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Comment Letters 
Twenty comment letters were received regarding the Expanded Environmental 

Notification Form. Each letter has been assigned an identifying alpha-numeric code, 

as listed below. The letters and the proponent’s responses follow. 
Name/Affiliation Identifier 

State Elected Officials  

Senator Anthony Petruccelli SE-1 

State Agencies  

Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs, Department of Environmental Protection, NE Regional Office S-1 

Massachusetts Water Resources Authority S-2 

Metropolitan Area Planning Council S-3 

Municipalities  

Boston Water and Sewer Commission M-1 

City of Boston Environment Department M-2 

City of Revere, Office of Mayor M-3 

Town of Winthrop, Office of the Town Manager M-4 

Non-Governmental Organizations  

Beacon Hill Civic Association N-1 

Conservation Law Foundation N-2 

Downtown North Association N-3 

Historic New England N-4 

Laborers International N-5 

Partners HealthCare System, Inc. N-6 

Walk Boston N-7 

West End Civic Association N-8 

Other  

Al-Khatib, Malek O-1 

Mertens, Richard B. O-2 

Napier, P.C. O-3 

Nilsson, Edward O. (Nilsson +Siden Associates, Inc.) O-4 

 



COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETIS

MASSACHUSETTS SENATE

STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02 133

SENATOR ANTHONY PETRUCCELLI

FIRST SUFFOLK AND MIDDLESEX

ROOM413-B
TEL. (617) 722-1634

November 9,2007

Secretary Ian A. Bowles
EOEEA, Attn: MEPA Office
Holly S. Johnson, EEA No. 14101
100 Cambridge Street, Suite 900
Boston, MA 02114

RE: Blue Line-Red Line ConnectionlEENF

Dear Ms. Johnson,

I am submitting my comments in support of the construction of the Blue LinelRed Line
Connector and in response to the Expanded Environmental Notification Form. The
Commonwealth made a commitment in 1990 to provide a direct connection between the
MBTA Blue Line and the Red Line at the Charles/MGH Station. This project deserves to
be fully funded, as is ordered under the applicable State Implementation Plan.

The commitment, as described in the Memorandum ofUnderstanding 00990, to build
the aforementioned direct connection was a smart, forward-looking measure that would
encourage the use ofpublic transportation in an effort to mitigate increased automobile
use due to the Big Dig. The communities ofEast Boston, Winthrop, Revere, Chelsea,
Saugus and others have anticipated the improved access to the Massachusetts General
Hospital; but these expectations have been stymied by the Commonwealth's lack of
action. Currently, the residents of these cities are required to walk from the Bowdoin
Station, not the simplest of treks for the infirm. However, this walk will soon be
lengthened because the MBTA will be using six subway cars instead of four, and the
Bowdoin Station is not equipped to manage six cars. Consequently, there will no longer
be a stop at the Bowdoin Station, and these same residents, when traveling to MGH, will
now be forced to walk all the way from the Government Center Station, which will soon
be the last Blue Line stop. This does not encourage public transportation.

jconroy
Line

jconroy
Text Box
SE-1-1

jconroy
Text Box
SE-1

jconroy
Line

jconroy
Text Box
SE-1-2



 

 

cstrayer
Text Box
Thank you for your comment.
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The MBTA is currently operating the Blue Line with six-car trains. Although the Bowdoin Station platform only accommodates four of the six cars, the MBTA will continue to use the Bowdoin Station in this manner for the foreseeable future. Should the project be constructed, a walk from Government Center Station to access MGH, will not be necessary, rather using public transportation will be encouraged.



The Blue LinelRed Line project not only connects the north shore communities with
many desirable destinations in Cambridge, but it would also decrease congestion found at
the Park Street and Government Center Stations. By decreasing congestion at these
Stations, all MBTA passengers would benefit.

Ms. Johnson, I appreciate your review of this letter and encourage you take the necessary
steps to fhlfill the commitments made long ago.

