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LIC COMMENTS

OVERVIEW OF CONTENTS

As a result of its extensive outreach activities, the MPO received a substantial
number of written and spoken comments on Paths to a Sustainable Region. They are
summarized in this appendix. The formal comments on the draft document that were
received during the 30-day public review and comment period are each summarized
in Table A-2; a response from the MPO accompanies each of these comments. The
contents of this appendix are:

e Table A-1, Comments Received During the Development of the Draft Long-
Range Transportation Plan, June 1, 2010-August 14, 2011

e Table A-2, Comments Received During the Official Public Comment Period,
August 15-September 13, 2011

THE BOSTON REGION MPO’S OUTREACH ACTIVITIES

In developing Paths to a Sustainable Region, the MPO conducted a variety of
outreach activities, beginning in the spring of 2010, inviting the involvement of
participants that included the Regional Transportation Advisory Council; area
residents; municipal, state, and federal officials; businesses; transportation interest
groups; environmental groups; transportation providers; persons with disabilities;
low-income and minority communities; the elderly; and persons with limited English
proficiency. Methods for eliciting public input included:

¢ The Regional Transportation Advisory Council, the main avenue for public
involvement in the work of the MPO. It is the MPO’s official advisory group.
Composed of transportation advocacy groups and other interest groups, municipal
officials, and state agencies, it is charged with creating a forum for ongoing and
robust discussion of pertinent regional transportation topics and for generating
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diverse views to be considered by the MPO. MPO staff often discussed Paths to
a Sustainable Region with the Advisory Council and its Plan Committee during
the course of this LRTP’s development. The Advisory Council submitted several

letters and reports to the MPO expressing its views and providing guidance to the
MPO.

Open houses that informed the public about the transportation planning process
and about studies and projects underway and offered a forum for discussion and
an exchange of ideas. Open houses were held periodically from the adoption of
the last LRTP in 2009 through the summer of 2011 and focused on LRTP topics
such as policies, modeling, transportation equity, transportation projects, and
land use planning.

Public workshops on the LRTP held in July 2010, February 2011, and August
2011 to hear the views of members of the public and to provide information on
the LRTP. The February 2011 workshops were held to generate feedback on the
draft transportation needs assessment, and the July 2011 workshops were held to
discuss the draft LRTP and seek more comments. The workshops were held in
locations throughout the region: Bedford, Boston (three workshops), Burlington,
Natick, Needham, Norwood, and Saugus.

A transportation equity forum held in February 2011 at the Boston Public
Library for professionals working in organizations serving environmental justice
neighborhoods and for members of the public, at which the transportation
needs of low-income and minority persons living in these neighborhoods were
discussed.

“Invite Us Over” sessions, where MPO staff visited, when requested,
organizations with an interest in transportation planning, to present information

about and discuss ideas for the LRTP.

MAPC subregion meetings, where MPO staff met periodically with MAPC
subregional groups to keep these local officials informed of the LRTP process
and its progress, to gather feedback on the visions and policies and on the
transportation needs assessment, and to receive information on projects under
consideration for inclusion in the LRTP.

Environmental consultations with staff from the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection, the Executive Office of Energy and Environmental
Affairs, and the Massachusetts Department of Transportation. At these meetings,
MPO staff provided updates on the development of the LRTP and gave the
environmental agencies an opportunity to provide feedback on the work.

Ongoing, multipurpose outreach tools and activities of the MPO also contributed
to public involvement in Paths to a Sustainable Region. The MPO uses several
methods for keeping the public informed of its work and creating opportunities
for the public to provide feedback and engage in the transportation planning
process:

Paths to a Sustainable Region: Volume |



Email distribution lists (MPOinfo and MPOmedia), used to distribute timely
information and news to stakeholders, the general public, and the media.
MPOinfo is a one-way email distribution list that includes more than 1,700
contacts, including municipal officials, planners, transportation equity contacts,
special interest groups, members of the general public, legislators, environmental
agencies and interest groups, and providers of transportation, including freight
transport. Press releases are also distributed to more than 200 media outlets,
including local Spanish-language publications (which receive Spanish-language
text).

TRANSreport, the MPO’s monthly newsletter. TRANSreport is an important
means of providing information on various aspects of the entire MPO planning
process, including announcements of public participation opportunities and
outreach activities. Special inserts on important LRTP topics were included to
provide detailed information and encourage public comment. TRANSreport is
sent to approximately 3,000 recipients, including over 100 state legislators and
their staffs, numerous local officials, and members of the general public in each
municipality in the region.

