simple barrier wall that MassDOT proposes along the backyard property 
line is grossly inadequate for several reasons, including that noise barriers can shield only 
the lowest floors of a building  and that a barrier wall is most effective when it is as close 


16


to the noise source (traffic lanes) as possible.  The highly desired buffer park provides 
17


sufficient width to include a berm, trees, and vegetation that are together much more 
effective in mitigating air pollution, noise, and vibration. Furthermore, the Cambridge 
Street Bypass would put a roof over the rail lines closest to homes, providing a much 
greater air and noise pollution barrier. 
 


b. Mitigation for impacts to the Charles River. MassDOT’s construction plan proposes to fill 
significant areas of the Charles River and replace the entire riverbank with sheet piling for 
several thousand feet, for up to a decade. This is in no sense a temporary impact: 
“temporary” implies that the riverbank can be restored to its previous state. A river is an 
endlessly dynamic resource and in no way will it be able to be “restored” after ten years of 
flow and forces that will react to the rigidity of pilings and addition of fill. “Restoration” of 
the riverbank to its current state is not possible, nor is it desirable, as it is currently 
eroding, unstable, and unattractive. 
  
This project creates an opportunity to make positive, ecologically-driven changes in this 
degraded section of the river, by providing for separate walking and biking paths, 
introducing more trees and other plantings throughout the Throat, providing adequate 


15 https://www.epa.gov/transportation-air-pollution-and-climate-change/smog-soot-and-local-air-pollution 
https://www.lung.org/our-initiatives/healthy-air/outdoor/air-pollution/particle-pollution.html 
16 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ENVIRonment/noise/noise_compatible_planning/federal_approach/audible_landscape/al04.cfm 
17 https://www4.uwm.edu/cuts/noise/noise3.htm 
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storage and treatment of stormwater, and making improvements to the ecological health 
of the river. Permanent changes to the river are not necessarily “adverse impacts”. 
Projects such as the North Shore Riverfront Ecosystem Restoration Project on the Ohio 
River in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania  and Chicago Riverwalk  are recent examples of 


18 19


permanent and positive riverbank changes that can inform the I-90 Allston alternatives 
analysis. 
 
The entire I-90 project area was originally marshland, and therefore, to the extent that a 
softer water’s edge can be restored, the river will be healthier and stormwater will be more 
effectively managed. In addition, significant trees and other plantings are necessary in the 
Throat to address noise and air pollution from the adjacent highways (as described in the 
US EPA publication Recommendations for Constructing Roadside Vegetation Barriers to 
Improve Near-Road Air Quality)  and shade the biking and walking paths. Plantings will 


20


also provide visual benefits when seen from riverfront paths and roads on both sides of 
the river. The strategic reuse of some bridge piers to support a boardwalk or a modest 
amount of permanent landfill--without impeding the active use of the watersheet--could 
allow for separated walking and biking paths and new planting areas throughout the 
throat. 
 


c. Landscaped buffers 
Provide added dimension for landscaped aprons on the bridges that span above the 
highway and rail alignment to provide noise, air quality, and visual buffering and support a 
comfortable pedestrian and bicycle environment. 
The City of Boston’s I-90 Allston Interchange Placemaking Study makes this 
recommendation, noting that “These bridges will span hundreds of feet of active highway 
and rail facilities. Although air rights development may eventually line the new streets and 
cover the transportation infrastructure, it is important to have an attractive environment for 
everyone using these important new links as part of the initial construction.”   21


 
d. Decking over the highway and railyard 


Building decks over highways becomes exponentially more expensive, difficult, and 
disruptive when they are in use by cars and trains. Decking over the highway and 
Worcester Line tracks as part of this project and before they are operational should be 
studied for its value to minimize and mitigate adverse air and noise pollution and visual 
impacts while also creating the conditions for technically feasible and economically viable 
transit-oriented air rights development. 
 


e. Mitigation for the disruptions caused by construction. 
The Mass Pike, which carries hundreds of thousands of vehicles per day, will have 
reduced capacity for much of the ten-year construction period. This is sure to cause 
increased congestion on the turnpike and spillover traffic in surrounding neighborhoods, 


