
   

  

  
  

       
 

      

 

    

 
  


 

	 

	 

Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 

1. Responses to Comments
This chapter includes the Certificate of the Secretary of Energy and Environmental Affairs on the South 
Coast Rail Phase I Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) and each annotated 
comment letter received by the Secretary. Responses to each comment are presented in a tabular 
format. 

1.1 Requirements of Certificate 

The Secretary’s Certificate included the following requirements: 

• The FSEIR should contain a copy of this Certificate and a copy of each comment letter received.

• In order to ensure that the issues raised by commenters are addressed, the FSEIR should include
direct responses to comments to the extent that they are within MEPA jurisdiction.
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LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR 

Matthew A. Beaton 
SECRETARY 

Tel: (6 17)626-1000 
Fax: (617) 626-1181 

http://www.mass.gov/envir 

March 30, 20 I 8 

CERTIFICATE OF THE SECRETARY OF ENERGY AND ENV IRONMENTAL AFFAIRS 

ON THE 


DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 


PROJECT NAME : South Coast Rail - Phase I Service 

PROJECT MUNICIPALITY : South Coast Region 

PROJECT WATERSHED : Buzzards Bay, Taunton River, Mount Hope Bay 

EEANUMBER : 14346 

PROJECT PROPONENT : Massachusetts Department of Transportation (MassDOT) 

DATE NOTICED IN MONITOR : February 7, 2018 


Pursuant to the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA; M.G.L. c. 30, ss. 61-621) and 
Section I 1.08 of the MEPA regulations (301 CMR I 1.00), I have reviewed the Draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) and hereby detJrmine that it adequately and properly complies 
with MEPA and its implementing regulations. MassDOT must provide Responses to Comments on the 
DSEIR and provide draft Section 61 Findings. Notice will be published in the next Environmental 
Monitor that the responses and findings shall be filed, circu lated, and reviewed as a Final Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR) pursuant to 30 1 CMR l 1.08(b)(2)(b). 

A Certificate on the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the South Coast Rail (SCR) 
was issued on November 11, 2013. It indicated that the FEIR adequately and properly complied with 
MEPA and its implementing regulations and that the project could proceed to permitting. The 
Massachusetts Department ofTransportation (MassDOT) filed a Notice of Project Change (NPC) to 
address potential environmental impacts associated with a proposal to provide interim rail service from 
Fall River and New Bedford (Phase I) prior to construction of the South Coast Rail project (Full Build). 
The NPC described the interim service and identified associated changes and potential environmental 
impacts. The Phase I project is proposed to meet existing and future demand for public transportation 
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between Fall River/New Bedford and Boston and to enhance regional mobility while MassDOT 
continues to design and advance the Full Build project. 

According to the DSEIR and the NPC, a review ofconstruction costs for the Full Build project 
(in 2016) estimated -that it would cost $3.3 billion and identified an in service date of 2028. MassDOT 
proposed to phase construction of the Full Build project to provide service to the South Coast Region 
much sooner than would be possible if it were constructed at one time. MassDOT estimates that Phase I 
will cost approximately $935 million and service is projected to start in 2022. 

Phase I consists of the construction and operation ofcommuter rail service from Fall River and 
New Bedford to the Middleborough/Lakeville Main Line via Codey Junction in Taunton and the 
Middleborough Secondary Line. Phase I will provide service using the Middleborough/Lakeville Main 
Line from South Station in Boston to Pilgrim Junction in Middleborough, where the rail intersects the 
Middleborough Secondary at the existing Middleborough Layover facility. The Middleborough 
Secondary Line, an active freight line, will be reconstructed and expanded. 

The section of the project from the New Bedford Main Line and the Fall River Secondary Line 
extending to Cotley Junction is referred to as the Southern Triangle. The Southern Triangle is common 
to Phase I and the Full Build and underwent MEPA review as part ofthe South Coast Rail project. The 
Southern Triangle includes the two terminal stations proposed for Phase I - Whale's Tooth Station in 
New Bedford and Fall River Depot Station in Fall River. 

Phase I will include the following improvements along the Middleborough Secondary: 
reconstruction ofexisting single track from Pilgrim Junction to Colley Junction (approximately 7.1 
miles) including limited new double track construction, culvert replacements and retaining wall 
construction;1 new signal/communications systems; positive train control (PTC); and upgrades to five 
grade crossings. 

Phase I will include three peak-period trains from and to each terminal station. Phase I will 
include construction of the two terminal stations, King's Highway Station in New Bedford, Freetown 
Station in Freetown, a new station in East Taunton2, and a new station in Middleborough. The Freetown 
and Fall River Depot stations will require modifications. The existing Lakeville Station may be retained 
by providing a shuttle bus to the new Middleborough station or closed. Because the stations proposed 
for the Full Build project in Taunton are north ofColley Junction they are not included in Phase I. 

The DSEIR notes that Phase I will provide independent utility because the capital construction 
elements will provide improved and faster service along a critical freight corridor and, upon Full Build, 
it will provide redundancy and resiliency for service disruptions. 

1 Upgrades will be coordinated with current MassDOT State of Good Repair program along this alignment 
2 The Taunton Depot Station proposed in the FEIS/R will be relocated to the new East Taunton site. 

2 
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Original Project Description and Procedural History 

The South Coast Rail project consists of the development ofa public rail system to connect the 
cities ofFall River and New Bedford to Boston and enhance regional mobility, while supporting smart 
growth planning and development strategies in affected bommunities. Fall River and New Bedford are 
historically underserved areas with respect to public transportation options. The South Coast Rail is a 
priority transportation initiative and a component of Ma~sDOT's efforts to increase transit access 
throughout the Commonwealth. · 

The South Coast Rail will provide commuter sei:vice to South Station using the Northeast 
Corridor, Stoughton Line, New Bedford Main Line, and Fall River Secondary Line. The New Bedford 
to Boston route is 54.9 miles long and the Fall River to !3oston route is 52.4 miles long. Travel time 
during peak periods on the New Bedford line and the Fall River line are estimated at 77 minutes and 75 
minutes, respectively. The project requires upgrades to track infrastructure along the existing Stoughton 
line including reconstruction of tracks from Canton Junction to Stoughton, construction ofnew tracks 
from Stoughton to Winter Street in Taunton, for a dista4ce of 15 miles, on an abandoned right-of-way 
(ROW) which crosses through the Hockomock Swamp and the Pine Swamp. Reconstruction of tracks is 
also proposed from Winter Street in Taunton to Weir J~ction, a distance of 1.7 miles. The project 
requires reconstruction of tracks in the Southern Triang,e. Infrastructure improvements associated with 
the project include constructing, reconstructing, or widening 45 bridges, and constructing or 
reconstructing 46 at-grade railroad crossings. 

The project includes ten new rail stations: North Easton, Easton Village, Raynham Park, 
Taunton, Taunton Depot, King's Highway, Whale's T<>f>th, Freetown, Fall River Depot, and Battleship 
Cove. New stations will include high-level platforms (four feet above track), canopies, commuter 
parking, a drop-off area for buses, and areas for kiss and ride. Platfonns will be designed to handle a 
nine-car train set (approximately 800 feet long). The station designs include bike storage areas and 
pedestrian connections to neighboring streets. '. 

The project includes two overnight layover 
' 

facilities, one on the New Bedford Main Line 
(Wamsutta site) and one on the Fall River Secondary (Weaver's Cove East site). Independent of the 
South Coast Rail project, MassDOT is proposing an expansion of South Station (SSX) as well as mid­
day layover facilities in Boston to address existing and future Massachusetts Bay Transit Authority 
(MBTA) and Amtrak capacity needs.3 SSX will support infrastructure requirements associated with this 
project. 

I 
Numerous alternatives were introduced in the Environmental Notification Fonn (ENF) and 

reduced to eight alternatives for evaluation in the Drafti Environmental Impact Statement/Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/R). The DEIS/R presented electric and diesel options for three rail 
routes; Attleboro, Stoughton, and Whittenton (a variant of the Stoughton route), as well as a Rapid Bus 
route, and a No-Build/Enhanced Bus scenario. The Cei;tificate on the DEIS/R indicated that MassDOT 
had adequately supported the advancement of the Stoughton Electric Alternative as the Preferred 
Alternative in the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/R). 

3 The layover facility was most recently addressed in the South sqnion Expansion Project (EEA # I5028). 
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The Scope for the FEIS/R outlined the outstanding issues that were required to be addressed, including 
the development ofspecific and detailed mitigation plans. 

For the purpose of the FEIS, the U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers (ACOE) continued to analyze 
alternatives as part ofthe National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, including the Whittenton 
Alternative. Because a joint Federal/State review document was filed, the FEIS/R included additional 
analysis ofthe Whittenton Alternative. Upon review of the FEIS/R, ACOE determined that the 
Stoughton Alternative was the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). 

The FEIS/R evaluated the relative benefits and impacts of this large-scale transportation 
infrastructure project. Amongst the project's benefits are improved access to transit and the 
corresponding traffic, safety, air quality, and OHO reduction benefits associated with increased use of 
public transit. The project also has significant potential to facilitate sustainable land use and 
development patterns and will service Environmental Justice communities. The proposed route does 
however involve substantial environmental impacts. The FEIS/R refined impact estimates associated 
with alteration ofwetlands and elimination or fragmentation ofhabitat (including rare species habitat 
and loss of biodiversity). It identified impacts to the Hockomock Swamp Area ofCritical Environmental 
Concern (ACEC), which is one of the largest unfragmented wetland systems in the state, and the Pine 
Swamp conservation area in Raynham. The Certificate on the FEIS/R emphasized that the benefits and 
impacts of the South Coast Rail project are significant and acknowledged that any project of this scope 
and scale will bear environmental impacts. 

The Certificate on the FEIS/R was issued on November I, 2013 and indicated that the FEIS/R 
adequately and properly complied with MEPA and its implementing regulations and that the project 
could proceed to State permitting. Because the project, and associated wetland mitigation was presented 
at a conceptual design level in the FEIS/R, the Certificate on the FEIS/R included a requirement that 
MassDOT continue to consult with the Interagency Coordinating Group (ICO) wetlands subgroup on the 
development of mitigation for impacts to wetlands and rare species. It also required that the plan be 
published through the MEPA Office for public review and comment to provide an opportunity to gather 
additional input from State Agencies, advocacy organizations, municipalities and the public on·the 
mitigation plan. 

Interagency and Community Involvement 

As noted previously, the project underwent joint environmental review. Throughout project 
development, MassDOT has conducted an extensive stakeholder involvement process that included the 
ICG and a broad civic engagement process. MassDOT held a number ofpublic meetings prior to filing 
the NPC regarding potential phasing of the project and during review ofthe DSEIR. 

These efforts are complemented by the South Coast Rail Economic Development and Land Use 
Corridor Plan (Corridor Plan) which has been developed in conjunction with 31 Corridor communities 
and three regional planning agencies (RPAs). The Corridor Plan identifies sustainable development 
principles to manage both the projected growth in the region under business as usual conditions and the 
induced growth associated with the project. MassDOT, other State Agencies, the RPAs, and 
municipalities have made significant progress in implementation of the Corridor Plan. 

4 

1-6



EEA# 14346 DSEIR Certificate March 30, 2018 

I have received numerous comments from public officials, State Agencies, environmental 
advocates, local residents, and other members of the public concerning Phase I and associated 
environmental impacts. I thank the many parties who have provided comments on the DSEIR and the 
many agencies that have participated in its development. In particular, I note the comments from Senator 
Michael J. Rodrigues, Senator Walter F. Timilty, Senat~r Mark Montigny, Senator Marc R. Pacheco, 
Senator Joseph A. Boncore, Representative Robert M. Koczera, Representative William M. Straus, 
Representative Carole A. Fiola, Representative Christopher M. Markey, Representative Susan Williams 
Gifford, Representative Alan Silvia, Representative Antpnio Cabral, Representative Keiko Orrall, 
Representative Paul A. Schmid, and Representative Dylan Fernandes. Comments were received from 
City of Taunton, the City of Fall River, the City ofNew:Bedford, the Town ofMiddleborough, the 
Town of Lakeville, the Town of Freetown, the Town ofStoughton, the Town of Easton, and the Town 
ofFairhaven. 

I appreciate the ongoing participation of, and co~ents provided by, stakeholders during the 
environmental review of this project and Phase I. The <:;ertificate on the NPC required MassDOT to 
continue its commitment to stakeholder outreach and public input as it prepared the DSEIR for Phase I 
and simultaneously proceeded through design and permitting of Full Build, including consultation with 
the ICG4 and publication ofa final mitigation plan and ~vised Section 61 Findings for public review 
and comment through the MEPA Office. 

Permitting and MEPA Jurisdiction 

The Full Build project was subject to MEPA reJiew because it is being undertaken by a State 
Agency and because it exceeds review thresholds set forth in the MEPA regulations (310 CMR 11.00), 
including thresholds for a mandatory EIR pursuant to the following sections: I l.03(l)(a)(l) and (2) 
because it is will result in alteration of SO or more acres of land and creation of IO or more acres ofnew 
impervious area; I J.03(3)(a)(l)(a) because it will result in alteration ofmore than one acre ofBordering 
Vegetated Wetlands (BVW); I J.03(3)(a)(2) because it involves alteration requiring a Variance in 
accordance with the Wetlands Protection Act (WPA); and I J.03(6)(a)(l)(S) because it involves 
construction ofa new rail or rapid transit line along a nbw, unused or abandoned right-of-way. The Full 
Build project also exceeded the following ENF review thresholds: I l.03(l)(b)(3) because it involves 
conversion of land held for natural resource purposes in accordance with Article 97 of the Amendments 
to the Constitution of the Commonwealth (Article 97); I l.03(2)(b)(2) because it would result in more 
than two acres of disturbance of designated priority haqitat that results in a take ofa state-listed species; 
I J.03(10)(b)(I) and (2) because it may result in demolition ofa part ofa state-listed historic structure 
and destruction ofa state-listed archaeological site; and I 1.03(11 )(b) because it is located within a 
designated ACEC. The project may also meet or excee~ other MEPA review thresholds depending upon 
its final design. · 

I 

The Full Build project requires a 401 Water Quality Certification (WQC), a Chapter 91 (c. 91) 
License, and a Variance from the WPA and the WQC regulations from the Massachusetts Department of 
Environmental Protection (MassDEP); a Conservation and Management Permit (CMP) from the 
Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program (NHESP); a land disposition 

I 

'MassDOT eliminated the separate subgroups of the !CG (ie. wetlands subgroup or sman growth subgroup) and consulted 
with members collectively regarding Phase I . 1 

s 
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agreement with the Department ofConservation and Recreation (OCR); approval from the legislature 
and the Division ofCapital Asset Management (DCAM) for a disposition of land protected by Article 97 
legislation; and review from the Massachusetts Office of Coastal Zone Management (CZM). The Full 
Build project also required Orders ofConditions (OOCs) from local Conservation Commissions (and, on 
appeal only, Superseding Order(s) from MassDEP); an Individual Section 404 permit from ACOE; an 
Air Quality Conformance Determination; a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
Construction General Permit (CGP) from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA); and review 
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) by the Massachusetts Historical 
Commission (MHC). The Full Build project is subject to the MEPA Greenhouse Gas Emissions Policy 
and Protocol (GHG Policy) and the Executive Office ofEnergy and Environmental Affairs (EEA) 
Environmental Justice (EJ) Policy. 

Phase I, considered on its own, would exceed ENF review thresholds pursuant to: I1.03(1}(b)(2) 
for creation offive more acres of impervious area; I l.03(2)(b)(2) because it would result in more than 
two acres ofdisturbance of designated priority habitat that results in a take ofa state-listed species; 
I l.03(3)(b)(l)(b) for alteration ofSOO or more linear feet (If) of Inland Bank; and I 1.03(3)(b)(l)(t) for 
alteration ofone-half or more acres ofother wetlands. Phase I may also exceed the ENF threshold 
pursuant to 11.03(I )(b )(I) for alteration of25 or more acres of land. 

Phase I will require three individual 401 WQCs from MassDEP and a CMP from NHESP. It will 
also require OOCs from local Conservation Commissions (and, on appeal only, Superseding Order(s) 
from MassDEP); two individual Section 404 permits from ACOE; review under Section 106 ofthe 
NHPA by MHC; and a NPDES CGP from EPA. ACOE determined that Phase I is a separate, albeit 
related project with independent utility from the Full Build. ACOE expects to assert its discretionary 
authority to require an Individual Standard Permit for Phase I, with a complete public interest review 
and federal NEPA review process. 

Because the proposed project is being undertaken by a State Agency MEPA jurisdiction is broad 
and extends to all aspects of the project that are likely, directly or indirectly, to cause Damage to the 
Environment as defined in the MEPA regulations. 

Review of the DSEIR 

The DSEIR includes a project summary and schedule, a list ofpermits and approvals required, 
and a description ofany changes for Phase I since the filing of the NPC. It includes maps, plans and 
other graphics that describe existing and proposed conditions, environmental impacts, proposed 
structures, and other project components. The DSEIR supplements information provided in the FEIS/R 
to include those new elements that will be constructed as part ofPhase I that were not previously 
considered. It also provides an update on the total impacts of Phase I and the cumulative impacts of 
Phase I and the State of Good Repair projects. The DSEIR does not re-analyze those elements of the 
project described in the FEIS/R that remain unchanged. 

New elements proposed as part of Phase I include: 

• Improvements to track infrastructure on the Middleborough Secondary Line; 
• A new station at Pilgrim Junction in Middleborough; 
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• 	 A new station in East Taunton south ofCotley Junction (replacing Taunton Depot Station 
proposed in FEIS/R); 

• 	 Modifications to previously studied stations at Freetown and Fall River Depot; and 
• 	 Use ofdiesel locomotives for Phase I Service, with lower emission Tier 4 locomotives 

phased into the fleet. I 

The project description and assessment of impacts includes construction and operational phases. 
The impact assessment includes temporary and permanent impacts, direct and indirect impacts, and 
secondary and cumulative impacts. Impact analyses provided in the DSEIR are consistent with the 
methodology applied in the DEIS/Rand the FEIS/R; h~wever, because limited design and permitting 
has occurred for those elements of the Full Build north 9f Cotley Junction, the DSEIR does not provide 
a discussion ofthese impacts. · 

Diesel trains will be used for Phase I service because neither the Middleborough Secondary nor 
the Middleborough/Lakeville Line can support electric train service. Electrification would require 
installation ofoverhead catenary for Phase I as well as the Middleborough Line extending to Boston. 
The DSEIR indicates that construction will be sequenc~d to add catenary for electrification along the 
Southern Triangle for the Full Build, while continuing to operate diesel trains during Phase I service. 

Alternatives Analysis 

Numerous routing and mode options were eval~ted in the ENF (65 alternatives) and reduced to 
eight alternatives for evaluation in the DEIS/R. The FEIS/R evaluated five main routes, which 
ultimately, led to selection of the Stoughton Straight Ell:ctric Alternative (Full Build) as the preferred 
alternative. In advancing the design of the Full Build, MassDOT determined that its implementation 
would be significantly longer (i.e., 2030) due to the length of time required for permitting and 
construction, and that its cost would increase considerably. MassDOT is advancing a phased approach to 
bring interim service to Fall River, New Bedford, and Taunton in the short term while it continues to 
proceed with design and permitting of the Full Build. ljhe majority of the Phase I route, known as the 
Southern Triangle, was previously reviewed in the FEIS/R, and thus is not included in the alternatives 
analysis. The DSEIR clarifies that Phase I will include construction ofa modified Freetown Station and 
Fall River Depot Station, which will be constructed as the terminal station for Phase I. Battleship Cove 
Station will be included in the Full Build. 

In the No-Action scenario, phased service woul~ not be implemented and the Full Build would 
not be provided sooner than 2030, thereby delaying the benefits ofcommuter rail service to this 
underserved region. The DSEIR describes alternatives MassDOT considered for phasing of the project 
to provide service prior to Full Build operations. Only toutes along existing rail infrastructure were 
considered to meet the interim service goals ofproviding a one-seat ride between Fall River and New 
Bedford and Boston by 2022. Based on this criteria, the Attleboro Secondary to the Northeast Corridor 
(NEC) and the Middleborough Secondary to the Middleborough Main Line were selected for additional 
analysis. Other alternatives that were not considered include the Mansfield Alternative (off the Attleboro 
Secondary) because it would use the heavily congested NEC and would require additional track 
infrastructure and the Whittenton Alternative because it would require new track construction. The 
feasibility and practicability ofeach of the routing options was evaluated based on whether it could 
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achieve goals for Phase I service (one-seat ride to/from Fall River/New Bedford by 2022) and could 
provide adequate capacity for MBTA operations. 

The Attleboro Secondary would use the NEC to travel to/from South Station. The NEC currently 
operates with limited available capacity while serving the MBTA's Needham, Franklin, and 
Providence/Stoughton Line trains, as well as Amtrak intercity high-speed and regional rail services. To 
provide Phase I service, trips would either need to be diverted from these existing services to New 
Bedford/Fall River (reducing the frequency of existing operations) or added to the NEC beyond the 
current supply. Adding new trips to the NEC and MBTA system would involve a reverse move at the 
Attleboro Station requiring an additional 15 minutes, which the DSEIR asserts is impracticable along the 
NEC given its limited capacity and would result in significant operational impacts to existing services. 
MassDOT evaluated construction ofa new Attleboro Secondary connection along a utility ROW to the 
NEC to bypass the existing station, which would have associated environmental and community 
impacts, and could not be constructed by 2022. Adding trips to provide operational feasibility would 
also require construction ofadditional track on the NEC and reconstruction of three existing commuter 
rail stations. The Attleboro Secondary alternative was dismissed due to potential environmental impacts, 
construction costs, scheduling challenges, and property acquisition considerations. 

The Middleborough Secondary option was previously dismissed in the DEIS/Ras a permanent­
service option because it did not fully meet Full Build ridership or quality ofservice (frequency) criteria. 
However, it would provide earlier commuter rail service because it takes advantage of existing active 
freight lines with operational capacity and would extend existing service on the Middleborough Main 
Line (limiting number ofnew trips). It would require upgrading existing track infrastructure along the 
Middleborough Secondary, New Bedford Main Lines, and Fall River Secondary. This alternative would 
travel along exclusive ROW owned by MassDOT, would not have significant environmental impacts, 
could be constructed by 2022, and would provide both short-term and Jong-term benefits to MBTA 
operations. 

Preferred routing along the Middleborough Secondary addressed two junctions: Pilgrim Junction 
in Middleborough and Colley Junction in Taunton. Options considered through Pilgrim Junction, 
serving at least one station in Middleborough or Lakeville, include: Option I via a reverse move at the 
existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station in Lakeville; Option 2 via the existing Middleborough/ 
Lakeville Station and providing a train shuttle from the existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station to a 
modified Bridgewater Station and cross-platform transfer; and Option 3 via a new Middleborough 
Station to a point north or west of Pilgrim Junction, including a bus/van shuttle between the existing 
Middleborough/Lakeville Station and the new Middleborough Station. 

Service Options through Colley Junction, serving at least one station in Taunton, include: Option 
I via a reverse move at a Taunton Station proposed in the FEIS/R north ofColley Junction (faunton 
Depot and Downtown Taunton); Option 2 via a reverse move at the Taunton Depot Station; Option 3 via 
a new station south ofColley Junction; and Option 4 via a new station south ofColley Junction and 
provide a one-seat ride between the Downtown Taunton Station and Boston by providing less frequent 
service to each of the three termini than in Options I to 3. 

The DSEIR outlines evaluation criteria used to select the Phase I service route using the 
Middleborough Secondary including: achieves goals for Phase I service; impacts to existing/future 
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MBT A operations ( operational flexibility, effect on service, and travel time); infrastructure; and 
environmental impacts. Based on a comparison ofthe three Pilgrim Junction options, MassDOT 
identified Option 3 (New Middleborough Station) as the preferred option to advance for Phase 1 service 
because it would avoid reverse moves, have the most operational flexibility by reducing the number of 
meet/pass conflicts on the Middleborough Main Line, minimize trip times, minimize environmental 
impacts from new infrastructure, and provide service byi2022. This alternative does require passengers 
who access the existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station by foot, including those who live within the 
TOD near the station, to take a bus shuttle to a new Middleborough station and will require discharge to 
the Zone II ofa municipal water supply. 

Based on a comparison ofthe four Cotley Junctibn options, Option 3 (New Taunton Station) is 
the preferred option to advance for Phase I service because it is equal to or more favorable than Options 
I, 2, and 4 for nearly all criteria. it would avoid reverse rtioves, provide the lowest travel times, provide 
three peak period trips to/from Fall River/New Bedford and six peak period trips to/from Taunton, have 
the most operational flexibility by eliminating the reverse tum in Taunton, requires the least wetland 
impacts, minimizes permitting delay, as it would not require track upgrades or bridge reconstruction 
north ofColley Junction, and provide service by 2022. Feeder bus service will be provided for 
downtown Taunton passengers. ' 

The preferred Phase 1 service option is a combination ofPilgrim Junction Service Option 3 and 
Cotley Junction Service Option 3. This option will accortimodate the stations proposed in the FEIS/R 
south ofColley Junction. All stations north ofCotley Junction will be included in the Full Build with the 
exception of the Taunton Depot Station, which will be relocated south ofColley Junction, included in 
Phase 1, and renamed East Taunton Station. Phase I will also include a new, relocated, or reconstructed 
station in Middleborough. Phase I service could retain the existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station by 
providing a bus/van shuttle from the existing station to the new Middleborough Station and continue to 
accommodate existing Cape Flyer service. Alternatively, the station could be closed, allowing the land 
to be made available for other uses. I · 

The DSEIR contains evaluations ofthe relocated Middleborough Station, the new (relocated) 
East Taunton Station, and the modified Freetown and Fall River Depot stations based on the following 
criteria: achieves goals for Phase I service; accommodates freight and commuter rail operations; 
addresses other siting and environmental criteria (parking, property takings, wetland impacts, traffic 
impacts, etc); and considers long-term benefits and costs. Freetown Station will be constructed with a 
different configuration within the same parcel proposed in the FEIS/R. Fall River Depot Station will 
maintain the FEIS/R proposed location with a smaller parking area for Phase I. 

The DSEIR evaluates two sites for a new Middleborough Station north or west ofPilgrim Station 
to avoid a reverse move: Station Options I a and I b at Middleborough Center (on the Middleborough 
Main Line, north ofPilgrim Junction); and Station Option 2 at Pilgrim Junction (west ofthe 
Middleborough Main Line). Each station option can include a second platform to accommodate 
potential future Cape service and can be connected to t)te existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station via 
a bus or van shuttle. Option Ia would consist ofa station sized to accommodate approximately 500 
spaces and Option lb would provide limited parking, r~quiring parking accommodations to remain at 
the existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station. Option 2 would include a new station at Pilgrim Junction 
inside the wye. Based on a comparison of the Middleborough Station options, Option 2 at Pilgrim 
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Junction is the preferred station site because it would result in the fewest impacts, not require demolition 
ofa historic structure, have the lowest costs, provide long-term use, accommodate rail operations, be 
proximate to existing MBTA Yard, require less property takings, provide access and parking 
opportunity, and minimize freight impacts or property needs. 

A previous station siting analysis identified 13 potential locations in Taunton, ofwhich three are 
located along the proposed Phase 1 route: the "Mini Golf Site" located on the New Bedford Main Line 
just south ofCotley Junction; the "Galleria Site (Mall)" located on the New Bedford Main Line near the 
Silver City Galleria; and the "Old Colony Ave." site located on the Middleborough Secondary (which 
would not be located on the Full Build route). Based on a comparison ofthe Taunton Station options, the 
Mini Golf Site is the preferred station site because it has favorable topography, geometry, and siting 
conditions making it practicable to construct, is available for acquisition, provides access using existing 
road infrastructure within a reasonable distance ofa highway (Route 24 and Route 140), is close enough 
to the proposed Taunton Depot Station site to attract riders who would have used that station, has lower 
wetland impacts than the Taunton Depot Station site, and could support smart growth development. 

The DSEIR maintains that Phase I will not delay or negatively impact the benefits ofthe Full 
Build described in the FEIS/R and will accelerate benefits, beginning in 2022, with the implementation 
of interim service. In the absence ofPhase I, benefits would not begin to be realized until 2030 at the 
earliest. Phase I will result in improvements to the transportation system, benefits to environmental 
justice populations, air quality improvements and reductions in greenhouse gas emissions, and 
opportunities for smart growth. 

The DSEIR indicates that the longer travel time ofOption 1 (for both Pilgrim Junction and 
Cotley Junction) because ofthe required reverse move would result in lower ridership than the other 
service options. In addition, a cross-platform transfer would increase travel time and decrease the 
attractiveness ofPhase I service. Similarly, the shorter travel times ofOption 3 (for both Pilgrim 
Junction and Colley Junction) would result in higher ridership. 

Secondary Growth and Cumulative Impacts 

Development along the South Coast Rail project corridor has been guided by the Corridor Plan. 
Executive Order 525 (EO 525) requires state investments to be consistent with the recommendations of 
the Corridor Plan to the maximum extent feasible. It acknowledges that State actions have significant 
potential to leverage local and private investments in the priority areas. The Full Build is anticipated to 
result in economic benefits and growth in jobs/households within the South Coast Region. However, 
induced growth has the potential to adversely impact resources. The Corridor Plan promotes smart 
growth by identifying Community Priority Areas ofRegional Significance including Priority 
Development Areas (PDAs) and Priority Protection Areas (PP As). 

The Phase I project area has already been studied as part ofsmart-growth planning efforts and is 
included in the Corridor Plan. New elements that will be added to the Corridor Plan include use of the 
Middleborough Secondary line, a relocated Taunton Station, and new Pilgrim Junction Station. 
Implementation ofphased service will not bring any new communities into the service plan that were 
not previously evaluated in the FEIS/R. Phase I will result in a change in the proposed development 
schedule for the South Coast Region and service will include fewer stations that will initially be 

10 

1-9



EEA# 14346 DSEIR Certificate March 30, 2018 

constructed for the Full Build Project; however, it will bring commuter rail service to some communities 
sooner than originally anticipated, thus providing economic and transponation benefits in the near term. 

The DSEIR describes potential indirect effects from new elements associated with Phase I 
service only, and does not revisit elements previously analyzed in the FEIS/R; potential indirect effects 
are not anticipated to change significantly. Modifications to the Freetown and Fall River stations are not 
anticipated to change induced growth effects from thost; previously described. Phase 1 may prompt the 
development of undeveloped land at Pilgrim Junction Station, Middleborough/Lakeville Station, and 
East Taunton Station. Relocating the existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station to Pilgrim Junction 
Station will shift development opportunities from one station location to the other. Development 
opportunities near Pilgrim Junction Station are constrained due to an absence ofdevelopable land and 
location within a Zone II. New development at the Middleborough/Lakeville Station will occur on 
surface parking. The East Taunton Station would encourage similar levels of residential development 
compared with the concept plan for Taunton Depot Station identified in the Corridor Plan. 

I 

The DSEIR describes potential for TOD opportunities as presented in the Corridor Plan. 
Distribution ofprojected jobs and housing reported in the FEIS/R remain unaffected; however, levels of 
TOD similar to those presented in the Corridor Piao are anticipated in communities with Phase 1 
stations. It is likely that current riders who use the Middleborough/Lakeville Station will use stations 
that are closer to them throughout the Southern Triangl~ once Phase I service commences. 

The DSEIR discusses the implementation of the Corridor Plan, including related performance 
metrics and the associated monitoring and reporting p9gram, as well as the consistency ofState 
investment commitments with the Corridor Plan. , 

MassDOT does not anticipate any shifting ofP!lblic infrastructure investments or other funding 
as a result ofthe implementation ofPhase I service. M~sDOT and the Executive Office of Housing and 
Economic Development (EOHED) have awarded technical assistance (TA) grants ofmore than $1.7 
million to the 31 corridor communities. This program will be continued through the start ofFull Build 
service (providing an average of$200,000 per year). Tl;le proposals are developed by the communities 
with assistance from RPAs. Emphasis is placed on pro11osals to advance the Corridor Plan, its PDA/PPA 
designations and the state's Sustainable Development Rrinciples, and proposals that demonstrate a clear 
and achievable outcome. 

The DSEIR analyzes cumulative impacts of Phase 1 service on natural, social, cultural, and 
physical resources compared to the No-Action Alternative. The cumulative impacts of the Phase I 
elements in addition to the Full Build will not result in a significant environmental impact on land use, 
wetlands, biodiversity, rare species, water quality, and air quality. In particular, impacts to wetland 
resource areas within the entire Phase I area are signifi~tly reduced from the original impact estimates 
in the FEIS/R; cumulative wetland impacts from both the Phase I and Full Build will not exceed what 
was originally estimated in the FEIS/R. 
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Monitoring and Reporting Plan 

The long-term Evaluation and Monitoring Plan is intended to evaluate anticipated environmental 
and smart-growth benefits of the project and verify impact projections to allow for corrective/adaptive 
strategies mid-course. The DSEIR references the evaluation indicators and performance metrics 
described in the FEIS/R, which are tailored to the SCR project and include metrics for growth 
projections, PDA, PPA, TOD, and social equity. The FEIS/R outlined the State Agency or RPA 
responsible for data collection, which will apply throughout Phase 1 service. 

MassDOT and its evaluation partners have not begun monitoring the performance metrics. 
MassDOT is not proposing changes to the performance metrics or associated data collection processes 
for Phase 1 service. MassDOT will expand the social equity metrics beyond Chapter 40B and 
inclusionary zoning to include other socio-economic factors, as appropriate. 

The DSEIR describes modifications to the proposed monitoring and reporting programs that will 
be carried forward during Phase I. It provides an update on the monitoring and collection ofdata, and 
discusses how the phasing of the project will be incorporated into the long-term Evaluation and 
Monitoring Plan. MassDOT will follow the same structure for the programs as outlined in the FEIS/R. 
The first year ofdata collection will commence during the first year ofconstruction ofPhase 1 service. 
MassDOT will report the results of the performance metrics evaluation on its website four years after 
commencement ofPhase I service, and subsequent reports will be available every three years after this 
first report for a maximum of20 years. The first report will include data collected for the baseline year 
(the first year ofconstruction) and data collected three years after the baseline data collection year. Each 
subsequent report will include historical data and data collected for the additional reporting period. 

Because rehabilitation/use of the existing freight line for commuter rail purposes will not 
significantly change wildlife habitats, fragmentation, or continuity, MassDOT determined that the use of 
the Conservation Assessment and Prioritization System (CAPS) analysis would not be necessary to site 
wetland mitigation areas or redesign culverts associated with Phase 1. Wetlands mitigation will occur at 
the local level in accordance with the WPA and culverts will be replaced to address structural 
deficiencies and reconstructed to meet the Stream Crossing Standards to the extent practicable. 

Land Alteration 

The DSEIR indicates that Phase 1 elements are not located within an ACEC, will not result in 
new impacts to open space, or require the disposition ofArticle 97 lands. The proposed Pilgrim Junction 
Station is located within a Water Resource Protection District and the Zone II wellhead supply 
protection area. The DSEIR describes the type, amount, and location ofland alteration associated with 
Phase 1 that was not previously analyzed in the FEIS/R. Existing and proposed conditions are 
categorized as either impervious (pavement, building, dirt, gravel, asphalt, and/or sidewalk) or pervious 
(grass, trees, landscape, and/or pond) for each site. The DSEIR does not specifically provide cumulative 
totals for land alteration and impervious area for Phase 1 and the Full Build. 
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The following table describes the size of the redevelopment envelope, creation of impervious 
area, and proposed parking at each station. 

' 
Station Site Proposed Existing Proposed Total Proposed 

Acreage 
lacrel 

Redevelopment 
/acre) 

Impe'l'ioUll 
iacrel 

lmpervioUll 
(acre) 

Impervious 
(acre) 

Parking 

Pilerim Junction 11.0 8.50 1.95 4.06 6.01 501 
East Taunton 44.9 10.32 1.37 3.80 5.17 363 
Freetown 28.6 9.53 0.53 1.91 2.44 107 
Fall River Deoot 7.0 3.05 1.35 1.17 2.52 220 

New project elements will be located on previously developed land and land that is adjacent to 
existing freight lines. Parking at each station will be designed to avoid the alteration ofundisturbed land 
reduce impervious area to the extent practicable, and acC!)mmodate projected ridership. The ' 
reconfigured Freetown Station will provide I 07 parking spaces, which is approximately 73 spaces less 
th_an proposed in _the FEIS/R to reduce impervious area by 2.4 acres. A portion ofthe proposed Fall 
River Depot Station was sold and redeveloped into a medical office building. Additional parking may be 
added to the north side of the Fall River Depot Station for the Full Build project to replace this. 

According to the DSEIR, upgrading the railbed,; track, and signals to facilitate commuter rail 
service on the Middleborough Secondary will not result in significant alteration to the land within the 
ROW._ ~nor temporary and permanent impacts may occur within narrow strips immediately adjacent to 
the eXJsting ballasted track for track reconstruction and minor realignment of track segments in certain 
areas. No significant land acquisition is required for Phase I construction along this ROW. 

Ridership Projections 
I 

The DSEIR provides updated travel demand modeling to project ridership and vehicle miles 
travelled (V~ff) f~r the Full Build project and for Phase I . Modeling does not include extension ofdaily 
commuter rad service south of the Middleborough/Lakeville Station to Buzzards Bay to assess impacts 
and benefits. However, MassDOT emphasizes that construction ofPhase I will not preclude future 
expansion of Cape service. 

Ridership was modeled using the Massachusetts Statewide Travel Demand Model (TDM) 
developed by the Central Transportation Planning Staff(CTPS). The SCR TDM is a version that was 
refined ~pecifically f~r the SCR study area. The DSEI~ identifies the methodology, sources ofdata, and 
assumptions used as mputs to the model. The SCR TDM was updated to evaluate the 2016 and 2040 
forecast year for the No Build, Phase I and Full Build (compared to the 2028 Full Build forecast year 
described in ~e FEIS/R). In addition, CTPS was direct,ed to model the 2030 ridership forecast for Phase 
I on an expedited schedule. Because forecasts for the 2030 scenarios were similar to 2040 scenarios 
modeled and major transportation network improvements were not expected after 2030, CTPS 
performed an off-model analysis to estimate the 2030 ridership. The DSEIR indicates that the 2030 
forecast year was selected (eight years after the projected start ofservice in 2022) because it provides 
sufficient time to assess the benefits and impacts ofPhllse I service. According to the ridership analysis, 
Phase I projections consist ofapproximately 1,600 trips in 2030 and Full Build projections consist of 
approximately 3,900 trips in 2040. ' 
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. The modeling incorporates station locations associated with Phase I ; however, it does not 
mclude grade crossings. The DSEIR provides a qualitative comparison of the projected ridership and 
cost associated with Phase I . It does not include an estimated cost per rider based on the results of the 
ridership analysis. Because the model may be sensitive to cost, relative travel times, income and other 
demographic data, there may be some uncertainty in the estimation ofeach of these variables. The 
DSEIR describes the considerable uncertainty inherent in the modeling process which make it 
challenging to develop a composite margin oferror or composite range. Therefore, the DSEIR did not 
present a range ofprojected boardings for each alternative (rather than a single number) based on 
consideration ofuncertainty factors and sensitivity of the model. 

The ridership projection results include boardings by station and linked trips, and the number of 
mode shifts from bus and auto. In addition to the 1,600 boardings diverted from automobile use, private 
bus service boardings under Phase I will decline to a projected 1,400 boardings ( compared to 2,200 in 
the 2030 No Action) due to the diversion ofpassengers to the new rail options. Air quality benefits are 
based on the reduction in automobile VMT and the increase in transit VMT associated with new and 
extended trips. 

The DSEIR describes how information on fares and parking fees were incorporated in the model. 
Also, it describes how regional land use and planning assumptions were incorporated into the model. 

Environmental Justice 

The DSEIR identifies Environmental Justice (EJ) populations within and adjacent to the Phase I 
project area and evaluates potential impacts to these populations that may result from changes proposed 
in Phase I. The EJ Phase I study area consists ofa 0.5-mile radius around the railroad alignment 
(Middleborough Secondary) and new station sites in East Taunton and Middleborough. The DSEIR 
addresses relevant State and federal policies including the EEA EJ Policy. The EJ Policy was designed 
to improve protection ofminority and low income communities from environmental pollution as well as 
promote community involvement in planning and environmental decision-making to maintain and/or 
enhance the environmental quality of their neighborhoods. 

The DSEIR indicates that there are no designated EJ populations within the EJ Phase I study 
area and Phase I will not result in impacts to EJ communities associated with property acquisition, 
socioeconomics, noise, vibration, air quality, public safety, and access and travel time and will not have 
a disproportionate adverse impact on EJ communities. There are two low income EJ communities in 
Middleborough located proximate to the EJ Phase I study area. The DSEIR does not anticipate direct 
impacts to these communities. The DSEIR indicates that phased service will benefit all EJ communities 
previously identified and evaluated in the FEIS/R. Benefits will include improved access to transit 
services to improve employment and educational opportunities, and general mobility. Phase I will bring 
these benefits to EJ communities as early as 2022. 

The DSEIR outlines strategies to enhance public participation in the environmental review 
process and describes outreach efforts to EJ communities in New Bedford, Taunton, Fall River, and 
Middleborough. MassDOT will continue to update and engage EJ and other South Coast communities 
throughout the entirety of the project, including Phase I through final construction. 
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Climate Change 

The DSEIR discusses the project within the context of the Global Wanning Solutions Act of 
2008 (GWSA), Executive Order 569: Establishing An Integrated Climate Change Strategy for the 
Commonwealth (EO 569; September 16, 2016) and the MassDOT GreenDOT Policy. EO 569 
recognizes the serious threat presented by climate change and directs agencies within the administration 
to develop and implement an integrated strategy that leverages state resources to combat climate change 
and prepare for its impacts. The Order seeks to ensure that Massachusetts will meet GHG eqlissions 
reduction limits established under the GWSA and will work to prepare state government and cities and 
towns for the impacts ofclimate change. The GHG Policy and requirements to analyze the effects of 
climate change through EIR review is an important part of a statewide strategy. 

I 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

This project is subject to review under the May 5, 2010 MEPA GHG Policy. The FEIS/R 
included an analysis ofGHG emissions for the Full Build Project. The DSEIR provided an updated 
GHG analysis for Phase I. A stationary source analysis was not conducted for the stations because they 
will not include conditioned spaces. The East Taunton Station will include an emergency generator. The 
DSEIR calculates that Phase I will reduce regional GH~ emissions by 7,121 tons per year (tpy) based 
on data from the mesoscale analysis. These reductions are associated with mode-shift and a related 
reduction in VMT by automobiles. The DSEIR commits to measures to reduce GHG emissions 
associated with Phase I. 

MassDOT will design platform roofs to be solar ready and will consider installation ofsolar PV 
at the stations. Stations will use light emitting diode (LED) technology and include electric vehicle (EV) 
charging equipment. The DSEIR does not quantify associated emissions reductions for these mitigatjon 
measures. The Massachusetts Department ofEnergy Resources (DOER) recommends that MassDOT 
commit to installing PV on parking lots and roofs, and tise air to water heat pumps in conjunction with 
emergency generators to demonstrate that it has avoided, minimized, and mitigated GHG emissions to 
the maximum extent practicable. Further reductions in VMT and GHG emissions may also be achieved 
through the adoption ofsmart growth principles and transit-oriented development (TOD) in Phase I. 

I 

The DSEIR addressed the effect of rail transit on freight services such as a shift from freight 
lines to roadways that might result in increased truck traffic. The DSEIR indicates that the project is not 
expected to have a significant impact on freight operat\ons. 

Adaptation and Resiliency 

The DSEIR outlines the benefits ofupdates to the Middleborough Secondary Line to climate 
adaptation and resiliency of the Full Build project. The DSEIR describes strategies MassDOT may take 
that will increase the resiliency of Phase I , and Full Btiild, to the effects ofclimate change. It evaluates 
how the projects may be impacted by changes in precipitation and increased temperature in compliance 
with the Draft MEPA Climate Change Adaptation andResiliency Policy. MassDOT is currently 
undertaking a vulnerability assessment as part of its St~tewide Climate Change Adaptation Plan which 
includes climate projection maps for the Commonwealth and a report titled Assessment ofExtreme 
Temperature Impacts on MassDOT Assets (Assessment). The DSEIR presents climate change 
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projections (for precipitation depth and temperature change) representing three GHG concentration 
trajectories for four future periods that can be used for planning purposes. 

The DSEIR identifies locations within the Phase I area that are vulnerable to flooding due to 
changes in precipitation and threats along the transportation system associated with extended periods of 
extreme temperatures. MassDOT' s Assessment determined that exposure to high temperature would not 
significantly impact the infrastructure design and materials specifications. 

The DSEIR identifies potential solutions to mitigate projected increased flooding and 
temperature increase. MassDOT will use the data and design standards provided in the Boston Water 
and Sewer Commission's (BWSC) 2015 Wastewater and Storm Drainage System Facilities Plan for the 
project's stormwater management systems including analyzing existing and designing new culverts. 
MassDOT maintains that Phase I will provide resiliency by providing a reliable redundant route should 
the Full Build become vulnerable due to flooding, power outages, or track damage. 

Air Quality 

The DSEIR evaluates the air quality impacts of Phase I consistent with the analysis provided in 
the FEIS/R. The DSEIR describes the methodology used for the mesoscale and microscale analyses. The 
analyses address emission impacts from both automobiles and locomotives. Modeling conservatively 
assumed Tier 3 diesel locomotive engines; however, cleaner Tier 4 locomotives will be phased into the 
fleet. Any locomotives purchased for Phase I will comply with federal locomotive standards. The 
DSEIR considers the emissions from minimal electrical consumption at each station and the direct 
emissions from the emergency generator at the East Taunton Station to be negligible. 

The mesoscale analysis evaluates regional air quality impacts of Phase I with respect to National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), Clean Air Act (CAA), and State Implementation Plan (SIP). 
It calculates emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), nitrogen oxides (NOx), carbon dioxide 
(CO2), carbon monoxide (CO), and Particulate Matter 2.5 micrometers and IO micrometers in diameter 

·(PM2.s and PM10), The mesoscale analysis uses traffic and emissions data for existing and future (No 
Action and Build) conditions within the Phase I study area. It was informed by the Regional Travel 
Demand Model (RTDM) maintained by CTPS to project reductions.in VMT and emissions factors 
derived using EPA's Motor Vehicle Emissions Simulator (MOVES2014a). Diesel train emissions were 
modeled using EPA emission factors and based on travel distances from the proposed service schedule. 

The DSEIR describes how the project will comply with the CAA Amendments (General 
Conformity Rule and SIP) and NAAQS. Phase I is expected to reduce CO by 64 kilograms per day 
(kg/day), voe by I to 2 kg/day, PM2.s and PM10 by less than I kg/day, and CO2by 7,121 tpy. Phase I is 
expected to increase NOx emissions by 26 kg/day because the increased train emissions offset the 
reduction in motor vehicle emissions; however, these values are well below the de minimis levels 
outlined in the General Conformity Rule. Use ofTier 4 locomotives could further decrease emissions of 
all pollutants. 

Consistent with previous analysis, the DSEIR also includes a microscale analysis to determine if 
automobiles and train locatives for Phase I will cause or exacerbate existing CO, PM2.s, or PMio. and 
N02 at localized "hotspots" (including NC>z at stations associated with diesel trains). The DSEIR 
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describes the methodology used for the microscale analyses and model input data such as vehicle/train 
emission factors. The microscale analysis includes assessments of the Phase 1 service at intersections in 
the vicinity ofnew stations; grade crossings; and train s!Jitions. 

The worst-case intersection in each station's traffic study area was analyzed. It is assumed that 
because these intersections will comply with the NAAQS criteria, all other intersections in the traffic 
study area will also comply. Each of the five grade crossings along the Phase 1corridor was modeled 
during the peak transit hour when the most grade crossing events would occur. Ambient air quality near 
the stations was considered by assessing idling locomotives during the peak transit hour. Automobile 
and train emissions were used to calculate worst-case C?ncentrations. Emissions of the moving diesel 
commuter rail trains were added to grade crossing receptor locations to calculate the highest · 
concentrations of pollutants. All of the measured pollutant concentrations will comply with the NAAQS 
and Phase 1 will not result in a significant change in concentrations. 

I 
Consistent with MassDOT's GreenDOT Policy Directive and Revised Diesel Retrofit 

Specifications, contractors will be required to install e111issions control devices in all off-road vehicles. 
Ultra-low sulfur diesel (ULSD) fuel must be used in off-road equipment. Protocols will be established to 
limit excessive idling during the construction period. "tjiis may include driver training, periodic 
inspections by site supervisors, and posting signage. 

Traffic and Transportation 

The DSEIR includes a revised transportation analysis which describes the transportation and 
roadway safety impacts for Phase I that were not previously evaluated in the FEIS/R. It analyzed 
potential transportation impacts at four station locations and five existing grade crossings along the 
Middleborough Secondary. Study area roadway and intersections around each proposed station were 
selected for safety and traffic operation analyses and these were adjusted from locations evaluated in the 
FEIS/R based on revised station locations, as appropriate. 

Phase 1 Operations 
I 

Impacts ofproposed Phase I operations were eyaluated with respect to intersection and roadway 
traffic operations, pedestrian and bicycle accommodations, and parking at each planned station. Current 
and future demographic and economic data were incorporated into the CTPS TOM and Phase I 
ridership projections, based on land use data and proje~tions from the Southeastern Regional Planning 
and Economic Development District (SRPEDD) and Old Colony Planning Council (OCPC). The DSEIR 
describes potential impacts ofPhase 1on existing roadways, freight, passenger rail, and bus operations. 

The analysis evaluates existing conditions and the potential impacts of Phase I operations within 
Middleborough, Lakeville, Taunton, Fall River, and Freetown based on the existing roadway and 
intersection geometry, grade crossings, traffic volume data collection, vehicle crash analysis, and traffic 
operations analysis. Traffic volume data (automatic traffic recorder (ATR) counts and turning movement 
counts (TMCs)) were collected in June 2017 for roadway and intersections in the study area ofproposed 
stations (new, relocated, or reconfigured). No new traffic data was collected in Freetown because the 
only change since the FEIS/R consists of relocating the driveway. 
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The analysis evaluates current and projected traffic congestion at study area intersections 
(expressed in terms oflevel of service (LOS)) with and without Phase I operations based on a 2030 
traffic forecast by CTPS. Trip generation for each station was based on projected park and ride and kiss 
and ride ridership. MassDOT conducted peak-hour signal warrant analyses at study area intersections. 
The TDM was used to project total pedestrian and bicycle volume at each proposed station. 

There have been modifications to traffic signal timing and phasing along the Route 140 Corridor 
in Taunton since the FEIS/R, which have improved traffic operations in the vicinity ofRoute 24. The 
majority ofstudy area intersections in the vicinity ofstations currently operate at LOS D oi' better under 
peak period conditions. However, under existing conditions, the South Main Street (Route 1 OS)/West 
Grove Street (Route 28) intersection in Middleborough operates at LOS E during the evening peak hour.

Existing traffic volumes were projected to 2030 No-Action conditions by applying annual 
background growth rates for Middleborough (eight percent), Taunton (four percent), and Fall River (1.S 
percent) based on model inputs, in addition to project-specific traffic volumes. Project First Light 
(EEA#l4924) in Taunton and its preferred alternative for the new interchange at Route 24/Route 140 
were included in the No-Action analysis for Taunton. I expect that the No-Action analysis for Freetown 
accurately incorporated updated traffic information associated with the Freetown Business Park 
(EEA#IS420). Vehicle trips associated with expected passenger growth at the existing 
Middleborough/Lakeville Station were included in the No-Action analysis. 

Analysis of transportation impacts was based on projected ridership at each station. Analyses 
indicate that the majority of intersections will operate at acceptable LOS. The South Main Street (Route 
10S)/Route 28 intersection in Middleboro will continue to operate at LOS F during the evening peak­
hour under the 2030 Phase I Operation and will be improved to LOS D with proposed mitigation. Phase 
1 is not anticipated to adversely impact traffic in Middleborough; however, MassDOT is proposing 
mitigation to address existing deficiencies and enhance bicycle/pedestrian access to the station. 

The Route 140/lndustrial Drive intersection in Taunton will deteriorate to LOS F during peak 
hours under the 2030 Phase 1 Operation and will be improved to LOS B with proposed mitigation. 
Potential adverse impacts ofPhase I in Taunton are associated with the effect ofthe new at-grade 
railroad crossing on traffic operations along the Route 140 corridor; however, station-related traffic 
impacts are not anticipated. MassDOT proposes intersection improvements to facilitate grade crossing 
safety while maintaining traffic operations to the extent possible during grade crossing closures on 
Route 140. 

The NPC indicated that Phase 1 could continue to provide a connection between Bridgewater 
State College and the Fall River/New Bedford area in the long term, if warranted by demand. Phase I 
will not preclude future Cape service. 

Crash Analysis 

Historical crash data was reviewed for the most recent three- to five-year periods available for 
study area intersections in Middleborough, Taunton, and Fall River. High crash rate locations 
(exceeding the statewide and/or district averages) in the vicinity ofproposed stations include the 
following intersections: 
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• 	 the South Main Street (Route 105)/West Grove Street (Route 28) in Middleborough (ranked 
as number 121 of the Top 200 intersection crash locations in the Commonwealth; 

• 	 Route 140/Mozzone Boulevard in Taunton; 
• 	 Route 140/Route 24 ramps (northbound (NB) and southbound (SB)) in Taunton (listed as 

high crash locations, eligible for Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) funding; 
• 	 North Main Street/President Avenue in Fall River; 
• 	 North Main Street/Lincoln Avenue; ' 
• 	 North Main Street/Pearce Street; and 
• 	 North Davol Street/President Avenue. 

The President Avenue corridor, between North Davol Street and Thompson Street is listed as a 
high crash location eligible for HSIP funding. The President Avenue corridor between Dyer Street and 
June Street is listed as a bicycle crash cluster eligible for HSIP funding. 

MassDOT will undertake a Roadway Safety Audit (RSA) for high crash locations identified in 
Middleborough and Fall River. An RSA was determined not to be required at the Route 140/Route 24 
ramp (NB/SB) intersections in Taunton as there have been no changes in crash trends since a previously 
completed RSA at this location. Mitigation identified ~m the RSAs will be incorporated into Phase I. 

Grade Crossing Analysis 
I 

The DSEIR includes an evaluation of the five grade crossings along the Middleborough 
Secondary (two in Lakeville and three in Taunton) and provides an analysis of traffic and safety 
impacts. Existing train frequency varies between four aµd 22 fr!light trains p!lr week. The DSEIR 
includes a delay and queue technical analysis for all i:n,de crossing locations. The DSEIR indicates that 
a review ofMassDOT crash data over the past five years shows no history of crashes that can be 
attributed to existing activity on the Middleborough Secondary. 

During the morning and evening peak-hours, the grade crossings are projected to be closed three 
times, respectively, with a total of 13 round trips p!lr <11\Y·The grade crossings on the Middleborough 
Secondary in Lakeville and Taunton are active. It is assumed that, in the future, freight will run outside 
of the peak commuting hours to facilitate commuter rail along the single track. The DSEIR describes the 
traffic volumes, maximum queue, and average delay at these grade crossings. No impacts to driveways 
or adjacent intersections in the vicinity of the crossings in Lakeville are projected. Queue lengths and 
average delays at three crossings in Taunton will affect driveways immediately adjacent to the crossings. 
No impacts to any adjacent intersections due to queued vehicles at the crossing are anticipated. 

The assessment ofpotential traffic and safety irlipacts at the proposed public grade crossings 
indicates that each location will be suitable for public use equipped with a combination of new, state of 
the art, Automatic Highway Crossing Warning (AHCW) systems and minor geometric modifications 
such as driveway reconfiguration, driveway closures, vegetation clearing and utility pole relocations. 
Specifically, minor modifications to driveways adjace~t to the grade crossings are proposed along Old 
Colony Avenue and Middleboro Avenue. More extensive changes are proposed along Route 140. 

EEA# 14346 	 DSEIR Certificate March 30, 2018 

Parking 

A parking assessment for each station compares the planned number ofparking spaces to the 
projected peak parking demand and identifies any existing parking supply that may be affected by the 
proposed project. Peak parking demand at each station was projected based on daily passenger 
boardings determined by the TDM. The following table identifies proposed parking supply. 

Station Parking Peak Parking Demand Handicap Kiss and 
Sunnlv Phase I/Full Build Accessible Ride 

Pihrrim Junction 501 453/483 18 Yes 
East Taunton 
Freetown 
Fall River Deoot 

363 
107 

220•• 

298/322
• 

••• 

10 
7 
8 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

• 73 fewer spaces than previously proposed mthe FEIS/R; DSEIR md1cates this amount will still maintain 

adequate supply. 

•• Additional parking may be added on the north side of the track at 870 North Main Street as part ofthe Full 

Build. 

••• For Phase I, the reduced parking area is expected to be adequate to meet demand. 


Multimodal Connectivity 

The ridership modeling projections include a mode ofaccess for each station, which were used to 
define proposed infrastructure improvements. Mode choices included auto (single-occupant vehicle trip 
and carpool), transit, and non-motorized (walk or bicycle). The DSEIR describes pedestrian and bicycle 
connecti9ns from local neighborhoods to the proposed stations, which will be designed to accommodate 
these users, and measures proposed to encourage multimodal access such as exclusive signal timing 
phasing and bicycle racks. 

Southeastern Regional Transit Authority (SRTA) and Greater Attleboro Taunton Regional 
Transit Authority (GATRA) provide local bus service within the vicinity ofproposed stations. These 
operators use a fleet of buses that accommodate bicycles, which will encourage multi-modal integration 
for the project. Current bus operators will provide enhanced Feeder Bus service (extending or adjusting 
existing bus routes) to the proposed stations for Phase I service to support interconnectivity between 
urbanized communities in the study area to proposed stations. A Feeder Bus network would provide an 
alternative to driving to stations and would support TOD and other smart growth initiatives in the study 
area. The DSEIR summarizes the proposed Phase I Feeder Bus connections to each ofthe four stations, 
including a shuttle between the existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station and the new station at Pilgrim 
Junction and extension ofGATRA's Bus Route 8 to serve the proposed East Taunton Station to provide 
a connection to other locations in Taunton, including downtown Taunton, the Bloom Bus Terminal, 
Taunton High School, Taunton Depot, and the Silver City Galleria. 

The Phase I service will operate in an area that is not currently served by Transportation 
Management Associations (TMAs) and other Transportation Demand Management programs. 
MassDOT plans to coordinate with Regional Transit Authorities (RTAs) and TMA and Transportation 
Demand Management programs that operate in the region in the future. 
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Mitigation 

The DSEIR identifies the following mitigation commitments to address traffic impacts and 
ensure safe, multi-modal access to the stations: 

Middleborough 
• 	 Complete RSA at Route I05/Route 28 intersection and implement recommended 

improvements; 1 

• 	 Modify traffic signal timing/phasing at Route I05/Route 28 intersection to provide adequate 
pedestrian crossing times and protected/permissive left turns for all approaches; 

• 	 Modify traffic signal timing/phasing at Route I05/1-495 NB intersection to incorporate new 
station driveway and a pedestrian crossing across Route I05; 

• 	 Install high visibility materials, advanced sianage, and flashing beacon warning devices at 
the existing unsignalized crosswalks across Route 28 at West Street and at Elm Street; and 

• 	 Modify traffic signal timing at Route I05/Route 79/Commercial Drive intersection. 

Taunton 	 i 

• 	 Install new traffic signal at Route 140/lndustrial Drive intersection; 
• 	 Install pre-signals at the Route 140 grade crossing; 
• 	 Restripe Route 140 SB between Industrial Drive and Route 24 SB to provide two through 

lanes and a dedicated right-tum lane onto R9ute 24 SB (minor widening may be required); 
and 

• 	 Modify traffic signal timing/phasing at Route 140/Mozzone Boulevard/Route 24 SB ramps 
intersection to provide preemption phasing during gate closure. 

Freetown 	 I 

• 	 Install advanced warning signage along SoJth Main Street and at Freetown Station driveway; 
and 

• 	 Install dynamic messages signing along approach where sight distance is deficient. 
r 

Fall River 
• 	 Widen North Main Street on both approaches to President Avenue 
• 	 Update traffic signal timing/phasing at North Main Street/President Avenue and increase 

pedestrian crossing time ' 
• 	 Increase the pedestrian crossing time at Noi'th Davol Street/President A venue 

MassDOT is separately advancing a design to address the Middleborough Rotary. Traffic 
operations at Pilgrim Junction are not expected to iml>ltct the Middleborough Rotary. The DSEIR 
indicates that new trips to the Pilgrim Junction Station ~ugh key intersections in Middleborough 
Center, the Middleborough Rotary, and in the vicinity of the schools located along Route 28 will be 
unchanged. 
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Wetlands. Water Quality and Wildlife Habitat 

Wetlands 

Phase I will result in impacts to BVW, Land Under Water (LUW), Bank, Bordering Land 
Subject to Flooding (BLSF), Riverfront Area (RFA), and Land Subject to Coastal Storm Flowage 
(LSCSF). The project is subject to Federal, State, and local wetland permitting jurisdiction, each with its 
own performance standards and regulations. Local Conservation Commissions will review Phase I to 
determine its consistency with the WPA, the Wetlands Regulations (310 CMR I0.00), and associated 
performance standards, including the Stormwater Management Standards (SMS). MassDEP will assess 
the project's consistency with the WPA, the 401 WQC regulations (314 CMR 9.00) and the c. 91 
regulations (310 CMR 9.00). ACOE will review the project to determine its consistency with Section 
404 of the Federal Clean Water Act. Phase I will not require a Variance in accordance with the WPA. 

An Order ofConditions issued by a local Conservation Commission is not a Permit, as that term 
is defined in the MEPA regulations; therefore, MassDOT may initiate wetlands permitting prior to 
completion ofMEPA review. Phase I received OOCs from the Conservation Commissions in Fall 
River, New Bedford (for the layover station), Freetown (two), Berkley, Taunton (two), and Raynham, 
which were not appealed. Outstanding OOCs are required from the Conservation Commissions in 
Middleborough (only work along Middleborough Secondary; Pilgrim Junction is not within WPA 
jurisdiction), Lakeville, and New Bedford (for track work). 

In addition to new impacts along the Middleborough Secondary and at proposed stations, the 
DSEIR also provides an update on the impacts to wetland resource areas within the Southern Triangle 
that were previously analyzed in the FEIS/R. The following table identifies permanent and temporary 
impacts within the Phase I area and mitigation for permanent BVW impacts (MassDOT provided 
updated impact numbers during review of the DSEIR). 

Municipality Bank BVW LUW BLSF RFA Proposed OOCissued 
(If) (sf) (sf) (sf)/(cf) (sf) BVW 
p,r p,r p,r p p Mitigation 

(sO 
Middleborouah• 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0 0 TBD 
Lakeville• 0/484 0/0 0/0 0 78990 0 TBD 
Taunton•• I 021/36 4,230/0 5.227/178 I 354/979 78036 5 200 2/13/2018 
Ravnham••• 0/0 0/0 0/0 0 0 0 12/20/2017 
Berkiev 476/206 3 330/18028 I 342/1 943 4 468/4 815 0 5 520 1/10/2018 
Freetown•• 2.201/48 2 640/0 2,338/461 2,782/504 105.680 5410 2/26/2018 
New Bedford* 6,656/86 9/93 921/313 0 479 2600 1/8/2018/TBD 
Fall River••.. 160/20 0/98 0/0 0/0 7372 0 3/9/2018 
P: pennanent unpacts 
T: temporary impacts 
TBD: to be determined 
• NOi to be filed for track work- estimated impacls 
•• Impacts are combined from two separate NOls 
••• Buffer Zone work only 
•••• impacts also include 16,419 sfofLSCSF and 1,715 lfofCoastai Bank 
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. The DSEIR includes a description ofwetland systems identified along the proposed alignment 
for Phase I for track construction/reconstruction (single and double tracking), culvert/bridge 
replacement, retaining wall construction, and upgraded grade crossings, and at the proposed station sites. 
It includes figures to supplement the narrative and depicts specific locations and extent ofwetland 
impacts. The DSEIR includes tables summarizing wetla,nds impacts for Phase I, including the 
identification ofcumulative impacts for each resource area and by municipality. MassDOT consulted 
with the !CG on several occasions to review proposed work and project impacts. The methodology used 
to assess impacts was consistent with the approach used in the FEIS/R. The DSEIR describes how 
proposed work in wetland resource areas will meet applicable perfonnance standards. 

. I 

The DSEIR describes and quantifies alterations to floodplains (BLSF) and discusses how work 
associated with Phase I will comply with applicable regulatory standards pursuant to 310 CMR 
I0.57(4)(a). Hydrologic analyses were conducted to de~ermine the 100-year flood elevation in the 
vicinity ofPhase I elements not previously reviewed in the FEIS/R. Flood storage mitigation will be 
provided on an incremental (one-foot) basis well in excess ofthe proposed volume offill at each 
elevation. Compensatory storage will be provided in the immediate vicinity ofproposed fill within 
BLSF (within the same floodplain) for loss of BLSF within each municipality. 

State ofGood Repair Program 

Phase I includes activities that qualify as "Bridge Exempt" under the Transportation Bond Bill 
and portions that do not qualify for the exemption. MassDEP bas indicated that it will require two 401 
WQC applications. MassDOT filed the Bridge Exempt:401 WQC with MassDEP, which has been 
classified as State ofGood Repair (SGR) work. This SGR work includes discharge offill and dredging 
associated with the maintenance, repair and/or replacement ofbridges and culverts for the existing 
Freight Line. These bridges/culverts meet the definitiort of functional equivalent and will be repaired, 
replaced or reconstructed 

401 Water Quality Certification 

Phase I will require the issuance oftwo 401 WQC~ for the discharge offill to wetlands (BVW, 
'IVW, and/or LUW) as well as a 401 WQC for dredging in excess of 100 cubic yards. The DSEIR 
identifies 28 stream crossing locations associated with Phase I including two bridges and 26 culverts. 
Both bridges and ten culverts will be reconstructed as part ofthe SGR program. All culvert replacements 
will be designed to meet Stream Crossing Standards to ithe maximum extent practicable. Phase I will 
replace two culverts in Taunton; 14 will remain in their existing condition. Detailed cross-sections for 
proposed culverts and bridges and designs will be provided during final design. Culvert. design will 
include hydrological studies to demonstrate that the upstream and downstream hydrology will not 
adversely impact flood capacity or storage volume in ~etlands. As the design progresses, MassDOT 
should evaluate opportunities for maximizing hydrological connections between wetlands for 
enhancement and restoration as well as for flood capacity. 

I 
Comments from the Massachusetts Division ofMarine Fisheries (DMF) indicate that Phase I 

includes culverts and bridges over wateiways that support a variety ofdiadromous fish species. The 
Middleborough Secondary crosses Box Brook, a tributary to Poquoy Brook, in two locations. Box 
Brook is listed as supporting a coldwater fishery. Phas7I will not alter the two existing culverts; 
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therefore, it will have no short- or long-tenn effects on coldwater fisheries. The DSEIR indicates that 
Phase I will implement BMPs for erosion and sedimentation controls and time-of-year (TOY) 
restrictions on construction activity to avoid and minimize impacts to fisheries resources; however, it 
does not identify specific TOY restrictions. Comments from DMF recommend TOYs to minimize 
impacts associated with in-water along the Southern Triangle and Middleborough Secondary. 

Ou/standing Resource Waters 

Vernal pool habitats are protected under the Massachusetts 401 WQC standards as Outstanding 
Resource Waters (ORWs); there are no other designated ORWs within the Phase I study area. Vernal 
pools were identified within the Phase I project area (adjacent to the Middleborough Secondary and 
new/relocated stations) implementing the same methodology used for the FEIS/R study and approved by 
NHESP. Investigations were conducted within 100 feet ofthe ROW ofthe Middleborough Secondary. 
The DSEIR includes the results ofpotential vernal pool investigations associated with Phase I, 
including a description and mapping ofthose meeting the criteria for certification. According to the 
DSEIR, Phase l will not discharge or fill any vernal pools. 

Biodiversity 

The DSEJR includes infonnation on conservation areas (including ecosystems, bioregions, 
Biomap core habitats, and Important Wildlife Habitats (IWH)) adjacent to new Phase I elements 
(Middleborough Secondary and associated new/relocated station). There are no Important Bird Areas in 
the vicinity ofthe Phase 1study area. The DSEIR includes an analysis ofbiodiversity value and 
supporting maps/graphics in the Phase I project area using the same methodology presented in the 
FEIS/R. 

The DSEIR includes a quantitative and qualitative analysis of impacts to wildlife habitat, 
wetlands, water quality, water supply, and floodplain. It evaluates direct and indirect impacts to wildlife 
and their habitat, including hydrologic changes, fragmentation, edge effects, noise and vibration, and 
restrictions to mobility. Phase I will not change hydrology, increase fragmentation, create new edge 
effects, or result in new noise or vibration effects that will result in impacts to wildlife and their habitat. 
Phase I will add wildlife crossings and increase culvert openness to improve mobility ofturtles and 
other small wildlife. Impacts to migratory birds will be limited to small areas ofvegetation removal 
adjacent to the existing tracks and removal of 1.2 acres ofdeciduous forest at the proposed East Taunton 
Station that may provide migratory bird habitat. Phase I will avoid impacts to nesting birds by 
restricting tree clearing to the non-breeding season. It indicates that upgrading the existing active freight 
line will not impact biodiversity nor any areas of high conservation or habitat value. 

Stormwaler 

Phase I will create approximately 11 acres ofnew impervious area, some ofwhich was 
previously reviewed in the FEIS/R as part ofthe proposed Freetown and Fall River Depot stations (see 
Land Alteration section). The DSEIR addresses bow Phase I will comply with the Wetlands Regulations 
and associated SMS for work proposed in wetland resource areas and buffer zones. The Fall River 
Depot Station is not subject to the WPA or SMS. The DSEIR includes an analysis ofimpacts and 
mitigation along the Middleborough Secondary and station sites including Fall River Depot Station. 
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Proposed BMPs were sized to mitigate the increase in peak flow rate for the I 0-year storm and provide 
required recharge and water quality volumes. The DSEIR presents conceptual stormwater designs for 
each station. As station designs are refined and environmental and site constraints are considered, 
proposed BMPs at the stations will be designed in accordance with MassDEP guidance. Stormwater 
management plans will be developed to describe collection, treatment, and discharge ofstormwater. 

The DSEIR considers three of the four stations ijs a mix ofnew development and redevelopment, 
the Middleborough Secondary line as redevelopment, and the Freetown Station as new development. 
The Phase I Study Area will fully comply with the ten MassDEP SMS for new development and will . 
comply with Standards 2, 3, 4, and 6 to the maximum extent practicable for redevelopment. None ofthe 
stations contain any type ofLand Uses with Higher Pot;:ntial Pollutant Loading (LUHPPLs), thereby, 
obviating the requirement to comply with Standard 5. aecause the Pilgrim Junction station is located 
within a Zone II to a municipal groundwater well approximately 3,600 feet away, stormwater runoff will 
be treated to remove at least 44 percent oftotal suspen1ed solids prior to discharge to an infiltration 
structure and the infiltration BMPs will be si:zed to treat at least one-inch of runoff over the impervious 
area. 

In general, the stormwater design at the stationsincludes closed drainage systems with deep 
sump catch basins and piping to collect runoff and con~ey it to infiltration basins for treatment and 
recharge, where feasible, before discharging off-site. As the design advances, Low Impact Development 
(LID) practices that include a combination ofdetention, infiltration, and treatment techniques, such as 
rain gardens, water quality swales, and infiltration basins will.be proposed to the maximum extent 
practicable. Infiltration-based BMPs will be used whenever possible to maximize ground water 
recharge, reduce stormwater volumes, and remove contaminants. 

Existing drainage features ( ditches and discharge points) along the Middleborough Secondary 
will be rehabilitated or maintained as required. Improved stormwater management measures will be 
incorporated into the drainage design to comply with the SMS. Reconstructed features will be designed 
to collect and convey runoff from the 24-hour, 50-year storm. Proposed ditches may be designed to be 
deeper than what exists today. Flow that discharges to open ditches upgradient ofresource areas will 
enter sediment forebays for suspended solid removal. Underdrain systems will be installed where ditches 
are not practicable and daylight to discharge to the saine flow path or outlet point as the existing ditch. 
There are nine certified vernal pools along the Middleborough Secondary. Storm water BMPs will be set 
back 100 feet from a certified vernal pool and a habitat evaluation will be performed to demonstrate that 
the stormwater BMPs will not adverse impact the verruil pool's habitat functions. A 100-foot buffer will 
be maintained between discharge points and certified vernal pools where feasible. 

Vegetation Management and Herbicide Use 

The DSEIR describes ROW maintenance and evaluates the MBTA's Vegetation Management 
Plan (VMP) and herbicide usage along the ROW and associated impacts to sensitive receptors including 
wetland resources, public or private drinking water supplies, Priority Habitat, aquatic organisms and 
water quality. It outlines restrictions on herbicide application, and identifies areas proposed for herbicide 
use and those that would be designated as a No-Application sensitive area. Specific zones will be 
identified on project plans submitted during final design and permitting. The DSEIR describes invasive 
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species that may occur along the Middleborough Secondary, and the proposed monitoring and control 
program for such invasive species. 

Mitigation 

The DSEIR was required to demonstrate that the Phase 1 will avoid, minimize or mitigate 
impacts to wetland resource areas and water quality to the maximum extent practicable. As a result of 
significant improvements to the track design, impacts along the freight lines have been reduced 
considerably since review of the FEIS/R and NPC. The DSEIR outlines a comprehensive mitigation 
program designed to meet ACOE, MassDEP, and local requirements and performance standards. The 
DSEIR describes wetland mitigation measures proposed to offset alteration ofeach resource area. Areas 
oftemporary impact will be restored. Wetland mitigation will be designed and constructed in 
accordance with the WPA performance standards, and will provide a minimum I: I in-situ replacement 
of the lost wetland area, functions and values, including wildlife habitat. Additional compensation will 
be provided to meet ACOE mitigation requirements for secondary (indirect) and temporary impacts. The 
site-specific details ofwetland mitigation will be provided in the NOis, Section 404 ACOE permit and 
Section 401 WQC applications for Phase I. The mitigation program will include implementation of 
construction-period measures to avoid and minimize impacts; post-construction monitoring to document 
the outcome ofreplacement/restoration activities and improvements to wildlife habitat; and addressing 
potential establishment ofnon-native and/or invasive species. 

MassDOT will provide a schedule to MassDEP and the MEPA Office regarding the timing of 
wetlands permitting and publication ofthe mitigation plan for wetlands and rare species which was 
required by the FEIS/R Certificate. Phase 1 will not require a Variance. MassDOT will continue to 
pursue design and permitting ofthe Full Build project. MassDOT should consult with the MEPA Office 
once permitting for the Full Build advances to a point where an updated mitigation plan can be provided. 

Waterways 

The DSEIR confirms that new Phase 1elements are not located within tidelands or the Coastal 
Zone. Although, the Middleboro Secondary crosses three navigable waterways subject to c. 91 
jurisdiction, Phase 1 does not include work within these waterways. These three waterways include the 
Colley River (Barstow's Pond) in Taunton, Richmond Brook (Taunton River tributary) in Taunton, and 
the Furnace Brook in Raynham. The DSEIR indicates that Phase 1 will not affect jurisdictional 
waterways that were not previously reviewed. MassDOT is currently reconstructing two bridges as part 
of the SOR program, and no work is proposed at Furnace Brook as part ofPhase I. 

MassDEP comments consider any work proposed on these bridge crossings to be maintenance, 
repair or replacement, and therefore exempt pursuant to the Bridge Exemption. As a result, no c. 91 
authorizations will be required for this work. The Weaver's Cove Layover Facility described in the 
FEIS/R will require a c. 91 License as an Accessory to Water Dependent Use. 

