


From: Fred Moore
To: Mike Callahan
Subject: Re: Thank you for your feedback; subscription to MPO news and information e-mail service
Date: Wednesday, July 06, 2011 5:34:07 AM

Freakin Great!

I can look forward to the transportation I should have hat fifty years ago 
Fifty years after I am dead!

No Blue line to Lynn and a wider Route One

Thanks for nothing!

FRM

On 7/5/11 2:46 PM, "Mike Callahan" <mcallahan@ctps.org> wrote:

Thank you for providing feedback on the development of the next Long-Range
Transportation Plan, Paths to a Sustainable Region. Your comments have been shared
with the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). 
 
Public input is an important aspect of the transportation planning process, and we
appreciate your participation. Please visit www.bostonmpo.org/2035input
<http://www.bostonmpo.org/2035input>  to keep track of the development of the
Plan. We expect the Plan will be available for public review and comment later this
summer. 
 
Because of the interest you have shown in regional transportation planning, we are
planning to add you to our e-mail distribution list. This will allow you to keep up
with transportation news and important actions taken by the MPO. Please let us know
if you would not like to receive these e-mails by replying to this message.  
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Callahan
Boston Region MPO Staff
mcallahan@bostonmpo.org
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From: Pat Brown
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org
Subject: Comments on Paths to a Sustainable Region, Chapter 5
Date: Sunday, July 17, 2011 3:39:48 PM

Comments on Paths to a Sustainable Region, Chapter 5 “Livability and the 
Environment” July 17, 2011

I’d like to commend the excellent effort of the MPO to compile a description and an 
explanation of this new set of goals and visions.  It’s very helpful in understanding 
the tradeoffs and decisions made in addressing these issues.  I had several specific 
comments on Chapter 5.

1)   It is unclear from this document how the MPO determines when off-road bicycle 
and pedestrian paths function primarily as transportation facilities and when they 
function as recreational facilities.  While a linear park may be a desirable amenity, 
it is not necessarily an efficient use of transportation funds.  Specifically, the 
assumption on page 5-14 that non-motorized transportation produces no 
emissions is true if this constitutes more bicycling and walking for short trips.  
The assumption is false if it involves end-destination recreational facilities to 
which users drive.  A model of GHG reduction which ignores the contribution of 
recreational drivers and assumes that all users are displacing auto use for 
necessary trips will overstate the effect of the facility on climate change.  Bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities necessary to provide access to transit for travel rather 
than just recreation should be generally available—that is, plowed clear of snow 
and lit after dark.  The “Development of Performance Measures” section (page 5-
45) should include collecting data concerning the surrounding population density, 
total use, and actual transportation use of off-road bicycle and pedestrian paths 
both during summer and winter months to understand their effectiveness as 
transportation facilities.  Additionally, the capital expense and the operational 
expense should be tracked part of the financial awareness embedded in the 
LRTP, allowing comparison with other transportation investments. 

2)   The discussion surrounding figure 5-16 (Transit Coverage in Relation to 
Population Density by Census Tract) does not indicate what constitutes transit 
(less expensive demand/response transit such as a Council on Aging van; 
moderately expensive fixed route transit such as a bus; more expensive fixed 
guide-way transit such as a train) nor does it indicate an appropriate level of 
service in relation to population density.  Efficiently and effectively applying 
financial resources to meet the region’s needs requires acknowledgement of the 
expense of over-supplying transit in less densely populated areas and refraining 
from offering transit services which are marginal or unjustified.  Additionally, it 
would be helpful to show some easily accessible landmarks (major highways or 
town boundaries, for example) on this map to allow readers to locate places of 
interest.

3)   In light of the MBTA commuter rail delays in the spring of 2011 and the 
breakdowns in bus and subway systems the following summer, there is a 
significant concern about loss of transit share because of deferred maintenance 
and the consequent (perceived and actual) unreliability of transit.  Effective use 
of financial resources may require maintenance rather than expansion.  A 
discussion of how the MPO determines this trade-off would be helpful.

mailto:patbrown34@comcast.net
mailto:publicinformation@bostonmpo.org


4)   Table 5-2 (Indicators of Livability Across Community Types) does not define what 
the community types are (nor did “Journey to 2030”).  Additionally, it does not 
define “pedestrian coverage” and “bicycle coverage”, nor indicate the source of 
the included data nor when it was collected.  I’m not sure why this table is 
included.

5)   “Alternative-Mode Planning and Coordination” on page 5-40 describes the work 
by MAPC for the Boston MPO to advance bicycle and pedestrian planning and to 
encourage the use of transit.  However, MAPC’s plans are not subject to the fiscal 
constraint imposed upon the MPO.  Additionally, the Bay State Greenway 100 
implementation by MassDOT (page 5-15)—also fiscally unconstrained—puts forth 
different priorities from MAPC’s Regional Bicycle Plan.   To increase the usefulness 
of plans relying upon federal transportation funding, the MPO should 
communicate clearly the anticipated financial constraints and measurable goals 
imposed by the federal process to MAPC, to the Commonwealth, and to the 
public through the MPO’s public outreach process.

Thank you for your willingness to accept public input.

Pat Brown
Sudbury



From: scolby26@gmail.com
To: publicinformation@ctps.org
Subject: MPO Web Site Share Your Views Form
Date: Tuesday, July 19, 2011 12:21:29 AM

Below is the result of your feedback form.  It was submitted by
 (scolby26@gmail.com) on Tuesday, July 19, 2011 at 00:23:59
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

subjectText: Future Transportation and BRT

messageText: I am a resident of Boston and deeply invested in the future state our of wonderful city
and surrounding metropolitan area. I just finished reading the proposals for each region and have to say
that I am deeply disappointed to see the continued reliance on Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) as a foundation
of many of the projects. BRT has been a failure on Silver Line Phase I and I do not think it is within the
best interest of the tax dollars of our residents, as well as federal tax dollars, to continue investing in a
subpar transportation option. No matter where you put a bus, be it in a tunnel or in a dedicated lane, it
is still a bus. Very seldom in the proposals did I see any extension of heavy or light rail service
(although I would like to see the Orange Line extended through Boston neighborhoods to 128). In order
to serve the best interests of riders, reliance on BRT must be abandoned, and the use of heavy and
light rail options must be more readily explored. We, as a state and major city, cannot be considered
world class with a reliance on buses, which will be traveling many times on already congested
roadways. 

Please reconsider the use of BRT in these projects. It is an embarrassing failure and severe misuse of
transportation dollars. 

Thank you

send_updates: yes

submitForm: Submit Query

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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