A website, www.bostonmpo.org, with pages devoted to the LRTP and each of
the other certification documents. Basic information on Paths to a Sustainable
Region has been posted at www.bostonmpo.org/2035plan since the planning
process for the document was launched. Draft documents were also posted

there as they became available. These Web pages were promoted through the
website’s home page, by email messages to MPOinfo, and on postcards that were
distributed at public meetings.

A new Web feature developed for Paths to a Sustainable Region allowed visitors
to the site to easily submit feedback. Under the link to each draft document, a
“Provide Feedback” button was posted. By clicking on this button, a visitor could
provide feedback on any draft material at any time. This feedback is included in

Table A-1.

Social media outlets, including Twitter. The MPO launched a Twitter account
(@BostonRegionMPO) in March 2010. Social media sites are among the most
visited websites on the Internet and allow the MPO to reach a broad audience
and attract people to the MPO’s website to learn more about the MPO’s work.
Announcements about Paths to a Sustainable Region, such as notifications of the
availability of draft documents and of public meetings, were transmitted through
Twitter. The MPO also uses YouTube to explain transportation planning issues.
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Mayor Joseph
Curtatone

Rafael Mares

City of
Somerville

Conservation
Law Foundation
Massachusetts

Stressed the importance of the
Green Line Extension for economic
development. The project will
unlock more than 300 acres of
underutilized land in Somerville
and Cambridgefor transit-oriented
development. The project will create
18,000 construction jobs and 26,000
permanent jobs. It will expand
commerce opportunities in every
municipality served by the MBTA
rapid-transit system. It will reduce
daily vehicle-miles traveled in the
region by 25,000. States it is vital

for the MPO and MassDOT to work
together to establish a concrete
timeline for the project.

The CLF states that because of
insufficient funding of the Green
Line Extension Project in the
appropriate time period, and since
MassDOT has not yet petitioned the
DEP to delay the project, the LRTP
and the TIP are not in compliance
with Transportation Conformity
regulations. Until a petition of delay
is submitted and approved by DEP,
transportation conformity must be
conducted with respect to existing
transportation control measures
(TCMs) and their existing deadlines
in the current SIP. MassDOT has

not yet received permission to
eliminate the Red Line - Blue Line
Connector and to delay additional
parking spaces beyond the existing
deadline. MassDOT also delays
additional funding of the Fairmount
Line Improvement Project until
after the SIP deadline. Therefore, the
TIP and LRTP cannot be adopted

as proposed. The TIP and LRTP
should also include greenhouse
gas accounting for individual
transportation projects. In the future,
this information should be provided
to the MPO and the public prior to
selection of transportation projects
for the TIP and LRTP.

The Green Line Extension to Medford Hillside
(College Avenue)/Union Square project is
being funded by the Commonwealth, with
funding that is not at the discretion of the
MPO. However, the MPO felt that it was
important to further extend the Green Line
from Medford Hillside (College Avenue) to
Route 16/Mystic Valley Parkway, and “flexed”
$185 million of highway funding to do so
(the flexing of funds is at the discretion of the
MPO).

MassDOT announced there would be a
substantial delay of the first phase of the
Extension past 2014. MassDOT is currently
working with the Central Transportation
Planning Staff (the staff to the MPO) to
project the air quality benefit that would have
resulted from the Green Line Extension during
the period of anticipated delay.The MPO will
continue to work with the Commonwealth to
update the Long-Range Transportation Plan
and Transportation Improvement Program
with new information on the interim measures
and timelines as that information becomes
available.

The design of the Red Line/Blue Line
Connector is part of the Air Pollution

Control Regulations of the Commonwealth's
Department of Environmental Protection
(DEP), codified in 310 CMR 7.36, Transit