Rare Species and Wildlife 

Portions ofthe Middleborough Secondary are mapped as Priority and/or Estimated Habitat for 
the following state-listed species: Three-angled Spike-sedge (Endangered plant); Plymouth Gentian 
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(Special Concern plant); Long's Bulrush (Threatened plant); Pine Barrens Bluet (Threatened damselfly); 
and Eastern Box Turtle (Special Concern reptile). These species and their habitats are protected pursuant 
to the Massachusetts Endangered Species Act (MESA, MOL c. 131 A) and its implementing regulations 
(321 CMR I0.00). MassDOT has been actively coordinating with NHESP to discuss and evaluate 
potential concerns, including the methodology for conducting habitat analysis and surveys for state­
listed plant species. 

NHESP anticipates that Phase I will likely not result in a Take of Long's Bulrush or Pine 
Barrens Bluet; however, it will likely need to be conditioned in order to avoid a Take ofThree-angled 
Spike-sedge and Plymouth Gentian. Conditions may include, but are not limited to, delineating and 
avoiding state-listed plants during construction and implementing NHESP-approved vegetation and 
invasive species management plans within areas where state-listed plants are known to occur. 

i 

The Full Build project will likely result in a takelofthe Eastern Box Turtle. Phase I will result in 
a loss of approximately 1.2 acres ofpotential habitat (successional habitats along the railbed) and the 
anticipated loss ofa total of 2.45 acres (including habitat along the Middleborough Secondary, Fall 
River Secondary and New Bedford Main Line). Because proposed work along the Middleborough 
Secondary represents a phase of a larger common project and Phase I will collectively result in the loss 
ofapproximately 7. I acres ofsuitable upland and wetland habitats, NHESP anticipates that a CMP 
authorizing the Take ofEastern Box Turtle will be required in order for work along the Middleborough 
Secondary to proceed. NHESP comments indicate that while the exact details of the long-term Net 
Benefit required under a CMP have not yet been fmalized, it is anticipated that MassDOT intends to 
meet the CMP performance standards by: providing funding for off-site habitat restoration, 
management, protection and/or conservation research to' benefit Eastern Box Turtle and its habitats in 
Massachusetts; installing and maintaining appropriate wildlife crossings to improve connectivity 
between suitable turtle habitats; and implementing NHESP-approved plans to protect state-listed turtles 
during and after construction. The DSEIR indicates that:MassDOT will provide funding to the Eastern 
Box Turtle mitigation bank equivalent to 3.7 acres of protected habitat. MassDOT should consult with 
NHESP to ensure this amount satisfies the long-term Net Benefit provision. NHESP anticipates that a 
suitable long-term Net Benefit can be achieved by providing conservation funding, and that the 
proposed project should be able to meet the performance standards ofa CMP. 

The DSEIR further describes how Phase I will avoid and minimize impacts to rare species and 
wildlife. Avoidance measures include locating all statiorts outside of Priority Habitat; maintaining track 
construction and culvert replacements within the existin~ footprint; and time-of-year (TOY) restrictions 
for tree and vegetation removal to protect Northern Long-Eared Bats and migratory birds (May I 
through July 15). Minimization efforts include single track instead of double track to reduce loss of 
habitat; replacing/enhancing structurally deficient culverts to improve hydraulic connections and 
wildlife movement; adjusting grading to reduce loss ofplants/wildlife; using retaining walls; replanting 
disturbed areas; and developing and implementing an inrasive species management plan. 

Noise and Vibration 

Phase I will introduce potential impacts from noise and vibration to the corridor along the 
Middleborough Secondary associated with new passenger rail service along an active freight corridor 
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which could negatively impact sensitive receptors. The DSEIR includes.an assessment of noise and 
vibrational impacts associated with Phase I areas that were not assessed in prior MEPA review. 

The Federal Transit Administration's (FTA) Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Guidelines 
were used to evaluate existing conditions and assess potential impacts ofthe project, which is consistent 
with the methodology used in the FEIS/R. While they enforce regulations ofcertain noise sources, 
MassDEP's noise regulations (310 CMR 7. I 0) and Noise Policy are not designed ·IO address 
transportation sources such as commuter rail trains, which are temporary in nature and transient as 
opposed to stationary sources. The DSEIR describes evaluation ofmitigation for Phase I according to 
the MBTA's Noise Mitigation Policy. 

The DSEIR describes the methodology for the study and the land use categories and metrics for 
evaluating transit-related impacts, including information on background noise levels and monitoring 
locations. The ailalysis assumed that horns will be sounded at all proposed grade crossings. Using the 
FTA guidelines, impacts are categorized as severe, moderate, or no impact depending on the projected 
increased level of exposure compared to existing noise levels. Temporary construction noise impacts are 
also expected and will be minimized and mitigated to the maximum extent practicable through 
incorporation ofconstruction noise controls and noise guidelines into construction documents, which 
will be enforced during construction. 

Diesel train pass-by noise associated with Phase I operations ( operating train noise without 
horns) will result in 65 moderate and 24 severe impacts to residential receptors in Taunton with the 
majority on Battle Row and at the condominiums at 96 Old Colony Avenue; 12 moderate and 6 severe 
noise impacts to residential receptors in Raynham; eight moderate and three severe noise impacts to 
residential receptors in Lakeville; and 12 moderate and no seve~ impacts to residential receptors in 
Middleborough. Use oftrain horns at grade crossings will add 26 moderate and 66 severe noise impacts 
in Taunton, specifically near the Old Colony Avenue grade crossing, and 22 moderate and 20 severe 
noise impacts in Lakeville. In total, there will be 97 moderate and 33 severe impacts due to train pass-by 
noise and an additional 48 moderate and 86 severe noise impacts due to train horn noise in the 
Middleborough Secondary study area. 

The MBTA Noise Mitigation Policy (including cost effectiveness criteria that considers 
expenditure ofup to $30,000 per residence) is used to address severe noise impacted locations. It 
indicates that mitigation for moderate impacts is not required under the FTA noise and vibration 
guidance manual. The DSEIR includes specific measures to mitigate severe noise impacts including a 
400-foot noise harrier adjacent to Gatsby Drive in Raynham (six receptors) and sound insulation for the 
remaining 27 severely impacted sensitive receptors. The rail corridor passes through densely developed 
areas in several municipalities that will experience severe and moderate impacts; however, MassDOT 
does not identify mitigation for moderate impacts. As project planning continues and MassDOT 
develops mitigation agreements with municipalities, I encourage MassDOT to reconsider measures to 
minimize and mitigate moderate and severe impacts. MassDOT implements noise mitigation measures 
for impacts associated with train operations. The DSEIR provides a discussion ofquiet zones at grade 
crossings or use ofwayside horns. It indicates that municipalities must initiate the process to establish 
quiet zones. Eliminating all or nearly all horn noise impacts would require considerable design analysis 
and coordination efforts to determine if these measures are feasible. 
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The DSEIR includes infonnation on the vibration measurements conducted to evaluate existing 
conditions. Projected vibration levels are compared to FrrA criteria which indicate that 80 Velocity level 
in decibel units (VdB) is a level at which human annoyance is experienced for residential receptors 
exposed to infrequent events (less than 30 per day). Along the Middleborough Secondary, the total 
number ofdaily train operations is 26; therefore the FT,:\ criterion of80 V dB for residential receptors 
that experience occasional train events was used to assess impacts along this corridor. The vibration 
impact assessment indicates that there are 30 receptors ll1ong the Middleborough Secondary with overall 
vibration levels exceeding 80 V dB. MassDOT will conduct a Detailed Vibration Assessment during 
final design in accordance with FTA guidelines to verify the need for mitigation and to design/specify 
effective vibration mitigation solutions. 

The DSEIR does not provide a comparison of the estimated vibration levels to existing 
conditions to describe the actual change that will be experienced. The vibration analysis is based on 
FTA vibration impact criteria, which uses a relationship between train speed and the distance that 
vibration may propagate, rather than a comparison to existing vibration levels. The FEIS/R stated that 
monitoring existing vibration levels is not useful, since these levels are not detenninative in the impact 
analysis (unlike noise where existing noise level influences whether or not a receptor is impacted). The 
FE!S/R also stated that it is rare for vibration from train operations to cause building damage, even 
minor cosmetic damage. The vibration threshold for miµor cosmetic damage, such as possible cracks in 
plaster walls, is I 00 V dB for fragile buildings, which is higher than any levels projected for Phase I. 

Several common rail/transit system measures to
1
initigate vibration include: continuously welded 

rail which minimizes vibrations caused by wheels impacting rail joints; ballast and sub-ballast mats to 
reduce transmission ofvibration from the tracks to the ground; resilient rail fasteners; Tire Derived 
Aggregate (TDA); resiliently supported concrete ties; special hardware such as flange-bearing or 
moveable-point frogs; turnouts located away from homes and other sensitive buildings, and maintenance 
programs. The vibration mitigation plan includes ball3.!!t mats totaling up to 1,800 feet for 30 dwelling 
units (three locations). The advanced engineering phase will include more detailed evaluation of 
vibration and infonn the need for and implementation ofappropriate mitigation. 

Cultural Resources 

The DSEIR describes potential impacts associated with Phase I (direct, indirect, temporary, and 
pennanent) to historic and archaeological resources within an Area ofPotential Effects (APE) that were 
not previously analyzed in the FEIS/R. Comments from ACOE indicate that it anticipates impacts to 
archaeological sites would be limited to areas associated with proposed fill, culvert 
replacement/reconstruction, and/or new railroad infrastructure. The new elements ofthe Phase 1 area do 
not affect the Taunton River, which is designated a Wild and Scenic River. The DSEIR summarizes the 
results of archaeological and historic investigations conducted for Phase I. 

I 
The DSEIR evaluates impacts to cultural resources associated with noise and vibration, traffic, 

visual, physical modifications, and air quality, based on additional archaeological and historic surveys 
conducted along the Middleborough Secondary and at new station locations. One city-wide multiple 
resource area in Taunton, one area/district in Taunton, and eight individual historic properties in 
Middleborough, Lakeville, and Taunton may be adversely affected by implementation ofPhase 1 
associated with indirect noise (trains and horns) and visual (proximity to ROW). Phase I will not 

EEA# 14346 DSEIR Certificate March 30, 2018 

directly effect National Register and State Register01isted or -eligible historic properties on the 
Middleborough Secondary. 

MassDOT identified one National Register-eligible archaeological site in Taunton within the 
Middleborough Secondary ROW, and moderate and high archaeologically sensitive areas in the 
Middleborough Secondary ROW, the Pilgrim Junction Station APE, and the East Taunton Station APE. 
MassDOT will develop an archaeological site avoidance and protection plan (SAPP) for implementation 
prior to and during construction activities to avoid disturbances to significant cultural deposits. Phase 1 
will directly impact the moderate and high sensitivity areas within the proposed limit ofwork for the 
new track and associated infrastructure in the Middleborough Secondary ROW and to the moderate 
sensitivity areas in the proposed limits ofwork at the Pilgrim Junction and East Taunton stations. 
MassDOT intends to conduct additional intensive archaeological surveys to identify any archaeological 
sites that may be impacted in these sensitive portions ofthe APE. There will be no impacts to 
archaeological resources in areas assigned low sensitivity in the Phase 1 APE and no further 
archaeological investigations will be conducted in these areas. 

MassDOT will work with ACOE, MHC, and other Section 106 parties including tribal 
representatives to update the draft Programmatic Agreement (PA), which was developed as part ofthe 
Full Build project review, to accurately reflect the conditions and effects ofPhase I. The DSEIR 
describes mitigation measures that may be considered to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse impacts to 
cultural resources and provided in the revised PA. Mitigation will be based on additional archaeological 
and historic surveys. Avoiding indirect noise and visual impacts may be addressed for historic resources 
through design modifications. Minimization options include reducing the extent ofground disturbance, 
establishing vegetated buffers, and designing noise barriers and sound insulation. Potential mitigation 
measures for unavoidable impacts include historical documentation, data recovery, interpretative 
signage, visual screening, use ofcompatible materials, construction staging and methods, and creative 
and alternative mitigation strategies for archaeological resources. 

MassDOT will provide MHC with project infonnation including scaled existing and proposed 
conditions plan and the draft Cultural Resources Management Plan for its review and comment as they 
are developed, along with ACOE's findings and detenninations regarding potential effects and opinion 
regarding the need for additional archaeological survey. 

Oil and Hazardous Materials 

The DSEIR describes the potential presence or release ofOil or Hazardous Materials (OHM) in 
relation to the Phase 1 Study Area during construction and operation and supplements information 
provided in the FEIS/R that was not previously reviewed. Potential operational impacts ofnew elements 
as part ofPhase 1 may include spills or releases ofOHM. Spills ofdiesel fuel or hydraulic fluids 
resulting from a train derailment or during construction activity are unlikely. MassDOT will implement 
measures to prevent and control such spills, including a Spill Control Program in compliance with 
MBTA policy and the Massachusetts Contingency Plan (MCP; 310 CMR 40.0000). Contaminated rail 
beds may be exempt from the reporting requirements of the MCP; however, excavated/relocated 
materials may be subject to the MCP or other regulations. 
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OHM may already be present on proposed station sites or along the Middleborough Secondary 
(ROW) in soils or groundwater, or in existing buildings, MassDOT will conduct environmental site 
assessments (ESAs)/environmental screenings to assess the potential for encountering OHM during 
construction and to identify remediation. MassDOT will be responsible for site cleanup pursuant to the 
MCP. A Permanent Solution must be achieved for regulatory closure ofa release site. Several state and 
federal regulatory programs also govern the requirements for site remediation, transport of regulated 
hazardous materials, and potential spills during construdtion. 

The DSEIR characterizes the existing and anticipated solid and hazardous waste generated for 
Phase I (new stations and track upgrades). It addresses MassDEP comments regarding development ofa 
soils management plan to manage risk ofexposure to materials during construction. Work that would 
generate solid waste is limited to tie replacement along the Middleborough Secondary, which would be 
done under MassDOT's SGR program. ' 

Proposed station locations at Pilgrim Junction and East Taunton include identified recognized 
environmental conditions (RECs) on-site or within buildings including asbestos, lead, etc. A potential 
exists for encountering OHM impacts when demolishing buildings or constructing new stations and 
tracks, which would require appropriate soil and groundwater management/handling. The DSEIR 
summarizes the RECs and potential environmental concerns for station sites and along the 
Middleborough Secondary. Prior to acquisition and/or construction on proposed parcels associated with 
the Freetown, Fall River Depot, Pilgrim Junction and East Taunton stations and along the 
Middleborough Secondary ROW, MassDOT will conduct further evaluations (including sampling) for 
subsurface contamination because these locations have RECs with a high or medium potential to impact 
each site. Remediation or soil/groundwater management during construction could be required. 

The DSEIR describes the mitigation requiremerits for management ofcontaminated media (soil 
and groundwater) and regulatory compliance that may be required during construction and post­
construction. MassDOT may hire the services of a Licensed Site Professional (LSP) to provide guidance 
regarding response actions and notification requirements pursuant to the MCP. MBTA will coordinate 
response action activities for Phase l through a SpecialiProject Designation (SPD) Permit from 
MassDEP. Ultimately, response actions will result in a Permanent Solution with No Conditions for each 
release tracking number (RTN). However, additional response actions beyond those required for Phase I 
construction may be necessary at some sites to achieve !regulatory closure. These response actions could 
occur pursuant to the MCP under provisions such as those ofa Release Abatement Measures (RAM) 
Plan, SPD Permit, or others, and applicable MCP policies pertaining to construction and waste 
management. I 

Conclusion 

MEPA review of the South Coast Rail project has included extensive and detailed analysis of 
routes, technology and operations to meet the project goal ofproviding rail service to Fall River and 
New Bedford. It has included robust commentary on the project design and selection ofalternatives. The 
Scope for the DSEIR was limited to the proposed changes associated with Phase I of the project. 
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The Certificate on the NPC indicated that the MEPA regulations include a "rollover provision" at 
l l .08(8)(b )(2) which indicates that upon review of a Draft EIR (DEIR), I may determine that no 
substantive issues remain to be addressed and: 

a 	 publish notice in the next Environmental Monitor that the DEIR shall be reviewed as a Final 
EIR (FEIR); or 

b. 	 require the Proponent to file a Response to Comments on the DEIR and Proposed Section 6 l 
Findings and publish notice in the next Environmental Monitor that the responses and 
findings shall be filed, circulated, and reviewed as a FEIR 

Based on a review of the DSEIR, consultation with State Agencies, and review ofcomment 
letters, I have determined that: the DSEIR adequately and properly complies with MEPA and its 
implementing regulations and that there are no substantive issues that remain to be addressed through 
MEPA review. Therefore, MassDOT will provide a Response to Comments on the DSEIR and Proposed 
Section 61 Findings. Notice will be published in the next Environmental Monitor that the responses and 
findings shall be filed, circulated, and reviewed as a FSEIR. 

SCOPE 

The FSEIR should follow Section 11.07 ofthe MEPA regulations for outline and content, as 
modified by this Scope. The FSEIR should clearly demonstrate that MassDOT has sought to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate Damage to the Environment to the maximum extent feasible. 

Mitigation and Draft Section 61 Findings 

The FEIS/R contained draft Section 6 I Findings associated with each separate State Agency 
Action identified for the Full Build project. The FSEIR should include an updated and revised chapter 
that summarizes mitigation measures associated with Phase I including a summary table ofall 
mitigation commitments. The FSEIR should include proposed mitigation measures for Phase I, contain 
clear commitments to implement mitigation measures, estimate the individual costs ofeach proposed 
measure, identify the parties responsible for implementation, and contain a schedule for implementation. 
Any changes to mitigation and/or draft Section 61 Findings since issuance of this Certificate should be 
noted. 

Responses to Comments 

The FSEIR should contain a copy of this Certificate and a copy ofeach comment letter received. 
In order to ensure that the issues raised by commenters are addressed, the FSEIR should include direct 
responses to comments to the extent that they are within MEPA jurisdiction. This directive is not 
intended, and shall not be construed, to enlarge the scope of the FSEIR beyond what has been expressly 
identified in this Certificate. 
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Circulation 

MassDOT should circulate the Response to Comments and draft Section 61 Findings to those 
parties who commented on the ENF, DEIS/R, FEIS/R, the NPC, and DSEIR, to any State and municipal 
agencies from which MassDOT will seek permits or approvals, and to any parties specified in section 
11.16 of the MEPA regulations. To save paper and other1resources, MassDOT may circulate copies to 
commenters other than State Agencies in a digital format (e.g., CD-ROM, USB drive) or by directing 
commenters to a project website address. However, MassDOT must make available a reasonable 
number of hard copies to accommodate those without ctjnvenient access to a computer to be distributed 
upon request on a first come, first served basis. MassDOT should send a letter accompanying the digital 
copy or identifying the web address of the online version of the Response to Comments and draft 
Section 61 Findings indicating that hard copies are available upon request, noting relevant comment 
deadlines, and appropriate addresses for submission ofcomments. A digital copy ofthe complete 
document should be provided to the MEPA Office. A copy of the Response to Comments and draft 
Section 61 Findings should be made available for review at the Public Libraries in the South Coast 
region municipalities. 

March 30. 20 I 8 
Date Matthew A. Beaton 

Comments Received: 

03/15/2018 Massachusetts Historical Commission (N1HC) 
03/21/2018 Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program (NHESP) 
03/23/2018 Massachusetts Division of Marine Fishe~es (DMF) 
03/23/2018 Massachusetts Department ofEnvironmental Protection (MassDEP) 
03/23/2018 U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers (ACOE) 
03/12/2018 State Senator Michael J. Rodrigues 
03/19/2018 State Representative Robert M. Koczera 
03/22/2018 State Representative William M. Straus 
03/22/2018 State Representative Carole Fiola 
03/22/2018 State Representative Christopher M. Markey 
03/22/2018 State Representative Susan Williams Gifford 
03/22/2018 State Representative Alan Silvia 
03/23/2018 State Representative Antonio F.D. Cabral 
03/23/2018 State Senator Walter F. Timilty 
03/23/2018 State Representative Keiko Orrall 
03/23/2018 State Representative Paul A. Schmid 
03/23/2018 State Senator Mark Montigny 
03/23/2018 State Representative Dylan Fernandes 
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03/23/2018 State Senator Marc R. Pacheco 
03/272018 State Senator Joseph A. Boncore 
02/16/2018 Steve Castellina 
02/20/2018 Jonathan F. Mitchell, Mayor, City ofNew Bedford 
02/21/2018 David Brodeur 
02/22/2018 Robert M. Caron 
02/22/2018 Paul S. Medeiros, JOBS for Fall River, Inc. 
02/23/2018 Maria Moniz 

02/23/2018 Maria Ferreira-Bedard, Southeastern Massachusetts SER-Jobs for Progress, Inc. 

02/25/2018 Joan R. Wickersham 
02/27/2018 Senator Joan M. Menard 
02/28/2018 Melinda L. Ailes 
02/28/2018 Bruce E. Fernandes 
03/01/2018 Alan Slavin 
03/03/2018 Lloyd Mendes 
03/05/2018 Steve Voluckas (2nd comments on 03/22/2018; emailed duplicate information) 
03/05/2018 George A. Seaver 
03/06/2018 Lisa Boragine 
03/07/2018 Town of Easton Board of Selectmen 
03/07/2018 Wally Glendye 
03/09/2018 Robert J. La Tremouille 
03/12/2018 Abraham Brody 
03/12/2018 Norman and Beth Vieira 
03/14/2018 Dr. T.K. Roy 
03/16/2018 Paul Chasse 
03/16/2018 Karen Bailey Almeida 
03/16/2018 Maggie Tomkiewicz 
03/16/2018 John Vaughn 
03/16/2018 Freeman Hill 
03/16/2018 Bill Boles 
03/16/2018 Jeanne Fuller-Jones 
03/16/2018 Christopher D'Anna 
03/16/2018 Stephen T. Lewin 
03/16/2018 Debby Boiros 
03/16/2018 Linda Moniz Perry 
03/16/2018 Stacy Antonio 
03/16/2018 Megan Faber 
03/16/2018 Greg Murphy 
03/16/2018 Marlene Jones 
03/16/2018 Ann Marie Guinen 
03/16/2018 Kate Lanagan MacGregor 
03/16/2018 Debrah Atteberry (2nd comments on 03/22/20 I8) 
03/16/2018 Joseph D. Pacheco (2nd comments on 03/22/2018) 
03/16/2018 Paul Helgesen 
03/16/2018 Cindy Senra 
03/16/2018 Dean Martin, Karen Martin, and Shawn Martin 
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03/16/2018 Kerrie McNamara 
03/16/2018 Susan P. Haley 
03/16/2018 Becky Pulley 
03/16/2018 Jackie Connolly 
03/16/2018 gchace 
03/17/2018 DaveDubak 
03/17/2018 Carol Leonard 
03/17/2018 Caryn Campbell 
03/18/2018 RahiinAghai 
03/19/2018 Benita Rose Montiero 
03/19/2018 Richard Connor 
03/19/2018 Ann Soares 
03/19/2018 Dawn Rusin 
03/19/2018 Joseph J. Gomes 
03/19/2018 Bob Lima 
03/19/2018 Stephanie Harding 
03/19/2018 BayCoast Bank 
03/19/2018 Plimoth Investment Advisors 
03/19/2018 Partner's Insurance Group 
03/19/2018 Louis Gino 
03/19/2018 Nona Sbordone 
03/19/2018 Patrick Gannon 
03/20/2018 Cathleen M. Salley (2nd comments on 03/22/2018) 
03/20/2018 Greater Attleboro Taunton Regional Transit Authority (GATRA) 
03/21/2018 Margarita Graham 
03/21/2018 Gillian and David Holroyd 
03/21/2018 Kristi Butler 1 

03/21/2018 David Stutz ( duplicate dated 03/22/2018) 
03/21/2018 Jody Seivert 
03/21/2018 Chuck Lord 
03/21/2018 Independence Associates, Inc. and M~achusens Association ofCenters for Independent 

Living 
03/21/2018 Helena DaSilva Hughes 
03/21/2018 David A. Cabral 
03/21/2018 Marji Maddigan-Wyan 

03/21/2018 Richard Prone 

03/21/2018 Town of Lakeville Board of Selectmen 

03/21/2018 Claudia Bender 

03/21/2018 Will Keene (duplicate addressed to MassDOT) 

03/21/2018 Celia and Rob De1Gaudio i 

03/21/2018 John T. Doherty 

03/21/2018 Laura L. Douglas, Ph.D. (duplicate addressed to MassDOT) 

03/21/2018 Timothy Cole 

03/22/2018 Stella Xifaras-Piva (2nd comments same date) 

03/22/2018 Kreg R. Espinola 

03/22/2018 Ian Abreu, Councilor, City ofNew Bedford 
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03/22/2018 Jeanne Azar Padilla 
03/22/2018 Deven Q. Robitaille (2"d comments same date) 
03/22/2018 Kerri Kuehne 
03/22/2018 Mary-Carol Cate 
03/22/2018 Christopher Howard 
03/21/2018 Old Colony Planning Council (OCPC) (revised on 03/22/2018) 
03/22/2018 Nathan C. Vaughan 
03/22/2018 Sydney Lewis 
03/22/2018 Tracy Silva Barbosa 
03/22/2018 Heidi McNeil 
03/22/2018 Kathleen Guarino 
03/22/2018 Ushminder Kaur 
03/22/2018 Joyce D. Lopes 
03/22/2018 Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility (PEER) 
03/22/2018 Dawn Gaudreau 
03/22/2018 Judy Perry 
03/22/2018 Sheryl Sears 
03/22/2018 Dawn Devlin 
03/22/2018 Town of Stoughton 
03/22/2018 William M. Callahan 
03/22/2018 Andrea Belanger 
03/22/2018 Gloria Vincent 
03/22/2018 New Bedford Economic Development Council (2nd comments on 03/23/2018) 
03/22/2018 Kenneth Silva 
03/22/2018 CateLePage 
03/22/2018 Steven A. Camara, Councilor, City ofFall River 
03/22/2018 Stephen R Long, Councilor, City of Fall River 
03/22/2018 Erik Tracey 
03/22/2018 William H. Reidy 
03/22/2018 David 
03/22/2018 Melanie Wallis 
03/22/2018 Rene Davey 
03/22/2018 Crystal Bradwin 
03/22/2018 Scott M. Bernard, Esq. 
03/22/2018 Town ofFreetown Board of Selectmen 
03/23/2018 Elizabeth Isherwood 
03/23/2018 Jessamyn Finneran 
03/23/2018 Barbara J. Hall 
03/23/2018 Allin Frawley, Town of Middleborough Board of Selectmen Chairman 
03/23/2018 SouthCoast Development Partnership 
03/23/2018 Norman J. Oral) 
03/23/2018 Town ofFairhaven Board of Selectmen 
03/23/2018 Ellen Gitlin 
03/23/2018 Douglas Brown 
03/23/2018 Howe Allen 
03/23/2018 Thomas C. Hoye, Jr., Mayor, City ofTaunton 
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03/23/2018 Bristol County Chamber ofCommerce 
03/23/2018 Alan C. Freitas 
03/23/2018 Jasiel F. Correia II, Mayor, City ofFall River 
03/23/2018 Hugh C. Dunn, Esq., Councilor, City ofNew Bedford 
03/23/2018 Dom Lee 
03/23/2018 Southeastern Regional Planning and Economic Development District (SRPEDD) 
03/23/2018 Finger Lakes Railway Corporation 
03/23/2018 Leo 0. Pelletier, Councilor, City ofFall River 
03/23/2018 Mass Audubon 
03/23/2018 Massachusetts Sierra Club 
03/23/2018 Andrew Jennings 

Donna Horvath 
Marcus D. Ferro, Esq 
Larry Pare 
RemyNikka 
Alexander Silva 
Paul Chenard 
Jen Cote 

03/26/2018 Alan Moore 
03/26/2018 Karla Mantini 
03/26/2018 Livable Streets Advocacy Committee 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Anacheka-Nasemann, Alan R CIV USARMY CENAE (US) 
<Alan.R.Anacheka-nasemann@usace.army.mil> 

Sent: Friday, March 23, 2018 6:17 PM 
To: Fox, Jean (DOT); Avery, Meredith 
Cc: Patel, Purvi (EEA); timmermann.timothy@epamail.epa.gov; Feeney, Eileen 

(FWE); Marold, Misty-Anne (FWE); Ross, Christopher (DEP); Newman, 
Barbara H CIV CENAE GENAO (US) 

Subject: Department of the Army Permit Application No. NAE-2018-00675/MA EEA 
No. 14346: South Coast Rail Project Phase 1 (UNCLASSIFIED) 

Attachments: SCRPhase1SDEIR Comments.pdf; NAE-2018-00675 (SCR Ph 1) IT.pdf 

Importance: High 

CLASSIFICATION: UNCLASSIFIED 

Jean, Meredith & Team : 

Attached are our cover letter and comments on the anticipated application for South Coast Rail Phase 1, 

and the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report filed with the Massachusetts Executive Office 
of Energy and Environmental Affairs. I look forward to the next steps of review for your impending 
Corps permit application. 

Sincerely, 

Alan R. Anacheka-Nasemann, PWS 
Sr. Project Manager/Ecologist, Regulatory Division 
New England District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
696 Virginia Rd. 
Concord, MA 01742-2751 
978-318-8214/8303 (FAX) 

CLASSIFICATION: UNCLASSIFIED 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 


NEW ENGLAND DISTRICT 

696 VIRGINIA ROAD 


CONCORD MA 01742-2751 


March 23, 2018 

Regulatory Division 
File No. NAE-2018-00675 

Jean Fox 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation 
IO Park Plaza, Room 4150 
Boston, MA 02116-3973 

Dear Ms. Fox: 

The Corps ofEngineers has reviewed the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (DSEIR) as prepared for the Massachusetts Executive Office ofEnergy and 
Environmental Affairs (EOEEA). We understand that the Massachusetts Department of 
Transportation (MassDOT) intends to construct an interim commuter transportation system 
(South Coast Rail, Phase 1) along existing freight lines, including the "Southern Triangle" 
previously reviewed in the joint Corps/EOEEA Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final 
Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) dated September 23, 2013, and the Middlebury 
Secondary line, between Myrick's Junction and the existing MBTA Middleborough-Lakeville 
commuter rail line. We further note that the ''Phase l" option is considered an interim plan in 
order to provide limited commuter rail service between Boston and the South Coast cities of 
New Bedford and Fall River, approximately 8 years earlier than current projections suggest that 
the full South Coast Rail commuter service alternative ("Stoughton Electric") could be feasibly 
built. 

The Corps has identified Phase 1 as a separate, albeit related project with independent 
utility from the above-noted Stoughton Electric alternative. Accordingly, we have assigned it a 
new Corps ofEngineers file number (NAE-2018-00675). We understand you intend to submit a 
Department of the Anmy permit application for Phase 1 in the near future. Please note that any 
permit decision resulting from review of the impending Phase 1 application in no way guarantees 
eventual permit issuance by the Corps for Phase 2 ("Full Build," which retains the original file 
number, NAE-2007-00698) or any other alternate and/or incremental step thereto. We 
understand that you continue to pursue eventual approval of the Full Build option, albeit the 
current focus is on Phase I, so as to expedite commuter rail service between Boston and the 
South Coast. Please also note that, notwithstanding projected aquatic resource impacts less than 
1 acre, the Corps expects to assert our discretionary authority to require an Individual Standard 
Permit, with a complete public interest review and federal National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) review process for Phase 1, primarily because we expect that this well-known and 
highly complex project will generate considerable public interest and input. 
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We have reviewed the DSEIR and find it to be comprehensive and well-written, with 
substantial details of the proposed use of the Middleboro Secondary line and the likely impacts 
thereof. Attached herewith are comments and questions regarding specific sections and chapters 
of the document for which we seek additional details and/or clarity. These are identified by page 
number and chapter of the SDEIR, often with applicable text therein presented here in italics, 
followed by Corps questions and/or commentary on same. We expect that issues raised therein 
can be updated and/or clarified in the forthcoming DA permit application. 

Finally, we note that the original FEIS/FEIR is at this writing nearly five years old. The 
Corps continues to await 30% design plans of the Stoughton Electric Alternative before we can 
complete our Record of Decision and (if we find it warranted) a subsequent DA permit for same, 
a minimum of 30 days later. We understand that these details may not be provided for some 
time. Given that circumstances such as availability of planned station sites and/or environmental 
factors could change, you should expect that, depending on proposed construction details and 
NEPA requirements at that time, a considerable update of the FEIS/FEIR, and/or other details 
may be necessary at such time as you are prepared to submit the updated Stoughton Electric 
permit application. 

If you have any questions pertaining to this letter and/or Corps review of the South Coast 
Rail phases, please contact me at 978-318-8214, or via e-mail at: alan.r.anacheka­
nasemann@usace.army.mil. 

Sincerely, 

t11,,,,,l~-~ 
Alan R. Anacheka-Nasemann, PWS 
Sr. Project Manager/Ecologist 
Regulatory Division 

Copies furnished: 

Timothy Timmermann, USEPA Region 1, Boston, MA, Timmermann.Timothy@epa.gov 
Purvi Patel, MA Executive Office of Energy & Environmental Affairs, Boston, MA, 

Purvi.Patel@state.ma.us 
Christopher Ross, MADEP-SERO, Lakeville, MA, Christopher.Ross@state.ma.us 
Misty-Anne Marold, MA NHESP, Westborough, MA, Misty-Anne.Marold@state.ma.us 
Eileen Feeney, MA DMF, New Bedford, MA, Eileen.Feeney@state.ma.us 
Meredith Avery, VHB, Boston, MA, MAvery@vhb.com 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Comments: South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental EIR 

1.01 P. 1-11 (Ch. 1.9): Anticipated Schedule 
~ The Corps notes that securing permits by September 2018 is an ambitious schedule 

considering the complexities of the Individual Standard Permit process. 

1.02 P 2-4 Ch. 2.1 “Sections 2.4 and 2.5 describe the reasons that Phase 1 Service is practicable 
and meets the Project purpose.” 

~ The Corps notes that the overall project purpose is met through construction of the 
Stoughton Electric option and was predicated on the full build project as originally 
proposed. The Phase 1 project is primarily intended to expedite limited service to the 
south coast while the full build proceeds. 

1.03 P. 2-50 (Table 2-5): 

~ We are curious as to the feasibility and average trip times ofat least 2 express trains (one 
serving New Bedford· the other Fall River) in each direction. 

1.04 P. 2-56 (Ch. 2.6. 7: Stations) 

~ What short- and long-term effects will the planned expansion of South Station have on 
Phase I? On full build? 

1.05 P. 3-11 (Ch. 3.3.4: Freetown Station) 

• What are the ridership implications of losing 73 parking spaces here under the Phase I 
scenario? Under the full build scenario? 

P. 5-35 (Ch. 5.5.2: Taunton Traffic) 1.06
~ On p. 5-28 The DSEIR acknowledges state plans to reconstruct the MA-24/MA-140 

interchange. Are Taunton traffic projections based on current conditions or the proposed 
rebuild and what are implications of the rebuild for access to the proposed East Taunton 
station? 

1.07 P. 8-58 (8.2.5 : Mitigation): “The site specific details of all proposed wetland mitigation actions 
will be provided in the WPA Notice of Intent and the Section 404 DA permit and Section 401 
(WQC) application materials for Phase 1.” 

~ The §404 Application will need to include a stand-alone wetland mitigation plan that 
complies with Corps of En!tineers New England District Monitoring timeline and 
schedules unless the Corps-approved In-lieu-fee program becomes the sole form of 
federal wetland mitigation. The mitigation plan must be compatible with Corps 
mitigation guidance found at: 
http://www.nae.usace.army.mil/portals/74/docs/reguJatory/Mitigation/2016 New Englan 
d Compensatory Mitigation Guidance.pdf 
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“Minimization of impacts to 
wetland resource areas within the southern triangle has occurred since the publication of the 
SCR FEIS/FEIR which estimated a total of 7 acres of vegetated wetland impact within the 
southern triangle for the preferred alternative.  The current estimate of the impacts to these 
resource areas, including new areas along the Middleborough Secondary, from the Phase 1 
project is 0.4 acres.” 

“Atlantic white cedar 
swamps are listed by NHESP as Priority Natural Community.  This community type includes 
Atlantic white cedar , in association with red maple, fetterbush 

, common winterberry, swamp azalea, cinnamon fern, and royal fern 
. This community may occur in scattered locations near the Middleborough 

Secondary. 

2 
 

 

1.11 “Under-rail troughs will be constructed within upland areas 
where eastern box turtle habitat is adjacent to the Middleborough Secondary.  This crossing 
structure was used successfully in another rail project in Massachusetts, the Greenbush Rail 
Line project.” 

1.12 “The South Coast Rail Project, Phase 1, will result in a 
“take” of rare species (eastern box turtle) and will require a Conservation Management 
Permit.” 

1.13 

1.14 

1.15 “Over three dozen other pre-contact 
archaeological sites are recorded within a one-half mile radius of the Middleborough Secondary 
ROW” 

3 
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“There will be no impacts to archaeological 
resources in areas assigned low sensitivity in the Middleborough Secondary ROW, portions of 
the Pilgrim Junction Station and East Taunton Station, and in all of the Freetown Station and 
Fall River Depot Station parcels.  No further archaeological investigations are needed in these 
low sensitivity areas.” 

“While the original construction of 
the railroad in the nineteenth-century may have “fit in” with the aesthetic nature of the 
communities, the reactivation of the rail line using modern materials and safety standards, faster 
engines, and larger passenger cars may result in undesirable changes in the visual 
environment.” 

“Moving the existing commuter rail station from the 
Middleborough/Lakeville Station to Pilgrim Junction Station is not expected to create new 
development opportunities, as such opportunities would just shift from one station to the other.” 

“In addition, Phase 1 will help improve the SCR Project’s 
future flexibility and adaptive capacity by providing an alternate route that will continue to 
connect the South Coast to Metro Boston in the case of an emergency that renders the Stoughton 
Line temporarily inoperable.” 

4 
 

 

5 
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Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Executive Office of Energy & Environmental Affairs 

Department of Environmental Protection 
Southeast Regional Office• 20 Riverside Drive, Lakevil le MA 02347 • 508-946-2700 

Charles D. Baker Matthew A. Beaton 
Governor Secretary 

Karyn E. Polito Martin Suuberg 
Lieutenant Governor  Commissioner 

 
 

March 23, 2018 

Mathew A. Beaton, RE: DSEIR Review EOEEA # 14346 
Secretary of Environment and Energy SOUTHEASTERN MASS 
Executive Office of Energy & Environmental South Coast Rail - Phase I Service 
Affairs 
ATTN: MEPA Office 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

The Southeast Regional Office of the Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) has 
reviewed the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) for the Proposed South Coast 
Rail - Phase I Service Project (the Project) to service the MassDOT Right of Way (ROW) from 
Middleborough to New Bedford and Fall River, Massachusetts (EOEEA # 14346). The Project 
Proponent provides the following information for the Project: 

  
As described in the previous MEPA filings, the Project will provide electric commuter rail service, with stops 
at the reconstructed Canton Center Station and the relocated Stoughton Station as well as ten new stations 
(North Easton, Easton Village, Raynham Place, Taunton, Taunton Depot, Freetown, Fall River Depot, 
Battleship Cove, Kings Highway, and Whale’s Tooth). Two new overnight layover facilities will be 
constructed (Weaver’s Cove in Fall River and Wamsutta in New Bedford). The Project will use 15.5 miles of 
the existing Northeast Corridor infrastructure between Boston and Canton Junction; improve 3.8 miles of 
existing track from Canton Junction to Stoughton; restore track infrastructure on the 16.4-mile Stoughton 
Line between Stoughton and Taunton; reconstruct 20 miles of the New Bedford Line from Taunton to New 
Bedford; and reconstruct 12.3 miles of the Fall River Line between Berkley and Fall River. The Project will 
add a second track and passing sidings where needed to support the future commuter and freight 
operations. The Project will also reconstruct or replace railroad bridges over roads and waterways, and will 
need to reconstruct three highway bridges that cross over the railroad. The Project will also restore grade 
crossings along the inactive Stoughton-to-Taunton segment, and upgrade equipment and signals at all at-
grade crossings to meet modern standards. 

Bureau of Water Resources (BWR) 

This Information is available in alternate format Contact Michelle Waters-Ekanem, Director of Diversity/Civil Rights at 617-292-5751. 
TIY# MassRelay Service 1·800-439-2370 

MassDEP Website: www.mass.gov/dep 
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Water Supply Protection and Stormwater Management Comments: The Proponent has identified 
potential impacts to Public Water Supplies and has proposed appropriate stormwater Best 
Management Practices to minimize potential impacts. 

Wetlands Regulation Program Comments: The Project referred to as "Phase I" will improve existing 
track infrastructure, add stations and overnight layover facilities . A second set of tracks will be added 
at strategic locations along the route. 
The DSEIR analyzes new elements being proposed as part of Phase I which include: 

• Improvements to track infrastructure on the Middleborough Secondary Line; 

• A new Station at Pilgrim Junction in Middleborough; 

• A new Station in East Taunton south of Codey Junction; 

• Modifications to previously studied stations at Freetown and Fall River Depot; and 

• Use of diesel locomotives for Phase I Service, with lower emission Tier 4 locomotives phased 

into the fleet. 

In conjunction with the filing of the DSEIR, several of the Notices oflntent (NO!s) have been filed 
under the Wetlands Protection Act with the respective Conservation Commissions. Where applicable, 
the NO!s include the following wetland resource areas: 

• Bordering Vegetated Wetlands (BVW); 
• Land Under Water Bodies & Waterways (LUW); 

• Bank; 

• Riverfront Area; 

• Bordering Land Subject Flooding (BLSF); 

• Land Subject to Coastal Storm Flowage (LSCSF); and 

• Demonstrated compliance with the applicable Stormwater Standards. 

The Status of each NOi is as follows: 

• FALL RIVER SE 24-699; Hearing closed; Order of Conditions (OOC) not yet issued. NOi 
Impacts: Bank 318 feet; LSCSF 16,579 ft2; Riverfront 7,372 ft2. 

• NEW BEDFORD SE 49-777; Layover Station; OOC issued 12/29/17; No Wetland Impacts. 

• NEW BEDFORD Track Work NOi to be filed. 

• FREETOWN SE 26-613; Track work New Bedford Line; OOC Issued 2/27/18; Approved 

Impacts: Bank 2,135 feet, LUW 2,160 ft2, and Riverfront 27,524 ft2 
• BERKLEY SE 4-569; New Bedford Main/Fall River Secondary Track Work; OOC Issued 

1/22/18; Impacts: Bank 476 feet, BVW 3,330 ft2, LUW 1,342 ft2, BLSF 4,468 ft2. 
• TAUNTON SE 73-2741 ; Station & New Bedford Main Line & Portion ofMiddleboro 

Secondary Track Work; OOC Issued 2/16/ 18; Impacts: Bank 1015 feet, BVW 4,230 ft2, LUW 

5,219 ft2. 
• TAUNTON SE 73-2740; Middleboro Secondary Track Work; OOC Issued 2/16/ 18; Impacts: 

Bank 6 feet, LUW 8 ft2, BLSF 1,354 ft2, Riverfront 78,036 ft2• 
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401 Water Quality Certificate(s). 

“…Notwithstanding any other general or special law to the contrary, section 61 and Section 62A 
to 62I, inclusive of Chapter 30 of the General Laws, chapter 91 of the General Laws and section 
40 of Chapter 131 of the General Laws shall not apply to bridge Projects of the Massachusetts 
Department of Transportation and the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority for the repair, 
reconstruction, replacement or demolition  of existing state highway, authority and municipally-
owned bridges, including immediate approaches necessary to connect the bridges to the existing 
adjacent highway and rail system, in which the design is substantially the functional equivalent of, 
and in similar alignment to, the structure to be reconstructed or replaced…”    

 “…For the purpose of this section, “bridge” shall include any structure spanning and providing 
passage over water, railroad right-of-way, public or private way, or other vehicular facility or 
other area…”  

4 
 



1-33

5 
 

Bureau of Waste Site Cleanup (BWSC) 
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2.04 
 

Bureau of Air and Waste (BAW) 

Mesoscale and Microscale Analyses 

de minimis 

2.05 

GHG Emissions 
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Construction Period Impacts 

Noise and Vibration 

Transit Noise 
and Vibration Impact Assessment 
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2.10

2.11 

2.12

 
Environmental Justice (EJ) 
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the Secretary 's Certificate on the NPC for the Project required further discussion of certain impacts to 
EJ populations, stipulating: 

• The DSEIR should include maps that identify the location ofEJ populations in the Phase 1 
area. 

• The DSEIR should address how changes proposed in Phase I may affect Environmental Justice 
populations (EJ) and discuss relevant state and federal policies including the EEA 
Environmental Justice Policy (EJ Policy). 

• The DSEIR should identify any potential for disproportionate impacts on EJ communities that 
may result from the proposed project, and any proposed mitigation. 

• The DSEIR should evaluate impacts related, but not limited to noise, vibration, air quality, 
increased property values; and tax revenue, residence, business, or job losses associated with 
property acquisition. 

• The DSEIR should describe specifically how the Project will provide tangible benefits to the 
EJ communities. 

• The DSEIR should discuss strategies to enhance public participation in the environmental 
review process and describe outreach efforts to EJ communities. 

MassDEP feels that discussion of these items in the DSEIR was sufficient but reminds the Proponent 
that it is important that the Project Proponent continues to keep impacted EJ communities informed of 
the Project as it proceeds. The Project proponent should also consider language barriers where 
applicable as well as English isolation issues Please also note that a community only needs to meet 
one of the EJ criteria to qualify as an EJ community. 

While the Project will ultimately provide benefits to EJ communities, the construction of the SCR may 
present impacts. It is imperative that the Project Proponent make impacted communities aware of any 
unexpected outcomes and delays to its construction schedule via public outreach i.e., public notices 
public meetings and also through the translation of pertinent documents into Spanish and Portuguese. 
MassDOT has conducted public outreach for this Project that should continue through the SCR 
Project's completion. 

One of the purposes of the EEA EJ Policy is "ensuring that positive economic development that is 
consistent with environmental protection is a chief priority for EJ populations throughout the 
Commonwealth." MassDOT states that "No Project mitigation for environmental justice communities 
is required as part of Phase I because there are no disproportionate adverse impacts to environmental 
justice communities." MassDEP reminds the Proponent that an EJ community does not have to be 
disproportionately impacted before we provide assistance· an EJ community only has to be impacted. 
Though EJ communities are not disproportionately adversely impacted by this Project the Proponent 
should take measures to minimize impacts to EJ communities as much as is feasible. 

Other Comments/Guidance 
Page 8-76 contains a statement that the Nemasket River flows south to Assawompsett Pond in 
Taunton. This is incorrect. If this were correct the Nemasket River would be surrounded by a Zone A 
Water Supply Protection Zone. Assawompsett Pond is located in Lakeville and Middleboro and water 
exits the Pond into the Nemasket River that flows into the Taunton River. Topographic contours may 
be used to determine the flow direction within of a watershed. 
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MassDEP staff is available to provide additional guidance to the Proponent upon request. If you have 
any questions regarding this comment letter, please do not hesitate to contact George Zoto at (508) 
946-2820. 

Very truly yours, 

~£.YlUJA 
Jonathan E. Ho bill, 
Regional Engineer, 
Bureau of Water Resources 

lli/GZ 

Cc: DEP/SERO 

ATTN:Millie Garcia-Serrano, Regional Director 
David Johnston, Deputy Regional Director, BWR 
Maria Pinaud, Deputy Regional Director, BA W 
Gerard Martin, Deputy Regional Director, BWSC 
Jennifer Viveiros, Deputy Regional Director, AD MIN 
Lealdon Langley, Director, Wetlands and Waterways, Boston/BWR 
Gary Makuch, Wetlands and Waterways/BWR 
Jim Mahala, Chief, Wetlands and Waterways/BWR 
Chris Ross, MassDOT Coordinator/BWR 
Kathleen Kerigan, Director, Regulatory & Permit Ombudsman/Commissioner's Office 
Holly Johnson, Regulatory & Permit Ombudsman/Commissioner's Office 
Ben Lynch, Chief, Waterways, Boston/BWR 
Deneen Simpson, EJ Director, Bureau of Planning and Evaluation 
Allen Hemberger, Site Management, BWSC 



 

 
        
      

       
     
       
        

 

March  23  , 2018  
 
Matthe  w A  . Beaton  , Secretar  y 
Executiv  e Offic  e o  f Energ  y an  d Environmental  Affair  s 
Attention:  MEPA  Office   
Purvi  Patel,  EEA  No  . 1434  6  
100  Cambridg  e St  . 
Boston,  Massachusett  s 0211  4 
 
Ala  n Anacheka-Naseman  n 
U.S  . Arm  y Corp  s o  f Engineers  , N.E  . District,  Regulator  y 
696  Virgini  a Roa  d 
Concord  , M  A 0174  2 
 

Projec  t Name  : Sout  h Coas  t Rail  Projec  t (Phas  e 1  Service  ) 
Proponent  :  Massachusetts  Departmen  t o  f Transportatio  n (MassDOT  ) 
Document  Reviewed  : Draf  t Supplemental  Environmenta  l Impact  Repor  t 
EEA  No.:   14346  
NHES  P No.:   98-373  5 
US  ACO  E No.  :   NAE-2007-0069  8 

 
Dear  Secretary  Beato  n an  d Mr  . Anachecka-Nasemann  : 
 
Th  e Natura  l Heritag  e  & Endangere  d Specie  s Progra  m o  f th  e Massachusett  s Divisio  n o  f Fisherie  s  & 

Draf  t Supplemental  Environmental  Impac  t Repor  t ( 
th  e propose  d South  Coas  t Rail  Projec  t (Phas  e 1  ) and  woul  d like  to  offe  r th  e followin  g comment  s 
regardin  g state-liste  d specie  s and  thei  r habitats  .  
 
Th  e Project  , as  describe  d i  n the  DSEIR,  propose  s to  phas  e construction  o  f th  e Sout  h Coas  t Rail  Project  . 
Phas  e 1  woul  d provid  e interi  m commuter  rail  servic  e from  Bosto  n to  New  Bedford,  Fall  River  an  d 
Taunto  n using the  existin  g Middleborough/Lakevill  e Commuter  Rail  . Phas  e  2 (service  from  Bosto  n t  o 
Taunto  n vi  a th  e Stoughto  n Electri  c Alternative  ) a  s wel  l as  th  e majority  of  Phas  e 1  (the  Souther  n Triangle  ) 
were  previousl  y reviewed  b  y the  Divisio  n a  s part  of  th  e FEIS/R  , and  woul  d remai  n unchanged  . However  , 
Phas  e 1  include  s  a new  Projec  t elemen  t (hereinafter,  th  e Middleboroug  h Secondary)  consistin  g o  f  a ne  w 
commuter  rail  connectio  n between  the  Souther  n Triangl  e an  d the  Middleboroug  h Mai  n Line  . Thi  s woul  d 
requir  e improvemen  t o  f trac  k infrastructure  o  n the  Middleboroug  h Secondar  y (a  n existin  g freight  rai  l 
line)  , a  ne  w station  i  n Eas  t Taunton  , an  d  a new/relocated/reconstructed  statio  n in  Middleborough  . Th  e 

Secondary.  
 
Portion  s o  f th  e Middleboroug  h Secondar  y ar  e mappe  d a  s Priorit  y an  d o  r Estimate  d Habita  t for  th  e state-
listed  specie  s shown  below,  according to  th  e Massachusetts  Natural  Heritag  e Atla  s (14th  Edition).  Thes  e 

species  an  d their  habitats  ar  e protecte  d pursuan  t t  o th  e Massachusetts  Endangere  d Species  Act  (MG  L 
c.131A  ) and  its  implementin  g regulations  (321  CM  R 10.00;  MESA)  . Fact  Sheets  for  thes  e species  ca  n b  e 
foun  d o  n ou  r website  , www.mass.gov/nhesp  . 

Scientific Name Common Name Taxonomic Group State Status 
Eleocharis tricostata Three-angled Spike-sedge Plant Endangered 
Sabatia kennedyana Plymouth Gentian Plant Special Concern 
Scirpus longii Plant Threatened 

Enallagma recurvatum Pine Barrens Bluet Damselfly Threatened 
Terrapene carolina Eastern Box Turtle Reptile Special Concern 

Th  e MESA  is  administere  d by  th  e Division  , and  prohibit  s th  e Tak  e of  state-listed  species  . Th  e Take  o  f 
state-

-liste  d specie  s (32  1 CM  R 
10.02)  .  
 
Th  e Proponen  t ha  s consulted  with  the  Divisio  n to  asses  s potentia  l impact  s t  o state-listed  specie  s 
associate  d wit  h the  Middleboroug  h Secondary  , which  include  d survey  s fo  r th  e state-liste  d plan  t specie  s 

3.01			 referenced  above  . Base  d on  a  review  of  informatio  n submitted  to  th  e Division  , the  Divisio  n anticipates  
tha  t the  Project  , a  s proposed  , wil  l likely  no  t resul  t i  n  a prohibited  Tak  e of  Long  s Bulrus  h or  Pine  Barren  s 
Bluet,  bu  t wil  l likel  y need  to  b  e conditione  d i  n order  to  avoi  d  a prohibite  d Tak  e (32  1 CM  R 10.1  8 (2)(a)  ) o  f 
Three-angle  d Spike-sedg  e an  d Plymouth  Gentian  . Condition  s ma  y include  , but  ma  y no  t b  e limite  d to  , (a  ) 
delineatin  g an  d avoidin  g state-liste  d plant  s durin  g construction  ; an  d (b  ) implementin  g Division-approve  d 
vegetatio  n an  d invasive  specie  s managemen  t plan  s withi  n area  s wher  e state-liste  d plant  s ar  e know  n t  o 
occur  . 
 

3.02			 Th  e Divisio  n previousl  y confirme  d that  th  e Sout  h Coast  Rai  l Projec  t wil  l likel  y result  i  n  a Tak  e o  f th  e 
Easter  n Bo  x Turtle  (32  1 CM  R 10.1  8 (2)(b))  . A  s th  e Middleborou  gh Secondar  y represent  s  a phas  e o  f  a 
larger  commo  n project  o  r schem  e (321  CMR  10.16)  , an  d a  s Phas  e 1  of  th  e Project  wil  l collectively  resul  t 
i  n the  los  s of  ±7.1  acre  s o  f suitabl  e uplan  d and  wetlan  d habitats,  th  e Divisio  n anticipate  s tha  t  a 
Conservation  and  Management  Permi  t (CMP;  321  CM  R 10.23)  authorizin  g th  e Take  o  f Eastern  Bo  x Turtle  
wil  l be  require  d i  n order  for  th  e Middleborough  Secondary  to  proceed  .  
 
Project  s resultin  g i  n  a Tak  e o  f state-listed  specie  s may  onl  y b  e permitted  if  the  y meet  th  e performanc  e 
standards  fo  r  a CMP.  Th  e CM  P mus  t demonstrate  tha  t the  projec  t ha  s avoided  , minimized  an  d mitigate  d 
impact  s to  state-listed  specie  s consisten  t with  th  e followin  g performanc  e standards  : (a  ) th  e applican  t 
ha  s adequately  assesse  d alternative  s to  bot  h temporary  an  d permanent  impact  s to  state-liste  d species  ; 
(b  ) an  insignificant  portio  n of  th  e loca  l populatio  n woul  d b  e impacte  d b  y the  project  ; an  d (c  ) th  e 
applicant  agree  s t  o carry  ou  t  a conservatio  n an  d managemen  t plan  tha  t provides   a long-ter  m Ne  t 
Benefit  to  th  e conservatio  n o  f th  e state-listed  specie  s impacted  .  
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MASSWILDLIFE 

March 7, 2018 

Barbara Newman 
Chief, Regulatory Division 
New England District The Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
US Army Corps ofEngiffiMiam Francis Galvin Secretary of the Commonwealth 
696 Virginia Road M h '11' · IC · · 
Concord, MA 01742•2751 assac usetts tstonca ommtsston 

Attn: Alan Anacheka-Nasemann 

RE: South Coast Rail Project, Phase I Middleborough Secondary Line, Southeastern Massachusetts. 
CENAE-2007-00698. MHC #RC. I 5924. EEAilJ4346. 

Dear Ms. Newman: 

Staff of the Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) have reviewed the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act Draft 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR), submitted on behalf of the Massachusetts Department of 
Transportation (MassDOD and US Army Corps of Engineers Pre-Construction Notification for the State of Good Repair 
Project, for the project referenced above. 

The DSEIR incorporates the MHC's 20 I 7 comments on the Notice of Project Change. The DSEIR indicates that the Phase I 
project has been modified to include alternative station locations. Cultural Resources are described in DSEIR Section 11 and 

4.01 Appendix F. The MHC looks fnrwarrl to reviewing rhe draft technical arcbaenlngical reconnaissance report for Phase 1 The 
DSEIR indicates that a State Archaeologist's permit application (950 CMR 70) will be submitted by the PAL, Inc., to 
conduct intensive (locational) archaeological survey within archaeologically sensitive portions of the Phase I project impact 
area, including within the proposed Pilgrim Junction Station in Middleborough and East Taunton Station in Taunton. 

4.02 The MHC lnnks forward to reviewing the revised Programmatic Agreements (PAs) tbar incncpnrate the MHC's A11g11st 5 
2015 comments fnr the Phase I and Eull B11ild praject aspects Jbe Carps' findings and determinations regarding potential 
effi-rJs a:rnmmendarions for additional archacn)agica) survey scaled existing nod pmpased conditions prniect plans at the 
30% design phase and draft Cultural Resources Management Plans should be submirted to the MHC for review and 
comment as they are developed 

The MHC looks forward to reviewing the infonnation requested above, and to continued consultation to avoid, minimize and 
mitigate adverse effects to significant historic and archaeological resources. 

These comments are provided to assist in compliance with Section I 06 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as 
amended (36 CFR 800), If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan K. Patton, Archaeologist/Preservation Planner, at 
this office. 

s~r~ 
Orona Simon 
State Historic Prcservatioh Officer 
Executive Director 
State Archaeologist 
Massachusetts Historical Commission RECE1v1:n 
xc: Kathleen A1wood, USACOE~NewEngland District 

Bellina Washing1on, WampMoag Tribe of Gay Head (Aquinnah) MA{/ 15 20/8 
Ramona Peters, Mashpee WampMoag Tribe 
Jean Fox, MADOT 
Secretary Mallhew A. Beaton, EEA, Alln: Purvi Pa1el, MEPA Uni! MEP4 
Deborah C. Cox, PAL, Alm: SuzMnc Chcrau 
Clwistophcr J. Wagner, VHB, Inc. 

220 Morrissey Boulevard, Boston , Massachusetts 021 ~5 
(617) 727-8470 • Fax: (617) 727-5128 

w·ww. sec . state. ma. us/mhc 

Although the exact details of the long-term Net Benefit required under a CMP have not yet been 
finalized, the Proponent has worked cooperatively with the Division to address impacts to state-listed 
species. Based on information provided in the DSEIR, information previously submitted to the Division, 
and ongoing consultations with the Proponent, it is our understanding that the Proponent intends to 
meet the performance standards of a CMP by: (a) providing funding for off-site habitat restoration, 
management, protection and or conservation research to benefit Eastern Box Turtle and its habitats in 
Massachusetts; (b) installing and maintaining appropriate wildlife crossings to improve connectivity 
between suitable turtle habitats; and (c) implementing Division-approved plans to protect state-listed 
turtles during and after construction. The Division anticipates that a suitable long-term Net Benefit can 
be achieved by providing conservation funding, and that the proposed project should be able to meet 
the performance standards of a CMP.  
 
The Division will not render a final decision until the MEPA review process and its associated public 
comment period is complete, and until all required CMP application materials have been submitted to 
the Division. As the MESA review process is ongoing, no alteration to the soil, surface, or vegetation 
associated with the proposed project shall occur until the MESA review process is complete. If you have 
any questions about this letter, please contact Jesse Leddick, Chief of Regulatory Review, at 
jesse.leddick@state.ma.us or 508-389-6386. We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Project. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Thomas W. French, Ph.D. 
Assistant Director 
 
 
cc: Jean Fox, MassDOT 
 Lisa Standley, VHB 
 Lars Carlson, VHB 

Nancy Putnam & Nat Tipton, DCR 
Lealdon Langley & Mike Stroman, MassDEP 
Ed Reiner & Tim Timmerman, EPA 
Chris Boelke, NOAA 
Maria Tur, USFWS 
Town of Lakeville 
Town of Middleborough 
Town of Raynham 
Town of Taunton 
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David E. Pierce, Ph.D. 
Director 

March 23, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs (EEA) 
Attn: MEPA Office 
Purvi Patel, EEA No. 14346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

Charles D. Baker 

Karyn E. Polito 

Matthew A. Beaton 

Ronald Amidon 

Mary-Lee King 

The Division of Marine Fisheries (MA DMF) has reviewed the Draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Report (DSEIR) by the Massachusetts Department of Transportation (MassDOT) for 
Phase I of the South Coast Rail Project. Phase I will connect the cities of Fall River and New 
Bedford to Boston using the Middleborough Secondary to connect with the existing 
Middleborough Lakeville commuter rail line. Existing marine fisheries resources and potential 
project impacts are outlined in the following paragraphs. 

The Phase 1 line of the South Coast Rail Project includes culverts and bridges over waterways that 
support a variety of diadromous fish species (Table I). Within the Fall River Extension, the 
Taunton River contains river herring (alewife ( Alosa pseudoharengus ) and blueback herring 
( Alosa aestivalis ), American eel ( Anguilla rostrata ), American shad ( Alosa sapidissima ), rainbow 
smelt ( Osmerus mordax ), white perch ( Morone americana ), Atlantic tomcod ( Microgadus 
tomcod ), and Atlantic sturgeon ( Acipenser oxyrinchus ). The Assonet River supports alewife, 
blueback herring, American eel, and white perch while Rattlesnake Brook, Poquoy Brook, and 
Furnace Brook all support river herring and American eel. The Cotley River also contains 
American eel. Within the New Bedford Extension, the Acushnet River and Fall Brook both 
contain river herring, American eel, and white perch, while the Acushnet River also contains 
rainbow smelt. 

MA DMF offers the following comments for your consideration: 

• Avoidance of in-water work during spring diadromous fish migration and juvenile river 
herring fall emigrations is the preferred approach to minimizing impacts to these resources. 
A summary table outlining water crossings existing diadromous fish species and 
recommended time of year (TOY) avoidance periods is provided below (Table I) 

• In-water work may proceed within the TOY restriction periods outlined in Table 1 if 
conducted behind cofferdams and cofferdam installation and removal can be staged to 
occur outside of the site TOY period(s). 

• Stream flow should be maintained during all in-water work to maintain habitat 
connectivity and fish passage A gravity-fed water control device is recommended over 
bypass pumps and other alternatives. 

Table 1. Diadromous fish resources in the Phase I project area and recommended time of year 
(TOY) restrictions on in-water work. Silt control recommendations are also included in the 
"Recommended TOY s" column for cases where additional containment is deemed necessary 
for out-of-water work. 
Fall River Extension 

Station Stream Species Present Recommended TOYs 
CV-LK-11 Poquoy Brook RH, eel 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 
CV-LK-12 Poquoy Brook RH, eel 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 
CV-BK-I Codey River eel 3/15 - 6/30 
CV-BK-2 Codey River eel 3/15 - 6/30 

Codey R. Bridge Codey River eel 3/15 - 6/30 (in-river), Silt 
North controls 

Codey R. Bridge Codey River eel 3/15 - 6/30 (in-river), Silt 
South controls 

Assonet R. Bridge Assonet River RH,eel, WP 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 (in-
river), Silt controls 

CV-FRN-16 Assonet River RH, eel, WP 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 
(Forge Pond) 

CV-FRN-17 Assonet River RH,eel, WP 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 
(Forge Pond) 

CV-FRN-18 Assonet River RH,eel, WP 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 
(Forge Pond) 

CV-FRN-20 Assonet River RH,eel, WP 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 
CV-FRN-22 Terry Brook RH,eel 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 

(Rattlesnake Brook) 
Weaver's Cove Taunton River RH,eel,AS,RS, NO TOY - Silt controls 

Layover WP,AT,AST 
Fall River Depot Taunton River RH,eel,AS,RS, NO TOY - Silt controls 

WP,AT,AST 
Battleship Cove Taunton River RH,eel,AS,RS, NO TOY - Silt controls 

WP,AT,AST 
New Bedford Extension 

Station Stream Species Recommended TOYs 
CV-LK-7 Fall Brook RH,eel, WP 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 

CV-FRN-1 Fall Brook RH,eel, WP 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 
CV-FRN-3 Fall Brook RH,eel, WP 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 

Fall Brook Bridge Fall Brook RH,eel, WP 3/15 - 6/30, 9/1- 11/15 
Whale's Tooth Acushnet River RH,eel,RS, NO TOY - Silt controls 

WP 
Species Codes: AS (American shad), AST (Atlantic sturgeon), AT (Atlantic tomcod), eel 
(American eel), RH (river herring - alewife and blueback herring), WP (white perch) 

Questions regarding this review may be directed to John Logan in our New Bedford office at 
(508) 990-2860 ext. 141. 

Sincerely, 

David E. Pierce, Ph.D. 
Director 

CommonwealthCommonwealth  of of MassachusettsMassachusetts  
Division of Marine Fisheries 
251 Causeway Street, Suite 400 
Boston, Massachusetts 02114 

(617) 626-1520 
fax (617) 626-1509 

Governor 

Lieutenant Governor 

Secretary 

Commissioner 

Deputy Commissioner 
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Thank you for receiving public commentary on the draft supplemental enviromnental 
impact report. Again, l must stress that from the countless stories I've heard from my 
constituents about abandoning job prospects, foregoing educational opportunities, and missing 
out on events, our region needs this rail project. 

l look forward to boarding a train from New Bedford to Boston in 2022. 

Cc: Jean Fox, Massachusetts Department of Transportation 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 
Boston, MA 021 16 

2 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1054 

DYLAN FERNANDES 
STATE REPRESENTATIVE 

BARNSTABLE. DUKES AND NANTUCKET 

STATE HOUSE. ROOM 236 

RECC 
Committees: 

.· -·~::IVED 
Environment. Natural Resources 

and Agriculture 
Mental Health, Substence Use 

and Recovery 

TEL (6171 722-2430 i',!/.i.R 2 6 2018 Municipalities and 
Oyran.Fernendes@MAhouse.gov Regional Governmem 

Redistricting 

Executive Office of Energy 
& Enim·r)Y, ''1(':,nt-.:::1 Affairs Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA, 

Atbl.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
100 cam bridge Street, Suite 900 
Bostoo, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

7.01 The proposed South Coast Rail project will provide vital transportation to Southeastern Massachusetts 
that will ereatly impact the region's economy As State Representative for Barnstable Dukes and 
Nintncket CoimHJ:S I 1QC'·YID1 :to move forward with the Middleharo route for the JKOl)osed South Coast 
Rail Project. AA iecimDmeoded in the Draft Sup.plemental Environmental Impact Report 

th~ M!ddieboro route is significantly Jess expensive, takes less time to implement, and requires less 
environmental permitting than the Stoughton route. Estimates also project the Middleboro line could cost 
more than $2 billioq less- a huge savings in a $40 billion statewide annual budget. Over the next several 
years, the Middleboro rail infrastructure can be brought up to speed to quickly bring service to the South 
Coast - a region that for far too long bas gone without rail access. The route also avoids the Hockomock 
Swamp and the quagmire of environmental permits required to run through it. 

7.02
 As a Representative for the Cape and Islands, I also envision a future where our region conuects 
with the Middleboro line. Rail service to our reaion couJd boost our eoonnmy afford residents from the 
Cape and Islands easier access to the greater Boston area and alleviate some afthe Cape's notorious 
traffic problems Fiscal responsibility, environmental stewardship, and quick access to service make the 
Middleboro line the common sense option for South Coast Rail. 

I want to th~k you for your leadership on this project and strongly encourage you to move forward with 
tlie Middleboro route. 

·· ··:.;,····· I .: 
Dylan Fernandes 

'State Representative 
Bamstablei tiukes & Nantucket 


 



1-41

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE MOUSE, BOSTON 02133·1064 

Vice Chair 
Committee on Personnel and Administration 

CAROLE A. FIOLA 
STATE REPRESENTATIVE 

Committees: 
SIXTH BRISTOL D ISTRICT Ways and Means 

STATE HOUSE. ROOM 236 Judiciary 
TEL: (617 J 722·24 30 Economic Development and 

Carole.Flola@MAhouse.gov Emet!ling Technol•!lies 

March 19, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA, 
Attn. : MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
JOO Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Re: I?raft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

I am pleased to hear of MassDOT' s filing of the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 
(DSEIR) on January 31, 2018, with the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) unit. The 
DSEIR outlines MassDOT's proposed phased approach to begin long-awaited commuter rail service to 
Fall River and New Bedford in late 2022. I understand the DSEIR analyzes only the new elements 
proposed as part of Phase I that were not previously analyzed in the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report 

r would Hke to add my continued unequivocal smwort for Phase 1 the MiddJeborou~h route while 
continuin~ to su1111ort the ori~jnal 11referred route throu~ Stou~hton Research to date shows evidence 
of a quicker and Jess expensive option for residents in the southeastern region. This project will 
reconnect our region to jobs while spurring economic vitality and attracting new business and 
investments. Rail service in this region ended in 1959 and since then my constituents and I have looked 
forward to riding the train from Fall River as soon as possible. 

Thank you for your time and attention to my comments. I look forward to reviewing next steps related to 
this important project. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions. 

Carole Fiola 
State Representative 
Sixth Bristol District 

SUSAN WILLIAMS GIFFORD 
ASSISTANT MINORITY WHIP 

DISTRICT OFFICE 

191 MAIN 5TH SUITE 213F 

WAREHAM. MA 02571 
TEL (508) 29S-5999 

FAX (508) 29S-5993 

9Z '07o/?Y7U1/U/)8a/d o/ ~jacAajef/j 

%u.1eo/~atioeJ 
Ytate ~, f?iJu,to,, tl2/.J~ /,54 

March 22, 20 I 8 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 Sent via e-mail to : Purvi.Patel@state.ma.us 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

9.01 Thank you for the opportunity to express my support for South Coast Rail, Phase I, as outlined 
in the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report. I agree that the proposed rail service 
from Fall River and New Bedford through Middleborough utilizing the active freight line owned 
by MassDOT would provide service to those residents quicker and with a much lower cost than 
working solely toward service utilizing the Stoughton Route. 

I also believe that this proposal will make the best alternative for the future expansion ofregular 
commuter rail service to Wareham and Buzzards Bay, which has been a priority for me and my 
constituents going back to the time I served as a member of the Wareham Board of Selectmen in 
1999. As you know, the track and grade crossing upgrades done for the summer service known 
as the Cape Flyer has put this expansion of commuter rail service Wareham and Buzzards Bay in 
a position for almost immediate implementation. 

If you have questions or need additional infonnation in regard to my support for Draft 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report, please contact me. I can be reached here at my 
State House office at 617-722-2100 or District Office at 508-295-5999. Thank you for your 
sincere consideration. 

2ND PLYMOUTH DISTRICT 

WAREHAM • CARVER 
MIDDLEBORO 

AOO'vt 124, STATE HOUSE 

TEL (617) 722-2100 

FAX. (617) 722-2390 

Susan.Gifford@MAhouse.gov 
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Susan 

,Jr~- ~-~ 
Williams Gifford 

State Representative 
2nd Plymouth District 

CC: Jean Fox, MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 
Boston, Ma 02116 Sent via e-mail to : iean.fox@state.ma.us 

% ~/?VJZ01u.11ead.;f o/,,ltz.1dacift?ddtd 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133- 1054 

Cc.mmitwas: 
Vicq Chair, Technology and lruorgovernm;,,,r,t<:<! A(fo!ts 

Wt>ys end Means 
ROl!lERT M. KOCZERA Housing 

RE.PRESENTATIVE Envlronrne:nl, Nalural ~&sources end Agriculture, 
I 1 TH BRISTOL DISTRICT 

119 JARRY STREET ROOM 448, STATE HOUSE 
NEW ~EDFORD, MA 02745 Tei. (617) 722-2582 

HOMtc: {606) 998-80411 FAA (617) 722-2ii79 
Robe,t.Kocic,attmohouse.gov 

March 19, 2018 

Secretary Matthew Beaton 
Executive Office of Energy & Environmental Affairs 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Attn: Purvi Patel, MEPA Office, EEA #14346 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

Please accept my comments on the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) 
pertaining to the use of the Middleborough Secondary freight corridor to can-y extended 
Middleborough/Lakeville commuter rail service to the south coast cities of Taunton, New 
Bedford and Fall River. The restoration of South Coast commuter rail service to Boston after a 
sixty years' absence will greatly benefit the region and provide impo1tant economic opportunities 
to South Coast residents. 

The Stoughton Straight Electric Alternative (the "Full Build Project") is the preferred route as it 
would provide greater environmental benefits, a shorter trip to Boston, and an additional stop in 
Boston prior to arriving at South Station. The proposed phased approach, the Middleborough 
Alternative, is desirable because it will provide earlier commuter rail service to the region than 
the Full Build project. It is important to note that 85% of the costs for Phase One approach are 
associated with both routes, Stoughton and Middleborough, and 56% of the track needed for the 
Full Build will be constructed as part of Phase I . This enhances the efficacy of Phase 1 as the 
total capital costs of$93 5 million will realize timely restoration of commuter rail service to 
Boston from the South Coast and incorporate costs that are associated with the Full Build. 

The Baker-Polito Administration's phased approach to reestablish passenger rail service from the 
South Coast to Boston can be a realized in four years, with proposed service by October 2022. 

10.01 I support this initiative and hQJ.le the FEIR will ioco[(.lorate the concerns that follow. 
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The one seat ride from New Bedford and Fall River is the tight approach concerning passenger 
rail se1vice to Boston; however, further consideration must be given to expressing the 
passenger service to shorten the 91-minute commute I propose alternating stops at stations 
aloOI: the route to reduce the time of the conunute to have the desirous result of increasing 
ridership levels from the South Coast. 

Another very important concern that would enhance safety and mitigate traffic impacts is to 
constrnct an underpass at King's Highway in New Bedford A grade crossing at this location 
is problematic· it will add to traffic congestion and result in unmanageable backups. The King's 
Highway grade crossing currently has high volumes of traffic from New Bedford and Acushnet 
residents seeking access to Route 140 and the shopping centers located west of the crossing. An 
underpass at King's Highway will facilitate the even heavier volume of vehicular traffic that will 
be produced by the new rail station at this rail road crossing. 

I supp011 the incorporation ofa multimodal station at the Whale's Tooth location offering 
regional transprn1ation links which connects the station to downtown and the Hick Logan 
neighborhood. Such a facility would make passenger rail service accessible to more people. 
Restoration of passenger rail service from the South Coast to Boston under the Phase I proposal 
will provide environmental justice to South Coast communities earlier than the Full Build project 
and result in improved accessibility to jobs for many area residents. 

Your consideration of these comments is appreciated, as is your work on this projectthus far, but 
I will continue to advocate for the best interests of my constituents. If you should have any 
further questions on these particular matters, I would welcome the discussion. 

Sincerely, 

Robe1·t M. Koczera 
STATE REPRESENTATIVE 
11 11' Btistol District 
Acushnet and New Bedford 

CHRISTOPHER M. MARKEY 
STATE REPRESENTATlVE 

9rt1 BRISTOL DISTRICT 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1054 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA March 22, 2018 
A TrN: MEPA Office (Pmvi Patel) EEA #14346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

The South Coast Rail (SCR) has been a tremendously important project to the Greater New Bedford area 
and South Coast as a whole for many years. The Phase 1 plan for the SCR would provide this service that 
has been years in the making for our area. 

The primary reasons for my support of Phase 1 are the cost benefits and the timeframe in which se1vice to 
the South Coast will be available. As you know, the estimated cost for Phase I is predicted to be almost 
$2 billion Jess than the estimated cost of the Full Build. One of the greatest challenges to the SCR has 
been funding. By using a ra il system already in place the cost savings will be tremendous. 

The people of the South Coast have been yearning for rail service for decades since the project was first 
introduced. The Phase 1 plan would put people on trains long before the Full Build would be able to. Our 
area is home to a great deal of people who commute to Boston on a daily basis, many of which would 
appreciate the opportunity to ride the Commuter Rail into the city. With the Phase I plan, this hope could 
become a reality as soon as 2022, which would be a great deal more desirable tl1an 2030 or beyond if they 
were to wait for the Full Build. 

