


From: Pat Brown
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org
Subject: Feedback -- Long Range Transportation Plan (Paths to a Sustainable Region)
Date: Friday, June 10, 2011 3:32:46 PM

Hello.

I am concerned that the inclusion of the Bruce Freeman Rail Trail (Acton, Concord) in the 2021-2025
period of the proposed "Paths to a Sustainable Region" does not state explicitly that the two segments
are disjoint.  The failure to include the Route 2 crossing leaves trail users from Acton with no safe
passage to Concord; users from Concord cannot safely arrive at Acton, for the same reason.  The route
2 crossing (606223) of the trail must be included in the cost estimate and in the project description, or
the trail does not provide safe access to public transportation at the West Concord commuter rail station
for users from Acton and points north.

While the Acton and Concord segments of the Bruce Freeman Rail Trail were lumped together as one
project in the previous Long Range Transportation Plan "Journey to 2030", this was done when the
Route 2 trail crossing was but one part of the Route 2 Rotary redesign.  The trail portion was pulled
from the more extensive redesign project to facilitate joining the Acton and Concord trail segments to
complete the transportation corridor for the trail and to allow users a safe passage along its length.  The
Route 2 crossing is necessary for the utility of the Acton and Concord segments, and should be
therefore be included in the project information in the LRTP to allow an accurate assessment of the
project cost and extent.

Preliminary estimates for the Route 2 crossing, which has not reached 25% design, are currently $6
million (see project 606223 in the MassDOT PROJIS database).  I request these costs be included in the
estimates for the Bruce Freeman Rail Trail.  Alternatively, the Plan should indicate that the proposed
segments are disjoint and describe the provision for the safety of trail users until they can be
connected.

Thank you.

Pat Brown
Sudbury
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From: Mike Callahan
To: mkelly@ctps.org
Subject: FW: Comment on the Draft LRTP
Date: Monday, June 13, 2011 11:59:14 AM

A Plan Comment…
 
From: Carole Wolfe [mailto:carole.pantrybrook@comcast.net] 
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2011 11:55 AM
To: 'Mike Callahan'
Subject: Comment on the Draft LRTP
 
Good morning,
 
My apologies for again bothering you with a lengthy comment; I should probably send a traditional
letter of communication in the future.  Thank you for forwarding this comment.
 
To members and staff of the MPO,
 
There are two proposed Acton rail trails costing several million dollars per mile listed in the Draft LRTP,
yet the number of people who would use them for actual transportation versus recreation, has not been
determined. There has been no verifiable measurement to prove that congestion mitigation or air quality
improvement would result from these multi-million dollar investments. To the contrary, the State’s use
counts on existing trails, even allowing for the ardent trail advocates who acknowledge they have been
counted several times during these counts, do not reflect robust numbers of trail commuters. There has
been no concrete cost-benefit analysis. Moreover, just because there is a trail-user, it cannot be
concluded that a vehicle-trip has been saved.
 
It is unrealistic to believe that a Bruce Freeman Trail would have any quantifiable impact on relieving
congestion at the Concord rotary, just as it is unrealistic to believe that unplowed and unlighted
suburban trails with a majority of their miles going through the woods will provide any significant
improvement to the region’s transportation needs. It is appropriate that the timeframes for these two
trails be extended ones.  Hopefully, in the meantime, more accurate methods to calculate actual
commuter use will be developed in order to better assess the cost-benefit. Realistically, it isn’t
convenient for most suburban people to commute by bike, especially on trails with limited access and
destination opportunities. In addition to constructions costs, there is also the unending cost to keep
trails in good condition. Communities don’t always have the financial resources for maintenance. For
instance, Chelmsford is relying on volunteers for routine maintenance on the Bruce Freeman bike trail.
If more miles of suburban trails are constructed, will there be sufficient money to properly maintain and
manage them?
 
Besides the monetary cost to build and maintain rail trails, there is the cost to wildlife and wildlife
habitat to be considered.  The un-used suburban rail beds have become crucial corridors and
providers of habitat for wildlife.  Sudbury is the only town to complete a comprehensive, four season
wildlife study, a study that has determined that trail construction would have irreparable consequences
for wildlife, especially through the various riparian zones that provide the greatest amount of wildlife
diversity.  It is hoped that both Acton and Concord will use the time allowed by the LRTP schedule to
initiate in-depth and unbiased wildlife studies in order to understand the impacts a trail would have
through their extensive riparian zones and undeveloped areas.
 