System Improvements. Because the design

of the Red Line/Blue Line Connector is a legal
commitment, the Boston Region MPO has
included it in its Long-Range Transportation
Plan and Air Quality Conformity Determination
(LRTP). The MPO must include any new
project costing over $10 million that uses
federal transportation funds, any project that
adds capacity to the transportation system,
and/or any project that is included as a
Transportation Control Measure (a strategy to
reduce emissions of air pollutants) as part of
the State Implementation Plan (SIP) in its LRTP.
MassDOT has petitioned the DEP to nullify
the commitment to perform final design of
the Red Line/Blue Line Connector, due to the
unaffordability of the eventual construction of
the project. MassDOT is initiating a process to
amend the SIP to permanently and completely
remove the obligation to perform final design
of the Red Line/Blue Line Connector. The MPO
is awaiting the results of MassDOT's proposal
and potentially will revise its LRTP once that
request has gone through the DEP’s process.
MassDOT has also submitted a petition to
delay for the Fairmount Line project. Once
approved the MPO will amend the LRTP to
include these interim measures. (continued
on next page)
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Concord Board Supports the Crosby's Corner Project
of Selectmen as it will address long-standing safety

Elsie Woodward,
Chair

Richard A.
Dimino

A-72

concerns for Route 2 travelers. Also
supports the Bruce Freeman Rail Trail
Project which will improve traffic flow
in Concord, promote alternatives to
automobile transportation, and will
support West Concord businesses.

A Better City, Commends the Needs Assessment.
President and The Current Approach Investment
CEO Strategy selected by the MPO is

not the most effective strategy

for achieving the MPO's goals or
addressing the issues identified in
the Needs Assessment. The LRTP
misses an opportunity to respond to
the Needs Assessment in the near-
term, and to consider a big-picture,
long-term view that goes beyond
the current highly-constrained
funding environment. Strategy Three,
New Mix of Projects and Programs,
would have been more effective

at addressing the needs. Identifies
several policies that should receive
emphasis in project selection.
Identifies critical needs in the Central
Area, including transit reliability;
capacity constraints at Ruggles
Station, the Green Line Central
Subway, and the Orange Line at peak
hours; gaps in the transit system that
limit circumferential travel in several
communities; poor connectivity
between points served by the Green
Line and the South Boston waterfront
and Logan Airport; expansion to
meet future transit demand; and the
transit needs of environmental justice
communities. Supports including
lllustrative Projects. Among those
suggested are the Urban Ring early
action items, Silver Line Phase Ill, T
under D, and design of the Red Line-
Blue Line connection. These projects
address many issues identified in
environmental justice areas. Cautions
against assuming all funds available
for transit will need to be spent on
state of good repair projects during
the time horizon of the LRTP. Urges
the MPO to spend some of the 42%
of the MPO's discretionary funds that
are unassigned in the LRTP on low-
cost projects that directly address the
MPO's goals and the identified needs,
including the early action items for
the Urban Ring.

Thank you for your support. The Crosby’s
Corner project is included in the list of
recommended projects in Paths to a
Sustainable Region in the 2012-2015 time
band and the Bruce Freeman Rail Trail is
included in the 2021-2025 time band.

The MPO included the development of

a regional Needs Assessment as part of

Paths to a Sustainable Region. The Needs
Assessment revealed a tremendous number of
maintenance, safety, and capacity issues that
needed to vie for scarce transportation funds
available to address them. In discussing the
projects to be funded in the LRTP, the MPO
sought to fund projects across transportation
modes in order to support a transportation
system that expands travel options. The
particular mix of projects that have been
selected allow the MPO to continue prior
commitments and to achieve a modal split
among roadway, strategic transit, and bicycle
and pedestrian projects. The MPO left 41
percent of its discretionary funds unassigned
and available to fund lower-cost projects

that do not have to be specifically listed in
the LRTP. It is with this funding that lower-
cost projects can be programmed in the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
and constructed in the future. The MPO will
continue to apply its visions and policies
(including livability, mobility, environment,
and climate change) that promote sustainable,
green transportation as it selects projects that
will use the unassigned funds.

The MPO also acknowledges the need for
increased transit in the future; however, it
also recognizes the significant backlog of
maintenance and state-of-good-repair work
for the existing transit system. The MPO chose
to allocate all of the MBTA's future transit

and capital funding to system infrastructure
maintenance, accessibility improvements,
and system enhancements, to ensure that the
existing system can continue to function into
the future and continue to serve its existing
ridership. (continued on next page)

(conT.)

Paths to a Sustainable Region: Volume |



TABLE A-2 (conT.)

SummARY oF WRITTEN CoMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE OFFIcIAL PuBLic COMMENT PerioD: AuGusT 15 - SEPTEMBER 13, 2011

m AFFILIATION SUMMARY OF COMMENTS MPO RESPONSE
1 2 | 3| 4

Richard
A. Dimino
(continued)

Robert W. Healy

A Better City,
President and
CEO

City of
Cambridge, City
Manager

A far greater proportion of the
programmed funds should go
towards transit expansion. Model
results showing greater growth in
transit trips than auto trips support
the need to invest more funds in
transit. The MPO needs to plan for
additional resources that will be
available in the future.