Sincerely,

ANTHONY PETRUCCELLI
State Senator
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS ~
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF ENERGY & ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
NORTHEAST REGIONAL OFFICE

205B Lowell Street, Wilmington, MA 01887. (978) 694-3200
DEVAL L. PATRICK
Governor

TIMOTHY P. MURRAY
Lieutenant Governor

~ECflVf[

NOV 5 2001

IAN A. BOWLES
Secretary

LAURIE BURT
Commissioner

MEPA
Ian A. Bowles, Secretary
Executive Office of
Energy & Environmental Affairs

100 Cambridge Street
Boston MA, 02114

Attn: MEPA Unit

Dear Secretary Bowles:

November 8, 2007

RE: Boston
Red Line/Blue Line Connector
Cambridge Street
EEA # 14101

The Department of Environmental Protection Northeast Regional Office has reviewed the
Expanded Environmental Notification Form (EENF) submitted by the Executive Office of
Transportation to extend the Blue Line tunnel under Cambridge Street to connect to the Red Line at
the CharleslMGH Station (EEA# 14101). The EENF identifies a variety ofaltematives that include
the realignment of the Blue Line track westbound at Bowdoin Station, which may be closed or
reconstructed; a new tunnel under Cambridge Street between Joy Street and Charles Circle; and an
underground Blue Line Station, which would connect to the CharleslMGH headhouse. The Red
Line/Blue Line connector project is among the air quality mitigation commitments made for the
Central Artery/Third Harbor Tunnel project in the State Implementation Plan (SIP), and the SIP
revisions include a commitment to complete the final design of this project by the end of2011. The
project is categorically included' for the preparation of an environmental impact report (EIR) and
EOT is requesting a single EIR review. The Department provides the following comments.

Stormwater
The Department requests that the draft scope in the EENF be expanded to include the

proposed stormwater management plan, which the EENF indicates will be in compliance with the
Stormwater Management Policy (SMP), and related requirements of the National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit. Drainage for the new tunnel, during
construction, and groundwater impacts should be evaluated and explained. The proponent is
advised that revisions to the Stormwater Management Policy, and incorporation of the policy
into the wetlands and 401 Water Quality Certification regulations will take effect on January 2,
2008. The EIR should demonstrate that source controls, pollution prevention measures, erosion
and sediment controls during construction, and the post-development drainage system are
consistent with the SMP for water quality and quantity impacts and the NPDES General Permit.

This information is available in alternate format. Call Donald M. Gomes, ADA Coordinator at617~556·1057. TDO Service ~ 1·800·298-2201.
http://www.mass.gov/dep • Fax (978) 694·3499o Printed on Recycled Paper
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A draft Stormwater Management Plan has been prepared, and is appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided on the Project website,  www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue ). This preliminary plan will be refined during final design and submitted to DEP for approval. Drainage and groundwater impacts during construction are described in Section 6.9.1. 
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See Response to S-1-1.




Massachusetts Contingency Plan (MCP)/M.G.L. Chapter 2IE
Although the EENF indicates that there are no confinned activec.2IE sites within the

proposed route, if any of the proposed tunneling operation occurs in the general vicinity of a gas
station or other business where hazardous materials have been used or stored over a period of time,
there is a likelihood that localized soil contamination has occurred. The EENF acknowledges that
new reviews of c.2IE sites will need to be conducted, and any new infonnation on site
contamination should be provided in theEIR.As EaT is aware, removing and disposing of
contaminatedsoil,purnping of contaminated groundwater, or working in contaminated media must
be done under the provisions of MGL c.2IE/2Ie and OSHA, and necessary pennits under these
provisions need to be obtained beforehand to avoid delay of the project and/or administrative
penalties.

The MassDEPNortheast Regional Office appreciates the opportunity to comment on this
proposed project. If you have any general, questions regarding these comments, please contact
Nancy Baker, MEPA Review Coordinator at (978) 694-3338.

