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US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
SCOPE OF SERVICES - COMMENTS




July 25,2008

Subject: CTDOT/FTA Danbury Branch Line EIS Study (COE File # NAE-2008-1354)

Danbury Branch Line Study - Phase 2 Alternatives Analysis/ NEPA and CEPA

Documentation - COE comments on Scope of Services document (Response to May 12, 2008

transmittal from CTDOT)

The following comments are provided for your information and use:

1.

Task 4: Page 15 and 16, Section 4.1 GIS Data Layers: information to be mapped;
wetlands and wetlands functions and values bullets; it’s not clear if this also includes
water bodies (streams, brooks, rivers etc.); water bodies and their functions and values
should be included in mapped information. Perennial and intermittent streams are
regulated under CWA. Wetland functions and values bullet: the COE recommends a
method for graphic presentation of wetlands functions/values in accordance with COE
guidance publication entitled The Highway Methodology Workbook Supplement
Wetland Functions and Values A Descriptive Approach, November 1995 (Workbook
Supplement). A PDF version is available on our New England District website.
Hardcopies were provided to consultant at the June 17, 2008 agency scoping meeting at
Danbury City Hall. The COE suggests mapping of wetlands resources to include the
graphic presentation of the hydrological connection to the nearest tributary stream
(named or unnamed) and identification of the stream, brook, etc. if the wetland is not
already displayed as a riparian wetlands or adjacent wetlands associated with a named or
unnamed water body. Graphic display of wetlands/water body resources on aerial
photography is acceptable. For the linear corridor, a tabular listing of the wetlands
resources to be identified in the study corridor and its attributes is recommended (see
attached table format).

Task 5: Page 19, Section 5.2.2 Biological Diversity: this section does not include a
separate heading for wetlands resources. The DEIS document should include a separate
assessment/characterization of wetlands/waters resources and associated functions and

values in accordance with the descriptive approach described in guidance the Workbook
Supplement. Workbook Supplement is attached for your information and use. :

« 7
~

. Task 5: Page 20, section 5.2.2 Vegetation - wetlands vegetation identification should

include description and classification in accordance with US Fish and Wildlife Service
publication Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater Habitats of the United States
(Cowardin).

Task 5: Page 20, section 5.2.2 Fisheries - it is not clear if this section will also be
documented in conjunction with the assessment/characterization of water bodies in the
study corridor. Similar to wetlands, the assessment of water body (rivers, streams,
brooks, etc.) resources should be in accordance with the descriptive approach method
described in the Workbook Supplement.

P:\My Documents\DBL DEIS\DBL-DEIS-PH2-scoping-comments.doc



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

NEW ENGLAND DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
696 VIRGINIA ROAD

CONCORD, MASSACHUSETTS 01742-2751

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

July 25,2008
Regulatory Division

CENAE-R-PEB

File No. NAE-2008-1354

_Gomce

SHIN
e c1

Attn: Mr. Edgar T. Hurle

Connecticut Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 317546

2800 Berlin Turnpike

Newington, CT 06131-7546

Dear Mr. Hurle:

This follows up on the agency scoping meeting of June 17, 2008 regarding the Danbury
Branch Line Study - Phase 2 Alternatives Analysis/NEPA and CEPA Documentation.

The Corps has reviewed the scope of services document (CTDOT transmittal letter dated
May 12,2008). Our comments are enclosed for your information and use.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. The Corps looks forward to working with you
on this study. If you have any questions on the comments, please feel free to contact me at (978)
318-8494.

Sincerely,

Senior Project Manager
Regulatory Division

Enclosure

Attn: Mr. Andrew Davis

Connecticut Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 317546

2800 Berlin Turnpike

Newington, CT 06131-7546



5. Task 5: Page 21, section 5.2.4 Wetlands - The COE recommends a descriptive approach
narrative for the assessment/characterization of wetlands/waters resources and associated
functions and values. The level of detail and scope of information recommended by the
COE to support the permit review process is described in the COE’s Workbook
Supplement guidance publication. It is not clear if water bodies are included in this
section since there is not a separate heading for assessment/characterization of water
body resources in the study corridor. Similar to wetlands, the assessment of water bodies
should be in accordance with the descriptive approach method described in the
Workbook Supplement. The assessment of wetlands/water bodies should include
description and identification in accordance with Cowardin classification.

6. Page 31: section 5.3.4 Wetlands — last sentence: the COE expects that the level of
detail/scope of information regarding wetlands/waters resources in the DEIS will be such
that it can serve to support the informational needs for the future section 404 permit
review process. The COE notes also that this does preclude the COE from requesting
additional information, as necessary, when we get to the permit application and review
process.

7. Page 31: Field Review of Potentially Impacted Wetlands — the COE expects that the
wetlands/waters information developed for the DEIS document can be used to support the
wetlands/waters informational requirements for the future section 404 permit application.
For the linear project with multiple wetlands along the corridor, the COE recommends
that the document include a tabular display of wetlands/waters as shown in the attached
table format. This table format represents minimal information that the COE will need to
identify and review wetland/waters resource information, in addition to the wetlands
assessment narrative, as part of the permit application review process.

8. Page 32: last sentence regarding quantification of wetland impact size — in addition to
quantification of permanent direct fill impacts, anticipated temporary fill impacts in
wetlands/waters such as for construction access roads, cofferdams, etc. should also be
included in the quantification of impacts.

9. Page 33: ...mitigation options... - ...conceptual wetland mitigation plan... - the COE
recently issued new guidance regarding compensatory mitigation for aquatic resource (
impacts. Identification of mitigation considerations will need to follow the New England
District guidance (http://www.nae.usace.army.mil/reg/mitigaadd.pdf), and the new
‘Mitigation Rule’ guidance (document available at:
http://www.usace.army.mil/cw/cecwo/reg/news/final_mitig_rule.pdf

10. Page 39: section 5.3.16: Construction Impacts - anticipated temporary impacts (such as
construction access roads, cofferdams for construction, etc.), if required in
wetlands/waters to facilitate project construction, should also be identified if these
impacts are foreseeable.

11. Page 51: section 6.6.2 Station/Facility Impacts, second paragraph - it is not clear what
the nature and scope of *...parking and off-site or access improvements necessary...’ are.

P:\My Documents\DBL DEIS\DBL-DEIS-PH2-scoping-comments.doc



If such improvements associated with new stations/facilities will also entail additional
aquatic resource impacts, these additional aquatic resource impacts should be
identified/quantified and included in the impacts discussion for the particular build
alternative.

12. Page 59: Task 8 - General Comment regarding alternatives evaluation: this section
addresses the actual preparation of the DEIS, which will use the information developed in
sections 1-7 of the Phase 2 scope of services tasks. I don’t quite follow the order of the
various sections and tasking in each section regarding alternatives since there are several
sections in the scope of services document that involve identification/evaluation of
alternative sites for stations, horizontal realignments, etc. leading to the identification of a
preferred alternative. The COE acknowledges that the outer limit of potential
improvements would practicably be sited within reasonable proximity to the existing rail
corridor from South Norwalk to New Milford, and that the alternatives will need to be
sited such that they also address the needs of the communities and region served by the
rail corridor. Pursuant to the regulatory review requirements of the CWA Section 404
permit review process, the COE expects that your alternatives evaluation exercises will
take into account effects on wetlands/water resources such that the preferred
alternative(s) that are identified will comply with the alternatives evaluation requirements
of the CWA section 404 b(1) Guidelines. General guidance for integrating COE Section
404 permit Requirements with your NEPA EIS process is provided in the COE
publication entitled Highway Methodology Workbook - Integrating Corps Section 404
Permit Requirements with Highway Planning and Engineering and the NEPA EIS
Process (Highway Methodology Workbook). The Highway Methodology Workbook is
attached. In brief, the COE expects that the preferred alternative(s) that is identified in
the NEPA document will be the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative in
compliance with the CWA Section 404b(1) Guidelines, and that the information
developed for the DEIS can serve to support the informational requirements of the
Section 404 application to the COE. The COE looks forward to working with you as you
develop and refine alternatives once you have identified aquatic resource constraints. For
ease of review, the COE recommends that wherever there are alternatives evaluations
exercises pursuant to identification of a preferred location/alternative, that there will be a
tabular documentation of the evaluation considerations/factors, to include aquatic
resource impacts.

13. Page 59: section 8.2 Purpose and Need — the COE will review your Phase 1 Purpose
and need statement, and provide a basic project purpose determination statement in

accordance with our interagency coordination procedures described in the Highway
Methodology Workbook.

14. Page 59: section 8.3 Description of Alternatives - Phase I Feasibility Study alternatives
- If not already intended, the discussion of Phase I alternatives in the DEIS should include
adequate discussion on why each alternative was eliminated for further study in the
DEIS. In addition, a tabular display of Phase 1 alternatives and rationale for elimination
is recommend for ease of review. FTA Alternatives Analysis (AA) process: this task
says that an FTA AA process will run concurrently with the DEIS process. It is not clear

P:\My Documents\DBL DEIS\DBL-DEIS-PH2-scoping-comments.doc



what this concurrent process is. Q: is the FTA AA exercise the same alternatives
identification and evaluations information as that to be included in the DEIS?