In the end, it is hoped that the multi-millions of dollars being suggested for only a few miles of trail
construction will be used for actual transportation solutions, real congestion mitigation and true air
quality improvement instead of being spent on the creation of non-essential, recreational amenities that
may have negative environmental impacts.
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Thank you for your attention, your time is appreciated.
 
Carole Wolfe
Sudbury Citizens for Responsible Land Stewardship
Sudbury
 













 

c/o Metropolitan Area Planning Council  Phone: 617-451-2770 
60 Temple Place, Boston, MA 02111  Fax: 617-482-7185 
www.mapc.org/subregions/magic  Email: mbewtra@mapc.org 

June 14, 2011 

David Mohler, Chair 
Transportation Planning & Programming Committee, Boston MPO 
c/o Central Transportation Planning Staff 
10 Park Plaza, Suite 2150  
Boston, MA 02116 

Re: MAGIC Regional Transportation Priorities and comments for the TIP, LRTP, and UPWP 

Dear Mr. Mohler:  

I am submitting these comments on behalf of the Minuteman Advisory Group on Interlocal Coordination 
(MAGIC) subregion of the Metropolitan Area Planning Council (MAPC). MAGIC consists of 13 
communities in the northwest area of MAPC: Acton, Bedford, Bolton, Boxborough, Carlisle, Concord, 
Hudson, Lexington, Lincoln, Littleton, Maynard, Stow, and Sudbury. MAGIC met and discussed the Long-
Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), the FFYs 2012-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and 
the FFY 2012 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) at our last two meetings on April 7, 2011 and May 
19, 2011. 

We recognize the severe fiscal constraints currently facing the Commonwealth and the need to prioritize 
scarce resources. The MAGIC towns have invested significant financial resources and decades to design and 
develop the projects we list in this letter, and it is our feeling that priority should be given to these worthy 
projects, already in the pipeline, in order to retain credibility and trust within our communities. 

Our priorities include a few key road projects that relieve existing bottlenecks and improve safety and 
several projects that will improve bicycle, pedestrian, and transit mobility within our region. Taken 
together, these priorities are essential to sustaining an equitable, economically healthy, and environmentally 
responsible region. With limited transit resources within our suburban region, we believe the MPO should 
prioritize projects that enhance multimodal connections to existing transit nodes, downtowns, employment 
centers, and high single-occupancy vehicle traffic destinations. 

The table below summarizes our project-specific recommendations for the TIP and LRTP, with comments 
on these and additional projects on the following page: 

Project ID # Municipalities 

MAGIC Priorities for FFYs 2012-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 

Crosby’s Corner 602984 Concord, Lincoln 
Middlesex Turnpike/Crosby Drive Phase 3 029492 Bedford, Burlington, Billerica 
Minuteman Bikeway Extension (Reformatory Branch) – Bedford 

MAGIC Priorities for Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 

Assabet River Rail Trail 604531 Acton, Maynard, Stow 
Assabet River Rail Trail 1139 Hudson, Stow 
Bruce Freeman Rail Trail Phase 2A – at 25% design 604532 Acton, Carlisle, Westford 
Bruce Freeman Rail Trail Phase 2B – Route 2 crossing 606223 Acton, Concord 
Bruce Freeman Rail Trail Phase 2C 605189 Concord 
Bruce Freeman Rail Trail Phase 2D – north of MBTA crossing 1164 Sudbury 
Concord Rotary (Routes 2/2A/119) 602091 Concord 
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Crosby’s Corner: As we have stated in several previous letters to the MPO, no single project has a direct 
greater impact on our region. 

The Middlesex Turnpike/Crosby Drive Phase 3: This project has been a regional priority for 
approximately 30 years. Design for Phase 3 has been completed at the communities’ expense and the Town 
of Bedford has exercised eminent domain to acquire the right-of-way to complete this project. This major 
arterial roadway is the main access for a significant proportion of the Commonwealth’s economic and 
employment base. 

Minuteman Bikeway Extension (Reformatory Branch): This two-mile Town-owned trail is a regional 
transportation asset that links eight towns along a 17-mile off-road network. The Bedford section provides a 
much-needed off-road alternative to Route 62 and is listed as a short-term priority in the Regional Bicycle 
Plan by MAPC. The proposal is to surface this section with asphalt to make it more viable as a commuter 
route. 

Assabet River Rail Trail: The Assabet River Rail trail will have its 25% design submitted to MassDOT this 
summer. Acton, Maynard, and Stow have contributed significant local funding to the design and right-of-
way acquisition through CPA and other local appropriations. Acton, Maynard, Hudson, Stow, and 
Marlborough have been working collaboratively to advance this project for over 18 years. Please program 
the Assabet River Rail Trail, Phase 2 into the earliest available time band on the LRTP so that earmarked 
funds can be accessed for the remainder of design for the two-mile Track Road section of Stow.  

