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Agency Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS

10/30/2015

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Cornell Dunning

Due to funding constraints, it is
unlikely that a complete Tucson-to-
Phoenix passenger rail system would
be built initially. Therefore, system-
wide analyses and comparison of
impacts at alternative locations for
system facilities, such as Rail
Maintenance Yards, cannot be
undertaken until a project for an initial
operable segment has been defined
and conceptualized. A more detailed
discussion on this topic appears on
Page 4.
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With no specific alternative
alignments developed in the Tier 1 EIS,
subjects such as Clean Water Act
Section 404 permitting were discussed
only in general terms. Based on the
Tier 1 analysis, the Yellow Corridor
Alternative would appear to provide a
less environmentally damaging
alternative alignment than the Orange
Corridor Alternative; however, FRA
cannot make that determination at
this stage. A more detailed discussion
on this topic begins on Page 5.

For cost estimating purposes, it was
assumed that diesel-electric
locomotive technology would be used
for a theoretical future passenger rail
system; this, however, does not
preclude ADOT from exploring other
means of locomotive power--including
electrification. Discussion of and
comparison between various types of
locomotive technology were not part
of the Tier 1 analysis. A more detailed
discussion on this topic appears on
Page 6.
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Detailed responses begin on Page 4.
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Rail Maintenance Facilities

As funding becomes available, one or
more operable corridor segments
could be developed as individual
projects that make up components of
a complete passenger rail system
between Tucson and Phoenix. Any
such section will be required to have
independent utility with or without
construction of other sections.

No individual segment of a passenger
rail system has been identified for
implementation, but the following
proposed corridor segments could be
evaluated as logical, independent
sections for commuter service. These
corridor segments could also be
combined, modified, or revisited in the
future based on available funding.

eTucson to Marana

eQueen Creek/Santan Valley to
Phoenix

eCoolidge to Phoenix
eCoolidge to Tucson

eTucson to Phoenix

FRA will assess, in a Tier 2 study,
alternative locations for rail
maintenance facilities that serve the
initial corridor section, while
accommodating the full 120-mile
corridor proposed to be built in the
future.
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Aquatic Resources

On a corridor-level scale, the Yellow
Corridor Alternative includes four
major crossings of waters of the US
and 1,030 acres of wetlands of which
550 acres are likely jurisdictional. In
comparison, the Orange Corridor
Alternative includes three major
crossings of water of the US, but also
1,575 acres of wetlands of which 850
acres are likely jurisdictional wetlands.
Water crossings may be bridged to
potentially avoid direct impacts to
water crossings, whereas wetlands
may extend over a broader geographic
extent and, consequently, be more
difficult to avoid. In this regard, the
Yellow Corridor Alternative would
likely yield the least environmentally
damaging practicable alignment
alternative.

However, because the actual ROW
width would likely be about 200 feet,
the number of possible alignment
alternatives within a one-mile-wide
corridor is great, making avoidance of
jurisdictional waters of the US more
feasible. Without defining and
assessing every practicable alignment,
it cannot be confirmed that the Yellow
Corridor Alternative would contain the
LEDPA.

While the Tier 1 EIS provides a high-
level overview of existing
environmental conditions within the
corridor alternatives, the actual area
potentially affected by a passenger rail
facility would be much smaller and
could potentially avoid impacts to
local features identified in the EIS.
Watershed-scale impacts within a
corridor alternative could be relatively
constant regardless of alignment, but
at the Tier 1 level of analysis, when no
specific project has been designed or
funded, it is not possible to estimate a
general watershed-scale impact that
would not vary based on structural
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requirements of different alignments.

The information gathered for a Tier 1
analysis covers a broad area but is not
intended to provide an in-depth
analysis. To provide that level of detail
in a Tier 1 EIS would result in an
encyclopedic volume, with only a
fraction of the information gathered
being necessary to complete a project-
level EIS for implementation of a
passenger rail system.

To complete a system-wide,
landscape-level watershed analysis
and receive an approved Jurisdictional
Delineation for the study area would
require a level of effort that runs
counter to the intent of a tiered NEPA
documents. However, opportunities to
avoid wetlands, floodplains, and
known waters of the US will be taken,
to the extent practicable, in the
development of alternative alignments
for the subsequent project-specific
analysis.

The subsequent project-specific
analysis is the appropriate time to
assess direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts of structural elements, fill,
roads, transfer stations, power
stations, and maintenance areas.

Locomotive Technology

The Arizona Passenger Rail Corridor
Study includes this Tier 1 EIS as well as
an Alternatives Analysis (AA) report,
which estimated high-level costs for
comparison between and among
alternatives. The AA study, which was
also a high-level analysis, did not
estimate costs for electrified
locomotion, nor did it compare the
cost of an electrified system to the
cost of a non-electrified system. In
addition to the railroad itself, an
electrified locomotive system would
entail an additional, parallel
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infrastructure; i.e., the traction power
delivery system, resulting in higher
construction costs per mile overall and
an increased area of ground
disturbance.

No technology has been proposed or
selected in the EIS though relatively
conservative assumptions have been
made about the performance of a
future system to forecast ridership
and estimate costs. In a subsequent
phase of study, such as a project-
specific NEPA document along with
supporting analyses, a technology
would be evaluated based on the best
fit for the corridor and in
consideration of costs and ridership
potential.

Air Quality

FRA will consult with EPA early in the
air quality analysis during subsequent
project-specific studies to be certain
that current conditions,
methodologies, and standards are
used for the analysis.

Where community air quality impacts
are anticipated, subsequent
environmental documentation will
quantify MSAT emissions and analyze
health impacts.
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Tribal Consultation

FRA has initiated Section 106
consultation with potentially affected
tribes and will continue consultation in
subsequent project-specific studies.
Future tribal consultations will include
requests for permission to further
study alternatives that cross into tribal
land.

The Tier 1 EIS provides lists of previous
projects and known archaeological
sites within the Yellow and Orange
corridor alternatives.

During subsequent analyses, when a
project is in design, principal cultural
resource issues will be identified along
with measures to address these issues.

Contaminated Sites

FRA and ADOT will consult with EPA
and ADEQ early in the project-specific
studies to identify possible
contaminated sites to ensure the
project is designed to accommodate
specific management needs
associated with these types of
facilities or their clean-up activities.

———
Final Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement

Agency Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS -8




Agency Comment Resolution Appendix
E———

I
Final Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement

FRA and ADOT will investigate
brownfield funding opportunities if
new development associated with a
passenger rail alignment crosses or is
adjacent to brownfields.

Climate Adaptation

When subsequent project-specific
analyses are undertaken, FRA will
reference best available science and
national guidance on climate
adaptation, including applicable
actions noted in the National Climate
Assessment for the Southwest Region.
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10/30/2015 U.S. Department of the Interior Patricia
Sanderson Port

United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
Pacific Southwest Region
333 Bush Street, Suite 515
San Francisco, CA 94104

IN REFLY REFER:

Filed Electrenically
30 October 2015

Ms.Karla Petty

Arizona Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
4000 N. Central Avenue, Suite 1500
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-3500

Subject: Department of Transportation (DOT), Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Section
4(f) Evaluation for the Arizona Passenger Rail Corridor Study Tueson to Phoenix, Maricopa,
Pima and Pinal County, Arizona

Dear Ms. Petty:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Department of Transportation
(DOT), Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Arizona
Passenger Rail Corridor Study Tucson to Phoenix, Maricopa, Pima and Pinal County, Arizona

SECTION 4() EVALUATION COMMENTS

The Department appreciates that you have coordinated with various agencies regarding this
project and the development of the Section 4(f) Evaluation. We encourage continued
coordination with these agencies and tribes throughout the life of this project.

Preferred Alternative

In the Draft Tier 1 EIS, ADOT

Currently, there is no preferred alternative identified and the Section 4(f) Evaluation does not

contain specific analysis about impacts to Section 4(f) resources. We understand that this Tier 1 recommended the Yellow Corridor
Study is the initial stage of a multi-step process, which has resulted in identification of two Alternative as the preferred
alternatives (orange and yellow) to be advanced for further study. alternative. ERA identified the Yellow

Corridor Alternative as the preferred
alternative in the Final Tier 1 EIS.

[
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Casa Grande Ruins National
Monument

Because a specific alignment for a
passenger rail system has not been
selected, no Area of Potential Effects
(APE) was delineated during Tier 1
analysis, nor were specific effect
findings made.
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FRA will coordinate with NPS once
funding becomes available for project
design and construction, to identify
the APE in subsequent, project-specific
environmental studies and discuss
avoidance alternatives and the
potential impacts of noise, vibration,
and light on the natural and cultural
landscape within the APE, including
any National Monuments and National
Historic Landmarks.

National Historic Trail

The Juan Bautista de Anza National
Historic Trail designated historic
corridor (Anza Trail Corridor) has been
added to the Corridor Aerial Atlas
Appendix of the Tier 1 EIS. The 1-mile-
wide rail corridor alternatives in the
Tier 1 EIS do not define a specific
alignment, so a detailed analysis of
potential impacts to the trail corridor
cannot be undertaken until project
development (Tier 2) NEPA
documentation.
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BLM Comments

ADOT and FRA appreciate BLM
Arizona’s offer to participate as a
cooperating agency on this study.
While detailed design for a passenger
rail facility has not yet taken place,
commuter trains and intercity trains
would most likely operate on a single
set of tracks.

[
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Table L-4 in the Land Use Appendix
indicates general consistency of the
Corridor Alternatives with land use
goals and circulation/transportation
goals of in the general plans of the
jurisdictions in the corridor
alternatives. Specific plan
compatibility and materials sources
will be addressed during future Tier 2
analyses when more specific project
concepts are investigated.

The Anza Trail Corridor is mapped on
the Corridor Aerial Atlas of the Final
Tier 1 EIS, as discussed on Page 12.

The BLM parcel along Schnepf Road is
within or adjacent to the Orange
Corridor Alternative. FRA has selected
the Yellow Corridor Alternative as the
preferred alternative and
implementation of a passenger rail
facility within the Yellow Corridor will
not affect this parcel.

During project-specific analyses, prior
existing rights on BLM land will be
investigated and addressed.

[
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Because alignments and station
locations could hypothetically be
located anywhere within the mile-
wide corridor alternative, Bureau of
Land Management subsurface mineral
estate and mining rights were not
addressed in this Tier 1 EIS. For the
same reason, zoning, which varies
widely within the corridor alternatives,
and land use impacts were not
analyzed for any 200-foot ROW
corridor. When developed, project-
level NEPA analyses would assess
impacts on mineral rights, land use,
and zoning.

IR
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10/29/2015 Arizona Game and Fish Department Joyce Francis, PhD.
Per AGFD's request, the figure
P illustrating wildlife linkages (Figure 5-
THE STATE OF ARIZONA | commesionens 17) has been revised in the Final Tier 1

CHaRMAN, KURT R, DavIS, PHOENIX

GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT | 5 o™

5000 W. CAREFREE HIGHWAY | fooear £, ManscLL. Winsow
PHOENIX, AZ 85086-5000 | pipecror
(602) 942-3000 « WWW.AZGFD.GOY | LARRY D.VOTLES

DEPUTY DIRECTOR
v E. Gasy

October 29, 2015

ADOT Passenger Rail Study Team
¢/o Central Creative

24 W. Camelback Rd. #479
Phoenix, A7 85013

Re:  Review of the Arizona Department of Transportation’s Passenger Rail Corridor Study
Drafl Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement

Dear ADOT Passenger Rail Study Team:

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) appreciates this opportunity to submit
comments based on our review of Arizona Department of Transportation’s (ADOT’s) September
2015 Drafl Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (Tier 1 DEIS) for the Arizona Passenger Rail
Corridor Study: Tucson to Phoenix. The Department appreciates the incorporation of our
assessment of potential impacts to wildlife, wildlife habitat, and recreation resources throughout
the Tier 1 DEIS: this assessment was submitted to ADOT on June 17, 2014 and used a geospatial
data analysis tool that is under development by the Department.

As detailed in the Department’s 2014 analysis, and reflected in the Tier 1 DEIS, the Yellow
alternative route would result in fewer potential impacts to native vegetation, wildlife habitat and
recreation than the Orange alternative. In addition, the Yellow alternative route would result in
less fragmentation ol intact habitat blocks. Opporlunities 1o minimize and offsel polential
impacts to wildlife and habitat connectivity (see page-specific comments below) are present
along all of the proposed routes, through siting and design that maximizes roadway permeability
1o wildlife.

The Department offers the following comments:

Pg. 5-128 Figure 5-17:

e In order to present a landscape-scale perspective of connectivity in the region, please include
all of the linkages that fall within the map boundaries. The linkages identified to the east
should be incorporated into the map to provide a more comprehensive look into the
connections between habitat blocks.

Pg, 5- 134:

s Through Arizona’s State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP 2012,
https://azgfdportal.az. gov/wildlife/actionplan/), the Department identified Species of Greatest
Conservation Need (SGCN), as well as Species of Economic and Recreation Importance

AM EQUAL OPPORTUNITY REASONABLE ACCOMMODATIONS AGENCY

EIS to show all of the linkages within
the map boundaries. A table listing the
Species of Greatest Conservation Need
(SGCN) and Species of Economic and
Recreational Importance (SERI) within
the corridor alternatives has been
added to the Biological Resources
section of the Final Tier 1 EIS.

The statement appearing on Page 5-
149 of the Draft Tier 1 EIS was clarified
in the Final Tier 1 EIS to read: "a
passenger rail system may present
opportunities to improve wildlife
connectivity by siting the corridors to
minimize habitat and connectivity
fragmentation, identifying current and
potential important wildlife
movement areas, and designing
facilities to provide maximum
permeability for safe wildlife
movement."