15. Page 64: section 8.8 Summary of Mitigation — see comments on mitigation in item # 8.
16. Page 69: section 9.6 Summary of Mitigation — see comments on mitigation in item # 8.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input. The COE looks forward to working with you on
this study. If you have questions on the comments, please feel free to write or call.

el Vi

Susan Lee

Sr. Project Manager

USACE - New England District
Regulatory Division
978-318-8494

P:\My Documents\DBL DEIS\DBL-DEIS-PH2-scoping-comments.doc



CONNECTICUT DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
SCOPE OF SERVICES - COMMENTS




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

July 25, 2008

Carmine P. Trotta

Connecticut Department of Transportation
Bureau of Policy and Planning

2800 Berlin Turnpike

Newington, Connecticut 06131

Re: Notice of Scoping
Danbury Branch Rail Line Alternatives Analysis

Dear Mr. Trotta:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the draft Scope of Services for Phase II of the
Danbury Branch Alternatives Analysis and the resulting environmental impact statement (EIS). The
scope as drafted is very thorough and inclusive and should result in a comprehensive evaluation of the
five potential alternatives and their impacts. DEP wishes you well with this Phase II study and the
resultant effort to enhance public transportation and to provide more and better options to the use of
private vehicles for commuting and other travel needs in this corridor.

The following comments deal with both the draft scope of services and the resources of the
study corridor from Norwalk to New Milford.

Natural Diversity Data Base Species
There are a significant number of occurrences of State-listed endangered, threatened and

special concern species in proximity to the Danbury Branch rail corridor. Via correspondence of May
23, 2008 and June 23, 2008 to Linda Perelli Wright of Fitzgerald and Halliday, the listed animal and
plant species, respectively, in the corridor have been furnished by biologists with the DEP Natural
Diversity Data Base. The locations of the occurrences of the nine listed plant species and fifteen listed
animal species have also been provided. t s

The locations of the species vary in their proximity to the rail line from virtually adjacent to it
out to the 500" limits of the requested study corridor. Therefore, the likelihood for impact to them will
also vary on whether trackside work elements like electrification or the installation of centralized traffic
control (CTC) are undertaken, or larger footprint activities such as realignments, passing sidings,
electrical substations, or new passenger stations are constructed. The information provided in the two
above-referenced letters is detailed as to the specific species, their classifications, and their locations,
and thus will not be repeated here.

On a related note, the Weantinogue Heritage Preserves, a regional land trust, owns one or more
parcels in the vicinity of the Still River and Danbury Branch project area. These properties are home to
species of special concern. If any project work is proposed in the vicinity of these preserves, the

{ Printed on Recycled Paper )
79 Elm Strecet * Hartford. CT 06106 - 5127
An Equal Opportunity Emplover




Danbury Branch Scoping Comments 2 July 25, 2008

consultant team should consult with Weantinoge Heritage which can be contacted by phone at (860)
355-3500.

Trails and Greenways
There are several designated and proposed greenways in the vicinity of the Danbury Branch.

The Norwalk River Valley Trail (Norwalk) and the proposed Route 7 Linear Trail (Wilton to Redding)
are located near the rail line and could potentially be impacted by activities which expand the rail
corridor footprint, or by significant realignment. The South Western Regional Planning Agency can be
contacted for additional information about these trails.

There are two officially designated State greenways located within or in close proximity to the
northern portion of the study corridor. The Still River Greenway follows along the Still River in
Danbury and Brookfield where the rail line has a more east-west orientation, while the Housatonic
Riverbelt Greenway would be crossed as the line extends into New Milford center. The Housatonic
Valley Council of Elected Officials can be contacted for more information on these greenways and the
current state of the planning efforts for them.

In addition to these greenways, there is a Housatonic River Trail which is a water/paddling trail
that is being developed by interested citizens and communities along the Still River (starting in
Danbury) and the Housatonic River (from New Milford, south). For more information, see:
http://www.hvce.org/rivertrail.php

Land Use Data Collection

Several minor points merit mention concerning section 5.2.9, Land Use, of the draft scope. In
the identification of the listed land use categories, it would be helpful to provide the definition that is
used to delineate the Parks and Open Space category of land. The term ‘open space’ has been defined in
various ways and might include only lands that are permanently protected by deed or easement, or might
include other areas of undeveloped land not permanently protected. Therefore, the definition used in
your study should be provided. Along these lines, it might also be useful to include a separate category
for ‘utility lands’ such as water company and hydropower development lands since they may have
certain legal restrictions or other implications that are unique from other types of land. Lastly, along the
lines of the previous section of these comments, officially designated State greenways and trails should
be identified and displayed. A list and map of officially designated State greenways can be found on the
DEP website at: v
http://www.ct.gov/dep/cwp/view.asp?a=2707&q=323852&depNav_GID=1704&depNav=|

Surface and Groundwater Resources

Regarding Section 5.2.11 of the scope dealing with surface and groundwater resources, to be
consistent with terminology used by the DEP Aquifer Protection Area Program, the following two items,
“Aquifers (Levels A and B)” and “Aquifer Protection Zones”, should be combined and modified to read:
Aquifer Protection Areas (Level A & B Maps). For more information, see the DEP website at:
http://www.ct.gov/dep/cwp/view.asp?a=2685&q=322252&depNav_GID=1654 In addition, the
consultant team may wish to include aquifer areas, if any, that are protected by a municipality beyond
that which is required by the DEP (i.e., municipal “aquifer protection zones”). The consultant team
should also consider including sand and gravel aquifers that have potential as future water supply areas.
Also, certain drinking water information, such as the location of public wellheads, etc., is restricted for
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national security reasons. While it is important that the location of public drinking water supply
wellheads be taken into account as part of this study, the consultant team should consult with the
Department of Public Health (DPH) Drinking Water Section with regard to how this information should
be handled head. For more information, see the DPH website at:
http://www.ct.gov/dph/cwp/view.asp?a=3139&q=387304&dphNav_GID=1824&dphNav=]|

Section 5.3.11, Surface and Groundwater Resources (p. 35), as currently written, seems to
propose to only evaluate the impact of the proposed project on drinking water resources. However, the
impact of the proposed project on all water resources and water resource values (i.e., aquatic habitat,
water-based recreation, etc.) should be considered. Also in this section, the 2002 Connecticut Erosion
and Sedimentation Guidelines and 2004 Connecticut Stormwater Quality Manual should be consulted
with regard to erosion and sedimentation controls and stormwater management for any project
components that involve construction.

Public Recreation Lands

The title for Section 5.2.12, Recreational/4(f)/6(f) Lands (p. 25), may be misleading or
inaccurate. The opening sentence for this section refers to “public open space”. As mentioned earlier,
the term “public open space” can have a number of interpretations. The proposed inventory provided in
this section appears to include types of lands (i.e., wildlife refuge areas, etc.) that may not necessarily be
intended for recreational purposes. While many conservation and multi-use lands allow for recreation,
their primary use may be for species and habitat conservation, forestry, etc. In some cases, it may not be
appropriate to use these areas for recreational purposes if they are home to species of special concern
(i.e., certain land trust properties, etc.). Perhaps the title for this section should be expanded to read:
Recreational, Conservation and Multi-Use Lands. However, if the content of this section is intended to
solely address recreational lands, then these other categories of conservation and multi-use lands should
be covered elsewhere in the data collection section.

Also, as mentioned earlier, the Section 5.2.12 inventory should also include officially
designated State greenways. It should be noted that greenways can serve many functions (i.e., stream
buffer, wildlife corridor, etc.) and are not necessarily intended in all cases for recreational use such as
trails.

Specifically regarding this department, DEP does not own any state park, state forest or
wildlife management area properties within the existing Danbury Branch corridor. The sole DEP-owned
property along the Danbury Branch is Norwalk River Flood Control Site 3 which is located on both
sides of the Norwalk River and lying in both Ridgefield and Redding. This property was originally
acquired for the purpose of constructing a flood control dam on the Norwalk River, the construction of
which was predicated on the relocation of Route 7, which currently runs through the site where the dam
would be constructed. There are no current plans for this flood control project to be built. DEP has just
recently entered into a long-term renewable lease with the Town of Ridgefield to allow the town to
construct baseball fields on a portion of the property. Of the four separate parcels which constitute this
DEP holding, only the smallest and easternmost of the parcels directly abuts the rail line.

Lovers Leap State Park Scenic Reserve in New Milford abuts the potential northern extension
of the Danbury Branch line. This property lies between the rail line and the northern extremity of Lake
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Lillinonah. This property is currently undeveloped by DEP but there have been some improvements
undertaken by local interests.

Stream Channel Encroachment Lines

The Danbury Branch makes at least seven crossings of the Norwalk River, all of which are
within the segment of that watercourse on which stream channel encroachment lines (SCEL) have been
established pursuant to C.G.S. section 22a-342. At this point, it is not known if any changes will be
necessary to any of the existing bridges which would involve work to the abutments, supporting piers or
superstructure of the bridges such that the profile of the bridges as they affect flood flows could be
altered.

The Stream Channel Encroachment Line Permits which might otherwise be required under
C.G.S. section 22a-342 for work within the established lines would not required in this instance due to
the exemption contained in C.G.S. section 16-344, which applies to properties operated under Metro-
North. However, any work within the SCEL limits should be designed to avoid impacting flood storage
volumes or floodwater levels. The exemption of C.G.S. 16-344 would also apply to any potential need
for floodplain management certification under C.G.S. 25-68 but would not exempt any physical
improvements on the line from potential permit requirements of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

Other Potentially Impacted Areas and Resources
The study might also wish to include the following potentially impacted areas and resources:

Housatonic River Hydroelectric Project: Although it is difficult to tell from the scale of maps
consulted, it is possible that the rail line study corridor overlaps with the FERC regulated project
boundary for the First Light Power Resources — Housatonic River Hydroelectric Project (FERC No.
2576). More specifically, there may be overlap with the Shepaug Dam/Lake Lillinonah hydropower
development at the northern border of the project area in New Milford. FERC issued a new license for
the Housatonic River Hydroelectric Project in 2004. The consultant team should ascertain whether or
not any of the license requirements affect the study corridor and the Danbury Branch project.