11.01 There are a ~reat number of benefits to providin~ rail service to the South Coast and I believe that the 
Phase I plan for the SCR will enable these benefits to be realized. Not only will this plan save the 
Commonwealth money it will enable its citizens on the South Coast access to affordable convenient 
transportation in a much more timely manner than Jhe Fun Build could It is with this in mind that l fully 
support the plan to move ahead with Phase I. If you should have any questions or would like to speak 
further about this topic, please feel free to reach out to me at (617)· 722-2020 or at 
Christopher.Markey@mahouse.gov. 

With every best wish, I remain 

Sincerely, 

Chairman 
Commit1.iec.n Ethics 

STATE HOUSE, ROOM 52"/ A 

TEL {6171 722 20:?0 

C¼t~~ 
Christopher Markey 

State Representative, Ninth Bristol District 
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REPRESENTATIVE 
KEIKO ORRALL 
12T>< BAISTOL DISTRICT 

ROOM !540, STATE HOUSE 
TEL. (617} 722-2090 

Keiko.Orrall@MAhouse.gov 

March 23, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 

Attn.: MEPA Office {Purvi Patel) 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

I am writing with regard to MassDOT's Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) filed 

with the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) on January 31, 2018 to adopt a phased 

approach to South Coast Rail service. I appreciate the Baker/Polito Administration's careful 

consideration of the financial and political realities of this project. 

As the State Representative for the communities of Lakeville, Middleborough, Berkley, and Taunton, 

I respectfully su1igest that the option of Pihzrim Junction Service Option 1 {Section 2 4 2) keepin& the 
Lakeville station instead of a new Pilrrim hmction station bas not been ftdlv explored It provides a one 
seat ride has no impact to existine Middleborouab·Lakevme ciders does not require wetland variances 
and would provide service by 2022 I would suavest that this alternative bas less of an environmental 
impact than the proposed Pilrrim hmction station It is not clear to me bow it was determined that this 
alternative should be dismissed The oomments included in the DSEIB to dismiss this alternative do not 
s11fficiently answer what criteria and rer1dations were ,,sed to deem that a chanre of direction "would 
reQuire at least 1 S minutes of additional time to accommodate required operational and satety 
requirements,, I wo,,ld sueeest that the operational requirements for this service option be dearly 
delineated I also sueeest that if there are safety reeulations that would prohibit this option that they be 
stated as well It is not clear to me what specific rerulatioos are beior used and whether there are 
potential exemptions 

In addition I believe in order to determine that this is not the option of least environmental impact a 
detailed analysis of the computer modeline and advanced scbeduline needs to be considered It is not 
dear to me what effort was made to do scbeduline cha ores to determine if this was a viable alternative 
The potential tor makine up time with scbeduline cbanees is oat noted We do not know what or if any 
alternative scbeduline was explored There is also little reference to what happens to the Lakeville 

..9lau %a.1~ ~ ... 11,,,,,, ()2?.f.f- ?().54 station if the project moves forward with the new Pilecim Junction station The reuse and development 
of this station needs to also be considered tor potential environmental impacts 

While the DSEIR answers many questions regarding the potential for a new Pilgrim Junction station, I do 

not believe that all potential solutions associated with Option 1 were fully vetted. There is the potential 

that the construction of Pilgrim Junction in Middleborough is not necessary. 

12.04
 On the Pilrrim hrnction service Option 3 -:Poe seat ride via New Middlebomueh Station I want to 
express my concerns rerardior the potential traffic impacts to this area While the PSEIR indicates that 
there are no detrimental impacts I respectfully request that the intersections of Route 1 OS and 1-495 be 

12.05
 further evaluated for improvements that would increase economic development. It also needs to be 
clear that the traffic mitiration will be fully provided for the Route 105 and Route 28 intersection as well 
as an area of concern on Route 28 near the school and Haonaford's supermarket This area is near the 
Route 105 and Route 28 intersection and bas bad a history of accidents and traffic issues Ibis area on 
Route 28 needs to be examined for potential impacts with a Pilsrim Junction dtins and fully mitisated 
for improvements 

12.06
 The potential for eronomic development with this alternative route needs to be fully explored and 
explained in the communities of Lakeville Middleborough Beckley and East Taunton Officials need to 
be made aware of 1raot opportunities and state areodes that may be helpful in the event that Phase 
One of South Coast Ball moves forward 

Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 

~ rw.~ 
Keiko M. Orrall 

State Representative 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

STATE HOUSE, BOSTON , MA 0 2133-1064 

PAUL A. SCHMID V ice Ch a irman 

REPRESENTAT IVE Committee on State A41 m inistration 
and Regulet of'"y Oversight 

Bn-1 BRISTOL DISTRICT 

Commi t tees: 
STATE HOUSE. ROOM 466 Public H e alth 

TEL: (617) 722-2017 Publl c Serv ice 
Paul.SctimlMMAhouse.gov Children, Fe m i lies en• 

Persons With D isabilities 

March 22, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs 
Attn: MEPA Office- Purvi Patel 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Re: Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement - South Coast Rail 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

r mm m ~ filfQllg support and ~ 2f_tM Massachusetts Department Qf 
Transportation's South Coast Rail Phase Approach as detailed and studied in the South Coast 
Rail Draft Sl!Pplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR). 

South Coast Rail has been in the research and design phase for almost two decades, as my 
constituents have patiently waited for implementation. While I recognize that there is a preferred 
"Stoughton Route" to many residents, I believe it is within the best interest of the South Coast 
region to move forward with Phase One via the "Middleborough Route" option. 

The full-build "Stoughton Route" still has major issues to overcome, including environmental 
impact research and permitting issues that will take many more years to address, time in which 
no building of the rail can be done. The "Middleborough Route" offers substantial benefits on 
multiple fronts for my constituents on the South Coast. 

The "Middleborough Route" can benefit the overall South Coast Rail Project greatly. As the 
''Middleborough Route" will be built using the phased approach, meaning that construction work 
can begin while the "Stoughton Route" is undergoing permitting. This means that construction of 

certain junctions, including the southern triangle, can be constructed and maintained for the 

ultimate full build without the need to wait for permitting and environmental studies. 


The major factor why I support the DSEIR in connection with Phase I is the overall cost. Up 

through March 2018, the Commonwealth, under three different administrations, has spent over 

$150 million on the South Coast Rail Project. The electrified, preferred route, the "Stoughton 

Route" has costs that continually rise and has been estimated to cost an extra $1.2 billion, an 

increase from $2.2 billion to $3.4 billion. Costs and other variables will only continue to rise as 
the project sits on the drawing board. However, this can be mitigated by using the "Middleboro 

Route" which could begin construction more quickly and be done at roughly a third of what the 

most recent costs were projected to be. 


Our constituents and the entire South Coast have waited many years for rail service and deserve 

expedient delivery on the Commonwealth's commitment. While the preferred "Stoughton 

Route" undergoes the process of permitting and legal navigation, I wholeheartedly support 

advancing early service on the "Middleborough Route". The "Middleborough Route" can bring 

service at a much lower cost and much quicker than waiting for the full build. I look forward to 

continue working with our partners and MassDOT throughout this project to address the 

concerns of my district as they may come, specifically the request for inclusion of an additional 

stop in the City ofFall River in Phase One. 


Thank you for your kind attention to the matter and please do not hesitate to reach out to me with 

any questions or concerns. 


Sincerely, 

~~ 5~~ 
PAUL A. SCHMID 
State Representative 

8th Bristol District 


t­
i 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1020 


VICE CHAIRMAN 
Public Safety and Homeland Security 

Joint Committees on :
Election Laws 

Revenue

Ways and Means 


ALAN SILVIA 
STATE REPRESENTATIVE 

7th BRISTOL D ISTRICT 

STATE HOUSE, ROOM 167 
TE L. (617) 722-2230 

D ISTRICT: (508) 567-6474 

Alan.Si lvia@MAhouse .! OV 


March 22, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA, 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Re: Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement- South Coast Rail 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing in strong sup_port of the Massachusetts Department of Transportation's South Coast 

Rail Phased Approach as outlined in the South Coast Rail Draft Suwlemental Environmental 
Impact Statement 

We in the South Coast had a Groundbreaking Ceremony twenty years ago and little progress has 
occurred except the need for Rail service to our community. The proposed project change, the 
"Middleboro route," would bring rail service to the South Coast faster and at a lower cost, while 
also advancing a phased approach to the preferred "Stoughton route." 

As costs continue to rise, the estimated cost of the electric "Stoughton route", most recently from 
its 2012 estimate of $2.2 billion to a projected $3.4 billion, and the critical issue is the 
Commonwealth has spent over $150 million on the South Coast Rail Project. Costs will inevitably 
continue to increase as we delay the construction. Projection show through the "Middleboro 
route," construction could begin sooner and at one-third of the most recent projected cost. 

The "Middleboro route"-Phase I-utilizes existing tracks, and requires the same track and station 
upgrades that are needed for the "Stoughton route". I have spoken with Mayor Jasiel Correia and 
a concern is a location suggested for an additional platform. We are in agreeance that placement 
of this platform at Battleship Cove would be beneficial for Fall River commuters and visitors. 
However, none of the upgrades can take place under the "Stoughton route" until all of the permits 

are obtained, which could take up to eight years. A phased approach allows construction to begin 
as the permitting process continues for the "Stoughton route," ensuring a smoother start to Phase 
2 of the project. 

The South Coast cannot wait until 2030 for rail service. The early service "Middleboro route" 
would bring rail service to the South Coast faster and at a better cost, while continuing to advance 
the "Stoughton route." The residents ofSoutheastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service 
to Boston. This service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and 
provide a host of economic opportunities to areas ofthe Southern triangle that have been promised 
rail service for so long. Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better 
access to medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that 
we need to see phase 1 of the South Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

I fully endorse the phased "Middleboro route" approach to the South Coast Rail Project and urge 
all involved to make this a reality for the residents ofSoutheastern Mass. Please do not hesitate to 
reach out to me with any questions or concerns. Thank you for your attention to this important 
matter. 

Sincerely, 

Alan Silvia 
State Representative 
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COMMITTEE 
Chairm an 

Tran sportati on 

WILLIAM M. STRAUS 
REPRESENTATIVE 

10TH BRISTOL DISTR ICT 


ROOM 134 

TE~ (617 ) 722-240 0 


DISTRICT OFFICE 

-Tel: {50 8 ) 992- 1260 


W iHlam.Straus@M Ahouse.gov 


March 22, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Re: 	 South Coast Rail DSEIR 

EEA# 14346 


Dear Secretary Beaton: 

I am writin~ to express my stron~ support for the proposed Phase I service route throu~h 
Midd!eborou~ as part of the South Coast Rail (SCR) Project as described and more thorou~y 
assessed in the DSEIR · I urge you to issue findings pursuant to MEPA regulation section 
I ) 08(8)(b) that deem and treat the draft SEIR as a final SEIR i;:oini;: forward I believe that the 
draft report has sufficiently addressed the issues raised in the notice ofproject change certificate, 
as well as comments raised by concerned stakeholders, and I have highlighted a number of 
particularly meaningful portions of the report below. 

Regional equity necessitates that the commonwealth seize the special opportunity presented by 
the availability ofthe Middleborough secondary line to provide rail service to Taunton and the 
South Coast years earlier than would otherwise be possible under the Stoughton alternative 
alone. The phased approach will provide greater mobility options to the only Gateway Cities 
within 50 miles of Boston that do not have access to regularly scheduled rail service. In 

addition, this provides significant environmental and operational benefits that will accrue to the 
commonwealth as a whole . 

From an environmental perspective, I echo the DSEIR's assessment and stress that Phase I poses 
none of the ecological and legal challenges that challenge the project north of Codey Junction; 
crucially, the project change does not require the granting of a variance. Phase 1 service would 
utilize only Tier 3 and potentially Tier 4 diesel locomotives, among the cleanest diesel 
locomotives available, and would eliminate 66,400 vehicle miles traveled per day. In total, early 
service will provide a substantial reduction of6,460 metric tons of greenhouse gases per year. 

Further, operational advantages that flow from the proposed improvements to the Middleborough 
secondary line independently support much ofthe marginal cost incurred. Upgrading the right of 
way to accommodate active passenger rail builds needed redundancy into the commuter rail 
system, which, as recent winters have demonstrated, is crucial to responding to weather-related 
and mechanical service disruptions. Future flooding levels experienced through the portion of 
the Hockomock Swamp contemplated for the Stoughton route would likely limit the train 
lines' functionality in the coming decades as a result ofclimate change. Moreover, the related 
station improvements at Pilgrim Junction -which, critically, allow for a one-seat ride from Fall 
River and New Bedford and trip times that are in line with other end stations in the state's 
commuter rail system, represent a sound investment with respect to someday also adding 
commuter rail service south to Buzzards Bay. 

In short, in light of these clear benefits, the logic ofphasing this project is undeniable; early work 
on the Southern Triangle will only serve to move up any projected completion date for the 
Stoughton build, given that permitting challenges are likely to push any full build start date well 
into the next decade. With the South Coast becoming increasingly isolated from the greater 
Boston area due to increasing congestion, I urge approval ofthe draft report so that the 
proponent may move to implementation ofdesign and construction. 

Sincerely, 

Rt. William M. Straus 
10 Bristol District 
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March 26, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 

I00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 


Re: Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement- South Coast Rail 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

I write in strong support of the Massachusetts Department of Transportation's South Coast Rail 
Phased Approach, as outline in the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Statement. As the Senate Chair of the Transportation Committee, I understand the need to 
expand rail service to each comer of the Commonwealth. Establishing a reliable and accessible 
transportation link will spur economic growth in the region of the South Coast. 

A modem and expanded transportation system is essential for the Commonwealth to remain an 
economic competitor and attract global businesses. U.S. News and World Report just ranked 
Massachusetts as being one of the most congested states in the country ( 47'1'). This project will 
enable south coast resident's a greater quality of life by reducing commute times and removing 
cars off the state highway system which is the single greatest contributor to greenhouse gas 
emissions. Further this project will create a link for south coast residents to Boston's job market. 

As a Senator representing the Greater Boston area I must stress the importance ofestablishing 
greater connectivity between these two regions. In the area I represent housing costs are some 
of the highest in the country and these costs are projected to continue to rise due to population 
growth. The two largest demographics in the Commonwealth are baby boomers and millennials. 
With nearly I million baby boomers retiring by 2030 and all millennials graduating in that same 
time period the demand for housing will be great. Expanding the transportation system, through 
projects like South Coast Rail, will also expand housing opportunity in cities and towns that now 
have a direct link to jobs. 

I understand that the South Coast Rail Project has been studied for many years and vetted 
through all appropriate levels of government. To date, the Commonwealth has spent over SJ 50 
million on the Project and has ensured that total impacts to vegetated wetlands under Phase I will 
account for less than 5,000 square feet. I appreciate MassDOT's continued stewardship to 
ensure that this project will have the least possible impact on wetlands and have considered all 
environmental impacts on the region. 

In closing, I appreciate the Baker Administration's commitment to establishing greater 
connectivity between Boston and the South Coast by way ofinfrastructure investment in rail. I 
encourage your office to review the DSEIR carefully so that this project will move forward in an 
expeditious manner. 

Please do not hesitate to reach out to me with any questions or concerns. Thank you for your 
attention to this important matter 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Fox, Jean (DOT) <Jean.Fox@dot.state.ma.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 1:56 PM 
To : Sarah Paritsky (Regina Villa Associates) 
Cc: Nancy Farrell (Reginavilla); Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: Comment from Sen. Menard 
Attachments: 20180227135705311.pdf 

Hi Sarah -

Attached is a comment letter from former Senator Joan Menard. She attended last week's meeting with 
the Secretary in Dartmouth. 

Jean C. Fox 
Project Manager, South Coast Rail 
MassDOT 
10 Park Plaza, Suite 4150 
85 7-368-8853 
857-600-8791 (cell) 

-----Original Message-----
From: donotreply@dot.state.ma.us (mailto:donotreply@dot.state.ma.us) 
Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 1:57 PM 
To : Fox, Jean (DOT) 
Subject: Message from "BOS-PLAN-RICOHl" 

This E-ma il was sent from "BOS-PLAN-RICOHl" (MP C5503). 

Scan Date: 02.27.201813:57:05 (-0500) 
Queries to: donotreply@dot.state.ma.us 

DSEIR Comment Form 

This sheet is provided for your comments on the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Report (DSEIR). Your input Is solicited and appreciated. Please return the sheet with your 
comments to a South Coast Rail staff member at the event, or mail to the following address by 
March 28, 2018, the last day comments are accepted: 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) EEA #14346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 
or fax: 617-626-1181 
email: purvi.patel@state.ma.us 
or via hand delivery 

MassDOTwould like to receive a copy of your letter, which you can email or mail to: 
Jean Fox (jean.fox@state.ma.us) 
MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 
Boston, MA 02116 

If you need more space, please use the reverse. 
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TELECOMMUNICATIONS, UTU.ITIES AND E.~1:KC'r 

SENATE Co~O,tlTil:t ON 
r usoNNU AND Am,ttN1STRATION 

SENATOR MARC R. PACHECO 
l'RESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 
First Ply111011tl1 n11d Bristol Distrid 

SrArEHouse,RooM 3128 
BOSTON, MA0:t133•1053 

TEL. (617) 72.:-1551 

M,\RC.PACHECo@MASENATl!.COV 

\\l\'I\V.MASENATI!.COV 

July 25, 2017 

Secretary Stephanie Pollack 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation 
IO Park Plaza, Suite 4160 
Boston, MA 02116 

Dear Secretary Pollack: 

I write to you to follow up on an oversight hearing about the South Coast Rail project by 
the Senate Committee on Global Warming and Climate Change dated June 27, 2017. Though 
many of my questions were answered at said hearing, several went unfortunately unanswered. 
At this hearing, your office offered to answer any follow-up questions that the committee had. 
am talcing this opportunity to request answers to the following questions: 

• What guarantees are in place that the administration will complete both phases of the 
South Coast Rail project? 

• Are there any processes in place that will bind the administration to completing the 
second phase of the South Coast Rail project? 

• ls there a possibility of developing a pilot program with innovative train technology, such 3 
as the use of hydrogen fuel cells, that would originate at the Dean Street Station? 

4 • Please outline the exact timeline for each step for completion of the overall process. 

• Why is there no money in the 5-year capital plan for construction of the Stoughton 5 
Route? Is there going to be money in the next capital plan for construction of the 
Stoughton route, as opposed to early action? 

20.06 • How many trains are going to be run along the Middleborough Secondary Line? How 
many trains would run once the Middleborough route is completed? What are the 20.07 
expected ridership numbers for the Middleborough Secondary Line once it is completed? 
What are the expected numbers after the Stoughton route is completed? What will the 

20.08 cost per rider be for Middleborough before and after the completion of the Stoughton 
Route? 

20.09 • What will the expected travel time be from both Fall River and New Bedford to Boston 
usinll the Middleborough Route? Usinll the Stoughton Route? 

• What effect will the addition of the Middleborough Secondary Line have upon rail 20.10 
service for the Cape? What limitations will this impose upon said route? 

• While the Corps has not yet signed off on a Decision of Record (DOR, pending the 30% 
design completion of the Stoughton Route from Taunton to Stoughton) on the FEIR/FEIS 
for the Stoughton Route, necessary for the issuance of a 404 Permit, the proposed station 
construction and rehabilitation of the Middleborough freight rail line in environmentally 
sensitive areas will require similar scrutiny and permitting. Middleborough is being 

20.11 touted as a quicker, more doable option. Does anyone expect a quick and easy route 
throullh the environmental permitting process? 

• The area of the freight line to be rehabilitated for the Middleborough Secondary Line was 
built decades ago. This area is now in proximity to critical habitat identified by The 
Nature Conservancy in their Habitat Protection Priorities for the Taunton River 
Watershed, including Critical Natural Landscapes (as documented by the state's Natural 
Heritage and Endangered Species Program). It is also in proximity to the greatest 
concentration of state certified coldwater fish resources (CFRs) in the Taunton River 
Watershed. CFRs are certified by the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife, 
and are classified as "Outstanding Resource Waters" (critical areas) under 314 CMR 
4.00. Some of the streams, tributaries, and associated wetlands flow or drain into the 
Wild & Scenic Taunton River. This project seems to be on a fast track through the 
MEPA (environmental review) process, even without the promised ridership data being 
delivered for public review (as promised in the fall of2016). That said. has all of the 

20.12 existinll environmental data referenced above been taken into account in the planninll and 
pennittin11 discussions for the Middleborou11h Secondary Line? 

20.13 • Why is the Middleborough Secondary Line still considered a practicable route when the 
Army Cor_ps of EnGineers has detennined "that there is no practicable alternative to the 
Stoui:hton Electric alternative which would have less adverse impact on the aquatic 
ecosystem. and also does not have other significant adverse environmental 
consequences."? 

20.14 • How does the Middleborough Secondazy Line address the Commonwealth's Sustainable 
Development Principles. the state's Greenhouse Gas initiatives. and our commitment to 
increasinll our local and CC!lional resiliency in the face of cHmate chanlle? What will the 
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addition of the diesel Middleboroui:h Secondazy Line do to the Commonwealth's 
Greenhouse Gas emissions? 

• Ultimately what are we looking at in a fair and equitable assessment of the Stoughton 
Route and Middleboroui:h Secondary Line? Is it just a total cost figure? Is it a perceived 
timeline? Is it a cost per trip as a comparison /Stoughton's 40 trips to the 
Middleboroui:h's 4)? Has there been any comparison done on the economic 
development social and environmentaljustice aspects of both of these options? Does 
this type of comparison still justify a Middleborough Secondazy Line for the short tenn. 
with a promise of a Stoui:hton Route as a Phase n which may never be delivered? Or, 
does a fair and equitable comparison of these options show that Middleborough is just 
''takini: people for a ride," i:ivini: them somethini: that's better than nothini: in order to 
deliver on a long overdue promise? 

6
 • What specific areas of the Stoughton Route are of concern for flooding? Are there any 
flooding concerns with the Middleborough Secondazy Line? 

17 • Where is the new commuter rail station expected to be located in East Taunton? What 
efforts will be made to i:et people from the heart of Taunton to the new East Taunton 
station2 

• Why is the Green line extension beini: completed before South Coast Rail when much of 
that area's potential ridership already has access to public transportation? 

I would appreciate a prompt response to the preceding questions. If you require any 
clarifications on any of these questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office. 

Sincerely, 

Marc R. Pacheco 
Senate President Pro Tempore 

SENATOR MICHAEL J. RODRIGUES 
First Bri$lol t1nd Plynroutli Dislrk t 

STATE HOUSE, ROOM 1090 
BOSTON, MA 02133-1053 

TEL: (617) 722•1114 
FAxc (617) 722-1498 

M1cKAEt.Roo1uc;uES@MAsENA -re.cov 
www.MASENATE.COV 

March 12, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA, 
Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Re: Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement- South Coast Rail 

To Whom It May Concern: 

21.01 I write in strong sup_port of the Massachusetts Department ofTrans.portation's South Coast Rail 

Phased Approach, as outlined in the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Statement. 

The need for South Coast Rail continues to grow, though little progress has been made over the 
past twenty years since the project's Groundbreaking Ceremony. The proposed project change, 
the "Middleboro route," would bring rail service to the South Coast faster and at a lower cost, 
while also advancing a phased approach to the preferred "Stoughton route." 

To date, the Commonwealth has spent over $150 million on the South Coast Rail Project. The 
estimated cost of the elec1ric "Stoughton route" continues to rise, most recently from its 2012 
estimate of $2.2 billion to a projected $3.4 billion. Costs will inevitably continue to increase as 
we delay the construction start time. Through the "Middleboro route," construction could begin 
years earlier and at one-third of the most recent projected cost. 

The "Middleboro route" - Phase I-utilizes existing tracks, and requires the same track and 
station upgrades that are needed for the "Stoughton route." However, none of the upgrades can 
take place under the "Stoughton route" until all of the pennits are obtained, which could take up 

WJe &mmunfue11lt4 nf~11ss11i:4mieffs 
MASSACHUSETIS SENATE 

MAJORll"Y WHIP 
Chairmn11 

SENATE CO~O,UTTEE ON EnilCS 

DISTRICT OFFICES 

ONE GOVERNMENT CENTER 

RoOM2J5 
FALL RIVER, MA 02722 

TEL, (5o8) 646-0650 
Fu (;o8)646-o656 

SoMERSET TOWN HALL 

140 Wooo STREET 

5oMEXSET, MA 02-726 
TEL. {5o8) 673-il4o8 
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to eight years. A phased approach allows construction to begin as the permitting process 
continues for the "Stoughton route," ensuring a smoother start to Phase 2 of the project. 

The South Coast cannot wait until 2030 for rail service. The early service "Middleboro route" 
would bring rail service to the South Coast faster and at a better cost, while continuing to 
advance the preferred "Stoughton route." For these reasons, and many more, I fully endorse the 
phased "Middleboro route" approach to the South Coast Rail Project. 

Please do not hesitate to reach out to me with any questions or concerns. Thank you for your 
attention to this important matter. 

Sincerely, 

f:!:f.P~~ 
STATE SENATOR 

~qe @:umm11nfue11ltq 11f~11ss1n~lfusetts 
MASSACHUSETTS SENATE 

SENATOR WALTER F. TIMILTY 
Norfolk. Bristol nnd Plymo11lh Ojsfricl 

STATE HOUSE, ROOM 2138 
BOSTON, MA02 13 ) •lOS3 

TEL. (617) 722-1643 
FAX. (617) 722-1s22 

WALTER. TtMIL TY«MASENATE,GOV 

www.MAsENATE,COV 

March 20, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 

EEA#14346 
100 Cambridge Street. Suite 
Boston, MA02114 
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22.01 I would like to take this 0pp0nunity to 0utHne my staunch 0ppc>siJ100 tQ the propc>sed Stought00 Straight Alternative 
als0 ko0wo as the Full Build Prolect. fQr the SQuth Coast Rail Project I stand io firm SQHdarity with the citizens Qf the 
ce1i0n. including the residents 0( SJ0ughton East0n and Cant00 in 0ppc>slti0n to this propc>sal I stand with these towns 
in faYQr of the Middlebom Alternative remaioins the Iona-term Solution for the pmvision of commuter rail service to the 
SQuth Coast 

The Full Build Project will pose a detrimental disruption to the towns in the region. In Stoughton, the rail line would run 
in close proximity to residential neighborhoods, a school, and local businesses. In Easton, the rail line would run through 
the areas in and around the North Easton Village, a nationally recognized historic district. In both of these instances, the 
required infrastructure would severely Impact the aesthetics of the downtown districts, all but negating the substantial 
Investment that both the town themselves and the Commonwealth have invested in revitalization efforts. In addition, 
while the proposals do call for sound barriers and other noise mitigation measures, these plans fall far short of what 
Stoughton, Easton, and Canton consider sufficient. Therefore, additional noise mitigation efforts would be necessary, 
particularly in areas of high population density. 

Secondly, the Massachusetts Department of Transportation acknowledges in the Draft Supplemental Environment 
Report that the Phase 1 (Middleboro Alternative) impacts to state and federal wetland resources will be dramatically 
less significant than the potential impacts posed by the Full Build Project. This poses considerable concerns regarding 
the Impact of the Full Build Project, given the proposal to build a two-mile railroad trestle over the Hockomock Swamp. 
While Phase 1 of the project will not require the procurement of any Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act (WPA) 
variances, It has been estimated that the Full Build Project will require nine WPA variances, suggesting notable effects 
on the area wetlands. 

In order to protect the safety of the region's residents, to preserve the integrity of downtown historic districts, and to 
mitigate the environmental Impacts while still providing commuter rail access to the South Coast, I urge you to support 
the Middleboro Alternative as the long-term solution for the South Coast Rall Project. 
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Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you for your time and your 
consideration. 

State Senator 
Norfolk. Bristol & Plymouth District 

Meier, Julia 

To: Chabot, Trey 
Subject: RE: [External] FW: Cape Cod Commuter Rail Service in the South Coast Rail Study 

From: Glenn Cannon [mailto:gcannon@capecodcommission.orgJ 
Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2018 9:26 AM 
To: Fox, Jean (DOT) 
Cc: Kersten, James A. (DOT) 
Subject: Cape Cod Commuter Rail Servioe in the South Coast Rail Study 

Hi Jean, 

Do you have a summary for the impact that the South Coast Rail Study has on Cape Cod (please see the inquiry 

below from the Cape Cod Times) . 

23.01 What are the next steps for Commuter Rail to Buzzards Bay in Bourne? 

Thanks 

Glenn Cannon 
Director ofTechnical Services 
3225 Main Street, P.O. Box 226 
Barnstable, MA 02630 
(508) 362 - 3828 

From: Genter, Ethan [mailto:egenter@capecodonline.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 07, 2018 5:29 PM 
To: Glenn Cannon <gcannon@capecodcommission.org> 
Subject: SCR 

Hey Glenn, 

I am reading through the DSEIR that MassDOT just released and see a few Cape Cod mentions. I wanted to get your take 
on what it means for us down here, if anything at all. 
I've only read about halfway through but it sounds like the Middleboro secondary route is the preferred Phase 1 route, 
which seemed like it was what most Cape people were hoping for . 

I'll be around tonight and tomorrow if you get a chance. 

Cheers, 
Ethan Genter 
Reporter, Cape Cod Times 
egenter@capecodonline.com 
508-916-0409 

This message may contain confidential and/or privileged infonnation. If you are not the intended recipient or authorized to 
receive this for the intended recipient, you must not use, copy, disclose or take any action based on this message or any 
infonnation herein. If you have received this message in error, please advise the sender immediately by sending a reply e­
mail and delete this message. Thank you for your cooperation. 
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TOWN O F EASTON 
MASSACHUSETTS 

D/fiae. oftfu. Clown d/JminW,ato, 

March l, 2018 

Matthew A. Beaton 
Secretary, Energy and Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Re: 	 South Coast Rail - Easton, Massachusetts 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

These comments are submitted on behalf of the Easton Board of Selectmen in response to the 
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Repo11 (DSEIR), South Coast Rail Project Phase 1 
filed with the Executive Otlice of Energy and Environmental Affairs. At a meeting held on 
February 26, 2018 the Board of Selectmen voted its continued opposition to the Stoughton 
alternative altogether and expressed its support of the Middleboro alternative as the long-tenn 
solution to provide commuter rail service to the South Coast. 

The Town of Easton, through the Board of Selectmen, have documented in past comments its 
concerns the impacts the Stoughton Alternative will have on the town. Those concerns remain 
and are summarized here: 

The existing Maio Street overpass wj)) not accommodate double-decker train cars and 
would need to be reconstructed so that there is no material grade change along Main 
Street itself An at-grade crossing or an improved overpass with a si~ificant rise from 
current grade is not acci:ptable Either would negate the economic boost this area is 
realizing as a result of the millions ofrevitalization dollars invested by the town and 
Commonwealth. 

• 	 The activated rail line and its attendant catenary wires signaling and crossing 
infrastructure wjJI have a severe visual impact on the town especiaJly the historic 
districts io and around North Easton Vj))age As noted in the previous bunet the town has 
spent millions of dollars revitalizing this area with significant assistance from the 
Commonwealth Impacts to these historic districts would need to be appropriately 
mitigated. 

• 	 Sound ba1Tiers and other noise mitigation measures would be required in areas ofhigh 
residential density along the Hne in addition to the locations proposed in the FEIR 

The Middieboro alternative achieves the goal ofproviding commuter rail service to Fan 
River and New Bedford at a lower cost and with less environmental impact The DSEIR 

1 

does not provide a fun cost analysis comparing the cost ofFun Build to the fun cost of 
Phasine the project (i e Phase 1 fonowed by construction of the Stouehton to Taunton 
connection} Both a DSEJR Fact Sheet (available on the South Coast Rail website} and 
the DSEJR itself state significant saviow, wj)) be realized by constrncting the Midd!eboro 
connection to the Southern Triangle sooner than would be possible for the Fun Build 
Once constructed it would seem the Midd!eboro Alternative has met the project's goal 
and the Stoui:hton Alternative will be unnecessary. 

Enclosed with this letter are copies of the comment letters previously submitted and which detail 
the Town's concerns and the mitigation measures necessary to protect the safety ofEaston's 
residents, preserve the integrity ofEaston's nationally recognized historical districts and protects 
the nascent revitalization ofEaston's downtown. 

Thank you for your consideration ofEaston's concerns. We ask that the Middleboro Alternative 
be the pennanent solution to providing the South Coast to Boston connection. 

s·f · 
r Read 


o 1 Administrator 


enclosures 

cc: Easton Board of Selectmen 
Senator Walter F. Timilty 
Senator Michael D. Brady 
Representative Claire D. Cronin 
Representative Shaunna O"Connell 
Stephanie Danielson, Director of Planning & Economic Development 
David Field, Director of Public Works 
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April 3, 2017 

Matthew A. Beaton 
Secretary, Energy and Environmental Affairs 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 Boston, 
MA 02114 

Re: South Coast Rail - Easton, Massachusetts 

TOWN OF EASTON 
MASSACHUSETTS 

~,y-9~~~~ 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

These comments are submitted by the Easton Board of Selectmen (Selectmen) in response to the 
Notice of Project Change filed for the South Coast Rail project with the Executive Office of 
Energy and Environmental Affairs. At a meeting held on April 3, 2017 the Selectmen voted its 
continued opposition to the Stoughton alternative altogether and expressed its support of the 
Middleboro alternative as the long-term solution to provide commuter rail service to the South 
Coast. The Middleboro alternative achieves the goal of providing commuter rail service to Fall 
River and New Bedford at a lower cost and with less environmental impact. 

The Town of Easton, through the Board of Selectmen, has documented in past comments its 
concerns that the impacts the Stoughton Alternative will have on the town. Those concerns 
remain and are summarized here: 

• The existing Main Street overpass will not accommodate double-decker train cars and 
would need to be reconstructed so that there is no material grade change along Main 
Street itself. An at-grade crossing or an improved overpass with a significant rise from 
current grade is not acceptable. Either would negate the economic boost this area is 
realizing as a result of the millions ofrevitalization dollars invested by the town and 
Commonwealth. 

• The activated rail line and its attendant catenary wires, signaling and crossing 
infrastructure will have a severe visual impact on the town, especially the historic 
districts in and around North Easton Village. As noted in the previous bullet the town has 
spent millions of dollars revitalizing this area, with significant assistance from the 
Commonwealth. Impacts to these historic districts would need to be appropriately 
mitigated. 

Sound barriers and other noise mitigation measures would be required in areas of high 
residential density along the line, in addition to the locations proposed in the Final 
Environmental Impact Report (FEJR). 

Enclosed are copies of the comment letters detailing these concerns and the mitigation measures 
that would be necessary to protect the safety of Easton 's residents, preserve the integrity of 

CONNOR READ 
.:\cting T own Administrator 

I S6 Elm Street 
North Easton, MA O~S.'56 

{508) 230-05 10 
Fax (50 8) 2!18~0519 

\\'WW.{·ilStllll.l'Olll 
DAVID A. COLTON 
Town Administrator 

September 27, 2016 

Matthew A. Beaton 
Secretary, Energy and Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Bmton, MA 02114 

Re: South Coast Rail - Easton. Massachusetts 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

TOWN OF EASTON 
MASSACHUSE T TS 

Df(ia, of tht Clown df-dmcni.t-,ato, 

During the recent public input session on the South Coast Rail project, MassDOT representatives 
provided an update on the progress of the project. The audience was informed design and 
permitting for the Stoughton Alternative would continue at the same time steps would be taken 
to develop the Middleboro Alternative. Just prior to the session staff was told the Middleboro 
Alternative was intended to be a temporary option that would allow access from Fall River/New 
Bedford to Boston sooner than the projected date for completing the Stoughton Alternative. 
During the session, MassDOT representatives did would not conunit one way or another when 
asked outright if the Middleboro Alternative might replace the Stoughton Alternative. 

At a meeting held September 26, 2017 the Easton Board of Selectmen voted unanimously 
its opposition to the Stoughton alternative and support the Middleboro alternative as the 
preferred option. 

In addition to reiterating the concerns the town has expressed in previous comment letters as 
24.05 summarized below, there is concern that ambiguity as to whether the SouthCoast Rail will be 

corning through Easton will adversely affect the decision of businesses and potential 
homeowners to locate in Easton. The town, with financial support from the Commonwealth, has 
made significant investments over the pasJ several years to attract new and re-development 
projects to the areas identified as Priority Development Areas in the SouthCoast Corridor Plan. It 
would seem from both a fiscal and expediency standpoint, the Stoughton Alternative should be 
put on hold while the feasibility of the Middleboro Alternative is further evaluated. 

Should the Stoughton route continue to be preferred, the town believes the SouthCoast Rail will 
create significant impacts that will need to be addressed and mitigated: 

• The Main Street overpass must be reconstructed so that there is no material grade change 
along Main Street itself. An at-grade crossing or an improved overpass with a significant 
rise from current grade is not acceptable. Either would negate the economic boost this 

1 

136 £fm dlmt, Ea.ton, .d¢.d/- 02356 ( 508} 230-0510 fax ( 508} 230-0519 daafton® «uion.ma.u• 
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TOWN OF EASTON 
MASSACHUSETTS 

<Dffi,,, ofif., Clown dldmwsbuito, 

DAVJD A. COLTON 
Town AdminJllrator 

January 28, 2014 

Jean c. Fox 

Project Manager, South Coast Rall 

Massachusetts Department of Transportation 

10 Park PIila, Suite 4150 

Boston, MA 02116 


Re: 	 South Coast Rall MltlutJoo - Easton Massachusetts 

Dear Ms. Fox, 

Thenk v,,u for meeting with us last week to discuss our outstandlns concerns relative to the South Coast Rall 
Project. During the meeting Chairwoman Corona, Planning Director Anderson and I summarized measures 
we see as critical to addressing the Important outstanding unmitigated Impacts on our community from the 
propOHd South Coast Rall project. 

Finl, the Town sought and received confirmation that the rail line will pass underneath Main Street with no 
material arade change along Main Street Itself. Since neither an at-grade crossing nor slgnlflcantly raising the 
Main StreetBrldsels acceptable to the Town we are pleased to learn that the 18' 6" clearance required for 
eleetnflcatlon will not adversely Impact the Main Street crossing. 

Related to our flm concern, the activated rail line and Its attendant catenary wires, signaling and crossing 
lnfnstructure would have a severe visual Impact on the town, especially the historic districts In and around 
Noith Easton village. In recent years the town has spent millions of dollars revitalizing this area, with 
srgnlllcant assistance from the Commonwealth, - partnering In the restoration of the Ames Shovel Works as a 
mixed-Income residential complex, acquiring the Governor Ames Estate as a community park, and rebuilding 
Main Street, among other efforts. While we appreciate your assurances that all appropriate measures will be 
taken to lessen the Impact we remain skeptical, particularly about the Impact on the historic H.H. Richardson 
train station, which currently houses the Easton Historical Society. 

Since overhead wires for the train seem to be a foregone conduslon, mitigating the Impact should Include 
mo,lng eKlstlng utility wires undersround at other hlstorlcally significant locations In North Easton VIiiage, 
and by guaranteeing high-quality materials and design for train-related structures- lncludlng a smaller No"h 
Easton Village station and platform congruent with abutting historic resources - and by working with the 
Town on the design and placement of landscaping and of train-related Infrastructure lncludlng fencing. 
catenary poles, signal boxes, and traffic barriers. We understand a smaller platform would require state and 
federal waivers, but believe they are worth pursuing so that this area of crltlcal historic Importance Is not 
compromised by a raised, BOO foot long platform. 

Second, Washington Street's (Route 138) Intersections with both Bm Street and with Union Street have both 
been Identified as high crash locations with recommendations for traffic signals In the 2007 Easton State 
Numbered Routes Study, performed by Old Colony Planning Council (OCPC). Because of safety concerns at 

1 
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TOWN OF EASTON 
MASSACHUSETTS 

rD(f1.c, of tt, Clown dfdnwzl.i..ato, 

DAVZD A. COLTON 
Town Admillrtnlor 

October 25, 2013 

Alan Anachecka-Nasemann 

Senior Project Manager 

Regulatory Division, Permits and Enforcement Branch 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

696 Virginia Road 

Concord, MA 01742-2751 


Secretary Richard K. Sullivan 

Executive Office of Energy and Envlronmental 'Affalrs 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

Attn MEPA Office: Pu~li Patel 


Re: 	 NAE-2007-00698 
EEA # 14346, South Coast Rall Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report 

Dear Mr. Anacheka-Nasemann and Secretary Sullivan: 

The Town of Easton Is writing to provide CXJmments on the FinaIEnvironmental Impact 
Statement/Report (FEIS/FEIR) for the South Coast Rall project. Selection of the 
Stoughton Electric Alternative as the LEDPA will result In significant impacts on the Town 
of Easton. While the FEIR/FEIS provided a great deal more Information than the 
DEIR/DEIS, the full Impact of the project will not be known until the design phase of the 
project commences. Therefore, the Town of Easton expects to be Integrally Involved Ir: 
design phase. The following comments hlshllght the Town's most crltlcal concerns. 

Publl, Safety 
The FEIR/FEIS discusses the measures the MBTA wlll take to ensure public safety at 
grade aosslngs. The measures are both physical and educational, Physical measures 
Include gates ( designed to break away for emergency vehicles as necessary), bells, 
slgnage and markings, Illumination, sounding horns, relocation of utlllty poles as needed 
and guardrails as needed. Education measures wlll be conducted during~ 
early construction: 

South Coast Rail FEIR/FEIS Review 	 J 1 
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• 	 Uasrade Vt1il2D Street {Brockton town line to Route 138)- lnstallatlon of traffic 
signals 

• 	 Jraff/c tmurovements at the intersection of Route 138 and Route 123 - the 
Installation of traffic signals 

The FEIR/FEIS generally does not propose additional lnirastructure to support bicyclists 
or pedestrians Indicating that most of the Infrastructure needed to support bicyclists or 
pedestrians currently exists and wlll not be Impacted by the project. However 1t does 
propose pavement markings and signage Improvements at the Main, Lincoln and 
BarRlght-of-Way Streets Intersection. 

~ 
The FEIR/FEIS proposes to Install new traffic signals at Route 138 and Union Street and 
Route 138 and Elm Street and signal timing adjustments at the intersect/an afRoute 138 
and Roche Bros. Plaza and the Intersection ofRoute 138 and Route 123. A loaJ/ 40R 
development project Includes enhancing the Intersection ofRoute 138 ond Route 123 to 
address safety and traffic Issues. The report also Indicates Improvements to facll/tote 
vehicular movement ond pedestrian travel at the Main Street and Center Street 
Intersection wl/1 be provided. The Town ofEaston believes it Is essential, due to eit/stlng 
congestion and hazards at the Union Street and Elm Street Intersections, that the signals 
be lnstolled and that the proposed Improvements at the Intersection ofMain Street and 
Center be mode. 

The FEIR/FEIS projects 240 and 180 blcyde/pedestrlan trips per day respectively at the 
North Easton station and the Easton VIiiage station. The FEIR/FEIS slates the majority of 
the Infrastructure needed to support pedestrian and blcyc/e access to both proposed 
stations eldsts currently and would no( be adversely Impacted by the change In number 
ofpedestrians and blcycl/sts. Cu"ent/y sldewol~ do not eldst along route 138, 
dedicated, marked oreven shared blcycl/ng lanes do not eitlst along 138 and bicycle 
maneuvering markings at Intersections do not exist. 

The Easton VIiiage Station Is proposed to be a "kiss and drop• station and Is not Intended 
to accommodate commuterparking. It Is unrealistic to eitpect that commuters w/11 not 
park on the surrounding streets and In the area parking lots. Mitigation needs to Include 
installation ofslgnage andfundingfor enforcement activity. 

The Town of Easton asked for addltlonal details abOl!t traffic calming mentioned In the 
DEIS/DEIR and commented that MossDOT, In coordination with regional transit 
providers, should work to eitpOnd orcreate bus routes to the new ra/1 stations. The 
Response to Comments states MassDOT will work with the Town ofEaston during the 
design phase to determine what measures wl/1 be taken. 

South Coast Rail PEIR/PBIS Review 

historical properties are Immediately acljacent to the RIGHT-OF-WAY or In very close 
proximity. Homes on Arthur, Holmes, linden and King Street will all be affected by the 
sounding of horns and the Idling of trains entering and standing at the Easton VIiiage 
station. Since de-activation of the old rail line new homes have been constructed In 
close proximity to the abandoned RIGHT-OF-WAY. 

The Town of Easton commented In the DEIR/DEIS that no whistles or horns be sounded 
at grade crossing. The FEIR/ !'EIS notes that sounding horns at crossings provides the 
highest degree of protection against vehicular/train collisions, but does reference an 
option for reducing train hom noise impacts under FRA regulations (49 CFR Parts 222 
and 22) which would allow "quiet zones" at grade crossings to be established with the 
addition of other safety measures to offset the use of horns. The Town of Easton 
understands this mitigation altematlve requires numerous government agencies, 
Including the local municipality to work together, but would expect MassDOT to actively 
assist the Town In the process of estabftshlns these zones. 

9Poo space and Land Acquisition 
Table 4.2-3 Stoughton Alternatives: land Acquisition lndl::ates Easton wlli lose .2 acre 
(one parcel), plus another 1.1 acre (one parcel) for Traction Power Facilities associated 
with the Stoughton electric alternative. In another section It states 0.50 acre of 
conservation land In the Hockomock Swamp ACEC (consisting of 0.50 acre of the 
Southeast Regional Vocational Tech School sports fields), In and owned by the Town of 
Easton However, the Response to Comments states that Easton conservation land 
would not be acquired for the Stoughton or Whittenton Alternatives. The FEIR/FEIS, as 
quoted above, clearly Indicates public lands will be acquired :n Easton. 

Comments 
The FEIR/FEIS needs to be revised andclearly Indicate whether Easton public open space 
w/11 need to be acquired and how that acquisition will be mitigated. 

Natural Resources / Wetlands 
The FEIS/FEIR Indicates wetland resources were confirmed through ANORAD filings. As 
noted In the report, the Easton Conservation Commission did not confirm the resource 
areas and asuperseding Order of Resource Area Delineation was Issued by Mass DEP. 

0mmmt 
The Superseding Order of Resource Areo Delineation upheld the Eoston Conservation 
Commission confirmation ofonly thefol/owing wetland resource areas within the MBTA 
rlght-ofway: Bordering Vegetated Wetlands, Vegetated Wetlands, Land Under Water 
and Bank. Bordering and Isolated Land Subject to Flooding resources were not 
confirmed, as they were not represented on the play byfield survey and were only rough 
estimates of the limits of these resource areas. Resource areas outside the right-of-way, 
but within the 100' buffer zone of the right-of-way were notshown on the plans and thus 
were not confirmed. The Conservation Commission eitpects the plans that wl/1 be 

South Coast lull FEIR/PEIS Review 
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• 	 The ptoposed project does not involve ony components that would result In the 
contomlnotlon ondsubsequent disuse ofdrinking water wells. 

The air quality analysis described In Chapter 4.9 demonstrated that the aerial 
deposit/an of diesel engine train emissions Is not a substantlal sourai ofpallutlon 
of water resources {wetlands} because ofthe very low concentrations of 
pollutants In the vicinity of the train track 

Comment; 


Coples of the VMP and YOP need to be provided to the Town each year for review a11d 

approval. Under no clrcumstarn:e shtJuld herbicides be opp/led within the wellhead 

protection areas. 


eonclysfon 
The Town of Easton Is extremely concerned about the potential Impacts associated with 
the Stoughton Alternative. As noted above, this alternative will have significant impacts 
regarding public safety and to the Town's natural and built environment. We believe the 
concerns that have been expressed in this letter must be fully addressed. 

Please feeWee to contact me if you have apy questions. 

I i \ 1' 

t I ; / ' 
11ncerelyl I j ·\ \ J 
' : f { ' I .,.... I' I/ ! \ ·, , 1! \ If \ I\ ~T.. \: .... ,....,_;,-;:-... ·~., 

' \ ,'\ •.. ,· · I \ •· t 
' , ' ""' · •. \ . ..f \l 	.,,__ . .._, / ': . ~"' \ /'• 

1 \····" ... ! 
David Colton \ 

Town Administrator 


Cc: 	 Ken Kimmell, Commissioner DEP 

Karen Adams, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Jean Fox, MassOOT 

Senator Brian Joyce 

Senator Thomas Kennedy 

State Representative A1111elo O'Emllla 

State Representative Claire Cronin 

State Representative Christine Canavan 

Raynham Selectmen 

Stoughton Selectmen 
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'tO'WN OF EASTON 

HISTORICAL COMMISSION 

October 25. 2013 

Alan Aiachecka-Nasemann 
Senior Project Manager 
Regulatory Division, Permits and Enforcement Branch 
U.S. Arny Corps of Enrlneers 
696 Vl'!fnla Road 
Concord, MA 01742-2751 

Secret1ry Richard K. Sullivan 
Executive Office of Enersv and Environmental Affairs 
100 ClmbrldgeStreet, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 
Attn W!PA Office: Punll Patel 

Re: 	 NAe-2007.()0698 
EEA # 14346, South Coast Rall Draft Envlronmental Impact Statement/Report 

Dear Mr. Anacheka-Nasemann and Secretary Sullivan: 


The Easton Hlstorlcal Commission Is wrltlrti to provide comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Repon 

(FEIS/f:IR) for the South Coast Rall projett. The Town of Easton Is welHnown for Its rich historic past. The Town has four 

National Register Districts and one Local Historic District.Selection of the Stoughton Electric Alternative as the LED PA has 

the abmv to slgnlftcantly Impact to Easton's hlsturical and cultural resources. The foilowlngcomments are provided for 

your r:«slderallon. 


Historic Resources 

The hli!Orlcal areas with documented and potential adverse Impacts Include: 


• 	 The North Easton Historic District with about 160 properties and 6 historic landscapes -the report Indicate• that 
the rail bed and associated features In this historic district Is also National Resister elalble as a contributing 
property. 

• 	 The potential National Resister District In the Holmes-Linden Street area with 78 properties. 
• 	 The potentlal National Resister District that lndudes the Center Street and Jenny Lind Street neighborhoods With 

approxtmately 343 properties. 
These ti.ree nelghborhoocn taken together form a rare, mostly Intact 19., century industrial vfllage. 

Outsldt of North Easton there are two other potential historic districts: 
• 	 The Easton Center District with 120 properties. This area Includes buildings that once formed the civic and religious 

heart of the town. 
• 	 The Hayward-Pool Neighborhood with the remains of the Pool family Instrument company and historic farms and 

cranberry boi;s. 

While the Easton Historical Commission applauds the level of detaH In the current report and II> attempt to quantify 
hlstori~ visual, noise, and vibrational Impacts, we wish to state at the outset that not all value can be expressed In dollars 
and that where a dollar analysis and aesthetics or hlstorlcal value conflicts 11 may be worthwhile to Incur reasonable 
additional costs, 
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• 	 Fencing from Elm Street to Main Street should be appropriate to the 19" century focus of the historic district. 
Chain link should ba replaced with a wroul!llt Iron fence (or asimilar pattern With modern metal materials). Nearby 
examples of this type offenclng are available at Unity aose, the Uncoln Street IntermediateSchool, and Spring 
HIii. 

• 	 Street lighting In the Nonh Easton Historic District should be In keepl..i with the North Easton Revltallzatlon plan 
for replica 19"' century fights. 

• 	 Due to the Impact ofthe catenarles In an electrlt attematlve and the restructuring of the bridge at Main Street in 
any alternative, the MBTAshould asree to finance the burying of electrlcel and telephone lines within the North 
Easton Historic District. {THE LATEST ITERATION OF WAYNE'S IDEA. HE ORIGINALLY SUGGESTED only ALONG THE 
ROUTE OF lliE MAIN STREET REVITAUZATION. SOMETHING OF ACOMPROMISE WOULD BE MNN STREET, OLIVER 
STREET, AND MECHANIC ST./SULLIVAN AVE. ONE MIGHT THINK ASTRONG CASE COULD BE MADE FOR THE LATIER 
'IWO STREfrS AS THEY PARALLEL THE CATENARIES.) 

• 	 In general the EHC requests that all aosslng equipment be as unobtrusive as possible In the Noith Easton 
Hlstorlcal District commensurate with Its function for safety and the elfmtnation of the use of horns. The EHC ,,,m 
be asking for mitigation of avoidable noise pollutlon from train horns throughout Easton In the noise polluttan 
section af this memorandum. 

• 	 safety needs for a no horn approach may llmtt options to reduce the vt,ual Impact of the crossing at Ollver Street. 
Howevtr, the EHC would like to propose that sisnellng equipment be located north of the crossing at Olivet Street 
rather than on the south side near the historic station. Further the EHC would requllt that the 8x8 shed ar •stanat 
bungalow" required at the crossing should be constructed In amaterial consistent with the surraundlns historic 
buildings. Stone or stone veneer would be appropriate If the shed were located near the Handle Shop. If wood Is 
the materla I of choice, It ts believed that the Hlstorical Society has a photosraph of a small crossing guard shed that 
might be an appropriate model. 

• 	 The EHC requests that crossing equipment at Elm Street meet the same requirements as those for Oliver Street 
although modem crossing signal equipment, If located north of the aosslng could be saeened bv landscaping 

• 	 Rather than ahigh fuft~enath covered platform at the proposed station In North Easton Villaae, asingle-car-length 
cowred platform with an ADA-compliant switchback ramp - as Is used at several other MBTA commuter reil 
stations on the Needham Line, for example might be more appropriate. During rush hours all the train doors are In 
use, while during lower-ridership times only doors at the platform are In use tmeanlnathe MBTA needs fewer staff 
to monitor tickets and such during those times). This srnaler platform option might have a less lntrustw Impact on 
the surrounding historic resources. 

• 	 llitS IS WAYNE'S EXCELLENT IDEA. HE HAS AN EXAMPLE WHICH HE SENT TO YOU YESTERDAY. 

• 	 The proposed new station would lncludaa canopy, apedestrian ramp and a hist, lewl platform on the westem 
slae of the track. The EHC requests that any canopy be constructed In the design and materials of the orlglnal 
canopies that were attached to the H. H. Richardson Old COiony Rallro.ad Stetlon. Any detalllng of the platform or 
ramp that could dttmphaslze Its modern appearance or enhance a Late Victorian effect such as I wroul!llt Iron 
rolling would also help minimize the visual Impact of the new statlon. 

• 	 Chapter 4.5 notes that •a passenaer drop-off location would be provided at die historic train depot parking lot east 
of Iha tracks.• The Easton Historical Society belleves Itself In possession of a letter from the MBTA that states their 
lot wlN not be used.This Issue of use and Its magnitude needs to be addressed. 1tle EHC and the Historical Society 
belleve that neither the Issue of parlclng /'Drive and Drop' at Iha Old Colony Railroad Station nor parking and 
traffic on the streets adjacent to It have been adequately addressed. This Is an Issue ofboth visual Impact and 
safety. 

Othar lllllllll lmpactt Along the Route 
Away from the old station and shovel works Ea5ton Is a suburban and rural community with many historic homes that are 
fisted on the National Register or, based on numerous surveys lncludlng the present one, are elflllble for the Register. 

TOWN OF EASTON 
MASSACHUSETTS 

iDffla, oft~, Clown afl.Jmini.•l•aio, 

DAVID A, COLTON 

Town Administrator 

May 27, 2011 

Alan Anachecka-Nasemann 
Senior Project Manager 
Regulatory DlvlslOn, Permits and Enforcement Branch 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

696 Virginia Road 

Concord, MA 01742-2751 


Secretary Richard K. Sullivan 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 
Attn: Aishng O'Shea, MEPA Office 

Re: EEA If 14346, South Coast Rail Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report 

Dear Mr. Anacheka-Nasemann and Secretary Sulllvan: 

The Town of Easton ls writing to provide comments on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Report (DEIS/DEIR) for the South Coast Rall project. While the Information 
provided In the DEIS/DEIR does not seem to clearly demonstrate that project 
altematlves within the Stoughton corridor are the Least Envlronmentally Damaging 
Practicable Alternative (LEDPA), In the DEIS/DEIR, the Massachusetts Department of 
Transportation (MassDOT) Identifies the Stoughton family of alternatives as the 
preferred a>rrldor for the project. The selection of an alternative within this corridor as 
the LEDPA would have significant Impacts on the Town of Easton. As the DEIS/DEIR only 
provides summarized Information for each project alternative, we request that the Final 
EIS/EIR be required to provide additional, detailed Information on project Impacts and 
mitigation measures. Please see below for our comments to specific concerns we have 
at this point. 

PubUc Safety 
Project alternatives within the Stoughton corridor will result in ten new at-grade 
crossings, many with limited vlslblllty, or line-of-site. These proposed crossings are 
safety hazards for motorists and pedestrians. During operation, these crossings may 
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• 	 Traffic calming measures In North Easton VIiiage -Although the DEIS/DEIR 
assumes that most riders will either walk or bike to this station, there will be a 
s!gniflcant increase In traffic, vehicle queuing, and related parking Issues during 
peak travel times. The DEIS/DEIR does Indicate that traffic calming measures will 
be provided for this location. We request that the FEIR/FEIS provide more detail 
on these measures. 

• 	 Expand public transportation connections- In coordination with regional transit 
providers (e.g., BAT), MassDOT should work to expand existing routes or create 
new routes to new rail stations. 

YJsual 
The Stoughton corridor bisects both local and national historic districts that are home to 
many of the Town's most significant historic and architectural landmarks such as the 
Ames Shovel Works complex, historic railway station, Oakes Ames Memorial Hall and 
the Ames Free Library. The DEIS/DEIR states on page 4.S-39 that, "adverse Impacts to 
the visual environment In the vicinity of the new Easton VIiiage station would be 
substantial". The FEIR/FEIS should Include plans that show a full-grade separation at 
Main Street with no visual Impact resulting from any vertical or horizontal reallsnment 
of the tracks and details on how the new station will be sensltlvely Incorporated Into the 
historic fabric of this area. The DEIS/DEIR also acknowledges there will be visual Impacts 
to residential nelshborhoods and open spaces along the corridor. While the DEIS/DEIR 
provides Information on how vlsual Impacts may generaHy be addressed with fencing or 
grade separation, we request the FEIR/FEIS provide specific measures to address these 
visual Impacts. 

Noise and Vibration 
Portions of the Stoughton corridor run throush dense residential neighborhoods In the 
North Easton Village area. Many homes, commercial and historical properties are 
Immediately adjacent to the ROW or In very close proximity. Further, since the de­
activation of the old rall llne, new homes have been constructed In close proximity to 
the abandoned ROW. In order to fully understand and mitigate for noise and vibration 
Impacts, we request the FEIR/FEIS Include the following: 
• 	 Identify all propertlgs that will be Impacted by the noise and vibration generated by 

the train. The list of Impacted areas In the DEIR/DEIS ii missing several streets and 
Individual properties. 

• 	 Create a basellne assessment of existing historic structures; follow-up with a 5-year 
assessment to determine If there are vibration Impacts 

• 	 No whistles at grade crossings 
• 	 Provlde mort detail on the ltkellhood of freight serv!Ce, lncludlng the hours of 

operation and potential cargo 
• 	 Sound barriers and fences In accordance with Federal guidelines 

Open space and Land Acqu1s1t1on 

3 

Water Resources 
The rail line Is located lmmedlatelv adjacent to the Zone I wellhead protection area and 
Is within the Interim Wellhead Protection area and Zone h wellhead protection area of 
three of the six wells that supply Easton's drinking water. Any adverse Impact to these 
wells could have a devastating effect on the Town's ablllty to provide an adequate water 
supply to Its residents. Several water bodies within Easton would also be receptors of 
aerial deposition of diesel exhaust. The FEIR/FEIS should: 

• 	 Demonstrate, In detall, how the project will fully comply with Massachusetts 
Stormwater Management regulations. 

• 	 Prohibit the use of herbicides within the Town's Aquifer Protection District. 
• 	 Establlsh a Performance Guarantee against potential releases of Olis or Hazardous 

Materials that result In the contamination and subsequent disuse of any or all of 
Easton's s drinking water wells. The amount of the guarantee should be equal to the 
cost of obtaining drinking water from another source (e.g. advancement of new 
wells; purchase of water from another suppller) and should be Increased by an 
amount annually that reasonably anticipates increases to said cost. 

• 	 Provide for a 2-year pre-<:onstructlon period of water qualltv testing and analysis to 
establish baseline conditions of the water bodies that would be receptors of aerial 
deposition of diesel exhaust. This baseline analysis should be followed by a five-year 
assessment to determine any Impacts. 

~ 
The Town of Easton ls extremelv concerned about the potential Impacts of the project 
alternatives within the preferred Stoughton corridor. As noted above, the preferred 
alternatives will have significant Impacts In regards to public safety and to the Town's 
natural and built environment. The DEIS/DEIR does not provide sufficient Information 
about the potential Impacts of the project, nor does It offer specific mitigation measures 
to help offset these impacts. We believe these Issues should be fully addressed and 
vetted during the public FEIR/FEIS process. 

Please feel free to contact me If you have any questions. 

Cc: 	 Ken Kimmell, Commissioner DEP 
Karen Adams, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Kristina Egan, MassDOT 

s 
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December 29, 2008 

Ian A. Bowles, Secretary 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affain 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

RE: Response by Easton Board of Selectmen to South Coast Rall ENF 

Dear Secretary Bowles: 

A, lhe Commonwealth of Massachusetts struggles to balance its budget while coutiouing to provide 
basic services in a deteriorating economic climate, we understand how difficult it is to balance 
competing priorities, The Governor'& tmosportat:ion agenda is one !UCh example. While we fully 
respect his commitment to expand conunmer rail service to Fall River and New Bedford through the 
Stoughton Alternative, it will only further strain state financial resources and result in irreversible- but 
avoidable - envirol1ll\elltal damage. Accordingly, we urge you to support the selection of Alternative 
44, as outlined in the November2008 South Coast Environmental Notification Form prepared for the 
Execulive Office of Transportation, as the only viable and practicable alternative for the South Coast 
Rail Project. 

Alternative 44, Bus Rapid Transit In Dedicated Lane to South Station via Rout11 24, Rou/1 128 and 
Soktheast Expressway HOV Lane, would fulfill the Governor's commitment to expand transportation 
options for Southeastern Massachusetts and offers the best alternative by fully meeting the 
requirements of MEP A/NEPA while resulting in the least environmental impact. It is our hope that the 
U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, under their joint review 
authority of section 404(c) of the Clean Wei.er Act, will concur with our contention that Alternative 44 
is the only option that fully meets all conditions of the CW A. 

A$ clearly stated in the EPA Guidelines at 40 CPR 230.IO(a), "no discharge of dredged or fill material 
shall be permitted ifthere is a practicable alternative to the proposed discharge which would have less 
adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem, so long as the alternative does not have other significant 
adverse environmental impacts." It would: 

• Provide public transit bt:tween New Bedford/Fall River and Boston; 
• Make the best use of existing transportation inftastructure while minimizing potential 

environmental impacts; 
• Utilize an existing transportation corridor on Route 24; 
• Improve operations on Route 128 with a new dedicated HOV bus lane; 

Of{lu of the !Boa.'td of de.fe.atm£n 

,,6et;,.c8, .. .c1 

eNollh E.uto•, cMo.,~ti. cn,:;6 

~ 5o8-230-0501 

9...: ,oa.230-0,,9 

Town of Fairhaven 
Massachusetts 

ffice of the Town Administrator 
40 Center Street 

Fairhaven, MA 02719 

Tel: (508) 979-4023 
Fax: (508) 979-4079 

selectmen@Fairhaven-MA.gov 

O

March 19, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
1 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02144 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

At their February 26 20 I 8 meetini,i the Fairhaven Board of Selectmen voted to support the South Coast 
Rail Phase l project as detailed in the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (PSEIR) filed by 
the Massachusetts Department ofTransportation (MassDOT) 

The primary reason the Board of Selectmen support Phase I is that it will provide for rail service to 
Fairltaven and New Bedford by 2022 compared to 2032 for the "Full Build" scenario which Phase I 
complements and enhances. 

Having reliable and regular commuter train service from Fairhaven and New Bedford to Boston is critical 
for the economic growth of the region and has been delayed for much too long a time. Phase I is a viable 
project that provides for a realistic time frame for finally bringing much needed commuter rail service to 
Fairhaven and New Bedford. 

On behalf of the Fairhaven Board of Selectmen, 

i~ECE.IVED 

MAR z3 2~\S 

MEPA 

Cc: Fairhaven Board of Selectmen 
Senator Mark Montigny 
Representative William Straus 
Jean Fox, MassDOT, Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150, Boston, MA 02116 

25.01 
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JASIEL F. CORREIA II 
Mayor 

March 23, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attention: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

RE: South Coast Rail DSEIR 

Secretary Beaton : 

City of Fall River 
Massachusetts 

Office of the Mayor 

As Mayor of the City of Fall River. I am writing to convey my full support for the South Coast Rail Phase 1 
Prolect. The phased approach to South Coast Rail implementation will accelerate commencement of 

service to the South Coast region and begin providing tremendous benefits to Fall River. Business 
development along the rail line and surrounding the proposed station sites is already underway in 

anticipation of this amenity. 

As a Gateway City, Fall River offers the Metro Boston area access to a large labor pool, an attractive, 

market rate housing stock, and natural resources which combine to create desirable economic 

expansion opportunities. The proposed 2022 start date will allow the Commonwealth to see a return on 

the South Coast Rail Investment at least eight years ahead of the full build schedule. 

While I am disappointed that the Phase 1 Plan does not include the full-build , station site at Battleship 

Cove. I understand that the Phase 1 Project. as presented. will be very beneficial to Fall River. I ask that 
the second station location. designed to serve a large residential base within walking distance of 

Battleship Cove. be completed as soon as possible. This station provides important service to an 

environmental justice population which is dependent upon public transportation for their day to day 

activities. 

Thank you for your continuing efforts to bring commuter rail service to the South Coast. Fall River looks 

forwa rd to the Phase 1 completion and we are here to help you with any local approvals or project 

activities. Please do not hesitate to contact me for assistance. 

CC: Jean Fox, MassDOT 

One Government Center • Fall River, MA 02722 
TEL (508) 324-2600 • FAX (508) 324-2626 • EMAIL mayor@fallrivenna.org 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Steve Camara <steve@stevecamara.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 6:04 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: Fox, Jean (Don; South Coast Rail (Don 
Subject: South Coast Rail Project 

RE: Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) 

I submit this statement as my testimony to the public input on the Draft Supplemental 

Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR). 

27.01
 I oppose the Phase 1 service proposal through Middleborough and I support the permitting and 
funding of the Stoughton Straight Electric Alternative 

As a Fall River City Councilor, serving as Chair of the City Council's Committee on Health and 

Environmental Affairs, I align myself with the perspective of Taunton"s Mayor Hoye and MA 

State Senator Marc Pacheco as well as those elected officials from Middleborough who have 

testified in opposition to the Middleborough route, 

27.02 It is financially responsible to proceed with the preferred Stoughton Route rather than funding 
a Middleborough route that will consume hundreds of thousands of dollars of our 
Commonwealth"s limited resources for a diesel fueled train that likely will not serve efficiently 
and effectively those from Fall River New Bedford and Taunton who seek a Quicker and cleaner 
rail transport to Boston and points between the South Coast cities and stops along the route 

Social and economic justice requires a cleaner, safer and more direct route to Boston from the 

South Coast cities of Fall River, New Bedford and Taunton via clean electric trains via 

Stoughton. 

Thank you for accepting my testimony. 

Steven A. Camara 

Fall River City Councilor 

One Government Center 

Fall River, MA 02722 
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City Of 

Fall River, Massachusetts 
Office of City Council 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 

Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 

EEA#l4346 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

Oear Secretary Beaton, 

As City Councilor in Fall River I proudly support advancing Phase I of the South Coast Rail project The 
two phase approach offers significant time and cost savings, which make near-term commuter rail 

service to the South Coast a real possibility. 

Fall River residents have long awaited improved access to job opportunities in the metro Boston area. 

This improved access combined with the local economic development opportunities offered by South 

Coast Rail will be significant drivers of Fall River's economic future. Similarly, the city's housing stock is 

primed for the investment that will undoubtedly accompany new commuters who are looking for 

affordable housing solutions. Further, the recently published Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 

Report demonstrates the environmental benefits of expanded commuter rail service to the South Coast. 

For the reasons stated above, I ask that Phase I of South Coast Rail stay on schedule for its anticipated 

November 2022 completion date. 

Sincerely, 

LEO 0. PELLETIER 
City Councilor 

March 23, 2018 

Jean Fox 
MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 
Boston, MA 02116 

Dear Mrs. Fox: 

City of Fall River 
Massachusetts 

City Council 

As you know, the South Coast Rail Project has been discussed for decades and 
the South Coast is one of the fastest growing areas in Massachusetts and 
improved transportation access could increase economic development and job 
creation. 

The existing highway network connecting Fall River to the Boston area is 
inadequate for the needs of today, causing traffic congestion and safety 
concerns, and the commuter rail access has been a key factor in major 
development and redevelopment projects across Massachusetts. 

For these reasons, and more, as you move forward towards the next phase of 
29.01 this important project, I would like to take this opportunity to express my support 

tor this project as it wm bang many opportunities to the residents of Fall River 
Not only will it allow for convenient, low cost travel options to Boston without 
driving, but it will also allow for more employment opportunities for our residents. 

I believe that the proposed South Coast Rail Project is greatly needed by our 
citizens and as such offer my support of this great opportunity for our city. 

~e;J truly your~,/) 

w0·1~ 
Leo 0. Pelletier 
City Councilor 

Cc: Members of the City Council 
Larry Pare 

One Government Center• Fall River, MA 02722 
TEL (508) 324-2233 • FAX (508) 324-2234. EMAIL city_council@fallriverma.org 
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FW: Letter - MassDOT South Coast Rail Page I of I 

FW: Letter 

Sarah Paritsky <SParitsky@reginavilla.com> 

Fri 3/23/2018 1 :35 PM 

To:MassDOT South Coast Rail <SouthCoastRail@dot.state.ma.us>; 

1 attachments (79 KB) 

SCR letter.20180323111142.pdf; 

From: Fox, Jean (DOT) <Jean.Fox@dot.state.ma.us> 
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2018 1:33 PM 
To: Nancy Farrell <nfarrell@reginavilla.com>; Sarah Paritsky <SParitsky@reginavilla.com> 
Cc: Colon, Rick (DOT) <rick.colon@state.ma.us> 
Subject: FW: Letter 

Town of Freetown (whew!). 

From: Ali Golz (mailto:AliGolz@freetownma.gov) 
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2018 11:56 AM 
To: Jean Fox ; Fox, Jean (DOT) 
Cc: David DeManche 
Subject: Letter 

Good Morning Jean, 
I hope all is well. Attached, please find the letter you requested. We had Lisa sign it. If you need them 
all (majority) to sign it please let me know and I will have them do it at their meeting on Monday night. 
Thanks, 

Ali Golz 
Administrative Assistant 
Board of Selectmen 
Town of Freetown 
508-644-2202 Ext I 
Fax#508-644-3342 

https://outlook.office365.com/owa/SouthCoastRail@dot.state.ma.us/?viewmodeI~ReadMe. . 3/29/2018 

TOWN OF FREETOWN 
OFFICE OF THE 

~0~1t1J O'F SP-LP-C'T'ME'lf 
3 North Main Street - P.O. Box 438 

Assonet, Massachusetts 02702 
Tel: (508) 644-2201 
Fax: (508) 644-3342 March 22, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Sirs: 

Please find this letter in response to the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 
(DSEIR) for South Coast Rail Phase 1 Report issued on January 31, 2018. The Eceetnwn 30.01 
Board of Selectmen favorably supports the scope of work outlined io the P5E1B 

The success of this project is critical to the economic vitality of the Town of Freetown. The 
availability of commuter rail service will allow for the development of the Riverfront Business 
Park which is owned by Churchill and Banks. The Riverfront Business Park is a significant 
economic development project in Freetown and will be mixed-use 
commercial/industrial/residential community. Stop and Shop, a major local employer in 
Freetown, will benefit from the ability to provide its workers with affordable transportation 
between Freetown and Boston as well as other locations along the route. The availability of rail 
service to Freetown will increase the employment pool and allow Stop and Shop to attract a 
qualified and highly skilled worker. This project will promote and enhance the active partnership 
between Freetown and Stop and Shop. 

Finally, the availability of commuter rail will be a significant step forward for the residents of 
Freetown and surrounding communities who are commuting to Boston (and other locations in 
route) as well as for the workers commuting to these two economic development projects in 
Freetown. As a clean and green alternative to vehicular traffic, this project will reduce traffic on 
Routes 24, 79 and 140 and reduce the carbon emissions emitted by cars on the commute to 
Boston and other locations. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submtt our comments on this important regional project. 

J) 

Robert Jose, Selectperson 
Charles Sullivan, Selectperson 

Cc: Ms. Jean Fox, MassDOT 
file 
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Aaron Burke, Chairman 
Lakeville Board of Selectmen 
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@own of JJrakeuille 
l111wn (lffire lluililing 

346 lleilfaril §treet 

~uille, 1illa1111atl)U11ett11 12341 

OFFICE OF 

SELECTMEN 


TELEPHONE 506·946-8803 
FAX 508·946-0112 

March 30, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

RE: Draft Supplemental Environmental 

Impact Report Comments- South Coast Rail 


Dear Secretary Beaton: 

This letter is in response to the notice of the extended public comment period for the Draft 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for South Coast Rail Phase I Project. 

The Town of Lakeville is host to the Middleborough/LakevjHe Commuter Rail Station. The 
Board of Selectmen have met with representatives from MassDOT MBIA and the South Coast 
Rail design team re1;:ardin1;: the extension of service to Taunton New Bedford and Fall River At 
these meetings. the Selectmen have expressed their opposition to the potential ciosin1;: of the 
Lakeville Commuter Rail Station and the project in general The project does not provide a 
reasonable benefit in relation to the overall cost and provides no benefit whatsoever to Lakeville 

The area nearby to the existini: station has been desi1;:nated as the Town's "Smart Growth 
DiSlrict" designed to encourage residential and business development. In addition located on 
the same s1l'eet as the Station, is a 204-unit 40R residential development known as "The 
Residences at Lakeville Station" These apartment units were developed specifically to attract 
tenants that would utilize the commuter rail In addition to the residential developments already 
in place the Selectmen have a warrant article at our upcomin1;: Special Town Meeting to extend 
the Smart Growth Zonini: for 166 additional housing units centered around the Commuter Rail 
Station. The relocation of the Middleborough/LakevjHe Station would have a negative effect on 
the businesses in the area as wen as the residents in the residential developments surrounding 
the station · 

We also have serious safety concerns rei:arding at-grade railroad crossings which until now have 
not had commuter rail traffic. There have been no discussions with the Town of Lakeville 
regarding safety concerns at the at grade crossin1;:s and noise mitigation for residents located 
along the tracks. The additional train traffic will negatively impact Lakeville residents We are 
requesting a meeting to discuss these issues. 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton March20,2018 
RE: Draft Supplemental Envirorunental Impact Report Pago2 

If you have any questions or would like further information, please do not hesitate to contact our 
office at 508 946-8803. 

cc: Jean Fox - MassDOT 
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This proposal does not increase our 'access to transit' . Incredibly it is reducing our access. The 

parking lot size is being reduced Middleborough will have less opportunity for transit 

None of these issues will 'Boost Real Estate Values' These negative impacts will reduce our 

attractiveness and negatively impact our Real Estate values 

Phase 1 will have 26 trains daily on this line That is the full capacity There is no room for 

expansion This plan will be the end of a Cape Flyer Train on Friday niehts and will stop any 

further expansion of rail service to the Cape 

This proposal is being called 'Phase l '. 
Phase 1 only provides a 'short term utility' 
What assurance do any ofus have that Phase 2 will be built? In fact your report states. ''The 
likelihood of barriers to service in the full build is even greater since the StoueiJton line joins the 
Northeast Corridor' 
The DSEIR states "Final construction and operating cost resources have not yet been 
det=ined" for Phase 2 
Who can guarantee that Phase 1 will not he the long term substandard band-aid for the South 
Coast? This Plan and its impacts are very likely to be the only Phase 
What's worse is Phase I will only meet JO¾ of the demand for the approximately 30k work trips 
from the South Coast Region to Boston 
The 'No Action' plan meets 7% of the ridership demand 
$935 miUion dollars for a difference of3% 
And this plan threatens a municipal water system reduces transit access reduces economic 
development. and cripples yet another entry point to my Town. 