Commends the Needs Assessment.
States that there is a disconnect
between the Needs Assessment

and the where the MPO is directing
resources through the LRTP.
Disagrees with the MPO's strategy
of honoring previous commitments
regardless of whether or not they
address the most pressing needs.
Projected demand for transit service
resulting from MetroFuture requires
investments to expand transit
capacity. Red Line maintenance and
bus crowding in Cambridge are not
addressed by the projects in the LRTP.
Urges the MPO to support the Green
Line Extension. Supports continued
planning for the Urban Ring, Phase
Il. Concerned that the LRTP does not
go far enough to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions.

The Commonwealth made the commitment
to fund the State Implementation Plan transit
expansion projects. The MPO felt that it was
important to further extend the Green Line
from Medford Hillside (College Avenue) to
Route 16/Mystic Valley Parkway as a second
phase of the Green Line Extension project,
and “flexed” $185 million of federal funding
dedicated to highway projects to do so.

The MPO chose not to include an lllustrative
Projects chapter in this LRTP, listing projects
that it would fund if new funding were to
become available, because of the significant
backlog of maintenance and state-of-good-
repair work to be done on the highway and
transit systems. The LRTP must be updated
at least every four years. As new financial
information becomes available, the MPO will
update its list of recommended projects in
future LRTPs.

The MPO included the development of

a regional Needs Assessment as part of

Paths to a Sustainable Region. The Needs
Assessment revealed a tremendous number of
maintenance, safety, and capacity issues that
needed to vie for scarce transportation funds
available to address them. In discussing the
projects to be funded in the LRTP, the MPO
sought to fund projects across transportation
modes in order to support a transportation
system that expands travel options. The
particular mix of projects that have been
selected allow the MPO to continue prior
commitments and to achieve a modal split
among roadway, strategic transit, and bicycle
and pedestrian projects. The MPO left 41
percent of its discretionary funds unassigned
and available to fund lower-cost projects

that do not have to be specifically listed in
the LRTP. It is with this funding that lower-
cost projects can be programmed in the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
and constructed in the future. The MPO will
continue to apply its visions and policies
(including livability, mobility, environment,
and climate change) that promote sustainable,
green transportation as it selects projects that
will use the unassigned funds.

In discussing the projects to be funded in the
LRTP, the MPO sought to fund projects across
transportation modes in order to support a
transportation system that expands travel
options. The particular mix of projects that
have been selected allow the MPO to advance
a modal split among roadway, strategic
transit, and bicycle and pedestrian projects.
(continued on next page)
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Paul F. Matthews

495/MetroWest
Partnership,
Executive
Director

Growth in the 495/MetroWest region
has led to several transportation
challenges including traffic
congestion, increased vehicle

miles traveled, highway capacity
constraints, gaps in public transit, and
aging infrastructure. Disappointed by
the inability to fund the -495/1-290/
Route 85 interchange project in
Hudson and Marlborough. Urges

the MPO to reevaluate the potential
benefits of this project. It's the

top interchange priority for the
Partnership and the region’s second
worst transportation problem.
Presents data supporting its
inclusion in the LRTP and a favorable
evaluation under the Environment
and Climate Change, and Livability
and Economic Benefit evaluation
criteria. Appreciates the inclusion

in the LRTP of the Assabet River Rail
Trail, the Bruce Freeman Rail Trail, and
the Route 135/126 Grade Separation.
Emphasizes the importance of the
135/126 Grade Separation. It is a
highly congested area and a top
crash location. It will encourage
redevelopment and revitalization of
Framingham's downtown. Expansion
of service on the Worcester/
Framingham commuter rail line

will make the problems worse.

The Boston Region MPO should
share in the funding of the I-495/
Route 9 and 1-495/1-90 interchange
projects. Urges the Boston Region
MPO to approach MassDOT and

the Central Mass MPO to work on
new and creative mechanisms for
funding cross-jurisdictional projects.
This is especially important because
of current land use planning work
for the MetroWest region. The
movement of people and goods pays
no attention to MPO boundaries.
Commends the Needs Assessment,
but asks why the 1-495/1-290/Route
85, 1-495/1-90, and I-495/Route 9
interchanges were not identified as
bottlenecks. Also, the MetroWest/495
TMA is not listed in the existing
conditions section. Alarmed that
several projects in the MetroWest
region were not identified as
addressing a regional transportation
need, although they appeared in the
Universe of Projects.