New Milford Aquifer Protection Area (APA): It appears that the northern terminus of the
project area falls with the Aquifer Protection Area of the United Water Company’s New Milford system
near the center of New Milford. Specifically the aquifer protection areas of the Fort Hill Road and
Indian Field wellfields would encompass the northern terminus of the study corridor. The consultant
team should consult with the DEP Aquifer Protection Area Program regarding the Danbury Branch
project. Kim Czapla of that program can be contacted at (860) 424-3335.

Likewise, the consultant team should consult the DEP list of final and proposed Total
Maximum Daily Loads (TMDL) list for waterbodies in the project area (i.c., the Norwalk River). For
more information, see the DEP website at:
http://www.ct.gov/dep/cwp/view.asp?a=2719&q=325604&depNav_GID=1654#Proposed DEP
Aquatic Toxicity/TMDL Program staff should also be consulted with regard to TMDLs that are under
development for other waterbodies in the project area (i.e., Still River —for phosphorus). Traci Iott of
this program can be contacted at (860) 424-3082 in this regard.




Danbury Branch Scoping Comments 5 July 25, 2008

Miscellaneous Scoping Comments
The scope contemplates analysis of connections between the Danbury Branch rail line and the

transit services of Housatonic Area Regional Transit (HART), the Norwalk Transit District, Connecticut
Transit and the rideshare brokerages, as set forth in Section 6.1.4. Review of the systems and schedules
for these potentially connecting modes is appropriate and beneficial. However, the scope does not
appear to include any language concerning the evaluation of opportunities to facilitate increased
intermodal travel through optimizing schedules and routes to increase the utility of other modes to
support Danbury Branch travel. Opportunities to encourage bicycle/train intermodal trips should also be
discussed.

The scope contains a fairly ambitious two-phase analysis (Section 6.8) into the possibilities for
transit-oriented development along the line. DEP endorses this effort to leverage transportation
investment dollars by encouraging supportive land uses in proximity to existing and proposed stations.
The scope contemplates local cooperation and partnership in this planning effort, which is absolutely
necessary if a meaningful product is to result. DEP looks forward to reviewing the outcome of this
effort.

DEP is supportive of ConnDOT’s efforts to increase public transportation options and
specifically wishes you well with your investigation into options for enhancements to the Danbury
Branch service though this study. We look forward to participating on the Study Advisory Committee
as this study progresses. If you have any question concerning any aspect of these comments, feel free to

call me at (860) 424-4110.
Respectfully,

Oredbrich of. Rezee
Frederick L. Riese
Senior Environmental Analyst
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS DOCUMENTS




State Project No. 302-008
Connecticut Department of Transportation Danbury Branch Improvement Program AA/DEIS

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING DOCUMENTS

This contains the following sections:
1. Newsletter

The Danbury Branch Phase II Alternatives Analysis/EIS Study” Public Scoping Meeting 2008
Newsletter. The newsletter announced/described the public scoping meeting process. The
newsletter presented information on the Purpose and Need of the study, the study background,
the proposed improvement alternatives, and information on Branch Line Projects.

2. Seat Notice

The notice invited the public to participate in the public scoping meetings regarding the Danbury
Branch commuter rail line study and Environmental Impact Statement. The notice listed the
dates and times and places of the meetings. The notice also listed the preferred alternatives for
improvements to the Danbury Branch. The notice was printed in English on one side and
Spanish on the other.

3. Newspaper Advertisement

The newspaper advertisement invited the public to participate in the public scoping meetings
regarding the Danbury Branch commuter rail line study and Environmental Impact Statement.
The notice listed the dates and times and places of the meetings. The notice also listed the
preferred alternatives for improvements to the Danbury Branch.

Also included in this section is a listing of the newspapers and dates of publication. Attached are
copies of the advertisements that appeared in these newspapers:

e El Sol (Spanish Language) — June 6, 2008

e Danbury News Times — June 8, 2008

e Norwalk Citizen — June 13, 2008

4. Public Scoping Meeting Presentation
S. Public Scoping Meeting Minutes
Minutes of the three public scoping meetings held on:
e Tuesday, June 17,2008, 6:00 p.m. to 8:30 p.m., E. Paul Martin Room, Town Hall, 10
Main Street, New Milford, CT

e Wednesday, June 18, 2008, 6:00 p.m. to 8:30 p.m., Meeting Room A, Town Hall 238
Danbury Road, Wilton, CT

e Thursday, June 19, 2008, 6:00 p.m. to 8:30 p.m., Town Hall Conference Room, 400 Main
Street, Ridgefield, CT

October 2008 Scoping Report



State Project No. 302-008
Connecticut Department of Transportation Danbury Branch Improvement Program AA/DEIS

Also contained in this section is a summary statement on the three meetings.
6. Public Scoping Period Website Activities

Table listing the total visits to the website from 05/06/08 to 07/25/08.
7. Public Scoping Meeting Comments

e A memorandum summarizing the written comments received at the meetings, via e-mail
and from written letters

Public Scoping Comments — New Milford

Public Scoping Comments — Wilton

Public Scoping Comments — Ridgefield

Public Scoping Comments — Mail in Comments

Public Scoping Comments — E-Mail Comments

October 2008 Scoping Report
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BRANCH LINE PROJECTS UPDATE
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Railroad Tie Replacement Project —
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ConnDOT and Metro-North are planning a Railroad Tie Replacement project for the branch as part of overall
Branch line improvements. Work is scheduled to begin in the Fall of 2008. The first section to be replaced will
cover the segment from Ridgefield to Danbury, a distance of approximately 11 miles. Work on the remaining
tracks from South Norwalk to Ridgefield will take place in 2009. ConnDOT is working with Metro-North to
incorporate some of the curve modifications into the tie project that were proposed in the Phase | Danbury
Branch study. This would help reduce travel time on the Branch.

The CTC Project, also known as the Danbury Branch
Signal Project, Project No. 302-0007, would introduce
an automated signal system on the Branch. This would
allow automatic switching of equipment to passing
sidings. Currently the train conductor on the Branch is
required to ‘manually’ throw the switch allowing trains
to enter a siding. The CTC project was originally
proposed to include addition of steel poles that could
accommodate both the signal system and a ‘catenary’
system (allowing for installation of overhead contact
wires for electrified rail service). However, the capital
cost of the poles pushed the project over current
available budgets. To avoid further delays of the
program, ConnDOT will implement the CTC project as
an electrified electronic track circuit. While this involves

burying cable instead of mounting them on poles, it
will be done in a manner so as not to preclude future
construction of a pole line capable of supporting
electrification.

The Signal System will improve the flexibility of rail
service on the Branch. It includes the ability to remotely
control train movements and switches from Metro-
North’s Control Center in Grand Central Terminal. The
sidings at Norwalk, Wilton, Branchville, and Danbury will
function as fully automatic control points (CP’s). Signals
at these Sidings will be GO-NO-GO signals similar to
those now in use on the New Haven Mainline, and will
eliminate the requirement for manually throwing
switches. The total cost for the project is approximately
$80 million and is expected to be completed in three
years.
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The Study Corridor

station to New Milford center.

For further information
about the project please contact:

Andrew H. Davis, Project Manager
Connecticut Department of Transportation
Tel. 860-594-2157 Fax. 860-594-3028
Email. Andrew.H.Davis@po.state.ct.us

The Study Corridor is the existing rail and highway transportation corridor

consisting of the regional Route 7 highway and the Danbury Branch rail ; uuwnmwwr e
line running north-south connecting the population centers of Norwalk, | bansuRy wognk L X 2t /,W

Wilton, Redding, Ridgefield, Bethel, Danbury, Brookfield, and New
Milford. Rail passenger service is provided by Metro-North Railroad for
ConnDOT between S. Norwalk and Danbury for a distance of 23.6 miles.
Limited rail freight service is provided by Providence and Worchester Rail \ J .
Road between S. Norwalk and Danbury. Rail freight service is provided v pheoome o
by Housatonic Rail Road Company between Danbury and New Milford , ; ,
for a distance of 14.3 miles. The study corridor will be defined as 1,000
feet in width, specifically, 500 feet measured on each side of the Danbury
Branch rail right-of-way centerline, from the existing South Norwalk it |
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Public Scoping Meeting 2008

Danbury Branch EIS Kicks Off
with Public Scoping Meetings

With the publication of a Notice of Intent (NOI) by the
U.S. Department of Transportation’s Federal Transit
Administration (FTA), the Connecticut Department of
Transportation (ConnDOT) has formally launched the
regulatory  evaluation process known as an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Danbury
Branch rail corridor. This process allows for
implementation of potential service expansion and
capital improvements to the 156-year-old Danbury
Branch rail line.

The EIS process encourages and requires public
involvement and input. Public outreach begins with a
series of three public meetings to be held in the
project’s study area:

TUESDAY, JUNE 17, 2008 — 6:00-8:00pm
New Milford Town Hall

E. Paul Martin Room, Town Hall, Top Floor
10 Main Street, New Milford, CT 06776

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 18, 2008 — 6:00-8:00pm
Wilton Town Hall Annex Building, Room “A”
238 Danbury Road, Wilton, CT 06897

THURSDAY JUNE 19, 2008 — 6:00-8:00pm
Ridgefield Town Hall (large conference room)
400 Main Street, Ridgefield, CT 06877

The project’s initial statement of purpose and need and
the initial set of alternatives proposed for the study will
be presented at these meetings. Comments may be
given verbally or in writing at the scoping meetings.
Every reasonable effort will be made to meet special
needs. The meeting locations will be accessible to
persons with disabilities.

www.danburybranchstudy.com

WHAT'’S INSIDE THIS ISSUE:

v Purpose and Need v’ Study Background

v Improvement Alternatives v Branch Line Update

What the Scoping Process Means

Scoping refers to the process by which lead
agencies solicit input from the public and interested
agencies on the nature and extent of issues and
impacts to be addressed in the EIS. It also
addresses the methods by which they will be
evaluated.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),
passed in 1972, specifically requires that the lead
agency (FTA and ConnDOT in this case) consult
with federal agencies that have jurisdiction by law or
special expertise on the proposed action. For the
Danbury Branch corridor, these agencies include the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, the Connecticut
Department of Environmental Protection (CT DEP),
the Connecticut State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO) and the U.S. Department of the Interior. The
lead agency must also solicit appropriate information
from the public during EIS preparation.