18 
https://www.lrp.usace.army.mil/Portals/72/docs/ProjectReviewPlans/N%20Shore%20Riverfront%20DPR%20MSC%20Approved%20for%20Rele
ase.pdf?ver=2016-05-24-161651-743 
19 https://www.chicago.gov/city/en/depts/cdot/supp_info/chicago_riverwalk.html 
20 https://cfpub.epa.gov/si/si_public_file_download.cfm?p_download_id=528612&Lab=NRMRL  
21 http://www.bostonplans.org/getattachment/4b43e98f-7790-4885-bbbc-39fafe478611  
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with resulting impacts on air quality, economic activity, and safety, unless a 
comprehensive plan is implemented to facilitate increased usage of non-vehicle modes 
during construction.  
 


f. Replacement of the Grand Junction Bridge superstructure over the Charles River. 
The Grand Junction Bridge over the Charles River dates to 1928, and required emergency 
repairs in 2012 to remain operational. The shutdown of the Grand Junction during the 
project will allow ample time to replace the superstructure of the bridge (and inspect the 
substructure as well) so that it can provide frequent transit service once the line is 
reopened. This should also include bicycle and pedestrian facilities to connect the 
“People’s Pike” to trails and paths in Cambridge. 


 
2. Regional, multi-modal maintenance of mobility plan 


A systematic program is needed to maintain mobility throughout the upcoming decade of 
reconstructing the interchange. In a project of this magnitude and duration, the impact on the 
region’s traffic pattern during the construction process will be a critical concern. The Boston 
region’s growth is expected to continue, especially in locations like Kendall, Downtown and the 
Seaport, and the Longwood Medical Area. Demand for access from the western corridor will 
reflect that growth. Our roadway capacity is finite, and will even be reduced during the 
construction process. Passenger demand for public transportation will grow disproportionately 
during this 10-year construction period and after. It is essential that a central part of the Allston 
Interchange I-90 project be a program to sustain regional mobility even as roadway capacity is 
reduced. 
 
Passenger use of the Worcester Line has risen by more than 45% in the past six years, and 
should be expected to grow by an even larger amount during the upcoming decade. Improving 
public transportation capacity adequately to meet rising demand will require significant new 
capital investment, additional operating resources, and long lead time to implement the expanded 
services. That means the mobility plan must be initiated immediately in order to achieve timely 
results. Key strategies of such a plan include: 


a. Early implementation of West Station, or if that is infeasible, implementation of a 
temporary West Station on the existing WML tracks 


b. Maintenance of two WML tracks throughout construction 
c. Increased frequency on the WML 
d. Additional express buses/dedicated bus lanes on the Mass Pike during construction 
e. Expanded parking capacity at WML stations 
f. Temporary ramps in the vicinity of St. Mary’s Street/Beacon Street to reducing the number 


of drivers who use the I90 Allston exits or exit early and use surface streets through 
Allston-Brighton 


g. An ADA-compliant alternate route during reconstruction of the Franklin Street footbridge 
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SECTION III. FHWA AND FTA CONTINUING 
INVOLVEMENT IN THE PUBLIC PROCESS 
 
It is essential that FHWA and FTA resume their participation in the Mass Pike Task Force for the 
duration of the project. The Mass Pike Task Force was convened in 2014 at the request of State 
Representative Kevin Honan, State Representative Michael Moran, State Senator William Brownsberger, 
and State Senator Sal DiDomenico. Over the past five years, the Task Force has worked collaboratively 
with the MassDOT team, and, all agree that the project has improved immensely as a result. The Task 
Force plays an essential role because the extraordinary complexity of this project makes it extremely 
difficult for members of the general public to fully understand and provide input when the only avenues 
for participation are brief time periods allotted at a typical public meeting. 
  
The Task Force represents the public in this process—the nearby residents, people living in all the areas 
who will experience the impacts of this project as well as its long-term benefits, the many public-interest 
advocacy groups and individuals who represent the larger public, and others. We applaud MassDOT’s 
commitment to continue convening the Task Force throughout the project planning and construction. 
However, we are deeply concerned that FHWA has ceased its participation in the Task Force just as it 
initiates its active role in the project permitting. If, at this point, there was broad consensus about the 
direction and specific elements of the project, perhaps their role could be more circumscribed and the 
need for them to participate less urgent. But that is not the case, as evidenced by the issues detailed 
above that have yet to be resolved. These issues are complex and interconnected. Resolving them will 
require further study and analysis to arrive at the most feasible and beneficial build alternative. It is not 
possible to satisfactorily resolve all of these complex issues within the space of this current comment 
period, and one additional comment period before the selected alternative is chosen, and there is no way 
that the FHWA will be able to make informed decisions without being present and involved in the 
process. Therefore it is essential that FHWA and FTA participate in the Task Force, even if only in an 
observatory capacity. 
  