JV'I~V. Viola
Deputy Regional Director

cc: ' Brona Simon, Massachusetts Historical Commission
Iris Davis, Joanne Fagan, MassDEP-NERO
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Hazardous materials disposal sites listed on the MCP are described in Section 4.14. A pre-characterization plan, describing methods to identify, manage, and dispose of contaminated soil and groundwater, would be developed as described in Section 6.14. 
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The current limits of work do not anticipate impacting MWRA BMC.  MassDOT will coordinate with MWRA if any change in the work limits would bring construction activities closer to the BMC. 




jconroy
Text Box
S-2-2

jconroy
Line

jconroy
Text Box
S-2-3

jconroy
Line



 

 

jconroy
Text Box
S-2-2

jconroy
Text Box
S-2-3

cstrayer
Text Box
MassDOT will coordinate with MWRA if final design requires relocation or overflow connection to the BMC, and both a Direct Connection Permit and an 8(M) Permit for work within MWRA easements would be applied for. 


cstrayer
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At this level of Project design, it is not necessary or feasible to direct stormwater to the Charles River and no impacts to the combined sewer overflow (CSO) system are anticipated. However, if further design indicates that relocation of the CSO system is required, a new storm drain would be installed in accordance with BWSC guidelines.  More details on stormwater are provided in Sections 5.10 and 6.10.
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The Secretary's Certificate on the EENF took your comment into consideration and scoped accordingly. 


cstrayer
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The regulatory requirement for completing final design for the Red Line/Blue Line Connector Project by December 31, 2011 is independent of the Blue Line Extension to Lynn project. This Project would complement the Lynn extension project, as described in Section 3.5. Ridership analyses were conducted taking into consideration anticipated changes to the transportation infrastructure, including projects in the Transportation Improvement Plan and long-range regional plans, as described in the Design Year Traffic Impacts Memorandum. This memo is appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report which is provided on the Project website at www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue. MBTA is separately evaluating the Blue Lynn Extension to Lynn Project as part of its Capital Improvement Progam (http://www.mbta.com/uploadedfiles/About_the_T/Financials/MBTA%20FY10-FY14%20CIP.pdf). 


cstrayer
Text Box
Ridership data for each Alternative is presented in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Ridership is not expected to increase by more than 10 percent at any station; accordingly, traffic analysis outside of the Cambridge Street corridor was not conducted. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Air quality modeling results are presented in Section 5.6 and show a measurable improvement in greenhouse gas (as represented by CO2) emissions as compared to the No-Build Alternative.  


cstrayer
Text Box
Environmental Justice neighborhoods, at the US Census tract level, are shown in Figure 4.3-3. Because the Project would not result in permanent adverse impacts to air quality, land use, or socioeconomic indicators, disproportionate impacts to Environmental Justice populations would not occur. Additionally, no displacements of any land use (commercial, institutional, or residential) would occur during the construction period, as described in Section 6.2, there would be no socioeconomic impacts to environmental justice populations.
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The Working Group established for the Project is described in Section 1.5. Members are listed in Section 8.5. MEPA documents are subject to public review; this DEIR is available for review on-line and at the public locations (libraries) listed in Section 8.4. 
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Cost estimates for the two Build Alternatives, based on the current level of design, are provided in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3. A funding source for constructing the project has not been identified at this time. 
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As described in Section 3.4, all subsurface utilities at open excavation work areas, including water mains, sanitary sewers, and storm drains, would need to be temporarily relocated during Project construction, and replaced to original alignments when work is complete in those areas. Stormwater management systems, as shown in Figures 4.10-1a through b, would be given particular attention as the Project advances to final design. Section 6.10 describes the stormwater management system, based on the current level of design, for the Project, and its relationship to the current system. At this stage of the Project design, no impacts to the combined sewer overflow (CSO) system are anticipated. However, if further design indicates that relocation of the CSO system is required, a new storm drain would be installed in accordance with BWSC guidelines. 
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During final design, MassDOT will coordinate with BWSC in all matters affecting buried utilities within the jurisdiction of the Commission. 
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cstrayer
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One new staff restroom would be constructed in the Blue Line mezzanine level at Charles/MGH Station, with both men's and women's toilets. Water and wastewater demand will be determined in final design. No irrigation systems are planned for the Project.

cstrayer
Text Box
There would be no building demolition requiring water, sewer, or storm drain capping. 


cstrayer
Text Box
There would be no new utilities needed for either Build Alternative. Existing buried utilities would be temporarily relocated as necessary to accommodate open excavations, as described in Chapter 6. Any construction activity potentially impacting BWSC infrastructure would be coordinated with the Engineering Customer Service Department. 


cstrayer
Text Box
No masonry repair or cleaning is planned for the Project. 