Although the Phase Il Danbury Branch Study has
been preceded by significant work in Phase | (which
identified existing conditions, the range of
alternatives to be studied, the project study area,
and preliminary environmental concerns), formal
scoping under NEPA and Connecticut
Environmental Policy Act (CEPA) is still required.
The Scoping process will identify the environmental
resources to be investigated; the level of detail
required for each resource studied; and further
refinement of the alternatives.



Purpose and Need /

Interested parties are invited to consider and comment on the preliminary statement of purpose and need for the
project. Comments may be given verbally or in writing at each scoping meeting. Comments will also be accepted
by mail or via the project website through July 25, 2008. Mailing Address: Danbury Branch EIS, c/o URS
Corporation, 500 Enterprise Drive, Suite 3B, Rocky Hill, CT 06067 or by email through the project website:
http://www.danburybranchstudy.com. The draft Purpose and Need Statement is as follows:

The purpose of the Danbury Branch Improvement Program and Electrification is to improve mobility options for
the traveling public in the South Western and Housatonic Valley regions of Connecticut; to maintain and improve

existing commuter rail service on the Branch, as well as to improve feeder system and intermodal connections on
the Branch; and to help reduce congestion in the Route 7 Corridor between South Norwalk and New Milford, CT.

To accomplish these purposes, the following specific objectives are defined,

e Maintain and improve existing commuter rail service between Danbury Branch line rail stations, the
Stamford Transportation Center; and Grand Central Terminal by reducing travel time.

e Improve intra-state commuter service options at station stops between Danbury and Stamford.

o Maximize the efficiency of the rail corridor by electrifying the branch or portions of it.

e |dentify and develop strategies for Transit Oriented Development (TOD) opportunities at Branch line
stations in conjunction with participating cities and towns.

e |dentify parking requirements related to passenger demand and TOD growth.

Study Background

ConnDOT began the Danbury Branch improvement
program with a feasibility study (Phase ) to examine
the needs and identify potential improvements to the
New Haven Line’s commuter rail branch line service
between Norwalk and Danbury. Phase | identified,
reviewed, and evaluated a long list of preliminary
improvement alternatives to the Branch. This resulted
in a list of recommended options, including
electrification between South Norwalk and Danbury,
partial electrification between South Norwalk and the
vicinity of the Merrit Parkway, addition of passing
sidings, extension of diesel service to New Milford,
and track realignment modifications. Phase Il will
further evaluate the five candidate alternatives
selected from the Phase | analysis and address the
development of an implementation plan for the
improvement program.

Specifically, Phase |l will constitute an environmental
impact analysis and documentation for the proposed
action(s) following the NEPA and Connecticut
Environmental Policy Act (CEPA) processes.

The overall goal of the study is to develop a single
implementation plan that would be advanced to final
design/engineering. This plan may consist of more

than one of the candidate alternatives: a phased
implementation approach may be considered, with
near-term improvements and then complex
components being implemented later. Such an
implementation plan would consider the ability to
fund each component.

Improvement A

The Phase 1 Study evaluated a long list of improvement alternatives to the Branch. These options were
screened against six assessment factors (evaluation criteria) to determine whether or not they should be
given further consideration. The six assessment factors were: 1) Operation Impact — the service flexibility
offered by the proposed improvement. 2) Environmental Impact — the environmental areas of concern for
each alternative were considered. 3) Fleet Equipment Impact — in what ways does the proposed
improvement impact the fleet? 4) Travel Demand — what impact does the alternative have on ridership? 5)
Time Savings — what are the travel time savings in minutes that result from the improvement? 6) Capital

www.danburybranchstudy.com

ernatives

Cost — what is the overall capital cost in dollars for the improvement?

Through extensive public

involvement and meetings with the Study Advisory Committee (made up of
representatives from each of the towns located in the corridor) the number of options was reduced to the five
alternatives listed below. During Phase Il of the study, the alternatives will be further evaluated and a

preferred alternative will be selected.

No Build Alternative
Maintain existing service between South Norwalk and Danbury

Assumption is Communication and Train Control (CTC) System is in place

Georgetown Station will be developed

Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative

Defined as everything that can be done without new construction or new vehicle

procurement

Some service improvements possible, including express service or new

outbound service

South Norwalk to Danbury Improvements Alternative

Minor alignment changes

Addition/upgrade of passing sidings

Installation of new electrification system between South Norwalk and Danbury

Use electric multiple units (EMU’s)

Danbury to New Milford Extension and Improvements Alternative

Extend passenger service from Danbury to New Milford

New stations at Danbury North, Brookfield and New Milford

Improved track alignment to allow maximum speed of 50 mph

Transportation Strategy Board (TSB) Partial Electrification with
Feeder Rail/Bus Service Alternative

Requested by TSB

Partial electrification from South Norwalk to vicinity of Route 15/Merritt Parkway

Feeder bus/rail service north to Danbury

Please note that the alternatives are not listed in any order of preference
and are not ranked; they are assigned letters for ease of review.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS

Danbury Branch Commuter Rail Corridor - Draft/Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

The Connecticut Department of Transportation (ConnDOT), the Federal Transit Administration, the South
Western Regional Planning Agency and the Housatonic Valley Council of Elected Officials invite you to
participate in the following Public Scoping Meetings regarding the Danbury Branch commuter rail line study and
Environmental Impact Statement.

DATES, TIMES, AND PLACES:

TUESDAY, JUNE 17, 2008 \
6:00 to 8:00 p.m.

© New Milford Town Hall

E. Paul Martin Room , Town Hall, Top Floor
10 Main Street, New Milford, CT 06776 N |

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 18, 2008 |
6:00 to 8:00 p.m. ‘
© Wilton Town Hall Annex Building
Meeting Room "A"

238 Danbury Road, Wilton, CT 06897

THURSDAY, JUNE 19, 2008

6:00 to 8:00 p.m.

© Ridgefield Town Hall

&(in Town Hall large conference room)
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400 Main Street, Ridgefield, CT 06877

Each meeting will run from 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. A brief presentation will be
given at 7:00 p.m. to discuss the project’'s purpose and need, and the
alternatives being evaluated to improve rail service on the Branch. Study
team representatives will be available to take your comments and answer
your questions. Alternatives for improving service on the branch will be
discussed. These are:

WESTON

N
/~“A. No Build Alternative 2 \
B. Transportation System Management (TSM), including service |
improvements e.g. new outbound service and express service P o
So. Norwalk to Danbury Improvements including electrification, ]
addition of passing sidings, and minor track realignment
Extension of Diesel Passenger Service from Danbury to New Milford
with new stations and minor track realignment
Partial Electrification from So. Norwalk to vicinity of Merritt 7
« Station with feeder bus/rail service to complement the new service j

A
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INFORMATION:

All meeting locations are accessible to persons with disabilities. Individuals requiring special accommodations,
such as sign language interpreter, in order to participate in the meeting should contact Mr. Judd Everhart,
ConnDOT Public Relations Office, at (860) 594-3003.

"omments may be given verbally or in writing at each scoping meeting. Comments will also be accepted by mail

via the project website through July 25, 2008. Mailing Address: Danbury Branch EIS, c/o URS Corporation,
500 Enterprise Drive, Suite 3B, Rocky Hill, CT 06067 or by email through the project website:
http://www.danburybranchstudy.com

For further information and details on the study, please visit the project website at: http://www.danburybranchstudy.com
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State Project No. 302-008

Connecticut Department of Transportation

Danbury Branch Improvement Program AA/DEIS

To: Steve Gazillo

From: Stuart B. Popper

Date: August 14, 2008

Re: Newspaper Advertisements for Public Scoping Meetings

The advertisement was run in the following daily newspapers:

1.

2.

3.

The advertisement was run in the following weekly newspapers:

1.

2.

9.

10.

Danbury News Times — June 8§, 2008
Stamford Advocate — June 8, 2008

Norwalk Hour — June 15, 2008

Bethel Beacon — June 6, 2008

Brookfield Journal — June 6, 2008

El Sol (Spanish Language) — June 6, 2008
New Milford Times — June 6, 2008
Redding Pilot — June 12, 2008

Ridgefield Press — June 12, 2008

Wilton Bulletin — June 12, 2008

Norwalk Citizen — June 13, 2008
Stamford Times — June 13, 2008

Wilton Villager — June 13, 2008

October 2008

Scoping Report



NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS

Danbury Branch Commuter Rail Corridor - Draft/Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

The Connecticut Department of Transportation (ConnDOT), the Federal Transit Administration, the South Westem
Regional Planning Agency and the Housatonic Valley Council of Elected Officials invite you to participate in a
Public Scoping Meeting regarding the Danbury Branch commuter rail line study and Environmental

Impact Statement.
me\Q‘
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DATES, TIMES, AND PLACES: f
TUESDAY, JUNE 17, 2008
6:00 to 8:00 p.m.
& New Milford Town Hall

E. Paul Martin Room , Town Hall, Top Floor
10 Main Street, New Milford, CT 06776

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 18, 2008

6:00 to 8:00 p.m.