I understand the support for this from other communities, the South Coast has been neglected 
and deprived of mass transit for too long. 
But this is a bad idea, this is a bad proposal, and this 'alternative' only provides inferior rail 
system that will disenfranchise riders and communities. This plan ultimately will be the end of 
the full build. 
This is a second-rate political solution, not a practical one. 
The South Coast deserves better. 

Allin Frawley 
Chairman, Board of Selectmen, 
Middleborough, Ma 02346 

Thanks, 
Allin 
When responding, please be aware that the Massachusetts Secretary of State has determined that 
most email is public record and therefore carmot be kept confidential. 

CITY OF NEW BEDFORD 
JONATHAN F. MITCHELL, MAYOR 

February 20, 2017 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs 
Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

I write to offer comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report concerning Phase One of 
the South Coast Rail project, which MassDOT released on January 31 . As I have consistently 
stressed since 1 first took office, the South Coast Rail project would be an impo11ant investment 
in Greater New Bedford. As numerous studies over the last twenty years have indicated, a direct 
transit link between New Bedford and Boston would provide opportunities for many residents of 
our region to benefit from Boston's burgeoning economy. 

How widely those benefits are realized, of course, will be directly proportional to the length of 
the trip from New Bedford to Boston. While the generally preferred route, the so-called 
"Stoughton alternative," would offer a shorter trip and therefore a greater economic impact to the 
region, given the significant projected costs of that route and the need to secure a considerable 
number of additional permits, it is unrealistic to believe that the Stoughton line could be 
extended to New Bedford in the near future. For these reasons, I believe that a phased approach 
as proposed in the draft ElR that would entail the construction of the longer "Middleboro 
alternative" to be followed at some point by the construction of the Stoughton route is 
appropriate under the circumstances Under the phased approach, according to MassDOT, 
approximately 85% of the cost of the Middleboro route would be associated with project 
elements common to both routes. The overall lack of duplication in the two phases would make 
it easier to justify the construction of the Stoughton route in the future. 

I appreciate the Baker-Polito Administration's thoughtful effort to making this approach work. It 
will have several implications for the operation of passenger rail service and the economic 
competitiveness of the region. Three points come to the fore. 

First, MassDOT should establish express nonstop service from New Bedford to Boston for at 
least one daily trip each way. Express service has worked well on the Worcester line to Boston, 
and would be even more necessary on the considerably longer Middleboro route from New 
Bedford. Otherwise, the commute will be too long for New Bedford area residents to sustain. 

CITY HALL• 133 WILLIAM STREET• NEW BEDFORD, MA 02740 • TEL: (508) 979-1410 • FAX: (508) 991-6189 
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Second MassDOT should work closely with the City to develop a plan for city-owned land at 
the Whale's Tooth terminus that offers regional transportation links connects the site to the 
downtown and the Hick Logan neighborhood and avoids interference with maritime businesses 
along the waterfront Although not reflected in the draft EIR the administration's commitment 
to design a multimodal station instead of a mere train platform is a significant step forward A 
multimoda! station would make passeni:er rail service accessible to more people and it would 
have the added benefit of replacing the aging downtown bus station 

Third the project should not be allowed to crowd out other state capital investments in Greater 
New Bedford For many years the demand for passenger rail service to Boston has distracted 
from the state's role in supportini: the development of the region's existing economic assets For 
instance much of New Bedford harbor has not been dredged by the state in decades and the 
State Pier has been allowed to fall into a troublini: state of disrepair Meanwhile the state-owned 
New Bedford-Fairhaven Bridge has been characterized in a recent MassDOT feasibility study as 
"functionally obsolete" and is in need of significant repairs For too long, these and other 
important state obligations have not been included in discussions of the region's capital 
investment needs. Rather than a "silver bullet" development project, South Coast Rail should be 
considered one of a number of major public assets that support Greater New Bedford's economic 
development strategy. This outlook will be especially important once the inevitable demands 
begin for the constmction of the Stoughton route in the years ahead. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 

Sincerely, 

,¥114 
cc: Sen. Mark Montigny 

Rep. Antonio F.D. Cabral 
Rep. Robert Koczera 
Rep. Christopher Markey 
Rep. Paul Schmid 
Rep. William Straus 

Ian Abreu 
Cotmeillor at Larg~ 

March 22, 2018 

Office of City Council 
133 William Street• New Bedford, Massachusens 02740 

TEL: 508-979-1455 • FAX: 508-979-1451 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEP A Office (Purvi Patel) 
EEA#14346 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Mr. Patel: 

34.01 As a Councillor At-Lari:e here in the City of New Bedford, an urban community that r~resents 
I 00 000-plus residents I am writini: in support to fully endorse commuter rail service to Boston 

I support the "Phase I" initiative of this proiect because our community needs better access to ru2her 
eamin2 wages, better access to universities and better access to medical specialists There are also 
increased opportunities for travel and tourism dollars for not only New Bedford, but for the Greater 
Boston area as well. 

This service will also help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally, 
provide a host of economic opportunities to areas of the "Southern Triangle" of New Bedford, Fall 
ruver and Taunton that have been promised rail service for far too long. 

For all of the above-stated reasons, I am encouraging that the "Phase I" stage of the SouthCoast Rail 
Project stay on schedule for its anticipated November 2022 completion date. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Best, 

JML {l/uwc 
Ian Abreu, 
Councillor at Large 

IA: m 

cc: File 

Residence: 273 Aquidntck Street• New Bedford, Massachusetts 02744 • TEL: 508-496-4335 
Email: lan.Abreu@newbedford-m,1.gov 
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Office of City Council 
133 William StJeet • New Bedford, Massachusetts 02740 

TEL: 508-979-1455 • FAX: 508-979-1451 

Hugh C. Dunn, Esq. 
Counctllor \lbrd Time 

March 23, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 

MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 

JOO Cambridge StJeet 

Suite900 

Boston, MA 02114 


Dear Secretary Beaton: 

I am writing you today to provide comment on the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) filed by the 
Massachusetts Department ofTransportation with the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act office. 

SouthCoast Rail continues to be a top economic development priority for me given the potential to improve mobility for our 
residents, businesses and visitors through a connection with Boston and other municipalities on the route, all while 
stJengthening regional real estate markets. 

Iam therefore, writin& in support of the proposed phased ap,proach for the SouthCoast Rail project, as outlined in the DSEIR I 
support the immediate advancement of a project that provides service to Fall River, New Bedford and Taunton with at least 
three peak-period AM and PM trips for each City. I urge MassDOT to advance a design that provides a one-seat ride of 90 
minutes or less. I recognize the positive environmental impact this project will have due to the reduction in automobile 
greenhouse gases - as anticipated by the 7 million trips over the first eight years of service. 

I further support the DSEIR because of the anticipated 2022 completion date. I support the expedited approval of this report 
and for early action construction to begin in the next construction season. 

Establishing commuter rail service would result in new residential units, increased commercial development, the creation of 
both sbort-tel1ll and long-term jobs, higher land values, and an associated increase in local property tax revenue. An immediate 
and clear mutual benefit is that SouthCoast rail service will provide the people and employers of Greater Boston with much 
better access to our skilled labor force and comparatively affordable priced housing stock, and much needed employment for 
the SouthCoast's working families. 

I unequivocally support the plan outlined in the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report. The expeditious 
advancement of this project will improve the quality of life and economy of an entire region in a manner that protects the 
environment. 

Please feel free to contact me if I can provide any assistance. 

Sincerely, 

1/u/ ( 
Hugh C. Dunn, Esq., 

Councillor Ward Three 


HCD: m 

cc: File 

Residence: 24 Logan Street• New Bedford.Massachusetts 02740 •TEL: 50&-817-1808 

Hugh.Dunn@newbcdford-ma.gov 


IO I Arch Street, Bosron, MA 02110
Tel, 617.556.0007 IFax, 617.654.1735 

www.k-plaw.com 

George X. Pucci 
gpucci@k-plaw.com 

(617) 654-1718 

KP jLAW 
The Leader in Public Sector Law 

March 22, 2018 

BY ELECTRONIC MAIL /Purvi.Patel@state.ma.us) 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 

Attn. : MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 

I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 


Re: 	 Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 

South Coast Rail - Phase 1 Project 

(Town of Stoughton) 


Dear Secretary Beaton: 

This firm serves as Town Counsel to the Town of Stoughton ("Town" or "Stoughton"). We 
respectfully submit this comments letter on behalf of the Town in response to the Draft 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report ("DSEIR") filed by MassDOT on January 31, 2018, 
proposing a "phased approach" for the South Coast Rail Project, by extending service from the 
Middleborough/Lakeville Line to New Bedford, Fall River and Taunton using active freight rail 
corridors. 

The Town previously submitted extensive written comments on what MassDOT is now 
referring to as the "Full Build Project" proposing electrified high speed rail through Stoughton and 
points south. The Town's written comments are dated October 25, 2013 and are repeated and 
incorporated herein by reference in order to preserve the Town's continued objection to the 
Stoughton Electric project in the absence of adequate mitigation. Also, as noted on numerous prior 
occasions, continued uncertainty with respect to MassDOT's plans is having a detrimental effect on 
the economic development and revitalization ofStoughton's downtown, with businesses refusing to 
commit to a revitalized downtown while the continued threat of the so-called "Full Build Project" 
remains pending. 

On November I, 2013, then EOEEA Secretary Richard K. Sullivan, Jr. issued a Certificate of 
the Secretary of Energy and Environmental Affairs on the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement/Report for the Stoughton Electric preferred alternative, finding that the project adequately 
and properly complied with MEPA. Following the timely service of a notice of intent to commence 
an action appealing the Certificate pursuant to 301 CMR 11.14(1), the Town filed a lawsuit 
challenging the MEPA Certificate in Suffolk Superior Court, on January 22, 2014. The Town's 
litigation has been stayed until February, 2019. It continues to be the Town's hope that MassDOT 
will either discontinue plans for the Stoughton Electric project, or in the alternative, will at least 
engage in a meaningful effort to reach an agreed mitigation plan with the Town. Ifnot, the Town 
will be left with no option other than to advise the court that the litigation must proceed when the 
case is next scheduled for a status conference on February 14, 2019. It is respectfully noted that 

KP Law, P.C. I Boston • Hyannis • Lenox • Northampton • Worcester 
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Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
March 22, 2018 
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MassDOT cannot proceed with the "Full Build Project" unless and until it obtains a successful 
resolution of the Town's lawsuit challenging the MEPA certificate for the Full Build Project. 

Jn response to the DSEIR on the proposed "phased approach" to the project the Town 
continues to note that such an approach is contrary to the requirements of the MEPA rei:ulations. As 
was noted in our comments on MassDOT's Notice of Project Chani:e a "phased approach" to the 
extension ofa commuter ran line would involve phased permittini: and construction of various 
sections and components of an extension of the same ljne In seekini: MEPA review for the 
Middleboroui:h route MassDOT is not pursuini: a "phased approach" to the proposed extension ofa 
commuter ran line to the Fall River/New Bedford rei:ion throui:h Stoui:hton Rather it is seekini: 
permittini: for the construction ofan entirely different preferred project alternative than that throui:h 
Stoui:hton one which does not involve the existini: Stoui:hton line in any manner 

There are strict time limits for commencement of construction of a MEPA-approved project 
required under your regulations, at 30 I CMR 11 .10( I). Allowing MassDOT to characterize the 
newly selected Middleborough route as a "phased approach" as a means to enable it to leave the 
Stoughton Electric project on the table indefinitely is unfair to Stoughton, and is inconsistent with 
the time limits for commencement of construction of a MEP A-approved project required under 
301CMR 11.10(1). Therefore, the Town respectfully requests that you vacate the November I, 2013 
Certificate approving the Stoughton Electric preferred alternative. If MassDOT seeks to revive the 
Stoughton Electric project at some time in the future, it should be required to re-start the MEP A 
process on that project at that time, anew. The grounds for this request are particularly compelling 
under the circumstances of this matter, where MassDOT's stated intent to pursue the Stoughton 
Electric project at some indefinite time in the distant future is obstructing the Town's carefully­
formulated town planning efforts for smart growth and revitalization of its downtown. 

In the alternative, the Town urges MassDOT to engage in a meaningful dialogue with the 
Town to formulate a mitigation plan to address the Town's concerns. Any assistance which you or 
your staff can provide to foster a productive dialogue would be appreciated. 

Thank you for your time and attention to the foregoing comments and concerns. 

Very truly yours, ~ 

GXP/ekh 
cc: Town Manager 

Jean Fox, MassDOT (by electronic mail- Jean.Fox@state.ma.us) 
606560128514/000 I 

March 23, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 
fax: 617-626-1181 

RE: NPC South Coast Rail Public Comments  

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

City of Taunton 
Office of the Mayor 

Thomas C. Hoye, Jr. 
Mayor 

  

 Alyssa Haggerty 
Chief of Staff 

 
Gill E. Enos     

 Budget Director 

 141 Oak Street 
Temporary City Hall 
Taunton, MA 02780 
Tel. (508) 821-1000 
Fax (508) 821-1005 

VIA EMAIL  
Email Correspondance sent to: purvi.patel@state.ma.us 

37.01 1 write today to pubHcaHy express my strong Ojljlosjtion for the proposed Phase I Midd!eboro route of the 
SouthCoast Rail and to offer my continued support of the Stoughton route My reasons for opposition ioclude: 

37.02 • The Phase I Midd!eboro option does not provide any economic development Ojljlortumty for the City of 
Taunton The single proposed train station is located on the outskirts of the City bordering the surrounding 
town of Berkley 

37.03 In contrast the Stoughton option proposes two train stations one of which is only a half mile from our 
historic Downtown Access to transportation into and out of our state' s capital has been repeatedly cited by 
urban planners as the key to creating economic sustainability in our Downtown This option also 
revitalizes a former train stop and blighted area which has already been designated a TOD district 

• As the City of Taunton continues to build upon job creation in our successful iodustrial parks the 
SouthCoast Rail will assist in providiog not only access to Boston, but also provide access to those that 
want to work io our City. 
o Tak.in~ the train from the North to the proposed station in Taunton under the Middleboro option is 37.04 almost eqyal in distance to taking the train to the existing commuter rail station in Mansfield 

Taking the train from the South to the proposed train station in the Middleboro option would still 
require a 45 minute bus ride from the station to the Myles Standish Industrial Park 

• Rail to Boston is key to re-establishing the connection between Boston and Southeastern Massachusetts. 
o Commuter rail service to the South Coast was discontinued io 1958 after more than I 00 years of 

continuous service to the region. 
o Fall River, New Bedford and Taunton are the only cities withio 50 miles of Boston not linked to 

the extensive MBT A Commuter Rail network. 

 



Hs!fr/ 
Mayor of Taunton 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Fox, Jean (Don <Jean.Fox@dot.state.ma.us> 
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2018 11:47 AM 
To: Alan Slavin 
Cc: Sarah Paritsky (Regina Villa Associates); Rick Carey (rcarey@vhb.com); 

'Michael Stoffel' (mstoffel@HNTB.com); Nancy Farrell (Reginavilla); Patel, 
Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: RE: RE: 

Good morning-

Thanks for your note. Hope all is well. 

I am adding this email to the comments related to the DSEIR. 

Jean C. Fox 
Project Manager, South Coast Rail 
MassDOT 
10 Park Plaza, Suite 4150 
857-368-8853 
857-600-8791 (cell) 

From: Alan Slavin (mailto:aslavin@wareham.ma.usJ 
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2018 11:16 AM 
To: Fox, Jean (DOT) 
Subject: RE: 

Jean, 
It was encouraging to hear Governor Baker make the commitment to phase l of the South Coast 

38.01 Rail. We communities here at the eastern edge of the SRPEDD Commission request including 
the Cape Flyer route be induded with phase 1, The Flyer Hne is in place running with a certified 
60 mph track. Linking Buzzards Bay Wareham to commuter rail to the new Middleborough 
starion will have long term economic benefits! 

Best regards, 

Alan Slavin, Clerk 
BoS, Wareham 

On Feb 27, 2018 10:58 AM, "Fox, Jean (DOT)" <jean.fox@state.ma.us> wrote: 

It would be great to have you. Please feel free to send in any comments. 

o The Stoughton option will connect four cities through the Stoughton line and serve approximately 
4,570 new daily riders on a 75-minute ride between Fall River and South Station and a 77-minute 
ride between New Bedford and South Station. 

o The Middleboro option will provide half the number of trains and only have the capability to serve 
ha)fthe ridership as the Stoughton alternative 

• In addition to the many economic reasons to resume rail service to Southeastern Mass possibly the biggest 
is that of social justice, that all our residents have equal access to our transportation system. 

• The Midd!eboro alternative simply wiU not take cars off the road The Midd)eboro alternative has been 
shown repeated to add 20 minutes plus to the commute each way People from most of the area wiU simply 
continue to drive in Boston 
SCR has been studied repeatedly for decades and the conclusion of each study has shown the Stoughton 
route to be superior in every criteria Nothing has changed to reach a contrary conclusion 

• From a Civil Rights perspective bypassing the Stoughton route creates hardship for a significant 
population of persons in the greater Taunton area This is not addressed appropriately in the plan The plan 
is a plan which should and must benefit all persons living in Southeastern Massachusetts regardless of age 
cultural diversity or disability Taunton is one of its largest and cuJturaJly diverse communities The 
current plan avoids this critically sensitive issue I stand with this population and am opposed to any plan 
which does not take this into consideration 

Thank you for your time and consideration. If you have questions please feel free to contact me directly at 508-
821-1000. 



1-74



1-75

February 26, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOE.BA 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs 
Attn: MEPA Office -Purvi Patel-EEA#14346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Re: South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Envirorunental Impact Report (DSEIR) 
EEA#14346 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

The Greater Attleboro-Taunton Regional Transit Authority (GA TRA) has reviewed the Draft 
Supplemental Environmental hnpact Report (DSEIR) relative to scope changes for the proposed 
South Coast Rail Project. Our comments are as follows: 

t . An easy reference chart shouki be provided in the text that ruSJ>lays a matrix of 
comparative costs for the three options each at both Codey Junction and Pilgrim Junction. 

2. A reverse move from Kingston Station to Plymouth Station is contained within the 
current schedule for the Kingmon-Plymouth Branch of the Old Colony Line, SJ>ecifically 
for the I0:05 AM inbound train oriiinating fiorn KiIJiSton This service ftl)JlCa[S to work 
judging by the relatively consistent ridership for an off-peak train In order to circumvent 
the $25 million cost of creating a new station in such close proximity to an existing one 
and creating a two seat ride for residents in the existing Transit Oriented Development 
{TOD) ac!jacent to the existing Middleboro-LakeviUe Station, we urge the project to 
reconsider constructing the proposed "Pilgrim Junction" Station in favor of retaining 
service to and from the existin& Middleboro-LakeviUe Station Thls wm also negate the 
need to create and underwrite the cost ofa shuttle bus connection between the existing 
and proposed stations. 

3. What practical fimction does the 400 LF boardin& platfonn provide at the proposed 
Pilgrim Junction Station when the acceptlld federal and state specification for ADA­
accessible platforms is 800 LF? 

4. How will the sole 800 LF boarding platfonn at PHgrim Junction service both the inbound 
and outbound trains? Won't the curvature of the track at the prqposed location of this 
platform impact riders' accessibility to the train coaches? 

5. The proposed Pilgrim Junction Station will contain 501 commuter parking :n,aces. The 
existing Middleboro-Lakeville Station contains 769 spaces. The estimated cost of the 

10 Oak Street 2nd Floor, Taunton, MA 02780-3950 • Phone (508) 823-8828 • Fax (508) 824-3474 • TDD (508) 824-7439 

www.golra,o,g 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
February 26, 2018 
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proJ)Osed station is $25 million but will result in a net loss of268 commuter parking 
~ 

39.06
 6. No l!W8[fflt mention is given to the need for expanded train layover and dockage at the 
South Station terminus to meet ewanded passenger service. 

7. No reference is given to double tracking the sections of the Right of Way north of the 39.07

interlocking where an of the Old Colony trains intersect in order to meet demand and to 
allow for more efficient and expeditious passen&er service to and from the South Station 
terminus 

39.08
 8. Under the preferred option P-J. there appears to be a deaease in passenger boardings 
from some existing Middleboro-Lakeville Stations as outlined in Table 2.9 in the rq,ort 
and as follows: -90 fiorn Middieboro-LakeviHe Station· -20 from Holbrook-Randolph 
Station, -20 fiorn MonteUo Station and -JO from CampbeUo Station, With the significant 
financial resources invested in this option. why is there an apparent decrease in boarding 
from these existing stations? 

39.09
 9. Has the Project estimated the fare zone and ticket rates for the new service, inclusive of 
the proposed MBT A fare increase being discussed? 

39.10
 I 0. Although the Regional Transit Authorities (RTAs) are willing to assist as it relates to 
proJ1osed shuttle service the realities of decreasing ridership along with resulting 
passenger service revenue mandate state subsidies for same have to be discusst<I In all 
likliehood the regional host municipalities will not be willing to sustain an increased 
assessment from the RTAs to underwrite this program. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this docwnent and look forward to reviewing 
future iterations relative to the proposed South Coast Rail Project. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Jean Fox, MassDOT 
R. Morgan, GATRA 
SRPEDD 
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March 23, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton 
Massachusetts Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs 
Attention: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
EEA#l4346 
100 Cambridge Street 
Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Re: South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

Finger Lakes Railway Corporation [FGLK] is a Class III railroad that operates 167 miles 
of track in central New York State and is a bidder seeking to operate, maintain, dispatch, 
manage, lines owned by MassDOT and located in Southeastern Massachusetts under the 
terms ofCOMMBUYS Bid#: BD-17-1030-0T!OO-OT281-14754. IfFGLK were to be 
the successful bidder, FGLK may have operations that use tracks that are also used by 
MBT A South Coast Rail trains. 

A modal shift from truck to rail is one way that the Commonwealth of Massachusetts can 
meet its environmental goals. It is important to ensure that the South Coast Rail 
passenger operations do not make rail freight operations less competitive, with a resulting 
offset the environmental benefits coming from the expansion ofMBTA operations. 

FGLK has three major concerns: 

1) Freight and passenger services must coexist and curfews must be avoided if 
possible It is possible that in the near future three separate freight operators 
(CSX Mass Coastal and the winner of the bid for operation of the MassDOT 
lines) will be operating over the lines that the Phase 1 South Coast Rail will 
operating on Freight operators need the maximum flexibility to adjust 
operations to changing needs of freight customers and limiting that flexibility 
through curfews would make rail freight less competitive FGLK recognizes 
that passenger trains have a priority over freight for the operations on the 
MassDOT lines but freight requires a priority as well 

2) Positive Train Control (PTCJ is potentially an economic burden for light 
density rail freight operations The Commonwealth needs to work with the 
freight operators to ensure that PTC requirements arising from South Coast 
Rail do not become an economic burden on the region' s rail freight Finally 
the Commonwealth should also provide full financial assistance to cover the 
costs of installing PTC equipment on the locomotives of the light density 

freight operators that are required to be equipped as a result of Soutb Coast 
Rll.iL 

40.03 3) The cost of installing sidings to bring new customers to rail increases 
significantly when PTC and signal systems are involved. The Commonwealth 
should be responsible for the incremental costs of installing sidings above the 
cost of installing an equivalent siding on an unsignaHed line 

FGLK is looking forward to sharing trackage and dispatching South Coast Rail trains if 
we are selected as the winning bidder of the MassDOT operations. 

Sincerely, 

/L.\/ / 

Michael V. Smith 
President 

cc: Jean Fox 
MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza 
Room 4150 
Boston, MA 02116 

FINGER LAKES RAILW AY CO RP. 
P.O .BO X 1099
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Old Colony Planning Council 

Frank P. Staffier 
President 

70 School Street 
Brockton, MA 02301-4097 

March 21, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs (EOEEA) 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

Attention MEPA Office: (Purvi Patel), EEA No. 14346 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

Old Colony Planning Council (OCPC) has reviewed the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 

Report (SDEIR) submitted for the South Coast Rail Project (EEA #14346) . MassDOT filed the SDEIR 

for Phase 1 in order to advance the option of providing service serving both New Bedford and 

Fall River using the existing Middleborough Commuter Rail Primary and Secondary Lines (the 

Middleborough Alternative) while at the same time continuing with Phase 2 to design, permit 

and construct the Stoughton Electric final phase project. 

A phased implementation will allow the MBTA to serve the region sooner via Phase 1 while 

continuing to work with the agencies and the public to design and build the full service. South 

Coast Rail Phase 1 would provide service from New Bedford, Fall River and Taunton to Boston 

using the Middleborough Primary Line and Middleborough Secondary Line. For Phase 2, 

MassDOT will continue to advance the full Stoughton Electric (preferred alternative) design, 

which consists of new track and stations between Canton Center and Cotley Junction. 

Importantly, Old Colony Planning Council recognizes that the region is well served by the existing 

Old Colony Commuter Rail Service and believes that the provision of Phase 1 South Coast Rail 

service sooner via the Middleborough Alternative would increase and expand the numerous 

benefits of the rail service by connecting the Gateway Cities of Brockton, Taunton, Fall River and 

New Bedford via commuter rail. Such a connection would provide for increased transportation 

mobility options and provide for enriched access to healthcare, academic and educational 

institutions such Bridgewater State University (BSU), and cultural destinations as well. As part of 

the South Coast Rail Phase 1 Middleborough Alternative, OCPC supports and requests that 

Page 1 of 3 

Pasquale Ciaramella 
Executive Director 

Telephone: (508) 583-1833 
Fax: (508) 559-8768 

Email: information@ocpcrpa.org 
Website: www.ocpcrpa.org 

MassDOT consider a prior request from the towns of East Bridgewater and West Bridgewater to 

locate and maintain a new MBTA Commuter Rail Station along the town's joint boundary. OCPC 

also notes its support and requests that MassDOT make improvements to the pedestrian and 

bicycle accommodations in and around the Campello MBTA Commuter Rail Station in Brockton. 

The South Coast Rail is consistent with the major planning efforts and documents of the Old 

Colony Planning Council (OCPC). Specifically, the Old Colony Planning Council Regional Policy Plan 

encourages the creation of concentrated, mixed use developments; expanded housing 

opportunities; the preservation of open space; the provision of transportation choice; all of which 

have the potential to increase the number of jobs and business opportunities. In addition, the 

Policy Plan supports projects which promote the use of public transportation rather than the 

Single Occupancy Vehicles (SOV). This project has the potential to provide communities with 

various smart growth opportunities, reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and therefore, is 

consistent with the planning objectives of Old Colony Planning Council. The Old Colony 

Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) identifies the 

need for passenger rail service to the South Coast Region as well as to the Cape Cod Region. 

41.01 As such, the Old Colony Planning Co11ncil is in complete support of the 5011th Coast Bail Project 

Phase 1 with adequate and appropriate mitigation and its phased implementation that will 

restore coro0111tec rail service sooner between Boston and the Massacb11setts 5011th Coast 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft Supplemental Environmental 

Impact Report for the South Coast Rail Project Phase 1. Should you have any questions or require 

additional information, please contact me at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

CC: 

Federal and State Legislators 
OCPC Region Chairs, Chief Elected Officials 
OCPC Region Chairs, Planning Boards 
OCPC Delegates and Alternates 
Ms. Stephanie Pollack, Secretary and CEO, MassDOT 
Ms. Astrid Glynn, Rail and Transit Division Administrator, MassDOT 
Ms. Jean Fox, South Coast Rail Project Director, MassDOT 
Mr. Lionel Lucien, Public/Private Development Unit, MassDOT 

Page 2 of 3 
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Mr. Derek Krevat, MPO Liaison, MassDOT Planning 

Mr. Reinald Ledoux, Jr., Administrator, BAT 

Mr. Frank Gay, Administrator, GATRA 

Mr. Erik B. Rousseau, Administrator, SRTA 

Ms. Mary Beth Mello, Region 1 Regional Administrator, FTA 

Mr. Ronald Batory, Executive Director, FRA 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Timothy Cole <Tcole@baycoastbank.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 5:39 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: Fox, Jean (DOT) 
Subject: Letter of Support for Phase I of South Coast Rail 
Attachments: Letter of Support for Phase I of SCR - Tim Cole.pdf 

Ms. Patel, 

Please accept the attached letter as my personal statement of support for roovins forward with Phase I 
of the South Coast Rail project It was a pleasure meeting you in person, and I look forward to continued 
cooperation on this vital project. 

Best regards, 

Tim Cole 
Vice Chair, Rail to Boston Coalition 

Timothy Cole 
Commercial Lending 
BayCoast Bank 
330 Swansea Mall Drive 
Swansea, MA 02777 
508-235-9541 
tcole@baycoastbank.com 

Page 3 of 3 



Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 

Attn : MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 

EEA#14346 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

3/21/18 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

The following is a transcript of my remarks at the March 19th South Coast Rail 

meeting in the City ofTaunton: 

My name is Tim Cole. I am the Vice Chair of the Rail to Boston Coalition and a 

resident of Fall River. 

I want to start off by thanking the Baker Administration, Secretary Pollock, as well 

as the MEPA & DOT staff for making South Coast Rail a top priority. Thanks to 

your efforts the future is looking brighter on the South Coast. 

So 2022 - I for one am looking forward to it. 

We have all heard about the benefits of reconnecting commuter rail to the South 

Coast from access to jobs, local development, opening up our housing markets, 

and improved environmental impacts. 

But we also know that there are legitimate concerns about the project. 

If you have concerns, The Rail to Boston Coalition wants you to share them. 

Understanding your concerns leads to a better planning process. 

On February 21st Secretary Pollock asked that we on the South Coast work 

together to develop consensus on the future of South Coast Rail. Developing 

consensus means that you must be willing to listen to concerns and develop 

solutions together. 

So what does Consensus look like for South Coast Rail? What do we need to do to 

ensure that this long needed investment helps each of our South Coast 

communities? 

In these public forums we have already heard some important concerns. 

Here are some examples: 

• 	 From Lakeville & Middleborough we learned there are concerns about 

station parking access, storm water mitigation and intersection 

improvements. We have also learned that there are concerns about the 

future of the existing station and surrounding developments. Based on my 

experience, DOT will gladly work with you to develop solutions. 

• 	 We have learned that some people are afraid that SCR will prevent further 

expansion of the Cape Cod Flyer. DOT representatives stated clearly in the 

Dartmouth forum that Phase 1 will not interfere with future expansion of 

the Cape Cod Flyer. Furthermore, The Rail to Boston Coal ition will gladly 

support efforts to improve this complementary rail service. 

• 	 We have learned that abutters are concerned about noise and vibration 
pollution. Let's work together to make sure that DOT understands your 
concerns so they can develop the best mitigation plans possible. 

• 	 Taunton residents are disappointed that there is no downtown station in 
Phase 1. That station will have to wait until the Full Build construction is 
complete. We understand the frustration. We suggest that the City of 
Taunton and MassDOT protect the future downtown site and, in the 
meantime, work with GATRA to provide direct service to the new East 
Taunton Station. It will take more work to ensure that the Downtown 
Taunton station gets built in the future and The Rail to Boston Coalition is 
committed to helping with that work. But, please consider this -Phase I 
does not slow down progress on the Downtown Taunton station, but in the 
meantime your neighbors to the south will be able to enjoy 7 million trips 
north during Phase I. 

.. 
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I hope that officials in Lakeville, Middleborough, and Taunton will continue to 

engage the process. If we work together to develop solutions to all of our 

concerns about Phase I, I have no doubt that we will be back here building 

consensus for Phase II in just a few more years. 

Sincerely, 

Timothy Cole 

Vice Chair, Rail to Boston Coalition 

SouthCoast 
Development 
Partnership 
UMass Dartmouth 

March 23, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton 
EOEEA 
MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
100 Cambridge Street 
Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 
We are writing you today to provide comment on the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (DSEIR) filed by the Massachusetts Department of Transportation with the Massachusetts 
Environmental Policy Act office. 

The SouthCoast Development Partnership is a business-led coalition that represents the largest 
employers, non-profit, and higher education institutions in the SouthCoast region. SouthCoast Rail 
continues to be a top economic development priority for this Partnership due to its ability to 
improve mobility for our residents, businesses and visitors through a connection with Boston and 
other municipalities on the route, all while strengthening regional real estate markets. 

43.01 We are writing in support of the proposed phased approach for the SouthCoast Rail project as 
outlined in the DSEIR We support the immediate advancement of a project that provides service to 
Fall River, New Bedford and Taunton with at least three peak-period AM and PM trips for each 
city. We urge MassDOT to advance a design that provides a one-seat ride of90 minutes or less. 
We recognize the positive environmental impact this project will have due to the reduction in 
automobile greenhouse gases - as anticipated by the 7 million trips over the first 8 years of service. 

We further support the DSEIR because of the anticipated 2022 completion date. We urge for the 
expedited approval ofthis report and for early action construction to begin in the next construction 
season. 

Establishing commuter rail service would result in new residential units, increased commercial 
development, the creation of both short-term and long-term jobs, higher land values, and an 
associated increase in local property tax revenue. An immediate and clear mutual benefit is that 
SouthCoast rail service will provide the people and employers of Greater Boston with much better 
access to our skilled labor force and comparatively affordable priced housing stock, and much 
needed employment for the South Coast's working families . 

We unequivocally support the plan outlined in the DSEIR. The expeditious advancement of this 
project will improve the quality of life and economy of an entire region in a manner that protects 
the environment. 

SouthCoast Development 
Partnership 
1 51 Martine Street 
Fall River, MA 02723 
P: 508-910-9816 
E: SCDP@umassd.edu 
southcoastpartnership.org 



Please contact SCDP Executive Director, Hugh Dunn, with any questions at (508) 910-9816 
or hdunn l@umassd.edu. 

Sincerely, 

SouthCoast Development Partnership Co-Chairs: 

~ave. Jttdz 
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March 22, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn .: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston MA 02114 
• Via Email: Purvi.Patel@state.ma.us • 

Dear Mr. Beaton: 

Southeastern Regional Planning and Economic Development District 
88 Broadway • Taunton, MA 02780 • Phone (508) 824-1367 • Fax (508) 823-1803 

44.01
 As stated in our previous letter of April 17 2017 following the filing of Notice of Public Change while 
we remain convinced of South Coast Rail's potential via Phase II preferred Stoughton route to generate 
economic development address equity concerns enhance the state's long-term 
sustainability/competitiveness and improve the quality of life for over 630 000 Southeast 
Massachusetts residents. we continue to have doubts about the Commonwealth's commitment to 
building it. And while we are appreciative of the serious efforts of late that have been made to try and 
deliver earlier on restoring commuter rail to the South Coast with the promised commencement of 
service to the cities of Fall River and New Bedford by 2022 via the proposed Phase I Middleborough 
Alternative we remain leery were it to end up being the only phase completed that after all of the time 
and money that has been invested over many years to date. it will ultimately prove not to have been 
worth the wait. 

At the March 6 and 19 DSEIR meetings in Dartmouth and Taunton, many more people seemed to be of 
the opinion, as residents, that we are essentially being offered a "take it or leave it" (Phase 1 
Middleborough Alternative or nothing) proposition, with the suggestion that inferior rail service to Fall River 
and New Bedford by the somewhat earlier deadline of 2022 (90+ minute ride, less sustainable diesel, on 
an already overtaxed Middleborough/Lakeville line), will somehow offset and compensate for the loss of 
a key central station in downtown Taunton, quicker travel times into Boston, and higher ridership of the 
preferred Stoughton route. 'Alternative', is typically another way of saying "instead of', after all. 

EROSION OF PUBLIC TRUST 

In seeking to reassure doubters, MassDOT representatives have been stressing at public meetings of late 
that the agency has no intention of abandoning work on Stoughton, offering as 'proof' the explanation 
that continued planning for it, as Phase I progresses, is required by the Army Corps of Engineers. Ille 

44.02
 concern of course among many is that any such continued planning on Phase II is merely to satisfy the 
Corps. and that once/if Phase I is completed. said work will summarily be discontinued. 

44.03
 The inclusion of accommodations for electrification of the "southern triangle" in Phase I construction . 
might help to put such doubters at ease especially were the Corps to make its approval of Phase I 

contingent on that inclusion. A more substantive and genuine commitment to public process would also 44.04
go a long way not to mention a concerted effort heretofore lacking of specifically engaging those who 
stand to be directly affected by the implementation of Phase I: namely. City ofTaunton and Town of 
Middleboro residents businesses and elected officials. 

Unfortunately, it would appear since the last round of NPC public meetings, there has been a yet further 
erosion of public trust. 
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EQUITY IN SERVICE/EQUITY IN BENEFIT? 

Frequently cited in discussion of the need to extend commuter rail service to southeastern 
Massachusetts is the fact that Taunton New Bedford and Fall River are the only three Gateway Cities 

within 50 miles of Boston without rail service into the City. Were only the Middleborough (Phase ll 
Alternative to be implemented will the benefit to each of the above municipalities be equivalent to that 
of the other Gateways? While the cities of Fall River and New Bedford will have commuter rail stations 
in their downtowns - albeit with limited service -Taunton will not. Instead shuttle service from the 

downtown area (with a sizable Environmental Justice population of approximately 13 400} to a 
substitute station on the eastern outskirts of the city. has been proposed. People reliant on this shuttle 
(plus others arriving or being dropped off by passenger vehicle) will inevitably have to travel along Rte. 
140. a corridor already heavily congested with vehicles traveling among local businesses and/or 

transiting onward to Boston would add a minimum of 15-30 minutes to the overall trip thus creating a 
de facto two-seat ride with added costs in time and money. Is this truly equitable? 

ADDITIONAL TRANSPORTATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 

As has been voiced at the public meetings. there are multiple concerns as to impacts resulting from the 
proposed new station in the town of Middleborough not least of which being the earlier-referenced 
lack of public participation. But apart from said lack of meaningful opportunity to input on the part of 
the town and anticipated further deterioration in peak hour level of service at Rte. 105/495 lights and 
interchange and still unaddressed rotary there is also reason to question some of the data and/or 
methodologies used to arrive at a number of conclusions in the DSEIR. Among others for example: the 
background growth rates used in proiecting future conditions appear to be inadequate in that they do 
not clearly quantify traffic growth patterns at network corridor and intersection levels. There is no 

discussion of the travel model calibration procedure and results including those from vehicular and 
transit miles and trips traveled . And the peak hour factors assumed in the operation analysis and 
methodologies for developing said factors are likewise not documented. 

In addition, there is no shortage of environmental concerns, and significant differences, again, between 
less sustainable Phase I Middleborough Alternative and Phase II preferred Stoughton route. Among 
them: That the Phase I Middleborough Alternative as a solely diesel option. would seem to be in 
conflict with the Governor's recent air quality/GHG mitigation proposals. The Middleborough 
Alternative's footprint moreover includes sections of track slated to be upgraded that are in proximity to 
one of the greatest concentration of state certified coldwater fisheries resources in the Taunton River 
Watershed. And its project area in Lakeville and Middleborough has been identified as a Habitat 
Protection Priority by The Nature Conservancy as part of its eco-regional assessment of the Taunton 
River Watershed. 

IN CLOSING 

On behalf of the SRPEDD Commission, such are but a few of our comments and questions relative the 
recently filed DSEIR for the Phase I Middleborough Alternative, inclusive of our and many others' 
concerns that it will end up being the anfy phase completed. For if there is indeed destined to be only 
one commuter rail phase that is ultimately implemented for Southeast Massachusetts, it is our hope, 
along with countless others across the region, that it will be the only one which stands to offer the full 

Letter to Matthew Beaton 
Page 3 

economic, environmental and equity-oriented returns that have long been promised; namely, the 
Stoughton preferred route. 

With thanks to MassDOT and the Commonwealth for its past and continuing support of the region 

Jeffrey Walker, AICP 
Executive Director 

cc: Jean Fox, MassDOT 
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J~MassAudubon 
Advocacy Department 

208 South Great Road , Lincoln, MA 01773 
781.259. 2172 hricci@massau dubon.org 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

On behalf of Mass Audubon, I submit the following comments on the Draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) for Phase 1 of the South Coast Rail project. Mass 
Audubon is an abutter to the overall South Coast Rail project through its ownership of the 954-acre 
Assonet Cedar Swamp Wildlife Sanctuary in Lakeville. We have followed this project since 1997 
and submitted comments on all previous stages of the federal and state environmental review 
processes. These comments are focused on impacts and mitigation for wetlands, water resources 
and biodiversity. ' 

The Certificate_ on the Notice of Project Change (NPC) required a comprehensive analysis of 
impacts and m1t1gat10n. The DSEIR provides information, maps and summary charts of impacts to 
natural resources. However, the descriptions of mitigation are generic and do not provide specifics 
of how or where mitigation will be conducted. The DSEIR indicates that MassDOT has continued 
to work with the Interagency Working Group in conducting the impact assessment and planning for 
mitigation. The Certificate also indicated that MassDOT was committed to reconvening the 
Wetland Mitigation Working Group, but there is no information about that in the DSEIR. 

Mass Audubon requests that more specific commitments to mitigation be provided in the Final 
SEIR A few examples of types of impacts and mitigation that should be addressed in further detail 
in the FSEIR are listed below; this list is not comprehensive. 

Climate Change Resiliency and Low Impact Development 

The Certificate on the NPC required that the DSEIR address the project in relation to the Global 
Warming Solutions Act of2008 (GWSA), Executive Order 569: Establishing An Integrated 
Climate Change Strategy for the Commonwealth (EO 569) and the MassDOT GreenDOT Policy. 
The DSEIR does provide information on these topics, such as a general commitment to design all 
structures and stormwater systems to address future projections of increased storm intensities . .!tis 

www.massaudubon.org/advocacy · www.massaudubon.org/shap1ngthefuture 

1 https://www.mass.gov/files/documents/2017/06/zw/pollinator-plan.pdf 
2 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
March 23, 2018 

Secretary Matthew Beaton 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs 
Attn: MEPA Office 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Via Email: purvi.patel@state.ma.us 

Re: EOEEA# 14346 South Coast Rail Phase 1 Service 

45.02 not clear if the MassDOT Climate Projections for precipitation events is carried through to the 
design of stormwater management from runoff associated with the large impervious surfaces (e g 
parkmg lots) at the new stations That section mentions applying the NOAA Atlas 2014 which 
while an improvement over older rustoric data does not address future changes 

The Certificate also required that: 

The DSEIR should evaluate Low Impact Development (LID) practices to manage 
stormwater at proposed stations, and parking areas such as: smaller parking stalls 
and circulation lanes; porous pavement; pavement disconnection versus traditional 
curb and gutter drainage; retention of existing mature non-invasive plants; 
exfiltrating bioretention in place of raised traffic islands; and tree box filters. It 
should identify where and how LID measures have been incorporated into the project 
design and operation. 

45.03 The DSEIR section on stormwater management makes a general commitment to employing LID 
However the descriptions and sketch plans of proposed stormwater management do not in fact 
embrace a true LID approach They descriptions refer to collecting runoff from pavement into 
catchbasins gathering it in pipes and directing it to forebays retention (infiltration) basins and 
similar measures There are no plans for placing bioretention areas and tree boxes within paved 
areas to collect stormwater in small quantities at the location where the precipitation falls 
Bioretention has many benefits over centralized collection and infiltration, including removal of 
between 70 and 90% of sediments and nutrients. Soils and plants within bioretention areas can 
perform important water cleansing functions while also reducing the heat island effect of large 
paved surfaces. Use of native trees, shrubs, and flowering plants in bioretention also provides 
habitat for pollinators, consistent with the state Pollinator Protection Plan 1 as well as supporting 
buds and other native wildlife, and increasing the attractiveness and comfort of the area around the 
stations for travelers. 

45.04 The potential for placing solar arrays on the station roofs and/or on parking canopies should be also 

45.05 be considered The design of storm water in relation to parking canopies and potential use of 
bioretention and trees may be somewhat more complex but there may be locations where one or the 
other of these options may be appropriate and workable or where a hybrid approach could be 
pursued with canopies in some parking areas and planted areas in others 

Specific Mitigation Plans 

45.06 The Certificate on the NPC called for presentation of a comprehensive mitigation plan to address 
federal and state wetlands and environmental regulations as well as local bylaws The DSEIR 
claims that MassDOT is exempt from local bylaws This should be clarified The Certificate also 

45.07 required the comprehensive mitigation plan to include construction period measures post­
construction monitoring and restoration compensation if needed and measures to promote wildlife 
ha_b1tat _and to remov_e/prevent the establishment of invasive species The descriptions of proposed 
mltlgatton are genenc rather than site specific Additional information should be provided in the 
FElR.. 
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For example, nine vernal pools are located within 100 ft. of the Right of Way for the Middleboro 
Secondary line, and the proposed rail improvements will directly impact two vernal pools and an 
additional 4, I 00 sf of essential upland habitat of vernal pool dependent species. The Certificate 
required that for vernal pool mitigation, "the DSEIR should consider expansion of existing vernal 
pools that will receive fill and plantings to help maintain healthy vernal pool ecosystems (shading, 
temperature regulation, and invasive species minimization) and support reestablishment of native 
vegetation." 
The Certificate also reqyired mitigation for rare species impacts and to minimize overall 
biodiversity impacts The DSEIR provides genera) descriptions of measures that could be applied 
to facilitate safe crossing of the rai l line by the state-listed Box Turtle through specially designed 
trenching features as wen as upland underpasses for a variety of wildlife However it does not 
identify specifi c locations where those features will actually be installed. 

A number of culverts will need to be replaced and the DSEIR provides a commitment to do those 
replacements with pre-cast concrete box culverts embedded within the channel to provide natural 
substrate and increasing the crossing openness wherever feasible through enlarging the cross­
section and/or decreasing culvert length However the DSEIR does not provide details on specific 
locations or the extent to which each location will be able to improve toward meeting the stream 
crossing standards  . 
 
Thank you for considering these comments. We look forward to reviewing additional mitigation 
detai ls in the FEIR. 

Sincerely, 

E. Heidi Ricci 
Assistant Director of Advocacy 
 
 
Cc: Jean Fox, MassDOT 

Lealdon Langley, MassDEP 
MassDEP SERO 
NHESP 
SRPEDD 
Taunton River Watershed Alliance 
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March 23, 2018 

Massachusetts Department of Transportation 
10 Park Plaza, Suite 4150 
Boston, MA 02116 

Re: South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

~ 
si'fiiR'X 

CLUB 
50 Federal Street, 3rd floor 

(617) 423-5775 
www.sierraclubmass.org 

We are pleased to see continued progress on South Coast service. 

We would like to give you and MassDOT the following suggestions that we feel would significantly 
strengthen the project: 

46.01 1) The Sierra Club remains strongly committed to electric service not just on South Coast but 
throughout the entire MBTA Commuter Rail system. Ultimately we need the full Stoughton electric or 
equivalent (e .g. Attleboro bypass). We do not think phase 1 of the project will succeed without delivering 
electric service. At a minimum the southern triangle should be electrified in phase 1. (It could start with 
the New Bedford Main Line if funding is an issue.) The locomotives could be dual power to preserve a 
single-seat ride. In addition to the environmental benefits of electric traction electrifying now will avoid 
Phase 2 inflation costs and reduce local impact of Phase 1 by having one construction phase instead of 
two. Electrification in Phase 1 will demonstrate commitment to Phase 2. 

46.02 2) Service to downtown Taunton needs a better near-term solution. Options for that service include 
shuttle service to the Northeast Corridor at Attleboro or additional trains via the Middleborough line 
originating in Taunton. To the extent possible assets described in the FEIS/FEIR should be built as part 
of the interim service. 

46.03 3) We think the project will not succeed without service to the Cape. Frequent Cape service will preserve 
a high level of service to and use of the Middleborough/Lakeville station. A one-seat ride needs to be the 
solution for the Cape given the enormous tourist market but a shuttle between the Cape and 
Bridgewater would be acceptable initially. We are concerned that South Coast phase 1 will limit Cape 
service. The final EIR needs to state the current capacity of the Middleborough line and how it will be 
increased to provide not only good service to South Coast but to the Cape as well. The EIR should also 
discuss the capacity and performance improvements from the planned implementation of PTC on this 
line. This analysis should also include possible benefits from the North-South Rail Link on fleet utilization 
or trip times (since this would eliminate reversals at South Station). 

46.04 4) The DSEIR analysis of the Attleboro option was inadequate because of the constraint of a one-seat 
ride. An Attleboro shuttle would avoid the reversal on Northeast Corridor. This segment too could be 
electrified to avoid negative diesel impacts. A two-seat ride via Attleboro could be faster than the 
Middleboro route particularly if the connection ran express from Attleboro to Route 128 Upgrading the 
Attleboro Secondary would provide access from Taunton not just to Boston but south to Providence. 
Passenger projections could be higher than Phase 1 Middleborough if demand to the south is included. 
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~
si'fiiR'X 

CLUB 

 

50 Federal Street, 3rd floor 

(617) 423-5775 
www.sierraclubmass.org 

This could be a complementary resilient project even if it is not the main route. Finally modernizing this 
short section will benefit freight. 

5) We support modernizing the entire Secondary from Attleboro to Middleboro since that will create a 
redundant network that will benefit the entire Southeastern region of the state. Such modernization 
opens up numerous destination pairs (such as Attleboro-Bridgewater for the University and New 
Bedford-Providence) so that service may need to be maintained after Phase 2. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please let us know if we can provide further information. 

Respectfully, 

y~;7ol'~ 
Emily Norton 
Mass. Sierra Club, Chapter Director 
emily .norton@sierraclub.org 

March 22, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
EEA # l4346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 
or fax: 617-626-1181 
email: Purvi.Patel@state.ma. us 

Jean Fox 
MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaia, Room 4150 
Boston, MA 02116 
email: Jean.Fox@state.ma.us 

Re: EEA No. 14346 Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report, South Coast Rail Project 
Phase 1 - sent by email 

Dear Secretary Beaton and Ms. Fox, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (DSEIR) for Phase 1 of the South Coast Rail (SCR) project. Public Employees for 
Environmental Responsibility (PEER) is a Washington D.C.-based non-profit, non-partisan 
public interest organi2ation concerned with honest and open government. Specifically, PEER 
serves and protects public employees working on environmental issues. PEER represents 
thousands of local, state and federal government employees nationwide; our New England 
chapter is located outside ofBoston, Massachusetts. PEER has been involved in reviewing the 
SCR project since 2002. 

Description of proposed project. The DSEIR is proposing to adopt a so-called "phased 
approach" to provide commuter rail service to the South Coast region: Phase I , the 
Middleborough Secondary Alternative, and Phase 2, the Full Build scenario, which would be the 
Stoughton Alternative through the Hockomock Swamp. According to the Massachusetts 
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Alternative avoided the Hockomock, and MBTA sang the praises of its high ridership, 
reasonable costs, competitive travel times, and, significantly, lower environmental impacts than 
the Stoughton Alternative. Not only did the MBTA's ENF recommend pursuing the 
Attleboro Alternative, but it repeatedly pointed out the difficulties and severe environmental 
impacts associated with the Stoughton Alternative. Due in large part to these overwhelming 
environmental concerns, the MBTA settled on the Attleboro Alternative as its first choice. 

The Attleboro choice raised the ire of citizens in the affected communities of Attleboro, Norton, 
and Taunton, who feared that a train line would interfere with local traffic and decrease proper(y 
values of houses along the line. Soon the region's influential congressmen were weighing in on 
the issue. In August of 1996, the Legislature essentially overruled 'MBTA s ENF by ordering the 
MBTA to "rethink" their study and review other alternatives for rail construction. Later, in a 
discussion of the history of the proposed New Bedford/Fall River rail line, MBTA admitted that 
these communities raised "a number of local concerns" and that "these concerns were also 
expressed by state legislators ... in response, the MBTA stopped work on the project in January 
of 1996." The legislature had spoken, and MBTA received the message loud and clear: the 
Attleboro Alternative, while less environmentally damaging, would be less of a political 
headache. 

In 1997, MBTA and its consultant, VHB (the very same consultant who prepared the DSEIR) 
reported that the Attleboro alternative would "result in the highest impacts to environmental 
resources," thus giving them an excuse to eliminate the Attleboro alternative from consideration. 
But apparently some state representatives were not going to take any chances. In October of 
1997, 16 legislators wrote to then-Governor Paul Cellucci, expressing their interest in the project. 
Their letter went on to say: 

... we are happy to inform you of an agreement reached by the undersigned legislators on 
a choice for the rail route to Taunton, Fall River and New Bedford. As you can see from 
the enclosed legislative language, for which we shall seek enactment, the so-called 
"Attleboro Route" is specifically excluded once and for all. The final path which we are 
supporting is the so-called 'Stoughton Route.' .. . the MBTA is directed to cease all 
attempts to provide this service by way of the "Attleboro Route, so called." Section 2J: 
6005-1962 is hereby amended as follows: For the extension of the commuter rail service 
to New Bedford and Fall River.. .. the funds provided by this section shall be used for 
engineering and environmental studies and for permitting and constructing the Stoughton 
Extension through the municipalities of Stoughton, Easton, Raynham, and Taunton. 

On November 15, 1999, Secretary Durand said both the Attleboro and Stoughton alternatives 
were feasible and that the "environmental impacts of the Stoughton Alternative are, on balance, 
greater than those of the other alternatives, including Attleboro." The Middleborough 
Alternative, the one that is before us today, was not pursued because it did not meet the ridership 
criteria. Then the Massachusetts Legislature stepped in again: they approved the transportation 
bond on June 30th, 2000, containing the following language: "The Massachusetts Bay 
Transportation Authority shall use an extension of the Stoughton commuter rail route through the 
municipalities of Stoughton, Easton, Raynham and Taunton in order to provide commuter rail 
service to New Bedford and Fall River. " 

PEER's point is this: For 25 years, the Commonwealth has been spending hundreds of millions 
of dollars on this project. The original route - determined through an unbiased process - was 
through Attleboro. But politics reared its ugly head, and Stoughton became the most politically 
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palatable - albeit most environmentally damaging and costliest - alternative. For more than 15 
years, the U.S Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), environmental groups, citizens, and 
PEER have been telling MassDOT that the Stoughton Alternative was too expensive and too 
environmentally damaging, and that alternatives such as Middleborough and the rapid bus should 
be examined. Middleborough, which was always the cheapest and least environmentally 
damaging of the routes, was dismissed early on. And here we are, in 2018, and suddenly the 
Middleborough Alternative is practicable. It is difficult to have confidence in MassDOT and its 
consultants, as it appears that politics have been driving this train all along. MassDOT and VHB 
have made this environmental review process a sham. While PEER is pleased that the 
Middleborough Alternative is viable once again, we are frustrated at the length of time it took to 
get here, and the money wasted. 

47.05 The cost of the project. 
 PEER is baffled as to how Phase 1 of the Project will not add to the 
overall cost of the Full Build. A graphic, provided in MassDOT' s community outreach 
presentation, shows that the Project will cost $3.2 billion, with or without the construction of 
Phase I. Phase I reconstructs 29 miles of track, upgrades 7.1 miles of existing track, constructs 
two new layover facilities, and constructs six new stations. While many of these track 
improvements can be used in the Full Build, some of the costs (such as those associated with the 
new Pilgrim Junction station and the relocated East Taunton station) cannot. The estimated cost 
for the Pilgrim Junction station alone is between $17.4 and $24.9 million.16 

- -

16 DSEIR, p. 2-38 

7 

47.05 MassDOT contends that the savings comes from building eight years earlier· however it is 

cont... inconceivable that costs will not continue to rise and if the Full Build is ultimately pursued that 

it will not be more expensive to have both routes constructed and in operation. 

Environmental concerns. PEER has several environmental concerns regarding Phase 1: 
specifically, the failure to consider induced traffic in the air pollution/greenhouse gas analysis, 
and protection of vernal pools. First the DSEIR - once again - does not take into account 

47.06 induced traffic. Specifically if cars are taken off the road and traffic congestion eases more cars 

start using the roads. This is a known effect and many peer-reviewed articles discuss this 
phenomenon. MassDOT must take induced traffic into consideration when analyzing VMT and 
air pollution. 
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Second, improvements to the Middleborough track requires construction within I 00 feet of nine 
vernal pools. MassDOT states: 

This work is not anticipated to substantially change habitat quality (microclimate) as 
clearing will be limited to small areas in the upland and will preserve vegetation between 
the work area and the limit of the vernal pool. The construction will not affect the ability 
of amphibians to move between vernal pools, as it will not change the existing ballast and 
track or add new barriers to movement. 17 

As we have told you before, in April 2002, PEER conducted a water quality analysis that MBT A 
neglected to perform, comparing vernal pools in the Hockomock to similar pools near existing 
rail lines. PEER examined water quality in six vernal pools: three adjacent to the active MBTA 
Attleboro rail line in Sharon, Massachusetts, and three adjacent to the abandoned MBTA 
right-of-way in the Hockomock Swamp in Easton, Massachusetts. The analysis tested the 
MBTA's hypotheses that there are no adverse impacts associated with an active diesel rail line. 
The results show that the dissolved oxygen in the vernal pools adjacent to the active rail line was 
significantly lower than similar pools in the Hockomock. Dissolved oxygen is necessary to 
support aquatic life; therefore, low dissolved oxygen is extremely detrimental to animals found 
in vernal pools. The statistical analysis also showed that the difference in dissolved oxygen 
between the two sites is not due to any other factors examined (i.e., water temperature, distance 
to rail bed, depth of the vernal pool, or pH). The presence of the rail line itself is the most 
likely culprit. MassDOT and its consultants should ensure that these nine vernal pools are not 
adversely impacted from hydrocarbons and other pollutants from the diesel trains. 

In addition MassDOT fails to consider protecting these vernal pools from herbicide spraying. 
MassDOT states that in order to protect water quality and state-listed species it will: 

designate the portion of the corridor adjacent to Thatcher's Pond in Taunton as a No­
Application [of herbicides) sensitive area. In addition in accordance with the DFA 
requirements the following will be designated as No-Application zones: Areas within 10 
feet of a surface water or wetland· Areas within 50 feet of a private drinking water 
supply- Areas within I 00 feet of a surface water public water supply- and Areas within 
400 feet of a public water supply well (Zone l).ll! 

PEER requests that this No-Application zone also be afforded to the vernal pools. 

What MassDOT used to say about the Middleborough Alternative. It is baffling how 
MassDOT suddenly considers the Middleborough Alternative practicable. PEER agrees that 
Middleborough is indeed practicable and in fact the LEDP A We had urged MassDOT to 
consider Middleborough for years. However we respectfully request an explanation as to how 
this happened - perhaps ifwe can understand why MassDOT changed its mind so drastically we 
can prevent future delays and expenditures on other projects. 

In 2009, MassDOT stated that the Middleborough Alternatives (2, 2A and 2B) "had consistently 
less favorable results because they had inferior run times and lack ... Orange Line connectivity. 
Alternative 2, Option 2B, also has inferior headways to any of the other alternatives causing it to 

17 DS EIR, p. 9-28 
18 DSEIR, p. 9-48 
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have less demand than Alternative 2, Option 2A ... Alternative 2B consistently produced the least 
favorable travel demand results of all of the options. "19 

In 2011 , MassDOT said that several Middleborough Alternatives were: 

not considered practicable due to ... low projected ridership numbers, high cost and 
significant construction-related disruption to the existing public transit system and to the 
City of Quincy. The Middleborough Full Alternative would also add multiple trains in the 
morning and evening peaks to South Station operations, resulting in operational impacts 
at South Station ... resulting in extensive delays to the operation of the alternative and 
system-wide impacts to the rail network. The operational impacts would render the 
Middleborough Full Alternative not practicable for this reason as well.20 

The so-called Middleborough Simple Alternative was said to "not meet the minimum capacity 
requirements ofMBTA for quality of service and the ridership would result in substantially 
lower projections than that of other alternatives. Because of its low projected ridership this 
alternative was not considered practicable. "21 

In 2013, MassDOT claimed that Middleborough was currently unable to handle any more growth 
due to full parking lots, and that communities were "reluctant to increase parking lot capacity. "22 

Table 3.2-1 provided in the FEIR showed that Middleborough was already over capacity (see 
Table, below). 

Table 3.2-1 Ridership on Providence, Stoughton and Middleborough Rail lines 
AM Peak 

Line AM Peak Passengers AM Peak Seating Capacity Utilization • 

Providence 11,017 8,532 129% 

Stought on 2,771 3,558 78% 

Middleborough 3,743 3,696 101% 

Source 	 M BCR Ride Check December 2006, MBTA South Side Equipment Schedule 
Assumes all passengers continue to Sout h Station, Stoughton, Providence/Stoughton and 
Middleborough/Lakeville Lines. 

When commenters suggested building another station, MassDOT refused to consider it. Now, 
MassDOT proposes to build the new Pilgrim Junction parking lot, slightly north of the existing 
Middleborough lot, to accommodate the revamped line and additional cars. 

PEER is not suggesting that Middleborough is impracticable; rather, we are curious as to the 
sudden desirability of the Middleborough Alternative. 

Conclusion. PEER agrees that the Middleborough Alternative is practicable, and indeed, is the 
LEDPA of all the train alternatives. We also agree that the Middleborough Alternative has 

19 Appendix 3.1-C CTPS South Coast Rail Travel Demand Analysis 
Results Memo, p. 8 (February 2009) 
20 p. 3-25, USACOE DEIR/DEIS, February 2011 
21 1d 
22 p. 3-29 ofFEIR (August 2013) 
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4. The tactical use of diesel locomotives to provide service definitely serves a tactical goal 

of establishing service in the short-term but without MassDOT & the MBTA adopting an 

end-date for diesel traction power and a plan to electrify the entire South Coast Rail 

Corridor (as in the Full Build version of the plan) these diesel locomotives will continue 

to provide a higher environment impact lower speed service higher headways higher 

maintenance costs and higher amounts of out-of-service time than a fleet of Electric 

Multiple Unit (EMU) trains. 

5. Continuing to invest in a system that uses diesel traction runs counter to the 

Commonwealth's plans to reduce greenhouse gas emissions especially given that 

transportation is currentiy the largest contributors to greenhouse gas emissions in the 

Commonwealth . 

6. The bottlenecks of the Old Colony Line and South Station combined with the continued 

reliance on slower diesel traction will limit the Commonwealth's ability to increase 

service if high demand is seen and MassDOT and the MBTA need to advance plans to 

address these core infrastructure capacity problems {with solutions such as a full 

double-tracking of the Old Colony Line , full electrification of the MBTA rail system. 

building the North-South Rail Link or expanding capacity at South Station via better train 

movements or other solutions). 

Thank you for your consideration and we hope that these comments can be reflected in 

continued planning around the South Coast Rail project in Phase 1 and beyond. 

Regards, 
Patrick Starling 
Livable Streets Advocacy Committee 

BRIST$ L COUNTY 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

Voice of Business Since 1911 
 

March 23,  2018 

Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Secretary 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Mr. Beaton: 

For far too many years, residents and businesses along the South Coast have been without passenger rail 
service to Boston. 

On September 18, 2017, following a lengthy public comment period, MassDOT released an 
announcement reaffirming the one-seat service from Fall River and New Bedford. The public was 
informed of the Phase I analysis ofrefining station stops. Their memo indicates the advisability of a new 
station in Middleborough at Pilgrim Junction which would minimize travel times, optimize operations 
and support a connection for future Cape Flyer service. In addition, that Pilgrim Junction site is adjacent 
to an existing rail layover area. 

The residents of the South Coast face daily uncertainties and frustrations when attempting to drive to 
Boston. Rail access means prospects for higher paying jobs, better access to universities, availability of 
medical specialists, and more opportunity for travel and tourism. It will also help to bring affordable 
housing to the Greater Boston Area and provides a host of economic opportunities to areas of the 
Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for too long. 

This region needs Phase I of the South Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. The idea of waiting 
another decade for the possibility of a more complex Stoughton route makes no sense. 

 

49.01 On behalf of the Boards of Directors of the Bristo) County Chamber of Commerce we urge all that are 
involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts . 
 
 
 
 
Kimberly A Coroa Moniz 
Interim Director 
Bristol County Chamber of  Commerce    
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February 19, 20 I 8 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office(Purvi Patel) 
I00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

.1~ J"j) 1fG 

l'IECE!VED 

FEB 22 2018 

MEPA 

I am writing to express my unequivocal support for Phase I of the South Coast Rail project As 
you know, the working idea of rail service to the South Coast region of the state is one that has 
existed for over twenty-five years, but has not come to fruition. I am thrilled to see that with 
Phase I, Fall River, Taunton and New Bedford will have rail service by 2022. 

The positive effects rail service will have on the South Coast arc immeasurable. From an 
economic development standpoint rail service means that SouthCoast residents will have better 
access to employment opportunities in areas serviced by the commuter rail without having to 
move into those areas which are characterized by a higher cost of living. 

Similarly, I believe that families from the metro-Boston area will choose to relocate to the 
SouthCoast for housing purposes or choose to continue to work in Boston so long as they are 
afforded a safe, affordable, efficient and reliable means of transportation to and from Boston. 
These families will invest in our cities and towns, generate new tax revenue and bring with them 
more disposable income which will help local businesses as they experience the numerous 
cultural and lifestyle amenities offered in the SouthCoast. 

As noted in the Draft Environmental Impact Report, Phase I docs not replace the proposed 
Stoughton route as the Phase I improvements are also a necessary component of the Phase 2 
Stoughton Route, so executing Phase I will not increase the capital cost of the full build, yet it 
will accommodate rail service at least 8 years earlier than the full build. 

Given that Phase I supports the overall Full Build of South Coast Rail without additional cost, 
along with the positive impact rail service will have on the economic development of the region, 
it is without hesitation that I support Phase I ofthe South Coast Rail project. Thank you for 
making this long sought transportation goal a reality. 

Cc: Jean Fox 
MassDOT 
Ten Parl< Plaza, Room 4150 
Boston, MA 02116 

~ 

Paul S. Medeiros, Board Member 
JOBS for Fall River, Inc. 
DBA Fall River Office of Economic Development 



RECEIVED 

MAil 2 6 2018 

MEPA 
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FALL RIVER 
OFFICE OF 
ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT _--=_=_=_=,._-=i--a 

March 22, 20 18 

Secretary Matlhew A. Beaton, EO EEA 
Attn : ME PA Offi ce (Purvi Patel) 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02 11 4 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

I am writing to express my unequi vocal support for Phase I of the South Coast Rail project. As you 
know, the work ing idea of ra il service to the South Coast region of the sta te is one that has ex isted fo r 
over twenty-fi ve years, but has not come to fruition. I am thrilled to see that with Phase I , Fall Ri ver, 
Taunton and New Bedford wi ll have ra il service by 2022. 

The positi ve effects ra il service will have on the South Coast are immeasurable. From an economi c 
development standpoint ra il service means that SouthCoast residents will have better access to 
employment opportunities in areas serviced by the commuter ra il without having to move into those areas 
which are characteri zed by a higher cost of living. 

Simil arly, I believe that famili es from the metro-Boston area will choose to relocate to the SouthCoast for 
housi ng purposes o r choose to continue to work in Boston so Jong as they arc afforded a safe, affordabl e, 
effi cient and reli able means of transportation to and from Boston. These families will invest in our cities 
and towns , generate new tax revenue and bring with them more disposable income which will help local 
businesses as they experience the numerous cultural and lifestyle amenities offered in the So uthCoast. 

As noted in the Draft Environmental Impact Report, Phase I docs not replace the proposed Stoughton 
route as the Phase I improvements arc also a necessary component of the Phase 2 Stoughton Route, so 
executing Phase I will not increase the capital cost of thc full build, yet it will accommodate ra il service at 
least 8 years earli er than the full build . 

Given that Phase I supports the overall Full Build of South Coast Rail without additional cost, al ong with 
the positi ve impact rail service will have on the economic development of the region, it is without 
hesitation that I support Phase I of the South Coast Rail project. Thank you for making this long sought 
transportation goal a reality. 

Cc: Jean Fox 

139 south Main Street, suite 400 , Fall River, MA 02721-5306 
508.324.2620 
508.675.1497 
Fa x: 508.677.2840 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Deven Robitaille <deven@southcoastchamber.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 9:16 AM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: Rail to Boston Comments 

This is a very important project!!! 

Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists 
and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase I of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge al! involved to make this a reality for the residents of 51.01 
Southeastern Massachusetts 

Thank you. 

Deven Q. Robitaille, MBA 
Programs and Events Manager 
SouthCoast Chamber 
794 Purchase Street 
New Bedford, MA 02742 
P: (508) 999-5231 Ext. 103 
F: (508) 999-5237 
E: deven @southcoastchamber.com 
www.southcoastchamber.com 
Proudly Serving New Bedford and the Towns of the South Coast 
Linked.In Facebook Twitter Business Directory 

New email address: deven@southcoastchamber.com. The New Bedford Area Chamber of 
Commerce is excited to be doing business as the SouthCoast Chamber. 
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1213 Purchase Street 
2nd Floor 
New Bedford, MA 02740 
www.nbedc.org 

• • New Bedford 
 Economic Development Council • •

Open for Business! 

March 22, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs 
ATTN : MEPA Office- Purvi Patel 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

RE: EEA #14346 - South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 

Dear Secretary Beaton : 

On behalf of the Board of Directors and membership of the New Bedford Economic Development 
Council (NBEDC) I write to offer our strong support for the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) in 
connection with Phase I of the South Coast Rail Project. 

After decades of planning and waiting, advancing Phase I via the Middleborough Line is a vital first step 
forward in restoring commuter rail service from the South Coast to Boston. As proposed, Phase I 
provides a clear and manageable pathway for earlier service while the complexities of the Stoughton 
Electric preferred alternative are addressed . This phased approach will yield numerous and needed 
economic and environmental benefits to New Bedford and our region much sooner. 

South Coast Rail has been studied and promised for many, many years, and at substantial taxpayer cost. 
The NBEDC has always championed these efforts, knowing the positive economic impacts returning 
serving will have on our targeted development districts near our nation leading port. Phase I is a 
solution that clearly offers tangible results that are effectively a " down payment" on full service with 
negligible environmental impact. Full service should also lead to fully developed TOD districts in New 
Bedford. While not part of the DSEIR, we are eager to see comprehensive planning for the TOD districts 
advance at the appropriate time, so there is strategic alignment with the waterfront planning work 
recently completed by the NBEDC and the City of New Bedford . 

It is also our understanding that the entire right-of-way is owned by the Commonwealth and currently 
handles freight traffic. The improvements and upgrades for commuter service also benefit the freight 
carriers who must travel at sharply reduced speeds because of the current track conditions. Freight 
capacity could well expand simultaneous with the vital commuter rail connection, removing some of the 
truck traffic from our over-capacity roadways as well-a win-win for New Bedford and the region. 

With Phase I, MassDOT and the MBTA will be able to build 56% of the track miles needed for the 
Stoughton preferred alternative. This approach is financially prudent since South Coast Rail requires the 
entire so-called "Southern Triangle" for both Phase I and the Stoughton route. The DSEIR states that the 

only additional cost associated with Phase I are the Middleborough Secondary and the stations at 
Middleborough and Taunton. 

New Bedford is part of a region that has long been underserved regarding rail service and the smart 
growth opportunities such service provides. This project has been studied since 1990 and with 
continued delay only comes increases in project cost and no advancement of the transportation 
network to the New Bedford Region . This project has been fully studied, is well planned, and has always 
had civic engagement as a central element to its advancement. 

The NBEDC fully supports the DSEIR and Phase, and we urge you to roll the document over into a final 
report so that construction may begin as soon as possible. 

Sincerely, 

Anthony R. Sapienza 
President of NBEDC 

NBEDC Board of Directors 
Joseph Nauman, Vic-President 

David Slutz, Treasurer 
Carol Pimentel, Clerk 
Peter Selley, Loan Committee Chairman 
Helena DaSilva Hughes 
Elizabeth Isherwood 
John Vasconcellos 
Steven Kenyon 



/ 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Helena DaSilva Hughes <helena.dasilva.hughes@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 12:02 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: Fwd: Secretary Beaton 
Attachments: Secretary Matthew Beaton.pd! 

Hello Secretary Beaton: 

I would like to take this opportunity to ask for your support as the residents of Southeastern 
MA to keep rail moving and have a completion date of 2022 for completion and operation of 
Phase 1. 

Attached please find my letter with additional comments. 

Thank you. 

Helena 

Helena DaSflva Hughes 
Executive Director I The Immigrants' Assistance Center, Inc. 
SB Crapo Street I New Bedford MA I 02740 
Office : 508.996.8113 
Email: helena.dasilva.hughes@gmail.com 

Find us at our website , FaceBook, Twitter 

.................................................. .................................................. 
"Only print this e-mail if necessary. 
This email and accompanying documents may contain information which is confidential or privileged, and is intended to be for the use of 
the individual or entity named In this email arty. If you received this email In error, please notify us by telephone Immediately and 
delete alt info1TTiation from your records. Thank you. 

N 

w 

s 

IMMIGRANTS'.ASSISD1NCE CENTER, INC 

March 21, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
EEA #14346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

As the Executive Director of the Immigrants' Assistance Center, Inc. (~ an agency 
in New Bedford that provides social services to thousands of immigrants per year,! 
believe that the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail 
service to Boston. 

53.01 
This service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and 
additionally provide a host of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern 
triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. We need to see phase 1 of 
the South Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involve to make this a 
reality for the residents of Southeastern Mass. 

Thank you . 

58 Crapo Street - New Bedford, MA 02740 
Phone (508) 996-8113 I Fax (508) 993-6621 I lnfo@IACl971.org I www.immigrantsassistancecenter.org 
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February 19, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Ann: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

SOUTHEASTERN MASSACHUSETTS 
SER-JOBS FOR PROGRESS, INC. 

164 ern,o,o lmn • F•• 11w,. lollsl/.CMU11111 01710 • lruMM/TIY (508) 676-1916 • F" (5081676-2330 
E-.w: odmin@ser-jobs.con 

J am writing to express my unequivocal support for Phase I of the South Coast Rail project. As 
you know, the working idea of rail service to the South Coast region of the state is one that has 
existed for over twenty-live years, but has not come to fruition. 1 am thrilled to see that with 
Phase 1, Fall River, Taunton and New Bedford will have rail service by 2022. 

The positive effects rail service will have on the South Coast are immeasurable. From an 
economic development standpoint, rail service means that SouthCoast residents will have better 
access to employment opportunities in areas serviced by the commuter rail without having to 
move into those areas which are characterized by a higher cost of living. 

Similarly, [ believe that families from the metro-Boston area will choose to relocate to the 
SouthCoast for housing purposes and choose to continue to work in Boston so long as they are 
afforded a sate, affordable, efficient and reliable means of transportation to and from Boston. 
These families will invest in our cities and towns, generate new tax revenue, and bring with them 
more disposable income which will help local businesses as they experience the numerous 
cultural and lifostyle amenities offered in the SouthCoast. 

As noted in the Drati Environmental Impact Report, Phase l will not increase the capital cost of 
the full bui ld, yet it wi ll accommodate rail service at least 8 years earlier than the lull build . Due 
to this, along with the positive impact rail service will have on the economic development of the 
region, it is without hesitation that I support Phase 1 of the South Coast Rail project. Thank you 
for making this long sought transportation goal a reality. 

"IUHIIID\YIY IGIH(!" 1.llllli-nOFRCOIPORAnO,UNO(tSWION~lt(OlOfllillffiAIRM!l'Jf{ODf) 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Steven Higgins <shiggins@iacil.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 11 :57 AM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: Fox, Jean (DOT) ; Marc Pacheco; Tom Hoye; wshine@iacll.org 
Subject: Southcoast rail DESIR opposition 

Good morning Secretary Beaton, 

I am writing on behalf of Independence Associates, Inc. & the Massachusetts Association of Centers for 
Independent Living. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on Monday evening March 19, 2018 at the martin Middle 
School in East Taunton MA in regards to the Southcoast Rail DSEIR. 