cstrayer
Text Box
As described in Section 6.9, a NPDES Construction General Permit and/or Remediation General Permit, as appropriate, would be obtained before discharging groundwater. 
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During final design, MassDOT will coordinate with the Inspectional Services  Department in all matters regarding stormwater discharges or groundwater recharge. 


cstrayer
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During construction, MassDOT will coordinate with the BWSC's Operations Division if hydrant use is required. 


cstrayer
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As described in Section 6.10, a draft Stormwater Management Plan has been prepared, and is appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided on the Project website,  www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue ). A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan would also be developed, in accordance with NPDES CGP requirements, and submitted for review prior to construction. 
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Text Box
As described in Section 6.10, a NPDES CGP will be applied for. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Drainage and groundwater impacts during construction are described in Section 6.9, and stormwater impacts are described in Section 6.10. The Project would not discharge to the Charles River. A draft Stormwater Management Plan has been prepared, and is appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided on the Project website,  www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue ).  
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During final design, MassDOT will coordinate with the BWSC's Engineering Customer Service Department for a drainage discharge permit. 
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During final design, MassDOT will coordinate with the BWSC's Operations Division for information regarding the purchase of the castings, and will install the casings where required. 
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The Project is not anticipated to impact the (First) Harrison Gray Otis House or the Old West Church/West End Church, as described in Section 5.13. No increases in air-borne noise levels at sensitive receptors are expected; modeling results indicate that ground-borne noise, from vibration at the crossover, could impact four multi-family residences that are not historic properties. Special construction techniques for the rails would mitigate these impacts. Construction-period impacts from increases in noise and vibration are described in Sections 6.7 and 6.8, respectively. Proposed mitigation measures include equipment modifications or substitutions, working hour restrictions, and compliance with City ordinances. 


cstrayer
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The Beacon Hill Historic District is discussed in Section 4.13 of the DEIR. No impacts to the district are anticipated, as described in Section 5.13. 
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Thank you for your comment. Table 5.3-1 shows the improvements in access to colleges, universities, and hospitals for residents of Revere, for both environmental justice and non-environmental justice populations.

cstrayer
Text Box
Thank you for your comment. The Red Line/Blue Line Connector Project final design must be completed by December 31, 2011, in accordance with 310 CMR 7.36.

cstrayer
Text Box
Thank you for your comment. Sections 6.7 and 6.8 describe the increases in noise and vibration levels that would result from the Project during the construction period, and mitigation measures that would be used to minimized those impacts.
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Thank you for your comment.
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As described in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3, both Build Alternatives would use a single center platform at Charles/MGH Station, two single-track tunnels under Cambridge Street between Blossom Street and Staniford Street, and tail tracks extending west of Charles/MGH Station for train storage. It is not feasible to retain and use the Bowdoin Loop because of grade differences. 
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cstrayer
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Cut-and-cover and tunneling construction methods, as well as sequential excavation mining, are described in Section 3.2. A combination of these methods would be used for either Build Alternative, as described in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3. Construction-period impacts, and proposed mitigation measures, to the range of resources evaluated are described in Chapter 6. Continued pedestrian and vehicle access to businesses, residences, and institutions within the Project area would be maintained throughout the construction period, as described in Section 6.5 and in the Traffic Technical Report, appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided on the Project website,  www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue ). Landscape and streetscape improvements to Cambridge Street would be restored to pre-construction conditions at the end of the Project. 


cstrayer
Text Box
MassDOT and DCR are well aware of the need to synchronize the range of transportation projects scheduled for the next 10 to 20 years. Coordination of the construction period with other transportation projects in the vicinity, as summarized in Section 3.5, is essential to minimize area-wide impacts to traffic flow. Although the Project timeframe has not been established, it is unlikely to occur concurrently with the Longfellow Bridge Restoration Project or the Storrow Drive Tunnel Project. 
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Agency coordination is described in Section 1.5 of the DEIR. 
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The most recent ridership information available is provided in Section 3.3.