© Wilton Town Hall Annex Building
Meeting Room "A"

238 Danbury Road, Wilton, CT 06897

THURSDAY, JUNE 19, 2008
6:00 to 8:00 p.m.
& Ridgefield Town Hall

(in Town Hall large conference room)
400 Main Street, Ridgefield, CT 06877

Each meeting will run from 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. Abrief
presentation will be given at 7:00 p.m. to discuss the
project’s purpose and need, and the alternatives being
evaluated to improve rail service on the Branch. Study
team representatives will be available to take your
comments and answer your questions.

INFORMATION:

All meeting locations are accessible to persons with disabilities. Individuals requiring special accommodations,
such as sign language interpreter, in order to participate in the meeting should contact Mr. Judd Everhart,
ConnDOT Public Relations Office, at (860) 594-3003.

Comments may be given verbally or in writing at each scoping meeting.

Comments will also be accepted by mail or via the project website through July 25, 2008.

Mailing Address: Danbury Branch EIS, c/o URS Corporation, 500 Enterprise Drive, Suite 3B, Rocky Hill, CT 06067
or by email through the project website: http://www.danburybranchstudy.com

For further information and details on the study, please visit the
project website at: http://www.danburybranchstudy.com



Aviso Para Las Reuniones Publicas de Aloance

El Pasadizo Del Carril Para Conmutadores en La Rama De Danbury.

La Declaracion del Impacto Ambiental :Antiproyecto/Final

El Departamento De Transportacion estado de Connecticut, La Administracion de Transito Federal, La Agencia
de Planes Regional del Sur Oeste, y Los Oficiales Electos del Concilio del Valle de Housatonic les invita a
participar en una reunion publica respecto a el estudio de la linea del tren urbano y la declaracion del impacto

ambiental. /

FECHAS, HORARIOS Y LUGARES /SHERML\N \

MARTES, 17 de JUNIO, 2008 stk
De 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. )

© La Alcaldia de New Milford N
El Cuarto E. Paul Martin, parte superior de la Alcaldia
10 Main Street, New Milford, Ct 06776

MIERCOLES, 18 de JUNIO, 2008

De 6:00 to 8:00 p.m.

© La Alcaldia de Wilton, El Edificio Anexo
Cuarto de Reunion A

238 Danbury Road, Wilton, CT 06897

NEWTOWN

JUEVES, 19 de JUNIO, 2008
De 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. /
© LaAlcaldia de Ridgefield % RIDGEELD

(El cuarto grande de Conferencias en la Alcaldia) \
400 Main Street, Ridgefield, CT 06877 RIS

EASTON

Cada reunion durara de 6:00pm a 8:00pm. Una
presentacion breve se llevara a cabo a las 7:00pm
para discutir el proposito y la necesidad del proyecto.

Tambien se discutira las alternativas que se estan /(
evaluando para mejorar el servicio carril en la rama.
Representantes del equipo de studio estaran
disponibles para tomar sus comentarios y contester
Sus preguntas- STAMFORD

FAIRFIELD

INFORMACION:

Todos los lugares de reunion son accessibles a personas con incapacidades, o individuales que requiren
comodidades especiales, como lenguaje por senas. Para participar en esta reunion debes llamar a Mr. Judd
Everhart, La Oficina de Relaciones Publicas al (860) 594-3003.

Todo los comentarios se pueden dar verbalmente o por escrito en cada reunion. Tambien se aceptaran
comentarios por correo o por el sitio en el Internet hasta el dia 25 de Julio, 2008.

Direccion Postal: Danbury Branch EIS, C/O URS Corporation

500 Enterprise Drive, Suite 3B, Rocky Hill, CT 06067

O por el Correo electronico del proyecto via el sitio en el Internet: http://www.danburybranchstudy.com

Para mas informacion y detalles del estudio por favor de visitar el correo
electronico del proyecto a http://www.danburybranchstudy.com



EL _SOL® /viernes, DEL 13 AL 19 DE JUNIO DE 2008

El Pasadizo Del Carril Para Conmutadores en La Rama De Danbury.

La Declaracion del Impacto Ambiental :Antiproyecto/Final

El Departamento De Transportacion estado de Connecticut, La Administracion de Transito Federal, La Agencia
de Planes Regional del Sur Oeste, y Los Oficiales Electos del Concilio del Valle de Housatonic les invita a
participar en una reunion publica respecto a el estudio de la linea del tren urbano y la declaracion del impacto

ambiental. .
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FECHAS, HORARIOS Y LUGARES

MARTES, 17 de JUNIO, 2008 s
De 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. | wew { 2
© La Alcaldia de New Milford N | mremo
|

SHERMAN ’

El Cuarto E. Paul Martin, parte superior de la Alcaldia
10 Main Street, New Milford, Ct 06776

\
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MIERCOLES, 18 de JUNIO, 2008 | ys s
De 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. —— L7 TEAS

& La Alcaldia de Wilton, El Edificio Anexo s 7

Cuarto de Reunion A J - )
238 Danbury Road, Wilton, CT 06897 ] 3 S
|
| [®
|

JUEVES, 19 de JUNIO, 2008 g"
De 6:00 to 8:00 p.m. : / R
RIDGEFIELD

© LaAlcaldia de Ridgefield 6 )
(El cuarto grande de Conferencias en la Alcaldia) \ ‘
400 Main Street, Ridgefield, CT 06877 RIEGE =

\

EASTON

DANBURY

Cada reunion durara de 6:00pm a 8:00pm. Una
presentacion breve se llevara a cabo a las 7:00pm
para discutir el proposito y la necesidad del proyecto. WILTON FAIRFIELD
Tambien se discutira las alternativas que se estan 1LTON

evaluando para mejorar el servicio caril en la rama.
Representantes del equipo de studio estaran
disponibles para tomar sus comentarios y contester

sus preguntas. STAMFORD

NEW CANAAN

/

INFORMACION:

Todos los lugares de reunion son accessibles a personas con incapacidades, o individuales que requiren
comodidades especiales, como lenguaje por senas. Para participar en esta reunion debes llamar a Mr. Judd
Everhart, La Oficina de Relaciones Publicas al (860) 594-3003.

Todo los comentarios se pueden dar verbalmente o por escrito en cada reunion. Tambien se aceptaran
comentarios por correo o por el sitio en el Internet hasta el dia 25 de Julio, 2008.

Direccion Postal: Danbury Branch EIS, C/O URS Corporation

500 Enterprise Drive, Suite 3B, Rocky Hill, CT 06067

O por el Correo electronico del proyecto via el sitio en el Intemet: http://www.danburybranchstudy.com

Para mas informacion y detalles del estudio por favor de visitar el correo
electronico del proyecto a http://www.danburybranchstudy.com
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Danbury Branch Commuter Rail COmdor DraftIFmal Envuronmental impact statement (EIS)

The Connecgicut Departmem ‘of Transportation (ConnDOT) the Federal Transit Administration, the South Western
Regionat Plannmg Agency and the Housatanic Valley Council of Elected Officials invite you o pame:paterin a

Public Scaping, Meetmg legaxdmg the Danbury Branch commuter rail fine Stndy and Environmental
Impact Statemem

'DATES,'T]HES AND'PLACES:
TUESDAY JUNE 17 2008
i cmmsMp.m e
: _Quewnilfordrmuan IR
E. Paul Martin Room , Town Hall, Top Floor

10Mm nSb'eet.NewMilford CT06776 tee
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- JUNE 17, 2008
 6-8PM

 E. Paul Martin Room,
_..... Town Hall, Top Floor
* 10 Main Street
" New Milford, CT

. 238 Danbury Road
~ Wilton, CT 06897

 THURSDAY,

e

" THE NEWS-TIMES, SUNDAY, JUNE 8, 2008

" Danbury Branch commuter Hall Conldor—*
Draft/Final Environmental lmpact Statement (EIS)' A

The Connecticut Department of-Transportation (CoanOT). th_e -l
Federal Transit Administration, the South Western Regional »
Planning Agency and the Housatonic Valley Council of Elected .-
Officials invite you to participate in a Public Scoping Meeting <
regarding the Danbury Branch commuter rail line study and
Environmental Impact Statement.

DATES, TIMES
AND PLACES:
TUESDAY,

© New Milford Town Hall

, 06776

WEIIIIESDAY
JUNE 18, 2008
6-8PM

© Wilton Town Hall
Annex Bullding
Meeting Room ‘A’

JUNE 19, 2008
6-8PM

O Ridgefield Town Hall |2
(in Town Hall large
conference room)
400 Main Street
Ridgefield, CT 06877

Each Meeting will run
from 6:00-8:00 pm. A o
brief presentation will be given at 7 00 pm to dlsam
project’s purpose and need, and the alternatives being cvaluarad
to improve rail service on the Branch. Study team representa- ~ .
tives will be avallabla to uke your camments and answer your =

questions. . - e G
R
INFORMATION: R W | ;;.“_m’}&.,

All meeting locations are accessnble to porsons with dlsaﬁtl:tles.
Individuals requiring special accomodations, such as ston lan-. _
guage interpreter, in order to participate in the meeting should o
contact Mr. Judd Everhart, ConnDOT Public Relaﬂons Omco at
(860) 594-3003 :

Comments may be given verbally or in wmlng atoaoh woplng )
meeting. : - t.,.«: :
Comments will also be accepted by email orvla the pmject i
website through July 25, 2008.
Mailing Address: Danbury Branch EIS, c/o URS Corpomﬂon. 500 Enter-
prise Drive, Suite 38, Rocky Hill, CT 06067 or by mail thtpuqh the
project website: http:/www. danburybranchstudy com ", :l G
A :
For further information and detalls on tho.stud)iv i
please visit the project website at: . -«
http//www.danburybranchstudy.com
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING PRESENTATION
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING MINUTES




URS

Washington Division

MEETING MINUTES

RE: Danbury Branch Phase II Alternatives Analysis/EIS
DESCRIPTION: Public Scoping Meeting

MEETING DATE: Tuesday, June 17, 2008

MEETING TIME:  6:00 to 8:30 p.m.