Potential effects to the western
burrowing owl resulting from
construction and operation of a
passenger rail facility are discussed in
the Final Tier 1 EIS. Because the EIS
provides a high-level analysis of
existing conditions and potential
impact, measures to avoid direct and
indirect effects to individual species,
including the burrowing owl, are not
provided in the Final Tier 1 EIS, nor are
measures to offset habitat loss
discussed. Mitigation measures in the
Final Tier 1 EIS were revised as
requested.

———
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Under “Tier 2 Considerations,” in the
Biological Resources section of the
Final Tier 1 EIS, a sentence has been
added stating, “For the detailed
analyses provided in a Tier 2 NEPA
document, site-specific data on
biological resources potentially
affected by the project will be
required including special status
species and wildlife movement
studies/surveys to inform the NEPA
process.” Specific information about
which types of studies and their
timelines relative to the preparation of
project development and Tier 2 NEPA
cannot be determined at this time.
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10/28/2015 Arizona Corporation Commission Brian H. Lehman
Safety Division

The Arizona Corporation Commission's ("Commission") Railroad Safety Section, ("Staff'), Thank you for your comment and
would like to take this opportunity to comment on ADOT's Draft Tier | Environmental participation in this study.
Impact Statement ("EIS") regarding the commuter rail study between Phoenix and

Tucson. Staff has a long history cooperating with ADOT regarding the implantation of

safety devices and elimination of safety hazards at grade crossings throughout Arizona.

However, this is the first instance where Staff has commented on an alignment of a

proposed commuter rail line. While the Commission's regulatory oversight is focused on

the implementation of warning devices and the approval of modification or alteration to

existing or construction of future crossings, whether at-grade or grade separated, Staff

does have concerns regarding future rail projects in Arizona.

Staff firmly believes that establishing a rail corridor connecting Phoenix and Tucson would
be an alternative to expanding traffic lanes for vehicular traffic on Interstate 10 and
would relieve highway congestion and reduce vehicle emissions. State and regional
planning initiatives have recommended passenger rail alternatives to add travel capacity
to what is currently offered by highways. Staff has reviewed the EIS and sees a benefit to
Arizona from having an alternative to the automobile to travel between Phoenix and
Tucson. While other modes of transportation were taken into consideration, such as
express buses, the concept of a commuter train offers significant advantages. The ability
to construct additional lanes on Interstate 10 is limited. Air travel was not considered
because Staff believes suburban and rural areas between Phoenix and Tucson need to be
connected.

The EIS was completed by the lead agency, the Federal Railroad Administration ("FRA")
along with cooperating federal agencies, the Federal Transit Administration ("FTA") and
the Federal Highway Administration ("FHWA"). ADOT is the local sponsoring agency and
the designated recipient of study funds. The EIS offers three different alternatives which
include "The Orange Alternative", "The Yellow Alternative" and the ‘No Build Alternative".
The Orange and the Yellow alternatives offer two different alignments for a rail corridor
between Phoenix and Tucson, while the No Build Alternative would do nothing to
implement a rail alternative. The estimated cost for the Orange Alternative is $6.8-58.4
billion in 2013 dollars. The Yellow Alternative would cost between $4.2-$5.1 billion in
2013 dollars. The No Build Alternative would include future planned and proposed
highway projects, but would not include any rail planning. The Phoenix to Tucson rail
corridor is being studied to address inter-city travel needs where the travel needs are
growing but the opportunity to expand highways is limited. Phoenix is the only
metropolitan area in the United States with a population over 1 million without a
commuter or regional passenger rail system.

Safety concerns regarding a potential passenger rail system include a number of issues,
including vehicular traffic and pedestrian conflicts at highway-rail grade crossings and the
safety of rail passengers on trains and at stations. An understanding of the potential
number and type of crossings (at-grade or grade-separated) contributes to an
understanding of the degree of risk for collisions within each corridor alternative. For
example, urban crossings may include higher volumes of cross traffic and warrant the
cost of grade-separated crossings. There is a possibility that nearly 140 public and private
at-grade and grade-separated crossings would be affected if the Yellow Alternative was
chosen and 100 public and private crossings if the Orange Alternative was selected. Any
modification, alteration or newly constructed public crossing would require Commission
approval.
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Staff's inspection activity would ensure that any crossing improvement project was
installed and maintained in a manner as safe as possible. All aspects of any new or
existing rail system would be subject to Staff inspections.

In order to accomplish a multidisciplinary evaluation of alternatives, an Alternative
Analysis ("AA") was undertaken as part of the Arizona Passenger Rail Corridor Study
("APRCS") that involved conceptual engineering of possible alternative alignments at a
level possible for cost estimating, scheduling, operational analyses, and community
involvement.

Staff believes a passenger rail system within the Yellow Corridor Alignment would be
more compatible with existing local plans, property ownership, serve a larger population,
and affect slightly fewer natural resources, sensitive noise receptors, and archaeological
resources than a rail system within the Orange Corridor Alternative. The potential to
affect water resources, wildlife corridors, and potential species habitat would be greater
in the Orange Corridor Alternative.

Compared to the No Build Alternative, a passenger rail system within either corridor
alternative offers increased access to transit for protected populations and economic
generators as well as improved air quality and energy consumption.

A passenger rail system within the Orange Corridor Alternative would require nearly
double the capital cost than the Yellow Corridor Alternative and would be more difficult
to implement. The operating and maintenance costs would also be higher. The No Build
Alternative would not incur any of these costs, but it would not meet the identified
purpose and need for an alternative mode of transportation between Phoenix and
Tucson. While the right of way ("ROW") costs would be potentially higher for the Yellow
Corridor Alternative, the lower estimated annual operating costs is forecasted to recover
the higher ROW costs within the first six years of operation.

Considering the overall estimated costs, projected ridership, and potential environmental
impacts associated with implementing passenger rail within one of the alternative
corridors, Staff finds that a passenger rail system within the Yellow Corridor Alternative is
considered more cost efficient and better performing than a rail system within the
Orange Corridor Alternative, with similar potential impacts to the environment. Staff
recommends further effort toward realizing commuter rail service connecting Phoenix
and Tucson. As between the Orange and Yellow route alternatives, Staff believes that the
Yellow route appears to present several advantages over the Orange route.

10/30/2015 Maricopa Association of Governments Marc Pearsall
Fantastic work as always. Only a couple of aesthetic comments. These are Thank you for your suggestions. The
suggested/recommended edits and changes for the Final Report version: FEIS document covers and map
e The image of the red train on the lower right cover of Executive Summary / Final Cor.ridor Aerial Atlas pages have been
Report / Appendices is actually that of a non-US compliant, electric European unit. revised per your suggestions.

Coincidentally, the type of locomotive shown also does not have a front pilot/plow, and
this missing equipment on a Rotem Metrolink car in Los Angeles actually contributed to a
derailment/fatality earlier this year. Perhaps a simple photo-shopped image of an US
domestic diesel or HSR locomotive may be a more suiting representation for the rail
vehicle. | believe that WSP-PB and the FRA have some stock images you could use. (Page
1 of the Exec Summary has a good image of the Amtrak Acela.)

e Also, perhaps add a small image of Tucson’s active Amtrak depot to the Tucson
skyline montage? (Two images from MAG'’s collection are attached.)

The following map changes should be included in all future pertinent atlases/map books.
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(Old GIS map layers and shape files die hard!)

ADOT Yellow-Corridor-Aerial-Atlas

e On map 32 of 91, the [former railroad] spur into the GRIC should be deleted from the
final map.

e On map 42 of 91, the [former railroad] spur to Williams AFB should be deleted from
the final map.

e On map 51 of 91, the old SPRR Creamery Branch has been transformed into the new
Metro light rail (since December 2008).

10/30/2015 Pima County Administration C.H. Huckelberry,

County Administrator

Congratulations as you approach the completion of the Tier | EIS for the Passenger Rail
Corridor Study. Pima County has only one major concern about the results presented in
the Draft version of the Study for Phase I. It is not apparent that the planning reflects the
extension of the Passenger Rail Corridor to Tucson International Airport (TIA) in the initial
implementation phase. On December 18, 2012, the Pima County Board of Supervisors
passed and forwarded to ADOT a resolution supporting the designation of TIA as a critical
rail station location" and inclusion of the Tucson International Airport rail station in the
initial implementation of the Passenger Rail Corridor. "

While we understand that the recently published Alternatives Analysis focused on the
analysis of two alternative routes between the two major metropolitan areas, Figure 2-5 -
Corridor Alternatives Carried Forward for Detailed Study depicts the route from
downtown Tucson to TIA as a ""Future Extension." The area surrounding TIA is one of our
largest employment centers and is near the new Aerospace Parkway and planned
Sonoran Corridor where significant industrial employment growth is anticipated.

At the September 16, 2015 public meeting in Tucson, the speakers unanimously called for
the initial implementation phase to include TIA. The alternate routes in the Phoenix area
are adjacent to Phoenix Sky Harbor and Mesa Gateway Airports. If the initial
implementation phase of the Passenger Rail stops in downtown Tucson as presented in
the last study, another 10 miles of rail will need to be constructed to get the line close to
TIA.

Pima County reiterates our support for the initial implementation phase of the Passenger
Rail System to be extended to reach TIA and urges that the study results be revised to
reflect this plan.

I
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The proposed connections to TUS, Sky
Harbor, and Phoenix-Mesa Gateway
are an opportunity to link the major
airports to provide employment and
passenger access to each. Each airport
is a current or planned major
employment center as well as a travel
port. The project plans to eventually
link these airport areas together, but
all the details have not been covered
in this Tier 1 EIS.

Based on public and agency input,
ADOT and FRA will commit to
extending the study area to TUS for
future project-specific passenger rail
(Tier 2) studies, which would include a
TUS station on a passenger rail system
from Tucson to Phoenix. As noted
elsewhere in this EIS, ADOT anticipates
that a Tucson-to-Phoenix passenger
rail system would be funded
incrementally, and that construction
and operations would be
implemented in phases. The specific
phasing of a future passenger rail
system is not known at this time but
would be determined as funding is
allocated and as part of the
subsequent project-specific NEPA
process.
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10/29/2015 Pima County Department of Priscilla S. Cornelio,
Transportation Transportation Director

Dear ADOT Passenger Rail Study Team,

Pima County appreciates the opportunity to comment on the ADOT Passenger Rail Study.

We support the study and the recommendations with one exception. We recommend
that the preferred final route extend from downtown Tucson approximately 10 miles
south to Tucson International Airport. We recommend that any future evaluation and
study include this segment.

Based on public and agency input,
ADOT and FRA will commit to
extending the study area to TUS in
future (Tier 2) studies, which would
include a TUS station on a passenger
rail system from Tucson to Phoenix. As
noted elsewhere in this EIS, ADOT
anticipates that a Tucson-to-Phoenix
passenger rail system would be
funded incrementally, and that
construction and operations would be
implemented in phases. The specific
phasing of a future passenger rail
system is not known at this time but
would be determined as funding is
allocated and as part of the
subsequent project-specific NEPA
process.
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10/27/2015 City of Phoenix Ray Dovalina, Jr., Director
Street Transportation Department

The mile-wide corridor alternatives in
the Draft Tier 1 EIS follow the same
alignment within the City of Phoenix.

Specific alignments were not
considered in the Tier 1 EIS. In future
project-specific environmental studies,
FRA and ADOT will coordinate with the
City of Phoenix.

Subsequent project-specific studies
will comply with Title VI and
Environmental Justice regulations and
policies as specific alignment
considerations are discussed, including
areas with protected populations and
the area immediately north of Sky
Harbor Airport.

Coordination among numerous
agencies and stakeholder groups will
be necessary in developing specific
alignment alternatives near Sky
Harbor Airport. These include, but are
not limited to:

e  City of Phoenix Aviation
Department

e  (City of Phoenix Planning and
Development Division

e  City of Phoenix Street
Transportation Department

e Federal Aviation Administration
e Federal Railroad Administration
e Federal Transit Administration
e Valley Metro Light Rail
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Town of Gilbert,
Town of Queen Creek
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Mayor Jon Thompson,

Mayor Joel G. Belloc,

Mayor John W. Lewis,
Mayor Gail Barney

The Yellow Corridor Alternative follows
the Union Pacific Railroad right-of-way
(ROW), but does not necessarily use it.
The Tier 1 EIS does not designate a
specific alignment, only a corridor that
is preferred over others.

The lower estimated cost of the Yellow
Corridor Alternative is attributable to
differences in overall alignment length,
projected construction costs, and
required number of rail vehicles.
Projected ROW cost within the Yellow
Corridor Alternative is actually higher
than that for the Orange Corridor
Alternative but constitutes only a small
percentage of the total estimated cost
of a project within either corridor
alternative.
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Thank you for your comment and
participation in this study.
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Thank you for your comment and
participation in this study.
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10/30/2015 City of Tucson Mayor Jonathan Rothschild
10/27/2015 City of Mesa Mayor John Giles

Congratulations on completing the Draft Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) of the
Passenger Rail Corridor Study.

During the Alternatives Analysis, your team did a remarkable job reaching out to the various
stakeholders along the different proposed alignments. | know you met with City of Mesa staff
on numerous occasions.