As part of developing Paths to a Sustainable
Region, the MPO was required to update project
costs and revise the financial assumptions in the
Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). While
the MPO worked to apportion its available
funding in a way that produces the optimal
benefit, many projects that would help to
maintain the existing system or allow for future
expansion or enhancement of the system could
not be included in the fiscally constrained LRTP.
In discussing the projects to be funded in the
LRTP, the MPO sought to fund projects across
transportation modes in order to support a
transportation system that expands travel
options. The particular mix of projects that have
been selected allow the MPO to continue prior
commitments and to achieve a modal split
among roadway, strategic transit, and bicycle
and pedestrian projects.

The MPO did identify the -495/1-290/Route

85 project as meeting a regional need, but

due to financial constraints did not include it

in the Recommended Plan. The MPO intends
to continue working with state and federal
partners to identify additional transportation
funding in order to be prepared for the future.
The project will remain in the Universe of
Projects list and will be considered during the
development of the next LRTP.

The Assabet River Rail Trail is included in the
2016-2020 time band, Bruce Freeman Rail Trail
isincluded in the 2021-2025 time band, and
the Route 135/Route 126 Grade Separation is
included in the 2026-2030 time band.

The Metropolitan Area Planning Council,

which is a member agency of the Boston
Region MPO, is coordinating with the Central
Massachusetts Regional Planning Council on
issues along the 1-495 corridor. The Boston
Region MPO recently approved a work scope
to support MassDOT in conducting a study

to evaluate these 1-495 interchanges. The
Boston Region MPO will provide technical
assistance and attend stakeholder meetings.
The Central Massachusetts MPO has committed
to funding the construction of these projects
once the study and design are completed. The
interchanges along 1-495 were not identified as
bottlenecks in the Needs Assessment because
they did not meet the criteria under the

speed index or volume to capacity methods
over the three hour time periods used in the
peak periods. The MetroWest/495 TMA was
added to the existing conditions in the Needs
Assessment. The Universe of Projects list
includes all projects that have been identified
to the MPO whether they meet a regional need
or not, including projects that are identified
through study or through the public comment
process.
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Tom Yardley

A-78

Medical Recognizes the need to address
Academic maintenance issues, but the LRTP
and Scientific misses the opportunity to prioritize
Community projects that would address gaps

Organization Inc. in service and could be advanced

in better financial times. The Needs
Assessment identifies transit

needs, but the “Current Approach”
Investment Strategy selected by

the MPO fails to fully address them.
Funding should be more balance
between transit and highway. The
modeling for the LRTP predicts a 30%
increase in transit demand between
now and 2035. Several transportation
gaps affecting the Longwood
Medical Area (LMA) are identified

in the LRTP. The LMA will be adding
2.7 million square feet. It is adding
1,200 jobs per year. It is the second
largest employment center outside
of downtown Boston. The LMA
depends on the transit system. When
the LRTP is next updated, it must
include long-term recommendations
for the expansion of transit

services. Supports including a list

of Illustrative Projects in the LRTP

in order to be prepared for better
financial conditions in the future.
The Urban Ring should be included
as an lllustrative Project. Smaller or
incremental components of the
Urban Ring should be modeled and
included in future amendments or
updates to the LRTP.

The MPO included the development of

a regional Needs Assessment as part of

Paths to a Sustainable Region. The Needs
Assessment revealed a tremendous number of
maintenance, safety, and capacity issues that
needed to vie for scarce transportation funds
available to address them. In discussing the
projects to be funded in the LRTP, the MPO
sought to fund projects across transportation
modes in order to support a transportation
system that expands travel options. The
particular mix of projects that have been
selected allow the MPO to continue prior
commitments and to achieve a modal split
among roadway, strategic transit, and bicycle
and pedestrian projects. The MPO left 41
percent of its discretionary funds unassigned
and available to fund lower-cost projects that
do not have to be specifically listed in the LRTP.
[t is with this funding that lower-cost projects
can be programmed in the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and constructed
in the future. The MPO will continue to apply
its visions and policies (including livability,
mobility, environment, and climate change)
that promote sustainable, green transportation
as it selects projects that will use the
unassigned funds.