LOCATION: E. Paul Martin Room, Town Hall, 10 Main Street, New Milford, CT

PERSONS IN ATTENDANCE:

NAME ORGANIZATION
Carmine Trotta, Andrew Davis, Mark Foran, Keith Hall, ConnDOT
Paul Stanton, Laurel Stegina FHI

Stephen Gazillo, Tamara Gray, David Chase, Stuart Popper, Sandro Pani URS

Jonathan Chew, David Hannon HVCEO

Fred Riese , DEP

Mayor Pat Murphy Town of New Milford
Peter Bass, Council Member Town of New Milford
Theresa Volinksi, Council Member Town of New Milford
Robert Rush, Planning Commission Town of New Milford
Jim Volinski, Planning Commission Town of New Milford
Janice Vance, Zoning Commission Town of New Milford
Thomas Esposito, Economic Development Commission Town of New Milford
Vin Nolan, Economic Development Superivsor Town of New Milford
State Representative Toni Boucher 143 District

(See attached attendance list for other attendees)

Mr. Andy Davis of DOT welcomed everyone to the meeting and introduced the local, regional, state
officials, DOT staff and consulting staff attending the meeting. Mr. Davis summarized the history of the
project and the process to date. He introduced Stephen Gazillo, the Project Manager with URS
Corporation.

Mr. Gazillo explained that due to the large number of persons present at the meeting, he would make two
presentations one, at 6:00 p.m. and another at 7:00 p.m. Mr. Gazillo utilized a Power point presentation
and discussed the history of the project, the project’s purpose and need, and the alternatives being
evaluated. He completed his presentation and asked for questions from the audience. The audience raised
a number of concerns and questions.

The following is a summary of the public’s questions/comments following both presentations and the
Study Team’s responses:

Danbury Branch Phase II, Scoping Meeting in New Milford, June 17, 2008 Page No. 1 of 3
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QUESTION/COMMENT

STUDY TEAM RESPONSE

Is there anything that can be done to expedite
improvements to the Danbury Branch? Headways
are 1.5 hours. More frequent service is needed now,
especially with increasing gas prices.

The CTC project, to be completed within the next three
years, will allow for increased frequency of services.

Why does the DEIS process take so long?

Federal and state regulations require an agency review and
public involvement process, which takes time. After the EIS
is final, then design and construction will occur, but only if
funding is in place. Projects can be phased over time, so that
some projects can happen more quickly.

What are the advantages to electrification of the
Danbury Branch?

Compatibility with the Main Line. Potentially some time
savings (9 minutes, to be confirmed by simulations).
Faster acceleration and deceleration times.

Less pollution (no diesel fumes).

Who will be contracted to implement one or more of
the projects that come out of the EIS process?

That has not yet been determined. There is a state process
for selection of contractors.

Will user fees fully pay for the maintenance and
operations of the Danbury Branch Line?

Not under today’s fare structure. All public transportation,
including the Danbury Branch, is subsidized.

Can both electric trains and diesel t_rains run on the
same line?

Yes.

Why isn’t electrification from Danbury to New
Milford being considered?

The Housatonic Railroad holds that portion of the line and
uses it for freight movement. It does not support
electrification of the line, as the overhead catenaries would
impede oversized loads. Clearance for oversized loads is the
issue. Phase I of the study did not provide an overall cost
estimate for electrification from Danbury to New Milford.
This option is not precluded in Phase II.

Will economic development impacts of the
alternatives be looked at?

Yes, this is one of the areas the DEIS evaluates.

What is involved with being a terminus of a rail
line?

Some of the factors to consider are suitable land for
overnighting of equipment and the need for additional work
CIEwWS.

Equipment idling and diesel fumes are a concern.

Diesel equipment now automatically shuts off after 20
minutes of inactivity. This should be less of an issue than it
used to be.

Consider extending service to Kent and
Massachusetts.

This project team acknowledged this comment and noted
that such a rail feasibility study is under consideration in
Massachusetts (Berkshire Regional Planning Agency).

Extend service from Danbury to New Milford first.
This area currently has no passenger service.

The study team acknowledged this comment.

Extending service from Danbury to New Milford
would help students who want to take the train into
New York.

The study team acknowledged this comment.

The New Milford Zoning Commission is interested
in rail station siting recommendations.

The study team will continue to coordinate with the Town
on this.

Don’t locate the rail station on Route 7. The corridor
is already too congested. Locate it in the village
center.

The study team acknowledged this comment.

Shift funding from road projects to rail projects.

Most road projects in the state are for maintenance of the
existing roadway infrastructure. Many of these maintenance
projects are critical to public safety.

Danbury Branch Phase II, Scoping Meeting in New Milford, June 17, 2008
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URS

Washington Division

MEETING MINUTES

RE: Danbury Branch Phase II Alternatives Analysis/EIS
DESCRIPTION: Public Scoping Meeting

MEETING DATE: Wednesday, June 18, 2008

MEETING TIME: 6:00 to 8:30p.m.

LOCATION: Meeting Room A, Town Hall, 238 Danbury Road, Wilton, CT
PERSONS IN ATTENDANCE:

NAME ORGANIZATION
Carmine Trotta, Andrew Davis, Mark Foran ConnDOT
Laurel Stegina FHI

Stephen Gazillo, David Chase, Stuart Popper, Stephanie Mather URS

Sandro Pani URS

Sue Prosi SWRPA

First Selectmen William F. Brennan Town of Wilton
Selectman Harold Clark Town of Wilton
Selectman Richard Creeth Town of Wilton
Richard Ziegler, IWC Town of Wilton
Robert Nerney, Town Planner Town of Wilton
State Representative John Hetherington 125 District
State Representative Toni Boucher 143 District
John Hartwell, Candidate for State Senate District 26
Rodney Chabot, Danbury Branch Corridor Representative CT Rail Commuter Council

(See attached attendance list for other attendees)

Andy Davis of DOT welcomed everyone to the meeting and introduced the local, regional, state officials, the
DOT staff and consulting staff attending the meeting. Mr. Davis summarized the history of the project and the
process to date.

Mr. Popper of URS welcomed everyone to the meeting and introduced the local, regional, state officials, DOT
staff and consulting staff attending the meeting. His presentation was done twice, one at 6:00 p.m. and one at
7:00 p.m. to accommodate the number of people in attendance. Mr. Popper utilized a PowerPoint presentation

as he discussed the history of the project, the project’s purpose and need, and the alternatives being evaluated.
At the end of the presentation , he asked for questions from the audience.

The audience raised a number of concerns and questions. The following is a summary of the public’s
questions/comments and the study team’s response following both presentations:

Danbury Branch Phase II, Scoping Meeting in Wilton, June 18, 2008 Page No. 1 of 2



QUESTION/COMMENT

STUDY TEAM RESPONSE

Is there anything that can be done to expedite
improvements to the Danbury Branch? More
frequent service is needed now, especially with
increasing gas prices.

The CTC project, to be completed within the next
three years, will allow for mcreased frequency of
services.

Why does the DEIS process take so long?

Federal and state regulations require an agency review
and public involvement process, which takes time.
After the EIS is final, then design and construction will
occur, but only if funding is in place. Projects can be
phased over time, so that some projects can happen
more quickly.

Can more than one of the alternatives be
implemented after the EIS is completed?

Yes.

What are the advantages to electrification of the
Danbury Branch?

Compatibility with the Main Line. Potentially some
time savings (9 minutes, to be confirmed by
simulations).

Faster acceleration and deceleration times.

Less pollution (no diesel fumes).

Can both electric trains and diesel trains run on the
same line?

Yes.

Will economic development and land use impacts
of the alternatives be looked at?

Yes, economic development and land use impacts will
be evaluated through the DEIS process. Evaluating
transit oriented development (TOD) is also a
component of the study.

If the Danbury Branch were electrified, how high
would the overhead catenary line be?

Same height as the Main Line: 20-foot pole, up to 30
feet for the wires.

More stations are needed. More parking is needed.
More sidings will be needed. More equipment is
needed.

The study team acknowledged these comments and
noted the EIS will be evaluating these issues.

Ridership data may be outdated now that gas
prices are soaring and many more people are
opting to use public transportation.

The study team acknowledged this comment.

Has a ridership survey been conducted recently?

This September, an on-board ridership survey will be
conducted. A telephone survey will also be conducted.

Buses and commuter shuttles are currently “filling
the gaps” in services. Norwalk Transit provides
shuttle service between South Norwalk and Merritt
7. HART provides service to the Harlem Line and
between Danbury and South Norwalk.

The study team acknowledged this comment.

Has an alternative been considered that would
create a double track rail system in the Danbury
Branch corridor?

This alternative is not being considered in this DEIS,
as it was deemed, early in the process, to be too costly,
in terms of financial resources, property takings, and
environmental impacts

Consider constructing longer platforms to
accommodate the full length of the train/cars.

The study team acknowledged this comment.