The city also appreciates that the locations of the recommended alternative scenarios serve
Mesa and the East Valley. However, we feel there is a significant missed opportunity by not
directly linking Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport as shown in the Yellow Alternative. Currently
the airport serves 1.3 million annual passengers with over 2,000 jobs located at the airport.
The Gateway Airport Master Plan calls for a long-term annual enplaned passenger total of
2,200,000, or 4,400,000+ annual passengers served. The high range forecast identifies that

Final Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement

Based on public and agency input,
ADOT and FRA will commit to
extending the study area to TUS for
future passenger rail (Tier 2) studies,
which would include a TUS station on
a passenger rail system from Tucson
to Phoenix. As noted elsewhere in this
EIS, ADOT anticipates that a Tucson-
to-Phoenix passenger rail system
would be funded incrementally, and
that construction and operations
would be implemented in phases. The
specific phasing of a future passenger
rail system is not known at this time
but will be determined as funding is
allocated and as part of the
subsequent project-specific NEPA
process.

Thank you for your comment and
participation in this study. Access to
the three major airports in the
corridor is an important element of
the passenger rail service. As noted,
airport access would be evaluated in
much more detail in the next phase of
study. This could be a subsequent
project-specific (Tier 2) NEPA
document or another study completed
prior to the Tier 2 studies moving
forward. A commitment has been

Agency Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS -36



Agency Comment Resolution Appendix

E———
Gateway could handle 5,000,000 annual enplaned passengers, or around 10,000,000 total made that airport access would be
passengers annually. part of subsequent Tier 2 studies
The EIS states the future rail line serves the airport however, this alternative would require under any circumstances.

passengers to take a shuttle 3-6 miles from a potential station area in Gilbert to the airport
terminal. By not directly connecting the Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport with Phoenix Sky
Harbor International Airport and Tucson International Airport, the region misses an invaluable
opportunity to create synergy in the aviation industry within the State of Arizona.

During the study, and in subsequent study presentations, ADOT staff committed to do
another study as part of the Tier 2 EIS to look at how to better connect the three airports in
the next phase of this project. However, the Draft Tier 1 EIS simply indicated that “these
analyses (airport connection) will be undertaken as part of future studies but does indicate
when such a study would occur.” The City of Mesa respectfully requests that the study team
amend the language in the Airport Connection section under Next Steps to more fully commit
to doing the airport connection study “as part of one of the independent

localized studies in the Tier 2 study.”

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft Tier 1 Environmental Impact

Statement
(EIS).
9/14/2015 City of Mesa Parks & Recreation Roxana Rojo Yantos
What parks/parkland will be affected by the yellow corridor? The Draft Tier 1 EIS examined mile-

wide corridors and not alignments, so
all properties and resources in the
corridor were identified as being
potentially affected. The Corridor
Aerial Atlas Appendix in the Tier 1 EIS
identifies the parks and parklands that
may potentially be affected, but until
subsequent project-specific studies
examine conceptual alignments,
whether these or other parks would
be affected by a project cannot be
ascertained.
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10/30/15 Jess Knudson, Mark Eckhoff, Town of Florence Officials

Gilbert Olgin, William Randolph1

Thanks for this opportunity to comment on this latest stage of the ADOT Passenger Rail
Corridor Study.

The Town of Florence appreciates the time and effort that has gone into this Study to date
and we look forward to working with ADOT and the other members of this extensive project
team for many, many years to come.

The Town wishes to express its ongoing support for the future Passenger Rail system to be
integrated into the planned North-South Freeway Corridor. This is a position that has been
officially adopted by our Town Council and integrated into our adopted General Plan Future
Land Use Map. This multi-modal approach will be far superior to any other options under
study and should provide greater efficiencies in right-of-way acquisition, reduced
development costs and fewer environmental impacts. There is also significant stakeholder
support for this option from the major property owners owning land impacted by the planned
Passenger Rail and Freeway Corridors in the Florence area.

Whether ADOT, the FRA and others select the North-South Corridor option or the Union
Pacific option through Florence, the Town is adamant about there being a rail stop in the
Town of Florence, whether this be a commuter rail stop or an inter-city rail stop or both.
Florence is the County Seat and one of the major employment hubs in the County.
Furthermore, by the time the rail line is developed, Florence will likely be the largest or one of
the largest population centers in Pinal County based on the sheer amount of private and state
land available for future development, as well as the current and planned infrastructure and
necessary resources to support smart growth. To gain the negative impacts of the rail system
without the benefits of one or more stops would cause irreparable harm to the Town of
Florence. It would also have significant negative impacts on land and transportation planning
and development activities in the region.

Thanks again for this opportunity to share our comments on this important study.

! Comments submitted individually

IR
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Thank you for your comment and for
sharing the position taken by the
Town. The station locations have not
yet been selected. Stations shown on
maps were only identified as a basis
for projecting ridership and serving
the affected areas. The Yellow
Corridor Alternative includes an
assumption for a station in Coolidge
and one in the Santan Valley area. The
Orange Corridor Alternative includes
an assumption for a station in
Florence. When the final concept is
developed and an alignment set, the
stations would be placed based on
where the best service can be offered
and the highest ridership achieved.
ADOT intends to work with
community partners and transit
providers to connect communities in
the vicinity of a station to the rail
service whether directly on the line or
not.
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Responses to individual comments
begin on the next page.
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FRA sent a letter to Barnaby Lewis,
GRIC-THPO, on September 5, 2013
inviting the GRIC to participate in
consultation pursuant to Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation
Act regarding historic properties,
including Traditional Cultural
Properties, which might be affected by
the proposed project. At the
commencement of project-specific
(Tier 2) studies, FRA and ADOT will
continue Section 106 Consultation
with the GRIC-THPO.

As alignment alternatives are
developed during subsequent Tier 2
studies, FRA and ADOT will coordinate
with the GRIC-CRMP to obtain
available Class |, Class Ill, and TCP data
and to discuss requirements for a TCP
overview and cultural resource survey
of the area of potential effects of
proposed alignments that intersect
GRIC land.

In subsequent Tier 2 studies, ADOT
will comply with GRIC DEQ
environmental regulations for the
designated study area for portions of
proposed alignments located within
the Community boundaries.
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During subsequent Tier 2 studies,
ADOT and FRA will more fully assess
the effects of vibration, noise, and
light associated with the proposed
passenger rail and will identify
appropriate mitigation measures to
reduce noise and light pollution found
to affect sensitive wildlife species in
the vicinity of the project, both on and
off GRIC land.

During subsequent Tier 2 studies,
ADOT will coordinate with GRIC DEQ
to gather data concerning past land
uses and the potential for hazardous
and solid waste contamination, USTs,
and brownfield or Superfund sites.

During subsequent Tier 2 studies,
ADOT will address impacts to species
of cultural significance to the GRIC. In
preparing the biological evaluation,
ADOT will consult with the GRIC to
obtain information on culturally
significant species.

ADOT will coordinate with GRIC's
Department of Transportation as
alignment alternatives are
investigated during subsequent Tier 2
analyses.

I
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Residential areas and sensitive
receptors such as the Casa Grande
National Monument that would be
adversely affected by proposed
alternative alignments would require
appropriate mitigation measures to
adhere to FRA and FTA standards.

Project-specific (Tier 2) studies would
analyze socioeconomic impacts,
Section 4(f) resources, and farmlands
potentially affected by a passenger rail
facility.

ADOT will further investigate “Last-
mile” connections between
community centers and rail stations
once station locations have been
determined in project-specific studies.

The railroad layer on Map 32 has been
revised for the Final Tier 1 EIS and no
longer shows the spur line heading
northwest through the GRIC.

A supplemental EIS is not warranted;
the comments applicable to the Draft
Tier 1 EIS have been addressed in the
Final Tier 1 EIS.

IS
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Peter L. Steere, Tribal

Historic Preservation
Officer

(no date) Tohono O’odham Nation

The proposed routes cross the Traditional use Lands of the Tohono O’odham Nation.
The Tohono O’odham Nation is concerned about impacts to many cultural and sacred sites.

The Tohono O’odham Nation is concerned about the possible disturbance of the burial sites
of ancestors. All large Hohokam village sites should be avoided.

A complete Class Ill (100%) survey will need to be completed of both alternative routes
before selecting a final route.

The route selected should be the one that has the least impact on cultural sites.

A Cultural Landscape Study that incorporates both alternative routes needs to completed and
used as an evaluative tool before selecting a final route.

All reports and studies need to be reviewed by the Tohono O’odham Nation and other Tribes.
Presentations on this railroad project need to be made to the Chairman of the Tohono
O’odham Nation.

Presentations on this proposed railroad project need to be made to the Tohono O’odham
Nation Legislative Council Cultural Preservation Committee, and eventually to the full
Legislative Council.

IR
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Thank you for your comment and
participation in this study. ADOT and
FRA respect the interests of the
Tohono O'odham Nation and other
Tribes whose Traditional Lands are
crossed by the study corridor
alternatives. ADOT and FRA developed
a Tier 1 EIS to identify a single corridor
for a future passenger rail alignment
prior to undertaking detailed data
collection and analysis of the areas
affected. ADOT recommended, and
FRA identified, the Yellow Corridor
Alternative as the preferred
alternative based on multiple factors,
including potential ridership,
estimated costs, and public input.
Preliminary research undertaken for
the Draft Tier 1 EIS indicates that the
potential impact on known cultural
sites within each of the two corridor
alternatives does not differ enough, in
the context of other environmental
and non-environmental factors, to
differentiate one corridor over the
other.
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10/30/2015 Union Pacific Railroad Company
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Melissa B. Hagan, National
Environmental Counsel &
Senior Counsel—
Environmental Law

ADOT has had ongoing discussions
with UP related to the preferred
Yellow Alternative. Based on
information obtained from UP and
analysis of the alternative, the
implementation of passenger rail
within the Yellow Corridor Alternative
would not be expected to result in a
change in the number of freight trains
currently operating in the Tucson to
Phoenix corridor.

Some freight train scheduling
modifications would be required to
prevent conflicts with passenger
service. Upgrades to the existing UP
track were assumed as part of this
alternative, in addition to projects to
accommodate passenger rail
operations. These upgrade projects
would allow continued service to
freight customers and mitigate
potential restrictions to freight
movements.
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ADOT Passenger Rail Study
October 30, 2015
Page 2

Union Pacific will consider reasonable proposals for commuter rail service that appear to be
viable and adequately funded. Agreements must balance the nation’s desire for additional
commuter services with Union Pacific’s ongoing, critical role in carrying freight that otherwise
would likely compete for space on the crowded and underfunded highway network.

Regards,

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY

! Weberno Hrsspo—

Melissa B. Hagan

ce: Zoe Richmond
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9/16/15 Tucson Electric Power
Land Resources

Shannon Breslin,
Manager

Thank you for your comment, and the
information you provided on Tucson
Electric Power’s existing and future
transmission and substation facilities.

During subsequent project-specific
studies, ADOT will coordinate with

utility companies, including Tucson
Electric Power, during planning and
design of the passenger rail system.

Final Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement
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10/29/15

Dear Sir or Madame:

Tucson Airport Authority Bonnie A. Allin

On behalf of the Tucson Airport Authority (TAA), thank you for the opportunity to review
the Draft Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the ADOT Passenger Rail Study
and provide comments.

The TAA is generally supportive of the project and the proposed recommendations contained
within the EIS. However, there is one major item that must be addressed to allow for our full

support of the project. This item is the location of the southern terminus for the initial phase

of the passenger rail.

The current EIS shows the initial phase of the rail terminating in downtown Tucson. The TAA
strongly requests the terminus be located at TIA. Leaving TIA out of the initial phase of the
project will result in numerous unintended and adverse impacts to the Airport and local
economy (Note: TIA provides $3.28 economic benefit to the community). These adverse
impacts include , and are not limited to , the following :

* Enormous competitive disadvantages for TIA; potential loss of customers to other airports
* Severe reduction in cargo and commercial air service in the region

¢ Diminished air service development opportunities

¢ Diminished business growth and development opportunities

¢ Potential job loss

¢ Inability to transport the work force to the largest industrial employment area

¢ Failure to connect to the Sonoran Corridor

The Pima County Economic Development Plan (2015 - 2017) identifies an area immediately
south of TIA for major near-term development. This area, referred to as the Sonoran Corridor
and Aerospace and Defense Corridor, is a catalyst for economic growth for the region. The
integrated master plan includes connecting Highway 1-19 and Highway 1-10 through the
Sonoran Corridor to enhance transportation links across vast geographic areas and national
boundaries, and to combine the power of air, rail and surface transportation to create a major
Southwest logistics center at TIA.

The TAA , Pima County, and City of Tucson have invested millions of dollars to prepare for this
critical economic development opportunity , with the goal to promote and support
industrial growth to the region and state, attract businesses and increase high-paying job
growth, and to protect our existing major employment base. The rail terminus near this area
is essential to make both the rail and the land development successful for the region.

Between the period of 2011 and 2013, the TAA and members of the community brought
these critical points to the attention of ADOT numerous times and were assured TIA would be
the southern terminus point in all scenarios. However, the latest report does not reflect or
incorporate the TAA and our community's comments, concerns and recommendations. The
TAA respectfully asks that the Final Tier 1 EIS include TIA within the initial phase of work.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at boallin@flytucson.com or Mike Smejkal, Senior Director of Development Services at
msmejkal@flytucson.com.

I
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Public input throughout the
development of the AA and Draft Tier
1 EIS indicated airport access to be an
important consideration as a feature
of future passenger rail service. The
corridors analyzed for environmental
impacts and other factors in the Tier 1
EIS, as established in October 2011
through the NEPA scoping process,
terminated in downtown Tucson.
While extending passenger rail to TUS
was not considered in the Tier 1
environmental analysis, the
Alternatives Analysis of the APRCS
included coordination with Tucson,
South Tucson, PAG and TUS related to
airport connectivity, and public and
stakeholder input were gathered
regarding how best to connect
downtown Tucson to TUS. In addition,
the conceptual ridership analysis
developed for the AA included TUS at
the southern end.

Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS from
agencies, jurisdictions, and the public
strongly urged that the study corridor
terminate at Tucson International
Airport rather than downtown Tucson.
Based on this input, ADOT and FRA will
commit to extending the study area to
TUS in future (Tier 2) studies, which
would include a TUS station on a
passenger rail system from Tucson to
Phoenix.
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10/29/15 Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport Authority Jane L. Morris
This letter is in response to ADOT's solicitation of comments regarding the Passenger Rail Thank you for your comment and
Corridor Study Draft Tier 1 EIS. Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport Authority (PMGAA) has been participation in this study. Access to
following ADOT's Passenger Rail Study process with great interest. PMGAA believes that the three major airports in the corridor
passenger rail connectivity to Gateway Airport would play a significant role in the continued is an important element of the
development and success of Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport. passenger rail service. As noted,

airport access would be evaluated in
much more detail in the next phase of
study.

Currently, Gateway serves 1.3 million annual passengers with over 2,000 jobs now located at
the Airport. The current Gateway Airport Master Plan calls for a long-term annual enplaned
passenger total of 2,200,000, or 4,400,000+ annual passengers served. The high range
forecast identifies that Gateway could handle 5,000,000 annual enplaned passengers, or
around 10,000,000 total passengers annually.

PMGAA encourages airport-rail connectivity that would not require the need for busing
between rail stations and the airport. PMGAA also welcomes the stated ADOT commitment to
examine how to better connect the three airports (Phoenix-Sky Harbor, Tucson International,
and Gateway) as part of the upcoming Tier 2 EIS.

This passenger rail study, along with the ADOT North-South Corridor Study, State Route 24
construction, Valley Metro Southeast Valley Transit System Study, and the Transportation
Master Plans of Gateway's adjacent municipalities, identify the importance of transportation
planning and coordination in the Gateway vicinity. Providing additional modes of transit and
connectivity to the Gateway area makes the Airport more attractive for employment and
passenger growth, and would further solidify Gateway's role as an economic hub in the
region.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on this study. PMGAA welcomes the
opportunity to further discuss and work with ADOT, and our regional partners, on this topic.
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A. Public Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS Submitted Online
Date Submitted
9/3/15

Commenter Affiliation

Shirley Baumgartner

Response

I think a light rail system from Tucson to Phoenix should have been built years ago. The VRE
light rail in Northern Virginia has been an economic boon for everyone. Tucson has had
backward thinkers and planners for so many years I'm surprised they approved a trolley car
to run for 4 miles downtown.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/3/15 Gary Kordosky, PhD

How can Casa Grande not be a stopping point of the way between Tucson and Phoenix? The
Casa Grande area has the highest population density between Tucson and Phoenix and there
is not trains stop there seems really odd. Everyone knows the legislature of the State of
Arizona will not want to put a penny into a rail line between Tucson and Phoenix, so where is
the money to come from? Even if the feds pay the capital, who is going to cover the operating
costs of the passenger rail link between Tucson and Phoenix? This is just another boondoggle
that consultants and engineers doing feasibility studies love. Scrap the project now and save
a ton of money.

Casa Grande is a major center, but the preferred corridor
alternative would serve many more commuter patrons in the
East Valley. The corridor that would serve Casa Grande directly
has a much lower ridership compared to the other final
alternatives. Casa Grande would be linked to the corridor by
other means.

9/3/15 Ernesto Villarreal

Hello, Looking at the Rail Corridor study | would vote for the Yellow path vs. the
Orange/Green path. | live in San Tan Valley. Since this is a blended service (express service
and local service) there are more communities to stop at on the proposed yellow path. The
Orange path would be great if there were more developed cities in its path. | would not vote
for the Green path. | hope | live long enough to use it someday © .

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/3/15 Brent Honn

I'm a frequent 110 driver to Tucson for biz and as | need my car for appointments when in
Tucson would never use the train, | do see benefit of such transit, although | think biggest
issue on the 110 is amount of semi trucks. With that said, | think orange route thru east valley
that has own right away and avoids dozens and dozens of at grade crossings is only way it can
work. Also from Gateway Airport/AZ24 down to 110/Picacho Peak area the tracks need to be
built in center of 4/6 lane freeway to add second N/S highway. But before the entire corridor
is built, both ends should be started as commuter rail. 2 reasons- to get commuters/travelers
used to and accept train travel as a mode, and second the need is greatest for intercity
commuter now and will develop intercity in the future - your ridership numbers show much

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Future studies will analyze specific rail alignments and impacts
to existing and future grade crossings.

A final phasing plan has not been developed yet, but will
consider funding and logical termini. The plan will consider
logical approaches, such as the one you suggest.

EaE—
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greater commuter usage. My vision is ADOT gets Phx downtown to Gateway commuter going .

and gets Marana to Tucson downtown commuter going at the same time, then while the
middle section and eastern n/s freeway gets built, MAG adds NW, chandler, SW, Tempe
commuter lines and PAG adds to airport and SE extensions to their commuter rail system. If
thru the metro areas they aren't built as express lines with minimal stops the attractiveness
and time savings is lost. So while end to end travel needs to be quick; users will still have to
drive and park and wait for train at start side and then have travel via cab, rental, or pick up
to end location, and those added times at start and finish may be a much time as actual train
time.

Response

9/3/15 Brian Harlow

This is long overdue. As a person who commutes between North Central Tucson and Chandler
for work 4 days a week, | cannot understand why this discussion has not occurred sooner (or
perhaps it has and | am not aware). The volume of commuters traveling between the two
cities Monday through Friday makes travel on 1-10 a life threatening experience every day. As
the growth of each city expands between, it only makes sense to plan and implement the rail
corridor before it becomes too late. Don't become hamstrung like Tucson has become as a
result of its failure to plan for growth and its inability to now develop the infrastructure to
handle the traffic. As for the proposed routes, the yellow route, providing it is feasible, makes
more sense. The proposed orange route is too far east in Phoenix to make it practical for
most commuters who are traveling to Chandler, Tempe, Downtown and Scottsdale.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/4/15 Rory Brennan

We absolutely need this. I-10 has become unsafe, and these communities will thrive with the
improved access and renewed economic growth corridors. Meanwhile, central Phoenix (and
surrounding areas) deserve some relief from the ever-increasing automotive traffic from
suburban commuters.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/4/15 Stephen Matthews

Howdy, being a guy who works in downtown Tucson and lives in Coolidge you might guess
that | have 3 vehicles with over 200000 miles on them and another at 140000. Generally you
have to go somewhere else to shop for things that you want, to find a good job or goto a
competent doctor. | was looking at this project as a solution to many problems, going to work
cheap and easy, creating economic growth in Coolidge and Pinal County and so on. But | see
no listings for stops on the maps | downloaded. So basically If there are going to be stops, let

While specific locations for stops have not been identified, a
passenger rail system with the Yellow Corridor Alternative
would most likely warrant a stop in Coolidge.

EES
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it go through Coolidge (Yellow) Otherwise use the other, because the extra volume of train
traffic would be worthless noise that further lowers our already depressed real estate values.
From a work perspective, YEA Baby! Either one would be excellent. Allowing people to get
between the two largest population centers in a reasonable time.

Response

9/4/15 Melody Moss

I am a resident of Tempe and | am in favor of the Green Route. It will be the fastest and most
direct connection between Phoenix and Tucson. It will probably be the lesser expensive
option as well. | like the fact that is option utilizes more existing railroad ROW. | am against
the orange route. The attempt to pass every small town in the east valley is not a good use of
funds. It is the longest, most expensive, and slowest route. It defeats the purpose of an
"express train.”

The preferred alternative is the Yellow Corridor Alternative,
which generally follows the existing freight rail corridor
through East Valley communities. While the Green Alternative
between Tucson and Phoenix offered the fastest trip of the
top three alternatives originally considered, it did not attract
ridership comparable to other alternatives, did not effectively
serve as many key population centers within the study
corridor, and presented a high degree of potential cultural
resource impacts. Considering the overall estimated costs,
projected ridership, agency and public input, and potential
environmental impacts associated with implementing
passenger rail within in the corridor alternatives, a passenger
rail system within the Yellow Corridor Alternative is
considered to be more cost efficient and a better performing
passenger rail system compared to the other alternatives.

9/4/15 Elizabeth Leibold P.E. CPM,

CFM

Yellow route is shorter (time travel, construction cost) and appears to have less impacts (less
floodplain disturbance) — let’s do the yellow route — oh and Wildcats should get a discount on
fares. ©

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/5/15 Annick Elziere

What a joy to hear that such project is up in the air. A passenger train between Tucson and
Phoenix is the best that can happen, our days. It will help Tucsonans live better and happier.
The future of Tucson is in our hands. The transportation system in the U.S. is facing great
challenges for years as it reached to a point that leaves no more choice but moving forward
and finding quick solutions to help people and businesses grow. The challenges that Tucson
and Marana are facing are grand and include increasing highway congestion with trucks and

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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thousands of cars on I-10, cancellations and delays at airports, rising fuel costs and of course,
the aging population in Tucson. Driving cars makes traveling costly, adds more pollution to
the area and brings much stress to people.

| leave home at 5 am to return at 6 pm. | have 50 minutes driving back and forth which
stresses me out.

At 5 am the highway is already packed and that is not how Tucson should be. Tucson is a
beautiful city and should be preserved. We don't need more pollution that needed. We don't
need tons of people dying on the road. Why living on the edge when we could all drive to a
train station, park the car there for the day and jump into a passenger train to bring us to
destination. | live Northwest Avra Valley (Trico Rd.) and can't wait for a passenger train to
stop by. The I-10 Marana Rd. Exit (by McDonalds) would be a terrific place for a train station
with a lot of parking space to take people straight to the Tucson International Airport. There
they can get a taxi and go to work. | know many people who feel like me.

I would think that all businesses at the new Twin Peaks Mall would much appreciate a train
station at the Marana Exit, too. Many people between Tucson and Phoenix would use it.
Maybe people could get yearly passes which would already bring lots of money. Maybe our
taxes could be bumped a tiny bit for a beautiful and safe passenger train. It is all worth it.
People who cannot find a job in Tucson would have no more excuses... and this would reduce
crime in our cities. The Taxi business would bloom. This whole project would bring more jobs
on the outskirts of Tucson and Phoenix. It would allow people from Phoenix to come more
often and spend their paychecks in Tucson...

The Arizona Department of Transportation bringing safety to everyone and raising our quality
of life is very important for Pima and Pinal counties. This is a beautiful area of Arizona and
great things should happen, not just bad things as too often we hear on the television. If
residents and tourists could buy a monthly pass, that would be wonderful. | would think that
the train would offer WI-Fl on board to encourage all business people to use their laptop
while traveling. Companies would support this project, as they should.

| encourage the ADOT Passenger Rail Study Team to seriously consider this project for today
and not the future. It will pay for itself, quickly.

9/6/15 Thomas Zane

Dear Sirs, | have driven the I-10 from Phoenix to Tucson hundreds of times in my career as a The proposed rail project is in addition to a widened 1-10, not
Fire Sprinkler Fitter which started in nineteen seventy-seven. In that time | am stunned that instead of it. Even with I-10 widened to four lanes in each
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so little has been done to improve the I-10. It is inexcusable that in thirty-eight years time the

I-10 is not an eight-lane highway for its entire length. This is a major corridor between two
major cities!! The last thing we need in Arizona is another useless rail system. The most
intelligent and cost effective improvement is to widen the 1-10 to 8 to 10 lanes from Phoenix
to Tucson. Thank You

Response

direction, the transportation system may not be able to carry

the demand that is projected. The rail option provides an
alternative travel mode as well as additional capacity.

9/7/15 Laura Sagerman

I am in favor of this project. | like the alternative that goes along I-10 the best. It is the
shortest and | and in favor of using existing corridors whenever possible to minimize
environmental impacts.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Green Alternative is the shortest alternative between the
two hub stations. It received comments of support from many
participants in the public outreach process and from some
agencies; however, the Green Alternative did not attract
ridership comparable to other alternatives, did not effectively
serve as many key population centers within the study
corridor, and presented a high degree of potential cultural
resource impacts. The preferred alternative, the Yellow
Corridor Alternative, would serve the most populous
communities and end in Phoenix. Connections to other
western cities have been assessed preliminarily by the federal
government and shown to provide further benefits to the
Phoenix-Tucson route.

9/7/15 Lynne Roper

I simply want to endorse your work and add the need for the rail and its potential to lessen
vehicle traffic which negative impacts the environment more than the rail corridor. It would
be extremely useful for increasing business opportunities in Southern Arizona as well as
movement of people.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/7/15 Karen

The Statement covered the areas expected to be studied for this project. | am very supportive
of this rail corridor, as this would benefit Arizona on many levels. Residents who currently live
in one city and work in another would be able to save car wear and tear, as well as, gas
money by commuting. This money could then be put into the economy in other ways.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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Additionally, work could be done on the train thereby increasing productivity. A train would .

benefit the environment by decreasing the smog we have due to the large amount of auto
drivers. Tourists would be better able to travel between Tucson and Phoenix potentially
increasing tourism to both cities. There would be a potential expansion in the pool of
applicants for jobs when those without an auto have the means to travel from Maricopa to
Pinal and Pima county. And lastly, on a personal note, traveling 110 is frightening with all
those 18-wheelers. I've seen too many of them weaving lanes and this has limited my travel
to Tucson. A train is safer and convenient to travel in between the two cities.