The MPO acknowledges the need for increased
transit in the future; however, it also recognizes
the significant backlog of maintenance and
state-of-good-repair work for the existing
transit system. The MPO chose to allocate all of
the MBTA's future transit and capital funding to
system infrastructure maintenance, accessibility
improvements, and system enhancements, to
ensure that the existing system can continue
to function into the future and continue to
serve its existing ridership. The Commonwealth
made the commitment to fund the State
Implementation Plan transit expansion projects.
The MPO felt that it was important to further
extend the Green Line from Medford Hillside
(College Avenue) to Route 16/Mystic Valley
Parkway as a second phase of the Green Line
Extension project, and “flexed” $185 million of
federal funding dedicated to highway projects
to do so.

The MPO recognizes that there are many
mobility and capacity issues now and projected
for the future. The MPO chose not to include
an lllustrative Projects chapter in this LRTP,
listing projects that it would fund if new
funding were to become available, because
there is a significant backlog of maintenance
and state-of-good-repair work to be done on
the highway and transit systems. The LRTP
must be updated at least every four years. As
new financial information becomes available,
the MPO will update its list of recommended
projects in future LRTPs.
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Pasquale
Ciaramella

John Kyper

A-80

Old Colony
Planning
Council,
Executive
Director

Sierra Club,
Massachusetts
Chapter,
Transportation
Chair

States that transportation
improvements to the Route 3 south
corridor are a regional priority.
Supports expanding the highway to
six lanes from Hingham to Route 44
in Plymouth. Asks the Boston Region
MPO to consider identifying the
importance of improvements to the
Route 3 corridor in its LRTP.

Supports alternatives to private
automobile use and broadening
public transportation coverage

to environmental justice areas.
Concerned about the Green Line
Extension delay. States that the
needs of the inner city population are
slighted in the rush to lure suburban
commuters back to transit. States
that repeated delays are intolerable
and urges commencement of
construction. Appalled by the
MassDOT proposal to abandon the
design of the Red Line-Blue Line
Connector. This is a missing link in
the transit system that would benefit
users of the entire transit system.
The Commonwealth has neglected
expansion to the downtown core of
the transit system. The MPO did not
identify mitigation for the Green Line
Extension delay. Regrets the delay

of the Fairmount Line Improvement
Project, but encouraged that
construction is proceeding on
elements other than the controversial
Blue Hill Avenue station.

As part of developing Paths to a

Sustainable Region, the MPO was required

to update project costs and revise the
financial assumptions in the Long-Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP). While the MPO
worked to apportion its available funding in a
way that produces the optimal benefit, many
projects that would help to maintain the
existing system or allow for future expansion
or enhancement of the system could not

be included in the fiscally constrained LRTP.
In discussing the projects to be funded in

the LRTP, the MPO sought to fund projects
across transportation modes in order to
support a transportation system that expands
travel options. The particular mix of projects
that have been selected allow the MPO to
continue prior commitments and to achieve a
modal split among roadway, strategic transit,
and bicycle and pedestrian projects.

The MPO did identify the Route 3 South
project as meeting a regional need, but due
to financial constraints did not include it in
the Recommended Plan. The MPQO intends

to continue working with state and federal
partners to identify additional transportation
funding in order to be prepared for the future.
The project will remain in the Universe of
Projects list and will be considered during the
development of the next LRTP.

In discussing the projects to be funded in the
LRTP, the MPO sought to fund projects across
transportation modes in order to support a
transportation system that expands travel
options. The particular mix of projects that
have been selected allow the MPO to continue
prior commitments and to advance a modal
split among roadway, strategic transit, and
bicycle and pedestrian projects. The MPO
acknowledges the need for increased transit
in the future; however, it also recognizes

the significant backlog of maintenance and
state-of-good-repair work for the existing
transit system. The MPO chose to allocate

all of the MBTA's future transit and capital
funding to system infrastructure maintenance,
accessibility improvements, and system
enhancements, to ensure that the existing
system can continue to function into the future
and continue to serve its existing ridership.
The Commonwealth made the commitment
to fund the State Implementation Plan transit
expansion projects. The MPO felt that it was
important to further extend the Green Line
from Medford Hillside (College Avenue) to
Route 16/Mystic Valley Parkway as a second
phase of the Green Line Extension project,
and “flexed” $185 million of federal funding
dedicated to highway projects to do so.
(continued on next page)
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The MPO has considered your request and
has decided to keep its currently planned
schedule for implementing these projects.
The New Boston Street Bridge and Montvale
Avenue projects are in the 2021-2025 time
band in the LRTP. In discussing the projects
to be funded in the LRTP, the MPO sought to
fund projects across transportation modes
in order to support a transportation system
that expands travel options. The particular
mix of projects that have been selected allow
the MPO to continue its prior commitments
and advance a modal split among roadway,
strategic transit, and bicycle and pedestrian
projects. The MPO chose to leave the higher
proportion of 41 percent of its discretionary