Submitted by: (4{12;2 A Z f 3% #&ﬂ
Stuart 0 pcr 7D

Reviewed by:

7F0Y

Steﬁhen Gazﬂiwﬂs

Cc: Attendees
File: 10.02
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URS

Washington Division

MEETING MINUTES

RE: Danbury Branch Phase II Alternatives Analysis/EIS
DESCRIPTION: Public Scoping Meeting
MEETING DATE: Thursday, June 19, 2008

MEETING TIME:  6:00 to 8:00 p.m.

LOCATION: Town Hall Conference Room, 400 Main Street, Ridgefield, CT
PERSONS IN ATTENDANCE:

NAME ORGANIZATION
Carmine Trotta, Andrew Davis, Mark Foran, Keith Hall ConnDOT

Laurel Stegina FHI

Stephen Gazillo, David Chase, Stuart Popper, Stephanie Mather URS

Sandro Pani URS

Jonathan Chew, David Hannon HVCEO

First Selectmen Rudy Marconi Town of Ridgefield
Selectman Di Masters Town of Ridgefield
Betty Brosius, Town Planner Town of Ridgefield
Rebecca Mucchetti, PZC Member Town of Ridgefield
Duane Perkins, Council Member City of Danbury
Paul Rotello, Council Member City of Danbury
State Representative John Frey 111 District

State Representative Toni Boucher 143 District

John Hartwell, Candidate for State Senate District 26

(See attached attendance list for all attendees)

Andy Davis of DOT welcomed everyone to the meeting and introduced the local, regional, state officials
and consulting staff attending the meeting. Mr. Davis summarized the history of the project and the
process to date. Mr. Davis introduced Mr. Steve Gazillo, Project Manager with URS Corporation.

Mr. Gazillo explained that because of the number of people in attendance, he would make two
presentations one, at 6:00 p.m. and another at 7:00 p.m. He welcomed everyone to the meeting and
introduced the local, regional, state officials, DOT staff and consulting staff attending the meeting. Mr.
Gazillo using the Powerpoint presentation discussed the history of the project, the project’s purpose and
need, and the alternatives being evaluated. Mr. Gazillo completed his presentation and asked for
questions from the audience.

The audience raised a number of concerns and questions. The following is a summary of the public’s
questions/comments following both presentations and the study team’s response:

Danbury Branch Phase II, Scoping Meeting in Ridgefield, June 19, 2008 Page No. 1 of 2



QUESTION/COMMENT

STUDY TEAM RESPONSE

Is there anything that can be done to expedite
improvements to the Danbury Branch? More frequent
service is needed now, especially with increasing gas
prices.

The CTC project, to be completed within the next three
years, will allow for increased frequency of services.

Why does the DEIS process take so long?

Federal and state regulations require an agency review
and public involvement process, which takes time. After
the EIS is final, then design and construction will occur,
but only if funding is in place. Projects can be phased
over time, so that some projects can happen more quickly.

Can more than one of the alternatives be implemented
after the EIS is completed?

Yes.

What are the advantages to electrification of the Danbury
Branch?

Compeatibility with the Main Line. Potentially some time
savings (9 minutes, to be confirmed by simulations).
Faster acceleration and deceleration times.

Less pollution (no diesel fumes).

Can both electric trains and diesel trains run on the same
line?

Yes.

Will economic dévelopment and land use impacts of the
alternatives be looked at?

Yes, economic development and land use impacts will be
evaluated through the DEIS process.

More stations are needed. More parking is needed. More
sidings will be needed. More equipment is needed.

The study team acknowledged these comments and noted
the EIS will be evaluating these issues.

Buses and commuter shuttles are currently “filling the
gaps” in services. Feeder buses reduce demand for
parking at stations.

The study team acknowledged this comment.

Alternatives B and C would be the most beneficial for
Ridgefield. Alternative E would not help Ridgefield.

The study team acknowledged this comment.

Will ridership projections account for increased transit
oriented development (TOD) in the Region?

Yes, models being used to project ridership account for
TOD.

Consider holding a public meeting for the Danbury
Branch Electrification Feasibility Study on a Saturday
morning. This would benefit those commuting from New
York.

A webcast is being considered that will allow for greater
flexibility for commuters.

What amenities will be provided at rail stations?

Amenities will be considered throughout the DEIS
process and refined as the stations are designed.

Has an alternative been considered that would create a
double rail system in the Danbury Branch corridor?

This alternative is not being considered in this DEIS, as it
was deemed, early in the process, to be too costly, in
terms of financial resources, property takings, and
environmental impacts.

Will cost estimates and cost-benefit analysis be done for
each of the alternatives?

Yes

It doesn’t make sense to drive from Danbury to
Brewster, New York to take a train to New York City.
Supports extension and electrification of Danbury
Branch Line and increased frequency of service.

The study team acknowledged this comment.

Submitted by:

S’fuaszo er, /

Reviewed by:

Stephen Gazillws

Cc: Attendees
File: 10.02
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State Project No. 302-008
Connecticut Department of Transportation Danbury Branch Improvement Program AA/DEIS

Danbury Branch Commuter Rail Corridor — Successful Public Scoping
Meetings held in June in New Milford, Wilton and Ridgefield

June 30, 2008

The Connecticut Department of Transportation, (ConnDOT), the Federal Transit Administration,
the South Western Regional Planning Agency and the Housatonic Valley Council of Elected
Officials sponsored a series of Public Scoping Meetings regarding the Danbury Branch
commuter rail line study and Environmental Impact Statement.

The Public Scoping Meetings were held on Tuesday, June 17, 2008, at the New Milford Town
Hall, Wednesday, June 18, 2008, at the Wilton Town Hall Annex Building and Thursday, June
19, 2008 at the Ridgefield Town Hall. The meetings were attended by the Chief Elected Official
from each Town and members of various Town Boards and Commissions. Also present at the
meeting were the area State Representatives. Members of the general public, including residents
of various towns in the corridor, as well as current commuters on the Branch line, also attended.
Total attendance at the three sessions was approximately 140 persons (New Milford: 75, Wilton:
25, and Ridgefield: 40).

Each of the sessions ran from 6:00 to 8:30 pm. The presentation to discuss the project’s purpose
and need, and the alternatives being evaluated to improve rail service on the Danbury Branch
was given twice at each session. The alternatives under review include:

A. No Build Alternative;

B. Transportation System Management (TSM), including improvements e.g. new outbound
service and express service;

C. So. Norwalk to Danbury improvements including Electrification, addition of passing sidings,
and minor track alignment;

D. Extension of Diesel Passenger Service from Danbury to New Milford with new stations and
minor track alignment;

E. Partial electrification from South Norwalk to the vicinity of the Merritt Parkway (Merritt 7
Station) with feeder bus/rail service to complement the new service.

Representatives from the Connecticut Department of Transportation and the Consultants Study

team were present to discuss the study and address questions from the public.

Questions and comments that were common to each session were regarding;

- the study process and how it might be expedited to implement improvements sooner;

- the poor quality of the existing service and the need for improvements as soon as possible;
and

- the proposed Centralized Traffic Control (CTC) signal system project.

In addition to those mentioned above, questions and comments from the specific sessions
included:

New Milford - the future expansion of rail service to New Milford, the economic impact of the
future service and the impact of having a terminus in New Milford.

October 2008 1 Scoping Report



State Project No. 302-008
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(Photo: L. Stegina) - Ridgefield meeting participants discuss the Danbury Branch EIS and possible improvements to
the Branch. Approximately 40 persons attended the meeting.

Wilton - the use of electric and diesel trains, the need for and potential physical impact of more
stations and more parking, and the economic impact of more service.

Ridgefield - the use of electric and diesel trains, the need for and potential physical impact of
more stations and more parking, and the economic impact of both. The public also noted that
Alternatives B and C would be the most beneficial to Ridgefield, while E would be the least
beneficial to Ridgefield.

Comments on the project scope, purpose and need and alternatives considered for evaluation are
being accepted through July 25, 2008 by email: info@danburybranchstudy.com or by regular
mail:

Danbury Branch EIS

c/o URS Corporation

500 Enterprise Drive, Suite 3B
Rocky Hill, CT 06067

Comment forms are available on the project website at http://www.danburybranchstudy.com
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# Urchin 4 Export Report

# Report For: danburybranchstudy .com

# Report Name: Summary

# Date Range: 2008/05/06 - 2008/07/25
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Total Visits 6594
Total Pageviews 17589
Total Hits 73716
Total Bytes Transferred 2669893708
Average Visits Per Day 81
Average Pageviews Per Day 217
Average Hits Per Day 910
Average Bytes Per Day 32961651
Average Pageviews Per Visit 3
Average Hits Per Visit 11
Average Bytes Per Visit 404897
Average Length of Visit 9
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Memorandum
Danbury Branch Study
Scoping Meeting Comments
August 26, 2008

Scoping meetings held in June and July, 2008 yielded 27 comment sheets and 43 verbal,
recorded statements or questions. An additional 26 e-mails were sent to the
danburybranchstudy.com website, and 3 letters were sent under separate cover for a total of 98
contributors. While some letters, etc, were very straightforward and only remarked on one
subject, others were lengthy and touched on several subjects. Of the 27 comment sheets
collected at the scoping meetings, there were 47 separate “comments”. Of the 43 verbal
statements or questions recorded during scoping meetings some were deleted for being
identical, while others were applicable to multiple comment categories. A total of 43 separate
comments were derived from verbal questions and statements made during scoping meetings.
The 3 letters contained 6 separate comments. Finally, 26 e-mails yielded 42 comments. This
brings the comments to date to a total of 138. Table 1 shows the breakdown of comments from
each source. Figure 1 depicts the comment source for each category. 8 Categories were
devised for comments as follows:

Existing Rail Service:

24 Total Comments about current commuting conditions, including the
status of commuter parking lots, the schedule and promptness of trains,
the condition of cars and train stations.