Response

9/8/15 Marsha Segerberg

Please go forward as soon as possible with this project. Any negative environmental impact
will be offset by the positive impact of dramatically reducing highway traffic along the I-10
corridor as well as in Tucson and Phoenix. Consider adding stops at places in these two major
cities that would make it convenient for access to local transportation and for parking at train
stops. The drive between Phoenix and Tucson on I-10 is at best stressful and uncomfortable,
and at worst hair-raising and dangerous. It is ironic that the rail line runs parallel and unused,
except by freight trains, along the way.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Stop locations and other details would be further developed
during subsequent project-specific planning and design.

9/8/15 calcote.meg@...

Highly interested. Regularly travel between Phoenix and Tucson to visit family. Love taking
the light rail in Phoenix. Would love not to have to drive the 2 hours to Tucson. | survived a
rollover accident many years ago, so driving is always a stressful experience for me. | often
feel unsafe driving between Phoenix and Tucson. People drive too fast or too slow, cut one
another off, drive with unsafe loads in the backs of their cars, etc. Anything to help relieve
congestion on this drive has my full support. The proposed orange and yellow corridors seem
like good choices. | lean slightly towards the yellow corridor, but overall either one would
help with congestion.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/8/15 Danny

Keep it off of the reservation just like we recommended you should have done 50 years ago
with the I-10. But politics were more important then | guess. If you want commerce and
development to follow, you'll have to go around (the reservation) and use the undeveloped
ARIZONA STATE TRUST LAND which will be much more economical over the long term. You
must also consider that the Queen Creek/San Tan Valley corridor should be a priority since
they are already starving for some relief from sorely unplanned traffic management. The

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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railroad is already there and there is no question that the opportunities for future economic
improvements go through STV than through the reservation. The ONLY way it makes any
sense to replicate the I-10 route would be if the reservation were going to pay for it, period!

9/8/15 Christian Vesper Tucson Hispanic
Chamber of Commerce

| approve of this project. Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/8/15 Robert Nemitz
I think this would be a good thing for the region, under the circumstances that it's high-speed  Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
rail that can go 200 Mph plus. It would certainly open up easier access to Jobs and The technology for this project has not been defined. The
recreational events such as the pro sports teams if one could get from Phoenix to Tucson in assumption used in the analysis was for a maximum speed of
less than 45 min. 125 mph, but it would be possible to operate at a higher speed

under the right conditions.

9/8/15 Stephen Warner

To whom it may concern, With Tucson and Phoenix continuing to grow as much as they are, Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
this is a much needed investment. | am a student at the University of Arizona and currently
live in the Red Rock Village community off of I-10. My fiancé works for the city of Casa Grande
which is why we live out here. Having such a train would reduce traffic along I-10 dramatically
and make it a safer stretch of highway to travel. Since there are so many people who do
commute between Tucson and Phoenix it would greatly reduce the amount of cars on the
road, and would reduce the need to expand I-10 any more than it currently is. Also, this is an
opportunity for Arizona to make some revenue for our roads and highways. Finally, | just
want to add that if a rail line like this existed in Arizona, | would definitely use it to travel
between Tucson and Phoenix. Thank you for your time and your efforts on this project, it
looks spectacular!

9/8/15 Nathan Hall

As someone who travels from Tucson to Phoenix often, the need for passenger rail between Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
the two cities is becoming increasingly needed. Please make this a priority.

9/8/15 Cindy Lutz
About time... Can you imagine how much auto traffic will be reduced? Less gas emissions, Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
accidents. Can't wait for this to happen. Hope | can ride it in my lifetime... The anticipated reduction in vehicle miles traveled resulting
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Response

from implementing mass transit in the region would be
expected to result in a reduction in vehicle emissions.

9/8/15 Lisa & Larry Gould

We are in favor of this project moving forward. However, confused it would begin in Eloy?
Why not Marana? Plenty of Land here! Thank you and looking forward to hearing more.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The project would extend from Tucson to Phoenix. A potential
phase of this project is for a local train (commuter service)
between Tucson and Marana. Project phasing will depend on
funding and logical termini.

9/8/15 Barbara Murphy

For it to be functional why can't it be like ferry service and take your car too?

The exact form of operation has not yet been decided, though
it would be unusual for a commuter and relatively short
intercity service to accommodate personal vehicles. The
emphasis would more likely be on strengthening the
availability of travel options at the destination.

9/8/15 Christina Patriarca

Yes, Hi, | would like some clarification/explanation of a few things: 1) Why do we need the
proposed rail line to go from TIA to Sky Harbor? Do you expect significant amount of travel
between the two airports? 2) If there Is room for a light rail line, then why not just add a few
more highway lanes so people can use their preferred mode of transportation (car) and
designate one lane for semi trucks only? Wouldn't this be a more cost effective solution? Did
you study this or compare to existing study? Ask anyone who travels I-10, and they will say
just having 3 lanes makes that drive so much better and safer. 3) Will this be built at Pima
County construction rate speed or Maricopa construction rate speed? 4.) Most importantly,
who pays for this, and how much will taxes need to be increased? This should be the first
sentence in your proposal.

1) The proposed connections to TUS and Sky Harbor (and
Phoenix-Mesa Gateway) airports are an opportunity to link the
major airports to provide employment and passenger access
to each. Each airport is a current or planned major
employment center as well as a travel port. 2) The proposed
type of service is closer to a heavy rail system and would offer
an alternative to travel on the freeway. The public and agency
response over the course of the project has been favorable to
developing another way to get between the two major
metropolitan areas. The analysis included consideration of the
growth in the study area over the next 30 years and it assumes
I-10 would be widened to four lanes in each direction and
another North-South Corridor roadway would be built in
eastern Pinal County. Even with those improvements, the
corridor from Tucson to Phoenix is forecast to not be able to
handle the demand for travel, so an alternative system was
evaluated. 3) Construction rates are usually defined by the
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Response

. availability of funds for the projects. 4) Funding is a major

consideration. The funding program has not been defined for
this project, but would most likely entail various forms of
funding including federal and local public revenues, private
funding from those who would benefit from the new system,
or a combination of both private and public funding.

9/8/15 Lisa See

| would be able to go to Phoenix to see a play or go to a Museum and, also, to be able to fly
out of Sky Harbor without having to drive. Driving more than an hour or so is becoming
difficult for me and | can't always get a ride.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/8/15 Janine Wier

After reviewing each route, the most logical seems to be the yellow route. It goes through
areas that have recently developed but people still need to drive out of the way to get into
Phoenix or Tucson, not to mention other towns such as Mesa. This route also seems to run
near both the Mesa Gateway airport and Sky Harbor, which can be a huge incentive for
revenue since tourist will have an option other than rental cars or taxis. For the working man
in the outlying areas, this route is most appealing.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The points you mentioned were some of the criteria applied in
identifying the preferred corridor.

9/8/15 Kerry Swindle

This plan is a great idea and needs to be done. Can't wait to relax on a trip to Phx instead of
doing that boring drive.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/9/15 Leigh Ayn Scott

Rail between Tucson & Phoenix makes more sense than adding routes to bus system that is
on strike!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/9/15 Paula Arnquist

As a Tucson resident who works for a statewide organization, | would use the passenger rail
up to 3 times a month. My use would be for both personal and work purposes. Route
preference - my only preference is that | am able to get easily to downtown Phoenix locations
as well as easily to Sky Harbor Airport. Fewer transfers are especially important for airport
travel because it makes it easier to carry luggage. For the economy and small business owners
in Tucson, | would like to see easy access to 4th Ave. and downtown Tucson. Perhaps we

The preferred corridor would serve both Phoenix and Sky
Harbor with both local and express trains. The latter would
offer fewer stops. Access to 4th Avenue in Tucson would be
available from the proposed Historic Depot station downtown
by means of the Sun Link streetcar.
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could inspire some of that Phoenix money to travel down here. Thank you. Mostly, let's just .

build it and then we can expand to more riders after it is built!

Response

9/9/15 Terrel L. Pochert

Where is the connection with The City of Maricopa and the Amtrak connection? Leaving the
City of Maricopa out of any future plan is a major oversight. Being able to connect Phoenix to
the Amtrak in the City of Maricopa should be on top of the list. Now that the City of Maricopa
is going to build a new Amtrak station, the ADOT must consider this.

The alternative through the City of Maricopa was eliminated
because it traveled over a longer distance than other
alternatives, served fewer population centers, and had
potential impacts on GRIC lands. Also, the public preference
for this alternative was very low. Nothing proposed in this
study impacts the construction of a new Amtrak station or the
communities served by Amtrak.

9/9/15 Kenneth Dohrman

Phoenix to Tucson passenger rail is an idea whose time has not yet come, and if we are lucky,
will never come. What are passengers supposed to do upon reaching Tucson? Take a bus?

Rent a car? Catch a taxi? The fact is there is no "downtown" Tucson other than the University.

Any envisioned savings in commute time will prove to be illusionary because of the need to
switch transportation modes. With the increasing development of automated highway
drivable cars, this will in the future become the preferred method of travel between Phoenix
and Tucson. The proposed expenditure of money on a rail system would be better spent on
improving Interstate 10 between the two cities with features that will facilitate automated
driving.

The rail system is proposed as an alternative to the personal
vehicle and the freeway. Passenger rail would offer an
alternative to vehicular travel between Tucson and Phoenix.
Upon arrival at a destination, train passengers would depend
on good local access services (i.e., taxi, bus, light rail, Uber,
bike share, etc.) much like what happens when passengers
arrive at an airport.

9/9/15 sirfrednes@...

The nearest Amtrak station is in Maricopa; will there be any considerations to adding a
Phoenix to Amtrak segment?

A Maricopa to Phoenix segment was studied in the Red
Corridor Alternative; however, it was eliminated because this
route from Tucson to Phoenix traveled over a longer distance
than other alternatives, served fewer population centers, and
had potential impacts on GRIC lands. Also, the public
preference for this alternative was very low.

9/9/15 William Cain

If you're going to invest in infrastructure, go with modern technology. If it's cheaper or more
time conservative to drive between the cities, and people have to worry about transportation

The technology for the rail connection between Tucson and
Phoenix has not been selected. A 125-mph train was used as a
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once they arrive, most people will still opt for their personal vehicles. There is absolutely NO .

reason to build a train that does the trip in the time a car can do it. It needs to be twice, or
three times, as fast to make it appealing. A maglev or other high-speed train is forward
looking and will encourage use. Don't invest in out of date methods.

Response

conservative basis for estimating travel times and ridership.
Results suggest there is significant demand even with the
assumed technology. Trains traveling at 125 mph can make
the trip in less time than a car, but as you note, it does require
an additional connection at the destination end of the trip.

9/9/15 Alicia Holt

I think a train from Phoenix to Tucson is a FABULOUS idea. | personally would only use it once
a year or less, but | love the idea!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/9/15 Tieg Zaharia
Looking forward to it! Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
9/9/15 Mark Bice

I think the corridor that includes all 3 airports and trying to pick up most (or a better fit
through the middle of more of the existing/future population centers) of the population
corridors means that the Orange plan has the best hope of serving the most riders in both
directions. And | do like the idea of mixed service including express and local service for the
pickup/drop-off of smaller or more localized population clusters.

Because it serves the downtown area of most East Valley
communities, the Yellow Corridor Alternative is better able to
access the main population centers than the Orange Corridor
Alternative. Both alternatives propose connections to serve all
three airports in the later phases of project development. The
blend of local and express service is intended to offer both
accessibility to local stations and shorter travel time for those
travelling longer distances.

9/9/15 Benjamin F. Nead

1. BUILD IT! We don't need another silly highway (i.e.: 1-11) cutting through virgin or near
virgin desert. The United States needs to rebuild modern passenger rail systems that used to
serve the country almost a century ago, until we decided not to fund them any longer and let
them deteriorate. The idea that we actually fly passenger jet aircraft on 200 and 300 mile
hops in this country is completely insane and wasteful. The rest of the civilized world uses
high-speed rail for medium-length passenger hauling. We need to rejoin the rest of the
civilized world in this regard. The petroleum industry will fight it. They sell lots of automotive
gasoline and aviation jet fuel. They won't have a way to make money off of electric high-
speed rail. They'll hate it. Don't cave in to this special interest group. 2. Build it next to I-10. Of
the three proposed routes shown on this map . . . http://www.azdot.gov/images/default-
source/passengerrail/finalalternatives_commoncorridors_2013june27.jpg?sfvrsn=2 . . . the

The Arizona Passenger Rail Corridor Study was designed to
identify a viable corridor to implement passenger rail services.
The type of service was assumed to operate at up to 125 mph
or what is known as "higher speed rail" not true high-speed
rail (over 150 mph). The distances between the urbanized
development in the Phoenix and Tucson metro areas is only
about 75 miles and is not by itself a good candidate for the
highest level of performance. Nothing precludes ADOT and
FRA from evaluating high-speed rail during subsequent studies
if engineering feasibility, costs, public interest, increased
ridership, or other factors warrant consideration of a high-
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so-called "Green Alternative" makes the most sense. And it really is the greenest, since it's
not cutting through largely undeveloped land. It also is the most direct path between the two
major metro areas, getting "from point A to point B" the quickest. If it really is going to be
high-speed rail (i.e.: 150mph or greater,) the straight-line approach is best. 3. And yeah . ..
HIGH SPEED RAIL! Europe, Japan, China . .. the list goes on. Developed nations everywhere
are routinely building trains for human travel that cross the 200 mph mark. Everywhere, of
course, but here in "uh-MUR-ik-uh"! Don't build some wimpy-ass 60mph train and force
riders into taking oddball detours, which brings me to my next point. .. 4. Let Phoenix build
out their own light rail infrastructure to service their east valley and areas to the south and
east of central Phoenix. Don't turn a Tucson-to-Phoenix passenger rail system into a "sorta,
kinda" project that forces travelers to go all over Phoenix to get to the airport. | don't see
maps with squiggly multi-colored lines at the opposite end - in Tucson - going all over that
metro area. And, as a Tucson resident, | wouldn't want that either. Keep the path direct:
airport to airport. Leave it up to the individual cities to build out their own light metro light
rail or buses. Phoenix already has a good head start in that regard . . . lots of light rail already.
Tucson lags behind and needs to expand its Modern Streetcar line to head down to the
airport and buy a whole bunch of electric buses. But that's another story. 5. Don't share the
passenger rail with existing freight lines! | can't emphasize this enough. This is why Amtrak is
such an epic failure. If you happen to heading to California by rail and get behind a freight
train that's unloading, you might have to wait for an entire day (18 hours or longer . . . and
I'm not exaggerating here) to continue on the route. That's insane! No other rail system on
the entire planet that calls itself modern works this way. Build the new passenger rail next to
the freight lines but DON'T EVER share the tracks between the two entities. . . EVER!!!! (Hint:
build the high-speed line with different track format/spacing, so the lines can't ever be
shared. Problem solved!) 6. We really need a true high-speed rail system connecting Tucson-
to-Phoenix. To summarize: make it fast (150mph or above,) make it direct (airport to airport,
along 1-10, with no Phoenix sightseeing routes) and make it autonomous (no sharing the rails
with freight rail lines.) But, above all, MAKE IT!