Independence Associates, Inc. and the Massachusetts Association of Centers for Independent Living 
would like to provide the following. 

Regardless of route chosen persons with disabilities must be included in the planning & development 
process. For years the disability community has been marginalized and many times left out of the 
process or brought in as an afterthought by the MBTA. 

The new plans call for elevators in some locations IE· Taunton The MBIA bas done a poor iob in 55.01

maintaining elevators escalators and other mobility access devices like that in the past Ibis affects the 
ability of persons with disabilities to rely on full access to work world class healthcare and freedoms 
our non-disa bled brothers and sisters enjoy to participate fully in society if we are unable to depend on 
the infrastructure put in place Ibis is a Civil Rights concern 

55.02
 All accessible routes to platforms Must be well maintained and free of barriers even in the future Ibis 
includes the sidewalks and other modes of public transportation to access the stations 

55.03
 From a Civil Bights perspective Bypassing the Stoughton route creates hardship for a significant 
population of persons in the greater Taunton area This is not addressed appropriately in the plan The 
plan is a plan which should and must benefit all persons living in Southeastern Massachusetts regardless 
of age, cultural diversity, or disability. Taunton is one of its largest and culturally diverse communities. 
The current plan avoids this critically sensitive issue. We would be opposed to any plan which does not 
take this into consideration. 

If you have any questions or concerns in regards to this testimony please do not hesitate to reach out to 
me. Our message has not changed from day one. From a civil rights perspective all persons must have 
equal access to reliable state of the art public transportation . 

A written copy of this testimony will be sent today, 

Steven S. Higgins, Executive Director 
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Independence Associates, Inc. 
100 Laurel St. 
Suite 122 
East Bridgewater, MA 02333 
508-583-2166 ext 113 
shiggins@iacil.org 

Independence Associates, Inc. is a scent free workplace. To accommodate full participation, Consumers, 
Staff, Volunteers, Community Partners and Business Partners must refrain from wearing any heavy 
deodorants or perfumes when visiting or working in our office. 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify 
the system manager. This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the 
individual named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy 
this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have received this e-mail by mistake 
and delete this e-mail from your system . If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that 
disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is 
strictly prohibited . 

Independence 9 Associates 
a center for independent living 

March 21, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOE EA 

Attn: MEPA Office (Purvl Patel) EEA #14346 

100 Cambridge St, Suite 900 

Boston MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

I am writing on behalf of Independence Associates, Inc. & the Massachusetts Association of Centers for 
Independent Living. 

Thank you for the opportuni ty to testify on Monday evening March 19, 2018 at the Martin Middle 
School in East Taunton MA in regards to the Southcoast Rail DSE IR. 

Independence Associates, Inc. and the Massachusetts Association of Centers for Independent Living 

would like to provide the fo llowing. 

Regardless of route chosen persons with disabilities must be included in the planning & development 

process. For years the disability community has been marginalized and many times left out of the 

process or brought in as an afterthought by the MBTA. 

The new plans cal l for elevators in some locations IE: Taunton . The MBTA has done a poor job in 

maintaining elevators, esca lators and other mobil ity access devices like that in the past. This affects the 

ability of persons with disabilities to rely on full access to work, world class hea lthcare, and freedoms 

our non-disabled brothers and siste rs enjoy to participate fully in society if we are unable to depend on 

the infrastructure put in place. This is a Civil Rights concern. 

All accessi ble routes to platforms must be well maintained and free of barriers even in the future. This 

includes the sidewalks, and other modes of public transportation to access the stations. 

From a Civil Rights perspective, bypassing the Stoughton route creates hardship for a significant 

population of persons in the greater Taunton area. This is not addressed appropriately in the plan. The 

plan is a plan wh ich should and must benefit all persons living in Southeastern Massachusetts regardless 

of age, cultura l diversity, or disability. Taunton is one of its largest and cu ltu rally diverse communit ies. 

The current plan avoids this critically sensitive issue. We would be opposed to any plan which does not 

take this into consideration. 

If you have any questions or concerns in regards to this testimony please do not hesitate to rea ch out to 

me. Our message has not changed from day one. From a civil rights perspective all persons must have 

equal access to reliable state of the art public transportation. 

100 Laurel Street, Ste . 122, East Bridgewater M A 02333 • 508-583-2166 (V/TIY) • www.iacil.org 



IndependenceOAssociates 
a center for independent living 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Independence Associates, Inc. 


100 Laurel St. 


Suite 122 


East Bridgewater, MA 02333 


508-583-2166 ext 113 


IB)ggins@ iacil.org 


CC: 	 Jean Fox, Mass DOT 


Senator Marc Pacheco 


Mayor Tom Hoye 


William Shine, Community Advocate 


Board of Directors 
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100 Laurel St reet, Ste. 122, Ea~t Bridgewater MA 02333 • 508-583-2166 (V/TIY) • www.iacil.org 



  
         

       
           

              
               

              

                
         

             
          

              
    

               
        

              
                  

           

              
        

              
             
                 

         

             
             

             

           

               
           

            
    

               
          

                 
        

            
             
             

             
             

           
             
           

            
           

              
         

    

                
               

               
                 

         

              
                

              
              

                
             

            
           

              
           

             
           

                
              

                 
       

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
1.01 USACE P. 1-11 (Ch. 1.9) The Corps notes that securing permits by September 2018 is an ambitious schedule 

considering the complexities of the Individual Standard Permit process. 
The Schedule has been revised to allow more review time of permits. 

1.02 USACE P. 2-4 (Ch. 2.1) The Corps notes that the overall project purpose is met through construction of the Stoughton 
Electric option and was predicated on the full build project as originally proposed. The Phase 1 project is 
primarily intended to expedite limited service to the south coast while the full build proceeds. 

Correct. 

1.03 USACE P. 2-50 (Table 2-5) We are curious as to the feasibility and average trip times of at least 2 express trains (one 
serving New Bedford; the other, Fall River) in each direction. 

MassDOT will continue to refine the schedule and operations for Phase 1 SCR. This will include investigating the 
feasibility of express trains and skip stops to provide shorter travel times to Southeastern Massachusetts. 

1.04 USACE P. 2-56 (Ch. 2.6.7: Stations) What short- and long-term effects will the planned expansion of South Station have 
on Phase I? On full build? 

The South Station Expansion (SSX) Project will add seven new platform tracks, as well as increasing the length of 
some platform tracks. These improvements will provide operational benefits in terms of terminal capacity and 
flexibility for South Station MBTA and Amtrak operations. The SSX Project made accommodations for the SCR 
Full Build operating plan in its design. SCR Phase I does not anticipate or require the SSX Project to be in place 
prior to implementation. For additional information on the SSX Project, see 
https://www.massdot.state.ma.us/southstationexpansion/Home.aspx 

1.06 USACE P. 3-11 (Ch. 3.3.4: Freetown Station) What are the ridership implications of losing 73 parking spaces here under 
the Phase I scenario? Under the full build scenario? 

Ridership projections for Phase 1 and for the Full Build were modeled in the DSEIR using more up-to-date 
information than was available in the FEIS/R. The proposed Freetown Station data reflects the demand 
anticipated for parking (and does not include a percentage of passengers who are anticipated to be dropped off 
at stations). Therefore, overall ridership for the Full Build is slightly below previous estimates. 

1.07 USACE P. 5-35 (Ch. 5.5.2: Taunton Traffic) On p. 5-28, The DSEIR acknowledges state plans to reconstruct the MA-
24/MA-140 interchange. Are Taunton traffic projections based on current conditions, or the proposed rebuild, 
and what are implications of the rebuild for access to the proposed East Taunton station? 

The No Build and Build traffic models include the proposed interchange reconstruction. 

1.08 USACE P. 8-58 (8.2.5: Mitigation) The Application will need to include a stand-alone wetland mitigation plan that 
complies with Corps of Engineers New England District Monitoring timeline and schedules, unless the Corps-
approved In-lieu-fee program becomes the sole form of federal wetland mitigation. The mitigation plan must 
be compatible with Corps mitigation guidance 

The §404 application will have a standalone mitigation plan and will be developed in compliance with the Army 
Corps of Engineers' timelines and schedules. Wetland mitigation will consist of replication areas as proposed 
under the Wetlands Protection Act at an impact-to-replacement ratio of 1:1, and an in-lieu fee will be provided to 
cover additional mitigation required by the Corps' mitigation guidance. 

1.09 USACE P. 9-13 (9.2.1: Biodiversity – Other Areas of Biodiversity Importance) Atlantic white cedar swamps also occur 
within the southern triangle, particularly near Myrick’s Jct., the Mass Audubon owned and managed Assonet 
Cedar Swamp, and Acushnet Cedar Swamp. The Corps notes that Atlantic white cedar wetlands can be 
extremely vulnerable to even slight changes in water table elevations and/or flow regimes. Notwithstanding the 
condition and/or operational status of existing culverts under the railroad tracks within or near these resources, 
the Corps will want to ensure that these culvert replacements and/or construction activities within or proximal 
thereto will not in any way compromise or harm the narrow hydrology ranges upon which these resources 
depend. Accordingly, the Corps will ensure that Mass Audubon and/or other pertinent organizations (private or 
governmental) that manage these sensitive resources are provided with public notices and/or other 
notifications, concerning said resources in the vicinity of rail/infrastructure activities, whether apportioned 
among “state-of-good repair,” Phase 1, or full build activities associated with South Coast Rail. Corps 
authorizations in this regard will include consideration of those parties’ comments concerning project impacts 
on said sensitive aquatic resources. 

The Project is being designed to maintain flows as they exist today to the extent possible. Where culverts are 
being upsized to meet hydrology or stream crossing standards, the flow regimes both up and downstream are 
modeled to confirm that there will not be any adverse impacts off-site. Survey has been completed to establish 
the inverts at existing culverts, which are matched in the proposed design. No major changes to base hydrology 
in adjacent wetland resources or flood elevations are anticipated. 

1.10 USACE PP. 9-31 – 9-46 (Figure 9-4) The Corps is pleased to see proposed wildlife crossings on the sheets as presented 
here, but it is at least somewhat unclear as to the placements as proposed, and for what taxa (e.g., turtles, 
salamanders, or other wildlife). We also note instances in which crossings are found near some particular 
mapped resource types (e.g., shrub swamp; wooded swamp deciduous), but appear to be lacking in others 
where they would seemingly make sense (e.g., vernal pools on opposite sides of the track on pp. 4 and 5 of 7). 
The Corps would also be interested in monitoring studies that assess wildlife crossings before and after such 
structures are installed, to determine their overall efficacy in ameliorating barriers that currently result in 
metapopulations confined to opposite sides of the track and which likely currently impact biodiversity. 

The locations of wildlife crossings were developed in consultation with NHESP. They were chosen to improve 
habitat connectivity for state-listed turtles and salamanders within mapped Priority Habitat polygons, as well as 
within other locations identified by NHESP as areas of high wildlife value. MassDOT would be happy to 
coordinate with USACE to identify additional locations along these active rail lines where wildlife crossings could 
reduce the barrier effect of the rail. MassDOT has offered to provide these crossings to enhance wildlife habitat, 
and they are mitigation for any new project-related wildlife habitat fragmentation. The type of long-term 
populations studies suggested by the USACE are beyond the scope of this project, although we agree that such 
investigations would be appropriate topics for scientific study by others. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
1.11 USACE P. 9-52 (Mitigation Measures) The Corps Project Manager (and possibly other Corps and partner agency staff) 

would appreciate an opportunity to observe these structures in the field. Have any tracking studies been 
completed to determine their efficacy? 

The proposed crossings are modeled after those used on the Greenbush Line and other wildlife crossings on rail 
lines in other locations. MBTA conducted telemetry tracking studies of spotted turtles as part of the mitigation 
commitments on the Greenbush Line. These studies, and data from other rail lines in New England, showed that 
turtles were successfully crossing the rail line from one side to the other. 

1.12 USACE P. 9-54 (MA Endangered Species Act) The Corps is surprised by this finding, as we do not see obvious evidence 
that construction techniques and/or timing cannot be adequately refined so as to avoid such a take. Further, 
the statements throughout the document that proper turtle crossings would be installed leads us to believe 
that rebuilding of the Middleborough Secondary (and Southern Triangle) are more likely to result in net 
enhancement (not compromise) of turtle habitat and/or migration corridors. While the Corps defers to NHESP 
regarding the need for a (State) Conservation and Management Permit, we are curious as to the reasons why 
MassDOT has concluded that a “take” is a likely outcome. 

NHESP has determined that the loss of natural vegetation within the limits of work, when within mapped habitat 
of Eastern box turtle, will result in a loss of habitat and therefore is considered a “take” under MESA. In the 
agency’s MESA Determination (March 22, 2018), NHESP stated, “Based on the information provided and the 
information contained in our database, the Division has determined that this portion of the Project, as proposed, 
will result in a Take (321 CMR 10.18 (2)(b)) of the Eastern Box Turtle due to the permanent loss of suitable habitat 
and interference with the feeding, breeding, nesting and migratory activities of this species. “ 

1.13 USACE P. 10-13 (Section 10.2.3, Existing Vibration Measurements) What is the current freight velocity and concomitant 
noise/vibration on the Middleborough Secondary in its current condition and how would this compare to diesel 
passenger trains on the proposed continuously-welded track? Would track updates be expected to result in 
higher freight velocities leading to higher noise? 

Please see DSEIR Chapter 10, Table 10-1, for existing noise measurement results at sensitive receptors along the 
Middleborough Secondary. Project-related noise and vibration impacts are described in Sections 10.4.1. and 
10.4.2. The existing Middleborough Secondary track is continuously welded rail on timber ties. Trains operating 
on continuously welded rail typically produces quieter sound levels and less vibration than jointed rail. More 
detailed vibration data will be available during the advanced engineering phase of the project to verify the need 
for vibration mitigation and to implement effective solutions. 

1.14 USACE P. 10-13 (Section 10.2.3, Existing Vibration Measurements) What are the implications to noise/vibration and 
associated disturbance to residents of the proposed switching of operational timeframes of freight to night-
time rather than current daytime operations? 

The SCR Phase 1 passenger service will not have a substantial effect on freight operations. There are large gaps 
or windows between passenger trains for freight trains to do their work. Further, the infrastructure has been set 
up to the greatest extent possible to maximize double track and to support the coexistence of passenger and 
freight operations. 

1.15 USACE PP. 11-6 (11.2.2 Middleborough Secondary Right-of-Way) The Corps cannot find rationale for such sites being 
included within the Area of Potential Effects. Pursuant to our regulations at Appendix C to 33 CFR 325, we 
believe impacts to archaeological sites would be limited solely to areas where fill, culvert and/or new RR 
infrastructure would be installed (i.e., the Corps “Permit Area”). 

The “three dozen other pre-contact archaeological sites recorded within one-half mile radius of the railroad 
ROW” were provided for context only. We did not intend to imply that these sites are within the ROW and the 
Project APE. 

1.16 USACE P. 11-11 (11.3.2 Archaeological Resources) The Corps will be checking with Tribal Historic Preservation Officers 
and staff as to the veracity of this statement; MassDOT should not in the meantime assume that the Corps 
concurs with this statement until the subject Programmatic Agreement is signed and the §106 process is 
complete. 

Duly noted, we understand that the Section 106 process is ongoing and that the archaeological sensitivity 
assessments are subject to ongoing review by the consulting parties. 

1.17 USACE P. 11-20 (11.5.3.1 Historic Resources – Visual Screening) Notwithstanding “original construction,” the railroad 
today is operating modern freight trains (not 19th-Century era coal-fired steam engines), and it thus seems that 
this would be the relevant (contemporary) context for measuring impacts (i.e., of the change from freight to 
commuter trains) on historic resources, which the Corps would likely find to be small, if even measurable. 

The referenced text in the DSEIR is consistent with the 2013 FEIS/FEIR pp. 4-84 to 4-85. As an active rail line, 
the impacts of train operations would be incremental; however, the increased frequency and number of train 
pass-bys should be considered when assessing impacts. 

1.18 USACE P. 13-5 (13.2 Indirect Effects) This statement is confusing in that it addresses “new” development opportunities, 
and seems to imply that such opportunities exist today at the existing station, and would simply shift to the 
new station, once built. However, it does not address existing businesses (if any) adjacent to the existing 
station, or how moving the station might affect same. If (for example) existing retail outlets currently rely on 
business from commuters parking at the existing station, what becomes of those existing businesses 
once the station moves? Would they be expected to simply move also? The NEPA document for Phase 1 will 
need to at least generically address such economic impacts. 

There are currently no businesses at or adjacent to the Middleborough/Lakeville Station. "New" in the referenced 
statement indicates new potential impacts not previously studied. 

1.19 USACE P. 14-10 (14.4.5 Climate Change) Since the full-build would use electric locomotives, whereas Phase 1 would 
use diesel, it appears that this emergency scenario would be more complex than simply switching the route 
traveled on a temporary basis. Is this indeed feasible, particularly on a short-term basis? 

Utilizing the Middleborough alignment during extreme flooding events when the Full Build is completed would 
require train sets operating on the Middleborough Main Line to again extend service to the South Coast. This 
would not be a complex shift between energy sources as diesel trains would already be operating on this line. It 
would, however, necessitate a schedule similar to that of Phase 1 to be undertaken during the event, as the 
number of trains operating as part of the Full Build scenario could not be accommodated on the Middleborough 
alignment. Additional capacity (bi-level coaches or additional coaches) could be added to the trainsets to 
accommodate passenger demand. 1-102



  
           

     
         

                 
            

                  
                
       

             
  

             
                 

             
      

             
       

               
           

            
         

                
            

              
        

                
 

            

            
            

                   
               

            
   

              
             

                  
          

        
  

        
          

           
 

             
            

           

              

              
            

        

                
      

                  
               

                
   

           
           

               
            

               
 

              
              

  

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
2.01 MassDEP MassDEP recommends that MassDOT periodically review the MassDEP BWSC Waste Sites/Reportable Release 

Lookup to maintain a current list. 
MassDOT will continue to review this website through design and construction. 

2.02 MassDEP Some of these sites may be at locations that MassDOT might conduct work related to this Project and if 
contaminated soil and groundwater is encountered during activities related to this Project a release Abatement 
Measure (RAM) Plan may need to be submitted. If the work is conducted within an area with an Activity and 
Use Limitation (AUL) the requirements of the AUL will need to be complied with unless modified pursuant to 
the MCP with by a Licensed Site Professional (LSP) 

MassDOT will employ an LSP during construction to ensure that all requirements of the MCP are adhered to, 
including AUL requirements. 

2.03 MassDEP The Project Proponent is advised that if oil and/or hazardous materials are identified during the 
implementation of this Project, notification pursuant to the MCP may be necessary. A LSP should be retained to 
determine if notification is required, and render appropriate opinions as necessary. The LSP may evaluate 
whether risk reduction measures are necessary if contamination is present. 

MassDOT will conduct all construction activities and reporting in compliance with the MCP. An LSP will be 
retained as part of the construction phase compliance team. 

2.04 MassDEP MassDOT indicated in the DSEIR that a soils plan will be prepared at a later date. MassDEP reminds the 
Proponent that this plan needs to be completed prior to implementation of this Project. 

MassDOT will continue to work with MassDEP Southeast Region Office (SERO) through the Special Project 
Designation to complete and implement the soils plan for Phase 1. 

2.05 MassDEP MassDEP encourages MassDOT to pursue the latest locomotive technology and create a future fleet plan that 
effectively removes locomotives with poor air quality emissions as soon as feasible to maximize reduction of air 
pollutants. 

MassDOT and the MBTA are developing a long term procurement program that will phase in cleaner locomotives 
as part of the overall fleet planning for the commuter rail system. 

2.06 MassDEP MassDOT should also consider the use of canopy solar installations at those stations with daily parking as an 
additional GHG reduction measure. 

Solar power will be considered during design of the station canopies and parking areas. 

2.07 MassDEP MassDEP reminds MassDOT that construction and demolition activity must conform to current Massachusetts 
Air Pollution Control regulations governing nuisance conditions at 310 CMR 7.01, 7.09 and 7.10 and not cause 
or contribute to a condition of air pollution due to dust, odor or noise. As such, the Proponent should propose 
measures to prevent and minimize dust, noise, and odor nuisance conditions, which may occur during the 
demolition. 

MassDOT will incorporate requirements for dust, noise and odor controls into the contract documents to comply 
with Massachusetts' governing regulations. 

2.08 MassDEP MassDEP requests that MassDOT strive to use non-road diesel equipment rated 50 horsepower or greater that 
meets EPA’s Tier 4 emission limits, which are the most stringent emission standards currently available for off-
road engines. If a piece of equipment is not available in the Tier 4 configuration, then the Proponent should use 
construction equipment that has been retrofitted with appropriate emissions reduction equipment. Emission 
reduction equipment includes EPA-verified, CARB-verified, or DEP-approved diesel oxidation catalysts (DOCs) 
or Diesel Particulate Filters (DPFs). 

MassDOT is a participant in the MassCleanDiesel Program established by MassDEP. MassDOT's specifications 
include requirements to achieve documentable diesel emission reductions that result in beneficial air quality 
improvements to construction workers and the general public through the retrofit of diesel-powered non-road 
construction equipment. 

2.09 MassDEP MassDEP reminds MassDOT that while the FTA guidelines may be better suited to evaluate potential Project-
related noise impacts and suitable mitigation measures, this does not preclude MassDOT from complying with 
the MassDEP Noise Policy, or local noise bylaws, as applicable, upon operation of rail service. 

MassDOT will comply with the requirements of the MassDEP noise policy as they relate to mobile operations of 
rail service. 

2.10 MassDEP The SFEIR should clarify how the noise and vibration analyses considered the potential shift of freight 
operations along the Phase 1 rail corridor from daytime to nighttime use, given the anticipated reduced 
existing conditions background noise near sensitive receptors during that time period. 

The frequency of service for Phase 1 operations will not require a shift of freight service to nighttime hours. 
Freight movements can be accomplished during daytime hours. 

2.11 MassDEP As noted in the DSEIR, if vibration levels exceed FTA criteria, the results will indicate what vibration mitigation is 
necessary (e.g., resilient rail fasteners, ballast mats, etc.) and how it should be designed/specified to effectively 
reduce vibration. It is unclear in the DSEIR the timeline for completion of such study and how it will inform 
anticipated State permitting requirements. 

The detailed vibration analysis will take place during the final design process. Vibration mats and rail fasteners 
will be incorporated into the design plans as indicated in DSEIR Chapter 10, Section 10.5. 

2.12 MassDEP It is likely that measures to mitigate vibration and/or noise may impact wetlands or other regulated areas, 
particularly, a potential increase in wetland resource area impacts requiring a Variance. The FSEIR should discuss 
how these noise and vibration mitigation measures will be identified and incorporated into local, state and 
federal permitting processes. 

Noise walls are the most likely structural mitigation measure that may impact wetlands. The locations of the 
potential walls have been reviewed as part of the wetland permitting process and are not anticipated to increase 
wetland impacts. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
2.13 MassDEP MassDEP feels that discussion of these items in the DSEIR was sufficient but reminds the Proponent that it is 

important that the Project Proponent continues to keep impacted EJ communities informed of the Project as it 
proceeds. The Project proponent should also consider language barriers, where applicable, as well as English 
isolation issues. Please also note that a community only needs to meet one of the EJ criteria to qualify as an EJ 
community. 

MassDOT regularly translates project materials into Portuguese and Spanish and will continue to provide these 
services through final design and construction. The Project Team also works with communities to promote 
successful outreach. 

2.14 MassDEP It is imperative that the Project Proponent make impacted communities aware of any unexpected outcomes 
and delays to its construction schedule via public outreach, i.e., public notices, public meetings, and also 
through the translation of pertinent documents into Spanish and Portuguese. MassDOT has conducted public 
outreach for this Project that should continue through the SCR Project’s completion. 

MassDOT will be developing a formal plan for notice, communication and complaints during construction. The 
website will provide regular updates. Kickoff meetings will be held before work starts in each region. 

2.15 MassDEP MassDEP reminds the Proponent that an EJ community does not have to be disproportionately impacted 
before we provide assistance; an EJ community only has to be impacted. Though EJ communities are not 
disproportionately adversely impacted by this Project, the Proponent should take measures to minimize 
impacts to EJ communities as much as is feasible. 

MassDOT will continue to work to inform EJ communities of anticipated project impacts. Where construction 
impacts are anticipated, these will be communicated (and translated) as early as possible. 

2.16 MassDEP Page 8-76 contains a statement that the Nemasket River flows south to Assawompsett Pond in Taunton. This is 
incorrect. If this were correct the Nemasket River would be surrounded by a Zone A Water Supply Protection 
Zone. Assawompsett Pond is located in Lakeville and Middleboro and water exits the Pond into the Nemasket 
River that flows into the Taunton River. 

This clarification is noted and will be corrected in future permit applications. 

3.01 DFW Based on a review of information submitted to the Division, the Division anticipates that the Project, as 
proposed, will likely not result in a prohibited Take of Long’s Bulrush or Pine Barrens Bluet, but will likely need 
to be conditioned in order to avoid a prohibited Take (321 CMR 10.18 (2)(a)) of Three-angled Spike-sedge and 
Plymouth Gentian. Conditions may include, but may not be limited to, (a) delineating and avoiding state-listed 
plants during construction; and (b) implementing Division-approved vegetation and invasive species 
management plans within areas where state-listed plants are known to occur. 

MassDOT will continue to work with the Division of Fish and Wildlife to ensure that adequate protections are in 
place during construction to avoid impacts to these species. All conditions will be incorporated into construction 
documents and will be monitored during all phases of construction. 

3.02 DFW The Division previously confirmed that the South Coast Rail Project will likely result in a Take of the Eastern Box 
Turtle (321 CMR 10.18 (2)(b)). As the Middleborough Secondary represents a phase of a larger common project 
or scheme (321 CMR 10.16), and as Phase 1 of the Project will collectively result in the loss of ±7.1 acres of 
suitable upland and wetland habitats, the Division anticipates that a Conservation and Management Permit 
(CMP; 321 CMR 10.23) authorizing the Take of Eastern Box Turtle will be required in order for the 
Middleborough Secondary to proceed. 

MassDOT is working with the Division of Fish and Wildlife to develop a Conservation Management Plan to 
address impacts to Eastern Box Turtle habitat. 

4.01 MHC The MHC looks forward to reviewing the draft technical archaeological reconnaissance report for Phase I. MassDOT thanks you for your comment and looks forward to working with MHC through the Section 106 
process. 

4.02 MHC The MHC looks forward to reviewing the revised Programmatic Agreements (PAs) that incorporate the MHC's 
August 5, 2015 comments for the Phase I and Full Build project aspects. The Corps' findings and determinations 
regarding potential effects, recommendations for additional archaeological survey, scaled existing and 
proposed conditions project plans at the 30% design phase, and draft Cultural Resources Management Plans, 
should be submitted to the MHC for review and comment as they are developed. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment and looks forward to working with MHC through the Section 106 
process. 

5.01 DMF Avoidance of in-water work during spring diadromous fish migration and juvenile river herring fall emigrations 
is the preferred approach to minimizing impacts to these resources. A summary table outlining water crossings, 
existing diadromous fish species, and recommended time of year (TOY) avoidance periods is provided below 
(Table 1). 

MassDOT will adhere to time of year restrictions as required at waterway crossings and all permit conditions and 
restrictions will be incorporated into construction documents. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
5.02 DMF In-water work may proceed within the TOY restriction periods outlined in Table 1 if conducted behind 

cofferdams and cofferdam installation and removal can be staged to occur outside of the site TOY period(s). 
We will incorporate these provisions into the construction documents. 

5.03 DMF Stream flow should be maintained during all in-water work to maintain habitat connectivity and fish passage. A 
gravity-fed water control device is recommended over bypass pumps and other alternatives. 

All permit conditions and restrictions will be incorporated into construction documents. 

6.01 Rep Cabral I write to express my support for the following investments as a part of Phase I of the South Coast Rail Project. 
As I have maintained, a single-seat, direct rail transit route from New Bedford to Boston is necessary for the 
economic growth in New Bedford and the South Coast. This is not merely a luxury. If our region is to prosper in 
the 21st Century economy we must be connected by rail to major hubs, in particular Boston. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

6.02 Rep Cabral We should include an express trip to and from New Bedford to Boston during peak travel periods. One cannot 
accurately measure rider demand without a true express option. A route with stop-overs and longer, circuitous 
routes might discourage regular use. As we've seen in other Massachusetts lines, reduced travel time will 
incentivize ridership. 

MassDOT is continuing to refine the operations schedule for Phase 1 to reduce trip times and will consider 
incorporating skip stops or express service. 

6.03 Rep Cabral New Bedford needs a multi-modal station at Whale's Tooth. Not only will a multi-modal station guarantee 
accessibility to all passengers, countless surveys and studies have determined this-and not a simple rail 
platform-to be the best land use option. 

MassDOT acknowledges the potential for multimodal connections at Whale's Tooth and will continue to work 
with the City to develop concepts that may be beneficial. To meet the operations schedule of 2022, Whale's 
Tooth will be advanced as a commuter rail parking lot, and will include a pedestrian bridge, without precluding 
future modifications to allow for multimodal use, as the City and MassDOT continue to work together to develop 
possibilities for shared uses at this location. 

7.01 Rep Fernandes The proposed South Coast Rail project will provide vital transportation to Southeastern Massachusetts that will 
greatly impact the region's economy. As State Representative for Barnstable, Dukes, and Nantucket Counties, I 
urge you to move forward with the Middleboro route for the proposed South Coast Rail Project, as 
recommended in the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

7.02 Rep Fernandes As a Representative for the Cape and Islands, I also envision a future where our region connects with the 
Middleboro line. Rail service to our region could boost our economy, afford residents from the Cape and 
Islands easier access to the greater Boston area, and alleviate some of the Cape's notorious traffic problems. 

As part of a separate study, increased service to Cape Cod will be studied and modeled from an operations and 
infrastructure perspective to determine demand and frequency of service. 

8.01 Rep Fiola I would like to add my continued unequivocal support for Phase 1, the Middleborough route while continuing 
to support the original preferred route through Stoughton. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

9.01 Rep Gifford Thank you for the opportunity to express my support for South Coast Rail, Phase 1, as outlined in the Draft 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

10.01 Rep Koczera I support this initiative and hope the FEIR will incorporate the concerns that follow. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

10.02 Rep Koczera Further consideration must be given to expressing the passenger service to shorten the 91-minute commute. I 
propose alternating stops at stations along the route to reduce the time of the commute to have the desirous 
result of increasing ridership levels from the South Coast. 

MassDOT is continuing to refine the operations schedule for Phase 1 to reduce trip times and will consider 
incorporating skip stops or express service. 

10.03 Rep Koczera Another very important concern that would enhance safety and mitigate traffic impacts is to construct an 
underpass at King's Highway in New Bedford. A grade crossing at this location is problematic; it will add to 
traffic congestion and result in unmanageable backups 

This location was included in the Traffic analysis conducted during the prior MEPA process. The time of closure 
and frequency of trains at the Tarkiln Hill Road/Kings Highway grade crossing are not anticipated to result in 
significant traffic impacts. 

10.04 Rep Koczera I support the incorporation of a multimodal station at the Whale's Tooth location offering regional 
transportation links, which connects the station to downtown and the Hick Logan neighborhood. Such a facility 
would make passenger rail service accessible to more people. 

MassDOT acknowledges the potential for multimodal connections at Whale's Tooth and will continue to work 
with the City to develop concepts that may be beneficial. To meet the operations schedule of 2022, Whale's 
Tooth will be advanced as a commuter rail parking lot, and will include a pedestrian bridge, without precluding 
future modifications to allow for multimodal use, as the City and MassDOT continue to work together to develop 
possibilities for shared uses at this location. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
11.01 Rep Markey There are a great number of benefits to providing rail service to the South Coast, and I believe that the Phase I 

plan for the SCR will enable these benefits to be realized. Not only will this plan save the Commonwealth 
money, it will enable its citizens on the South Coast access to affordable, convenient transportation in a much 
more timely manner than the Full Build could. It is with this in mind that I fully support the plan to move ahead 
with Phase 1. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

12.01 Rep Orrall I respectfully suggest that the option of Pilgrim Junction Service Option 1 (Section 2.4.2), keeping the Lakeville 
station instead of a new Pilgrim Junction station, has not been fully explored. It provides a one seat ride, has no 
impact to existing Middleborough-Lakeville riders, does not require wetland variances, and would provide 
service by 2022. I would suggest that this alternative has less of an environmental impact than the proposed 
Pilgrim Junction station. It is not clear to me how it was determined that this alternative should be dismissed. 
The comments included in the DSEIR to dismiss this alternative do not sufficiently answer what criteria and 
regulations were used to deem that a change of direction "would require at least 15 minutes of additional time 
to accommodate required operational and safety requirements." I would suggest that the operational 
requirements for this service option be clearly delineated. I also suggest that if there are safety regulations that 
would prohibit this option that they be stated as well. It is not clear to me what specific regulations are being 
used and whether there are potential exemptions. 

Reversing the train requires additional time for signal system route establishment (time-outs) and a member of 
the train crew to be positioned at the opposite end of the train from the engineer to look out for obstructions, 
pedestrians and general safety conditions, and to conduct the required Class II brake tests. Fifteen minutes has 
been scheduled to support this operation. This reverse move would impact all passengers using the service from 
the South Coast Study Area. This would impact the customer experience, and would result in lower ridership for 
the Phase 1 service. A reverse move to access the existing station creates the longest travel time for New 
Bedford/Fall River riders (105+ minutes) of the Pilgrim Junction service options considered in the DSEIR. 

12.02 Rep Orrall In addition, I believe in order to determine that this is not the option of least environmental impact, a detailed 
analysis of the computer modeling and advanced scheduling needs to be considered. It is not clear to me what 
effort was made to do scheduling changes to determine if this was a viable alternative. The potential for 
making up time with scheduling changes is not noted. We do not know what or if any alternative scheduling 
was explored. 

Computer modeling of the proposed operations was used to help develop the proposed schedule and ridership 
projections. Longer trip times are noted to reduce ridership, so even a 15 minute delay each way can reduce 
demand on a trip that is already projected to take 90 minutes. 

12.03 Rep Orrall There is also little reference to what happens to the Lakeville station if the project moves forward with the new 
Pilgrim Junction station. The reuse and development of this station needs to also be considered for potential 
environmental impacts. 

MassDOT will continue to work with Lakeville to determine the disposition of the station and potential for 
enhanced Transit Oriented Development at this location. 

12.04 Rep Orrall On the Pilgrim Junction Service Option 3 -One seat ride via New Middleborough Station, I want to express my 
concerns regarding the potential traffic impacts to this area. While the DSEIR indicates that there are no 
detrimental impacts, I respectfully request that the intersections of Route 105 and I-495 be further evaluated 
for improvements that would increase economic development 

Intersection improvements proposed to help mitigate existing deficiencies within the Pilgrim Junction Station 
study area are described in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.6. 

12.05 Rep Orrall It also needs to be clear that the traffic mitigation will be fully provided for the Route 105 and Route 28 
intersection as well as an area of concern on Route 28 near the school and Hannaford's supermarket. This area 
is near the Route 105 and Route 28 intersection and has had a history of accidents and traffic issues. This area 
on Route 28 needs to be examined for potential impacts with a Pilgrim Junction citing and fully mitigated for 
improvements. 

The MassDOT district office is undertaking a roadway safety audit at this intersection. Middleborough officials will 
be part of the planning process to determine what modifications are possible for this location to improve safety. 

12.06 Rep Orrall The potential for economic development with this alternative route needs to be fully explored and explained in 
the communities of Lakeville, Middleborough, Berkley, and East Taunton. Officials need to be made aware of 
grant opportunities and state agencies that may be helpful in the event that Phase One of South Coast Rail 
moves forward. 

We agree. Working with the communities along the Middleborough Secondary alignment will continue as the 
design advances to be sure their concerns are understood and they understand potential grant opportunities. 

13.01 Rep Schmid I write to voice strong support and advocacy of the Massachusetts Department of Transportation's South Coast 
Rail Phase Approach, as detailed and studied in the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (DSEIR). 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
14.01 Rep Silvia I am writing in strong support of the Massachusetts Department of Transportation's South Coast Rail Phased 

Approach, as outlined in the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. 
MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

15.01 Rep Strauss I am writing to express my strong support for the proposed Phase 1 service route through Middleborough as 
part of the South Coast Rail (SCR) Project as described and more thoroughly assessed in the DSEIR; I urge you 
to issue findings pursuant to MEP A regulation section 11.08(8)(b) that deem and treat the draft SEIR as a final 
SEIR going forward. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

16.01 Sen Boncore I write in strong support of the Massachusetts Department of Transportation's South Coast Rail Phased 
Approach, as outline in the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

17.01 Sen Menard This project is essential to the South Coast. I understand we must do a phased approach. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

18.01 Sen Montigny First, the DSEIR puts forth a proposed schedule of trains travelling to and from New Bedford each day. While 
this establishes a baseline, hardworking taxpayers in my district deserve more than a few peak trains that 
constitute a ride time of 90 minutes or more. Reducing this time or creating an express train from new Bedford 
to South Station could increase ridership and help remove vehicles from our congested highways. 

Reducing trip times could encourage more ridership and MassDOT is continuing to refine the operations 
schedule for Phase 1 to do exactly that. Reduced trip times could also be achieved through incorporating skip 
stops or express service. MassDOT will work with MBTA operations to determine the potential for 
implementation of these measures. 

18.02 Sen Montigny Third, I implore the administration to take this opportunity to review a multimodal station at the Whale's Tooth 
lcation. This will provide an accessible transportation hub connecting downtown New Bedford to its waterfront 
and surrounding neighborhoods. 

MassDOT acknowledges the potential for multimodal connections at Whale's Tooth and will continue to work 
with the City to develop concepts that may be beneficial. To meet the operations schedule of 2022, Whale's 
Tooth will be advanced as a commuter rail parking lot, and will include a pedestrian bridge, without precluding 
future modifications to allow for multimodal use, as the City and MassDOT continue to work together to develop 
possibilities for shared uses at this location. 

19.01 Sen Pacheco Environmental, social and economic justice issues will go unmet if there is no legal guarantee that Phase II, 
Stoughton Preferred will be completed. Taunton, New Bedford and Fall River are the only three Gateway cities 
within 50 miles of Boston without rail service. phase 1 will bring rail to the downtowns of both Fall River and 
New Bedford, however, not downtown Taunton. Our community residents will be provided with transportation 
via a shuttle bus from downtown to a station that is to be located on the outskirts of the City. Where is the 
equity and economic justice in that? 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. 

19.02 Sen Pacheco While the report indicates that the relocation and construction of the Middleborough train station will have no 
additional negative traffic or community impact I totally disagree, as do the town officials who were not 
consulted on the Phase 1 plan. The Middleborough Rotary will be further impacted by Phase 1; the full 
reconstruction rotary plan, with flyover, should move forward as originally approved by DOT, as mitigation for 
the station relocation. 

The provision of a new station at Pilgrim Junction near the I-495 Exit 4 interchange is not anticipated to have a 
negative effect on rotary traffic. MassDOT has met with Middleborough town officials and held public 
information meetings numerous times during the design and development process, starting in 2016, and will 
continue to work with the Town of Middleborough to understand and address local concerns as they relate to 
the South Coast Rail Project. Additional infrastructure projects outside the scope of SCR will be addressed 
separately. 

20.01 Sen Pacheco 2 What guarantees are in place that the administration will complete both phases of the South Coast Rail project? The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. 

20.02 Sen Pacheco 2 Are there any processes in place that will bind the administration to completing the second phase of the South 
Coast Rail project? 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. 

20.03 Sen Pacheco 2 Is there a possibility of developing a pilot program with innovative train technology, such as the use of 
hydrogen fuel cells, that would originate at the Dean Street Station? 

MassDOT is not undertaking a hydrogen fuel cell pilot. 

20.04 Sen Pacheco 2 Please outline the exact timeline for each step for completion of the overall process. The current schedule is as follows: 30% design of the Middleborough alternative was completed on January 31, 
2018. The Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement was submitted on January 31, 2018. Wetland 
permitting has been underway since August 2017. All Wetland permits will be in hand by November 2018. Final 
design is expected to be complete by June 2019. Construction begins July 2019 and Revenue Service begins 
November 2022. 1-107



  
                    

              
                
               
            

           

                    
    

                   
           

                
        

           
                
    

                                 
               

                   
     

               
      

             
         

               
                     

               
     

                        
                

             

                 
       

              
            
          
      

               
            

               

                  
            

          
           

                 
   

               
               

                
              

         

                   
                  

           
            

                
                  

                 
       

                 
         

                
          

        

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
20.05 Sen Pacheco 2 Why is there no money in the 5-year capital plan for construction of the Stoughton Route? Is there going to be 

money in the next capital plan for construction of the Stoughton route, as opposed to early action? 
Design north of Cotley Junction is currently at the 15% level and must advance before the issuance of any 
permits. No construction may commence until all permits, including the Corps’ Section 404 Permit and Record of 
Decision, are obtained. MassDOT does not anticipate having all permits within the current CIP timeline.The 
South Coast Rail program costs are described in the Executive Summary and the DSEIR. 

20.06 Sen Pacheco 2 How many trains are going to be run along the Middleborough Secondary Line? How many trains would run 
once the Middleborough route is completed? 

The schedule of operations is described in Chapter 2 of the DSEIR. There will be 26 trains per day along the 
Middleborough Secondary (13 into South Station and 13 out of South Station each day) 

20.07 Sen Pacheco 2 What are the expected ridership numbers for the Middleborough Secondary Line once it is completed? What 
are the expected numbers after the Stoughton route is completed? 

Ridership is anticipated at approximately 1,600 passengers per day (not including those boarding at Pilgrim 
Junction Station). Ridership is described in more detail, including by station in 2030 and 2040 under the Full Build 
scenario, in the DSEIR and Appendices. 

20.08 Sen Pacheco 2 What will the cost per rider be for Middleborough before and after the completion of the Stoughton Route? The South Coast Rail program costs are described in the Executive Summary and the DSEIR. Phase 1 is estimated 
at $936 Million. The Full Build is estimated at $3.2 billion (inclusive of the $936 million spent on Phase 1). 

20.09 Sen Pacheco 2 What will the expected travel time be from both Fall River and New Bedford to Boston using the 
Middleborough Route? Using the Stoughton Route? 

Travel times are included in Chapter 2 of the DSEIR. Estimates for travel between Boston and the South Coast 
termini are approximately 91 minutes for Phase 1 and 77 minutes for Full Build. 

20.10 Sen Pacheco 2 What effect will the addition of the Middleborough Secondary Line have upon rail 
service for the Cape? What limitations will this impose upon said route? 

Phase 1 has been designed to ensure that new project elements and extended service on the Middleborough 
Line do not impair current service or preclude future increases in service to Cape Cod. As part of a separate study, 
increased service to Cape Cod will be studied and modeled from an operations and infrastructure perspective to 
determine demand and frequency of service. 

20.11 Sen Pacheco 2 Does anyone expect a quick and easy route through the environmental permitting process? While all environmental permitting requires time for agency review and to design for avoidance and minimization 
measures, Phase 1 will not result in extensive wetland and waterway impacts, as the Full Build will. This results in a 
shorter timeframe for permitting of Phase 1 elements than is required for the Full Build. 

20.12 Sen Pacheco 2 That said, has all of the existing environmental data referenced above been taken into account in the planning 
and permitting discussions for the Middleborough Secondary Line? 

MassDOT collected environmental data for new Phase 1 areas along the Middleborough Secondary in 2017. The 
team also conducted four interagency coordinating meetings in 2017 and 2018, attended by state and federal 
agencies, to review environmental data and discuss permitting requirements. Work with these agencies will 
continue through the final design and permitting process. 

20.13 Sen Pacheco 2 Why is the Middleborough Secondary Line still considered a practicable route when the Army Corps of 
Engineers has determined "that there is no practicable alternative to the Stoughton Electric alternative which 
would have less adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem, and also does not have other significant adverse 
environmental consequences."? 

The use of the Middleborough Secondary for Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build. Phase 1 will be 
implemented while the design and permitting of the Full Build continues to be advanced. 

20.14 Sen Pacheco 2 How does the Middleborough Secondary Line address the Commonwealth's Sustainable Development 
Principles, the state's Greenhouse Gas initiatives, and our commitment to increasing our local and regional 
resiliency in the face of climate change? What will the addition of the diesel Middleborough Secondary Line do 
to the Commonwealth's Greenhouse Gas emissions? 

Phase 1 will provide earlier service than is possible with the Full Build Project alone. This means a reduction in 
vehicle miles traveled will begin in 2022 rather than in 2030. Once the Full Build is operational, the Phase 1 
alignment, which is less prone to flooding, will remain available as a secondary route for use in extreme weather 
events. While Phase 1 will utilize existing trainsets, MassDOT and the MBTA are retiring older locomotives and 
replacing them with cleaner engines to reduce emissions throughout the system. 

20.15 Sen Pacheco 2 Ultimately, what are we looking at in a fair and equitable assessment of the Stoughton Route and 
Middleborough Secondary Line? Is it just a total cost figure? Is it a perceived timeline? ls it a cost per trip as a 
comparison (Stoughton's 40 trips to the Middleborough's 4)? Has there been any comparison done on the 
economic development, social, and environmental justice aspects of both of these options? Does this type of 
comparison still justify a Middleborough Secondary Line for the short term, with a promise of a Stoughton 
Route as a Phase II, which may never be delivered? Or, does a fair and equitable comparison of these options 
show that Middleborough is just "taking people for a ride," giving them something that's better than nothing in 
order to deliver on a long overdue promise? 

When assessing the viability and rationale of building Phase I, MassDOT looked at cost, public benefit, ridership, 
and overall MBTA system enhancement. Improvements to the Southern Triangle will be beneficial for both 
phases as well as for freight traffic. Phase 1 is not an alternative to the Full Build. In addition, upgrading the 
Middleborough Secondary to commuter rail standards increases system-wide resiliency. In both phases, 
environmental justice communities are served, as explained in great detail in DSEIR Chapter 4. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
20.16 Sen Pacheco 2 What specific areas of the Stoughton Route are of concern for flooding? Are there any flooding concerns with 

the Middleborough Secondary Line? 
In the Stoughton Route, as described in the FEIS/FEIR, there are several stretches of track (including 3 bridges in 
the Downtown Taunton area) that cross the Taunton River and are below the 100-year flood elevation. As the 
design advances for the Full BUild through this section of track, the vertical clearance for the Overhead Catenary 
System is a limiting factor for elevation within the floodplain. 

20.17 Sen Pacheco 2 Where is the new commuter rail station expected to be located in East Taunton? What efforts will be made to 
get people from the heart of Taunton to the new East Taunton station? 

The location of the new train station is described in DSEIR Chapters 1 and 2. MassDOT is working with GATRA to 
provide bus service from the center of Taunton to the East Taunton station during Phase 1 operations. 

20.18 Sen Pacheco 2 Why is the Green line extension being completed before South Coast Rail when much of that area's potential 
ridership already has access to public transportation? 

MassDOT is advancing both the Green Line Extension (GLX) and South Coast Rail. GLX is, in part, federally 
funded, fully permitted, and now proceeding under a new design/build contract. MassDOT notes that the 
Baker+D94-Polito Administration is fully committed to accelerating South Coast Rail so that Phase 1 service to 
Taunton, Fall River and New Bedford can be operational by the end of 2022, years ahead of when the Full Build 
service could be provided. 

21.01 Sen Rodrigues I write in strong support of the Massachusetts Department of Transportation's South Coast Rail Phased 
Approach, as outlined in the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

22.01 Sen Timilty I would like to take this opportunity to outline my staunch opposition to the proposed Stoughton Straight 
Alternative, also known as the Full Build Project, for the South Coast Rail Project. I stand in firm solidarity with 
the citizens of the region, including the residents of Stoughton, Easton, and Canton, in opposition to this 
proposal. I stand with these towns in favor of the Middleboro Alternative remaining the long-term solution for 
the provision of commuter rail service to the South Coast. 

Thank you for your comment. The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the 
Full Build Project to fully service the ridership demand from Southeastern MA. We will continue to work with 
municipalities and local officials to understand and respond to the region's concerns. 

23.01 CCConCom What are the next steps for Commuter Rail to Buzzards Bay in Bourne? MassDOT is undertaking a study of anticipated ridership and operations to better-understand the potential for 
commuter rail service to Cape Cod. 

24.01 Easton BOS The existing Main Street overpass will not accommodate double-decker train cars and would need to be 
reconstructed so that there is no material grade change along Main Street itself. An at-grade crossing or an 
improved overpass with a significant rise from current grade is not acceptable. Either would negate the 
economic boost this area is realizing as a result of the millions of revitalization dollars invested by the town and 
Commonwealth. 

As confirmed in your letter to Jean Fox dated January 28, 2014, the Town sought and received confirmation that 
the rail line will pass underneath Main Street with no material grade change along Main Street itself, and that the 
18'6" clearance required for electrification will not adversely Impact the Main Street crossing. 

24.02 Easton BOS The activated rail line and its attendant catenary wires, signaling and crossing infrastrncture will have a severe 
visual impact on the town, especially the historic districts in and around North Easton Village. As noted in the 
previous bullet the town has spent millions of dollars revitalizing this area, with significant assistance from the 
Commonwealth. Impacts to these historic districts would need to be appropriately mitigated. 

As the design advances on the Full Build, MassDOT will work with the Town on specific design measures to 
minimize visual impacts. 

24.03 Easton BOS Sound barriers and other noise mitigation measures would be required in areas of high residential density 
along the line, in addition to the locations proposed in the FEIR. 

The FEIS/FEIR provided guidelines and proposed mitigation for potential noise impacts associated with the 
Stoughton Straight Electric Alternative (the "Full Build Project"). 

24.04 Easton BOS The Middleboro alternative achieves the goal of providing commuter rail service to Fall River and New Bedford 
at a lower cost and with less environmental impact. The DSElR does not provide a full cost analysis comparing 
the cost of Full Build to the full cost of Phasing the project (i.e. Phase I, followed by construction of the 
Stoughton to Taunton connection). Both a DSEIR Fact Sheet (availably on the South Coast Rail website) and the 
DSEIR itself, state significant savings will be realized by constructing the Middleboro connection to the 
Southern Triangle sooner than would be possible for the Full Build. Once constructed it would seem the 
Middleboro Alternative has met the project's goal and the Stoughton Alternative will be unnecessary. 

Chapter 2 of the DSEIR provides an analysis of the Phase 1 and Full Build Costs. Phase 1 service is not an 
alternative to the Full Build Project, but rather is an approach that will allow some service to be provided, and 
some benefits to accrue, earlier than would be possible with the Full Build Project alone. Phase 1 operations will 
not fully meet the desired service plan, and therefore the Administration is committed to advancing the design 
and permitting of the Full Build Project. 

24.05 Easton BOS There is concern that ambiguity as to whether the SouthCoast Rail will be coming through Easton will adversely 
affect the decision of businesses and potential homeowners to locate in Easton. The town, with financial 
support from the Commonwealth, has made significant investments over the past several years to attract new 
and re-development projects to the areas identified as Priority Development Areas in the SouthCoast Corridor 
Plan. It would seem from both a fiscal and expediency standpoint, the Stoughton Alternative should be put on 
hold while the feasibility of the Middleboro Alternative is further evaluated. 

Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build Project, but rather is an approach that will allow some 
service to be provided, and some benefits to accrue, earlier than would be possible with the Full Build Project 
alone. Phase 1 operations will not fully meet the desired service plan, and therefore the Administration is 
committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. 



  
                 

             
    

    

                         

                   
                

               
          

          

              
                 

                 
   

                
              

               
         

              
                 

    

               
               

             
        

                     

                  
   

    

                 

               
            

                
                

               
 

            
                  

             
            

                
              

          
              

               
            

                
       

            
                  

               
           

                 
             

              
  

              
               

              
   

             
               

            
           

                 
                 

  

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
25.01 Fairhaven BOS At their February 26, 2018 meeting, the Fairhaven Board of Selectmen voted to support the South Coast Rail 

Phase l project as detailed in the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) filed by the 
Massachusetts Department of Transportation (MassDOT). 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

26.01 Mayor Correia 
Fall River 

As Mayor of the City of Fall River, I am writing to convey my full support for the South Coast Rail Phase 1 
Project. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

26.02 Mayor Correia 
Fall River 

While I am disappointed that the Phase 1 Plan does not include the full-build, station site at Battleship Cove, I 
understand that the Phase 1 Project, as presented, will be very beneficial to Fall River. I ask that the second 
station location, designed to serve a large residential base within walking distance of Battleship Cove, be 
completed as soon as possible. This station provides important service to an environmental justice population 
which is dependent upon public transportation for their day to day activities. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. MassDOT will 
continue to work with the City of Fall River to advance the design, permitting and schedule for Battleship Cove 
Station. 

27.01 Camara Fall 
River 

I oppose the Phase 1 service proposal through Middleborough and I support the permitting and funding of the 
Stoughton Straight Electric Alternative 

Thank you for your comment. While the Full Build more-fully meets demand, Phase 1 allows some service in the 
near term. The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. 

27.02 Camara Fall 
River 

It is financially responsible to proceed with the preferred Stoughton Route, rather than funding a 
Middleborough route that will consume hundreds of thousands of dollars of our Commonwealth's limited 
resources for a diesel fueled train that likely will not serve efficiently and effectively those from Fall River, new 
Bedford and Taunton who seek a quicker and cleaner rail transport to Boston and points between the South 
Coast cities and stopes long the route. 

Phase 1 will include the construction of 56% of the Full Build infrastructure (the so-called "Southern Triangle"). 
Constructing this portion of the Project prior to 2022 will result in cost savings by avoiding escalation. This 
savings will offset the cost to upgrade the Middleborough Secondary for Phase 1 service. This is described further 
in Chapter 2 of the DSEIR and in the Executive Summary. 

28.01 Long Fall River As City Councilor in Fall River, I proudly support advancing Phase I of the South Coast Rail project. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

29.01 Pelletier Fall 
River 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my support for this project as it will bring many opportunities to 
the residents of Fall River. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

30.01 Freetown BOS The Freetown Board of Selectmen favorably supports the scope of work outlined in the DSEIR. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

31.01 Lakeville BOS The Town of Lakeville is host to the Middleborough/Lakeville Commuter Rail Station. The Board of Selectmen 
have met with representatives from MassDOT, MBTA and the South Coast Rail design team regarding the 
extension of service to Taunton, New Bedford and Fall River. At these meetings, the Selectmen have expressed 
their opposition to the potential closing of the Lakeville Commuter Rail Station, and the project in general. The 
project does not provide a reasonable benefit in relation to the overall cost and provides no benefit whatsoever 
to Lakeville. 

MassDOT will continue to work with Lakeville officials to determine the future use of the 
Middleborough/Lakeville Station. As stated in the DSEIR, the station can stay open for Cape Flyer Service or be 
closed (with service moved to Pilgrim Junction Station) to allow for additional development on this parcel. 
MassDOT is looking forward to discussing these options with the Board of Selectmen. 

31.02 Lakeville BOS The area nearby to the existing station has been designated as the Town's "Smart Growth District", designed to 
encourage residential and business development. In addition, located on the same street as the Station, is a 204-
unit 40R residential development known as "The Residences at Lakeville Station". These apartment units were 
developed specifically to attract tenants that would utilize the commuter rail. In addition to the residential 
developments already in place, the Selectmen have a warrant article at our upcoming Special Town Meeting to 
extend the Smart Growth Zoning for 166 additional housing units centered around the Commuter Rail Station. 
The relocation of the Middleborough/Lakeville Station would have a negative effect on the businesses in the 
area, as well as, the residents in the residential developments surrounding the station. 

MassDOT will continue to work with Lakeville representatives to determine the future use of the 
Middleborough/Lakeville Station. As stated in the DSEIR, the station can stay open for Cape Service or be closed 
to allow for additional development on this parcel. Shuttle service will provide a connection to the new station 
for all TOD riders alighting from the existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station. In consideration of Phase 1 
service, as part of the next update to the Corridor Plan, the Town of Middleborough could consider engaging 
residents, business owners, officials, and organizations, assisted by MassDOT and SRPEDD, to look more closely 
at impacts to new and existing residents and businesses. Technical Assistance funds could be a source of revenue 
for this exercise. 

31.03 Lakeville BOS We also have serious safety concerns regarding at-grade railroad crossings, which until now have not had 
commuter rail traffic. There have been no discussions with the Town of Lakeville regarding safety concerns at 
the at grade crossings and noise mitigation for residents located along the tracks. The additional train traffic 
will negatively impact Lakeville residents. 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 2, Sections 2.6.3 and 2.6.5, all existing public grade crossings on the Phase 1 
railroad rights-of-way have flashing lights installed. It is recommended that each location be upgraded to include 
a combination of new, state-of-the-art, Automatic Highway Crossing Warning (AHCW) systems, pavement 
markings and signage, and minor geometric modifications such as driveway reconfiguration, driveway closures, 
vegetation clearing, and utility pole relocations. The owners of properties that would be affected by noise at or 
above the severe noise impact level and who may be eligible for noise mitigation will be consulted to identify 
preferred mitigation measures. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
32.01 Middleborough 

BOS 
I would like to start out saying that I fully support the construction of the South Coast Rail and fully support the 
original and ‘Preferred Option’ plan for an electric rail along the ‘Stoughton Route’. My main opposition to this 
recycled ‘Middleborough secondary line’ proposal is based on the total exclusion of Middleborough in the 
planning of this alternative, and the complete lack of positive impacts for our Town, indeed the ‘Phase 1’ plan 
does not fulfill any of the ‘Project Goals’ for the entire “Middleboro Alternative Corridor”. 

Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build. MassDOT is committed to continuing to advance the design 
and permitting of the Full Build. MassDOT conducted a series of six public meetings in September of 2016 
throughout Southeastern Massachusetts, including in the Town of Middleborough. Presentations were also 
conducted in Fall River, New Bedford, Taunton, Easton, and Canton. All were well attended. In addition, MassDOT 
met with the Middleborough Board of Selectmen on May 8, 2017, September 11, 2017, and December 7, 2017. 
MassDOT also conducted a legislative briefing and invited representatives from Middleborough to participate 
and comment. We will continue to work with Middleborough throughout the design and construction process to 
provide opportunities to develop positive outcomes for the Town. 

32.02 Middleborough 
BOS 

Why wasn’t SRPEDD, or the Task force consulted with, or included in, planning process? Why weren’t the local 
municipal Boards consulted in the Planning Process? What was gained by excluding the 4 municipalities that 
make up this corridor in the planning process? 

MassDOT conducted a series of six public meetings in September of 2016 throughout Southeastern 
Massachusetts, including in the Town of Middleborough. Presentations were also conducted in Fall River, New 
Bedford, Taunton, Easton, and Canton. All were well attended. MassDOT briefed SRPEDD on the Phase 1 plan and 
SRPEDD attended several public meetings. MassDOT understands that continued and improved coordination 
with Southeast municipalities is imperative and we will continue to solicit input to improve the Project. 

32.03 Middleborough 
BOS 

How does the ‘Middleboro Alternative’ achieve any of the Project Goals for the communities of East Taunton, 
Berkley, Lakeville or Middleborough? 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. The use of the 
Middleborough Secondary for Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build. Phase 1 service will bring 
commuter rail service to the City of Taunton and the communities in the Southern Triangle as early as possible, 
thus providing economic and transportation benefits in the near term. The full benefits described in the SCR 
FEIS/FEIR will be realized through implementation of the Full Build. 

32.04 Middleborough 
BOS 

There are 5 at Grade crossings in the 7 miles, with 26 trains a day, you are adding 130 at grade train crossings a 
day, to this corridor, with no traffic mitigation. Lights and signals do not constitute traffic mitigation. 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.1, existing grade crossing locations along the Middleborough 
Secondary were evaluated for project impacts under Phase 1 with respect to intersection and roadway traffic 
operations, pedestrian and bicycle accommodations, and parking at each planned station. No impact to traffic 
was found at these grade crossings. 

32.05 Middleborough 
BOS 

The idea that the Cotley Junction Station in East Taunton will serve Taunton is a flagrant misrepresentation. The 
reality is people don’t drive south to board a north Bound Train. Taunton will not be served by this station. 

The East Taunton Station will become the closest MBTA Commuter Rail station to downtown Taunton in Phase 1. 
It will offer convenient access to Routes 24 and 140, and will connect to downtown Taunton via feeder bus 
service. As discussed in the DSEIR, MassDOT is working with GATRA to provide bus service from the center of 
Taunton to the East Taunton station during Phase 1 operations. CTPS projects approximately 420 daily inbound 
boardings at East Taunton Station. 

32.06 Middleborough 
BOS 

The Pilgrim Junction Station has multiple issues. SCR is reducing the number of parking spots, 800 at the 
current location to 500 at the new station. You are reducing the opportunities for commuters to use this train. 
Let me be clear, you are reducing the number of commuters that can access this train. 

Middleborough/Lakeville Station currently provides access to commuter rail for many riders originating from 
destinations to the south. The model used to project ridership considered that these riders would be alighting at 
stations along the Phase 1 route south and west of Middleborough, reducing demand at Pilgrim Junction station 
and thereby reducing traffic generation and parking demand. As described in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.5, the 
parking supply at Pilgrim Junction Station will in fact be sufficient to meet the peak parking demand under both 
Phase 1 and Full Build operations, which is 453 and 483 daily parkers, respectively. 

32.07 Middleborough 
BOS 

A reduction of parking spots not only discourages transit ridership, it reduces the current opportunities of 
economic growth and harms the current businesses in the area. Again, this proposal does not spur economic 
growth, it diminishes current economic activity. The DSEIR states “There is no existing concept plan for 
potential TOD at the Pilgrim Junction Station”. And there are no opportunities for ‘smart growth’. 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.5, based on the projected daily park & ride (PNR) ridership, the 
parking supply at Pilgrim Junction Station will be sufficient to meet the peak parking demand under both Phase 1 
and Full Build operations, which is 453 and 483 daily parkers, respectively. With the need to provide transit-
related parking reduced or eliminated at the Middleborough/Lakeville station, land could become available there 
for new economic development opportunities, should the Town of Lakeville desire. In addition, passengers 
boarding at the new Pilgrim Junction Station could become patrons for nearby businesses, particularly at the 
commercial node on Main Street between E. Grove St and the vehicular entrance to the new station. 

32.08 Middleborough 
BOS 

This proposal places the entrance to the station at the intersection of 105/495, and 350 yards away from the 
105/28 intersection. After an extensive 1-day traffic study on a beautiful day in June, MADOT rated this 
intersection of 105/28 as deficient. MADOT goes on to state that even after mitigation the intersection will 
remain deficient. This is simply not acceptable. 

Although there are no anticipated adverse impacts caused by the Proposed Project in Middleborough, the 
following intersection improvements are being proposed to mitigate existing deficiencies as described further in 
the DSEIR: complete a road safety audit (RSA) at the intersections of Route 105/Route 28, and implement 
recommended improvements, as appropriate; modify traffic signal timing and phasing at the intersection of 
Route 105 and Route 28 to provide protected/permissive left turns for all approaches; and modify traffic signal 
timing and phasing at the intersection of Route 105 and I-495 Northbound to incorporate the new station 
driveway and a pedestrian crossing of Route 105 on the northeastern leg of the intersection. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
32.09 Middleborough 

BOS 
This proposal ignores the traffic impact of the neighboring Middleborough Rotary and ignores all the economic 
potential of surrounding areas identified in the South Coast Rail Economic Development and Land Use Corridor 
Plan. You are ignoring your own report!! 

As noted in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.5, Pilgrim Junction Station-related trips through the Middleborough 
Rotary will be unchanged. Chapter 13, Section 13.2.2 explains that the existing Middleborough/Lakeville Station, 
which could remain open to service existing Cape Flyer riders and to support a potential future Cape shuttle 
service connection, may also see new TOD. The daily demand for parking spaces will be lower, and portions of 
the parking lot could become available for redevelopment. 

32.10 Middleborough 
BOS 

This Station is proposing a parking lot that will cover approximately 71% of the site with impervious materials. 
That parcel is in a WHPD Zone (2) that prohibits that type of cover. This is an important recharge resource for a 
municipal well, How does MADOT plan to reconcile the project with that restriction? 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 8, Section 8.4.4.3, because the Pilgrim Junction Station is within Zone II of a 
municipal groundwater well, stormwater runoff will be treated so that at least 44 percent of total suspended 
solids are removed prior to discharge to an infiltration structure and the infiltration BMPs will be sized to treat at 
least 1 inch of runoff over the impervious area. 

32.11 Middleborough 
BOS 

From the section on site Selection Criteria, the report states ‘As a phased service it is critical that the 
infrastructure developed as part of Phase 1 provide future use and long-term benefits as well as independent 
utility even when the full build is realized.’ The plan for the station at Pilgrim Junction is in direct contradiction 
to this statement. 

DSEIR Chapter 2, Table 2-1, provides a useful summary of Middleborough service options that indicates why the 
construction of a new Pilgrim Junction station was chosen as part of the preferred alternative. It minimizes 
environmental impacts, minimizes trip times, and maintains operational flexibility by minimizing operational 
conflicts on the Middleborough Main Line and by not precluding future Cape Cod service. 

32.12 Middleborough 
BOS 

When I look at the Public transportation benefits for Middleborough, I don’t see any… This does not improve 
mobility, there is a decrease in parking availability and it is sited in an already deficient traffic corridor 

As shown in DSEIR Chapter 2, Table 2-3, as part of Phase 1 service, one additional inbound and one additional 
outbound trip will be scheduled from Middleborough, bringing the total number of weekday trips to 26. The 
parking supply at Pilgrim Junction Station has been calibrated to meet the peak parking demand under both 
Phase 1 and Full Build operations. As explained in the response to comment 32.10, the proposed Pilgrim Junction 
Station is not anticipated to impact traffic conditions, and MassDOT will strive to improve existing conditions 
through mitigation measures. 

32.13 Middleborough 
BOS 

I don’t see how this location will lower any accident rates, the introduction of this station 350 yards from an 
intersection that is already ranked in the ‘Top 100 Crash locations’. This does not bode well for the future. 

As explained in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.3.2, the current crash rate at the intersection South Main Street (Route 
105) at W. Grove Street (Route 28) exceeds the statewide average. A separate, more comprehensive crash 
analysis was completed for this location in accordance with MassDOT’s Road Safety Audit (RSA) guidelines. It was 
determined that an RSA is required in Middleborough, separate from the SCR proposed improvements, and will 
be undertaken by MassDOT. The RSA site investigation commenced in April of 2018. The recommended 
measures to improve safety at this location, when developed and approved, will be incorporated into the Phase 1 
project. 

32.14 Middleborough 
BOS 

This proposal does not ‘Foster a more livable community’. The new station parking lot threatens our municipal 
water supply and cripples with traffic, yet another access point to our community. 

As explained in the responses to comments 32.08 and 32.10 above, the proposed Pilgrim Junction Station is not 
anticipated to impact either the water supply or traffic conditions. 

32.15 Middleborough 
BOS 

This proposal does not increase our ‘access to transit’. Incredibly it is reducing our access. The parking lot size is 
being reduced. Middleborough will have less opportunity for transit. 

Middleborough/Lakeville Station currently provides access to commuter rail for many riders originating from 
destinations to the south. The model used to project ridership considered that these riders would be alighting at 
stations along the Phase 1 route to the south and west of Middleborough, reducing demand at Pilgrim Junction 
station and thereby reducing traffic generation and parking demand. As described in DSEIR chapter 5, Section 
5.5, the parking supply at Pilgrim Junction Station will in fact be sufficient to meet the peak parking demand 
under both Phase 1 and Full Build operations, which is 453 and 483 daily parkers, respectively. 

32.16 Middleborough 
BOS 

None of these issues will ‘Boost Real Estate Values’. These negative impacts will reduce our attractiveness and 
negatively impact our Real Estate values. 

According to research from the American Public Transportation Association, public transportation can boost real 
estate values. Various studies can be found at 
https://www.apta.com/aptasearchcenter/Results.aspx?k=real%20estate%20value 

32.17 Middleborough 
BOS 

Phase 1 will have 26 trains daily on this line. That is the full capacity. There is no room for expansion. This plan 
will be the end of a Cape Flyer Train on Friday nights, and will stop any further expansion of rail service to the 
Cape. 

Phase 1 has been designed to ensure that new project elements and extended service on the Middleborough 
Line do not impair current service or preclude future increases in service to Cape Cod. The Phase 1 service is an 
extension of the existing commuter rail service and will utilize trains that operate on the Middleborough 
Commuter Rail alignment today and run them to Fall River and New Bedford. This will not interfere with the 
weekend Cape Flyer Service that uses the Middleborough Main Line today. Any increase in service to Cape Cod 
to allow for daily commuter rail service would need to be accommodated on the same trains that run on this line 
today. Service could be accommodated through a cross platform transfer at Pilgrim Junction. Increased service to 
Cape Cod will continue to be studied as a separate project, and modeled from an operations and infrastructure 
perspective to determine demand and frequency of service. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
32.18 Middleborough 

BOS 
What assurance do any of us have that Phase 2 will be built? In fact your report states, “The likelihood of 
barriers to service in the full build is even greater since the Stoughton line joins the Northeast Corridor’. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. 

32.19 Middleborough 
BOS 

The DSEIR states “Final construction and operating cost resources have not yet been determined” for Phase 2… 
Who can guarantee that Phase 1 will not be the long term substandard band-aid for the South Coast? This Plan 
and its impacts are very likely to be the only Phase. 

Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build Project, but rather is an approach that will allow some 
service to be provided, and some benefits to accrue, earlier than would be possible with the Full Build Project 
alone. Phase 1 operations will not fully meet the desired service plan, and therefore the Administration is 
committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. 

32.20 Middleborough 
BOS 

What’s worse is Phase 1 will only meet 10% of the demand for the approximately 30k work trips from the South 
Coast Region to Boston. The ‘No Action’ plan meets 7% of the ridership demand. $935 million dollars for a 
difference of 3%... 

In addition to resulting in new transit system trips, Phase 1 will provide additional benefits, including earlier 
service to Taunton, Fall River and New Bedford, increased system resiliency, VMT reductions, air quality benefits, 
and escalation savings. For more details on the overall benefits of Phase 1, please see Section 2.6.9 of the DSEIR. 

32.21 Middleborough 
BOS 

And this plan threatens a municipal water system, reduces transit access, reduces economic development, and 
cripples yet another entry point to my Town… 

As explained in the responses to comments 32.08 and 32.10 above, the proposed Pilgrim Junction Station is not 
anticipated to impact either the water supply or traffic conditions. The parking supply at Pilgrim Junction Station 
will be sufficient to meet the peak parking demand under Phase 1 and Full Build operations, and an additional 
round trip will be scheduled from the new station. 

33.01 Mayor Mitchell 
NB 

I believe that a phased approach, as proposed in the draft EIR, that would entail the construction of the longer 
"Middleboro alternative" to be followed at some point by the construction of the Stoughton route, is 
appropriate under the circumstances. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

33.02 Mayor Mitchell 
NB 

First, MassDOT should establish express nonstop service from New Bedford to Boston for at least one daily trip 
each way. Express service has worked well on the Worcester line to Boston, and would be even more necessary 
on the considerably longer Middleboro route from New Bedford. Otherwise, the commute will be too long for 
New Bedford area residents to sustain. 

The proposed SCR Phase 1 service is an extension of existing Middleborough/Lakeville service, and per direction 
from MBTA Railroad Operations the proposed service should not require modifications to existing service 
stopping patterns between Braintree and Middleborough. Creating an express non-stop service between New 
Bedford and Boston would require the elimination of service to existing stations and riders along the 
Middleborough Main Line. Additionally, due to capacity constraints on the Middleborough Main Line and at 
South Station, there is no additional capacity to provide peak period trips beyond those proposed for the Phase 1 
service. 

33.03 Mayor Mitchell 
NB 

Second, MassDOT should work closely with the City to develop a plan for city-owned land at the Whale's Tooth 
terminus that offers regional transportation links, connects the site to the downtown and the Hick Logan 
neighborhood, and avoids interference with maritime businesses along the waterfront. Although not reflected 
in the draft EIR, the administration's commitment to design a multimodal station instead of a mere train 
platform is a significant step forward. A multimodal station would make passenger rail service accessible to 
more people, and it would have the added benefit of replacing the aging downtown bus station. 

MassDOT acknowledges the potential for multimodal uses at Whale's Tooth and will continue to work with the 
City to develop concepts that may be beneficial. To meet the operations schedule of 2022, Whale's Tooth will be 
advanced as a commuter rail parking lot including a pedestrian bridge, without precluding future modifications 
to allow for multimodal use, as the City and MassDOT continue to work together to develop possibilities for 
shared uses at this location. 

33.04 Mayor Mitchell 
NB 

Third, the project should not be allowed to crowd out other state capital investments in Greater New Bedford. 
For many years, the demand for passenger rail service to Boston has distracted from the state's role in 
supporting the development of the region's existing economic assets. For instance, much of New Bedford 
harbor has not been dredged by the state in decades, and the State Pier has been allowed to fall into a 
troubling state of disrepair. Meanwhile, the state-owned New Bedford-Fairhaven Bridge has been characterized 
in a recent MassDOT feasibility study as "functionally obsolete," and is in need of significant repairs. 

Providing funding for a much-needed rail service to the region does not negate the need for other investments. 
We recognize that additional projects have been identified as priorities by the communities of the South Coast 
Region and the Administration will continue to work with the region to prioritize investments. 

34.01 Abreu NB As a Councilor At-Large here in the City of New Bedford, an urban community that represents 100,000-plus 
residents, I am writing in support to fully endorse commuter rail service to Boston. I support the "Phase 1" 
initiative of this project because our community needs better access to higher earning wages, better access to 
universities and better access to medical specialists. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

35.01 Dunn NB I am therefore, writing in support of the proposed phased approach for the South Coast Rail project, as 
outlined in the DSEIR. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
36.01 Stoughton In response to the DSEIR on the proposed "phased approach" to the project, the Town continues to note that 

such an approach is contrary to the requirements of the MEPA regulations. As was noted in our comments on 
MassDOT's Notice of Project Change, a "phased approach" to the extension of a commuter rail line would 
involve phased permitting and construction of various sections and components of an extension of the same 
line. In seeking MEPA review for the Middleborough route, MassDOT is not pursuing a "phased approach" to 
the proposed extension of a commuter rail line to the Fall River/New Bedford region through Stoughton. 
Rather, it is seeking permitting for the construction of an entirely different preferred project alternative than 
that through Stoughton, one which does not involve the existing Stoughton line in any manner. 

Phasing of the Project was the subject of the NPC and the DSEIR. The method of phasing was the subject of 
Chapter 2 of the DSEIR alternatives analysis. The review of alternatives and description of anticipated 
consequences of the proposed change followed the MEPA requirements for Notices of Project Change. 

37.01 Mayor Hoye 
Taunton 

I write today to publicly express my strong opposition for the proposed Phase 1 Middleboro route of the 
SouthCoast Rail, and to offer my continued support of the Stoughton route. 

MassDOT thanks you for your input. 

37.02 Mayor Hoye 
Taunton 

The Phase 1 Middleboro option does not provide any economic development opportunity for the City of 
Taunton. The single proposed train station is located on the outskirts of the City bordering the surrounding 
town of Berkley. 

Phase 1 service will bring commuter rail service to the City of Taunton and the communities in the Southern 
Triangle sooner than originally anticipated, thus providing economic and transportation benefits in the near-term. 
The East Taunton station is in fact close to active commercial and industrial development. For example, it is within 
0.4 miles of the Taunton Depot Shopping Center; 0.7 miles of the Plymouth Regional Technical Institute; and 0.9 
miles of the Silver City Galleria mall. As discussed in the DSEIR, MassDOT is working with GATRA to provide bus 
service from the center of Taunton to the East Taunton station during Phase 1 operations. Communities north of 
the City of Taunton are still expected to realize the full benefits of the Full Build Project, as the SCR FEIS/FEIR 
describes. 