Bruce Freeman Rail Trail and Concord Rotary: The Acton, Carlisle, Concord, and north Sudbury 
sections of this trail are listed as short-term priorities and the Framingham and south Sudbury sections are 
listed as medium priorities in the Regional Bicycle Plan by MAPC. Please program Phases 2A, 2B, 2C, and 
2D in the LRTP and ensure coordination of Phase 2B with the Concord Rotary project. Phase 2A is at 25% 
design. 

Additional projects and comments: 

Multimodal Center in Weston/Waltham: We support siting a multimodal transportation facility near 
Weston/Waltham along the Route 128 corridor that will facilitate transit options along Route 128 and 
provide connections with the Fitchburg Commuter Rail. Land acquisition and construction will certainly 
cost more than $10 million and should be programmed in the LRTP as soon as is feasible. 

Acton Dial A Ride: We were disappointed with the discontinuance of funding for the Acton Dial A Ride 
and felt that sufficient time was not given to fully deploy and build public awareness of this service before 
the funding was cut. We encourage the MPO to find an alternative source of funding to support this key 
multi-community transit service. 

Route 4/225 in UPWP: MAGIC supports a corridor planning study for this route in Bedford and 
Lexington, which provides direct highway access to Route 128 and is one of the most congested in the 
region. Lexington recently rezoned this area, and the job creation and economic growth that could result 
should factor into this corridor study. 

Coordinated public transportation studies in UPWP: MAGIC supports studies that look at innovative 
ways to integrate existing transit services (school buses, Council on Aging vans, locally funded shuttles, 
private business shuttles, etc.) into a more coherent and coordinated public transportation system. 

As stated earlier, these projects, taken together, are essential to retaining credibility within our communities 
and for promoting regionalism and sustainability.  Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  

Sincerely, 

  
Michelle Ciccolo, Chair 

















From: Jonah Petri
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org
Subject: LRTP project selection
Date: Monday, June 27, 2011 4:57:33 PM

To the MPO LRTP staff and board:

I have read, with deep concern, your draft set of projects to be included in the next 
LRTP.  I note that around 85% of the money is being directed towards highway 
expansion and reinforcement, which is counter to the stated goals of this LRTP.  This 
LRTP should be addressing environmental justice, increasing use of low-carbon 
transportation modes, and most importantly preserving a livable climate for our 
children.  Alarmingly, only token investments are being made in these areas.

Instead, I see a multibillion dollar subsidy for the "one person, one car" lifestyle.  
How can you even be considering this level of investment in the automobile at a 
time when its future, so tied up in gas prices and the whims of foreign dictators, is 
so uncertain?

You have the right idea in your LRTP title.  We need more paths, and more 
sustainability, instead of massive highway investment.  Please bring the list of 
projects for the LRTP back in line with its right-minded goals!

Sincerely, 
Jonah Petri
Somerville, MA

mailto:skrap@mac.com
mailto:publicinformation@bostonmpo.org


For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
 
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.
 

Get Adobe Reader Now! 

http://www.adobe.com/go/reader


From: Jim Gallagher
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org
Subject: RTP comments
Date: Wednesday, June 29, 2011 12:52:09 PM

I can't make the TPPC meeting tomorrow, June 30, so I'd like to repeat some
comments I made earlier.
 
The Plan, as a "public" document, should be useful and accessible to that public.
That means a document that is relatively short, which can be read in a few hours at
most (50 to 100  pages with a lot of graphics). And it should be largely written in
non-technical, jargon-free language.
 
And as for the mix of specific projects to include I think that few projects should be
listed beyond 2025. Instead there should be a committment to fix already identified
and prioritized needs, whether or not a specific "project" is already under design. To
cite one example, there is currently no "project" under development to make
improvements to the 128 Central area (I-90 to I-93) in spite of it's current problems,
and the hopes/plans for additional economic growth which will require more people
to get to the corridor than currently do. Rather than ignoring this critical need
(effectively saying nothing will be done in this corridor before 2035) the Plan should
contain a committment for improvements as they are identified, perhaps even
including some very general allocation of a minimum amount that may be needed.
And a committment that in the time before the next Plan is developed there will be
additional study to identify those fixes, with some slightly more specific costs that
can then be included in the next Plan.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Jim Gallagher
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