Response

. speed system. Regarding the selection of a preferred

alternative, two main considerations are speed and ridership.
The Green Corridor Alternative shortens the travel time
between Phoenix and Tucson by a few minutes, but
considering the overall estimated costs, projected ridership,
agency and public input, and potential environmental impacts
associated with implementing passenger rail within in the
corridor alternatives, a passenger rail system within the Yellow
Corridor Alternative is considered to be more cost efficient
and a better performing passenger rail system compared to
the other alternatives.

9/10/15 James S. Nabozny

This is a must do, for our state!!! A rail system of this kind, between our two cities should
have been in place already a hundred years ago!!! This is important to both cities. The project

The time is now. Do it!!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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9/10/15 Merrill Darcey

Response

Please for the sake of ridership, establish the GREEN Study. The green makes a lot more
sense. Most riders want a convenience to the airports-- Tucson and Phoenix and the
numerous sporting venues. The populations of Casa Grande and Awahtukee would make
ridership numbers and support feasibility. Offer a boarding station at Wild Horse Pass and
Gila River Community will give you all the right of ways. The populations of Queen Creek and
San Tan are too dependent on water, which will impede their growth. The route has to offer
convenience to the major population centers. Lodging also matters for tourists, another
reason for Wild Horse, and Casa Grande. It's time to step up to the plate with the Indians,
they want this as well. | do not support the other chosen routes and will protest them
through the multiple channels.

While the Green Alternative between Tucson and Phoenix
offered the fastest trip of the top three alternatives originally
considered, it did not attract ridership comparable to other
alternatives, did not effectively serve as many key population
centers within the study corridor, and presented a high degree
of potential cultural resource impacts. The Yellow and Orange
corridor alternatives have better access to existing population
centers in Gilbert, Mesa, Tempe and other East Valley
communities.

9/10/15 Wayne Kielsmeier

Gentlemen & Ladies, This is a long overdue program and | have lived in Tucson since 1970 and
certainly endorse this program, as it will open up traveling to Phoenix for hard to get airline
connections out of Tucson, and hopefully at some point you could take it and travel with your
vehicle like they do in Europe.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/10/15 Alexander Benezra

First and foremost, | cannot wait until this project is completed. It is long overdue and would
provide countless benefits to Phoenix, Tucson, and all areas in between. Allowing people to
commute to either city from each other or from Pinal County would do wonders for our state
and numerous local economies. As a person who commuted from Phoenix to Tucson for 18
months, this rail line would have made my life infinitely easier during that time period; | may
still be working in Tucson. Although the green alternative would have been the most
beneficial for me personally as an Ahwatukee Foothills resident, the yellow alternative (and
to a lesser extent orange) would appear to grant the greatest benefit. Not only would they
connect to Gateway airport and allow for connections between it and Sky Harbor, they would
allow residents of Coolidge, Florence, and San Tan Valley to commute to either Phoenix or
Tucson. As three large population centers of Pinal County, this would make the project reap
the fullest benefits of a commuter train line. Although the green line goes through Casa
Grande, it seems to be merely an express line between Phoenix and Tucson.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
You captured many of the points identified in the analysis that
contributed to the selection of a preferred alternative.
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9/10/15 Benjamin Shockley

Response

I am for the Yellow Alternate path of the train.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/10/15 Diana Calica

A high-speed train between Phoenix and Tucson is long overdue. A fast commute between
the Phoenix and Tucson areas would be of economic benefit to both cities. It would allow for
an increase in tourism in both directions. It would make it easier for Arizonans to commute
between both cities for work or pleasure. It would facilitate interactions between businesses,
medical and legal entities and universities. A commuter train which includes stops at towns
along the way would increase the prosperity of those towns, as well, for the same reasons. A
fast speed train would bring our communities together in a positive way not provided by
highway travel.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/10/15 Arnold Calica

This train link between Tucson and Phoenix would make both cities more prosperous.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/11/15 Tice Suplee Audubon Arizona

| support the idea of a passenger rail service between Phoenix and Tucson in concept. | am
concerned about the vagueness of the maps, particularly the "Common Corridor" areas
depicted to the west of Phoenix. Exactly where are those routes? | would strongly oppose the
loop 202 as a common corridor as an example. How does this concept fit with the I-11 inter-
modal corridor project? Can the environmental analysis be comprehensive to include both?
Some species of conservation concern in the corridor include Burrowing Owl, Kit Fox, Sonoran
Desert Tortoise. Include wildlife connectivity corridors in the design. Reference the Pima
County Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

The Common Corridor areas reaching west of downtown
Phoenix represent conceptual future connections out to
Buckeye and Surprise. These mile-wide corridors are centered
on existing railroad rights-of-way; no specific alignment has
been identified. The Common Corridors are shown to
demonstrate that in addition to linking major cities in the
Tucson to Phoenix corridor, passenger rail service between
major cities like Tucson and Phoenix can connect to points
beyond the downtown areas via existing infrastructure.
However, no environmental analysis was conducted for the
Common Corridors (referred to as “Rail Connections” in the
FEIS) west of Phoenix and south of Tucson in the Draft Tier 1
EIS; these corridors would be subject to a separate NEPA
analysis, including public input on corridor alternatives and
specific alignments. The I-11 corridor currently under study
was not used in identifying future connections, although it
may be considered in future studies. The Purpose and Need
for the I-11 study and the Passenger Rail Study are separate
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Response

and unrelated, and their environmental investigations are

being led by separate federal agencies. FRA's preferred and
selected alternative for passenger rail, the Yellow Corridor
Alternative, was noted in AGFD's comments as the corridor
that would have fewer potential adverse impacts to wildlife
and wildlife habitat. Specific recommendations for providing
structures to facilitate wildlife crossing would be made during
subsequent project-specific analysis. The Pima County
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan is referenced on Page 5-120
of the Draft Tier 1 EIS.

9/12/15 Tina Hammerton

The Orange Alternative would allow park and ride options to work for my husband and I, who
commute from Apache Junction to Tempe. We would welcome this opportunity to reduce
our impact on the environment. Go Orange!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Based on the analysis completed, the Yellow Corridor
Alternative was chosen as the preferred alternative because,
considering the overall estimated costs, projected ridership,
agency and public input, and potential environmental impacts
associated with implementing passenger rail within in the
corridor alternatives, a passenger rail system within the Yellow
Corridor Alternative is considered to be a more cost efficient
and a better performing passenger rail system compared to
the other alternatives.

9/12/15 Julie & Gideon Aboud

We are writing to express our strong disagreement with the Yellow Alignment. We live at the
Reserves at Fulton Ranch — which is off Arizona Avenue/Lake Dr. The train tracks are 4 houses
behind our new house. We just moved into this new house a couple months ago after having
our house on Redwood Lane torn down by ADOT for the Pecos Freeway. Now we find out
ADOT wants to put a bullet train right next to our new house. When we bought this house,
we were told by Fulton that those tracks only carried a 4 car local freight train that only went
by once a day. | was horrified when | read in the paper the other day that it’s the preferred
alignment for the train to Tucson. There are new homes all around us and even more
expensive homes on the other side of the tracks. They don’t even have a wall blocking them.
This train will significantly affect our property values and cause more crime and pollution in
our neighborhood. We most certainly are against this alignment.

The Yellow Corridor Alternative does not pass through
Chandler. The tracks you refer to are located within the Purple
Alternative, which was eliminated from further study during
the Alternatives Analysis process. Heading north from
Coolidge, the Yellow Corridor Alternative passes through
Queen Creek and turns northwest through Gilbert before
heading north again into Mesa.
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Clifford Anderson

Date Submitted
9/12/15

Response

Please consider the use of bicycles in conjunction with railroad ridership as part of this plan,
including portage of bicycles on the railway cars and connection to safe bicycle routes at rail
stops.

Thank you for the suggestion. Each station location will need
to provide appropriate services to allow travelers to complete
their trips, and the integration of bicycle portage and bicycle
routes may be an elements of those services.

9/14/15 John Murphy

I do travel this corridor frequently and to be truthful there is no advantage to having a railway
corridor for human travel. There are many bus routes already and | would rather see an
increase in the number of lanes. | don't think a railway will help at all with congestion. Same
for the Phoenix to Flagstaff corridor. | would not foresee with the increase in relocations and
visitors that this would help either.

Bus routes were studied as part of the project. Their main
drawback is they are subject to the same limitations as cars in
congested conditions and cannot travel at as a high a speed as
the proposed train. The passenger rail study assumed that I-10
would be widened to at least 8 lanes (4 in each direction) and
another North-South Corridor freeway would be built.
Congestion levels are still expected to increase. The train
serves as an alternative and a complement to I-10 and would
allow riders to make the trip in less time without experiencing
congestion.

9/14/15 Miranda Fisher

I am a Phoenix native and have long wondered why we don't have a major public transit
system connecting Tucson and Phoenix. | am in full support of this project and | believe
constructing this railway would be an asset to both Phoenix and Tucson as their populations
grow in the coming decades. In addition to providing convenience for travelers, this railway
would have environmental benefits as fewer drivers would be on the road, resulting in
reduced emissions and cleaner air. Cutting oil consumption also has an impact on energy
independence for the country as a whole. This railway would put Arizona in a good place to
deal with growth in the future. | have 100% support for the project and am willing to pay
higher taxes for this project to be successful. Feel free to contact me if necessary. I'm happy
to voice my support in whatever forums will be most helpful to push this project forward!!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/14/15 Robert Dixon

Do it!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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9/14/15

Commenter

Jonathon McCommack

Response

The idea of rail is nice but seems to not be that big of a help. I-10 wouldn't be bad if ADOT
would finish it to have 6 lanes the entire distance between Chandler and Marana. It really is
hard to understand why that's taking so long to happen. We're stuck with unreasonable
bottlenecks between. On Sundays the four-lane section between Casa Grande and Chandler
is ridiculous and always packed. When is that going to be finished to 6 lanes?

The passenger rail study assumed that I-10 would be widened
to at least 8 lanes (4 in each direction) and another North-
South Corridor freeway would be built. Congestion levels are
still expected to increase. The train serves as an alternative
and a complement to I-10 and would allow riders to make the
trip in less time without experiencing congestion. Widening
I-10 depends on many factors including funding, mitigating
environmental impacts, and negotiating right-of-way with land
owners, including the Gila River Indian Community.

9/14/15 Eric Montag

We fully support the addition of rail transportation from Phoenix to Tucson and as a resident
of Gilbert, would like to see the following: -final route choice to come through the southeast
valley with train stations in Gilbert -regular rail service into downtown Phoenix from the
southeast valley (even though light rail is great, it is a drive to the stations and need a faster
alternative) this can also be commuter rail to Tempe/Phoenix employment centers -Need a
good alternative to the growing traffic on the freeways -Example to the southwestern states
that is this a viable transportation alternative and that people will use it Thank you for the
consideration and if you need to implement in phases, would like to see the commuter lines
from the southeast valley to Phoenix as the initial one.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The proposed Preferred Alternative is the Yellow Corridor
Alternative, which passes through Gilbert and would provide
access to Phoenix and Tempe. Preliminary studies evaluating
ridership identified that two stations in Gilbert may be
warranted, but station locations would be evaluated in more
detail in future studies.

9/14/15 Brad Freed

| saw that you were looking for feedback on the railway between Phoenix and Tucson. What a
great idea and way to boost our local economy! It would be great for U of A and Arizona
State students as well as commuters for work. Funding should be started by donations. With
all of the rich people we have, that would be a no brainer. Start a gofundme or whatever
works.

Thank you for your comment and the suggestion.

9/14/15 Zeljko Bozic

I'm not frequent traveler to Phoenix, but | do travel periodically for non-business reasons. |
think fast rail would be beneficial to people like me as well as people traveling more often.
Off course this would have to be affordable enough that | would be able to get a cab to make
it to my final destination and back and not having to spend more than | would on gas, driving.
To drive to PHX and back is about a tank of gas (~$35). If it was a slow train with more than 2

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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stops, | would not even conceder using it.