37.03 Mayor Hoye 
Taunton 

In contrast, the Stoughton option proposes two train stations, one of which is only a half mile from our historic 
Downtown. Access to transportation into and out of our state’s capital has been repeatedly cited by urban 
planners as the key to creating economic sustainability in our Downtown. This option also revitalizes a former 
train stop and blighted area, which has already been designated a TOD district. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project, including 
construction of Taunton Station. Phase 1 will be implemented while the design and permitting of the Full Build 
continues to be advanced. 

37.04 Mayor Hoye 
Taunton 

Taking the train from the North to the proposed station in Taunton under the Middleboro option is almost 
equal in distance to taking the train to the existing commuter rail station in Mansfield. Taking the train from the 
South to the proposed train station in the Middleboro option would still require a 45 minute bus ride from the 
station to the Myles Standish Industrial Park. 

Comment noted. 

37.05 Mayor Hoye 
Taunton 

The Middleboro option will provide half the number of trains, and only have the capability to serve half the 
ridership, as the Stoughton alternative. 

Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build Project, but rather is an approach that will bring commuter 
rail service to the City of Taunton and the communities in the Southern Triangle, and related economic and 
transportation benefits, earlier than would be possible with the Full Build Project alone. Phase 1 operations will 
not fully meet the desired service plan, and therefore the Administration is committed to advancing the design 
and permitting of the Full Build Project. Communities north of the City of Taunton are still expected to realize the 
full benefits of the Full South Coast Rail project, as the SCR FEIS/FEIR describes. 

37.06 Mayor Hoye 
Taunton 

The Middleboro alternative simply will not take cars off the road. The Middleboro alternative has been shown 
repeated to add 20 minutes plus to the commute each way. People from most of the area will simply continue 
to drive in Boston 

Based on the CTPS projections for 2030 (DSEIR Appendix A), Phase 1 service will achieve a reduction of 
approximately 66,400 VMT per day from automobiles. MassDOT will continue to refine the schedule and 
operations for Phase 1 SCR to decrease overall trip times. Minor adjustments to the schedule may allow several 
minutes to be carved from the estimated trip times discussed in the DSEIR. Additionally, MassDOT will explore 
the possibility of express trains and skip stops to provide shorter travel times to the Southeast communities. 

37.07 Mayor Hoye 
Taunton 

SCR has been studied repeatedly for decades and the conclusion of each study has shown the Stoughton route 
to be superior in every criteria. Nothing has changed to reach a contrary conclusion. 

MassDOT is committed to the design and permitting of the Full Build, and the Stoughton Straight Electric 
Alternative remains the preferred alternative. The design and permitting for the Full Build are advancing and will 
continue to advance as Phase 1 construction gets underway. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
37.08 Mayor Hoye 

Taunton 
From a Civil Rights perspective, bypassing the Stoughton route creates hardship for a significant population of 
persons in the greater Taunton area. This is not addressed appropriately in the plan. The plan is a plan which 
should and must benefit all persons living in Southeastern Massachusetts regardless of age, cultural diversity, 
or disability. Taunton is one of its largest and culturally diverse communities. The current plan avoids this 
critically sensitive issue. I stand with this population and am opposed to any plan which does not take this into 
consideration. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project, including 
Taunton Station. Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build Project, and will not reduce or eliminate 
any of the benefits of the Full Build. If Phase 1 were not implemented, there would not be any service to Taunton 
until the Full Build Project is implemented. Phase 1 will bring commuter rail service to the City of Taunton and 
other underserved communities sooner than originally anticipated, thus providing economic, environmental and 
transportation benefits in the near term. As discussed in the DSEIR, MassDOT is working with GATRA to provide 
bus service from the center of Taunton to the East Taunton station during Phase 1 operations to improve access 
to other parts of the City of Taunton. 

38.01 Wareham BOS We communities here at the eastern edge of the SRPEDD Commission request including the Cape Flyer route 
be included with phase 1. The Flyer line is in place, running with a certified 60 mph track. Linking Buzzards Bay, 
Wareham to commuter rail to the new Middleborough station will have long term economic benefits! 

Phase 1 has been designed to ensure that new project elements and extended service on the Middleborough 
Line do not impair current service or preclude future increases in service to Cape Cod. As part of a separate study, 
increased service to Cape Cod will be studied and modeled from an operations and infrastructure perspective to 
determine demand and frequency of service. 

39.01 GATRA An easy reference chart should be provided in the text that displays a matrix of comparative costs for the three 
options each at both Cotley Junction and Pilgrim Junction. 

While the Alternatives analysis considered cost as a differentiator because the relative costs of the station 
locations was similar, cost was not a defining selection criteria. Other criteria, including trip time, operations, and 
minimization of impacts, were more critical to site selection for Pilgrim Junction and Cotley Junction. 

39.02 GATRA A reverse move from Kingston Station to Plymouth Station is contained within the current schedule for the 
Kingston-Plymouth Branch of the Old Colony Line, specifically for the 10:05 AM inbound train originating from 
Kingston. This service appears to work judging by the relatively consistent ridership for an off-peak train. In 
order to circumvent the $25 million cost of creating a new station in such close proximity to an existing one 
and creating a two seat ride for residents in the existing Transit Oriented Development {TOD) adjacent to the 
existing Middleboro-Lakeville Station, we urge the project to reconsider constructing the proposed "Pilgrim 
Junction" Station in favor of retaining service to and from the existing Middleboro-Lakeville Station. This will 
also negate the need to create and underwrite the cost of a shuttle bus connection between the existing and 
proposed stations. 

There are three daily trains that arrive in Kingston that must turn for Plymouth before heading back to Boston. 
Each of these schedules shows 12 minutes between arrival and departure at Kingston. Reversing the train 
requires additional time for signal system route establishment (time-outs) and a member of the train crew to be 
positioned at the opposite end of the train from the engineer to look out for obstructions, pedestrians and 
general safety conditions, and to conduct the required Class II brake tests. Fifteen minutes has been scheduled 
to support this operation. This reverse move would impact all passengers using the service from the South Coast 
Study Area. This would impact the customer experience for new riders, and would result in lower ridership for the 
Phase 1 service. This option creates the longest travel time for New Bedford/Fall River riders (105+ minutes) of 
the Pilgrim Junction service options considered in the DSEIR. 

39.03 GATRA What practical function does the 400 LF boarding platform provide at the proposed Pilgrim Junction Station 
when the accepted federal and state specification for ADA accessible platforms is 800 LF? 

The 400-foot platform shown on the site plan for the new Pilgrim Junction Station is a future platform for shuttle 
service opportunities between this station and the Cape. This platform has the capacity to service shuttle 
trainsets of up to 3 coaches. No formal study has been developed, but this type of platform and service were 
included so as not to preclude future Cape service. The main platform is 800 feet long. 

39.04 GATRA How will the sole 800 LF boarding platform at Pilgrim Junction service both the inbound and outbound trains? 
Won't the curvature of the track at the proposed location of this platform impact riders' accessibility to the 
train coaches? 

The operations schedule allows for a single side platform at this location, similar to the existing station and other 
SCR stations in Freetown, Fall River, and New Bedford. The curvature along the Pilgrim Junction platform is 3.5 
degrees, which is flat enough to allow for the standard gap tolerances for boardings. Also, because the platform 
is on the outside of the curve, the gap at coach entries is less than that at straight platforms. 

39.05 GATRA The proposed Pilgrim Junction Station will contain 501 commuter parking spaces. The existing Middleboro-
Lakeville Station contains 769 spaces. The estimated cost of the proposed station is $25 million but will result in 
a net loss of 268 commuter parking spaces. 

Middleborough/Lakeville Station currently provides access to commuter rail for many riders originating from 
destinations to the south. The model used to project ridership considered that these riders would be alighting at 
stations along the Phase 1 route south and west of Middleborough, reducing demand at Pilgrim Junction station 
and thereby reducing trip generation and parking demand. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
39.06 GATRA No apparent mention is given to the need for expanded train layover and dockage at the South Station 

terminus to meet expanded passenger service. 
The proposed SCR Phase 1 service is primarily an extension of existing Middleborough/Lakeville service, with one 
new peak direction trip added to each peak period. The SCR Project included an operations analysis and 
continuous coordination with MBTA Railroad Operations to evaluate the ability to cycle trains through 
maintenance and layover, as well as to berth the proposed service at South Station. The one-train increase does 
not require additional layover or storage space. 

39.07 GATRA No reference is given to double tracking the sections of the Right of Way north of the interlocking where all of 
the Old Colony trains intersect in order to meet demand and to allow for more efficient and expeditious 
passenger service to and from the South Station terminus. 

The proposed SCR Phase 1 service is primarily an extension of existing Middleborough/Lakeville service, and will 
not require double tracking improvements on the Middleborough Main Line. While double tracking between 
Braintree and Boston would provide for improved operational capacity and resiliency, it would be a significant 
investment beyond the scope of the SCR project. The proposed SCR Phase 1 schedule looks to improve 
operational resiliency through removing some red line connecting stops from Quincy and JFK stations on the 
single track, and stopping all trains at Braintree on double track. 

39.08 GATRA Under the preferred option P-1, there appears to be a decrease in passenger boardings from some existing 
Middleboro-Lakeville Stations as outlined in Table 2.9 in the report and as follows: -90 from Middleboro-
Lakeville Station; -20 from Holbrook-Randolph Station, -20 from Montello Station and -10 from Campbello 
Station. With the significant financial resources invested in this option, why is there an apparent decrease in 
boarding from these existing stations? 

In Phase 1, while many of the riders of the Middleborough Main Line who currently board at the 
Middleborough/Lakeville Station will board at Pilgrim Junction, others may choose to board elsewhere based on 
the inputs specified in Section 2.5.2. Similarly, riders at other stations along the route may choose to board at the 
new stations, resulting in diversions from existing stations. 

39.09 GATRA Has the Project estimated the fare zone and ticket rates for the new service, inclusive of the proposed MBTA 
fare increase being discussed? 

Fares for the proposed Phase 1 service were based on the current MBTA commuter rail monthly fare structure. 
The ridership model included Pilgrim Junction in Zone 8. Phase 1 service will include Pilgrim Junction in Zone 7, 
which would make the ride more affordable than the modeling assumptions. 

39.10 GATRA Although the Regional Transit Authorities (RTAs) are willing to assist as it relates to proposed shuttle service, 
the realities of decreasing ridership, along with resulting passenger service revenue, mandate state subsidies for 
same have to be discussed. In all likelihood, the regional host municipalities will not be willing to sustain an 
increased assessment from the RTAs to underwrite this program. 

MassDOT is committed to continuing to work with the RTAs in determining route selection and funding. 

40.01 FGLK Freight and passenger services must coexist and curfews must be avoided if possible. It is possible that in the 
near future, three separate freight operators (CSX, Mass Coastal, and the winner of the bid for operation of the 
MassDOT lines) will be operating over the lines that the Phase 1 South Coast Rail will operating on. Freight 
operators need the maximum flexibility to adjust operations to changing needs of freight customers and 
limiting that flexibility through curfews would make rail freight less competitive. FGLK recognizes that 
passenger trains have a priority over freight for the operations on the MassDOT lines, but freight requires a 
priority as well. 

The proposed SCR Phase 1 rail infrastructure was designed to provide as much operational flexibility to 
passenger and freight operations as possible. The proposed SCR Phase 1 service includes windows throughout 
the day for freight service to operate around passenger service. 

40.02 FGLK Positive Train Control [PTC] is potentially an economic burden for light density rail freight operations. The 
Commonwealth needs to work with the freight operators to ensure that PTC requirements arising from South 
Coast Rail do not become an economic burden on the region’s rail freight. Finally, the Commonwealth should 
also provide full financial assistance to cover the costs of installing PTC equipment on the locomotives of the 
light density freight operators that are required to be equipped as a result of South Coast Rail. 

PTC is a federally mandated safety improvement for all commuter rail lines in the country. MassDOT and MBTA 
are required to implement this communications system on all active lines. MBTA is working with freight operators 
to facilitate installation of PTC equipment on freight engines in use on active commuter rail lines. 

40.03 FGLK The cost of installing sidings to bring new customers to rail increases significantly when PTC and signal systems 
are involved. The Commonwealth should be responsible for the incremental costs of installing sidings above 
the cost of installing an equivalent siding on an unsignaled line. 

PTC increases the safety of commuter rail service and is now mandated throughout the country. Implementation 
by the MBTA will include coordination with freight operators. 

41.01 OCPC the Old Colony Planning Council is in complete support of the South Coast Rail Project Phase 1, with adequate 
and appropriate mitigation and its phased implementation that will restore commuter rail service sooner 
between Boston and the Massachusetts South Coast. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

42.01 RBC Please accept the attached letter as my personal statement of support for moving forward with Phase 1 of the 
South Coast Rail Project. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

43.01 SCDP We are writing in support of the proposed phased approach for the SouthCoast Rail project, as outlined in the 
DSEIR. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
44.01 SRPEDD As stated in our previous letter of April 17, 2017...while we remain convinced of South Coast Rail’s potential, via 

Phase II preferred Stoughton route, to generate economic development, address equity concerns, enhance the 
state’s long-term sustainability/ competitiveness, and improve the quality of life for over 630,000 Southeast 
Massachusetts residents, we continue to have doubts about the Commonwealth’s commitment to building it. 
And, while we are appreciative of the serious efforts of late that have been made to try and deliver earlier on 
restoring commuter rail to the South Coast, with the promised commencement of service to the cities of Fall 
River and New Bedford by 2022 via the proposed Phase I Middleborough Alternative, we remain leery were it 
to end up being the only phase completed, that after all of the time and money that has been invested over 
many years to date, it will ultimately prove not to have been worth the wait. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. The use of the 
Middleborough Secondary for Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build. Phase 1 will be implemented 
while the design and permitting of the Full Build continues to be advanced. 

44.02 SRPEDD The concern, of course, among many, is that any such continued planning on Phase II is merely to satisfy the 
Corps, and that once/if Phase I is completed, said work will summarily be discontinued. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. The use of the 
Middleborough Secondary for Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build. Phase 1 will be implemented 
while the design and permitting of the Full Build continues to be advanced. MassDOT will continue to coordinate 
with USACE to complete the design and documentation required to support permit applications for the Full Build. 

44.03 SRPEDD The inclusion of accommodations for electrification of the “southern triangle” in Phase I construction, might 
help to put such doubters at ease, especially were the Corps to make its approval of Phase I contingent on that 
inclusion. 

Phase 1 will utilize diesel engines for service to avoid the extensive cost and disruptive service shutdowns that 
would be required along the Old Colony lines to electrify service to Boston. Constructing electrification 
infrastructure in the Southern Triangle years ahead of Full Build electric service is not practicable. 

44.04 SRPEDD A more substantive and genuine commitment to public process would also go a long way, not to mention a 
concerted effort, heretofore lacking, of specifically engaging those who stand to be directly affected by the 
implementation of Phase I; namely, City of Taunton and Town of Middleboro residents, businesses and elected 
officials. 

MassDOT conducted a series of six public meetings in September of 2016 throughout Southeastern 
Massachusetts, including in the Town of Middleborough. Presentations were also conducted in Fall River, New 
Bedford, Taunton, Easton, and Canton. All were well attended. See the response to comment 32.02 for additional 
information. 

44.05 SRPEDD Frequently cited in discussion of the need to extend commuter rail service to southeastern Massachusetts, is 
the fact that Taunton, New Bedford, and Fall River are the only three Gateway Cities within 50 miles of Boston 
without rail service into the City. Were only the Middleborough (Phase I) Alternative to be implemented, will 
the benefit to each of the above municipalities be equivalent to that of the other Gateways? While the cities of 
Fall River and New Bedford will have commuter rail stations in their downtowns – albeit with limited service – 
Taunton will not. Instead, shuttle service from the downtown area (with a sizable Environmental Justice 
population of approximately 13,400) to a substitute station on the eastern outskirts of the city, has been 
proposed. People reliant on this shuttle (plus others arriving or being dropped off by passenger vehicle) will 
inevitably have to travel along Rte. 140, a corridor already heavily congested with vehicles traveling among 
local businesses and/or transiting onward to Boston, would add a minimum of 15-30 minutes to the overall 
trip, thus creating a de facto two-seat ride with added costs in time and money. Is this truly equitable? 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. The use of the 
Middleborough Secondary for Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build. Phase 1 will be implemented 
while the design and permitting of the Full Build continues to be advanced. Communities along the Stoughton 
Line are still expected to realize the all benefits of the Full South Coast Rail project, as the SCR FEIS/FEIR 
describes. Phase 1 will bring commuter rail service to the City of Taunton and the communities in the Southern 
Triangle sooner than would otherwise be possible, thus providing economic and transportation benefits in the 
near term. If Phase 1 were not implemented, there would not be any service to Taunton until the Full Build 
project is implemented. 

44.06 SRPEDD As has been voiced at the public meetings, there are multiple concerns as to impacts resulting from the 
proposed new station in the town of Middleborough, not least of which being the earlier-referenced lack of 
public participation. But apart from said lack of meaningful opportunity to input on the part of the town, and 
anticipated further deterioration in peak hour level of service at Rte. 105/495 lights and interchange, and still 
unaddressed rotary, there is also reason to question some of the data and/or methodologies used to arrive at a 
number of conclusions in the DSEIR. Among others, for example: the background growth rates used in 
projecting future conditions appear to be inadequate in that they do not clearly quantify traffic growth patterns 
at network corridor and intersection levels. There is no discussion of the travel model calibration procedure and 
results, including those from vehicular and transit miles and trips traveled. And the peak hour factors assumed 
in the operation analysis and methodologies for developing said factors are likewise not documented. 

The background growth rates provided by CTPS were used to develop No-Action traffic volume networks 
provided in DSEIR Appendix B. The effects of this growth on intersection operations were discussed in DSEIR 
Chapter 5, Section 5.4.2 and are tabulated by community. A full discussion of travel demand model calibration 
procedures and results is provided in DSEIR Appendix and was summarized in DSEIR Chapter 5, section 5.2. The 
peak hour factors assumed (and the entire traffic operations analysis) follow MassDOT procedures for traffic 
impact studies. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
44.07 SRPEDD That the Phase I Middleborough Alternative, as a solely diesel option, would seem to be in conflict with the 

Governor’s recent air quality/GHG mitigation proposals. 
As described in DSEIR Chapter 6, the SCR Project will help reduce greenhouse gas emissions by providing new 
transit options that will result in reduced vehicle miles traveled (VMT), which will in turn result in decreased GHG 
emissions. The Project will incorporate anti-idling technology for commuter rail trains; install electric vehicle 
charging stations at commuter rail stations; and specify energy efficient light-emitting diode (LED) lighting at 
commuter rail stations. Phase 1 will utilize diesel engines for service to avoid the extensive cost and disruptive 
service shutdowns that would be required along the Old Colony lines to electrify service to Boston. While Phase 1 
will utilize existing train sets, MassDOT and the MBTA are retiring older locomotives and replacing them with 
cleaner burning engines to reduce emissions throughout the system. 

44.08 SRPEDD The Middleborough Alternative’s footprint moreover includes sections of track slated to be upgraded that are 
in proximity to one of the greatest concentration of state certified coldwater fisheries resources in the Taunton 
River Watershed. And its project area in Lakeville and Middleborough has been identified as a Habitat 
Protection Priority by The Nature Conservancy as part of its eco-regional assessment of the Taunton River 
Watershed. 

The Department of Fish and Game’s Coldwater Fish Resource map shows one stream crossed by the 
Middleborough Secondary (Box Brook in Middleborough) designated as a Certified Coldwater Fish Resource 
(CFR). This is a tributary to Poquoy Brook, also a CFR. MassDOT is proposing to replace this culvert with one that 
more-fully meets the stream crossing standards and will improve fish passage. The rehabilitation of the existing 
single track is not anticipated to have any impact on fisheries habitat in Box Brook. 

45.01 MA Audubon Mass Audubon requests that more specific commitments to mitigation be provided in the Final SEIR. The details of the proposed mitigation measures will be developed as design progresses, and are included in the 
project's Notices of Intent and 401/404 permit application. MassDOT will continue to work with permitting 
agencies, including USACE, NHESP and MassDEP to develop detailed mitigation programs that are specific to the 
requirements of the regulatory programs they administer. 

45.02 MA Audubon It is not clear if the MassDOT Climate Projections for precipitation events is carried through to the design of 
stormwater management from runoff associated with the large impervious surfaces (e.g. parking lots) at the 
new stations. That section mentions applying the NOAA Atlas 2014, which, while an improvement over older 
historic data, does not address future changes. 

The results of the stormwater analysis were used to determine conceptual sizing of stormwater BMPs to mitigate 
for the increase in peak flow rates from the additional impervious area, as well as provide storage capacity for the 
required recharge volume and water quality volume. The spreadsheet model is based on TR-55 methodology 37 
to calculate peak flow rates. Rainfall inputs were determined based on data provided by the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA)’s Atlas 14. However, as described in DSEIR Chapter 7, Section 7.2.1, the 
projected rainfall data and design standards described in the Boston Water and Sewer Commission's 2015 
Wastewater and Storm Drainage System Facilities Plan are being taken into consideration as design for the 
Project’s on-site stormwater management systems moves forward, including the design of new culverts. 

45.03 MA Audubon The DSEIR section on stormwater management makes a general commitment to employing LID. However, the 
descriptions and sketch plans of proposed stormwater management do not in fact embrace a true LID 
approach. They descriptions refer to collecting runoff from pavement into catch basins, gathering it in pipes 
and directing it to forebays, retention (infiltration) basins, and similar measures. There are no plans for placing 
bioretention areas and tree boxes within paved areas to collect stormwater in small quantities at the location 
where the precipitation falls. 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 8, Section 8.4, the MassDEP wetland regulations defines LID techniques as 
stormwater management systems that are modeled after natural hydrologic features. Low impact development 
techniques manage rainfall at the source using uniformly distributed decentralized micro-scale controls. 
Depending on site constraints and further design iterations, the design team will strive to implement the LID 
approach to the maximum extent practicable. 

45.04 MA Audubon The potential for placing solar arrays on the station roofs and/or on parking canopies should be also be 
considered. 

MassDOT is including the consideration of solar-ready canopies at each of the new stations as part of its design 
criteria for the stations. 

45.05 MA Audubon The design of stormwater in relation to parking canopies and potential use of bioretention and trees may be 
somewhat more complex but there may be locations where one or the other of these options may be 
appropriate and workable, or where a hybrid approach could be pursued with canopies in some parking areas 
and planted areas in others. 

As indicated in DSEIR Chapter 8, Section 8.4.4.2, depending on site-specific soil conditions and environmental 
concerns, the stormwater BMPs may include a combination of detention, infiltration, and treatment techniques, 
such as rain gardens, water quality swales, and infiltration basins. Stormwater will be treated as close to its source 
as possible, and infiltration-based BMPs will be used whenever possible to maximize ground water recharge, 
reduce stormwater volumes, and remove contaminants. Environmental and site constraints will be reviewed and 
BMPs will be designed accordingly in compliance with MassDEP Stormwater Management Standards. 

45.06 MA Audubon The Certificate on the NPC called for presentation of a comprehensive mitigation plan to address federal and 
state wetlands and environmental regulations as well as local bylaws. The DSEIR claims that MassDOT is exempt 
from local bylaws. This should be clarified. 

Local Conservation Commissions through their local wetlands protection bylaw or ordinances do not have the 
power to refuse to issue or to unreasonably delay the issuance or processing, or unreasonably condition any 
locally issued permit or approvals that would restrict or prevent completion or unreasonably increase costs of any 
MassDOT sponsored project that could detract or prohibit MassDOT in the completion of its responsibilities. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
45.07 MA Audubon The Certificate also required the comprehensive mitigation plan to include construction period measures, 

postconstruction monitoring and restoration, compensation if needed, and measures to promote wildlife 
habitat and to remove/prevent the establishment of invasive species. The descriptions of proposed mitigation 
are generic rather than site specific. Additional information should be provided in the FEIR. 

Specific construction period measures, post construction monitoring and restoration, and other related measures 
are fully described in the Project's Notices of Intent and Section 401/404 application. 

45.08 MA Audubon The Certificate also required mitigation for rare species impacts and to minimize overall biodiversity impacts. 
The DSEIR provides general descriptions of measures that could be applied to facilitate safe crossing of the rail 
line by the state-listed Box Turtle through specially designed trenching features, as well as upland underpasses 
for a variety of wildlife. However, it does not identify specific locations where those features will actually be 
installed. 

MassDOT has worked with NHESP to identify specific locations for wildlife crossings. These locations are included 
in the Conservation and Management Plan prepared by MassDOT and submitted to NHESP for its review. 

45.09 MA Audubon A number of culverts will need to be replaced, and the DSEIR provides a commitment to do those replacements 
with pre-cast concrete box culverts embedded within the channel to provide natural substrate, and increasing 
the crossing openness wherever feasible through enlarging the cross-section and/or decreasing culvert length. 
However, the DSEIR does not provide details on specific locations or the extent to which each location will be 
able to improve toward meeting the stream crossing standards. 

Details on culvert replacements have been provided to MassDEP and USACE as part of the Section 404/401 
Permit application for State of Good Repair. 

46.01 MA Sierra The Sierra Club remains strongly committed to electric service, not just on South Coast, but throughout the 
entire MBTA Commuter Rail system. Ultimately, we need the full Stoughton electric or equivalent (e.g., 
Attleboro bypass). We do not think phase 1 of the project will succeed without delivering electric service. At a 
minimum, the southern triangle should be electrified in phase 1. (It could start with the New Bedford Main Line 
if funding is an issue.) The locomotives could be dual power to preserve a single-seat ride. In addition to the 
environmental benefits of electric traction, electrifying now will avoid Phase 2 inflation costs, and reduce local 
impact of Phase 1 by having one construction phase instead of two. Electrification in Phase 1 will demonstrate 
commitment to Phase 2. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project (a.k.a. the 
Stoughton Straight Electric Alternative). Phase 1 will be implemented while the design and permitting of the Full 
Build continues to be advanced. Phase 1 will utilize diesel engines for service to avoid the extensive cost and 
disruptive service shutdowns that would be required along the Old Colony lines to electrify service to Boston. 

46.02 MA Sierra Service to downtown Taunton needs a better near-term solution. Options for that service include shuttle service 
to the Northeast Corridor at Attleboro, or additional trains via the Middleborough line originating in Taunton. 
To the extent possible, assets described in the FEIS/FEIR should be built as part of the interim service. 

The East Taunton Station is located in Taunton and will become the closest MBTA Commuter Rail station to 
downtown Taunton. It will offer convenient access to Routes 24 and 140, and will connect to downtown Taunton 
via feeder bus service. As discussed in the DSEIR, MassDOT is working with GATRA to provide bus service from 
the center of Taunton to the East Taunton station during Phase 1 operations. It is currently anticipated that all 
trains originating from New Bedford and Fall River will make scheduled stops at East Taunton station. 

46.03 MA Sierra We think the project will not succeed without service to the Cape. Frequent Cape service will preserve a high 
level of service to and use of the Middleborough/Lakeville station. A one-seat ride needs to be the solution for 
the Cape given the enormous tourist market, but a shuttle between the Cape and Bridgewater would be 
acceptable initially. We are concerned that South Coast phase 1 will limit Cape service. The final EIR needs to 
state the current capacity of the Middleborough line, and how it will be increased to provide not only good 
service to South Coast but to the Cape as well. The EIR should also discuss the capacity and performance 
improvements from the planned implementation of PTC on this line. This analysis should also include possible 
benefits from the North-South Rail Link on fleet utilization or trip times (since this would eliminate reversals at 
South Station). 

Phase 1 has been designed to ensure that new project elements and extended service on the Middleborough 
Line do not impair current service or preclude future increases in service to Cape Cod. The Phase 1 Service is an 
extension of the existing commuter rail service and will utilize trains that run on the Middleborough Commuter 
Rail alignment today and run them to Fall River and New Bedford. This will not interfere with the weekend Cape 
Flyer Service that uses the Middleborough Main Line today. Any increase in service to Cape Cod to allow for 
daily commuter rail service would need to be accommodated on the same trains that run on this line today. 
Service could be accommodated through a cross platform transfer at Pilgrim Junction. Increased service to Cape 
Cod will be studied and modeled from an operations and infrastructure perspective to determine demand and 
frequency of service. 

46.04 MA Sierra The DSEIR analysis of the Attleboro option was inadequate because of the constraint of a one-seat ride. An 
Attleboro shuttle would avoid the reversal on Northeast Corridor. This segment too could be electrified to 
avoid negative diesel impacts. A two-seat ride via Attleboro could be faster than the Middleboro route, 
particularly if the connection ran express from Attleboro to Route 128. Upgrading the Attleboro Secondary 
would provide access from Taunton not just to Boston but south to Providence. Passenger projections could be 
higher than Phase 1 Middleborough if demand to the south is included. This could be a complementary 
resilient project even if it is not the main route. Finally, modernizing this short section will benefit freight. 

As part of the 2013 DEIR for South Coast Rail, Attleboro Alternatives were analyzed. Based on the analysis, the 
Attleboro Alternative operated with very poor on time performance in the morning and evening, rendering the 
alternatives operationally unfeasible as they would not meet the MBTA on time standard and adversely impact 
the other lines on the NEC, which is at capacity. To improve on time performance in the NEC, the construction of 
a fourth track was proposed between Forest Hills and Back Bay Station and analyzed for impacts, which 
concluded that it was not practicable considering the potential impacts, construction costs, and construction 
schedule. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
46.05 MA Sierra We support modernizing the entire Secondary from Attleboro to Middleboro since that will create a redundant 

network that will benefit the entire Southeastern region of the state. Such modernization opens up numerous 
destination pairs (such as Attleboro–Bridgewater for the University, and New Bedford–Providence) so that 
service may need to be maintained after Phase 2. 

As explained in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.3.3, selecting the Attleboro Alternative for the Phase 1 service would 
not achieve the goal of Phase 1 to deliver commuter rail service to New Bedford and Fall River in a more timely 
manner than the Full Build because it would require significant infrastructure improvements. Therefore, this 
option was dismissed from further consideration. Please see DEIS/DEIR Chapter 3 for a complete analysis of the 
Attleboro Alternatives. However, efforts including the MBTA's Commuter Rail Vision Study, Focus40, and the 
Governor's Commission on the Future of Transportation in the Commonwealth will include studies of additional 
regional rail service. 

47.01 PEER NE MassDOT is silent on the USACE’s plans to prepare a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement 
(DSEIS) under NEPA for this new phased approach.... This project cannot proceed without this federal 
environmental analysis, and PEER respectfully requests that MassDOT explain when the DSEIS will be released. 

As indicated in its March 23, 2018 comment letter on the DSEIR, the Corps expects to assert its discretionary 
authority to require an Individual Standard Permit, with a complete public interest review and federal National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review process for Phase 1. 

47.02 PEER NE …Despite the fact that Phase 1 has independent utility, MassDOT must examine the impacts from both the 
Phase 1 and the Full Build scenarios if it persists in claiming that the Full Build will ultimately be built. 

The Stoughton Straight Electric Alternative (also referred to as the “Full Build Project”) was previously reviewed 
under the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act (MEPA). The DSEIR analyzed only the new elements proposed 
as part of Phase 1 that were not previously analyzed in the FEIS/FEIR for the Full Build Project. The DSEIR presents 
cumulative impacts considering both the Full Build and Phase 1 components of the Project. 

47.03 PEER NE by coupling the two phases, MassDOT would be rendering the permittable Phase 1 unpermittable due to the 
cumulative impacts with the Full Build. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. The use of the 
Middleborough Secondary for Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build. Phase 1 will be implemented 
while the design and permitting of the Full Build continues to be advanced. MassDOT will continue to coordinate 
with USACE to complete the design and documentation required to support permit applications for the Full Build. 
The SCR Phase 1 project will be reviewed as an EA under NEPA as a project with independent utility. 

47.04 PEER NE PEER believes that Phase 1 sounds suspiciously like the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative 
(LEDPA). As such, there is no need to build the second phase of this project, the Stoughton Alternative. 

The LEDPA determination also considers the Project purpose and goals. These are not fully met by the limited 
service that Phase 1 will provide, which is why MassDOT is still committed to the Full Build. As noted by ACOE in 
its comment letter on the DSEIR (Comment 1.02), "the overall project purpose is met through construction of the 
Stoughton Electric option and was predicated on the full build project as originally proposed. The Phase 1 project 
is primarily intended to expedite limited service to the south coast while the full build proceeds." 

47.05 PEER NE PEER is baffled as to how Phase 1 of the Project will not add to the overall cost of the Full Build….MassDOT 
contends that the savings comes from building eight years earlier; however, it is inconceivable that costs will 
not continue to rise, and if the Full Build is ultimately pursued, that it will not be more expensive to have both 
routes constructed and in operation. 

As indicated in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.6.9, by phasing service, the SCR Program will construct 56% of the Full 
Build infrastructure in the Southern Triangle at an earlier date than in a non-phased program, which will result in 
escalation savings of approximately $152.90 million. This would offset the cost to upgrade the Middleborough 
Secondary as part of Phase 1, which is estimated to cost approximately $124.84 million. Phase 1 service and Full 
Build service will not be in operation concurrently: once the Full Build service commences, regular passenger 
service along the Middleborough Secondary will cease. 

47.06 PEER NE First, the DSEIR – once again – does not take into account induced traffic. Specifically, if cars are taken off the 
road and traffic congestion eases, more cars start using the roads. This is a known effect, and many peer-
reviewed articles discuss this phenomenon. MassDOT must take induced traffic into consideration when 
analyzing VMT and air pollution. 

The Central Transportation Planning Staff (CTPS) developed and calibrated a Regional Travel Demand Model to 
examine alternatives specific to Phase 1. This methodology is discussed in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.7.1, Chapter 
5, Section 5.2.2, and Appendix A. On a regional level, the model considers these factors and the resultant growth 
rate provided for input to the traffic analysis accounts for any induced or diverted traffic demands. Induced 
demand, while theoretically captured in the modeling, is unlikely as it refers to the creation of exclusively new 
trips that do not occur today (i.e., someone who does not drive today, choosing to drive in the future because 
other people traveling the same or similar route shift to commuter rail). Projects of this nature typically see 
diverted demands – demands shifting from one roadway to another as capacity becomes available. Diverted 
demands are not typically significant from a regional perspective (the shift generally does not span multiple 
regions), but it is expected (and encouraged) that as capacity becomes available due to transit accessibility, 
vehicle using local roadways to avoid existing congestion would shift back to major collectors and arterials, where 
they are meant to be. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
47.07 PEER NE MassDOT and its consultants should ensure that these nine vernal pools are not adversely impacted from 

hydrocarbons and other pollutants from the diesel trains. 
The vernal pools are adjacent to the freight rail tracks, and are currently exposed to diesel emissions from trains. 
As stated in the FEIS/FEIR (p. 4.9-36), the emissions from train locomotives initially rise above the train engine 
due to the high exit temperatures and flow rate out of the exhaust. The emissions are subsequently carried away 
from the train track and gradually fall to the ground. The air quality analysis calculated the pollutant 
concentrations at various distances from source and sorted for the highest concentrations at the location that it 
would occur. Pollutant concentrations closer to the train tracks would be lower or zero depending upon the initial 
exhaust plume rise and rate that the train locomotive emissions fall to the ground. It should be noted that the 
pollutant concentration increases from train locomotives emissions are very small. These increases represent 1.5 
percent or less of the worst-case total concentrations and would not result in any air quality impacts on receptor 
locations adjacent to the train tracks. 

Following completion of the Greenbush Line, the MBTA conducted monitoring of vernal pools. According to the 
most recent report available (2009) for research conducted in conjunction with that project, no difference has 
been observed in water quality data from sites within the vicinity of active rail when compared to water quality 
data for comparable water resources not near an active rail line. 

47.08 PEER NE In addition, MassDOT fails to consider protecting these vernal pools from herbicide spraying….PEER requests 
that this No-Application zone also be afforded to the vernal pools. 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 9, Section 9.3.3, in accordance with the DFA requirements, areas within 10 feet of 
a surface water or wetland must be designated as No-Application zones for herbicide spraying. Identified and 
certified vernal pools are indicated on Figure 9-3. 

47.09 PEER NE It is baffling how MassDOT suddenly considers the Middleborough Alternative practicable. PEER agrees that 
Middleborough is indeed practicable, and in fact the LEDPA. We had urged MassDOT to consider 
Middleborough for years. However, we respectfully request an explanation as to how this happened – perhaps 
if we can understand why MassDOT changed its mind so drastically, we can prevent future delays and 
expenditures on other projects. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. The use of the 
Middleborough Secondary for Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build. Phase 1 will be implemented 
while the design and permitting of the Full Build continues to be advanced. Although the Middleborough route 
does not fully meet the criteria for service, it does provide an option for some earlier passenger service because it 
takes advantage of existing active freight rail lines with operational capacity (the Middleborough Secondary, New 
Bedford Main Line, and Fall River Secondary) and is an extension of existing service on the Middleborough Main 
Line. 

48.01 Livable Streets There should be a focus to bringing rail stations to town centers and areas with a high walk shed, maximizing 
the number of people who are within walking or biking distance of stations. In Phase 1, the New 
Middleborough Station plan accomplishes this well, moving the station from outside of town to near the town 
center, but many of the other station locations such as East Taunton & Freetown (while perhaps tactical stations 
that will be removed or re-built during the Full Build) are “Park & Ride” type stations with minimal walk shed. 

Unfortunately, there were no feasible station locations close to population centers in Taunton and Freetown. As 
described in DSEIR Chapter 13, Section3.3.7, the Project is expected to induce growth in the vicinity of the new 
stations, and Phase 1 may lead to the conversion of undeveloped lands to developed land near the two new 
proposed stations. To guide this anticipated future development, the South Coast Rail Economic Development 
and Land Use Corridor Plan created “a blueprint for clustering jobs and homes around stations, maximizing the 
economic benefits of rail investment, minimizing sprawl development, and preserving the farms, fields, and 
forests of the South Coast." This same approach is anticipated to be applied to the new Phase 1 stations (East 
Taunton and Pilgrim Junction). 

48.02 Livable Streets The targeted levels of service in this Phase 1 (6-7 total new trains per day to/from New Bedford & Fall River), 
while of benefit to commuters headed into Boston, are at a low level of service that may have limited impacts 
on their ability to spur transit oriented development (and associated economic development) across the region 
and help drive modal shift. 

While the Middleborough route did not meet these criteria, it will bring commuter rail service to the City of 
Taunton and the communities in the Southern Triangle sooner than originally anticipated, thus providing 
economic and transportation benefits in the near term. Communities north of the City of Taunton are still 
expected to realize the full benefits of the Full South Coast Rail project, as the SCR FEIS/FEIR describes. 

48.03 Livable Streets The lack of integration or planning into a potential Regional Rail system (as proposed by Transit Matters and 
currently being studied by the Commonwealth) limits the larger regional impact of this new service as it 
maintains the current “Commuter Rail” vision of transporting workers into the city in the morning and then 
returning in the evening, as opposed to a true Regional Rail system with frequent services throughout the day 
and on weekends. 

Efforts including the MBTA's Commuter Rail Vision Study, Focus40 , and the Governor's Commission on the Future 
of Transportation in the Commonwealth will include studies of additional regional rail service. 

48.04 Livable Streets The tactical use of diesel locomotives to provide service definitely serves a tactical goal of establishing service 
in the short-term, but without MassDOT & the MBTA adopting an end-date for diesel traction power and a 
plan to electrify the entire South Coast Rail Corridor (as in the Full Build version of the plan), these diesel 
locomotives will continue to provide a higher environment impact, lower speed service, higher headways, 
higher maintenance costs and higher amounts of out-of-service time than a fleet of Electric Multiple Unit 
(EMU) trains. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. Phase 1 will be 
implemented while the design and permitting of the Full Build continues to be advanced. Phase 1 will utilize 
diesel engines for service to avoid the extensive cost and disruptive service shutdowns that would be required 
along the Old Colony lines to electrify service to Boston. While Phase 1 will utilize existing trainsets, MassDOT 
and the MBTA are retiring older locomotives and replacing them with cleaner engines to reduce emissions 
throughout the system. 1-121



  
               

           
   

             
                

           
              

              
                 

              
     

                 
             

              
                 

             

                  
          

                 
        

    

                  

                  

                   
               

    

                 
            

               
   

    

                 

                 
             

            
                   
           

         

             
         

         

              
            

                 
                

                
                

              
            

                
                 

            
                  

    

                 

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
48.05 Livable Streets Continuing to invest in a system that uses diesel traction runs counter to the Commonwealth’s plans to reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions, especially given that transportation is currently the largest contributors to 
greenhouse gas emissions in the Commonwealth. 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 6, the SCR Project will help reduce greenhouse gas emissions by providing new 
transit options that will result in reduced vehicle miles traveled (VMT), which will in turn result in decreased GHG 
emissions; incorporating anti-idling technology for commuter rail trains; installing electric vehicle charging 
stations at commuter rail stations; and specifying energy efficient light-emitting diode (LED) lighting at commuter 
rail stations. Phase 1 will utilize diesel engines for service to avoid the extensive cost and disruptive service 
shutdowns that would be required along the Old Colony lines to electrify service to Boston. While Phase 1 will 
utilize existing trainsets, MassDOT and the MBTA are retiring older locomotives and replacing them with cleaner 
engines to reduce emissions throughout the system. 

48.06 Livable Streets The bottlenecks of the Old Colony Line and South Station, combined with the continued reliance on slower 
diesel traction, will limit the Commonwealth’s ability to increase service if high demand is seen, and MassDOT 
and the MBTA need to advance plans to address these core infrastructure capacity problems (with solutions 
such as a full double-tracking of the Old Colony Line, full electrification of the MBTA rail system, building the 
North-South Rail Link or expanding capacity at South Station via better train movements or other solutions). 

Thank you for your comment. Capacity constraints on the Old Colony Line and at South station are beyond the 
scope of the SCR project, and are being addressed via other efforts. 

49.01 Bristol Chamber On behalf of the Boards of Directors of the Bristol County Chamber of Commerce, we urge all that are involved 
to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

50.01 FR OED 
Medeiros 

I am writing to express my unequivocal support for Phase I of the South Coast Rail project. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

51.01 NB Chamber I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

52.01 NB EDC We heartily endorse the current approach to build the project in phases so that we can derive the economic 
benefits in the shortest window possible with the understanding that the full build approach remains the long 
term goal. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

53.01 Immigrants As the Executive Director of the Immigrants' Assistance Center, Inc. (IAC), an agency in New Bedford that 
provides social services to thousands of immigrants per year, I believe that the residents of Southeastern 
Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston....We need to see phase 1 of the South Coast Rail 
Project completed by 2022 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

54.01 Jobs for 
Progress 

I am writing to express my unequivocal support for Phase 1 of the South Coast Rail project. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

55.01 Independence 
Assoc. 

The new plans call for elevators in some locations IE: Taunton. The MBTA has done a poor job in maintaining 
elevators, escalators and other mobility access devices like that in the past. This affects the ability of persons 
with disabilities to rely on full access to work, world class healthcare, and freedoms our non-disabled brothers 
and sisters enjoy to participate fully in society if we are unable to depend on the infrastructure put in place. This 
is a Civil Rights concern. 

All new stations will be designed and maintained to be ADA accessible. 

55.02 Independence 
Assoc. 

All accessible routes to platforms Must be well maintained and free of barriers even in the future. This includes 
the sidewalks, and other modes of public transportation to access the stations. 

All new stations will be designed and maintained to be ADA accessible. 

55.03 Independence 
Assoc. 

From a Civil Rights perspective, bypassing the Stoughton route creates hardship for a significant population of 
persons in the greater Taunton area. This is not addressed appropriately in the plan. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. The use of the 
Middleborough Secondary for Phase 1 service is not an alternative to the Full Build. Phase 1 will be implemented 
while the design and permitting of the Full Build continues to be advanced. Phase 1 will bring commuter rail 
service to the City of Taunton and the communities in the Southern Triangle sooner than originally anticipated, 
thus providing economic and transportation benefits in the near term. Communities north of Cotley Junction are 
still expected to realize the full benefits of the Full Build South Coast Rail project, as the SCR FEIS/FEIR describes. 
As discussed in the DSEIR, MassDOT is working with GATRA to provide bus service from the center of Taunton to 
the East Taunton station during Phase 1 operations to improve access to other parts of the City of Taunton. It 
should also be noted that the state's Environmental Justice policy does not imply that environmentally beneficial 
projects in one location within the state must be replicated in other areas of the state just because that area 
contains an EJ community. 

50.01b FR OED Fiola I am writing to express my unequivocal support for Phase 1 of the South Coast Rail project. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Team Bell Real Estate <huyandsellteambell@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 4:37 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: paul@rasem.realtor 
Subject: SouthCoast Rail 

For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger 
64-1 rail service to Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended date 

of 2022. 

Thank you, 

Andrea 

Andrea Belanger 1774-644-2777 License 9552590 - REB.0018458 
Tammy Belanger 1508-965-4147 License 9088542 
RE/MAX Right Choice 
570 Robeson Street 
Fall River, MA 02720 
Tel: 508-677-3629 
Fax: 508-674-8333 

Nicholas M. Christ 

BayCoast Bank 

i30 Swansea Mall Dr. 

Swansea, MA 02777 

March 16, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOE EA 

Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 

EEA #14346 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

BayCoast Bank proudly supports advancing Phase I of the South Coast Rail project. The two phase 

approach offers significant time and cost savings, which make near-term commuter rail service to the 63-1 
South Coast a real possibility. The economic development opportunities offered by South Coast Rail will 

be 1mporlanl drivers in the future of the region. Further, the recently published Draft Supplemental 

Environmental Impact Report demonstrates the benefits of expanded commuter rail service to the 
63-2 

South Coast. By improving access to the Boston market, the South Coast will further integrate with the 

global 21'1 century economy. 

Sincerely, 

I~ ~ Virus-free. www.avg.com 

Nicholas M . Christ 
President & CEO 
BayCoast Bank 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Bender, Claudia <C.Bender@eastembank.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 2:48 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: South Coast Rail 

Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists 
and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 

65-1 SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. Thank you. 

Claudia Bender, CFP• 
Vice President 
Eastern Bank Wealth Management 
33 Enterprise St. Suite 10 
Duxbury. MA 02332 
Ph:781-261-2149 
F: 781-586-6176 
Email : c.bender@easternbank.com 

Investment Products: Not insured by FDIC or any federal government agency. Not deposits of or 
guaranteed by any bank. May lose value. 

@Eastern Bank 
wea th management 

JO I N US FOR GOOD"' 

The infonnation contained in this electronic communication is intended to be sent only to the stated recipient and may 
contain lnfonnatlon that Is confidential, privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure under applicable law. If the 
reader of this message Is not the Intended recipient or their agent, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, 
distribution or copying of the information is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the 
sender and delete all copies. 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Scott Bernard <scott.m.bernard@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 11:01 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: Fox, Jean (Don 
Subject: South Coast Rail Written Comments for the Official Record 
Attachments: March19MBTAMeeting.pdl 

Ms. Patel: 

I am writing in order to express my objections concerning what is being called Phase I of the 
South Coast Rail Project. I know that others will submit comments concerning the negative 
economic and environment effects of Phase I to the towns of Middleboro and Lakeville and the 
City of Taunton. Although I certainly agree with the statements I heard at public meeting on 
those particular matter, I wish to address issues that are a little more within my expertise as a 
longtime user of the commuter rail to and from Middleboro/Lakeville. 

First I wish to state that I agree that both New Bedford and Fall River need a rail connection with 
Boston. I do not believe however that the phased plan proposed will result in the quality service 

66_1 that the South Coast and indeed South Eastern Massachusetts deserves As a matter of fact I 
firmly believe that the phased version of this project wiH result in a further deterioration to 
already defective commuter ran service along the already overburdened Oid Colony Line. 

The three pronged Old Colony Line, reopened in 1997, has never enjoyed the level or quality of 
service that has been available along the other commuter rail lines. The main problem lies 
between Quincy Center Station and Boston South Station, where there is an eight mile bottleneck 
caused by the fact that there is only a single track. Currently three lines feed into this single 
track: Middleboro/Lakeville, Kingston, and Greenbush. Already, small delays in any one of the 
lines in either direction can result in traffic back up and delays along the other two lines. 
Speaking from experience, nearly every morning in my commute into Boston over the course of 
eight years on the 8:07 inbound from Middleboro/Lakeville, the train stops, often for ten minutes 
at a time, outside Braintree Station waiting for an outbound train to pass. The 8:07 is consistently 
ten minutes late in its scheduled arrival at South Station. 

Similar back ups are frequent along all three lines. In the two weeks preceding March 19 
(excepting the two days in this period where there were significant weather events) there were 
105 delays between the three lines, many were the result of delays that began along one of the 
other lines (see attached PDF, a listing of all the tweets from MBTA_CR concerning delays in 
this period) . Now MassDOT proposes to add the equivalent of another full line (with Fall River 
and New Bedford feeding into Middleboro through the proposed Pilgrim Junction). Although 
MassDOT states that this will only result in one extra train run into and out of Boston, the line is 

66-2 	 already at capacity. Additionally with the increased distance between the two new rail termini 
any delay prior to Middleboro wm only be magnified. 
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I believe that the phased approach is a shoddy replacement for a universally acclaimed Stoughton 

Electric option that had already been determined to be the most superior option in 2014 by the 

Army Corps of Engineers. I will hazard to suggest that if MassDOT decides to move forward 

wtth this plan (qyer the combined otuectlons of the towns of Midd)eboro and Lakeville and the 


66-3 City of Taunton) the result will be {as former New Bedford Mayor Lang a slll!porter of SCR and 

Phase I put it} that Phase II or the Stoughton Option will be effectively be killed. Phase I is not 

a stopgap measure put in place while MassDOT works on Phase II. Phase I is crumbs to the 

South Coast, and crummy for Southeastern Massachusetts. I believe that MassDOT, this 

Commonwealth, and Governor Baker can and should do better. I believe that the people of 

Middleboro, Lakeville, Taunton, Berkley, New Bedford, Fall River, and the surrounding area 

deserve better. For that reason, as a resident of this area, and a concerned citizen I must say that 

Phase I must not be carried forward. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak at the meetings on March 6 and March 19. I do hope that 
we can find a better way 

Respectfully submitted, 

Scott M. Bernard, Esq. 
11 Myrtle Avenue 
Middleborough, MA 02346 
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Q MBTA Commuter Rail OMBTA CR · Mar 5 

\!) Reply,ngto OMtWilsture 

~lolYes,weseethatTrain008isabout12minuteslateapproaching 

JFK/1.JMass.Wetlavebeene><periencingsomedelaysonthesingletracklnthat 

art1abecauseof1hed81ayedtrainsontheGr-,bushLirie fromresidual signal 

issues.Ourapolog~onlhedelay!~AR 
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(a;;\ MBTA Commuter Rail OMBTA CR · Mar 5 v 

\!) Groenbush Train 074 (7;~ am ;;;boo.md) is operating 10-20 minutes late between 
WestH 1ngham&S.Statooduetoresidu.aJs1gnal1ngissuesfollowinglhestorm. 
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\..!) Greenbush Train 072 (6:37 am ''°':'1 Groonbush) is operatjng 10..20 min_utas 
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\!) U~te: Greenbush Train 071 [6~54 am outbound) has de!)arted Sooth Statlon 

andis15·2Dminu1es lateduetola111anivaloiinbouodequipment 
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\!) ~=~!:~7=: ootboundl has yet to depart South Station and is 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: David Brodeur <dbrodeur4@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2018 7:17 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA); Fox, Jean (DOT) 
Subject: Rail Comments 
Attachments: Southcoast Rail. pelf 

Good evening 

Thank you for your presentation at today's meeting for The South Coast Rail. I look 
forward to your progress. I have attached my comment sheet to this email. 

Thank you, David 

David Brodeur Co-owner Beacon Paint and Hardware 

Cell 508-971-5680 Office 508-995-1766 Fax 508-995-3519 

71-1 

71-2 

71-3 

dscR' 

soun~:~:~RAILl 

DSEIR Comment Form 

This sheet is provided for your comments on the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Report (DSEIR). Your input is solicited and appreciated. Please return the sheet w ith your 

comments to a South Coast Rail staff member at the event, or mail to the following address by 
March 28, 2018, the last day commen ts are accepted: 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOE EA 

Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) EEA #14346 

100 Cambridge Street, Su ite 900 


Boston, MA 02114 

or fax: 617-626-1181 

email: purvi.patel@state.ma.us 

or via hand delivery 

MassDOT would like to receive a copy of your letter, which you can email or mail to: 
Jean Fox (iean.fox@state.ma.us) 
MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 
Boston, MA 02116 

If you need more space, please use the reverse. 

­
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: 
 David Cabral <dcabral@fivestarcompanies.net> 

Sent: 
 Wednesday, March 21, 2018 12:37 PM 

To: 
 Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Cc: 
 Fox, Jean (DOT) 

Subject: 
 SouthCoast Rail Project 


Dear Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, 

For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. 

75-1 	 As significant taxpayers of the Commonwealth we desecve commuter rail secvice to Boston to provide a 
host of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised better 

Better access to higher wages universities too medical specialists and facilities· in addition to more75-2 
opportunity for travel and tourism 


We need to see Phase 1of the SoutbCoast Bail Project completed by 2022. 


I ask all involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. 

Thank you. 

, i _,. F' IVe s tar IDavid A Cabral I President 
1635amuel Ba.met Blvd I New B1H1ford4 MA 02745 


; ~ 1 ,,, o If I f \ T: 774-206-8711 I F: 508-998-5630 

dub.fw@'m·, st.rcomp,e~$,.,11,et 1- .~ e,st..-comJN-N, s.corn 


Manufactunng • Surg1r:at • S~nal lrrstrum~nt.s • Spm~~oaftJl!S 

CC: Jean Fox MassDOT 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: 
 William M. Callahan <bill@callahanre.com> 
Sent: 
 Thursday, March 22, 2018 4:19 PM 
To: 
 Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: 
 Paul Chasse 
Subject: 
 South Coast Rail 

To whom it may concern 

I just spoke to a Seller toady and we have a land listing for over a year. This market 
needs good jobs and people need affordable housing! 

New Bedford and Fall River residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve 
76-1 commuter rail service to Boston, This service will help to bring affordable housing to

the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic opportunities to 
areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail seryjce for so long 

Thank you, 

Best regards, 

Bill 

William M. Callahan Real Estate 

3rd generation providing personal and professional service! 

508.583.8000 office 

508.572.3300 cell 

bill@callahanre.com 


5400akSt. 
Brockton, MA 
02301 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Caryn Campbell <carync508@gmail.com> 

Sent: Saturday, March 17, 2018 7:29 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: Southcoast Rail 


Dear Purvi Patel: 

Better access to higher earning wages better access to universities better access to medical 
77-1 	 specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are an of the reasons that we need to see 

phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a 
reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. Thank you. 

Most sincerely, 

Caryn 

Caryn Campbell 
Realtor[jl-

Conway Senior Specialist 

Certified Relocation Specialist 

Leading Real Estate Companies of the World, Local, National & Global 


Member of Platinum Club 
Tops in Sales 2017 
Tops in Sales 2016 
2017 Recipient of Superstar Reward Trip to the Bahamas 
2016 Recipient of Superstar Reward Trip to Cancun, Mexico 

Cell: 774.266.6248 

E-mails: carync508@gmail.com 


ccampbell@jackconway.com 


Jack Conway & Company 

66 West Street 

Mansfield, MA 02048 


• The referral of your friends and family is the greatest compliment you can give 
me! Thank you for your continued support! 

• • • • • 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Bob Caron <bcaron15@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2018 4:24 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: Fox, Jean (DOT); Paul Chasse 
Subject: DSEIT - South Coast Rail 
Attachments: SCR_DSEIT _02-22-2018.pdf 

Good afternoon, 

Please accept the attached letter representing my comments on the DSEIR for the South Coast 
Rail Project. 

Sincerely, 
Bob Caron, Broker-Owner 
"Always do what's right. This wifl gratify some people and astonish the rest.· 

Marl< Twain 

Streamline Realty Group, LLC Licensed Broker in MA 

I~ 
and 

1211 Grand Army Hwy, STE 3, Swansea, MA 02777-4225 

Mobile: 401 -578-3169 Office: 774-322-9200 E-Fax: 1-866-311 -8224 

bcaron15@gmail.com www.bobcaron.net 
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February 22, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A Beaton, EOEEA 
ATTN : MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) EEA #14346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

RE: South Coast Rail DSEIR Comments 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

It was my pleasure to witness the presentation and explanation of the DSEIR for the 
South Coast Rail project by Transportation Secretary, Stephanie Pollack, at UMASS 
Law School yesterday afternoon. Secretary Pollack was thorough, completely informed, 
and direct and to the point. Her command of the facts on all levels of this multi-layered 
project is impressive. 

The SCR project will be benefjcjal to the South Coast region regarding economic 
stimulus employment mobility income growth and many cultural and social impacts 

78-1 that have been lackjng for thjs long-neglected area of the Commonwealth Phasjng the 
project will auow these benefits to begin to be achieved in an impressively accelerated 
and timely manner 

As a Realtor and resident I fully support this project and look forward to witnessing the 
benefits it will clearly provide the South Coast. 

Respectfully, 

Robert M. Caron, Broker-Owner 

cc: MassDOT Uean.fox@state.ma.us) 
Paul Chasse, Realtor Association of Southeastern Massachusetts 

1211 GAR. Highway, Swansea, MA02777-4225 
Mobile: 401-578-3169 Fax: 866-311-8224 

bcaron15@gmail.com www.streamlineregroup.com 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: steve.castellina <steve.castellina@comcast.net> 
Sent: Friday, February 16, 2018 10:08 AM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: DSEIR - Phase 1 South Coast Railall 

79-1 Hard to believe that State is proposing outdated diesel over electric rail service This 
added pollution to Southeastern Massachusetts is unacceptable. 

This project wm always be another financial drain on the MBTA's budget as the 
79-2 ridership will be poor because of the excessive time it the rail trip will take to between 

destinations. I totally disagree with the CTPS ridership study. Please look closely at the 
methodology with which it was done and also the conclusions that they reached. for 
instance they say that 21 % or 22% of the residents in New Bedford or Fall River do not 

79-3 have automobiles. Most of these people probably have minor children and are on 
Welfare No way will they be commuting to Boston for a twelve hour day Please have 
an impartial independent non-government company do a ridership study done that 
gives people an the facts before asking them how they feel about taking the train. 
Maybe then you will get a study that isn't spurious 

Bob Caron 

Broker-Owner 
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83-1 

DSEIR Comment Fo rm 

This sheet is provided for your comments on the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental 

Impact Report (DSEIR). Your input is solicited and appreciated. Please return the sheet with your 

comments to a South Coast Rail staff member at t he event, or mail to the fo llowing address by 

M arch 23, 2018, the last day comments are accept ed: 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 

Attn.: M EPA Office (Purvi Patel) EEA #14346 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

or fax: 617-626-1181 

email: purvi.patel@..>.!i!Je.ma.us 


or via hand delivery 


MassDOT would like to receive a copy of your letter, which you can email or mail to: 


Jean Fox (iean.fox@s!~te.ma.us) 

MassDOT 

Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 

Boston, MA 02116 


If you need more space, please use the reverse. 

i-f 

Patel, Purvi {EEA) 

From: jacqueine connolly <nehomeflllders@gmail.com> 

Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 3:04 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA); paul@rasem.realtor 

Subject: South Coast Rail Road 


The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. 
Ibis service wjll help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and 

84-1 additionally proyjde a host of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern 
tdan11te that have been promised rail service for so 10011 Thank you. 

Fondly, 

Jackie Connolly 

Broker/Owner 

New England Home Finders 

Office: 508-823-2244 

Fax: 508-448-0220 

Cell: 508-333-9393 



Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Richard Connor <rconnor4@verizon.net> 
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 9:41 AM 
To: Patel, Purvi (E EA) 
Subject: South coast rail 

I am a resident of New Bedford. The rail will have a huge impact on the south coast not only allowing 
ss-1 people living down here to access employment opportunities in the Boston area but it will increase 

tourism from Boston to the south coast 

And that's a two-way street. Many times have I considered going up to Boston for something and 
decided not to because I did not want to deal with the driving, the traffic and the parking. 

Richard Connor 
41 Maple St 
NB 

Sent from my iPhone 

DSEI R Comment Form 

This sheet is provided for your comments on the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Report (DSEIR). Your input is solicited and appreciated. Please return the sheet with you.r 
comments to a South Coast Rail staff member at the event, or mail to the following address by 
March 23, 2018, the last day comments are accepted: 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOE EA 

Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) EEA #14346 

100 Cam bridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

or fax: 617-626-1181 

email: purvi.patel@state .ma.us 

or via hand delivery 


MassDOT would like to receive a copy of your letter, which you can email or mail to: 

Jean Fox (jean .fox@state.ma.us) 

MassDOT 

Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 

Boston, MA 02116 


If  you need more space, please use the reverse . ~
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Christopher D'Anna <cdanna@ownnewengland.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 12:05 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: MassDOT filed a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) 

for SouthCoast Rail 

Hello, 

Better access to higher earning wages. better access to universities. better access to 
medical specialists and more opportunity tor travel and tourism are all of the reasons 

87-1 that we need to see phase 1of the southCoast Rail Project completed by 2022 Iurge 
all involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. 
Sincerely, 
Christopher D'Anna 

~ 
Christopher D'Anna 
Branch Manager Easton, Wareham & Yarmouth Offices 
Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices N.E. Prime Properties 
508-858-6145 

Emails sent or received shall neither constitute acceptance of conducting transactions 
via electronic means nor shall create a binding contract in the absence of a fully signed 
written agreement. The information contained in this email message is confidential. If 
you are not the intended recipient, please do not read, distribute or reproduce this 
transmission (including any attachments) . If you have received this email in error, 
please delete this message and notify the sender. 

Anti-Fraud Disclosure Statement 
Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices N .E. Prime Properties will never send you any 
electronic communication with instructions to transfer funds or to provide nonpublic 
personal information, such as credit card or debit numbers or bank account and/or 
routing numbers. If you receive any electronic communication directing you to transfer 
funds or provide nonpublic personal information do not respond to it and immediately 
contact your agent. 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Cecilia DelGaudio <celia@blpearl.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 3:47 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: Support SC Rail 


Mr. Beaton, 
As business owners and residents we ask that you continue to push for the South Coast Bail which is 

89-1 long overdue Route 24 badly needs relief and the towns of Fall River and New Bedford should benefit 
from this investment 
Thank you, 

Celia & Rob DelGaudio 

Black Pearl Productions, Inc. 

Westport Ma 02790 

http://www.blpearl.com 

(774) 264-9793 cell: 508 820-6597 


PAO fl U t T j O rHO 
Blac>Pearl .. 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: dawn@dawndevlin.com 

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 3:33 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: South Coast Rail 


Secretary 

90-l : :~ :~~~:gf~~ ::
Matthew A. 

~
Beaton, EOEEA, 

0~f1~o;:ds::~~ro0(TI~,~~t:~~7t!~~: :!~eu~:;rdbase 1 of the South Coast Rail 
My husband grew up in Fairhaven, MA. He went to Boston College, Tulane University, and returned to 
the South Coast so we could raise our family in this beautiful sea side town. 
He is a software engineer and the job prospects in this area were slim. For 30 years he has traveled first 
to Waltham then Boston, and now Milford. He has sacrificed time with his family due to the very long 
commutes. When he would come home he would read to the kids and then do work he could easily 
have completed on the train if it was available. 

At 60 years old some think of retirement, Curt knows this is not in store for him for many years to come. 
Unfortunately, the best opportunities for him are still in Boston. Doing that crazy drive for 30 years takes 
a toll . It takes a toll on his car but most importantly on his health. If there was a train he could jump on it 
would open up the door to his next 10 or 15 years in a job he loves and a better commute. 
I have been a Realtor in our area for 20 years. I have seen the prospect of the rail bring excitement and 
disappointment. We have so many people in our area that are in the same situation as my husband. The 
rail would bring not only a better commute for the people here but would open the door for businesses 
to want to locate in our area. This would mean no commute for some. 

Our home sales would benefit from people wanting to relocate here our local businesses would thrive 
90-2 	the opportunities for people who can't commute because of lack of transportation with be eliminated 

the list goes on and on 
I do understand the concerns of the people in Middlebnro In our little town we had 2 industrial sized 

90-3 	 wind turbines erected that have caused stress and health issues because of the sound flicker and 
infrasound I really can understand the concerns however I strongly feel that this rail could move 
forward without harm to the citizens of Middleboro 
Again, I hope this is not another dream that bursts for the people in our area and that this can move 
forward as planned. 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Devlin 

Dawn Devlin 
BOLD Moves Real Estate 

Agent Rising Real Estate School 

145 Fairhaven Road 




Mattapoisett, MA 02739 
Office 508-999-9800 Cell 508-287-5291 
www.DawnDevlin .com 
A referral from you is always appreciated 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: John T. Doherty <doherty@tmlp.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 5:02 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: Rail through Taunton 

If you are going to build the rail it should be done the right way and go through Taunton 
91-1 The real need is the Stoughton line The phase 1is Uke putting perfume on a pig Don't take the route of 

least resistance 
My best always. 

John T. Doherty, GRI 
(508) 822-2272 
Doherty Realty Company 
115 Broadway 
Taunton, MA 02780 

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Douglas, Laura <Laura.Douglas@bristolcc.edu> 

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 5:22 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: Phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project •• Please complete by 2022 


Ms. Purvi Patel 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 


Boston, MA 02114 


Dear Ms. Patel : 

Better access to higher earning wages better access to universities better access to medical 
92-1 specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to 

see phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022 I urge all involved to make this a 
reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. 

Thank you, 

Laura Douglas 


Laura L. Douglas, Ph.D. 

President 

Bristol Community College 

Attleboro • Fall River • New Bedford • Taunton • eLeaming 

777 Elsbree Street, Fall River, MA 02720 

Tel : 774.357.2184 

Fax: 508.676.0334 

'J# ~PreiBCC 

"If you want to go fast, go alone. If you want to go far, go with others." 

· African Proverb 


....... 

BCC CONNECT 
Tc. with President Laura Douglas 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Dave Dubak <dave@davedubak.com> 

Sent: Saturday, March 17, 2018 9:25 AM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Cc: Paul@rasem.realtor 

Subject: SouthCoast Rail 


Purvi, 

Please consider the south Coast Ran Project it will Better access to higher earning wages better 
93.1 	 access to unjversjtjes better access to medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and 

tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project 
completed by 2022 I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern 
Massachusetts. 
Thank you. 

Your REALTOR® 

Dave Dubak ABR, COPE, CMRS, e-PRO, GRI IJ Find me on Facebook 
Follow me on Twitter 
ATTLEBORO TEAM LEADER 
Century 21 Ed Pariseau, REAL TORS® Subscribe to My Monthly 
Newsletter 
209 Pleasant Street 

AWeboro, MA 02703 


508-207-3575 cell 508-276-0200 Fax Click here to LIKE Attleboro Real Estate 
on Facebook!!_ 
Dave@DaveDubak.com 

http://DaveDubak.com 


Oh, by the way, I'm never too busy for your referrals! 

Thank you for your trust! 


If you do not wish to receive future emails, please click the link to Unsubscribe: Unsubscribe. 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Megan Faber <Megan.Faber@rmsmortgage.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 12:22 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: paul@rasem.reahor 
Subject: SouthCoast Rail Project 

For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger 
rail service to Boston. I vnie you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended 

2022 95-1 date of Better access to hi§!her earoin§! wases. better access to universities, 
better access to medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are 
all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1of the SouthCoast Rail Project
completed by 2022 I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. Thank you. 

D Megan Faber 
Loan Officer, NMLS# 1497645 
Residential Mortgage SelVices, Inc. 

D 
174 Union Street I New Bedford, MA 02740 
C 508-535-6012 ID 508-535-6012 IF 508-597-7740 
Megan.Faber@rrnsmortgage.com 
www.RMSmortgage.com/MeganFaber 

Licensed in FL, MA, 

1°
RI 

~---------I~~~ 
My 
Assistant: Sandy Parnell 

Loan Officer Assistant 
NMLS# 1182055 
Email Sandy Parnell 
508-535-6080 
Licensed In MA, ME, NH, RI 

Equal Housing Opportunity; NMLS #1760. www.nmlsconsumeraccess.org. Your actual, rate, payment 
and costs could be higher. Get an official Loan Estimate before choosing a loan. For Information 
purposes only and Is not a commitment to lend. Programs, rates, terms and conditions are subject to 
change at any time. Availability dependent upon approved credit and documentation, acceptable 
appraisal, and market conditions. Not all programs available in all areas. Residential Mortgage 
Services, Inc. Is a Maine Corporation headquartered at 24 Christopher Toppi Drive, South Portland, 
ME 04106. FL Mortgage Lender License #MLD232, Operating as RMS Mortgage Inc. in Florida; MA 
Mortgage Lender License #MC1760; MA Mortgage Broker License #MC1760 ; ME Supervised Lender 

License #SLM2537; NH Mortgage Banker License #8816-MB; RI Licensed Lender #20092626LL; RJ 
Licensed Loan Broker #20122931LB; 



TE I. El' I IONE 

(508) 636-6556 

FAX

(508) 636-4471 

E-~IA II. 

crn.imlcs&charcst@fcrnand cscharcst.cum 

WEBSITE 


www. fer n a ndcs charcs t.com 


Fernandes & Charest, P.C. 

Ccrtificcl Public Accountants 
& Business Consu ltcmts 

11 40 State Roild • P.O. l3ox 1523 
Westport, M.1ssachusctt s 02790,0692 f

February 19, 2018 


Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Atln: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
I00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boslon, MA 02 11 4 

Dear Secrelary Beaton: 


I am wriling to express my unequivocal support for Phase I of the Soulh Coast Rail project. As you 
know, the working idea of rail service to the South Coast region of the state is one that has existed for 
over twenty-five years, but has not come to fruition. I am thrilled to see that with Phase 1, Fall River, 
Taunton and New Bedford wil l have rail service by 2022. 


96_1 The positi11e effects rail service will ha ve on the SoPlb Caasl are immcasnrnhlc Ernm an economic 

deveJopment standpoint rail senrice means that S01,1bCoast residents will lwvc better access to 

emplornent opporhmities in areas scrniccd by rhe commuter mil without having ta move into those areas 
which are characterized by a higher cost of livin g. 

Similarly, T believe that fauui)ies from the metro-Boston 'irca ,viii choose to relocate ta the SantbCaasl for 
96-2 boPsing purposes or choose to contim1c to work in BosJon so Jan g as they are afforded a safe affordable 


eCficient ?Pd reliable means oftrnosportatian to aml from B0s1an ·r hese fam ilies will invest in our cities 

and towns, generate new tax revenue and bring wi th them more disposable income which will help local 

businesses as they experience the numerous cultural and lifestyle amenities offered in the SouthCoast. 


As noted in the Drafl Environmenlal Impact Report , Phase I does not replace the proposed Stoughton 

route as ihe Phase I improvements arc also a necessary component of the Phase 2 Stoughton Route, so 

executing Phase I will not increase the capital cost of the full build, yet it will accommodate rail service at 

least 8 years earlier than the full build . 


96-3 Given that Phase I supports the overall E11JJ 13nild afSautb Caasr Rail without additional cast along with 

tJw posilive impact rail service will have on the econrnuic development of the region ii is wit barn 

bcsi1'ltion dw! ( support Phase I afthc Srn11h Coast Rail project. Thank you for making Lhis long sought 

transporlation goal a reality. 


Sincerely, 

Q~,,_"""""'--"'~ ' ,c'._P~ 
Bruce E. ferna ndes, CPA 

Cc: .J ean Fox 

MassDOT 

Ten Park Plaza, Room 41 50 

Boston, MA 02 t 16 


DSEIR Comment Form RECEIVED 
This sheet is provided for your comments on the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Report (DSEIR). Your input is solicited and appreciated. Please return the sheet with your 
comments to a South Coast Rail staff member at the event, or mail to the following address by
March 28, 2018, the last day comments are accepted: 


Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 

Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) EEA #14346 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

or fax: 617-626-1181 

email: purvi .patel@state.ma.us 

or via hand delivery 

MassDOT would like to receive a copy of your letter, which you can email or mail to:

Jean Fox (jean.fox@state.ma.us)
MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150
Boston, MA 02116

FEB 2 8 2018 

MEPA 

97-1 
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NAME 

EMAi LADDRESS: 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Patrick Gannon <morganmusic1@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 9:29 PM 

To : Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: Rail project 


101_1 	 I support the SoutbCoast Rail Project Please help to make it happen Thank you. 
Patrick Gannon 
157 Stevenson St 

New Bedford 02745 


Sent from my iPhone 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: dawngaudreau@comcasl.net 

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 1:28 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Cc: paul@rasem.realtor 

Subject: Soulhcoasl rail 


Better access to hisher earoins wases. better access to universities. better access to
102-1 medical specialists and more opportunity tor travel and tourism are all of the reasons 

that we need to see phase 1of the southCoast Rail Project completed by 2022 Iurge 
all involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. 
Thank you. 

Dawn Gaudreau, Realtor 
ReMax Vantage 
774.263.4327 



1-158



Secretary Matthew Beaton March 15, 2018 
Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs 1261 West Street 
100 Cambridge Street Stoughton, MA D2072 
Boston, MA 02110 
Email: Purvi.Patel@state.ma.us 

Re: EEA No. 14346 

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report , South Coast Rail Project Phase 1 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 
I appreciate the opportunity to make 'the following comments on the South Coast Rail Draft 
Supplemental E~vironmental Impact Report and trust that you will give them careful consideration as 
you proceed. 

104-1 	 I agree with the practjcality of providing substantial service to Fall River and New Bedford implementing 
"Phase l" a full 8 years earlier than anticipated in the "Full Build Project" schedule and doing so with 
minimal environmental impact. Providing over 40% of service delivery at $935 million (less than 30% of 
the "Full Build Project" cost of $3.2 billion), and doing so in such a manner that the "Full Build Project" 
cost is still $3.2 billion is impressive. This is in many respects a remarkably smart and sophisticated 
short-term plan. 

There are cost savings realized by constructing portions of the project earlier; earlier transportation 

104-2 	 service for southeastern Massachusetts; high environmental sensitivity (noted above). but what is not 
mentioned is the opportunity to rethink if the "Full Build Project" will be the last of 19th century railroad 
projects or an early entrant into the 21" century ra il-like transportation pro jects in the USA. 

In reviewing the track design (section 2-6), I continue to question why is it that the Commonwealth 
would want to design a rail system that with a maximum speed of 79 mph (see pg. 2-53) will be in place 104-3 
forever (a very long time). I urge that, as Mass DOT implements Phase 1, the Commonwealth think 
carefully when answering that question and in the process seek alternatives. 

Many people following this project for decades (including me) have questioned why Mass DOT 
doesn't incorporate high speed technologies used in other parts of t he country and the world. 
Severai years ago, one of the answers to t hat question was that the MBTA would not be able to 
integrate a different transportation mode into its maintenance mix, thus other more modern 
technologies were excluded from consideration. Let us hope that Mass DOT has advanced its 
thinking from that point in time. 

Additionally, and no small matter, are the service constraints on the Northeast Corridor's existing 
104-4 	system that must be overcome to create a robust long term increase in service factors oat included in 

this Full Build Project but which need to be paid for. All these factors and more scream for a re-look 
before sinking money into this long term project. 

Yet, if there is to be no change in thinking leading to embracing real high speed public transportation, I 
104-5 urge an addition to the Phase 1 project. That addit ion is the early advancement of the depression of 

the rail in Stoughton. 

The Town of Stoughton cont inues to be firm in it s posit ion that the rail line through Stoughton Center 
must be depressed: A meet ing between t he Town and t he Commonwealth took lace at t he Stou hton 104-6 
Town Hall on 2/28 2014 (see the attached pdf of the presentation by t he Town of Stoughton to be a 
part of this emailed letter). There has been no substantive follow-up since that time I bis iss,,e m, 1st be 
resolved to include a depressed rail - designed. costs determined and fa irly assessed and the project 
implemented soon - if t he Full Build Project cont inues to be the chosen opt ion. 