cstrayer
Text Box
The Project has been evaluated for consistency with other transportation projects in the vicinity, as described in Section 3.5. Final design of the Project will be completed by December 31, 2011, in accordance with regulatory requirements. MassDOT has not evaluated an expedited schedule. No construction timeframe has been identified, and a construction funding source has not been identified. MassDOT and DCR are well aware of the need to synchronize the range of transportation projects scheduled for the next 10 to 20 years. The Project would likely not be constructed at the same time as the Longfellow Bridge Restoration Project or the Storrow Drive Tunnel Project. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Construction period impacts are described in Chapter 6, and impacts have been minimized to the extent feasible with the mitigation measures described in Chapter 7. 
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Thank you for your comment. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The existing groundwater conditions are described in Section 4.10. Permanent impacts are described in Section 5.10, and temporary (construction period) impacts in Section 6.10. Full analyses are provided in the Groundwater Management Plan, appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided on the Project website,  www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue). 
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This DEIR assesses the impact to ridership, coordination with other transportation projects, mitigation measures, and measures to address groundwater impacts in Sections 3.3, 3.5, 7.3, and 6.10 respectively, in a thorough and comprehensive manner. 
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Thank you for your comment. The Certificate requires preparation of Draft and Final Environmental Impact Reports.  
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MassDOT and DCR are well aware of the need to synchronize the range of transportation projects scheduled for the next 10 to 20 years. Coordination of the construction period with other transportation projects in the vicinity, as summarized in Section 3.5, is essential to minimize area-wide impacts to traffic flow. Project-specific detour routes are shown in Figure 6.5-1, based on the current level of design. These preliminary detour routes may be refined as the Project progresses to final design, and further revision may occur as the Project construction is coordinated with other transportation projects. No construction timeframe has been identified, and a construction funding source has not been identified. 


cstrayer
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Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 describe the proposed construction method, revised from that presented in the EENF. In particular, the majority of the alignment under Cambridge Street would be bored by a mined tunneling machine, with no disturbance to Cambridge Street. Where open excavations are required, at the eastern and western extents of the Project, four traffic lanes would be maintained during the regular work week, with lane restrictions only at night and on weekends. Detours, as shown in Figure 6.5-1, would route through-traffic around the Project area (and avoid adjacent neighborhoods). Any disturbance to the landscape or streetscape along Cambridge Street would be restored at the end of the construction period. 
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The alternatives considered in the DEIR are described in Section 3.3. Alternative 2, Relocation of Bowdoin Station, would allow continued access to the Blue Line at this location. This Alternative would be at the slight expense of increased travel times from the new Blue Line platform at Charles/MGH Station to Government Center Station, as compared to Alternative 1, Elimination of Bowdoin Station. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The suggested alternative would not meet the regulatory requirement of 310 CMR 7.36, and was not considered in the DEIR, as explained in Section 3.2.1. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The Project is governed by 310 CMR 7.36; that regulation requires that the final design for the Red Line/Blue Line Connector Project be completed by December 31, 2011. MassDOT has not determined if this Project would be design/build. 
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Ambient noise levels along Cambridge Street are relatively high due to high traffic volume along and emergency vehicle use of the corridor. Permanent increases in noise levels at these two sites are not expected from operation of the extended Blue Line, as described in Section 5.7. The subsurface train would not generate noise that would propogate into the surrounding community. Unmitigated noise levels during construction would be increased over ambient conditions. Section 6.7 discusses mitigation measures that would be used to minimize these temporary increases in noise levels. Similarly, vibration levels are not expected to increase due to the subsurface operations when mitigation measures (special frogs at track joints) are installed. As described in Sections 5.8 and 6.8, vibration damage to buildings is not expected from the Project. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Sections 5.13 and 6.13 describe the potential permanent and construction period impacts, respectively, to historic and archaeological resources within the Project area. Neither the Otis House nor the Old West Church are expected to be impacted. In any case, building settlement in areas where groundwater dewatering would be implemented, such as in the area surrounding Bowdoin Station, would be monitored. As described in Section 6.9, if settlement is detected, groundwater dewatering would be stopped, and appropriate measures (such as building underpinning) would be taken.
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cstrayer
Text Box
Coordination with MHC is ongoing. The MHC database was used to identify historic districts or properties within the Project area, as shown in Table 4.13-2. As described in Sections 5.13 and 6.13, a field monitoring plan will be developed to guide construction activities in the event that archaeological resources are identified; the plan would be developed in accordance with MHC requirements. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Historic New England has been added to the distribution list as a Working Group Member, as shown in Section 8.5. These two historic properties are identified in Section 4.13 and described in full in the Historic and Archaeological Resources Technical Report appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided in the Project website, www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue). 
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Laborers' International Union of North America has been added to the distribution list, as noted in Section 8.6.
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cstrayer
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As described in Section 3.3.3, DEIR Alternative 2, Relocate Bowdoin Station, includes track realignment as well as platform relocation, to allow for full use of Bowdoin Station. 