Mayor Scott
Galvin

Michelle Ciccolo

Ted Alexiades,
Town
Administrator

City of Woburn

Town of Hudson

Town of
Hingham

The New Boston Street Bridge

and Montvale Avenue projects
were shifted into the next decade.
Urges the MPO to reconsider this
decision. The policy decision to
leave 42 percent of discretionary
funds unassigned in the LRTP has
negatively affected these two
projects. Woburn has invested funds
in design of the projects and it's
unacceptable to push them further
into the future. This decision was
made without sufficient deliberation
and consideration of the impacts.
The public process should be more
transparent. The first years of the
LRTP are less clear because projects
were pushed into later years.
Requests that the MPO move the two
projects back into this decade.

Thanks the Boston Region MPO for
keeping the Assabet River Rail Trail
in the draft LRTP. Urges the MPO to
keep the project in the final LRTP

in the earliest possible time band.
States that the Trail is a valuable
transportation route connecting
many activity centers. Large
investments have been made in local,
state, and federal funds to design
the trail and build other portions. 5.5
miles in Hudson and Marlborough
have been built. The Town supports
completion of the full 12-mile Trail.

Asks the MPO to include the Derby
Street Corridor Improvement Project
and proposed improvements to
Route 3A and the Hingham Rotary
in the next version of the LRTP. The
Derby Street project is the Town'’s top
priority. It will support commercial
and industrial development along
Derby Street. The Town is moving
forward with design for the project.
The corridor has safety and capacity
issues. The Route 3A and Hingham
Rotary project will address hazards
and support regional economic
development.

funds unassigned and available to fund

lower-cost projects that do not have to be
specifically listed in the LRTP because of the
significant backlog of maintenance and state-
of-good-repair work to be done on both the
highway and transit systems. These projects
will be chosen as part of the Transportation

Improvement Program process.

Thank you for your support. The Assabet River
Rail Trail is included in the 2016-2020 time

band in the LRTP.

As part of developing Paths to a

Sustainable Region, the MPO was required

to update project costs and revise the

financial assumptions in the Long-Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP). While the MPO
worked to apportion its available funding in a
way that produces the optimal benefit, many
projects that would help to maintain the
existing system or allow for future expansion
or enhancement of the system could not

be included in the fiscally constrained LRTP.
In discussing the projects to be funded in
the LRTP, the MPO sought to fund projects

across transportation modes in order to

support a transportation system that expands
travel options. The particular mix of projects
that have been selected allow the MPO to
continue prior commitments and to achieve a
modal split among roadway, strategic transit,

and bicycle and pedestrian projects.
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Ted Alexiades,
Town
Administrator
(continued)

Laura Wiener
and Schuyler
Larrabee

A-84

Town of
Hingham

Regional

Commends the MPO for the Needs

Transportation Assessment. Offers several policy

Advisory

recommendations to help the

Council, Chair; MPO make choices about difficult
and the Advisory  tradeoffs: maintenance should be

Council's Plan the highest priority; for expansion
Committee favor rail, transit, bicycle, and
Chair pedestrian projects over highway

projects; use statistical data and
quantifiable performance measures
to select projects; and the MPO
should include a list of Illustrative
Projects in the LRPT. Inclusion of
lllustrative Projects allows the MPO
to express a compelling vision of
the future. Supports including the
following as lllustrative Projects:

the Urban Ring, the Blue Line
Extension to Lynn, the North-South
Rail Link, and electrification of the
commuter rail system. Offered
several other suggestions by mode.
For transit, supports flexing highway
funds to transit, urges the state to
reverse the delay of the Green Line
Extension, close transit gaps, and
support high-speed rail. For freight,
suggests the MPO include a chapter
dedicated to the topic in the LRTP,
describe the freight benefits and
drawbacks of each project, and
urges the MPO to support the
Conley Terminal Bypass Road, Track
61 rehabilitation, improvements to
the Framingham subdivision line of
CSX, and the addition of a modern
truck stop on 1-495. For highways,
the Advisory Council supports better
management and operations and a
regional HOV system. For bicycle and
pedestrian planning, the Advisory
Council supports a complete streets
design policy where the MPO will

only fund projects that serve all street

users. The Advisory Council also
urges the MPO to develop criteria for
the evaluation of shared-use paths
so that projects that will receive the

most use, and do the most to remove

automobiles from streets, will be
prioritized.