Response

9/14/15 shira.liu@...

This rail line would be wonderful. | hope that Arizona leaders can dig up the political will to
see it happen.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/14/15 Tara White

I have been a resident since before Santan Valley existed and the growing pains of this area
are predominant when viewing the traffic on a daily commute into Tempe or Phoenix and the
fastly growing communities started or planned for future growth. It has especially become
apparent within the last two years that this area has no plans and is struggling to upkeep the
hefty demands of this growth.

| agree with this in theory and as | understand there is no or limited funding to make this a
reality. The city of Santan Valley and Queen Creek are in need of this proposed rail line
desperately. The orange or yellow routes would suffice for these communities as well as
Florence and Tucson.

Funding of course is the tricky part as | feel the commuters within these communities are
struggling currently and the funding through the cities doesn't provide adequate funding to
support the roads they are allocated for as it is. Solar energy, on the other hand, is becoming
more popular and is a money making industry at this time.

One could ask for funding from such an industry for the savings in marketing costs alone. If
you place ads for solar energy in the rail then commuters and residents for several cities
would see said ads and save the solar companies a small fortune in marketing if done
correctly. If you ask me it is the industry that can economically afford it and had the most to
gain by a future collaboration and maybe even run the rail in alternative energy sources.

The economic footprint and such care for environmental details may attract other companies
within the alternative energy industry for marketing as well.

Best of luck and | will watch for great news as | am unable to attend city meetings.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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smp733@...

Date Submitted
9/14/15

Response

So is the green alternative still being considered? If one clicks on the map image it shows the
green one. If one clicks on the title of the map it does not show the green one.

The Green Alternative did not attract ridership comparable to
other alternatives, did not effectively serve as many key
population centers within the study corridor, and presented a
high degree of potential cultural resource impacts. It was
shown only as part of the process that led to the final two
alternatives addressed in the Tier 1 EIS.

9/14/15 Dan Haney

We prefer the orange corridor with the rail coinciding with the north-south proposed
freeway.

The Yellow Corridor Alternative is the preferred corridor, but
there is an option to include the use the Orange Corridor
Alternative for segments within Pinal County in future studies,
as shown in Figure 7-1 of the Tier 1 EIS.

9/14/15 Maia Ingram

Rail connection between Tucson and Phoenix would be a huge boost to the local economies
of both cities and would clearly be widely utilized. This is a wonderful step to move our region
forward.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/14/15 Mike

I am in favor of the yellow alternative and concur with the findings of the Draft EIS.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/14/15 barveld@...

With the number of people who need transportation to either work or visit the correctional
facilities in Eloy and Florence, | think a spur line built at the time of the initial construction
would be good. Numerous vehicles carpool up there daily. It is a pain in the ***|

The detailed analysis of specific connections would be
undertaken in a later phase of study.

9/14/15 nkrop23@...

The train to Tucson is dumb! Make a train to Vegas. Don't waste the money for Tucson.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/14/15 Barney Brenner

Please go with the no-build option. It is utter foolishness to spend hundreds of millions of
dollars constructing a rail corridor between Tucson and Phoenix when there's already an
excellent alternative which is used by many tens of thousands of people every day using their
own money, not that of beleaguered citizens. On this existing route, known as Interstate 10,

The financing for this project is not yet defined. If there is no
funding source, it will not be built. The objective of the project
is to begin to identify how travel can occur in the Phoenix-
Tucson Corridor when congestion grows on I-10. The
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four people in an average car can make the trip in under two hours for around $2.50 each in .

gas. Don't try to fix a problem that doesn't exist. Neither Arizona nor the federal government
is rolling in dough. They’re both in debt. So why on earth is this colossal waste of resources
even being considered? The statistics used to promote rail are always greatly embellished in
its favor including stats on ridership, cost to build and cost to operate. The cost benefit is not
there. Drive a railroad stake through the heart of this project.

Response

passenger rail study assumed that I-10 would be widened to at

least 8 lanes (4 in each direction) and another North-South
Corridor freeway would be built. Congestion levels are still
expected to increase. The train serves as an alternative and a
complement to I-10 and would allow riders to make the trip in
less time without experiencing congestion. More carpooling
would contribute to better operation of I-10, but that has not
been the historic practice of many who use it.

9/14/15 Patrick Ritchie

Yes, great idea!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/14/15 Mike Shelton Yuma City

Councilmember-Elect

Hello, I live in Yuma and will be joining the Yuma City Council in January. I'm also a former
Phoenix resident. | see no compelling need for rail service between Phoenix and Tucson and
wonder where the demand is coming from to justify talking about this project. It’s a 90-
minute drive for goodness sake. However, | could see reopening the main Phoenix railroad
station closed in 1995 based on the principle a major city should have a general passenger
railway. W ouldn'thurteitherto bok at m proving the passenger rail n Yum a. Forcing
people to stand outside in the elements late at night waiting for a train isn't something I'd
recommend. No inside quarters, just a bench outside by the track. Why don't you look at that
instead?

The passenger rail study assumed that I-10 would be widened
to at least 8 lanes (4 in each direction) and another North-
South Corridor freeway would be built. Congestion levels are
still expected to increase. Travel times on I-10 are expected to
lengthen considerably in the future to well over three hours.
The train serves as an alternative and a complement to I-10
and would allow riders to make the trip in less time without
experiencing congestion.

Passenger rail service in Yuma is operated by Amtrak; ADOT
has no jurisdiction over that service.

9/14/15 Jeremy Sarnataro

| am against the rail line. There are plenty of easy ways to travel via shuttle or many bus lines
for commuters. I-10 is very easy to commute to and from Phoenix and Tucson as well. | also
feel that both cities are reliant on having a vehicle for transportation, which makes taking a
train impractical.

Bus routes were studied as part of the project. Their main
drawback is they are subject to the same limitations as cars in
congested conditions and cannot travel at as high a speed as
the proposed train. The passenger rail study assumed that I-10
would be widened to at least 8 lanes (4 in each direction) and
another North-South Corridor freeway would be built.
Congestion levels are still expected to increase. Travel times
on I-10 are expected to lengthen considerably in the future to
well over three hours. The train serves as an alternative and a
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. complement to I-10 and would allow riders to make the trip in
less time without experiencing congestion.
9/14/15 Susan Weiss

I am in favor of the passenger rail line connecting Phoenix and Tucson.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/14/15 Starr Lucero

I think instead of expanding to Tucson. You should expand out towards San Tan Valley
because there is always heavy traffic to get places and there is no other way to get into town
other than drive. We don't have buses and taxis are way too expensive. Most of us drive into
Phoenix for work and | think it would cut down a lot on pollution.

San Tan Valley is served directly by the Yellow Corridor
Alternative, which is the alternative FRA selected for
subsequent studies.

9/14/15 lange9@...

Talking about BILLIONS to build a new rail which is fine. However we had trains to Tucson and
Prescott, Flagstaff etc. which have been decommissioned and the infrastructure is still in
place. If that doesn't beat all by-passed Phoenix with Amtrak so if you want to go to Chicago
you're bussed to Flag and if you want to go to Tucson, LA or DC you are bused to Maricopa
Yes a train to Tucson would be great, so would some common sense.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/14/15 Tim Lank

1. There is currently no Amtrak connection in Phoenix. The closest station is Maricopa. Under
this proposal, the nearest connection to Phoenix for Amtrak would be Eloy. This seems
counterproductive, especially after viewing all the Amtrak trains in the video. There needs to
be a close and convenient connection to Amtrak if Amtrak will no longer go thru Phoenix. 2. A
major deficiency of many train systems in this country is the lack of inexpensive, long-term
parking around each station. Most people will need a car to get to the train. A matter of
convenience which would increase ridership. 3. Diesel locomotives are not environmentally
sound compared to overhead high voltage catenary electrified systems. What is the cost
delta? Many old roads in the east are overhead electrified, in addition to the BMLP RR here in
AZ.

1. The purpose of the passenger rail system in the Tier 1 EIS is
to link Tucson and Phoenix and to provide commuter service
within the Phoenix and Tucson metro areas. Amtrak can be
accessed in Tucson from the proposed passenger rail service.
2. Though station locations and parking have not been
specifically identified in this analysis, a more detailed
subsequent environmental study would evaluate proposed
parking facilities appropriate for the train service. 3. The
technology for this service has not been identified. A diesel-
electric train was used as a conservative means for estimating
travel times and ridership. In later studies, train technology
would be part of the recommendation.
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9/14/15 Jamie Lynn McClay

Response

Hi there. | would like to see all the alternative lines built or utilizing current rail lines as well as
add an additional "blue" line to the Westgate area. We currently have two professional sports
teams here that | know those that live in the Tucson area as well as the Queen Creek and San
Tan areas commute to.

AZ is so unfortunately behind the times of other cities that it compares to in the way of rail
transportation (regional, light rail and subway). We should be looking to build as current
infrastructure is being refurbished or as new additions are being started (202 east/west on
the south side for example).

We should also look at Yuma as well as Flagstaff (and even north to Page), even west to Lake
HC and Parker as well as seeing if we could join in a co-op with Nevada and Utah to share the
cost to hit areas right over the border to those states such as Vegas and Lake Powell.

This will open tourism to this area, a more viable option as well as promoting people to "get
out" more and explore the state.

The one thing | miss about living east is the lack of this type of transportation. | don't even
take the light rail currently because where | live, | have to drive 20 minutes just to park at BH
and 19th Ave. | miss the options of taking a train like | used to from DC to NYC and really wish
we had something like this.

Hop toit! I'm sure I'll likely be dead before suitable options will likely occur but at least | can
have a small smile as | take the sky train every day to and from work from the employee lot.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Arizona Passenger Rail Corridor Study was identified as an
evaluation of corridor level passenger rail opportunities
between downtown Phoenix and downtown Tucson. The
Notice of Intent submitted in 2011 as provided for in the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) defined that
corridor as the basis for the Tier 1 Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS). While general consideration has been given
to other segments beyond the defined study limits, they have
not been analyzed to address the requirements of NEPA. At
the same time, the concept of extending the line or
connecting it to another mode (e.g., light rail) to reach key
destinations in the Phoenix metropolitan area is not precluded
by the Tier 1 EIS. Regarding destinations outside of the Tucson
to Phoenix corridor, the Southwest Multi-State Rail Planning
Study completed by the Federal Railroad Administration
looked, at a very high level, at the possibilities of a high-speed
rail service linking the main Arizona metro areas with
destinations in California and Nevada. That report is available
on the FRA website at
https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L17109.

9/14/15 Wayne Balmer

Hello and thank you for requesting comments on this project. | will be unable to attend your
meetings, and as a result, | am submitting my comments in writing. In my opinion the Yellow
Corridor is the most viable option for the following reasons: e It primarily uses existing right
of way, although it is possible some additional land may be required when the final alignment
is completed. This eliminates the costs, time and the EIS and other paperwork needed to
acquire the right of way for the Orange Corridor. Much of the Orange Corridor goes through
currently undeveloped and mostly native Sonoran desert areas so the ROW acquisition could
be both costly and time consuming, then there would be additional costs to prepare mitigate
existing conditions identified in the EIS and prepare the ROW for construction. The railroad
may be difficult to negotiate with to obtain use of their property, but it would still be easier

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Regarding rights-of-way, the Yellow Corridor Alternative
follows the Union Pacific Railroad right-of-way (ROW), but
does not necessarily use it. The Tier 1 EIS does not designate a
specific alignment, only a corridor that is preferred over
others. Even if the alignment ultimately follows the UPRR, the
property over which it would run belongs to UP with all the
rights and responsibilities that go with that. The Orange
Corridor Alternative, also only a corridor at this stage, would
more likely be able to benefit from state ROW along freeways

EES
Final Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement

Public Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS -22




Public Comment Resolution Appendix
EEE—

Date Submitted Commenter Affiliation

than having to deal with the paperwork and all the property owners involved to purchase
their individual properties e It passes through existing population centers, while the Orange
Corridor generally does not. This would be extremely beneficial in that it would allow the
system to take advantage of the existing transportation, land use infrastructure and
amenities in these communities to facilitate passenger use. It would also place stations at
locations that could promote infill type development that would be more “transit friendly”
and help make more efficient use of the infrastructure available in these communities.
Stations in existing communities would also help promote travel between portions of the line
(i.e. Mesa to Queen Creek) which would help increase ridership. It would also give local
communities a reason to lend their political support to the project come election time to
approve the funding. « Time needed for project completion. The Yellow Corridor could be
completed quicker given that there is minimal land acquisition involved and much of the
infrastructure required for the Corridor is already in place as a result of the actions in the
communities adjacent to the railroad. In addition, many potential problems, such as flooding,
have already been addressed. The Orange Corridor ROW is also dependent on the funding
and construction of the North/South Freeway. As a result, both projects will need to be
funded in order for the Orange Corridor to be constructed - and what are the chances of that
happening? | believe there are three additional issues that must be discussed regarding the
potential for completion of this project: 1. How would the total cost and cost/benefit for this
project compare with the costs and cost/benefits for the construction of additional freeway
lanes or new freeways? My guess is that the Yellow Corridor would have a much more
positive financial outlook than the Orange Corridor — but how would they compare to the
cost and cost/benefit of the South Mountain bypass freeway? 2. Where would this project
rank in terms of need, as compared with all the other proposed or planned transportation
improvements in the ADOT budget? Would it be number 1 or number 354, given the cost of
this project and need for other projects? If it has a low ranking considering both cost and
cost/benefit compared with other projects is it likely to ever be funded? 3. Given that ADOT’s
construction funding budget is limited and the needs are many, it is likely some form of
supplemental funding (an Arizona Prop 400) would be needed to complete this and other
large-scale transportation projects. How likely is it this project will have sufficient political
support to be funded under that type of program when competing with other high profile
projects (and likely more politically popular) such as Interstate 11 and the North-South
Freeway that could also be proposed for funding? Would Pinal County rather have the Yellow
Corridor or the North-South Freeway when push comes to shove? Depending on the answers
to those three questions, as well as the result of the upcoming public hearings, if the Yellow

Response

. (e.g., a future North-South Corridor) and, therefore, also

benefit from reduced ROW costs. The Yellow Corridor
Alternative serves more of the existing population centers
and, consequently, generates higher levels of ridership. If the
Yellow Corridor Alternative follows the UPRR, it would likely
be easier to build and less expensive than the Orange Corridor
Alternative. The Tier 1 EIS assumes that I-10 would be
widened to at least 8 lanes (4 in each direction) and another
North-South Corridor freeway would be built, so passenger rail
would be in addition to freeway construction. The passenger
rail project would be built in phases according to available
funding and the potential for ridership. The entire cost would
not likely be borne all at one time. Pinal County has indicated
support for the Yellow Corridor Alternative in the letters
submitted on the Tier 1 EIS. After consideration of the analysis
and the public and agency input, the preferred and selected
alternative is the Yellow Corridor Alternative.
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Corridor is not selected | would recommend defaulting to the “No Build” option so that ADOT
staff and resources could be re-prioritized to other projects. Should you have any questions,
please feel free to contact me.