 
The implementation of the Allston Intermodal Interchange redevelopment is expected to be by a 
design/build technique. It is essential that the environmental process be sufficiently precise and defined 
that future contractors will be bound to respect the environmental requirements established as a result of 
this NEPA process. 


  
Thank you for your consideration of our comments on the NEPA Scoping Document. We believe this 
project has the potential for once-in-a-lifetime benefits for people traveling on all modes through the 
project area, for people living and working in surrounding neighborhoods, and for historic and natural 
resources, and thus we urge you to make the above modifications to the project purpose and scope. 
  
We appreciate your attention to the important matters raised in this letter. We look forward to continuing 
our very effective collaboration to date with the Federal Highway Administration, MassDOT, and other 
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City, State, and Federal agencies to help this project become a model for 21st Century sustainable 
mobility. 
  
 
 
Sincerely, 
  
Alex Cornacchini, Allston Village Main Streets and Task Force Member 
Jason Desrosier, Allston Brighton Community Development Corporation and Task Force member 
Anthony D'Isidoro, Allston Civic Association, Allston resident, and Task Force member 
Laura Jasinski, Charles River Conservancy and Task Force member 
Wendy Landman, WalkBoston and Task Force member 
Anna Leslie, Allston Brighton Health Collaborative 
Harry Mattison, Allston resident and Task Force member 
Galen Mook, Massachusetts Bicycle Coalition, Allston resident, and Task Force member 
Michael J. Nichols, Executive Director, Esplanade Association 
Ari Ofsevit, LivableStreets Project Lead, Cambridgeport resident, and Task Force member 
Jessica Robertson, Allston resident and Task Force member 
Hazel Ryerson, Allston resident and Task Force member 
Fred Salvucci, Brighton resident 
Bob Sloane, Walk Boston and Brookline resident 
Stacy Thompson, Executive Director, LivableStreets Alliance  
Jack Wofford, Cambridgeport resident 
Becca Wolfson, Boston Cyclists Union 
 
  
  
Cc: Governor Charlie Baker 
 Secretary of Transportation Stephanie Pollack 
 Secretary of Energy and Environmental Affairs Kathleen Theoharides 


Boston Mayor Marty Walsh 
Cambridge Mayor Marc McGovern 
Brookline Town Administrator Melvin Kleckner 
Senator William Brownsberger 
Senator Sal DiDomenico 
Representative Michael Moran 
Representative Kevin Honan 
Chief of Streets Chris Osgood 
Boston Planning and Development Agency Director Brian Golden 
Ken Miller, FHWA 
Cassie Ostrander, FHWA 
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From: Alex Yamron
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: Regional Rail and the new commuter rail operating contract
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 11:42:52 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail system.  Do
not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

We understand that the MBTA’s primary focus has been on the coronavirus, and the T is doing an incredible job.
However, after the historic vote to adopt a vision that imagines largely electrified trains running every 15-20
minutes throughout the day in urban and inner suburban areas, we must act to make that vision a reality.

This is one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in the modern history of the commonwealth, and
certainly the largest since the Big Dig. With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this is
the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. Many of them are the standard station,
bridge, and track work that the T already does well, just at a faster pace. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail
Transformation, and specifically the early action projects voted on this board be made explicit in any contract
extension or new contract.

Thank you for your consideration,

Alex Yamron
TransitMatters Member and MBTA User

mailto:ayamron@transitmatters.info
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Lawlor, Matthew J.
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Regional Rail Transformation - Round 1 Early Action in the next commuter rail contract
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 7:36:25 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I hope that this email finds you well. I think everyone understands that the MBTA's
primary focus has been on Coronavirus, and the T is doing an incredible job in
responding to the challenges posed by the public health emergency. However, we
must not cease progress on one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in
the modern history of the Commonwealth. With a possible federal stimulus bill and
federal reauthorization act possibly on tap to deal with the developing recession, this
is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for funding. We ask
that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action"
projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or
new contact. Thank you for your action last year. As a member of TransitMatters, I
know that the organization stands ready to support the MBTA in whatever way it can. 