cstrayer
Text Box
As described in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3, both Build Alternatives would use only two tracks throughout the alignment. The four-track alternatives were dismissed from further review during the alternatives analysis described in Section 3.2. 
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See response to comment N-6-2. 


cstrayer
Text Box
As noted, the pedestrian-only alternative does not meet regulatory requirements for extension of the Blue Line and was not evaluated. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Both Build Alternatives would result in measurable improvements in air quality, as documented in Section 5.6. A description of the modeling is provided in the Air Quality Technical Report, appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided on the Project website,  www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue ). 
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cstrayer
Text Box
A comparison of the two Build Alternatives including a summary of the benefits of each, is provided in Section 3.3.4 of the DEIR.


cstrayer
Text Box
All Project impacts, both beneficial and adverse, are described in Chapter 5 for permanent effects and in Chapter 6 for temporary (construction period) effects. The most recent ridership data are presented in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 for the two Build Alternatives. These data and the projected boardings presented in Tables 3-2 and 3-3, are based on MBTA statistics and CTPS analyses for each Build Alternative, compared to the No-Build Alternative.

cstrayer
Text Box
Transfers between the subway lines would be reduced, and ridership increased, for either Build Alternative. Reducing transfers would relieve congestion at other stations in Downtown Boston, and the increased connectivity of the system would accommodate the increased ridership, benefitting the system as a whole. 
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cstrayer
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The Project is intended, in part, to improve access for residents in outlying areas along the Blue Line to destinations along the Red Line. The analysis presented in Section 5.3, Environmental Justice, for example, shows the benefits for residents in Revere in improved access to jobs, services, and educational opportunities that would result from either Build Alternative. These benefits would accrue to both environmental justice and non-environmental justice populations. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The proposed construction method has been changed from that described in the EENF: cut-and-cover construction would only be used for short segments and through-traffic maintained to the extent feasible. Construction period impacts to existing transportation systems and traffic flow are described in Sections 6.4 and 6.5, respectively. Traffic detour routes are shown in Figure 6.7-1. Local access to MGH facilities for emergency vehicles would be maintained throughout the construction period. Mitigation measures, as needed, are described in Chapter 7. MassDOT and DCR are well aware of the need to synchronize the range of transportation projects scheduled for the next 10 to 20 years. Coordination of the construction period with other transportation projects in the vicinity, as summarized in Section 3.5, is essential to minimize area-wide impacts to traffic flow. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The consulting team is comprised of firms especially selected for their expertise in the range of issues to be addressed for both the engineering design of the Project and the assessment of environmental impacts. This approach responds to both the regulatory requirement for completing final design by December 31, 2011 and conducting the MEPA evaluation reflected in this DEIR. MassDOT has not determined if this Project would be constructed as design/build. Finally, the Build Alternatives, as described in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3, would use an underground tunnel boring machine for much of the alignment under Cambridge Street, minimizing surface disturbances and disruptions to the community. 


cstrayer
Text Box
MassDOT and DCR are well aware of the need to synchronize the range of transportation projects scheduled for the next 10 to 20 years. Coordination of the construction period with other transportation projects in the vicinity, as summarized in Section 3.5, is essential to minimize area-wide impacts to traffic flow.  No construction timeframe has been identified. The Project would likely not be constructed concurrently with the Longfellow Bridge Restoration Project or the Storrow Drive Tunnel Project. 
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cstrayer
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The Secretary's Certificate on the EENF took your comment into consideration and scoped accordingly. 