The MPO intends to continue working with
state and federal partners to identify additional
transportation funding in order to be prepared
for the future. The Derby Street Corridor
Improvement project will remain in the
Universe of Projects list and will be considered
during the development of the next LRTP.

In discussing the projects to be funded in

the LRTP, the MPO sought to fund projects
across transportation modes in order

to support a transportation system that
expands travel options. The particular mix of
projects that have been selected allow the
MPO to continue prior commitments and

to advance a modal split among roadway,
strategic transit, and bicycle and pedestrian
projects. The MPO acknowledges the need
for increased transit in the future; however,

it also recognizes the significant backlog of
maintenance and state-of-good-repair work
for the existing transit system. The MPO chose
to allocate all of the MBTA's future transit

and capital funding to system infrastructure
maintenance, accessibility improvements,
and system enhancements, to ensure that
the existing system can continue to function
into the future and continue to serve its
existing ridership. The Commonwealth

made the commitment to fund the State
Implementation Plan transit expansion
projects. The MPO felt that it was important to
further extend the Green Line from Medford
Hillside (College Avenue) to Route 16/Mystic
Valley Parkway as a second phase of the
Green Line Extension project, and “flexed”
$185 million of federal funding dedicated to
highway projects to do so. (continued on next

page)
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Laura Wiener
and Schuyler
Larrabee
(continued)

Jim Nigrelli

Regional
Transportation
Advisory
Council, Chair;
and the Advisory
Council’s Plan
Committee
Chair

Sudbury Citizens
for Responsible
Land
Stewardship

States that the construction of the
Bruce Freeman Rail Trail in Acton and
Concord, with a bridge over Route 2
included, will cost about $4.5 million
per mile. Questions spending funds
on non-essential amenities that will
be used primarily for recreation.

The LRTP should allocate funds to
projects that improve air quality and
reduce congestion. On-road bicycle
facilities, which cost must less, should
be considered in all road projects.

The MPO recognizes that there are a
tremendous number of maintenance and
capacity issues vying for scarce transportation
funds. It also recognizes that there are many
mobility and capacity issues now and projected
for the future. The MPO chose not to include
an lllustrative Projects chapter in this LRTP,
listing projects that it would fund if new
funding were to become available, because
there is a significant backlog of maintenance
and “state-of-good-repair work to be done

on the highway and transit systems. The LRTP
must be updated at least every four years. As
new financial information becomes available,
the MPO will update its list of recommended
projects in future LRTPs. This LRTP does not
include separate chapters on each mode but is
designed to address the different vision topic
areas and discusses each mode, including
freight in each of the chapters. The Conley
Terminal Bypass Road is included in the LRTP
and the Track 61 rehabilitation, improvements
to the Framingham line, additional truck stops,
and a regional HOV system will remain part of
the LRTP’s Universe of projects and programs.

The MPO has committed to develop
performance measures as part of the

next phase in the LRTP process. Examples

of performance measures that will be
examined are included at the end of Chapter
4 (Transportation System Operations and
Management), Chapter 5 (Livability and
Environment), and Chapter 6 (Transportation
Equity).

In the context of the visions and policies

set forth in the LRTP by the MPO, it was
determined that bicycle and pedestrian
projects are important. Several of the vision
topics address this. Specifically, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities are addressed under the
livability (promote healthy transportation),
mobility (improve access to transit; expand
bicycle and pedestrian networks), environment
(support nonmotorized modes; support
greenhouse gas emission reductions), and
climate change (increase transit/bicycle/
pedestrian options) visions and policies.

In discussing the projects to be funded in the
LRTP, the MPO sought to fund projects across
transportation modes in order to support a
transportation system that expands travel
options. The particular mix of projects that
have been selected allow the MPO to continue
prior commitments and to achieve a modal
split among roadway, strategic transit, and
bicycle and pedestrian projects. On-road
bicycle facilities continue to be considered

as part of the Transportation Improvement
Program process.
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