Stoughton adopted a Master Plan in June of 2015 incorporat ing much of what is in t he 2/ 28/2014 
presentation to the Commonwealth noted above lmplementine our plan is hindered because the State 
has not addressed the depression of the rail through Stoughton Center. If our downtown is split by this 

104-7 pro ject at grade, it wi ll be devastating because appropriate development w ill not occur. If the project is 
to be depressed, it should be done as part of Phase 1 to take advantage of lower costs and to provide 
certainty to investors. Developers are reluctant to invest where there is such ahigh downside risk qf 
t his large unknown. 

The Town of Stoughton is held hostage by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts over what w ill be a 
small cost over the life of the project. This issue should have been resolved long ago, and must be 
resolved soon. 	 ! 

A brief n?te on my background relative to this project generally: I 
I m currently Vice Chair of the Stoughton Redevelopment Authority, member of the Master Plan 
Oversight Committee, and a Town Meeting Representative. I was on the Master Plan~ing 
Committee (noted above), Stoughton's representat ive to all of the Commonwealth's various 
South Coast Rail advisory committees, Chair of the SCR advisory committee to t he Sto~ghton 
Board of Selectmen, member of the Stoughton Planning Board and 3 term Stoughton Select man. 
If you were to review your files, you would find several letters and comments in t he ,r;inutes of 
meetings bearing my name. All this is said to assure you I'm not new to t his old and 
unfortunately unchanging basic project. 

s;,~ ~ 

~ouis F. Gitto 

i 
cc: Stephanie Pollack, Secretary and Chief Executive Officer, Massachusetts Departn\ent of 

Transportat ion 
stephanie.pgllack@staie.ma.g~v 

Jean Fox, Mass DOT 

j\,an.fox@state.ma.gov 


I 

Attachment to t his emailed letter: "Stoughton SCR 2014-02-28 presentation to Mass DOT.pdf"! 
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State Policy 
Actions 

Soulh Coast Rail Corridor 

Plan 


Executive Summary 

June2009 

MassDOT Proposed Train Station 

o :'\ot \\ilhin the Town, enmomic den•lopnwnt 

dsicm 

o Could rnntrilrnte lo tlw fllrther dl'i-;l'adation to the 

To\\'!l Center 

o Relocation of station lo '.\'orth ofpn'Sl'lll site is 

essential for TOlrn (\·11tn redlalizalio11 

Impact of MassDOT's 

Proposed Station 


*Residential Neighborhoods 

·»Traffic Patterns 


*School Bus Routes 

*Commercial Buildings 


·»Noise Pollution 

·'Aesthetics 


Stoughton Proposal 

Joint Partnership with 
Mass DOT to develop a 

stop at the present Police 
Station for depressed 

rail. 
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areas in just 4 years! However, the acceptance of the DSEm will need to be 
completed to move forward. 

*We are urging as many REALTORS® as possible to send their 
comments of support 
for the project BEFORE the written comments deadline of March 23, 
2018* 

We know that there is so much skepticism for rail, after years of promises, BUT this 
project has now passed a point that it never has before and it is up to us to re-energize 
and advocate for SouthCoast Rail until its construction. Your comments can range from 
just a couple of sentences to a paragraph ... from a quick letter of support to a story about 
how having no rail has Impacted your life. 

If you prefer, at the end of this email are a couple of standard messages that could be 
chosen, copied and pasted into your email instead. Whatever you choose to do, please 
take just a minute and email those written comments to 
Purvi.Patel@state.ma.us AND, if you are comfortable doing so, copying Paul 
Chasse at paul@rasem.realtor on the email. 

OPTIONAL MESSAGES 

(simply copy and paste one the messages below into your email and send it) 


MESSAGE#l 
For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without 
passenger rail service to Boston . I urge you to complete phase 1 of the 
project by its intended date of 2022. Thank you . 

MESSAGE#2 
The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to 
Boston. This service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater 
Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic opportunities to 
areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so 
long. Thank you . 

MESSAGE#3 
Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better 
access to medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are 
all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project 
completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents 
of Southeastern Massachusetts. Thank you . 

Now is the time! Thank you. 

0 --------­ Paul Chasse, RCE, ITI, e-Pro 
RASEM Chief executive Officer 

RASEM - 22 Sherwood Dr, Taunton MA 02780: 651 Orchard St #IOI, New Bedford MA 02744 

Realtors® Association of Southeastern Massachusetts, 
22 Sherwood Drive, Taunton, MA 02780

SafeUnsubscribe1M shaley@jackconway.com 

Forward this email I Update Profile I About our service provider 

Sent by 

10~-----
cheryl@rasem.realtor 

-­
in collaboration with 

Try it free today 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Hill, Freeman <freeman.hill@nemoves.com> 

Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 10:23 AM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: Southcoast Rail 


Hardly a day goes by that I don't have to listen to complaints about Routes 24 and 
128. I often just ignore invites to Boston because even if I have the patience to 
waste 3 hours driving I could rent a hotel room for what I pay for parking. 

Better access to higher earning wages better access to universities better access 
114-1 to medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the 

reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 
2022..1 urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern 
Massachusetts. 

Thank you. 

Freeman "Mike" Hill 

REALTOR@Broker Associate 


Coldwell Banker Residential Brokerage - Marion 

Telephone 

CELL: 508-493-4009 

MA: 508-536-6811 

RI: 401-685-1305 

FAX: 508-536-5150 

Email : Freeman.Hill@NEMoves.com 


Personal Web and MLS access: https://www.WestportMA.net 


*Wire Fraud is Real*. Before wiring any money, call the intended recipient at a number you 
know is valid to confirm the instructions. Additionally, please note that the sender does not have 
authority to bind a party to a real estate contract via written or verbal communication. 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Gill Holroyd <gillholroyd@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 10:02 AM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: Dave Holroyd 
Subject: South Coast Rail Project 

Dear Purvi: 


We are writing in support of the South Coast rail project. 


115_1 :;;;:~~~~e;,:~~;~":::~haven with a business in Boston .Ibis rail service would be of great help in

We believe that the south coast towns of Fall River and New Bedford would benefit economically from 
115-3 this connection to Boston 

Gillian and David Holroyd 

17 Cedar Street 
Fairhaven 

MA 02719 
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508-821-3933 p.1 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Fox, Jean (Don <Jean.Fox@dot.state.ma.us> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 10:13 AM
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA); Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: FW: SoulhCoast Rail Project 


Here is a note from a New Bedford resident.


Jean C. Fox 
Project Manager, South Coast Rail 

MassDOT 

10 Park Plaza, Suite 4150 


857-368-8853 


857-600-8791 (cell) 


From: Christopher Howard [mailto:Christopher.Howard@firstcitizens.org1 
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 12: 18 PM
To: Fox, Jean (DOT) 
Subject: SouthCoast Rail Project 

Jean, 
As an involved community member in southeastern Massachusetts I wanted to reach out to you on an 

important matter. The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to 

Boston. This service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally
117-1 	provide a host of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern trianele that have been promised rail 

service for so long 

I appreciate your consideration on this important matter. 

Chris 

Chris Howard 

~ ~lo~?I f lI1
Think 

~~J~
Fi,:ft
o1

. 
~

Interim President & CEO I(508) 990-3327 I200 Mill Road Ste.100, Fairhaven, MA 02719 Iwww.firstcitizens.org I I]

so~ 
:~SEIR. Co1-:-i me nt Ferm 

This sheet is provided for your comments on the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental 

Impact Report {DSEIR}. Your input is sol ici ted and appreciated. Please return the sheet with your 


commen ts to a South Coast Rail staff member at the event, or mail to the following address by 

March 23, 2018, the last day comments are accepted: 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Pate l) EEA #14346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 
or fax : 617-626·1181 


email : purvi.patel@state.mc: .u~ 

o r via hand delivery 

MassDOT wou ld like to receive a copy of your letter, which you can email or mail to: 
Jean Fox (ie1';1.fox@state.ma.us) 
MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 41SO 

Boston, MA 02116 


If you need more space, please use the reverse. 



March 22, 2019 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
EEA #14346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

As a lifelong resident and business owner in the Southeastern part of Massachusetts, I urge you 

to move forward on Phase I of South Coast Rail. I urge that the draft environmental review study 

be approved and that further study is not needed. 

For too long this area of the state has suffered due many economic disadvantages. The 

completion of Phase I will provide commuter rail service to thousands of people and eliminate 

the decades long disconnect to Boston, improving economic and educational opportunities for 

many. 

Time is of the essence to complete Phase I. 

Regards, 

Elizabeth Isherwood 

77 Country Way 

Dartmouth, MA   02748 
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Comments concerning 

South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 
(DSEIR) 

Submitted by: 
Andrew Jennings 
29 Talbot Avenue 

North Billerica, MA     01862 
March 23, 2018 
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Flawed assumption on the time required to reverse a train at an intermediate station 

The DSEIR repeatedly makes the statement "This reverse move would require at least 15 
minutes ofadditional time to accommodate operational and safety requirements. • The added 
15 minutes was the key reason that many options did not receive further consideration. The 
statement appears to be based on an arbitrary judgement, and many examples can be found 
worldwide that contradict that statement, even within MBTA's current commuter rail operations. 

The statement does not appear to distinguish the time needed for a reverse move at a terminal 
station with the time needed at an intermediate station. At a terminal station, a new service 
begins, and the time to reverse a train includes a "recovery time" so that if an inbound train is 
late, the outbound train will not start its trip late. At an intermediate station, there is no need to 
apply the "recovery time". If a train is a couple of minutes late, it leaves a couple of minutes 
late, just like a stop at a station where a train does not reverse. I believe that at least 5 minutes 
of the 15 minutes is recovery time, not needed for safety or operational purposes. 

MBTA commuter rail schedules currently have examples of terminal times of less than 15 
minutes. 

Every weekday night train 067 turns to train 066 at Plymouth with a scheduled terminal 
time of 8 minutes. 

On the weekends, all three of the commuter rail trains that terminate at Plymouth have a 
scheduled terminal time of 10 minutes. 

There are examples of trains on the Plymouth / Kingston line make reverse intermediate 
station moves with a 10 minute intermediate time. 

All Needham line weekend trains have a terminal time at Needham Heights of 1O 
minutes, except the last train of the night which has a scheduled terminal time of only 6 
minutes. 

Certain morning weekday trains may have terminal times of less than 15 minutes at 
Needham Heights, but I cannot tell that is the case from the public schedules. 

Earlier this year I vacationed in Spain, and I rode a number of intercity trains that reversed at 
intermediate stations. One of those reversals was on a train from Valencia - Nord to Zaragoza. 
The scheduled time from arrival to departure at Sagunt where the train reversed was three 
minutes. Another train I rode reversed directions at Valencia - Nord. That station is similar to 
South Station in many respects. Valencia - Nord has 1 o stub end tracks as opposed to South 
Station's 13, and both require passenger access to the trains only from headhouse end of the 
tracks. Both stations handle significant commuter rail traffic in addition to intercity traffic. The 
intermediate stop for the train I rode was scheduled for 8 minutes. 

Perhaps the shortest intermediate stop time at a stub end station that I am aware of is at the 
station of Blankenese on the S1 line of the S-bahn in Hamburg Germany where the reversal of a 
train is made every 1 Ominutes in each direction in less than 2 minutes. 1 Figure 1 below shows 
a piece of the schedule of the S-1 . The full schedule may be found at http://www.hw.de/en/. 

1 The S-1 is also notable as almost every train splits at Ohlsdorf with half of the train going to the Hamburg Airport 
and the other half continuing to PoppenbGttel. Splitting of trains could provide more frequent seivice to Fall River 
and New Bedford. 

Figure 1 

Weekday morning eastbound schedule 


Hamburg S-bahn Line S1 


The appropriate schedule times for a train reversing at a specific station is station and train 
specific, depending on signal systems, operating requirements, station design and the number 
of passengers boarding and alighting. In the US, one of the constraints is the time for the 
intermediate brake test required when the operating ends of a passenger train is changed. With 
today's technologies, it should be possible to do this brake test quickly and monitor pressure 
change and travel from either end of the train. If changes in the specifics of the rule are 
possible which would speed the test, but do not compromise safety.discussion of those changes 
with the FRA is appropriate. It could be far more cost effective to work with the FRA for such 
changes than to build a new station. 

The time required for the engineer to walk from one end of the train to the other has also been 
cited as a reason for a lengthy time to reverse a train. Changes in work rules could also speed 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Will Keene <will@edsonintl.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 3:26 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: Railroad to South Coast 


With the money this Railroad will cost the State and our residents you 
could buy and give everyone in the affected Areas aSelf Driving Electric 

122-1 
car, by the time this project is finished electric Self Driving 
transportation may be a reality 
It would save the State Money and would be better for our 
environment. 

Railroad transportation is from the 1800's, this just makes no sense to 
me. 

All My Best, 

Will Keene 

Will Keene 
Chalnnan 

Edson International 

Tel 508-995-9711 

Fax 508-995-5021 

Emall: wlll@edsonintl.com 


EDS4i.iN . 

www.edsonmarine.com 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Bryon Kuehne <khantel4@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 7:09 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: SouthCoast rail 


The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston This secvice will 
123-1 help to brine affordable bo11sinv to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic 

opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail secvice I work in 
government center and would LOVE a better commute than I currently have over 2 hours daily! Thank 
you, David 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Carol Leonard <cleonard@jackconway.com> 
Sent: Saturday, March 17, 2018 3:53 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: Rail Line 

126_1 Lets move the rail line along 
The time has come to bring the line to the Easton Taunton area. 

Carol Leonard Realtor GRI CSS CDE 
Jack Conway Real Estate Norton 
Cell 508-821-8990 Office 508-285-5506 

Dom Lee 

New Bedford, MA 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Cate LePage <catechl@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 6:03 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: South coast Rail to Boston 

When my husband and I were first married, he was going to school at Northeastern University in 
Boston, Ma. We lived with family in Somerset due to a lack of finances as we started our life 
together. He would have to drive 45 minutes to Attleboro to then take a long commuter train ride 
into the city for school and work. If we had the South Coast rail to Fall River then, it would have 
shortened his commute and gave us more time to spend together. Whenever I think of the job 
prospects In Boston for either of us, I remember that commute and its effect on our lives and we 
look elsewhere. I urge MassDOT to move forward with the SouthCoast Ran. It will revitalize a 
struggling city and it's surrounding communities. It will open job prospects and increase family 127-1 
quality of life by improving commuting time 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Cate LePage 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Steve Lewin <slewin@kinlingrover.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 12:08 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: paul@rasem.realtor 
Subject: Southcoast Rail 

Better access to higher earning wages. better access to universities. better access to 
medical specialists and more opportunity tor travel and tourism are all of the reasons 

128-1 that we need to see phase 1of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022 Iurge
all involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts 
Thank you. 

Stephen T. Lewin 
Branch Executive 
Kinlin Grover Real Estate 
300 Elm Street 
South Dartmouth, MA 02748 

~ --·-----­

http://kinlingrover.com/homes-magazin°• 

Like us on Facebook • Follow us on Twitter & linkedin • Watch KGTV on YouTube l 
View our Listings at www.KinlinGrover.com 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Joyce D Lopes <Joycedlopes4@comcast.net> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 1:02 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: paul@rasem.reahor 
Subject: Rail 

The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail seryjce to Boston 
131-1 	This service will help to bdn11 affordable housin11 to the Greater Boston Area and 

additionally provide a host of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern 
triansle that have been promised rail seryjce for so Ions Thank you. 

Joyce 'D. .£.ayes 
GRl,.ABR,WCHHS,ROTY 
WHALE Cenified Historic House Specialist 
BROKER I OWNER 

Joyce D. Lopes Realty Corp. 

Cell 508 208-6631 Office 508 998-3261 
Email Joycedlopes4@comcast.net 

Serving Massachusetts, Cape Cod & Rhode Island 

Joyce 'D. Loyes 
'Rea[ty Corp . 

10 J.1.argaret St. .'A.cusfinet, .1i1.'A. 


508·998·3261 

w,v,v:ioycedl'oyesrea(ty.com 


Proudfy CeCe6rating 48 Years in 71i.e 1tea('Estate Profession 

Attention: 
The Information contained in this message and/or attachments is intended only for the person or 
entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any review, 
retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this 
information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received this 
in error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any system and destroy any copies. 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Chuck Lord <chuckl@AheadHQ.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 11:17 AM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: Fox, Jean (Don 
Subject: Support for the SouthCoast Rail project 

Dear Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA, 

I am writing to vou both as a board member of the SouthCoast Chamber of Commerce 

132-1 fwww sm,tbcoastcbarober com) and alocal business leader of the 11 th largest em plover in our area For

the greater good of our dti2ens and economic growth of our region I urge vou to please support the 
SouthCoast rail project 

Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists 
and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

The New Bedford area has been experiencing an incredible revitalization in recent years, and is gaining 
some momentum as the next great success story for our state. The region's rich history, beautiful 
landscape, strong businesses, and overall affordability make it an ideal location for those looking to 
either settle down in a terrific community, or even just take day trips, while also helping to keep money 
within the state. There are many people in our area who are looking to help further this rebirth, but 
much of their efforts are dependent on getting more people, and the money that comes with them, 
injected into the mix. I am confident that the SouthCoast Rail project will have a significant impact on 
exposing our area to more people, and will be an important part in aiding the renaissance. 

Thank you .. I truly appreciate your consideration, 

Chuck 


Chuck Lord 
cco 

® 
U B A 

~cs 
AHEAD/KATE LORD 

270 Samuel Barnet Blvd 




New Bedford. MA 02745 
P: 508-985-9898 
VM: 508-985-2370 Box #304 
E: ChuckL@AheadHQ.com 

www.aheadweb.com 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Kate Lanagan MacGregor <kate@katelanaganmacgregor.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 12:49 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: Paul Chasse 
Subject: Please rail trail! 

Better access to higher earning wages better access to universities better access to medical specialists 
and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1of the 133-1 
SoutbCoast Bail Proiect comi;,leted by 2022 I urge all involved to make this areality for the residents of 
S011tbeastern Massacb11setts Thank vm, 

Make it a BOLD day! ­
Kate 

www.KatelanaganMacGregor.com 
www.BOLDmovesrealestate.com 
www.AgentRising.com 
508-728-3648 

Sent from my +Q 

1-182



1-183



1-184



1-185

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Lloyd Mendes <mendes_Uoyd@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, March 03, 2018 1:06 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) ; Fox, Jean (DOT); Michael Rodrigues 
Subject: SCRail public Input: Middleboro option 

Please accept my input as a member of the public to the proposed alternative route for the 
long-awaited South Coast Commuter Rail project. I reside and vote in Somerset, on the South 
Coast. 

I fully support the Middleborough alternative for several reasons Because it is simpler to build 
138-1 it could be completed much Quicker than the Stouehton alternative in anotional sense 

assuming that the Legislature will fund aov alternative As a taxpayer I certain Iv welcome an 
alternative that is three times cheaper to build than the Stoughton alternative, again in a 
notional sense (i.e. assuming that any alternative will be built). However most importantly I 
support the Middleboroue:h alternative because it is part of a robust stratee:v that will benefit 

138-2 	the southeastern Massachusetts economy regardless of the Legislature's funding priorities over 
the comine years Whether or not the Middleborough alternative becomes part of the long­
promised "South Coast Rail," the improvements to the rail track from Pilgrim Junction in 
Middleboro through Cotley Junction in Taunton and south to New Bedford and Fall River will 
make our region and its seaports more attractive to industrial investors in freight. Certainly, in 
a notional sense, I would welcome a commuter rail service as well, in order to bring our young 
people to better paid jobs in Boston and to lure hard-working, well-educated young people 
from Boston to settle in our communities and raise their families here. However, even in the 
absence of commuter rail service, the improved rail tracks will help us attract more local 
industrial investment and jobs. 

Io that end I ask vou to prioritize MassDOT's investment in the Middleborough alternative 
(Phase 1) in away that maximizes the robustness of the strategy· First improve the tracks from 

138-3 	Pilerim Junction southward to New Bedford and Fall Biver Delay investment in the new 
passenger station in Middleborough until you have reached an agreement with the Selectmen 
of Middleborough and Lakeville and until an your track improvements are fully funded and 
implemented Then, whichever way the political winds blow, future generations of South 
Coasters will benefit economically. 

Thank you, 

Lloyd Mendes 
46 Anawan Street 
Somerset Massachusetts 02725 

????'!?mmm? Lloyd R. Mendes 

????'!?????????????+ 1??(801)918-9982???? 

From: MassDOT <massDOT@public.govdelivery.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 1, 201817:01 
To: mendes_lloyd@hotmail.com 
Subject: South Coast Rail Reminder: Join us for a South Coast Rail Public Meeting in Taunton on March 
19 

0 ~----- ­

You are subscribed to the South Coast Rail Project from the Massachusetts Department of TransportatJ.on. 

MassDOT and the MBTA invite you to attend a 

South Coast Rail Public Meeting in Taunton on the 


Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR): 

Monday,Marchl9,2018 


6:30 PM - 8:30 PM 

Martin Middle School Auditorium 

131 Caswell Street, Taunton, MA 


On January 31 , 2018, MassDOT filed a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) for 
South Coast Rail (SCR). The document describes MassDOT' s approach to providing SCR service by 
extending an existing rail line. MassDOT proposes to deliver Phase 1 service to Taunton, Fall River and 
New Bedford late in 2022, years before revenue service is possible under the Full Build Project. At the same 
time, MassDOT will proceed with designing, permitting and funding the Stoughton Straight Electric 
Alternative. 
MassDOT and the MBTA are also hosting a South Coast Rail Public Meeting in Dartmouth on March 
6. The March 6 public meeting information will also be provided at this event. Download the Meeting 
Flyers for more information: 

Dartmouth Public Meeting on March 6, 2018 - flyers in English, Spanish, or Portuguese. 
Taunton Public Meeting on March 19, 2018 - flyers in English, Spanish, or Portuguese. 

Where to Find the DSEIR: The DSEIR can be downloaded from the project website at 

www.mass.gov/southcoastrail. The document is also available in 36 South Coast public libraries (full list is 

available on the project website), or electronically by request to Jean Fox (Jean.Fox@state.ma.us). 

How to Comment: 

Written comments must be submitted by March 23, 2018 to: 
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Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
EEA#14346 
I 00 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 
or fax : 617-626-1181 
or email: Purvi.Patel@state.ma.us 
MassDOT would like to receive a copy of your letter, which you can send to: 
Jean Fox 
MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 
Boston, MA 02116 
or email: Jean.Fox@state.ma.us 
Comments for the offidal record must be received in writing. Comment forms will be available and 

can be submitted at the meeting. 

Please contact the project team with any questions at SouthCoastRail@dot.state.ma.us. 


This location is accessible to people with disabilities. MassDOT provides reasonable accommodations and/or 

language assistance free of charge upon request (including but not limited to interpreters in American Sign 

Language and languages other than English, open or closed captioning for videos, assistive listening devices 

and alternate material formats, such as audio tapes, Braille and large print), as available. For accommodation 

or language assistance, please contact MassDOT's Chief Diversity and Civil Rights Officer by phone (857­
368-8580), fax (857-368-0602), TTD/ITY (857-368-0603) or by email 

MASSDOT.CivilRights@dot.state.ma.us. Requests should be made as soon as possible prior to the meeting, 

and for more difficult to arrange services including sign-language, CART or language translation or 

interpretation, requests should be made at least ten business days before the meeting. 

Title VI Notice of Nondiscrimination: MassDOT complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and 

related federal and state statutes and regulations. It is the policy of MassDOT to ensure that no person or 

group of persons shall on the grounds of Title VI protected categories, including race, color, national origin, 

or under additional federal and state protected categories including sex, age, disability, sexual orientation, 

gender identity or expression, religion, creed, ancestry, veteran's status (including Vietnam-era veterans), or 

background, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to 

discrimination under any program or activity administered by MassDOT. To request additional information 

about this commitment, or to file a complaint under Title VI or a related nondiscrimination provision, please 

contact MassDOT's Title VI Specialist by phone at (857) 368-8580, TTY at (857) 368-8580, fax (857) 368­
0602or by e-mail at MASSDOT.CivilRights@dot.state.ma.us. 


If information is needed in another language, please contact the MassDOT Title VI Specialist by phone at 

(857) 368-8580. 


Caso esta informai;ao seja necessaria em outro idioma, favor contar o Especialista em Tftulo VI do 

MassDOT pelo fone 857-368-8580. 

Si necesita informaci6n en otro lenguaje, favor contactar al especialista de MassDOT de! Tftulo VI al 857­
368-8580. 

M:11!:~~{lffl;l;tEii!iJfTMm,~, • ij!j~~l::b~i'l!~HfX:}ffi,'lll (MassDOT) «~txi*) ~/\~ -V!IRA 

/n • Ei:!;ijl; 857-368-8580. 


rui~~~-flffl;J;tE~!~TMm.ffl.. illlU~~iiUl~ffijCiHl (MassDOT) UUli!» ~1'JUJJffilA 

~. t~ 857-368-8580. 


0 =- -------- I Questions? STAY CONNECTED: 

1 
~----------~ Contact Us 

SUBSCRIBER SERVICES: 
Manage Preferences I Unsubscrlbe All I Subscription Help 

This email was sent to mendes_lloyd@hotmail.com using GovDelivery Communications Cloud on behalf of the: Massachusetts I 0 ~------, 
Department of Transportation· 10 Park Plaza, Suite 4160 · Boston, MA 02116 877-623-6846 . __J 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Linda Moniz <ltmoniz@comcast. net> 
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 12:17 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: paul@rasem.reahor 
Subject: Rail Project 

Better access to higher earning wages better access to universities better access to 
medical spedaHsts and more opportunity for travel and tourism are an of the reasons 

139-1 that we need to see phase 1of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022 I urge 
all involved to make this a reaHty for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts 
Thank you. 

Linda Moniz Perry 

REALTOR 

Pelletier Realty 

696 Ashley Blvd 

New Bedford, MA 02745 

(508) 728-0407 

"E-Mails sent or received shall neither constitute acceptance of conducting transactions 
via electronic means nor create a binding contract unless a written contract is signed by 
the parties" 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Maria Moniz <mariahmoniz@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, February 23, 2018 11:00 AM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: Middleboro route 

140-1 Thank you for choosing the Middleboro route! 
Maria Moniz, Falmouth, MA 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Benita Rose Montiero <bmonteiro@kinlingrover.com> 

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 9:37 AM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: Rail service for southern Massachusetts 


2 
The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This 
service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally

141-1 provide a host ofecopomjc opportunities to areas ofthe Southern triangle that have been 
promised rail service for so long. Thank you. 
Benita Rose MONTEIRO 
Sent from my iPhone 

Like us on Facebook • Follow us on Twitter & Unkedin • Watch KGTV on YouTube l 

View our Listings at www.KinlinGrover.com 


March 24, 2018 (sent late because I was out of the country until late Friday night). 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 

Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 


RE: EEA #14346, DSEIR for the South Coast Rail project 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

I am submitting this comment letter on the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (DSEIR) for the South Coast Rail project. 

While this project is well intended and I support public transit projects, this is NOT a 
cost-effective project (i.e., too expensive for the number of riders). Please do not make 
a positive determination on this DSEIR. This project should not proceed at this point, not 
unless and until : 

142-1 • More cost-effective transit projects are completed first 

• Electrified from the start <with what we know about the detrimental impacts of 
142-2 diesel particulate emissions It is a big mistake to continuing to invest in a system 

that uses djesel tractjon This runs counter to the Commonwealth's plans to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions, especially given that transportation is 
currently the largest contributors to greenhouse gas emissions in the 
Commonwealth. 

• Stations are near town centers and not in locations far from where people with 
142-3 "Park & Ride" type stations with large parking lots 

142-4 • Greater than trip frequency than only tor commuters headed into Boston 

Thank you for your consideration and we hope that these comments will be reflected in 
any future planning around the South Coast Rail project. 

Regards, 

Alan Moore 

23 Cherry St. 

Somerville, MA 02144 




Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Greg Murphy <gregmurphy7799@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 12:23 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: paul@rasem.reahor 
Subject: Southcoast Rail 

For too tong the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger 
143-1 ran service to Boston I urge you to complete phase l of the project by its intended date 

of..Z.!!2L_Thank you. 

Greg Murphy 
Weichert Realtors ,Briarwood Real Estate 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 

SOUTH COAST RA IL 
DSEIR Comment Form 

This sheet is provided for your comments on the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental 

Impact Report (DSEIR} . Your input is solicited and appreciated. Please return the sheet with your 

comments to a South Coast Rail staff member at the event, or mail to the following address by 

March 23, 2018, the last day comments are accepted: 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOE EA 


Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) EEA #14346 


100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 


Boston, MA 02114 

or fax: 617-626-1181 


email: purvi.patel@state. ma.us 


or via hand delivery 


MassDOTwould like to receive a copy of your letter, which you can email or mail to: 

Jean Fox (jean.fox@§tate.ma.us) 

MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 

Boston, MA 02116 

If you need more space, please use the reverse. 
S·t-~\11\--o VI . 
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144-2 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Joseph Pacheco <jpacheco@jackconway.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 1:17 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: paul@rasem.realtor 
Subject: passenger rail service to Boston 

for too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger
146-1 rail service to Boston I ur11e you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended 

date of 2022 

Thank you. 

Joseph D. Pacheco, GRI 
Manager, Realtor® 
Jack Conway and Company 
106 State Road 
North Dartmouth, MA 02747 

Office 508-993-2700 
Fax 508-993-2711 
Cell 508-971-3094 
Email jpacheco@jackconway.com 

Click here to submit an insurance referral 

Click Here to Submit a Testimonial 

mu PIIO l' GU Y CO LU Cfl OH 

/'• LEADING REAL ESTATE 
,~¥, coMrANTES ,cyT HE WORLD'" 

The information t ransmitted is intended only for the person or entity 
to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged 
material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or 
taking of any action in rel iance upon, this information by persons or 

entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you 
received this in error, please contact Joseph D. Pacheco 
@ Jack Conway 503.971.3094 
and delete the material from any computer. 
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@ Jack Conway 503.971.3094 

and delete the material from any computer.
Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Joseph Pacheco <jpacheco@jackconway.com> 

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 2:03 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: South Coast Rail 


Dear Pervi, 

Better access to hisher eamins wases better access to universities better access to medical 

specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see
146-2 Phase 1of the SouthCoast Rail Proiect completed bv 2022 I urse all involved to make this a reality for 

the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts 


Thank you . 

Joseph D. Pacheco, GRI 

Manager, Realtor® 

Jack Conway and Company 

106 State Road 

North Dartmouth, MA 02747 


Office 508-993-2700 
Fax 508-993-2711 
Cell 508-971-3094 

Email jpacheco@jackconway.com 


Click here to submit an insurance referral 

Click Here to Submit a Testimonial 

PQKCLI0L~Y° 
~INf PIIO,U: f'T CO LtlC"flO N 

i'A LEADING REAL ,ISTATE 

Jt,~, COM PANTES,c/ TH E WORLD'" 


The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity 

to wh ich it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged 

material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or 

taking of any action in rel iance upon, this information by persons or 

entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you 

received th is in error, please contact Joseph D. Pacheco 




TO THE MASS DOT AND THE MBTA, 

I would like to extend my sincere thanks for getting the South Coast Rail 
Project to this point. I have been a longtime advocate and I am very 
happy to see it moving along. I have lived in the Fall River area all my life. 
My parents have told all of our family members about the trains of years 
ago that ran from Fall River to Boston. They would use them to go 
ballroom dancing in Boston every weekend. My father who has now 
passed would always say that he could get to Boston faster in those days 
than he could get there today. Why did the time and money never 
develop to maintain such an important infrastructure. We need this 
back in this area as soon as possible. I have spoken to every elected 
official and have been to every neighborhood group this this city to 
speak about the South Coast Rail Project and everyone yes everyone 
wants this to happen. I did not find one person or company that was 
opposed to this project. I was very excited to hear Governor Baker in his 
state of the state speech say that he was tired of lip service and wanted 
to put this project on the front burner. “Thank God” !!  We really need 
this to happen. It will help us in many ways. Please lets make this 
happen. 

Larry Pare 

39 N. Ogden St. 

Fall River Ma. 02723   
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560Wilbur Avenue, Swansea, MA 02777 

508.675.0308 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOE EA 

Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 

EEA #14346 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

Partner'sInsuranceGroup would like to express its support of the two phase approach to South Coast 149-1 
Ra.ii. This project will increase opportunity for South Coast residents while providing growth 

opportunities for our communities. The faster this vital connection to the Boston Metro area can be 

established, the sooner benefits will begin to accrue across the South Coast. It is encouraging to learn 

that the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement continues to clear a path to commence 

construction. With this in mind Partner's Insurance Group supports the advancement of Phase I of the 