cstrayer
Text Box
A Working Group for the Red Line/Blue Line Connector Project has been established, as described in Section 1.5.
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cstrayer
Text Box
The Project is governed by 310 CMR 7.36; that regulation requires that the final design for the Red Line/Blue Line Connector Project be completed by December 31, 2011. The Project is on schedule to meet that deadline. 
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Existing pedestrian level-of-service information is provided in Section 4.5, based on field observations made in April 2009. Future conditions for pedestrians, under both the No-Build and the Build Alternatives, are described in Section 5.5. Modest increases in the number of pedestrians are anticipated, and the existing walkways (sidewalks) have adequate capacity to accommodate the additional pedestrian traffic. The survey and modeling are described in the Traffic Technical Report, appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided on the Project website,  www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue).  


cstrayer
Text Box
If Bowdoin Station is eliminated, the headhouse would remain for emergency egress. The adjacent Cardinal Cushing Park would not be affected by the Project, although pedestrian access may be temporarily altered (by walkways) during construction. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 describe the connections between the Blue Line platform and the headhouse at Charles/MGH Station, as well as surface streets and sidewalks. There is no difference between the two Build Alternatives in these connections. The cross sectional view provided in Figure 3-4c shows the underground configuration of the Blue Line platform at Charles/MGH Station. 
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See response to comment N-7-3. 
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See response to comment N-7-3. 
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See response to comment N-7-3. 
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See response to comment N-7-3. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The majority of the Project would be within the Cambridge Street right-of-way, as described in Section 4.2. The western extent of the Project, including the Blue Line platforms at Charles/MGH Station and the two tail tracks, extend underground under Charles Circle. Charles Circle is occupied by Charles/MGH Station, and is part of the Charles River Reservation. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The proposed construction method has been changed to include tunnel boring, rather than cut-and-fill excavation, for the majority of the track alignment, as described in Section 3.3. This method would minimize surface disturbance, preserving the new landscape and streetscape along Cambridge Street except for short segments at either end. Any disturbed landscape or streetscape, including sidewalks, would be restored at the conclusion of the construction period. Current pedestrian level-of-service at intersections along Cambridge Street are described in Section 4.5. Neither Build Alternative would substantively impact pedestrian volumes, as described in Section 5.5, and the existing sidewalks have sufficient capacity for projected pedestrian volumes. Decreases in vehicle traffic volumes along Cambridge Street may also positively impact pedestrian flow. 
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cstrayer
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As described in Section 6.5, detours and, as necessary, police details would be used to manage local traffic. There would be no loss of parking for residents. A traffic management plan would be developed to discourage cut-through trafffic along residential streets in both Beacon Hill and the West End throughout the Project construction period. Cross streets intersecting Cambridge Street would not be blocked expect temporarily at certain locations. An account of traffic operations during construction is provided in the Traffic Technical Report, appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided on the Project website,  www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue ). 


cstrayer
Text Box
The Project would be consistent with other transportation projects planned or scheduled in the vicinity of the Cambridge Street corridor, as described in Section 3.5.  Currently, the Red Line/Blue Line Connector Project is not scheduled or programmed for construction, and would be unlikely to be constructed concurrently with these projects.The Construction Phasing Plan and Traffic Management Plan are conceptual at this time, based on the current level of Project design, and will be refined as the Project advances to final design. Each plan is, and would continue to be, flexible to allow for integration with other nearby transportation projects as necessary. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Final design of a subway tunnel extension is required by the DEP's Transit Regulations, at 310 CMR 7.36. An underground people mover, suggested by several commentors as an alternative to the subway tunnel extension, would not meet the regulatory requirement. 
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cstrayer
Text Box
The suggested alternative would not meet the regulatory requirement of 310 CMR 7.36, and was not considered in the DEIR. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The purpose of this Project, as required by the Transit Regulation cited in the response to Comment O-1-1, is to connect the Red and Blue Lines, not to extend Blue Line service to areas already served by the Green Line. 
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cstrayer
Text Box
See response to comment O-1-2. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The proposed construction method has been changed to include tunnel boring, rather than cut-and-fill excavation, for the majority of the track alignment. This method would minimize surface disturbance, preserving the new landscape and streetscape along Cambridge Street. Any disturbed landscape or streetscape would be restored when the construction activities are finished. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Project coordination with other transportation projects in the vicinity is described in Section 3.5. 