All the best,
Matt Lawlor
TransitMatters Member

 
Matthew J. Lawlor
Partner
Robinson & Cole LLP

One Boston Place, 25th floor
Boston, MA  02108
Direct 617.557.5948 | Mobile 617.966.3614
mlawlor@rc.com | www.rc.com  
Bio | Contact Card

Celebrating 175 Years

Robinson+Cole
Boston  |  Hartford  |  New York  |  Providence  |  Miami  |  Stamford
Los Angeles  |  Wilmington  |  Philadelphia  |  Albany  |  New London
 

This transmittal may be a confidential R+C attorney-client communication or may otherwise be
privileged or confidential. If it is not clear that you are the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that you have received this transmittal in error; any review, dissemination, distribution, or
copying of this transmittal is strictly prohibited. If you suspect that you have received this
communication in error, please notify us immediately by telephone at 1-860-275-8200, or e-mail at

mailto:MLawlor@rc.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:mlawlor@rc.com
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https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__www.rc.com_customcf_vcard.cfm-3Fid-3D1004&d=DwMFaQ&c=lDF7oMaPKXpkYvev9V-fVahWL0QWnGCCAfCDz1Bns_w&r=_BuuUhgSQmorw4KiJpyXgSVmNDg3JHZQLAMYuqfvnxU&m=fb0yZ51dCPi7j_Bzn5EZRLxHOBgcfXsVQP09W93cTfY&s=l5GQnqre7wRrLMJXc4TQ1o6_9v5VU4hixd42pmzSceE&e=


it-admin@rc.com, and immediately delete this message and all its attachments.



From: Daniel McELeney
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: South station
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 9:02:22 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail system.  Do
not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Sent from my iPad
Your website said you were going to add tracks at south station terminal, WHEN will this happen

Daniel McEleney

mailto:dmceleney1@me.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Tom Nally
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: Testimony for the April 13 Meeting of the MassDOT Board and Fiscal Management and Control Board
Date: Friday, April 10, 2020 3:16:55 PM
Attachments: image002.jpg

aittp0413.docx

Attached please find testimony submitted by Richard Dimino, President and CEO of A Better City for
the April 13, 2020 joint meeting of the MassDOT Board and MBTA Fiscal Management and Control
Board regarding the Allston I-90 Multimodal Project.
 
 
Thomas J. Nally
Senior Advisor
tnally@abettercity.org / 617.502.6243

33 Broad Street, 3rd Floor
Boston, MA 02109
H:  617-734-4568
 
Flatten the curve.
 
 

 
 

mailto:tnally@abettercity.org
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:tnally@abettercity.org
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Testimony on the Content of the Allston I-90 Multimodal Project DEIS by Richard Dimino, President and CEO of A Better City

April 13, 2020



The DEIS should evaluate an alternative construction staging strategy for both Alternative 3L and a Modified All At-Grade Alternative that minimizes temporary impact on the Charles River and maintains two-track, weekday service on the Worcester commuter rail line throughout the construction period.  The project should include a two-platform West Station design with four-tracks including high speed tracks through the station, implemented early in the construction process that supports a multi-use path and buffer south of the tracks connecting the Franklin Street Bridge and a bridge at Agganis Way to the Paul Dudley White Path along the restored river bank.



With respect to the “Throat Area”, in addition to the required No-Build alternative, A Better City supports that two options be evaluated in the upcoming FHWA/MassDOT DEIS:

1. Alternative 3L (the current evolution of the Hybrid) as described in the Secretary’s Decision dated January 2019 and as modified by A Better City’s recommendation dated December 2018 that the new SFR Viaduct be placed above the I-90 Eastbound surface highway. Further, we support this analysis to include evaluation of implementing A Better City’s construction staging recommendation dated December 2020 that minimizes temporary impact on the Charles River and supports weekday service on two Worcester/Framingham mainline commuter rail tracks throughout the construction period.