South Coast Rail Project and the reconnection of passenger rail service to Boston. 

~~~£___ 
{,,,/ 	ifv:ence T. Wilson, Jr. 

President & CEO 

Partners Insurance Group 

FAIIUIAVEN · FALL RIVER · N'EW BEDFORD · SEEKON'K · SOMERSET · SWANSEA · TIVERTON' 

WWW.PARTN ERSLNSGRPLLC.COM · 508.491.3100 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Judy Perry <jperry@jackconway.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 1:49 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: Paul@rasem.reahor 
Subject: SouthCoast Rail 

Extending the rail service to New Bedford is going to be a great asset to the SouthCoast and to 
Boston! It will give the people on the South Coast easier access to Boston area hospitals, more 
specialized jobs, expand their educational opportunities and enhance travel and tourism both 
to Boston and to the amenities here on the SouthCoast. I uree an those involved to move 

150-1 forward finally complete phase l of the SouthCoast Rail Project by 2022 and make this areality 
for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts Thank you .. .Judith A. Perry. 
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0 ------- ­

Emails are for information and negotiation purposes only. No agreement to buy or sell real estate will 
be binding on Cartus unless and until Cartus has signed a contract. 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Becky Pulley <beckypulley@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 2:46 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Cc: paul@rasem.realtor 
Subject: SouthCoast Rail Project 2022 as promised PLEASE 

PLEASE help us provide jobs, boost the local economy, bring this area the 

RAILWAY that has been promised for years. 


For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger 
152-1 rail service to Boston I uree you to complete phase 1of the project by its intended 

date of 2022 

For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger 

rail service to Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended 

date of 2022. Thank you . 


The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. 

This service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and 

additionally provide a host of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern 

triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. Thank you . 


Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to 
medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons 
that we need to see phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge 
all involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. 
Thank you. 

Now is the time! Thank you. 

Becky Pulley ABR , SRES 

REALTOR® 

Licensed in Ma, RI 

CENTURY 21 Topsail Realty 

Tiverton Office 

1741Main Rd 

Tiverton, RI 0287 

BeckyPulley@gmail.com 

C - 774-488-6158 

0- 401-625-5878 

F- 401-816-0317 

To be removed from my mailing list please rep]y with UNSUBSCRIBE in the subject line 
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MBTA Commuter Rail Line # of Weekday Trains 
Greenbush 12 round trips 
Kingston/Plymouth 12 round trips 
Middleborough/Lakeville 12 round trips 
Fairmont 20.5 round trips (21 inbound; 20 outbound) 
Providence/Stoughton 36 round trips 
Franklin 20.5 round trips (22 inbound; 19 outbound) 
Needham 16 round trips 
Framingham/Worcester 27.5 round trips (28 inbound; 27 outbound) 
South Station 
Colony): 

lines average (excluding Old 24.1 round trips 

Fitchburg 19 round trips 
Lowell 26 round trips 
Haverhill 22 round trips 
Rockport 15 round trips 
Newburyport 16 round trips (17 inbound; 15 outbound) 
North Station lines average 19.6 round trips 

All lines average (excluding Old Colony) 21.9 round trips 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Dawn Rusin <dawnrusin@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:20 AM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Cc: Paul Chasse 

Subject: South Coast Rail 


I am a life long resident of Fall River .Ma. for 
too long the residents of Southeastern 
Massachusetts have been without passenger rail 
service to Boston. I respectfully urge you to 

156-1 	 complete phase 1 of the project by its intended 
date of 2022 
Thank you 
Dawn Rusin 
Dawn Rusin 

RE/MAX Right Choice 
License #9057076 Office# 9391 
Office # 508-677-3629 Cell # 774-930-5652 
http://www.linkedin.com/in/dawnrusin 
www .rightchoiceinrealestate.com 
https://www.facebook.com/remaxrightchoice/ap 
p/691252210905997 
~ please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

Plimoth Jnvestment Advisors® 


Steven A. Russo, CFA 


Plimoth Investment Advisors 


330 Swansea Mall Dr. 


Swansea, MA 02777 


March 16, 2018 


Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 


Attn : MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 


EEA#14346 


100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 


Boston, MA 02114 


Dear Secretary Beaton, 

:elimotb Investment Advisors is a strnne advocate of the South Coast Rail project The communities of 
Fall Biveraod New Bedford are poised ta leverage this investment in commuter transit service The 

157-1 ecanamic environmental and snd_al benefits of a two phase South Coast Bail project are clearly in the 
best interest of the region and the state Delaying these benefits would only delay progre~s.!n the South 
Coast. This is one reason why Pllmoth Investment Advisors applauds the conclusions of the Draft 

Supplemental Environmental Impact Report, which supports the timely construction of South Coast Rai l. 

Once complete, South Coast Rail holds the potential to unlock t remendous value for our communities. 

Sincerely, 

Steven A. Russo, CFA 

&v

President & CEO 


Plimoth Investment Advisors 


One BayCoast Place, 330 Swansea Mall Drive, Swansea, MA 02777 
508-675-4310 or toll-free 888-268-4002 

WWIV,plimothinvestmentadvisors.com 
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that Jot is not full everyday. Because it is not full it allows non-commuting local 
res idents to take the train into town. I see families go in during school breaks. I see 
elderly residents taking the train to visit loved ones in Boston area hospitals. Many 
locals take the train in to Boston to go to games at Fenway Park. I was surprised by 
the volume of non-commuter passengers for St. Patrick's Day. It's not just 
commuters parking at the station. The removal of this benefit to non-commuters 
causes harm to my community. 

The location of the proposed Pilgrim Station io Midd lehoro is within a WRPP 
158-11 maximum impervious zone That is awater resource protection district This 

designation is ta protect our town well and water supply There shou ld be no 
construction there Construction of Pilgrim Station in Middlehoro will put my 
town's water supply at risk for contamination This brings additional harm to my 
community 

As acommuter Iam concerned bow this wrn effect my already sub par service Iam 
158-12 eoocerned how this w ill impact the entire Old Colony I ioe How wi ll this work wi th 

the single stretch of track called Savin Hill All three Old Colony ]jnes share this 
single track Iget caught up at this Savin Hm pinch on a regular basis both going to 
and coming from Boston When one of the three Old Colony lines is off schedule it 
effects service on th e entire Old Colony line Recently I was stuck behind a broken 
down Kingston train on the single-track section du ring my commute home. All rush 
hour Friday night commuters on the Old Colony line got home very late that night. 
Trains were backed up to South Station. 

Under Patrick administration it was determined that the Middleboro route should 
not be used for the SCR because it provided inferior service to the South Coast 
region and projected it would deteriorate service on all Old Colony Jines without 
building a double track at this pinch. The cost was estimated to be too high because 
of the private land that would need to be acquired to build. That administration 
recognized the limitations the Savin Hill single track placed on service. If effects all 
three current lines on a daily basis. Again, the Patrick era report calls using the 
Middleboro/Lakeville line for the SCR would provide "inferior service". !t..will 
provide inferior service to the South Coast and "deteriorate service"on the existing 

158-13 Old Colony Jines What specifically bas changed that makes the 
Middlebora/J akeville option attractive nnw7 I really want an answer to this 
question. The DOT has about faced on an earlier state DOT report of the same SCR 
plan through Middleboro. How can we ever trust such conflicting reports? 

You push this boondoggle SCR project stating the expansion will lead to further 
expansion to the Cape. As long as the Savin Hill single track is in place this will 
never happen. When morning trains arrive at South Station we are often held 
outside the train station until a track is available. There is already not enough 
capacity at South Station for existing operations. Because of the Savin Hill pinch 
often when leaving South Station at the end of the day we depart but are held 
waiting for late inbound trains already on the single-track inbound. The waits can 

be 15 minutes or more. Expand ing services to the SCR will exasperate the existing 
barrie rs you already have to provide service to the Old Colony Jines These existing 

158-14 harriers wm prevent Cape serVic:e from ever expandine: This wm also km the very 
popular and profitable Cape Plyer Service 

You state in your report "the distance from these terminal cities to Boston will be 
the longest in the MBTA system and the chance of having impacts and barriers to 
service increases over distance." Your entire Commuter rail system suffers from 
impacts and disruptions in service on a daily basis. Not a single day goes by without 
receiving a Middleboro/Lakeville T-Alert email. And you want to add more impact 
and barriers to service. The Old Colony Lines fail on a daily basis without any 
additional trains or great distances. 

You fail when there is an interruption in service. You fail system wide. Subway, Bus 
and Commuter rail, not just the Old Colony line. Equipment is not properly 
maintained and breakdowns are frequent. Your team does not manage crisis well. 
Why would you expand when it is clear you can't manage what you already have? 
Just a few weeks ago during flooding the MBTA sent a T-Alert to all 
Middleboro/Lakeville commuters to be at Braintree Station by 2:29pm to get home. 
We all left work and took the MBTA Red line to the designated stop. When we got to 
Braintree there was no train as you had stated. Wait, What? Yes, you left hundreds 
of commuters outside in the cold and rain for 45 minutes until you decided to send 
buses. That commute home was over three hours, to Middleboro/Lakeville. Three 
hours cold and wet. It's not very pleasant. That was another day on the commuter 
rail. This is not the only instance of complete failures. I could write another multi 
page letter on your many extreme service failures . You fail miserably when 
anything interrupts regular service. 

The DOT has hundreds of Statewide Highway and Transportation construction 
projects that are not being funded. The Middleboro Rotary has been on the list of 
unfunded DOT projects for years. But the way, don't bother with the lines and 
changing the name to a roundabout. Making it two Janes will cause more accidents. 
It is a bottleneck in all directions on a daily basis. An estimated 47,000 vehicles are 
held up in this area everyday. The state can find $935Mil for SCR Phase 1 but can't 
come up with the miniscule funding for our Rotary Flyover? I am sure every region 
in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts has smaller highways projects that could 
benefit from State DOT spending. 

The cost of building the SCR Phase l is an egregious amount of wasteful speeding on 
158-15 the backs of all Massachusetts's residents A projected cost of$935Mil for a 

projected 161 onew eommuters comes out to $5BOK per person Where I have 
158-16 found other very creative mathematical coincidences in the report Ido not trust that 

there will even be 161 Onew Commuter Raj) ciders This project will be Greenbush 
2.0. You may spend an exorbitant amount of money but the ridership will be 
woefully over projected. This is extremely wasteful spending by the DOT. 
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158-17 I and many others don't believe you will ever bu ild Phase 2 The SRC Phase 1 is a 
DOT project that will benefit very few Massachusetts res idents. The DOT should be 
funding regional highway projects that benefit many. Stop increasing our fares to 
fund expanding the system. Stop spending our state tax dollar to benefit the few 
when lesser funds could be spent to benefit the many. 

The proposed SCR project provides no benefit to my community. It wi ll only cause 
great harm. The additional rail service on the already unstable Old Colony line will 
further deteriorate existing service on all three lines. The State is irresponsibly 
spending our tax and fare dollars. Repair and maintain system wide what you have 
first. Where is the outrage on the DOT's exorbitant spending to expand when 
existing Commuter rail, MBTA and Bus operations fail on a regular basis? 

If you would like to discuss any of my comments please do not hesitate to contact 
me. 

Thank you, 

Cathleen M. Salley 

;r 

Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Cathleen M. Salley <csalley@bumsiev.com> 

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 3:17 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Cc: susan.gifford@mahouse.gov; thomas.calter@gmail.com; 


selectmanfrawley@middleborough.com 
Subject: Additional SCR DSEIR comments Pilgrim Junction 
Attachments: IMG_3301.JPG; IMG_3302.JPG; IMG_3303.JPG; IMG_3304.JPG; IMG_ 

3305.JPG: IMG_3306.JPG: IMG_3307.JPG 

Good afternoon, Today I took in a later train at 8:07 am. I am usually on a much earlier train and don't 
get to view the full parking. This morning at that time the 769 space existing Middleboro/Lakeville 
commuter Jot was approximately 80% full. About 610 to 620 of the spaces were filled. The proposed 
Pilgrim Junction parking lot projects 483 park & ride commuters. Coincidently 483 is the available 
number of non-accessible parking spaces. Today I and others would not have got a parking spot. A 
Pilgrim Junction station does not meet the criteria set for in the DSEIR due to the severely restricted 
parking. 

Cathleen Salley 
101 Marion Road 
Middleboro MA 02346 

Cathleen M Salley 
Controller 
D 617.345.3699 
csalley@burnslev.com 

Burns & Levinson LLP 
125 Summer Street Boston, MA 02110 
P 617.345.3000 I F 617.345.3299 
burnslev.com 

..... ......... ..·······················........·.·························.........................
· 
*Only print this e-mail if necessary. 
This e-mail message is intended only for the designated recipient(s). It may contain confidential or 
proprietary information, and may be subject to the attorney-client privilege and/or other confidentiality 
protections. If you are not the intended recipient, you may not review, retain, disseminate, distribute or 
copy this communication. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us 
immediately by telephone or reply e-mail. Thank you . 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Nona Sbordone <nona@annewhitingrealestate.com> 

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 9:14 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: South Coast Rail 


for too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger 159-1 
rail seryjce to Boston I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended 
date of 2022 Thank you. 

Nona Sbordone 

Realtor and Certified Home Stager 

Anne Whiting Real Estate 

250 Elm Street 

Dartmouth, MA 02748 

508-951-2429 

nona@annewhitingrealestate.com 

www.redesiging-interiors.com 

Top Producer 2017 
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DSEIR Comment Form 

This sheet is provided for your comments on the South Coast Rail Draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Report (DSEIR). Your input is solicited and appreciated. Please return the sheet with your 
comments to a South Coast Rail staff member at the event, or mail to the following address by 
March 23, 2018, the last day comments are accepted: 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 

Attn.: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) EEA #14346 

100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 

Boston, MA 02114 

or fax: 617-626-1181 

email: purvi.patel@state.ma.us 

or via hand delivery 


MassDOT would like to receive a copy of your letter, which you can email or mail to: 
Jean Fox (jean.fox@state.ma.us) 
MassDOT 
Ten Park Plaza, Room 4150 
Boston, MA 02116 

If you need more space, please use the reverse. 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Ken Silva <ken.silva@owners.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 5:17 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: Rail way Southeastern Ma 

To Whom it my concern, The rail way will bring, 

Better access to hisher earoins wases. better access to universities, better access to 
165-1 	 medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons 

that we need to see phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022 I uree 
all involved to make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts 
Thank you 
-Kenneth Silva­
10 -- ·-·­---
Ken Silva IReal Estate Professional 
Ken.Silva@owners.com IP: 774-218-0031 
MA License 09537969 

Moby Dick Brewing Company, Inc. 
We're Brewing History® 

16 South Water Street 
New Bedford MA 027 40 

www.mobydickbrewinq.com 
774/202-6961 

David N. Stutz 
President 

March 21, 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
Attn: MEPA Office (Purvi Patel) 
EEA #14346 
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900 
Boston, MA 02114 
via email: Purvi.Patel@state.ma.us 

Dear Secretary Beaton: 

Growing up in a suburban Chicago "train town" and now living in Lakeville I can speak first­
hand of the power of this connection. Now as a brew pub owner in downtown New Bedford 
I see first-hand the power of the water connections for our city and believe strongly that the 
rail will only improve an already improving city. 

For far too long residents of SE MA have been without rail service - a service that will 
connect them to work opportunities in Boston, young people to higher education (from 
Bridgewater to Boston) and tourists looking to explore our fair city or head over to the 
islands. 

The right-away's are already in place and the plans dawn up and while I am simplifying a166-1 complicated proiect there is no reason we can have people on the train by 2022 or sooner 
Lstrongly urge you to make this biUIPen 

ading and for your robust support for this important project. 

resident 
Moby Dick Brewing Company, Inc. 
daveslutz@mobydickbrewinq.com 

cc: Jean Fox - Jean.Fox@state.ma.us 

16 South Water Street, New Bedford, MA 02740 USA 
(508) 863~3717 ~ daves1utz@mobydickbrewing.com 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Erik Tracey <ETracey@poyantsigns.com> 

Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 6:27 PM 

To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Subject: MEPA office re:Southcoast rail comment 


To whom this may concern, 

Years ago the state did away with the cancellation of the route 24 expansion from 2 lanes to 3 
lanes from 495 to Taunton. 

169-1 This train route would certainly take am!!jor amount of vehicles off the road I If I had the choice 
to take a train to Boston instead of driving I would do it In a heartbeat!! 

People of this region would much rather sit on a train in comfort and have a stress free 60 minute 
ride. I don't understand how some people commute daily by themselves, that alone should be 
illegal! Think of the quality oflife and that of your neighbors, It would increase dramatically! 
Who knows someone may even smile at you on the train! 

Erik Tracey 

Installation Crew Chief 
Payant Signs 
125 Samuel Barnet Boulevard 
New Bedford. MA 02745 
Office: 508-995-1777 
Cell: 917-577-4997 

~ 

Post Office Box 39 141 2 Cell: 617-283-7649 
Cambridge, MA 02 139 E-Mail: boblat@yahoo.com 

March 7, 20 18 Atc1:.1veo
MM1 O 9 2018 

Secretary Matthew A. Beaton, EO!oEA 
ATTN: MEPA O!licc (Purvi Patel), EEA/1 14346 MEPA, 
100 Cambridge Streel, Suilc 900 
Hoston, MA 02 11 4 

RE: 	 DSEIR , South Coas1 Rai l, Middleborough / Lakeville Slalion 

I. 	 Introduction. 

170-1 	 2. Designate the part of Roule 28 which passes over tl,c proposed Middlcbnrnugh rrnin platforms ·,s tlw 
Main Entrance to Midd lchorrn,cb Stat ion

170-2 3, Consider use of the cxistini;: roadway from Rmllr 28 tn MassDOT prnpcrly Coe parkin° acc1'ss 
170-3 4. Obtain added parking as necessary from theformPr car dralcrsbip 1brrn1gb which MassDOT is currently 

proposiny vehicle arccss to lhe parking at thr simian 
170-4 5. Sell the cxisliog narkinv ot Middleborrntgh / I okevillc S1n1ian for hrn1sing ,,se 
170-5 6. J>rov idc access for !he ho1 1sin° in Jhc arcn ofJhc c,,nvnt sta tion to gs•t 10 the new s1at ian 

7. 	 Summary. 

Sir/Madam: 

I , 	 Introduct ion. 

This wi ll formali ze and, slightly add to. my comments at die No11h Dartmouth prescnlclt ion .last evening. 

I do not claim lo have lhc very great knowledge of this situation which would be possessed by the local elected 
ollicials and long time res idents of Middleborough and Lakevi lle. 1, however, sec a possibility of being of 
ass istance in point ing out aspcc1s of the changes proposed for the Middleborough/Lakeville slation which simply 
have not been made part of the conversation to date. 

I mn accord ing ly copying 1his communicat ion to MassDOT, and to the Boards ofSc lcclmcn in Midd leborough 
and Lakeville. 

2. 	 Designate the pmi of Route 28 which passes over the proposed Midd leborough train platforms as the 
Main Entrance to Middleborough Sta tion. 

MassDOT is proposing temporary/ permanent train p\atform(s) under Route 28 in Middleborough about a block 
west of Route 105. 

MassDOT is proposing POSSIBLY to provide access to Route 28. 

The access should be pcrnrnncnt and the location shou ld be designated as the Ma in Entrance 10 1he 

Middleborough Station. 


This location wou ld give Middleborough a train stat ion approximately half a mile from Town l-lall. This would 
obviously be of great va lue to Middleborough on its own. 



DSf:IR, South Co.isl !{ail, Middleborough / Lakevil le l'agc2 
March 7, 2018 

There is already Cl)nsis.Jt:rnble appropriate zoning in place in the area, and i1 is an areu uf intcrcs.t t(} 
Middleborough fOr development. Addit ionalJy, the trnin st.ilion \V'OL1ld be adjacent to Ille most hea\lily 
pai,ulatcd por1ion of Middlcborot1gh already, with obYious convenience to the residents. 

n,c cxi~ting roadvi,ny should be wid1;.-i1ed to allow drop-offs, pick· ups .ind U turns. At :-.tnte expense, of course. 

3. 	 Consic\c1 use of the existing ruadwa>· from Route 28 to MassOOT prop~rty for parking access. 

fhere is co11side rablc concern about trallk: impact. Usi11g this existing access to the site could ameliorate traffic 
fears. The roadway is between the two rail lines in question and goes exactly to the location where M11s~DOT i&. 
proposing parking. 

At state expense, uf cours ~ 

4. 	 Obti'l in a.ddcd parking as necessary frotn the former car dealership through wh ich Massf>OT is currc1111y 
prnposing vehicle access to the parkh1,g fll the sta1ion. 

This property has been "acnnt for 10, pcrhap~ 20 (?) years. The owner would clearly be picascd to obtain the 
direct financial va lue of the transaction. 

Plw:., ho, \o·cvcr, the construction of thi! station would very ckarly increase the value ofa lot which h.as been 
waslchmd for an extended peri od 

Plus., the station µArking on the existing fonner car t.lcalership lot {:OU!d be coordinated with development of the. 
lot on a shared use parking basis.. 

Shared use on nights and w(.-ekcnds is obvious. However, doe" MasslJOT really need to regulate / charge for 
parking outside park ing ,turing the morning msh'? The exi!)'ti11g pnrking lot at the .!ilution has con~iderabie 
vacancies duri11g off hours. The availabHity of this excess parking has obvious va1ut\ providing flexibil ity tu 
MnsslJUT, bur it cnn o.lso have va lue to the owner of the property. 

5. 	 Sell the existing parking at Middleborough I Lakeville Srntion for housing use. 

MassDOT states thar actual train use by current residcr1ts ufhousing near the exist ing station is negligible. If 
th is is the i.:asc, there very clearl)' arc ahcrnntc reasons ror the very clear success of the housing which hus bet":n 
developed ro date. Those reasons cal l for expansion of the l}Ousi11g area. A side bcncUt would be fon ds to the 
s tate fo r the sale. 

Lakeville WO\lld sec replacement of a large. tax excmp1 parking 101 with more, tax generating, proven successful 
housing. 

At lhe same 1ime, the train ~tation nmlly is not being mo\'cd thal fur 

6. 	 Prcvldc access for the housing in the area of'thc current stalion Log.ct lo ttlf.! new srn.tion. 

Massf)()T proposed in earlier versions of this proposal access from the existing station parking k>t along lhc 
train tmd to the relocated station. 

Why not provide it anyway, but for the rc!-iidcnt!l. of this iirea? People who IO(l\'C',d in would continue to have the 

bcnefil.of convenient I rain access WITHOUT TH Ll NOJSE LHSJ\ 11VANTAC.iE. And h could be used as a 

selling poinr forexponsion of housing. 


DSEIR, South Co.1s1 Rail, Middleborough / l .....1kcvillc Pagel 
March?,20 18 

Access FOR ALL EXISTING ANL> PROPOSED IIOUSING could be a1Tangcd from the existing complex 
abulling the tracks Exisling dcvclopmenl should be readily modifiable 10 allow access to 1he proposed 
pcdc!.trian walk, WITI I CARD CON TROL of access limit ing access to the residents of 1he area, controlled by 
the relevant rnanagctncnt entities. 

Access should be 10 RESIDENTS OF nm AKEA, 1,01just 10 rcsidcnis oflhc portion oflhe area abulling lhc 
tracks. 

Considcrntion should be given to additional access, also card contro l!cd but obtained th rough Town Hall, for 
l.akcville residents who wish to wa lk to the station. lfowever, the actual advan1age to such residents ofsuch on 
arrangement may be so minor as: not to be worth the bother, either to the town or to the res idents. 

The obvious non high tech alternative to pruviding access to the path, of cour.,e, would be by MassDOT 
rclaining a public right ofway at the wes1crn edge ofthe parking 101, from 1he strcel to the acce.~< pa1h. 

A right of way would leave a possible problem to 1hc property owners of policing their parking lots lo prevent 
parkers from using their pnrking lots as ;rn olternmivc to pay ing MassDOT for porldng. I suggest an access card 
sys tem ns preferable because the owners IH\Ye nmrmgcmcnl sys1e111s in r,Jace for control, and, 1th in k, would 
much rather control card distribution that, to police their parking lots. 

7. 	 Summary. 

MnssDOT wanls to move lhc Middleborough / Lakeville stalion for lhc bcncfil or the New Bedford and fall 
River areas. With th!! above added 1hinki11g. a lot cou ld be done with minimal harm. and a lot of bcnef111 to the 
part ies concerned. 

Plcnse notice. once again, Jdo not daim 10 know the Jocftl needs as do the Jocal oflicials. I am j ust lrying lo 
ass ist in the planning based on my 1wo years of actual ra ilroa<l ex1,ericnee, a lot ofcommuter rail co111mu1i11g, 
pcrsonnl knowledge of Middleborough, possible personal benefit from lhc relocation of the station, and decades 
of practical and frequently mnjor, planning experience in municipal and lrnnsporlalion fields. 

These ideas are offered because current plannit1g has ta iled to recognize poims which I consider significant. If 
it were not for this defect in planning, l would not be commenting. 

cc: Boards ofSelectmen, Middleborough and l..akevillc 

Jean f'ox 

MassDOr 

Ten Pa rk Plaza, Room 41 50 

Boston. MA 02116 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: John Vaughn <jvaughn@jackconway.com> 

Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 10:12 AM 

To : Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

Cc: Karen Almeida 

Subject: Southcoast Rail 


Dear Purvi, 

Better access to hisber earnins wases better access to universities better access to medical 
171-1 	 specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are an of the reasons that we need to 

see phase l of the southCoast Bail Project completed by 2022 I urge all involved to make this a 
reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts 
Thank you , 

John 

John Vaughn, Realtor• 
Jack Conway Inc Realtors 
Mattapoisett, MA 02730 

Cell 508 789 7536 

Office 508 758 4944 

jvaughn@jackconway.com 


Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Vaughan, Nathan <Nathan.Vaughan@bristolcc.edu> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 11:08 AM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: South Coast Rail 

Dear Secretary Beaton, 

I have been aSouth Coast resident mv entire life and I am writing to express mv support and hope that172-1 
South Coast Rail will finally become reality for a region too long left behind from economic 
~ While this " Phase I" proposal was not my original favorite proposal, we have waited too long 
and been promised too many times of a reliable alternative transportation link to Boston. I am writing to 
express my full support for Phase I. This project will connect not only residents to cultural, and economic 

locations of interest but take thousands of cars off already congested highways, connect STUDENTS to 
all that Boston has to offer and even provide them a connection to Bridgewater State University. These 

advantages should not be overlooked for a region who suffers from some of the low est educational 
attainment rates in the state and some of the highest unemployment rates. Thank you for all of your 
work and that of staff in your office for making South Coast Rail a real reality. While I am optimist ic, we 

in the South Coast will not settle until we take that maiden train ride to Boston from New Bedford. 

Thank you for your time. 

-Nate 

Nathan C. Vuughan 

Admininrad11e Assistant - New Be.d[ord 

800 Purchase Stret!t Ne w Bedford, MA 02740 


Ph: 774.357.4008 Fax: 

ace 
774-3S7.3648. 


11a,s1·01. COJ.1.!,I U • ..:11 ,. (.0Ll.tG t. 

Fa ll Ai11(H • New Bedford · Attleboro ·Taunton · eLea,ninu 
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Steve Voluckas RECEIVED 
PO Box 784 
Fairhaven, MA 02719 MAR 15 2018 

Sec. Matthew A. Beaton, EOEEA 
100 Cambridge St, Suite 900 

MEPA
Boston, MA 02114 March 1, 2018 

Dear Sec. Beaton 

Since September 2016, I have attended several hearings concerning South Coast Rai l that 
more correctly should be expanded to include South Eastern Mass. Rai l or SEMRail. I have 
submitted numerous comments, in person, by emai l, and by letter to the MassDOT. 

The DSEIR under consideration includes the Pilerim Juncl'ion Stat inn concept yet totally 
175-1 ignores the need and economic benefit of indudine service to/from Providence and IE Green 

Airport as part of SFMBail and the benefits of using the AIR secondary Taunton is eliminated 
from SCR, and the proposed Ea st Taunton Station would be an unreasonable alternative. 

The DSEIR description of the Attleboro Routing Option, does not even mention Taunton, and 
describes the need for additional rails on the NEC to/from Boston, ignoring the fact that 
between Mansfield and South Att leboro, there are four tracks that pass through Attleboro 
Station. This would allow integration of additional service, without interfering with existing 
service. The issue of reverse motion operation should not be a problem, because several 
current trains on the NEC operate in reverse motion, being driven from the last car with the 
engine pushing from the rear. 

The phased approach of providing limited SCR service (without Taun ton), via the 
Mlddleboro Option, still requires several years before implementation. 

My Jan . 3, 2017 letter outlined a b£tter strategy of initiating SCR/SEMR service starting with 
shuttle service between Taunton and Attleboro, and expanding as reconstruction of the 
"southern triangle" and the Middleboro secondary progress. I had suggested a Tri station at 
Weir Junction TIN, allowing cross platform transfers, and integration of the mythical Stoughton 
Electric service in the future. Taunton residents probably wou ld prefer connecting service Via 
ATB over limited service in East Taunton, or WAITING for the Stoughton Electric. Most would 
prefer regular service to/from Providence over no service to Boston. 

A revised st rategy would be for a "Taunton Central Station" TCS (previously considered 
behind the RMV), that would eliminate. 6 of 20 grade crossings between Taunton and ATB, and 
could be initia t ed in months rather than years (ATB secondary in better condition) . 

In addition to connecting shuttle service, existing MBTA service between Boston and 
Providence could be extended to include TCS. Example: the current MBTA #843 train 
effectively repositions to ATB where it returns to SST as #842. This train could depart SST 
slightly earlier, arriving at TCS where #842 would originate, returning via ATB as scheduled. 
There are probably other times during the day when trains from SST or PVD could travel via ATB 
to TCS, and Initiate return trips. 

My letter of April 13, 2017 describes the potential for great economic benefit for Taunton 
and SCR/SEMR communities by direct access to NYC service. Acela service from NYC takes 
three hours to PVD. So Imagine people leaving NYCJ three hours later arriving in PVD, crossing 
the platform to board a train departing to TCS via ATB, and arriving less than 30 minutes later. 
Eventually that train could continue on to New Bedford, or Fall River, or Middleboro, or 
Wareham, or Buzzards Bay, or Cape Cod. 

The ATB secondary would allow for more efficient operation of SEMR, and without 
negatively impacting people on the MDB line, who do not want more trains. A circular pattern 
could operate providing one way northbound trains during the morning peak and one way 
southbound during the afternoon. Return trains could travel as coupled trains between SST 
and Mansfield, ATB, or TCS (depending on destination), where they wou ld decouple, with half 
proceeding to one destination, and half to another. , If coupling/decoupling is not an option (I 
never received an answer to this), and/or traffic on the NEC does not permit, return trains could 
utilize the Franklin line, Walpole junction, Foxboro tracks, Mansfield Junction, and a short 

1 stretch of NEC to/from ATB. 

Attached are some PowerPoint slides of DSEIR maps with arrows, to Illustrate how this 
pattern might look. A couple of aerial view slides of Taunton showing TCS and TIN, the number 
of grade crossings, and how elevated tracks (more expensive but... ) could improve safety and 
operations, while considering the probability of future flooding due to the proximity of the 
Taunton River and surrounding wetlands. 

Please consider my input while considering the DSEIR and planning for the future 
development of rail service that could truly benefit ALL citizens of Massachusetts. 

Thank you. 

~~ 
Steve Voluckas 
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Steve Voluckas 
PO Box 784 
Fairhaven, MA 02719 

Jean Fox & Kim Dobosz 
MassDOT I MBTA 
Ten Park Plaza, Suite 3910 
Boston, MA 02116 January 3, 2017 

Dear Ms Fox and Ms Dobosz 

Thank you for your letter ofNovember 22, 2016 regarding suggestions made in support of 
South Coast Rail 

As a citizen/taxpayer, l am all too familiar with the constraints and limitations placed on state 
agencies, especially during the recent financial crisis. It is incumbent on all agencies to find the 
most cost effective ways to provide services and infrastructure that will benefit the greatest 
number of people. 

At recent SCR hearings, there was universal support for the "Middleboro MDB option" by the 
SC cities ofNew Bedford NWB and Fall River FLR, mainly to get SCR up and running, after 25 
years ofdelays. The SC city ofTaunton TIN was opposed to MDB, because it essentially cut 
that city out of SCR, and the proposed "limited sefY/ce" would be unacceptably long. TIN 
preferred to wait for the "promised" Stoughton Electric option. 

My su111:estions mainly focused on usini: the Attleboro ATB secondary which apparently had 
175-2 been discarded durini: the ocii:inaI SCR assessment 

If MassDOT and the MBTA are truly committed to SCR and wish to start it for the minimum 
investment, minimum new construction, minimum additional equipment, with the greatest 
probability of success, and benefitting the most people, the A TB option should be revisited. 
Your ridership analysis should reveal a preference for frequent "connecting service" (via ATB) 
over limited and lengthy "through service" (via MDB), especially if the travel times were 
essentially the same. ATB would offer connections with existing MBTA service of 
approximately 20 trips per weekday to/from Boston, 20 trips to/from Providence, with 7 
trips that extend to/from TF Green Airport. The MOB line only offers approximately IO trips 
per weekday to/from Boston, with the proposed "limited" SCR service only offering 6 trips per 
day. 

ATB service could be started by using the money that would have been needed upgrading the 
MDB secondary, to upgrade the ATB secondary (same length), and build a station in TIN, 
preferably at the location recommended. One train could shuttle back and forth between TTN 
and ATB, providing connections to Boston, Providence, and TF Green. The TIN train would 
join the NEC tracks at ATB junction, traveling south (I 000 ft) to the ATB-N (northbound) 
platform, where passengers would unload, with passengers connecting to PVD or TFG crossing 
lo the ATB-S (southbound) platform. The TTN train would then retreat onto the ATB 
secondary, where it would wait until the northboundMBTA train to Boston passes, then return to 
ATB-N, where passengers from BOS, PVD, or TFG would board, and then depart for TIN. 

While and until the "southern triangle" is reconstructed, passengers could be bused between 
NWB and/or FLR and TTN, which would establish a level of service that would exist when 
service on each of the southern legs is opened. At that point, additional train(s) would be 
required, to provide service through TTN to/from A TB. 

When/if money becomes available to upgrade the MDB secondary service could be added via 
MDB, which would provide additional options for those traveling to/from BOS. Service could 
be extended to Wareham and Buzzards Bay, which would then become part of South Eastern 
Massachusetts Rail SEMR. 

Eventually, when the Stoughton Electric extension is completed, it would provide new service 
via TTN to SCR/SEMR destinations, with a level of demand already established. 

This seems like more measured approach to starting and expanding SCR, than beginning with 
a service pattern that would be unacceptable to many, and seemingly designed to fail. 

There seems to be three major obstacles to providing SCR via the A TB option: 
l. CSX still owns/controls/operates the A TB secondary 
2. NIMBY opposition to any train service pass,ing through the town of Norton 
3. The number of grade crossings in TTN on the ATB secondary 

Please offer the enclosed suggestions to the upc9ming Boards of Director meetings of the 
MBTA and MassDOT, as a possible solution to getting SCR up and running, and providing 
commuter rail service to southeastern Massachusetts that is long overdue. 

Thank you for your time and efforts in improving Massachusetts transportation. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Voluckas 
Email: voluckas@hotmail.com 
Phone: 508-737-3224 
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Steve Voluckas 
PO Box 784 
Fairhaven, MA 02719 

MassDOT / MBTA 
SCR Meeting 
Dartmouth, MA April 13,2017 

Dear MassDOT/MBTA 

There appears to be a huge lack of VISION on the part of 
MassDOT and MBT A, only seeing South Coast Rail as a remote 
branch of commuter rail serving Boston. 

In most comments submitted, I pointed out two major flaws in the 
planning and implementation of SCR. First, is the myopic focus only 
on commuter rail service between the South Coast and Boston, while 
ignoring the equal or greater need for service to Providence, the 
world to the west, and the region to the east including Cape Cod. 
Second is elimination of Taunton TTN as the rail hub and from 
SCR, as in the current proposal. 

My suggestions have mainly focused on using the Attleboro A TB 
secondary and the Taunton rail hub, as the key to opening the entire 
southeastern Massachusetts as a transportation NETWORK. 

IfMassDOT and MBTA are truly committed to SCR and wish to 
start it for the minimum investment, minimum new construction, 
minimum additional equipment, with the greatest probability ofsuccess, 
and benefitting the most people, the ATB option needs to be revisited. 
Ridership analysis should reveal a preference for frequent "connecting 
service" (via ATB) over limited and lengthy "through service" (via 
MDB-Middleboro), especially if the travel times were essentially the 
same. ATB would offer connections with existing MBTA service of 
approximately 20 trips per weekday to/from Boston, 20 trips 
to/from Providence, with 7 trips that extend to/from TF Green 
Airport. Providence service is a FREE add on. 

The MDB line only offers approximately 12 trips per weekday 
to/from Boston, with the proposed "limited" SCR service offering fewer. 

ATB service could be added using the money that would have 
been needed for the MDB secondary (same length), and to build a 
station in TTN (at recommended location). 

One train could shuttle back and forth between TTN and ATB, 
providing connections to Boston, Providence, and TF Green. 

The TTN train would join the NE Corridor tracks at ATB 
junction, traveling south (1000 ft) to the ATB-N (northbound) 
platform, where passengers would unload, with passengers 
connecting to PVD or TFG crossing to the ATB-S (southbound) 
platform. 

The TTN train would then retreat onto the ATB secondary, 
waiting until the northbound MBT A train to Boston passes, then 
return to ATB-N, where passengers from BOS, PVD, or TFG would 
board, and depart for TTN. On some trips, the TTN train could be 
used for Boston service, (such as 7:12 ATB originating train) 
thereby not requiring a change of trains. 

While and until the "southern triangle" is reconstructed, 
passengers could be bused between New Bedford and/or Fall River 
and TTN, which would establish a level of service that would exist 
when service on each of the southerni legs is opened. At that point, 
additional train(s) would be required, to provide service through 
TTN to/from A TB. 

When/if money becomes available to upgrade the MDB secondary 
service could be added via MDB, which would provide additional 
options for those traveling to/from BOS. Service could be extended 
to Wareham and Buzzards Bay, which would then become part of 
South Eastern Massachusetts Rail (SEMRail). 
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Eventually, when the Stoughton Electric extension is completed, it 
would provide new service via TTN to SCR/SEMR destinations, 
with a level of demand already established. 

This seems like more measured approach to starting and expanding 
SCR, than beginning with a service pattern that would be unacceptable 
to many, and seemingly designed to fail. 

There seems to be three major obstacles to providing SCR via the 
ATB option: 

I. CSX still owns/controls/operates the A TB secondary 
2. NIMBY opposition to any train service through the town ofNorton 
3. The number of grade crossings in TTN on the A TB secondary 

We all celebrate the success of the Cape Flyer. People on the 
Cape have always wished for a weekend train from NYC, but it 
would have to go to Braintree before turning to the Cape, adding 
almost an hour to the trip. 

Imagine if someone in NYC could board an Acela train, three 
hours later arrive in Providence, and walk across the platform to 
board a Cranberry Flyer train that came from TF Green Airport. 
The CranFlyer would depart for Attleboro; turn east to Taunton, 
Middleboro, Wareham, Buzzards Bay, and the Cape. Other trains 
could go to New Bedford or Fall River. 

This would transform SEMRail into a transportation network, 
and still provide service to Boston, with a choice of three routes 
from TTN: via ATB, via Stoughton, and via MDB. 

lsn't this a better vision of the future? 

Thank you for your efforts improving Massachusetts transportation. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Voluckas 


Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Steve Voluckas <voluckas@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, March 05, 2018 4:37 PM 
To: Patel, Purvi (EEA) 
Subject: SMER3 
Attachments: SCRTauntonNewProposal3.pptx 

Dear Secretary Beaton 

On Friday I mailed comments to your office regarding the upcoming SCR DSEIR hearing 
scheduled March 6 at UMASS Dartmouth. 

Part of that submittal included some slides as visual representation of what I was describing, 
but those had a couple of typos. Please replace those images with the enclosed PowerPoint 
slides that should provide better understanding. 

Thank you . 

Steve Voluckas 
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The Attleboro Secondary is a key to the success of SCR/SEMR! It opens the entire region as 
part of a rail network, and allows several options to make service more reliable, less impacting 
to communities, while making SCR/SEMR financially viable and sustainable. 

The PILGRIM JUNCTION STATION concept was envisioned as another key part of the 
SCR/SEMR network, providing service to Boston as well as service to/from Providence and TF 
Green Airport as well as Cape Cod. This suggestion was Included in this DSEIR. 

Finally, suggestions of the Attleboro Option would allow a circular pattern that would permit 
alternate routing to reposition trains and utilizing COUPLING/DECOUPLING TRAINS as a way to 
increase capacity during peak periods. MBTA policy of only coupling/decoupling empty trains, 
the limitations of platform lengths, need for double stopping, and South Station limitations 
clarifies issues with this suggestion. 

Please add these comments supporting SCR and the approval of the DSEIR. After 25 years, It 
is TIME FOR RAil SERVICE! 

Thank you. 

~~ 
Steve Voluckas 
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Patel, Purvi (EEA) 

From: Stanley Voluckas <voluckas@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2018 9:05 AM 
To: Patel, Purvl (EEA) 
Subject: SCR DSEIR Supplemental Comments 
Attachments: MEPA_NewComments2018.docx 

Good Morning Purvi 

Attached are supplemental comments regarding the SCR DSEIR. 

I mailed a hard copy, along with some previously submitted illustrations, on Tuesday, so you 
should receive them today or tomorrow. 

It was nice meeting you at the SCR hearing at UMASS Dartmouth earlier this 
month. Unfortunately, I was not able to attend the Taunton hearing. 

Hopefully, this will mark the beginning rebirth of SCR. 

Thank you. 

Steve Voluckas 

,._t l 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
56-1 Rahim Aghai The rail could offers many young & educated generations in our area the opportunity to live in our area and 

have the access to work in Boston, Quincy or RT 24 area with high tech companies. 
MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

56-2 Rahim Aghai Also Southcoast area has more affordable rental rates which could enable the young generation from big 
city who currently not able to afford to live in the metropolitan area to participate in the “big city” job 
market. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

57-1 Melinda Ailes I would like to strongly recommend that the DSEIR be accepted without additional review, that the we 
move forward with this initiative and that we also move forward simultaneously with the preferred 
Stoughton Route. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

58-1 Howe Allen I’m in complete favor of the SouthCoast rail project. For those of us who must commute to Boston it will be 
a great time and money saver as well as better for our environment. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

59-1 Karen Bailey 
Almeida 

I am writing to you today to ask for your support for the South Coast Rail. Better access to higher earning 
wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and 
tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the South Coast Rail Project completed by 
2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

60-1 Stacy Antonio Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the South 
Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

61-1 Debrah Atteberry For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended date of 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

61-2 Debrah Atteberry The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This service will help 
to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic 
opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

62-1 Tracy Silva 
Barbosa 

We NEED a proper Southcoast Rail service much like the Long Island Rail Road in NY. MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

62-2 Tracy Silva 
Barbosa 

Rolling schedule of convenient travel times, and speed MassDOT will continue to refine the schedule and operations for Phase 1 of the South 
Coast Project. This will include the possibility of express trains and skip stops to provide 
shorter travel times to and from the South Coast Region. 

63-1 Nicholas Christ -
BayCoast Bank 

The two phase approach offers significant time and cost savings, which make near-term commuter rail 
service to the South Coast a real possibility. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

63-2 Nicholas Christ -
BayCoast Bank 

The economic development opportunities offered by South Coast Rail will be important drivers in the future 
of the region. Further, the recently published Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 
demonstrates the benefits of expanded commuter rail service to the South Coast 

As described in Corridor Plan, the Full Build Project is anticipated to result in economic 
benefits and growth in jobs and households within the South Coast Region. Economic 
impacts are also a result of MassDOT's continued support of smart-growth land use 
policies by providing technical assistance grants to communities throughout the South 
Coast Region. More information about the positive impacts from the SCR Project can be 
found in the South Coast Rail Economic Development and Land Use Corridor Plan . 

64-1 Andrea Belanger For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended date of 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
65-1 Claudia Bender Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 

more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

66-1 Scott Bernard I do not believe, however, that the phased plan proposed will result in the quality service that the South 
Coast, and indeed South Eastern Massachusetts deserves. As a matter of fact, I firmly believe that the phased 
version of this project will result in a further deterioration to already defective commuter rail service along 
the already overburdened Old Colony Line. 

Operational considerations such as the Old Colony Main Line capacity were used to 
develop the operations plan for Phase 1. Phase 1 service will be achieved by extending the 
Middleborough Commuter Rail line, and utilizing only one new train set to achieve the 
service without further constraining the system. 

66-2 Scott Bernard Additionally, with the increased distance between the two new rail termini, any delay prior to Middleboro 
will only be magnified. 

Operational considerations such as distance to new termini were used to develop the 
operations plan for Phase 1. Phase 1 service will be achieved by extending the 
Middleborough Commuter Rail line and utilizing only one new train set to achieve the 
service without further constraining the system. 

66-3 Scott Bernard I will hazard to suggest that if MassDOT decides to move forward with this plan (over the combined 
objections of the towns of Middleboro and Lakeville and the City of Taunton) the result will be (as former 
New Bedford Mayor Lang, a supporter of SCR and Phase I, put it) that Phase II, or the Stoughton Option, will 
be effectively be killed 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build 
Project, while Phase 1 construction gets underway. 

67-1 Debby Boiros For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. Route 24 has had an inordinate amount of traffic, thus more accidents as people travelling from Fall 
River, New Bedford and Taunton and even Tiverton, RI use this route to the Boston area. 

Provision of commuter rail service to Southeastern Massachusetts is the goal of the South 
Coast Rail Project. Providing this service by 2022 is the goal of Phase 1. 

67-2 Debby Boiros I am 66 years old, a Realtor and have been hearing about a rail since I was 15. Areas that were not 
considered long ago now have the rail system yet the forgotten stepsister is still waiting. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

68-1 Bill Boles Before I retired and became a realtor , I commuted to BOSTON everyday by car. The commute was 
exhausting. The option of going to the train station in Middleboro was not appealing because I lived in 
Dartmouth. The ride to the station would have taken 30 to 40 mins. I might as well have kept driving to 
BOSTON. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

68-2 Bill Boles The train would not only would have helped me, but countless others to lessen the burden of driving to 
BOSTON . The train would lower the amount of commuter traffic. It would lessen concerns about air quality. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. MassDOT agrees, SCR will help take vehicles off the 
highways, improve air quality and offer a more comfortable commute. 

68-3 Bill Boles Another reason to have train service , would be to have professionals who cannot afford homes in the 
METRO BOSTON area , to be able to buy homes here at a lower price and commute. These professionals 
would add tax property income to all towns and they would become a part of a community 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. This sentiment has often been expressed in our 
meetings by those would like to remain living in Southeastern Massachusetts. 

68-4 Bill Boles The most viable option is the MIDDLEBORO track . This is less expensive and would suffice the needs of all 
the residents. Taunton and Fall River should be able to connect to MIDDLEBORO. Taunton has voiced the 
most concerns . I was wondering if a shuttle service could be entertained to get folks in Taunton ,to Fall River 
or Middleboro , if the connection by track is not viable. 

Thank you for the support of the Phase 1 service utilizing the Middleborough alignment. 
During Phase 1 MassDOT is working with GATRA to provide shuttle bus service to station 
locations to facilitate ridership from Taunton and other municipalities. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
69-1 Lisa Boragine There will be increased traffic around route 28 Rotary and the Project could possibly add dangerous 

chemicals to Middleboro drinking water. The traffic "study" was one day, didn't take into account the 
difference between traffic in June and other times of the year - there are seasonal traffic differences that 
must be accounted for. 

The proposed station at Pilgrim Junction Station is located proximate to Route 495 and is 
not anticipated to result in traffic patterns that will increase traffic in and around the Route 
28 rotary. 

69-2 Lisa Boragine The South Coast rail project has had numerous studies that show the Stoughton route is much preferred. The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build 
Project. The use of Middleborough Secondary as a Phase 1 service is not an alternative to 
the Full Build. The design and permitting for the Full Build are advancing and will continue 
to advance as Phase 1 construction gets underway. 

69-3 Lisa Boragine We need to go electric, it's the best way for the state to reduce its carbon footprint Although the Phase 1 Service will continue to use diesel locomotives, the analysis included 
the phasing of cleaner-burning locomotives into the fleet through-out the system by 2030. 
The Full Build Project includes the use of electric locomotives. 

69-4 Lisa Boragine So why is the Middleboro route being completed at all? There needs to be an investigation into who 
specifically financially benefits from this Middleboro plan, because it makes no sense to spend limited state 
funds on this transportation plan. There already is a Middleboro station. 

As described in the DSEIR, the Phase 1 project will build 56% of the infrastructure needed 
for the Full Build. Constructing this portion of the project early results in an overall cost 
savings by reducing future escalation of construction costs. 

69-5 Lisa Boragine We don't need a second station when the people of Fall River and the people of New Bedford still have zero 
access. 

SCR Phase 1 will provide access to Fall River and New Bedford through the construction of 
Fall River Depot Station, Kings Highway, and Whale's Tooth Stations. Chapter 2 describes 
station locations and phased service. 

70-1 Crystal Baldwin Please bring early commuter rail service to New Bedford, Fall River and Taunton. This is innovative, costs less 
and avoids some of the very tricky environmental challenges posed by only using the "Stoughton Route” 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

70-2 Crystal Baldwin This rail would allow students to commute from anywhere along the line. A Taunton resident could save 
tuition by commuting to Umass Dartmouth vs into Boston 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

70-3 Crystal Baldwin As a Fairhaven resident, I appreciate that my daughters and I would be able to commute into Boston. 
Families would be more likely to take a trip into Boston 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

71-1 David Brodeur The New Bedford area in particular has very little job growth Improved mobility and fostering more livable communities in the South Coast will aid in 
increasing the economic output of these areas. Service will connect people to new 
opportunities across the region. 

71-2 David Brodeur There are a lot of people from the area commuting daily The Project will provide more than 1,600 new daily trips from the South Coast Region to 
Boston, improving mobility and access, while reducing accidents and vehicle miles traveled 
on roadways. 

71-3 David Brodeur The area is depressed and this can only help. I have been part owner of a retail business in the Kings 
Highway Area for 35+ years. I welcome the project. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

72-1 Abraham Brody Dualize all railway lines at each station so delays due to snow are less problematic on the Old Colony lines Thank you for your comment. While SCR Phase 1 incorporates system operations to ensure 
planning for additional system wide improvements, the scope of SCR is ongoing as part of 
the Commuter Rail Vision and Focus40 program. 

72-2 Abraham Brody Build a monorail down route 3 to Sagamore and even Cape Cod. MassDOT thanks you for your comment. Future Commuter Rail Service to the Cape will be 
studied as a separate project. 

72-3 Abraham Brody Build a monorail between South Station and North Station. MassDOT thanks you for your comment. North/South connections in Boston have long 
been considered as a separate project. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
72-4 Abraham Brody Electrify all lines to offer faster service. Kingston to Braintree can be done in half an hour if electric engines 

are used. 
Phase 1 will utilize diesel engines for service to avoid the extensive cost and disruptive 
service shutdowns that would be required along the Old Colony lines to electrify service to 
Boston. The Full Build will include the use of electric locomotives. 

72-5 Abraham Brody Fix the connection to Plymouth so backtracking does not need to be done to enter Plymouth, and offer 
more trains to Plymouth. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. Service to Plymouth is outside the scope of this 
filing. 

72-6 Abraham Brody For the New Bedford Extension, make sure New Bedford trains only take an hour to get Boston. If that 
means reducing the stops for New Bedford trains, that would help. 

MassDOT is continuing to investigate options for reducing trip times. Operational 
refinements will continue through design and operation of Phase 1. 

72-7 Abraham Brody Use Snowplow engines on both sides of the commuter rails and set them up before storms. That will help 
get trains moved out quicker when it snows. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. MBTA operations continues to improve systems 
for poor weather performance. 

73-1 Douglas Brown As a Falmouth resident I urge you to implement phase 1 with the middleboro line. It seems the most cost 
effective use of public funds. Rail service to New Bedford would be an excellent partnership with Steamship 
Authority plans to expand service to Martha's Vineyard from New Bedford 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

73-2 Douglas Brown I hope there could also be continued service to North Falmouth Cape Flyer Service will continue and will not be impaired by the Phase 1 Service. 

73-3 Douglas Brown There is still state land there that could facilitate a station MassDOT thanks you for your comment. The station alternatives selection process is 
described in the FEIR and the DSEIR in Chapter 2. 

74-1 Kristi Butler Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

75-1 David Cabral As significant taxpayers of the Commonwealth, we deserve commuter rail service to Boston to provide a 
host of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised better. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

75-2 David Cabral Better access to higher earning wages, universities, top medical specialists and facilities; in addition to more 
opportunity for travel and tourism. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

76-1 William Callahan New Bedford and Fall River residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to 
Boston. This service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally 
provide a host of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail 
service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

77-1 Caryn Campbell Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

78-1 Robert Caron The SCR project will be beneficial to the South Coast region regarding economic stimulus, employment 
mobility, income growth, and many cultural and social impacts that have been lacking for this long-
neglected area of the Commonwealth. Phasing the project will allow these benefits to begin to be achieved 
in an impressively accelerated and timely manner. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

79-1 Steve Castellina Hard to believe that State is proposing outdated diesel over electric rail service. This added pollution to 
Southeastern Massachusetts is unacceptable. 

Although Phase 1 service will continue to use diesel locomotives, the analysis included the 
phasing of cleaner-burning locomotives into the fleet through-out the system by 2030. The 
Full Build Project includes the use of electric locomotives. 1-233



             
                

                
   

           
               
           

          

                  
                 
       

      

             
          

      

            

                    
              

           

      

                
        

      

                   
         

          
            

         
              

               

                 
                

      

                     
        

      

      

             
                     
               

 

            
            

               
                

         

            
          

          
              
            
           
   

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
79-2 Steve Castellina This project will always be another financial drain on the MBTA's budget as the ridership will be poor 

because of the excessive time it the rail trip will take to between destinations. I totally disagree with the 
CTPS ridership study. Please look closely at the methodology with which it was done and also the 
conclusions that they reached. 

CTPS ridership model used the most up-to-date data available to model ridership for both 
Phase 1 and the Full Build. Phase 1 service is projected to result in approximately 1,600 new 
daily inbound boardings, on an annual basis equaling over 800,000 trips per year for 
passengers. MassDOT is continuing to pursue options for reducing travel times for Phase 1 
service. 

79-3 Steve Castellina For instance, they say that 21% or 22% of the residents in New Bedford or Fall River do not have 
automobiles. Most of these people probably have minor children and are on Welfare. No way will they be 
commuting to Boston for a twelve hour day. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

80-1 Mary-Carol Cate This service will provide so many economic opportunities to this area, along with better access to medical 
specialists and universities, easier travel to and from Boston, as well as more opportunity for tourism. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

81-1 G. Chace BELIEVE IT IS IMPORTANT FOR THIS RAIL SERVICE! MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

82-1 Paul Chasse Rail service to the areas of New Bedford, Fall River and Taunton. The project will reconnect the South Coast 
to Boston and cities and towns along the way, take vehicles off our overcrowded highways, improve air 
quality, encourage tourism, provide jobs and support smart growth in the region. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

82-2 Paul Chasse The benefits are enormous and long overdue for the only Massachusetts’ region, 50 miles outside of 
Boston, that does not currently have passenger rail service. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

83-1 Paul Chenard On the segment of the Stoughton alignment, I would like to see a paved Bike Path installed between Boston 
& Stoughton as we wait for the line to be activated. 

While the Phase 1 construction gets underway, the Administration is committed to 
advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build Project. This will include looking for 
opportunities to improve multimodal access to and from the stations. Currently, MassDOT 
does not have plans to pursue a bike path along the proposed Full Build alignment, much 
of which is not currently in MassDOT ownership and does not have a rail bed in place. 

84-1 Jackie Connolly This service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host 
of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

85-1 Richard Connor The rail will have a huge impact on the south coast, not only allowing people living down here to access 
employment opportunities in the Boston area but it will increase 
tourism from Boston to the south coast. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

86-1 Jen Cote Our neighborhood concern is cars cutting through our neighborhood, to avoid railroad crossings & increase 
traffic on RT 138. Overall traffic will be increased if a stop or crossing on 138 because people may avoid 138 
and use neighborhood side streets that are not wide enough, and the area is densely populated with houses 
& families. 

The DSEIR included a grade crossing analysis to determine if mitigation is required for any 
locations that may experience a reduction in traffic operations, as described in Chapter 5. 

86-2 Jen Cote My main concern lies in traffic, noise & environmental impacts surrounding railroad tracks, crossing and their 
effects on the real people who live near these stations, & crossings. More people taking the train is great, 
but it also brings negatives to the neighborhoods around these stations, & crossings. 

Analyses of traffic and noise were key components of the DSEIR for SCR Phase 1 service. 
MassDOT uses federal and state guidelines to minimize and mitigate the impacts from 
public transportation improvement projects like SCR. MassDOT recognizes that even with 
the benefit of the reduction in overall traffic due to access to public transit, concerns with 
traffic at grade crossings and stations are an important consideration. Chapter 5 of the 
DSEIR describes the proposed measures to improve traffic flow around station locations 
and grade crossings. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
87-1 Christopher 

D'Anna 
Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

88-1 Rene Davey My family needs the option to get to Boston using the safest way available. Please use the existing railway to 
bring the train to New Bedford as soon as possible! 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

89-1 Celia & Rob 
DelGaudio 

As business owners and residents we ask that you continue to push for the South Coast Rail, which is long 
overdue. Route 24 badly needs relief and the towns of Fall River and New Bedford should benefit from this 
investment. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

90-1 Dawn Delvin I am writing to you in strong support of the aggressive startup plan Phase 1 of the South Coast Rail. I am 
asking for my family and my community that this move forward. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

90-2 Dawn Delvin Our home sales would benefit from people wanting to relocate here, our local businesses would thrive, the 
opportunities for people who can’t commute because of lack of transportation with be eliminated, the list 
goes on and on. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

90-3 Dawn Delvin I do understand the concerns of the people in Middleboro. In our little town we had 2 industrial sized wind 
turbines erected that have caused stress and health issues because of the sound, flicker, and infrasound. I 
really can understand the concerns however I strongly feel that this rail could move forward without harm to 
the citizens of Middleboro. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

91-1 John Doherty If you are going to build the rail it should be done the right way and go through Taunton. The real need is 
the Stoughton line. The phase 1 is like putting perfume on a pig. Don’t take the route of least resistance. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build 
Project, as Phase 1 construction gets underway. 

92-1 Laura Douglas -
Bristol 
Community 
College President 

Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

93-1 Dave Dubak Please consider the south Coast Rail Project, it will Better access to higher earning wages, better access to 
universities, better access to medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the 
reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

94-1 Kreg Espinola And while I no longer need commuter rail to commute on a regular basis, I see a great many people here do 
need it. And I must say, that South Coast commuter rail would have extraordinary benefits to the South 
Coast, and the Commonwealth as a whole. The South Coast is an amazing place to call home, commuter rail 
would bring many more people to our communities to visit and live. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

95-1 Megan Faber I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended date of 2022. Better access to higher earning 
wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and 
tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 
2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
96-1 Bruce Fernandes The positive effects rail service will have on the South Coast are immeasurable. From an economic 

development standpoint rail service means that SouthCoast residents will have better access to employment 
opportunities in areas serviced by the commuter rail withouth having to move into those areas which are 
chacterized by a higher cost of living. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

96-2 Bruce Fernandes Similarly, I believe that families from the mero-Boston area will choose to relocate to the SouthCoast for 
housing purposes or choose to continue to work in Boston so long as they are afforded a safe, affordable, 
efficient and reliable means of transportation to and from Boston. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

96-3 Bruce Fernandes Given that Phase 1 supports the overall Full Build of South Coast Rail without additional cost, along with the 
positive impact rail service will have on the economic development of the region, it is without hesitation that 
I support Phase 1 of the South Coast Rail project. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

97-1 Marcus Ferro Found the meeting to be informative, engaging, and encouraging, hearing Secretary Pollack's remarks give 
me new confidence in the implementation of this groundbreaking project. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

98-1 Jessamyn 
Finneran 

Please bring us the train. The the South Coast has been neglected by the state house for far too long. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

99-1 Alan Freitas This region continues to be in dire need of: 
- Easier access to better medical specialists 
- Improved access to institutions of higher education 
- Better access to greater employment and higher wages 
- Increased opportunities for travel and tourism 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

99-2 Alan Freitas Southeastern Massachusetts residents need your and the Commonwealth's support, and I urge everyone 
involved to help make the SouthCoast Rail Project a reality by pushing forward to insure that Phase 1 is 
completed by the 2022 deadline. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

100-1 Jeanne Fuller-
Jones 

Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

101-1 Peter Gannon I support the SouthCoast Rail Project. Please help to make it happen. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

102-1 Dawn Gaudreau Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons 
that we need to see phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

103-1 Ellen Gitlin New Bedford is in dire need for the rail to be extended to our area. This is so important for the growth of the 
area. We are on the cusp of growing in a new direction and I feel that this is imperative to this growth. We 
have such potential and the rail is a significant part of this for business, real estate and a lot more. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
104-1 Lou Gitto I agree with the practicalit of providing substantial service to Fall River and New Bedford implementing 

"Phase 1" a full 8 years earlier than anticipated in the "Full Build Project" schedule and doing so with minimal 
environmental impact. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

104-2 Lou Gitto but what is not menitioned is the opportunity to rethink the "Full Build Project" will be the last of the 19th 
century railroad projects or an early entrant into the 21st century rail-like transportation projects in the USA. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build 
Project, as Phase 1 construction gets underway. MassDOT will continue to coordinate with 
USACE to complete the design and documentation to support permit applications for the 
Full Build. 

104-3 Lou Gitto I continue to question why is it that the Commonwealth would want to design a rail system that with a 
maximum speed of 79 mph (see page 2-53) will be in place forever (a very long time). I urge that, as Mass 
DOT implements Phase 1, the Commonwealth think carefully when answering that question and in the 
process seek alternatives. 

MassDOT will continue to investigate operational adjustments to reduce travel time to the 
terminal stations in New Bedford and Fall River. 

104-4 Lou Gitto Additionally, and no small matter, are the service constraints on the Northeast Corridor's existing system that 
must be overcome to create a robust, long term increase in service, factors not included in this Full Build 
Project but which need to be paid for. All these factors and more scream for a re-look before sinking money 
into this long term project 

Efforts such as the MBTA's Commuter Rail Vision Study, Focus40, and the Governor's 
Commission on the Future of Transportation in the Commonwealth include studies of 
additional regional rail service. Factors such as capacity along the northeast corridor and 
the proposed South Station Expansion project were included in the analysis for both the 
Full Build and the Phase 1 service. 

104-5 Lou Gitto I urge an addition to the Phase 1 project. That addition is the early advancement of the depression of the rail 
in Stoughton 

Phasing the project is specifically intended to provide service in a shorter timeframe. 
Complex additions to the Phase 1 program, such as a change to the preferred alternative 
for Full Build, would not be achievable within timeframe set for operations. 

104-6 Lou Gitto The Town of Stoughton continues to be firm in its position that the rail line through Stoughton Center must 
be depressed. A meeting between the Town and the Commonwealth took place at the Stoughton Town Hall 
on 2/28/2014. There has been no substantive follow-up since that time. This issue must be resolved to 
include a depressed rail - designed, costs determined and fairly assessed, and the project implemented soon -
if the Full Build Project continues to be the chosen option. 

Depressing the line through Stoughton is not included in the Preferred Alternative. Full 
Build designs will be advanced as the Phase 1 service gets underway. Investigation of 
alternatives to the Full Build Preferred Stoughton Straight Electric alternative was 
undertaken as part of the FEIS/FEIR process, completed in 2013. 

104-7 Lou Gitto Implementing our plan is hindered because the State has not addressed the depression of the rail through 
Stoughton Center. If our downtown is split by this project at grade, it will be devastating because 
appropriate development will not occur. If the project is to be depressed, it should be done as part of the 
Phase 1 to take advantage of lower costs and to provide certainty to investors. Developers are reluctant to 
invest where there is such a high downside risk of this large unknown. 

Depressing the line through Stoughton is not included in the Preferred Alternative. Full 
Build designs will be advanced as the Phase 1 service gets underway. Investigation of 
alternatives to the Full Build Preferred Stoughton Straight Electric alternative was 
undertaken as part of the FEIS/FEIR process, completed in 2013. 

105-1 Wally Glendye As a concerned citizen from the town of Middleboro I urge you to include a traffic study not just on the new 
proposed station in our town but its impact on our overly congested rotary. I keep hearing that the traffic 
impact would be less than it is now but how would anyone know since we don't have a train station. 
Lakeville may have one up the street but I guarantee that the current traffic patterns will change and side 
roads will be impacted now that access to route 44 via route 105 would be more enticing. 

Selection of the preferred Pilgrim Junction location in the DSEIR included an analysis of 
traffic to and from the new station location. The station's proximity to 495 and projected 
traffic patterns do not create more congestion at the rotary. 

105-2 Wally Glendye If the rotary can be fixed first then you may gain support from citizens of this town. The provision of commuter rail service to the Southeastern part of the state has a separate 
purpose from the rotary project. 

106-1 Joseph Gomes For too long residents of Southeastern Mass., have been without passenger rail service to Boston. I urge for 
the completion of this project. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
107-1 Margarita 

Graham 
It has been a long time promise of rail service to our region and I am asking that you accept this 
correspondence supporting moving forward with Phase 1 of the SCR project. We would ultimately have 
better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

108-1 Kathleen Guarino Please move ahead with rail service toNew Bedford and Fall River. Phase one needs to start immediately. MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

109-1 Ann Guinen Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

110-1 Susan Haley This service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

110-2 Susan Haley additionally provide a host of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been 
promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

111-1 Barbara Hall This service would benefit both the Greater Boston Area as well as the SouthCoast by enlarging the 
affordable housing pool for Boston while additionally providing a host of economic opportunities to 
Southeastern Massachusetts, 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

111-2 Barbara Hall And I can only believe that this enrichment “works both ways,” in that Boston – and the Commonwealth as a 
whole – can also benefit from an enlarged pool of human talent and diversity, as well as the increased tax 
revenue that would result from the greater employment and commerce the passenger rail would make 
possible for residents of this part of the state. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

111-3 Barbara Hall Extended passenger rail service could also contribute to improved safety by reducing some of the traffic on 
our congested highways. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

111-4 Barbara Hall Better access to higher wage jobs, universities, medical specialists, and more tourism (in both directions!) are 
among the many reasons we need to see Phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by its intended 
date of 2022. I urge all involved to make passenger rail service a reality for the residents of Southeastern 
Massachusetts. Investing in this project now will positively affect the future not only for this area, but for the 
entire Commonwealth. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

112-1 Stephanie 
Harding 

The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This service will help 
to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic 
opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

113-1 Paul Helgesen It will open up more affordable housing to potentially thousands who now find home ownership in the 
Boston area virtually impossible. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

113-2 Paul Helgesen It will dramatically reduce the nightmare commute from the SC to Boston every day for thousands stuck in 
bumper to bumper traffic. 

Increasing regional mobility is a cornerstone of the South Coast Rail Project. A major goal 
of the South Coast Rail Project is the reduction in vehicle miles traveled between the South 
Coast Region and Boston area. 

113-3 Paul Helgesen It will make Fall River and New Bedford naturals as a pleasant weekend getaway for Boston people, 
especially in the summer. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
114-1 Freeman Hill Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 

more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

115-1 Gillian and David 
Holroyd 

This rail service would be of great help in terms of commuting to work. Increasing regional mobility is a cornerstone of the South Coast Rail Project. A major goal 
of the South Coast Rail Project is the reduction in vehicle miles traveled between the South 
Coast Region and Boston area. 

115-2 Gillian and David 
Holroyd 

Using a train for this journey rather than having to rely upon the roads, particularly Route 24, clogged with 
traffic or dangerous in inclement weather, would be very welcome. 

Increasing regional mobility is a cornerstone of the South Coast Rail Project. A major goal 
of the South Coast Rail Project is the reduction in vehicle miles traveled between the South 
Coast Region and Boston area. 

115-3 Gillian and David 
Holroyd 

We believe that the south coast towns of Fall River and New Bedford would benefit economically from this 
connection to Boston. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

116-1 Donna Horvath I have serious concerns that if Phase 1 is built, Phase 2 will never happen. Although the Full-Build cost is 
significant, $3 billion, the State spent the same amount for the Green Line Extentions, this project would 
benefit an entire region (with much greater economic need). 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build 
Project, as Phase 1 construction gets underway. MassDOT will coordinate with USACE to 
complete the design and documentation to support permit applications for the Full Build. 

117-1 Christopher 
Howard 

This service will help to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host 
of economic opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. 

118-1 Elizabeth 
Isherwood 

As a lifelong resident and business owner in the Southeastern part of Massachusetts, I urge you to move 
forward on Phase I of South Coast Rail. I urge that the draft environmental review study be approved and 
that further study is not needed. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

119-1 Andrew Jennings As a person who is interested in better connectivity by public transportation within the Commonwealth, I 
support both the phasing of the project, and moving forward on the full Stoughton Electric option. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

119-2 Andrew Jennings Clarification of where track changes will be made, The DSEIR provided supplemental information on the new Phase 1 elements. As stated in 
the document, the Middleborough Secondary will be single track, with a 1,800-foot 
maintenance of way siding. All other proposed track infrastructure from Cotley Junction 
south was included in the FEIS/FEIR for the Full Build, and are components of the Southern 
triangle that are common to Phase 1. 

119-3 Andrew Jennings Inclusion of a string line of the operation to make it clear that the schedule is realistic, The SCR Phase 1 operation plan is currently being reviewed with MBTA Railroad 
Operations. Detailed operating plans and stringlines will be included in the final report to 
MassDOT and MBTA. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
119-4 Andrew Jennings Answer a number of unknowns regarding scheduling and service, such as weekend service, intermodal 

options, and individual train loadings 
DSEIR Chapter 2, Sections 2.6.1 and 2.6.7, include proposed station operation details (e.g., 
feeder bus connections, pedestrian accommodations, parking and vehicular access, and 
bus/kiss & ride accommodations). Section 2.6.6 notes that Phase 1 service will include 16 
new coaches. Some of the existing single level coaches on the Old Colony Lines will be 
replaced with bi-level coaches to accommodate the new riders, and some trainsets will be 
expanded to six cars as needed to accommodate ridership. Detailed scheduling and 
weekend service are being refined with MBTA Railroad Operations. 

119-5 Andrew Jennings Correction of the flawed assumption on the time required to reverse a train at an intermediate stop enroute, 
which will bring some of the rejected options back into consideration, 

Reversing the train requires additional time for signal system route establishment (time-
outs) and a member of the train crew to be positioned at the opposite end of the train 
from the engineer to look out for obstructions, pedestrians and general safety conditions, 
and to conduct the required Class II brake tests. Fifteen minutes has been scheduled to 
support this operation. This reverse move would impact all passengers using the service 
from the South Coast Study Area. This would impact the customer experience for new 
riders, and would result in lower ridership for the Phase 1 service. This option creates the 
longest travel time for New Bedford/Fall River riders (105+ minutes) of the Pilgrim Junction 
service options considered in the DSEIR, and does not meet the Project goal of reducing 
trip time to the maximum extent practicable. 

119-6 Andrew Jennings Addition of electric infrastructure to Phase 1 for those segments in common to both Phase 1 and Stoughton 
Electric, and the acquisition of dual mode locomotives, 

There are environmental, financial, and operational constraints that would make such an 
option impracticable for implementation by 2022. 

119-7 Andrew Jennings Review of time savings estimate Please see Section 1.6 of the DSEIR for a discussion of the improvement in peak period 
travel times compared to autos and buses, which share the right-of-way with vehicles. By 
operating in a separate right-of-way, trains have more consistent travel times and therefore 
are more predictable than driving during the peak travel times. The comparison provided in 
the DSEIR is based on current vehicle travel times; it is expected that future vehicle travel 
times will increase due to further congestion, increasing the travel time savings offered by 
MBTA commuter rail service. 

119-8 Andrew Jennings A discussion of the impact of the requirement for a one seat ride. As explained in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.3.1, providing a one-seat ride between Fall 
River/New Bedford and Boston was one of the criteria MassDOT used to evaluate the 
feasibility and practicability of each of the routing options because a cross-platform 
transfer would increase the travel time and would decrease the attractiveness of the Phase 
1 service, which would result in lower ridership. In addition, public engagement in 2016 and 
2017 included negative feedback regarding potential two-seat options, reinforcing the 
impact that a transfer would have on ridership. 

119-9 Andrew Jennings A discussion of the impact of the addition of PTC on the Middleboro Main Line. Properly designed, PTC 
should add capacity. 

PTC does not add capacity. It is designed to be an overlay on top of the signal system that 
conservatively enforces signals and speed restrictions. 

119-10 Andrew Jennings A review of the need for the Freetown station. The Freetown station demand is included in the DSEIR and the supplemental CTPS 
documentation included as an appendix. 

1-240



              
              

         
             

              
  

                   
              
                
                

               
 

          

               
                
         

             
                 

               
         

             
           

           
    

                 
          

             
          

             
 

                      
             
        

               
  

        
           
  

                 
                  

                 
               

   

               
             
           
               

              
              
          
             

              
           

              
          

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
119-11 Andrew Jennings The final EIR should include diagrams which would clarify where changes would be made to the existing 

infrastructure, and where the proposed phase 1 infrastructure is different from that as proposed in the 
FEIS/FEIR. 

The DSEIR provided supplemental information on the new Phase 1 elements. As described 
in the document, the Middleborough secondary will be single tracked, with a 1,800-foot 
maintenance of way siding. All other double track and track infrastructure was disclosed in 
the FEIS/FEIR. 

119-12 Andrew Jennings As written, the draft is not clear about key track construction. For example, the construction of a new 
connection between the New Bedford Main Line and the Middleboro Secondary at Cotley Junction is 
mentioned once, on page 8 – 51, in the discussion of wetlands, water quality and waterways. That 
connection is not discussed in section 2.6.2 Track Infrastructure nor is any need for land taking mentioned. 
No comment is made whether this connection will require the removal of freight rail access to the Quad 
Graphics facility. 

Freight rail access will be maintained into the Quad Graphics facility. 

119-13 Andrew Jennings Similarly, there is an 1,800 foot siding mentioned in Section 2.6.2 that is not mentioned elsewhere in the 
draft. Is this the same siding as the 1,500 foot maintenance of way siding? If not its purpose and location 
and purpose along the 7.1 mile Middleboro Secondary is not clear. 

The 1,800-foot siding in Taunton has an effective storage length of 1,500 feet. These refer 
to the same siding. The purpose of the siding is a maintenance of way siding for disabled 
trains. 

119-14 Andrew Jennings What are the plans for weekend service? Will the eight weekend Middleboro / Lakeville trains be extended? 
Which will go to New Bedford and which to Fall River? 

Weekend service will be consistent with the “MBTA Service Delivery Policy” approved by 
the Fiscal and Management Control Board on January 23, 2017. Commuter Rail frequency 
standard is 3 hours in each direction. The existing trains from Middleborough/Lakeville will 
be extended and split equally. 

119-15 Andrew Jennings What will be the impact of commuter rail on the current private bus operations between Boston and 
southeastern Massachusetts? Will MassDOT change the support that it provides these bus routes through its 
BusPlus program? Was any consideration given to acceptance of bus tickets on commuter rail (and vice 
versa) and its impact on both bus services and commuter rail ridership? 

DSEIR Chapter 2, Table 2-10, summarizes the potential impact on private buses under the 
studied conditions. 

119-16 Andrew Jennings What is the matrix of ridership by train and station? DSEIR Chapter 2, Table 2-9, presents the ridership estimates for the 2030 No Action and 
Phase 1 service. Comparing the No Action to the Phase 1 projected ridership provides an 
estimate of the impact of Phase 1 service on ridership. 

119-17 Andrew Jennings What consideration was given to intermodal service on trains where ridership was particularly light and per 
passenger subsidies particularly high? 

MassDOT is working with local bus service providers to enhance intermodal connections. 
Chapter 2 described some of the initial commitments to bus routes that will service Phase 1 
commuter rail stations. 

119-18 Andrew Jennings The assumption that 15 minutes is required to reverse a train at an intermediate station must be challenged 
as it is clearly an arbitrary assumption. The impact of the time to reverse a train must be evaluated. I would 
evaluate, at a minimum, reversal times at a station of 3 and 8 minutes for each of the option that involves a 
reversal. I expect that other options would rise to the top as a result, options that would reduce capital costs 
and environmental impacts of construction. 

There are three daily trains that arrive in Kingston that must turn for Plymouth before 
heading back to Boston. Each of these schedules show 12 minutes between arrival and 
departure at Kingston. Reversing the train requires additional time for signal system route 
establishment (time-outs) and a member of the train crew to be positioned at the opposite 
end of the train from the engineer to look out for obstructions, pedestrians and general 
safety conditions, and to conduct the required Class II brake tests. Fifteen minutes has 
been scheduled to support this operation. This reverse move would impact all passengers 
using the service from the South Coast Study Area. This would impact the customer 
experience for new riders, and would result in lower ridership for the Phase 1 service. This 
option creates the longest travel time for New Bedford/Fall River riders (105+ minutes) of 
the Pilgrim Junction service options considered in the DSEIR, and does not meet the 
Project goal of reducing trip time to the maximum extent practicable. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
119-19 Andrew Jennings The logic that construction should be advanced to save money in the long run should be applied to 

electrification of the trackage in common between phase 1 and the FEIS/FEIR. 
The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build 
Project, as Phase 1 construction gets underway. Phase 1 will utilize diesel engines for 
service to avoid the extensive cost and disruptive service shutdowns that would be required 
along the Old Colony lines to electrify service to Boston. Although the Phase 1 Service will 
continue to use diesel locomotives, the analysis included the phasing of cleaner-burning 
locomotives into the fleet through-out the system by 2030. The Full Build Project includes 
the use of electric locomotives. 

119-20 Andrew Jennings A review of the time savings should be made to see if they are overoptimistic The Operating Plan for the travel demand model was developed based on the proposed 
operations described in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.4.1. Rail travel times for the Phase 1 
service were calculated for operation in the forecast year and reflect the Phase 1 
improvements and service modifications. The anticipated travel time reduction below 90 
minutes noted in Section 2.4.1 would positively affect the ridership results provided in 
Section 2.5.3, as the lower travel time would make rail trips more attractive to users. 

119-21 Andrew Jennings The improvement time over bus needs to be documented as the bus schedules are essentially comparable to 
the proposed rail schedules. 

Please see Section 1.6 of the DSEIR for a discussion of the improvement in peak period 
travel times compared to autos and buses, which share the right-of-way with autos. By 
operating in a separate right-of-way, trains have more consistent travel times and therefore 
are more predictable than driving during the peak travel times. The comparison provided in 
the DSEIR is based on current vehicle travel times; it is expected that future vehicle travel 
times will increase due to further congestion, increasing the travel time savings offered by 
MBTA commuter rail service. 

119-22 Andrew Jennings Also, the assumptions used in the CTPS ridership model for travel times by bus and auto need to be 
documented so their reasonableness can be judged. 

DSEIR Appendix A includes a CTPS memorandum that addresses methodology and 
assumptions of South Coast Rail modeling; operating schedules for Phase 1 and the 
Preferred Alternative, and detailed modeling results. 

119-23 Andrew Jennings Properly designed, PTC should allow trains to follow each other more closely creating additional capacity. A 
discussion of how much capacity is added on the Middleboro line should be included in the DSEIR. 

PTC does not add capacity. It is designed to be an overlay on top of the signal system that 
conservatively enforces signals and speed restrictions. The negative impacts of PTC on the 
MBTA Commuter Rail Operations in terms of limiting speed and additional travel time are 
not yet known. 

119-24 Andrew Jennings Projected 2030 boardings at Freetown are only 60 passengers per day, less than two busloads. Even with the 
full Stoughton Electric, the 2040 projected boarding are only 140 passengers per day. A re-evaluation of the 
benefits of this stop compared to its costs should be conducted. 

Freetown station provides an important departure and alighting point along the Southern 
Triangle that reduces vehicle trip times for passengers living the central portion of the 
corridor. 

120-1 Marlene Jones The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This service will help 
to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic 
opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

121-1 Ushminder Kaur For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its indented date of 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

122-1 Will Keene With the money this Railroad will cost the State and our residents you could buy and give everyone in the 
affected Areas a Self Driving Electric Care, by the time this project is finished electric Self Driving 
transportation may be a reality. It would save the State Money and would be better for our environment. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
123-1 Bryon Kuehne The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This service will help 

to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic 
opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

124-1 Kerri Kuehne For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its indented date of 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

125-1 Dom Lee My first concern would be the displacement of elderly families who will not be able to afford the new 
property taxes. My understanding of the project is that property evaluations in the area could raise 100% to 
200%. There are many families and the elderly who will not be able to afford this new tax bill and will be 
forced to sell their property. 

MassDOT is committed to working with communities within the Southeast Corridor to 
address growth pressures and increased costs through Smart Growth planning. 

125-2 Dom Lee Secondly, while I understand the current project is controlled by MassDot it is my understanding that after 
the project is built this system would transfer to the MBTA System, or whatever third party company, to 
manage the system. The MBTA operates in a multi-million dollar deficit every year and also as a multi-billion 
dollar capital plan. How can we look to add on to this service when the current system is in such poor shape? 

MassDOT and the MBTA are preparing a financing and operations plan that will be 
presented to the Fiscal Management and Control Board. 

125-3 Dom Lee How can we spend 1 billion dollars on this project but not know how much it will cost to run? What State 
programs will have to be cut to fund for this project’s operating expenses? 

The annual net O&M Cost estimated for the program is $10.7M (2017$) as detailed in 
DSEIR Chapter 2.6.9, pages 59-60. As the opening date gets closer, the funding plan will be 
finalized during development and within the larger context of the MassDOT and MBTA 
budget process. 

125-4 Dom Lee Finally, the projected 1 billion for phase 1 and another 2-3 billion for Phase 2 could be used to fix larger 
transportation issues in the area. 

MassDOT and the MBTA are preparing a financing and operations plan that will be 
presented to the Fiscal Management and Control Board. 

125-5 Dom Lee In summary I urge you to not support this project until our current infrastructure, including the MBTA, is in 
better shape. We have lived without the rail service for many years and we will continue to do so in the 
future. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

126-1 Carol Leonard Lets move the rail line along. MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

127-1 Cate LePage look elsewhere. I urge MassDOT to move forward with the South Coast Rail. It will revitalize a struggling city 
and it’s surrounding communities. It will open job prospects and increase family quality of life by improving 
commuting time. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
128-1 Steve Lewin Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 

more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the South 
Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

129-1 Sydney Lewis I write to urge support for South Coast Rail. It can make a huge difference to economy of the area, more 
fully connecting it to Boston, to jobs in other areas, to culture and the arts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

130-1 Bob Lima I wanted to state my opinion on how important I believe the South Coat Rail is to this area. It would afford 
better access to higher earning wages, universities, medical specialists and more opportunity for travel and 
tourism. These are few important aspects that this project could bring to the Southeastern Massachusetts. 
We need to see phase 1 of the South Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a 
reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

131-1 Joyce D. Lopez The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This service will help 
to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic 
opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

132-1 Chuck Lord I am writing to you both as a board member of the South Coast Chamber of Commerce 
(www.southcoastchamber.com), and a local business leader of the 11th largest employer in our area. 
For the greater good of our citizens, and economic growth of our region, I urge you to please support the 
South Coast rail project. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

133-1 Kate MacGregor Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the South 
Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

134-1 Karla Mantini The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This service will help 
to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston area and additionally provide a host of economic 
opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

135-1 Dean Martin, 
Karen Martin, 
Shawn Martin 

Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the South 
Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
136-1 Kerrie McNamara Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 

more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the South 
Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

137-1 Heidi McNeil I am wholeheartedly in support of the south coast rail project. MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

138-1 Lloyd Mendes I fully support the Middleborough alternative for several reasons. Because it is simpler to build, it could be 
completed much quicker than the Stoughton alternative, in a notional sense, assuming that the Legislature 
will fund any alternative. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

138-2 Lloyd Mendes To that end, I ask you to prioritize MassDOT's investment in the Middleborough alternative (Phase 1) in a 
way that maximizes the robustness of the strategy: First improve the tracks from Pilgrim Junction southward 
to New Bedford and Fall River. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

138-3 Lloyd Mendes Delay investment in the new passenger station in Middleborough until you have reached an agreement with 
the Selectmen of Middleborough and Lakeville, and until all your track improvements are fully funded and 
implemented. 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build 
Project, as Phase 1 construction gets underway. 

139-1 Linda Perry Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

140-1 Maria Moniz Thank you for choosing the Middleboro route! MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

141-1 Benita Monteiro The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This service will help 
to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic 
opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

142-1 Alan Moore More cost-effective transit projects are completed first As described in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.6.9, by phasing service, the SCR Program will 
construct 56% of the Full-Build infrastructure in the Southern Triangle at an earlier date 
than in a non-phased program, which will result in escalation savings of approximately 
$152.90 million, which will offset the cost of Phase 1 to upgrade the Middleborough 
Secondary, which is estimated to cost approximately $124.84 million. The cost savings will 
offset the cost of Phase 1 to upgrade the Middleborough Secondary. Once the Full Build 
scenario becomes fully operational, regular passenger service along the Middleborough 
Secondary will cease. 

142-2 Alan Moore Electrified from the start (with what we know about the detrimental impacts of diesel particulate emissions. It 
is a big mistake to continuing to invest in a system that uses diesel traction. 

Phase 1 will utilize diesel engines for service to avoid the extensive cost and disruptive 
service shutdowns that would be required along the Old Colony lines to electrify service to 
Boston. 1-245



                  
   

             
             

             
       

                        
         

              
              

      

                              
            
           

             
      

                  
               

               
               
             

            
             

              
            

       

                   
             

             
            
              

 

               
            

        
     

                
                  
                 
                 

             
   

               
            

        
              

             

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
142-3 Alan Moore Stations are near town centers and not in locations far from where people with “Park & Ride” type stations 

with large parking lots. 
The DSEIR proposes a potential bus or van shuttle that could provide service for the 
existing TOD riders (approximately 15-20 per day) to the new Pilgrim Junction station. The 
new station at Pilgrim Junction will also have parking and kiss-and-ride facilities to support 
those choosing to drive to the station. 

142-4 Alan Moore Greater than trip frequency than only for commuters headed into Boston Phase 1 will provide 3 peak period trips per day to each of the terminal station locations. 
Increased frequency of trips will be achieved through the Full Build. 

143-1 Greg Murphy For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended date of 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

144-1 Remy Nikka The Stoughton Alternative seems like the best option for the South Coast in all aspects except for cost. The Phasing of the project does not negate the selection of the Stoughton Straight 
Alternative as the preferred. It is still the preferred alternative and is being advanced by 
MassDOT. While this alternative continues to be developed and permitted, the first phase 
of SCR will allow some service to be underway earlier and will not increase overall cost, as 
described in Chapter 2 of the DSEIR. 

144-2 Remy Nikka I worry that once Phase 1 is built, there will be no more political motivation to build Phase 2. What 
assurances can we get from the Baker-Polito administration and MassDOT that Phase 2 will indeed be built? 

By taking a phased approach, MassDOT will be able to provide service to the South Coast 
Region much sooner than would be possible if the entire Project were constructed at one 
time. The phased approach will establish service from Boston to the South Coast region, 
particularly the underserved cities and populations of New Bedford, Fall River, and Taunton, 
in a timelier manner given the cost and complexity of advancing the full SCR Project. 
MassDOT believes that returns on the Phase 1 investment will begin to accrue at the outset 
of service in late 2022.The Administration is committed to advancing the design and 
permitting of the Full Build Project, as Phase 1 construction gets underway. 

145-1 Norman Orral However, the intersection of Route 105 and Route 28 is at a Level of Service (LOS) F in both the future "no 
project" and "project" conditions. Due to this poor LOS, the document recommends mitigation to improve 
the LOS of this intersection from an F to D by making various improvements to the signals. This 
improvement is beneficial to the town, but I believe additional mitigation for traffic and economic 
development could be achieved through the addition of another entrance/exit to the proposed Pilgrim 
Junction Station. 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.5.2, and shown in Figure 2-14, vehicular access 
to Pilgrim Junction Station is limited by site constrains including presence of existing rail 
infrastructure, grade changes, and adjacent private property. Additional pedestrian access 
will be provided from Route 28. 

145-2 Norman Orral In addition, a new roadway should be investigated between these two entrances to provide full traffic access 
to and from Route 28 to Route 495, thus further improving the existing intersection at Route 105 and Route 
28. This new roadway would be designed safely separated from the station parking in order to allow both 
access to the station and a new public roadway. This proposal would provide an opportunity for the town of 
Middleborough to grow economically without further impacts to the already congested intersection at 
Route 105 and Route 28. 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.5.2, and shown in Figure 2-14, vehicular access 
to Pilgrim Junction Station is limited by site constrains including presence of existing rail 
infrastructure, grade changes, and adjacent private property. Additional pedestrian access 
will be provided from Route 28. MassDOT will work with the town of Middleborough to 
investigate whether a new roadway to the station would be beneficial and practicable. 

1-246



                  
               

                
   

              
          

           
             
           

                
              
   

             
              

          
  

                
                 

    

           
          

                 
             
    

           
           

    

              
              

      

              
                  

                
   

      

                   
   

      

                     

  
 

                      

                 
         

      

              
                

              
      

            
             
                
          
     

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
145-3 Norman Orral The DSEIR notes that there is an environmental justice area located just beyond the half mile study area. The 

conclusion is that there is no detrimental impact from the project to this area. However, would the relocated 
Pilgrim Junction Station provide positive impacts to this population by being moved to just over a half mile 
of it? Would home values increase? 

As described in the Corridor Plan, TOD may offset this effect if affordable housing is a 
required component. Overall, impacts to environmental justice populations due to property 
value changes are possible, but are too uncertain to predict precisely. Numerous factors 
other than transit contribute to changes in housing prices, such as the state of the national 
and regional economy, changes in income, inflation, tax policy and many other factors. 

145-4 Norman Orral Additionally, it is my understanding that engines that currently idle overnight at this location during the 
winter months will no longer do so. Will this be an improvement to air quality for this environmental justice 
area as well as the entire neighborhood? 

The layover facility at Middleborough will be replaced with two new layover facilities at the 
new termini in Fall River and New Bedford. The new facilities will be equipped with plug-in 
equipment for the diesel locomotives to minimize engine idling and conform with MBTA 
practices and Massachusetts law. 

145-5 Norman Orral I recommend further mitigation for the relocated train station in the form of addition grants to Lakeville and 
Middleborough to study and plan for the economic impacts and a positive economic boost with the change 
in location of the station. 

MassDOT will continue to work with municipalities to identify grant opportunities and 
technical assistance to fund planning in conjunction with the new service implementation. 

145-6 Norman Orral In addition, the existing Lakeville Station is proposed to have less use with this Phase 1. I recommend that all 
excess land that is currently existing parking lots be made available for development. These parking lots 
should not be left unused. 

MassDOT will continue to work with Lakeville representatives to determine the future use 
of Middleborough/Lakeville Station. Please see Chapter 2, Section 2.3.2, for an additional 
analysis of Middleborough station siting options. 

146-1 Joseph Pacheco For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended date of 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

146-2 Joseph Pacheco Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

147-1 Jeanne Padilla I am writing to urge you to proceed with the rail from Fall River to Boston. This project is necessary to the 
growth of our region. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

148-1 Larry Pare We really need this to happen. It will help us in many ways. Please lets make this happen. MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

149-1 Lawrence Wilson 
Jr. 

Partner's Insurance Group would like to express its support of the two phase approach to South Coast Rail. MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

150-1 Judy Perry I urge all those involved to move forward, finally complete phase 1 of the SouthCoast Rail Project by 2022 
and make this a reality for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

151-1 Richard Prone If the Braintree-Boston segment is not double tracked, cascading delays could degrade overall on time 
performance if a SCR train does not leave Middleboro on time. I would recommend a 3-4 minute station 
stop at Middleboro for inbound trains to ensure keeping the under- one-hour benchmark existing schedules 
on the Old Colony and Greenbush lines. 

While the Commuter rail lines along the Old Colony Route, including the Middleborough 
Mail Line, have capacity constraints that stem from pinch points closer to the City, the 
Phase 1 Option will provide at least 3 peak period daily trips to the South Coast Region 
until the implementation of the Full Build. MassDOT is continually working with MBTA 
Railroad Operations to refine the schedule. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
151-2 Richard Prone Install at least 45 mph switches at Cotley Jct. and Myricks to save time. Low-speed switches at these 

locations will add at least seven minutes to the schedule. 
The designs for Cotley and Myricks include No. 20 switches, which allow for increased 
speeds. 

151-3 Richard Prone Also, if the Union Street (Rte. 139) crossing at Holbrook/Randolph is grade-separated, it will save 3.5 minutes 
northbound, plus tens of thousands of dollars per year in wheel damage caused by three cab signal step-
downs approaching CP Union. 

Improvements to the existing Old Colony lines are outside the scope of this project. 

151-4 Richard Prone Additionally, if the 15 mph switch at Green Interlocking is upgraded to 30 mph, it will allow Greenbush trains 
to save a few minutes each way entering and exiting the branch. This will allow more fluidity for train 
dispatchers to manage traffic on the mainline, while improving trip time on the Greenbush line. Jim Eng, 
then-project manager on the GB line, said this would be possible when the Elm Street overhead bridge is 
upgraded. 

Improvements to the existing Old Colony lines are outside the scope of this project. 

151-5 Richard Prone Rumors abound that the T may trade in their new Motive Power Industry diesel locomotives for new 
Siemens Charger passenger locomotives. I heartily endorse this initiative. The Siemens Charger is a proven, 
high-horsepower diesel passenger locomotive capable of pulling ten-car passenger trains at speeds over 100 
mph. They also have a Tier 4 environmental rating, which would improve air quality overall. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. As part of the future fleet programming, 
MassDOT will be phasing out older locomotives and phasing in cleaner diesel engines. 

151-6 Richard Prone I heartily endorse MassDOT's initiative to operate New Bedford-Fall River trains via the Middleboro line, as 
long as it does not degrade the on time, under one-hour schedules of the Kingston/Plymouth and 
Greenbush lines. Much of the Middleboro line south of Braintree would be suitable for 80 mph speeds, along 
with long sections of the Middleboro secondary track and New Bedford/Fall River lines. As long as the trains 
offer quality, on time service with affordable fares for both regular commuters and families alike, this long 
overdue project will be successful from the start. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

152-1 Becky Pulley For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended date of 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

153-1 William Reidy The impact on the constrained Old Colony Main Line between Braintree and South Bay in Boston; The Phase 1 service will provide at least 3 peak period daily trips to the South Coast Region 
until the implementation of the Full Build. This service will be achieved by extending the 
Middleborough Commuter Rail line, and utilizing only one new train set to achieve the 
service. This can be achieved within the constraints on the lines that exist today. 

153-2 William Reidy The removal of daily rail service to the existing Middleborough/Lakeville commuter rail station; MassDOT will continue to work with Lakeville representatives to determine the future use 
of Middleborough/Lakeville Station. As stated in the DSEIR, the station can stay open for 
Cape Service or be closed to allow for additional development on this parcel. Shuttle 
service will provide a connection to the new station for all TOD riders alighting from the 
existing Middleborough/Lakeville station. 1-248



                      
            
           
               
            
        

               
            

              
         

           
            

                
            

              
          

               
               
              

              
               
 

              
             

           
                 

         

               
             

               
           
 

            
             

            
             

              
          

              
                  

                
 

      

              
               

             
        

      

                     

                
               

                   
    

      

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
153-3 William Reidy The impact on prospects for commuter rail service for Wareham and Buzzards Bay. The ridership study does not offer projections for potential future Cape service because the 

DSEIR considers Phase I service only. Phase 1 has been designed to ensure that new 
project elements and extended service on the Middleborough Line does not impair current 
service or preclude future increases in service to Cape Cod. As part of a separate study, 
increased service to Cape Cod will be studied and modeled from operations and 
infrastructure perspectives to determine demand and frequency of service. 

153-4 William Reidy Beyond the South Coast, the entire South Shore and southeastern Massachusetts region is affected by the 
existing constraints of the Old Colony Main. The limited rail schedule restricts lower income residents from 
participating in the job boom in Boston, particularly the Seaport district, or educational opportunities. The 
proposed Phase 1 service further restricts transportation opportunities for the Environmental Justice 
communities in the South Shore and southeastern Massachusetts region. The Commonwealth should be 
legally bound to complete the full build option via Stoughton if SCR Phase 1 is approved. 

The Phase 1 service will provide at least 3 peak period daily trips to the South Coast Region 
until the implementation of the Full Build. This service will be achieved by extending the 
Middleborough Commuter Rail line, and utilizing only one new train set to achieve the 
service. This can be achieved within the constraints on the lines that exist today. 

153-5 William Reidy If promoting transit-oriented development is a stated goal of the Commonwealth and the MBTA, how can 
rail service be reasonably withdrawn from this station? At the very minimum, a rail shuttle should be required 
between this station and the optional Cape service platform at the proposed Pilgrim Junction station. While 
still a major reduction in service for Middleborough/Lakeville, a rail shuttle at least provides a much more 
direct and faster connection to Pilgrim Junction. A rail shuttle also avoids additional traffic on congested 
Route 105. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. A rail shuttle between the existing station in 
Lakeville and the proposed station at Pilgrim Junction was studied as part of the Phase 1 
alternatives analysis. The number of passengers alighting by foot at the station was found 
to be so low as not to warrant a rail shuttle. This service will be accomplished by a bus 
shuttle to the new station approximately 3/4 mile away. 

153-6 William Reidy As previously discussed, SCR Phase 1 should be required to include a rail shuttle for the existing 
Middleborough/Lakeville station to Pilgrim Junction. Strong consideration should be given to extending that 
shuttle down to Buzzards Bay village, using the existing route of the summertime CapeFLYER, and possibly 
the CapeFLYER stations of Wareham Village and Buzzards Bay, as mitigation for local residents who currently 
use Middleborough/Lakeville. 

MassDOT thanks you for your support. An analysis of extended service along the 
Middleborough Main Line is outside the scope of this project. Phase 1 has been designed 
to ensure that new project elements and extended service on the Middleborough Line 
does not impair current service or preclude future increases in service to Cape Cod. As part 
of a separate study, increased service to Cape Cod will be studied and modeled from 
operations and infrastructure perspectives to determine demand and frequency of service. 

154-1 Deven Robitaille Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

155-1 Dr. Tridib Roy This is depriving them of the greatest of economic development opportunity, keeping them languishing in 
the lowest financial rung of the state. Very sad and unfortunate! Time to act on the previous 
recommendations and give them something concrete even less than perfect. Much more preferable than 
these Useless studies again and again without acting on them! 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

156-1 Dawn Rusin I respectfully urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended date of 2022 MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

157-1 Steven Russo ·Plymouth Investment Advisors is a strong advocate of the South Coast Rail project. The communities of Fall 
River and New Bedford are poised to leverage this investment in commuter transit service. The economic, 
environmental, and soda I benefits of a two phase South Coast Rail project are clearly in the best interest of 
the region and the state. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
158-1 Cathleen Salley Harm in the form of auto accidents. As described in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.5.5, the assessment of potential traffic and 

safety impacts at the proposed public grade crossings indicates that each location will be 
suitable for public use equipped with a combination of new, state of the art, Automatic 
Highway Crossing Warning (AHCW) systems and minor geometric modifications. Section 
5.2.1 notes locations identified as high crash locations by the state will be further evaluated 
to determine whether Roadway Safety Audits (RSAs) are required as part of the Project. 
RSAs are a formal safety examination of existing roadways or intersections to identify 
potential safety issues and possible opportunities for safety improvements. 

158-2 Cathleen Salley Harm in form of contaminated water. Because the Pilgrim Junction Station is within Zone II of a municipal groundwater well, 
stormwater runoff will be treated so that at least 44 percent of total suspended solids are 
removed prior to discharge to an infiltration structure and the infiltration. Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) will be sized to maximize infiltration. Details of the 
requirements and proposed stormwater BMPs are described in the DSEIR Chapter 8, 
Section 8.4.4.3. 

158-3 Cathleen Salley Harm because local community access to parking is being removed. As described in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.5, based on the projected daily park & ride 
(PNR) ridership, the parking supply at Pilgrim Junction Station will be sufficient to meet the 
peak parking demand under Phase 1 and Full Build operations, which are 453 and 483 daily 
parkers, respectively. The existing Middleborough/Lakeville station, which currently 
provides commuter rail parking for many riders originating from destinations to the south, 
could remain open to serve the Cape Flyer, and a bus or van shuttle would provide service 
to the new Pilgrim Junction Station. Additional transit-oriented development could also be 
developed at the existing station. 

158-4 Cathleen Salley Harm because Transit Oriented Development at Pilgrim station will never happen. The Phase 1 preferred alternative will relocate the existing Middleborough/Lakeville station 
to Pilgrim Junction with the potential to shuttle the existing TOD riders (approximately 15-
20 per day) to the new station. Other existing Middleborough/Lakeville riders will be able 
to drive to the new station at Pilgrim Junction, which is located close to the existing station 
with similar highway access. The new Middleborough station is described in Section 2.3.2. 

158-5 Cathleen Salley Middleboro will receive no economic benefit from a station at 
Pilgrim Junction. 

The Pilgrim Junction site was selected as the preferred station location because it 
minimizes environmental impacts, reduces travel times, and provides the most benefits to 
the Phase 1 operations. MassDOT will continue to work with local officials as design 
advances. 

158-6 Cathleen Salley Your report admits that the intersection of RT105 and RT28 has a vehicle crash rate that is 3.6% higher than 
the statewide accident rate. The entrance for the proposed Pilgrim Station is approximately only 1000ft away 
from the intersection of RT105 and RT28. 

As explained in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.3.2, the current crash rate at the intersection 
South Main Street (Route 105) at W. Grove Street (Route 28) exceeds the statewide 
average. A separate, more comprehensive crash analysis was completed for this location in 
accordance with MassDOT’s Road Safety Audit (RSA) guidelines. It was determined that an 
RSA is required in Middleborough, separate from the SCR proposed improvements, and will 
be undertaken by MassDOT. The RSA site investigation commenced in March of 2018. The 
recommended measures to improve safety at this location, when developed and approved, 
will be incorporated into the Phase 1 project. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
158-7 Cathleen Salley The same high traffic at RT105 and RT28 exists at the proposed entrance to Pilgrim Station. In between the 

proposed entrance and the intersection of RT105 and RT28 are three side streets and numerous businesses. 
Vehicles exiting East Clark Street that are taking a left on to RT105 South to get on RT495 are fighting 
against vehicles exiting RT495 North. Vehicles exiting the Cumberland Farms gas station south on RT105 
have the same problem. These side streets and businesses cause vehicle activity in both directions that 
occurs within 1000 feet of the RT28 and RT105 dangerous intersection. 

As explained in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.3.2, the current crash rate at the intersection 
South Main Street (Route 105) at W. Grove Street (Route 28) exceeds the statewide 
average. A separate, more comprehensive crash analysis was completed for this location in 
accordance with MassDOT’s Road Safety Audit (RSA) guidelines. It was determined that an 
RSA is required in Middleborough, separate from the SCR proposed improvements, and will 
be undertaken by MassDOT. The RSA site investigation commenced in March of 2018. The 
recommended measures to improve safety at this location, when developed and approved, 
will be incorporated into the Phase 1 project. 

158-8 Cathleen Salley Also, your map of the area incorrectly shows a signal light at West Clark Street. While the figure identifies the intersection incorrectly, the analysis correctly accounts for 
the locations of traffic signals. 

158-9 Cathleen Salley Your report also states during the afternoon peak hour, two of the four study area intersections operate at a 
deficient level of service. You also project an 8% traffic growth rate. The intersection of RT105 and RT28 is 
number 121 on the states list of the 200 worse intersections and you project it is going to get worse with 
time. Adding a train station entrance in a very busy area within 1000 feet from this intersection will cause 
more accidents. Also you stated a traffic study was done then admitted a study was not done. How can you 
make an informed decision without a reasonable study? 

As explained in DSEIR Chapter 5, Section 5.3.2, the current crash rate at the intersection 
South Main Street (Route 105) at W. Grove Street (Route 28) exceeds the statewide 
average. A separate, more comprehensive crash analysis was completed for this location in 
accordance with MassDOT’s Road Safety Audit (RSA) guidelines. It was determined that an 
RSA is required in Middleborough, separate from the SCR proposed improvements, and will 
be undertaken by MassDOT. The RSA site investigation commenced in March of 2018. The 
recommended measures to improve safety at this location, when developed and approved, 
will be incorporated into the Phase 1 project. 

158-10 Cathleen Salley Your own report states that criteria used to choose a station must include that the station will provide 
sufficient parking to accommodate ridership demand. Per your report there are only 501 parking spaces that 
include 18 accessible parking spaces. That brings standard spaces to 483 parking spaces. Your report also 
states there will be up to 483 daily park and ride commuters. Isn't that math convenient? The projected 
Pilgrim Station ridership is equal to the available parking spaces. This data cannot be trusted. That is not 
sufficient parking and it fails to meet your own criteria. The existing Middleboro/Lakeville Station has station 
has 769 parking spaces. 

Parking at each station is being designed to avoid altering previously undisturbed land, 
reduce the amount of impervious coverage to the extent practicable, and provide the 
appropriate number of spaces to support projected Full Build ridership. As described in 
DSEIR chapter 5, Section 5.5, based on the projected daily park & ride (PNR) ridership, the 
parking supply at Pilgrim Junction Station will be sufficient to meet the peak parking 
demand under Phase 1 and Full Build operations, which are 453 and 483 daily parkers, 
respectively. 

158-11 Cathleen Salley The location of the proposed Pilgrim Station in Middleboro is within a WRPD maximum impervious zone. 
That is a water resource protection district. This designation is to protect our town well and water supply. 
There should be no construction there. Construction of Pilgrim Station in Middleboro will put my town's 
water supply at risk for contamination. This brings additional harm to my community. 

Because the Pilgrim Junction Station is within Zone II of a municipal groundwater well, 
stormwater runoff will be treated so that at least 44 percent of total suspended solids are 
removed prior to discharge to an infiltration structure and the infiltration. Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) will be sized to maximize infiltration. Details of the 
requirements and proposed stormwater BMPs are described in the DSEIR Chapter 8, 
Section 8.4.4.3. 

158-12 Cathleen Salley As a commuter I am concerned how this will effect my already sub par service. I am concerned how this will 
impact the entire Old Colony Line. How will this work with the single stretch of track called Savin Hill. All 
three Old Colony lines share this single track. I get caught up at this Savin Hill pinch on a regular basis both 
going to and coming from Boston. When one of the three Old Colony lines is off schedule it effects service 
on the entire Old Colony line. 

While the Commuter rail lines along the Old Colony Route, including the Middleborough 
Mail Line, have capacity constraints that stem from pinch points closer to the City, the 
Phase 1 service will provide at least three peak period daily trips to the South Coast Region 
until the implementation of the Full Build. This service will be achieved by extending the 
Middleborough Commuter Rail line, and utilizing only one new train set to achieve the 
service. This can be achieved within the constraints on the lines that exist today. 

158-13 Cathleen Salley It will provide inferior service to the South Coast and "deteriorate service" on the existing Old Colony lines. 
What specifically has changed that makes the Middleboro/Lakeville option attractive now? 

The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build 
Project. The use of Middleborough Secondary as a Phase 1 service is not an alternative to 
the Full Build. The design and permitting for the Full Build are advancing and will continue 
to advance as Phase 1 construction gets underway. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
158-14 Cathleen Salley Expanding services to the SCR will exasperate the existing 

barriers you already have to provide service to the Old Colony lines. These existing barriers will prevent Cape 
service from ever expanding. This will also kill the very popular and profitable Cape Flyer Service. 

Phase 1 has been designed to ensure that new project elements and extended service on 
the Middleborough Line do not impair current service or preclude future increases in 
service to Cape Cod. The Phase 1 Service is an extension of the existing commuter rail 
service and will utilize trains that run on the Middleborough Commuter Rail alignment 
today and run them to Fall River and New Bedford. This will not interfere with the weekend 
Cape Flyer Service that uses the Middleborough Main Line today. Any increase in service 
to Cape Cod to allow for daily commuter rail service would need to be accommodated on 
the same trains that run on this line today. Service could be accommodated through a 
cross platform transfer at Pilgrim Junction. Increased service to Cape Cod will be studied 
and modeled from an operations and infrastructure perspective to determine demand and 
frequency of service. 

158-15 Cathleen Salley The cost of building the SCR Phase 1 is an egregious amount of wasteful spending on the backs of all 
Massachusetts's residents. A projected cost of $935Mil for a projected 1610 new commuters comes out to 
$580K per person. 

By phasing service, the SCR Program will construct elements of the Full Build in the 
Southern Triangle at an earlier date than in a non-phased program, which will result in 
escalation savings of approximately $152.90 million – in comparison, the elements of Phase 
1 that are not included in the Full Build service (but will result in freight improvements and 
resiliency in the event of service disruptions) will cost approximately $124.84 million. Phase 
1 will construct the Southern Triangle, an essential element of the Full-Build, and result in 
inflation cost savings. It is not a further cost increase. For the analysis of the costs 
associated with the Project are described in Chapter 2, Section 2.3.9. 

158-16 Cathleen Salley Where I have found other very creative mathematical coincidences in the report I do not trust that there will 
even be 1610 new Commuter Rail riders. 

As described in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.7.1, consistent with the approach taken in the 
FEIS/FEIR, ridership was modeled for the Phase 1 service using a travel demand model 
developed by the Central Transportation Planning Staff (CTPS) of the Boston Region 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). The CTPS model uses a process consistent with 
that of other major transportation projects in eastern Massachusetts. The CTPS regional 
model and its underlying assumptions are subject to review and approval by the Federal 
Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration because the model is used to 
develop the regional emissions estimates used for transportation conformity 
determinations on the Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP). Appendix A describes details about the ridership analysis, 
including model basis, inputs, and results. 

158-17 Cathleen Salley I and many others don't believe you will ever build Phase 2. The Administration is committed to advancing the design and permitting of the Full Build 
Project. The use of Middleborough Secondary as a Phase 1 service is not an alternative to 
the Full Build. The design and permitting for the Full Build are advancing and will continue 
to advance as Phase 1 construction gets underway. 

159-1 Nona Sbordone For too long the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts have been without passenger rail service to 
Boston. I urge you to complete phase 1 of the project by its intended date of 2022. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
160-1 Sheryl Sears Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 

more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

161-1 George Seaver After 3 years of “reform”, the MBTA has a deficit of $111,000,000, will require a fare increase, and, of great 
importance to Bourne residents, will require an increase in the assessments to participating towns. This 
mode of operation has been occurring for many decades, and there is no reason to think it will change; the 
finances and reliability of service will continue to decline. 

MassDOT and the MBTA are preparing a financing and operations plan that will be 
presented to the Fiscal Management and Control Board. 

162-1 Jody Seivert I urge you to support and pass the legislation needed to bring South Coast Rail to this region. In addition to 
bringing access to Boston jobs, education, healthcare and entertainment, it also brings affordable housing 
and the creative coastal community 
in New Bedford to aspiring professional and trades people who have been forced out of the Boston housing 
market due to pricing and availability. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

163-1 Cindy Senra Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

164-1 Alexander Silva People in this corner of the state not only need, but deserve this service. Please do everything you can to 
make it a reality. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

165-1 Ken Silva Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

166-1 David Slutz The right-away's are already in place and the plans dawn up and while I am simplifying a complicated project 
there is no reason we can have people on the train by 2022 or sooner - I strongly urge you to make this 
happen. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

167-1 Ann Soares This is such an important project for the south coast and the environment. I look forward to the completion 
and happy people who will benefit from a commuter train. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

168-1 Maggie 
Tomkiewicz 

The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This service will help 
to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic 
opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

169-1 Erik Tracey This train route would certainly take a major amount of vehicles off the road! MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 
170-1 Robert 

Tremouille 
Designate the part of Route 28 which passes over the proposed Middleborough train platforms as the Main 
Entrance to Middleborough Station. 

MassDOT will work with the town of Middleborough to investigate whether a new roadway 
to the station from Route 28 would be beneficial and practicable. 

170-2 Robert 
Tremouille 

Consider the use of the existing roadway from Route 28 to MassDOT property for parking access. MassDOT will work with the town of Middleborough to investigate whether a new roadway 
to the station from Route 28 would be beneficial and practicable. 

170-3 Robert 
Tremouille 

Obtain added parking as necessary from the former car dealership through which MassDOT is currently 
proposing vehicle access to the parking at the station. 

Parking at each station is being designed to avoid altering previously undisturbed land, 
reduce the amount of impervious coverage to the extent practicable, and provide the 
appropriate number of spaces to support projected Full Build ridership. As described in 
DSEIR chapter 5, Section 5.5, based on the projected daily park & ride (PNR) ridership, the 
parking supply at Pilgrim Junction Station will be sufficient to meet the peak parking 
demand under Phase 1 and Full Build operations, which are 453 and 483 daily parkers, 
respectively. 1-253



 
 

                

 
 

                        

               
                  

                
 

      

                     
               

      

             
                 

                  
                 

   

                
             
              
            

     

                   
               
        

      

             
               
     

         
           
   

                
  

             
               
               
        

              
        
       

                            
            
          
           

         
           

   

               
            
       

              
            
          
           

          
            
        

Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
170-4 Robert 

Tremouille 
Sell the existing parking at Middleborough/Lakeville Station for housing use. MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

170-5 Robert 
Tremouille 

Provide access for the house in the area of the current station to get to the new station. MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

171-1 John Vaughn Better access to higher earning wages, better access to universities, better access to medical specialists and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism are all of the reasons that we need to see phase 1 of the 
SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. I urge all involved to make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

172-1 Nathan Vaughn I have been a South Coast resident my entire life and I am writing to express my support and hope that 
South Coast Rail will finally become reality for a region too long left behind from economic 
prosperity. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

173-1 Norman Vieria My concerns are the home is nearly 100 years old added stress such as ground vibration noise decibels 
increasing rail line activity such as the loud horns used when crossing and a increase of traffic will there be 
an increase in crime and will property value suffer with that said the other concern is behind the house the 
wetland and trees which provide a canape also any changes to the land drainage that could go badly or 
could greatly improve things . 

As described in Chapter 10 of the DSEIR, an option for reducing train horn noise impacts 
under FRA regulations (49 CFR Parts 222 and 229) would be for the City to establish “quiet 
zones” at grade crossings. Drainage along the right-of-way will be improved as part of the 
track upgrades. Wetland impacts will be minimized to the maximum extent practicable and 
permitted pursuant to the Wetlands Protection Act. 

174-1 Gloria Vincent Please make use of the existing, in use track,which currently runs up to Middleboro, MA. I am in support of 
the South Coast rail service.Please move this project forward. This will alleviate air pollution as it will take 
many vehicles from the road, create jobs and encourage tourism. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

175-1 Steve Voluckas The DSEIR under consideration includes the Pilgrim Junction Station concept, yet totally ignores the need 
and economic benefit of including service to/from Providence and TF Green Airport as part of SEMRail, and 
the benefits of using the ATB secondary. 

Efforts such as the MBTA's Commuter Rail Vision Study, Focus40, and the Governor's 
Commission on the Future of Transportation in the Commonwealth include studies of 
additional regional rail service. 

175-2 Steve Voluckas My suggestions mainly focused on using the Attleboro ATB secondary which apparently had been discarded 
during the original SCR assessment. 

As explained in DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.3.3, selecting the Attleboro Alternative for the 
Phase 1 service would not achieve the goal of Phase 1 to deliver commuter rail service to 
New Bedford and Fall River in a more timely manner than the Full Build because it would 
require significant infrastructure improvements. Additionally, this option is constrained by 
the congestion of the Northeast corridor, and would require a reverse move to achieve. 
Therefore, this option was dismissed from further consideration. Please see DEIS/DEIR 
Chapter 3 for a complete analysis of the Attleboro Alternatives. 

175-3 Steve Voluckas There was no response about PROVIDENCE SERVICE, nor any evaluation of economic of costs and benefits. The stated purpose of the SCR Project is to more fully meet the existing and future 
demand for public transportation between Fall River/New Bedford and Boston and to 
enhance regional mobility while supporting smart growth planning and development 
strategies in the South Coast communities. Service to Providence falls outside of the 
Project Purpose. However, efforts including the MBTA's Commuter Rail Vision Study, 
Focus40, and the Governor's Commission on the Future of Transportation in the 
Commonwealth will assess additional regional rail service. 

175-4 Steve Voluckas There was no response to the suggestion of expanding SCR to include other SE Mass towns including 
Wareham, Buzzards Bay, and Cape Cod, even though there had been similar hearings during this SCR 
process. Again, no word as to why SEMR was not evaluated. 

The stated purpose of the SCR Project is to more fully meet the existing and future 
demand for public transportation between Fall River/New Bedford and Boston and to 
enhance regional mobility while supporting smart growth planning and development 
strategies in the South Coast communities. Service to Wareham, Buzzards Bay, and Cape 
Cod falls outside of the Project Purpose. However, efforts including the MBTA's Commuter 
Rail Vision Study, Focus40, and the Governor's Commission on the Future of Transportation 
in the Commonwealth will include studies of additional regional rail service. 
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response 
175-5 Steve Voluckas There was no response to returning TAUNTON as the rail hub/ center of SCR/SEMR, rather than bypassing it 

until the Stoughton Electric is built. 
DSEIR Chapter 2, Section 2.4.3, describes the analysis of Cotley Junction Service Option 1, 
which included service to Taunton Station via a reverse move. 

175-6 Steve Voluckas Use of the ATTLEBORO SECONDARY response, cited the difficulties of providing service to Boston without 
major construction (additional tracks) along the NEC as the reason this option was discarded and given no 
further consideration. It does not examine the possibility of expanding rail service between Attleboro and 
Providence, and that except for a 4 mile section of only two tracks, most of the 11.5 mile distance currently 
has three or four tracks (NEC+ 1 or 2) and space where these tracks could be upgraded. 

The stated purpose of the SCR Project is to more fully meet the existing and future 
demand for public transportation between Fall River/New Bedford and Boston and to 
enhance regional mobility while supporting smart growth planning and development 
strategies in the South Coast communities. MassDOT and the MBTA are preparing a 
financing and operations plan that will be presented to the Fiscal Management and Control 
Board. 

176-1 Melanie Wallis This service will not only help to make affordable housing more accessible to those in the Greater Boston 
Area, it will provide better access to higher paid employment, higher education, medical specialists, and 
more opportunity for travel and tourism for the residents of the South Coast. Please, we need to see phase 1 
of the SouthCoast Rail Project completed by 2022. Please, make this a reality for the residents of 
Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

176-2 Melanie Wallis Please, we need to see phase 1 of the South Coast Rail Project completed by 2022. Please, make this a reality 
for the residents of Southeastern Massachusetts. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

177-1 Joan Wickersham I heartily support the decision to pursue the Middleborough route for South Coast Rail commuter (and also 
passenger!!) service. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

178-1 Marji Wyatt The residents of Southeastern Massachusetts deserve commuter rail service to Boston. This service will help 
to bring affordable housing to the Greater Boston Area and additionally provide a host of economic 
opportunities to areas of the Southern triangle that have been promised rail service for so long. 

MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 

179-1 Stella Xifaras-
Piva 

Everyone I have talked too in our area supports this and has been looking forward to hearing about the rail MassDOT thanks you for your comment. 
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