cstrayer
Text Box
As described in Chapter 6, the construction period impacts to residents have been minimized to the extent practical, based on the current level of design. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Impacts to traffic flow during construction are described in Section 6.5, and have been minimized to the extent possible based upon review of existing traffic operations and projections for the future. An account is provided in the Traffic Technical Report, appended to the Alternatives Analysis Technical Report (provided on the Project website, www.mass.gov/massdot/redblue ). 
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cstrayer
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As described in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3, both Build Alternatives would be constructed by a combination of mined tunnel, sequential excavation mining, and cut-and-cover excavation. The mined tunnel method would be used for the majority of the alignment under Cambridge Street, minimizing disturbance to the recently completed renovation project. Open excavations, where required for boring machine installation or extraction, specific subsurface construction features, or to accommodate curves in the alignment, are minimized with this approach. Open excavations would be covered with decking whenever possible to allow continued traffic flow. Any disturbed landscape or streetscape features would be restored at the conclusion of the Project.  


cstrayer
Text Box
MassDOT and DCR are well aware of the need to synchronize the range of transportation projects scheduled for the next 10 to 20 years. Coordination of the construction period with other transportation projects in the vicinity, as summarized in Section 3.5, is essential to minimize area-wide impacts to traffic flow. Project-specific detour routes are shown in Figure 6.5-1, based on the current level of design. These preliminary detour routes may be refined as the Project progresses to final design, and further revision may occur as the Project construction is coordinated with other transportation projects. There is no scheduled date for construction at this time, and a funding source has not been identified. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The current estimated Project duration of 6.5 years is based upon available information and the current level of design. Refinements to the Project schedule may occur as the Project progresses to final design.  
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cstrayer
Text Box
The ridership estimates provided in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 for the two Build Alternatives are based upon the latest available information from MBTA statistics and CTPS modeling. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The Project is intended, in part, to offset increased automobile traffic resulting from the recently completed Central Artery/Tunnel project.  


cstrayer
Text Box
The Beacon Hill Times has been added to the distribution list, and a notice for the most recent Project meeting was published in that newspaper as well as the East Boston Times and the Revere Journal. Councillor Ross is on the Project mailing list and Representative Walz is a member of the Working Group and thus will receive a copy of the DEIR. 


cstrayer
Text Box
The Secretary's Certificate on the EENF took your comment into consideration and scoped accordingly. 
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cstrayer
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Permanent and temporary impacts that would result from either Build Alternative are described in Chapters 5 and 6, and include both beneficial and adverse effects. Final design of the Project is required by the Transit Regulations, 310 CMR 7.36, and must be completed by December 31, 2011. Funding for construction is not currently available.
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The suggested alternative would not meet the regulatory requirement of 310 CMR 7.36, and was not considered in the DEIR. The two Build Alternatives considered in the DEIR, as described in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3, would include a mined tunnel construction method for much of the alignment under Cambridge Street, considerably reducing the surface disturbance that would result from the full cut-and-cover excavation method described in the EENF. 
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The noise and vibration analyses, provided in Sections 5.7 and 5.8 for permanent impacts, determined that ground-borne noise caused by vibration from rail joints at the crossover location, would impact sensitive receptors. Proposed mitigation measures include the installation of spring-rail frogs, moveable-point frogs, or flange-bearing frogs to eliminate the impact at these locations. 


cstrayer
Text Box
Sections 5.7 and 5.8 describe the anticipated impacts to sensitive receptors from noise and vibration, based on measurements of ambient levels identified in Figure 4.7-1 and modeled noise and vibration from the Project sources . As noted in the response to Comment O-3-2, noise impacts can be mitigated and there are no vibration impacts. 
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Thank you for your comment.

cstrayer
Text Box
The Project is limited to design of the extension of the Blue Line to the Red Line, per the regulatory requirement cited above. However, coordination with other transportation projects, including extension of the Blue Line to Lynn, is taken into consideration in Section 3.5. The Project is consistent with the Lynn extension, which MBTA is considering  as a separate project. 
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