2. A Modified All At-Grade Alternative based on Alternative 3L with one key difference: SFR being placed on the surface. This new Modified All At-Grade would incorporate the same construction staging approach dated December 2020 that A Better City recommends for Alternative 3L and discussed in #1 above.

With respect to the rest of the project limits, A Better City supports that the project includes the following elements:

3. A pedestrian and bicycle bridge over the transportation facilities at Agganis Way connecting the Commonwealth Avenue (south) side with a wider dual treadway the Paul Dudley White Path along the edge of the Charles River.

4. A restored and enhanced beautiful riverbank, with a shallower and more natural slope.

5. As part of the “Flip” concept, an open space buffer and pedestrian and bicycle paths along the south edge of Beacon Park Yards to provide a continuous, uninterrupted path from a redesigned and rebuilt Franklin Street bridge and the Agganis Way bridge connecting to the Paul Dudley White Path.

6. A two platform (minimum), four-track West Station with north/south bus route connections via Malvern Street.

7. A Cambridge Street Extension to serve West Station and adjacent development parcels. 

8. Further analysis of the need for and location of possible West Station bypass tracks for express service and/or possible layover functions.

9. While the I-90 project is under construction and Grand Junction service is interrupted, reconstruction of the Grand Junction Bridge over the Charles River connected to the Little Grand Junction Bridge over Soldiers Field Road to provide for future commuter rail service on two tracks and a multi-use path.

10. Development and implementation of transportation mitigation measures that may include improvements on alternate driving routes, enhanced express bus service, enhanced Green Line MBTA service, and improvements on the Worcester commuter rail line such as high station platforms, a third track in a portion of the route, additional remote parking lots at stations, and other enhancements to reduce trip time and support user needs on the route.
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CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Sarah Kuhn
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: Transformation of Commuter Rail
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 10:23:35 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

First I want to thank you for the excellent job the MBTA's has been doing in this time
of Coronavirus.

Looking to the future, beyond the immediate crisis, I hope you will also focus on the
Rail Transformation process. With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal
reauthorization act, this is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation
projects for funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and
specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out
in any contract extension or new contact. This is critically important in an era of
climate change, a slow-moving threat ultimately far more devastating than COVID.
 
Thank you for your consideration,

Sarah Kuhn
200 Market St. Apt. 45B
Lowell, MA 01852-1876

mailto:sk@thinkingwiththings.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
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Testimony on the Content of the Allston I-90 Multimodal Project DEIS 
by Richard Dimino, President and CEO of A Better City 

April 13, 2020 

 

The DEIS should evaluate an alternative construction staging strategy for both 
Alternative 3L and a Modified All At-Grade Alternative that minimizes temporary 
impact on the Charles River and maintains two-track, weekday service on the 
Worcester commuter rail line throughout the construction period.  The project 
should include a two-platform West Station design with four-tracks including high 
speed tracks through the station, implemented early in the construction process 
that supports a multi-use path and buffer south of the tracks connecting the 
Franklin Street Bridge and a bridge at Agganis Way to the Paul Dudley White Path 
along the restored river bank. 
 
With respect to the “Throat Area”, in addition to the required No-Build alternative, A Better City 
supports that two options be evaluated in the upcoming FHWA/MassDOT DEIS: 

1. Alternative 3L (the current evolution of the Hybrid) as described in the Secretary’s Decision 
dated January 2019 and as modified by A Better City’s recommendation dated December 2018 
that the new SFR Viaduct be placed above the I-90 Eastbound surface highway. Further, we 
support this analysis to include evaluation of implementing A Better City’s construction staging 
recommendation dated December 2020 that minimizes temporary impact on the Charles River 
and supports weekday service on two Worcester/Framingham mainline commuter rail tracks 
throughout the construction period. 

2. A Modified All At-Grade Alternative based on Alternative 3L with one key difference: SFR being 
placed on the surface. This new Modified All At-Grade would incorporate the same construction 
staging approach dated December 2020 that A Better City recommends for Alternative 3L and 
discussed in #1 above. 

With respect to the rest of the project limits, A Better City supports that the project includes the 
following elements: 

3. A pedestrian and bicycle bridge over the transportation facilities at Agganis Way connecting the 
Commonwealth Avenue (south) side with a wider dual treadway the Paul Dudley White Path 
along the edge of the Charles River. 