Alternatives A through E: 68 Total comments

Alternative 3A: 1 Comment in opposition.

Alternative 3B: 5 Total comments: 4 in support of Alternative B, 1
referred to feeder buses.

Alternative 3C: 20 Total comments: 9 giving support for Alt. C.
Remaining comments referred to electrification, and suggestions to
improve Alternative C.

Alternative 3D: 37 Total comments: 15 in support of Alternative D, 4 in
opposition to Alternative D, and 18 others.

Alternative 3E: 7 Total comments in opposition to Alternative E.

Components /Procedures of the EIS:

There were a total of 33 questions or comments specifically regarding the
EIS. Some comments were brought up during all three meetings.
Most comments focus on the timeliness of the EIS process.

Miscellaneous There are a total of 11 miscellaneous comments, regarding topics such
as longer platforms to accommodate full length of cars, and concern over
equipment idling and fumes.
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Figure 2 is a pie chart expressing the percentage for each category as broken down above. As
you can see from Figure 2, comments concerning Alternative D and the EIS Process account
for the two largest comment portions received at 27% and 24%, respectively. The
disproportionate feedback regarding Alternative D as opposed to Alternatives A, B, C or E may
be due to a larger number of residents of New Milford and surroundings towns being
represented. Of the 24 written scoping meeting comments pages collected complete with
address, 12 were from New Milford or a surrounding town as were 16 of 43 verbal comments.
New Milford residents were also represented in e-mail correspondence.

Existing Rail Service accounts for the largest percentage (17%) of comments after the EIS
Process and Alternative D. While most people commenting made multiple
comments/complaints regarding existing service, comments from a single person were counted
as one so as to not make this category disproportionately high.

Comments on Alternative C account for 14% of the total. Some comments applied to both
Alternative C and Alternative D.

Alternatives A, B and E include a shared total of only 10% of the total comments received.
These categories have a more uniform consensus among those who responded. Alternatives A
and E did not have any support, while Alternative B has support from 4 of the 5 people who
commented.

The category of other represents 8% of all comments received. These comments could not be
combined into another category.

A table of all comments is included in Appendix A.

Table 1: Total comments received from each type of correspondence.

Total

Total resulting

contributors | comments
Letters 3 6
Emails 26 42
Scoping Meetings 27 47
Verbal Comments 42 43
Totals 98 138

October 2008 Scoping Report
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Figure 1: Comment Category Source by Correspondence Type

Comment Category Source by Correspondence Type

@ Scoping Meeting Written B E-Mails O Letters @ Verbal

Figure 2: Total % of Comment Received per Category
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Existing Rail Passenger Service

Comments made in a letter -- Commuter lots are full by 7:15 a.m., and trains are "old and outdated"

Comments made in a letter -- Whatever improvements are made...none will be successful uniess more parking is
available...If CT is truly serious about addressing the problem of auto traffic in SW CT, then if would make sense for the State
to provide capital funds for construction of parking facilities."

E-mail comment -- 1. Look to other sucessful public train systems, esp. Germany; 2.Allow bicycles on the trains; 3.Provide
some cover, benches, a ticket machine, bicycle racks to the stations themselves; 4.Run a straighter, faster line between north
and south bound Rt 7; and 5. the train schedule is inadequate. Should be more frequent stops.

E-mail comment -- Bethel parking permits have a 75-person wait list. Question: Is there anything that can be done for
residents to expedite process?

E-mail comment -- Comments 1 of 5: 1. Old cars are "smelly", break down, and need expanded commuter hours.

E-mail comment -- Complaints about the train schedules, as well as riding in "squalor of half century old coaches that crawl up
the track." Counted twice, also in complaints about time it takes to accomplish this.

E-mail comment -- Danbury has the worst train cars in the state in terms of comfort, safety, working toilets, air conditioning,
heating, and enough trains running on time. Also not enough train frequency.

E-mail comment -- Poor parking situations at the Westport, Bethel and Branchville Stations. Must add in 20 minutes to
commute time to walk from parking space to platform.

E-mail comment -- Schedules should be revised to work cooperatively for connecting trains; also, seats are uncomfortable.

E-mail comment -- The first thing to improve is the speed of train service, it's much slower than driving. Additional stops are
unnecessary since stations are already only a few miles from each other. There are already too many stations between
Danbury and S. Norwalk

E-mail comment -- The train schedule is "pitiably bad" with too few trains

E-mail comment -- Trains are slower than driving

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- "More trains coming out of the city after 10:22, and more frequency during weekends"

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- "Parking is the immediate restraint
T 4 -

in that are insufficient; conductors do not know or will not relay information impacting service. Parking at the Bethel station is
insufficient, there is a waiting list for permits, and metered paking requires $2.50 in quarters daily. Meter cards should be

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- Additional parking is necessary, particularly for Kent Road in Wilton, also, need service
from S. Norwalk to at least Wilton

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- Eliminating the Stamford a.m. train would reduce travel time and crowding; and An
additional train between noon and 3 p.m. is needed.

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- The Branchville Station has no restrooms, no shelter, and the lights are on a timer. South
Norwalk has no available restrooms after the ticket booth closes.

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- The danbury trains are technologically far behind other area trains...they can't stop at
Branchville station...trains are currently filled to standing room only.




Existing Rail Passenger Service

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- Train service is too slow and there must be a way to have more than multiple trains on the
track at once between Danbury and Norwalk.

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- We should have towns participate in the formation of an overall parking plan

Verbal comment from Ridgefield meeting--What amenities will be provided at rail stations?

Verbal comment from the New Milford meeting -- Equipment idling and diesel fumes are a concern

schedule to be met with clean and efficient rolling stock."




ﬁternative A - No Build

E-mail comment -- This option [Alternative 3A] should not be explored




—_—
Alternative B - Transportation System Management (TSWM)

E-mail comment -- "...it would b[e] foolish not to implement Option B"

E-mail comment -- Support for Alternatives B & D

E-mail comment -- "This [Alternative B] should have been done a long time
ago and should be incorporated into every option.”

Verbal comment from Ridgefield meeting -- Buses and commuter shuttles are
currently “filling the gaps” in services. Feeder buses reduce demand for
parking at stations.

Verbal comment from Ridgefield meeting -- Alternatives B and C would be the
most beneficial for Ridgefield. Alternative E would not help Ridgefield.




[ARternative C —South Norwalk to ﬁanbury Improvements

Comments from a letter -- "The suggestion to partially electrify the Danbury line up to Merritt 7 smacks of plain
special-interest planning."

E-mail comment -- Support for Alternative C: Electric trains are more reliable than diesel (additionally, electrifying
rather than using diesel does more to alleviate our dependancy on oil)

E-mail comment -- This alternative is especially welcome if we can take advantage of a new fleet.

E-mail comment -- This is first choice, given the options defined (will there be a budget for it by the time study is
done), and "Skip the electric. There are too many trees in the woods to clear th lines and keep them clear of
branches...As soon as we say electric the DOT will say stop, we just refurbished the cars a few years ago."

E-mail comment -- Weather and closeby trees may bring down lines

E-mail comment -- With regard to Option C...passing sidings should be considered independent of other
improvements. They are beneficial regardless of other improvements

E-mail comment --Future Wilton home-buyers and residents, their only concern was the train availabilty and
parking situation.

Scoping meeting comment -- "Alternative F" which encompasses both C&D and allows for substantial additions of
double tracks.

SCOPIHQ meehng comment —- 1. otan reBwlalng the the DanBury To New Milford line now; 2. use diesel for

starters and electrify from Norwalk up as funds become available; 3. Rebuild Rt 7 line in sections instead of "full
blown" ; 4 Determine where in New Milford terminals can exist now and build a road to it; 5. New Milford stations
and terrminals do not have to be on the same plot; 6. Go to Kent now:; 7, Go to the mall and Brewster via

Scoping meeting comment -- Consider having a second line from Wilton to Danbury, rather than having to wait
unitl the southern train passes.

Scoping meeting comment -- Funding for CTC is nec. For all options and should be placed in a fund now so that
it's available when EIS is completed; Alternatives A&B can be implemented now so that EIS can concentrate on
C&D.

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- "Equipment should be a key priority and | assume that will only happen
if/when the line to Danbury is re-electrified

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- "Option C, as fast as possible” Additional stations, particularly re-opening
Kent Road in Wilton.

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- 1 of 3 comments: Diesel trains are beter and more reliable

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- | am strongly in favor of the completion of Alt. C and Alt D (Listed in both
categories)

Scoping meeting comment sheet -- New Milford Plan of Conservation and Development Supports passenger rail
service. New Milford's first platform also supports restoration.




ternative outh Norwalk to Danbury Improvements

Verbal comment from New Milford meeting -- Shift funding from road projects to rail projects.

Verbal comment from Ridgefield meeting -- Alternatives B and C would be the most beneficial for Ridgefield.
Alternative E would not help Ridgefield.

Verbal Comment from the Wilton Meeting -- More stations are needed. More parking is needed. More sidings will
be needed. More equipment is needed.

Verbal Comment from the Wilton Meeting -- What are the advantages to electrification of the Danbury Branch?



Alternative D — Danbury to New Milford Extension and Improvements

E-mail comment -- "rehabilitate the line to Brewster, NY as connecting service with Danbury."

E-mail comment -- "This is the only viable option that quickly can reduce our dependence on oil and
improve our environment"

E-mail comment -- Fear that if line is electified from Danbury to NM, then there wont be enough power
for north of Danbury and must use diesel so there will be fewer trains and commuters will need to switch
trains, increasing commuting time.
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