4. A restored and enhanced beautiful riverbank, with a shallower and more natural slope. 

5. As part of the “Flip” concept, an open space buffer and pedestrian and bicycle paths along the 
south edge of Beacon Park Yards to provide a continuous, uninterrupted path from a redesigned 
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and rebuilt Franklin Street bridge and the Agganis Way bridge connecting to the Paul Dudley 
White Path. 

6. A two platform (minimum), four-track West Station with north/south bus route connections via 
Malvern Street. 

7. A Cambridge Street Extension to serve West Station and adjacent development parcels.  

8. Further analysis of the need for and location of possible West Station bypass tracks for express 
service and/or possible layover functions. 

9. While the I-90 project is under construction and Grand Junction service is interrupted, 
reconstruction of the Grand Junction Bridge over the Charles River connected to the Little Grand 
Junction Bridge over Soldiers Field Road to provide for future commuter rail service on two 
tracks and a multi-use path. 

10. Development and implementation of transportation mitigation measures that may include 
improvements on alternate driving routes, enhanced express bus service, enhanced Green Line 
MBTA service, and improvements on the Worcester commuter rail line such as high station 
platforms, a third track in a portion of the route, additional remote parking lots at stations, and 
other enhancements to reduce trip time and support user needs on the route. 
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CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Geoff Mamlet
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: transforming commuter rail
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 10:58:49 AM

Dear Secretary Pollack, Chairman Aiello and members of the FMCB,

The MBTA is a vital part of our state's economy, particularly Eastern
MA. Without the MBTA, we could not achieve the density of business
activity that we have in the Boston area. 

It's wonderful that the MBTA has been able to carry on operations as
well as it has in the face of the Coronavirus. It's important that this
continues, so that healthcare workers and other workers in essential
industries can commute. 

Nevertheless, we must also keep a steady hand on the tiller to plan for
the future health of our state's economy. Now is the moment to position
ourselves for the funding of the Rail Transformation projects, especially
since new Federal funding might be in the offing.

Please be sure that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation, and
specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board is explicitly
spelled out and included in any contract extension with Keolis or any new
contract voted on by this Board.

Thank you for your consideration,
Geoff Mamlet
gpbmamlet@gmail.com

mailto:gpbmamlet@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
mailto:gpbmamlet@gmail.com


From: Susan Turner
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Subject: Transit bill
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2020 10:03:49 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail system.  Do
not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

NOW is the time to make the step into the 21st C!!  Be brave and bring us more, and non polluting alternative
energy powered transit for all. Please. Our children’s lives depend on it!
Susan Turner
182 Magazine st
Cambridge

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:suetrnr7@gmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Eleanor Mathews
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: Transportations improvements
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 4:40:06 PM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on Coronavirus,
and the T is doing an incredible job. However, we must not cease
progress on one of the most transformative transportation initiatives in
the modern history of the Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization act, this
is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation projects for
funding. We ask that a commitment to advance Rail Transformation,
and specifically the "early action" projects voted on by this board be
explicitly spelled out in any contract extension or new contact. Thank
you for your action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,

Eleanor Mathews
241 Central Street
Acton, MA. 01720

mailto:eleanor_mathews@hotmail.com
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org


CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts mail system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Jane Saks
To: MassDOT Public Comments
Cc: info@transitmatters.org
Subject: URGENT--transform commuter rail
Date: Sunday, April 12, 2020 10:25:39 AM

Dear Sec. Pollack, Chairman Aiello, and members of the
FMCB,

I understand that the MBTA's primary focus has been on
Coronavirus, and the T is doing an incredible job. However,
we must not cease progress on one of the most transformative
transportation initiatives in the modern history of the
Commonwealth. 
 
With a possible federal stimulus bill and federal reauthorization
act, this is the time for the MBTA to ready Rail Transformation
projects for funding. We ask that a commitment to advance
Rail Transformation, and specifically the "early action" projects
voted on by this board be explicitly spelled out in any contract
extension or new contact. Thank you for your action last year. 
 
Thank you for your consideration,

Jane Saks Jane Saks 14/2 moon hill Acton
14 half moon hill 
Acton

mailto:janesaks@newview.org
mailto:publiccomment@dot.state.ma.us
mailto:info@transitmatters.org
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