Response

9/14/15 Ben Bethel

I'd like this to be included in public comments please:

As a person who's been civically involved for the past 32 years, with a keen focus on local
mass transit, commuter rail, and intercity high-speed rail systems, | am strongly against this
proposal.

The focus should be on the following segment:

* Phoenix, Arizona to Yuma, Arizona to Riverside, California - at speeds of 225 mph. At
Riverside, this would connect with the California high-speed rail system, which is under
construction currently with the first 140 miles opening within the next 2 1/2 years.

* Start from Goodyear airport and use abandoned rail bed to Wellton, Arizona just east of
Yuma, then run along current freight right of way past the Imperial Valley, Salton Sea,
Coachella, Indio, Palm Springs, and then Riverside.

* The Riverside station terminus would enable travelers from Phoenix to get to downtown
Los Angeles in just over 2 hours, San Diego in just over 2 hours, Anaheim in under 3 hours,
San Francisco in under 6 hours, and Sacramento in just over 6 hours.

* Later expand to downtown Phoenix, downtown Tempe, and then to Tucson, Nogales, and
Rocky Point.

* Connecting to major metro areas is key, rather than Phoenix and Tucson - the distance is
too short, and the population of Tucson too small for commuter rail to be effective.

* High-speed rail is profitable; commuter rail is not and will have low ridership numbers for
decades and continue to require subsidies.

* This commuter rail, if built, would have to be grade-separated and start with minimum
average speeds of 125 mph... Still it's not a smart move.

* Currently there are over 385 daily flights between Phoenix, Yuma, Palm Springs, Ontario,
Burbank, LAX, Orange County, and Long Beach airports... during peak season we've hit

The Federal Railroad Administration recently completed a
high-level evaluation of high-speed rail from Arizona into
California. It considered the routing you propose along with
other possible alignments. This Tier 1 EIS is being completed as
a follow-up to the Arizona State Rail Plan, which
recommended as a first priority the connection by passenger
rail of the two largest metropolitan areas in Arizona. This
project would link to any efforts to connect into California or
other western states. Ridership forecasts suggest that
commuter rail and intercity rail could be successful in the large
urbanized areas of Arizona. The recommended and selected
alternative is the Yellow Corridor Alternative; if funded, this
corridor would be the basis of further study to refine the
details.
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maximum airlift, causing even advance purchase airfares between metro LA and metro
Phoenix to reach $600+ round trip... these airfares dissuade business, dissuade travel, and
force conventions and events to go to other cities. High-speed rail would eliminate these
airfares and replace them with rail tickets that could be as low as $69 round-trip, if you follow
the London to Paris Eurostar pricing models and promotional fares.

* By reducing strain on Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport, you will not reach maximum
airlift, extending the airport's life beyond the year 2100 and also opening the airport for more
profitable, longer distance flights... hopefully international flights. This also helps to bring
more people to metro Phoenix, which then helps small local businesses that depend on
having as many visitors as possible to be as profitable as possible.

In closing, commuter rail between Phoenix and Tucson is a bad idea, and instead we should
be focusing our efforts on Phoenix to Yuma to Riverside (just 27 miles longer than using I-10
to Los Angeles), and the abandoned rail bed is there, ready to be used. Let's focus on faster,
profitable transportation solutions. This is happening all across the United States right now,
and I'm puzzled at why there's no focus on the development of such a segment between
Phoenix and Los Angeles at this time.

9/14/15 Eileen McCarty

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Tier 1 EIS analysis only evaluated potential corridors that

I have a great job with a prestigious company and that is why | choose to work so far from essentially align with existing or proposed transportation
where | live. corridors. If an alignment parallels the existing UP Railroad
tracks, vehicular crossings would likely coincide with existing
crossings. Any grade crossings associated with passenger rail
would be required to meet FRA standards for safety and many
I am currently challenged by the train as a car commuter going to and from work. freight rail crossings would be upgraded to achieve that.
Roadway crossings would be evaluated further in subsequent
project-specific studies.

Hello, | am a Sun City, AZ resident that actually works in central Scottsdale.

I am also a 40 year resident, and | lived in central phoenix for most of my 40 years here, so |
know the city streets in Phoenix quite well.

The basic challenge is this, that the City of Phoenix has taken away...prime main streets in
central phoenix to employ the train.

I have to travel Glendale Ave in order to link up to Grand Ave.to get home to Sun City at
night.

Because of the ongoing construction, it has been extremely frustrating for me to get over in
an easy fashion to 1-17 on any rush hour time in the afternoon.
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This has been going on for almost 3 years now, since | have been working in Scottsdale.

My question is this, if anyone having to travel the main city streets in central phoenix
now...We are being challenged by the train which essentially has taken over

Major arteries and cars are having to compete with the train. You may think this is no big
deal, but we are talking about hundreds of cars at the rush hour time.

Many of us will never take the train or bus...because these modes of transportation don’t go
out to Scottsdale. Believe me, | looked into all of this several years ago.

In my opinion, the train is basically serving the needs of seniors, students, and folks who
cannot afford a car, or can no longer drive a car.

To carve out millions of dollars to serve a smaller rational percent, is what | am having a
problem with as well.

Why cannot our current bus system, be enhanced to serve these needs?

My main problem is the route that this train is traveling and how it has disrupted rush hour
traffic trying to make it across town.

| appreciate you taking the time, and | truly hope that my concerns are weighed as you
continue to plan out the city for the future.

Response

9/15/15 Susanna Canizo Schippers

Dear ADOT, My comments pertain to the need for additional mitigation to address impacts
on wildlife movement posed by the new passenger rail system. Page 5-143 of the Draft Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement states that the passenger rail system "would result in a
formidable barrier to wildlife movement by both large and small species." On page 5-144, it
states that the passenger rail system would "bisect large intact habitat blocks." As described,
these impacts clearly reach the level of a "significant impact." However, the recommended
mitigation falls short of addressing such a significant impact. Specific recommendations for
providing wildlife crossing structures should be made, with a map showing the location of
each crossing. Such crossings could be modified as needed in the future, but a specific
commitment is needed to ensure that impacts to wildlife will be addressed in the future.
Additionally, the discussion of wildlife corridors in the Indirect and Cumulative Effects section
(on page 5-235) contradicts the discussion in the Biological Resources section by stating that
passenger rail system would "mostly affect individual animals rather than influence the

While a passenger rail system would impose a barrier to
wildlife movement, the mitigation measures listed on Page 5-
153 of the Draft EIS identify that additional studies would be
conducted, and wildlife crossing structures would be designed
to facilitate wildlife movement. Specific recommendations for
providing wildlife crossing structures would be made during
subsequent project-specific analysis. Within the 1-mile-wide
corridor, the locations of future bridges and culverts cannot be
determined or mapped. These types of structures, when
designed to accommodate wildlife crossing, enhance the
porosity of the linear barrier and reduce the impacts. While a
long linear feature such a new passenger rail system could
contribute to the barriers presented to wildlife movement, the
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diversity or size of populations ..." If the rail system will pose a formidable barrier and disrupt .

large habitat blocks, the statement in the Cumulative Effects section is incorrect, and larger
populations of animals will be adversely affected. This discrepancy should be addressed.
Sincerely, Susanna Canizo Schippers

Response

proposed corridors are adjacent to existing or proposed
transportation corridors, with the intent that collocating the
features would help minimize bisecting large blocks of intact
habitat. Furthermore, wildlife in the area where the corridor
alternatives parallel the existing UPRR have habituated to
trains and may adapt quickly to the passenger rail system. The
cumulative effects analysis on Page 5-235 acknowledges that
barriers to wildlife movement have fragmented habitat, and
that a passenger rail system would contribute, which is an
adverse effect. However, with modern design standards that
incorporate features to retain wildlife connectivity, the effects
would not be expected to influence species diversity or the
size of the population when compared with existing
conditions. Therefore, with mitigation measures applied, the
effects were not determined to be significant. FRA's preferred
alternative, the Yellow Corridor Alternative, is identified by
AGFD as the alternative that would result in fewer impacts to
wildlife and wildlife habitat.

9/15/15 Kevin Morrow

In addition to supporting the passenger rail corridor from Tucson to Phoenix, | believe that
ADOT should also look at what would go beyond this undertaking. ADOT should also look at
further destinations for passenger rail, either up I-17 to Flagstaff's Amtrak station or along the
60 corridor through Wickenburg. From there, a rail line could connect Phoenix to Las Vegas
with a transit hub in Kingman.

The Phoenix-Tucson corridor was identified as the priority
passenger rail corridor in the State Rail Plan. Other
destinations would be studied in later analyses.

9/15/15 MaryAnn Seim

Fantastic idea! More tourism opportunities!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/15/15 Seth Chalmers

| believe the EIS missed alternatives? | believe the High Speed Bus innovative idea that the
University of Arizona proposed about two years ago needs to be included. | believe this is a
topic of a research project that was proposed? The high-speed bus idea would include
consideration of building a dedicated lane (one in each direction) on the current I-10 route
that could be used exclusively by a special high-speed bus. Such an idea would be less

The high-speed bus technology has not yet been fully
developed and has little comparable research available to
provide a basis of comparison. It would appear to require a
dedicated lane and specialized controls that are not yet
defined. While it may have merit in the long run and could be
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expensive and result in a lot less environmental impact. This special lane idea could also lead

to other ideas for uses and funding like making it a HOT lane which could be used for a fee,
etc....An additional benefit of the I-10 high-speed bus idea is that it will help refocus attention
on |-10 between Phoenix and Tucson as the number 1 surface transportation priority in
Arizona.

Response

a component of the corridor travel options, it does not yet
have sufficient definition to be a full modal choice.

9/15/15 Crystal Marrs

Please do this! The drive is so incredibly dangerous! This would allow us to visit up there
more often as well as open up new activities to our kids.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/15/15 purehype@...

You need to include a method of transporting personal vehicles along with the passengers.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The concept of carrying vehicles would need to be addressed
in later stages of study as appropriate.

9/15/15 Charlotte Mesick

| would HOPE that due consideration will be given to including some railroad cars for
passengers to take their automobiles on the trains, ala the east coast lines to Florida.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The concept of carrying vehicles would need to be addressed
in later stages of study as appropriate.

9/15/15 Ivtrin27@...

I would like to first say that a time limit should be set at public hearings. | did not get to speak
because three people decided to ramble nonsense for 30 minutes. With that being said, | do
support the Yellow alignment. | strongly believe that the service should be all day at a
reasonable frequency, (30-60 minutes off peak) for the Phoenix local commuter service. The
far SE valley has the least access to freeway of almost any other valley community and a high
quality, fast, all day local service would be an invaluable asset for that area to help curb
freeway traffic. My in laws live in San Tan Valley and Ironwood or Ellsworth are mostly the
only reasonable options to get in or out of Queen Creek and San Tan Valley. Even those roads
are often over congested. With a local Phoenix area commuter rail with all day reliable
service with stops in Queen Creek and Santan Valley will take reliance off the east valley
freeways. | also would like to see some of connector between the rail and Gateway Airport.
Thank you.

Thank you for your comment and the suggestion regarding the
public hearings. Access to major airports in the corridor is an
important element of the passenger rail service and would be
evaluated in much more detail in the next phase of study.
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9/15/15 Tony Alldredge

Response

| oppose the proposed passenger rail service between Phoenix and Tucson for the following
reasons: 1. Rail service is MUCH more expensive to construct and maintain than bus service.
This has been demonstrated many times. 2. Rail service is MUCH less flexible than bus
service. Rail service cannot easily be re-routed or extended, while bus service can be changed
quickly and in-expensively. 3. Bus service can be implemented MUCH more quickly with
MUCH less disruption than can rail service. | do support enhanced bus service between
Tucson and Phoenix, even if substantially subsidized as a service to the two communities.

1. Bus service was considered in the original alternatives but is
subject to the same limitations as cars in congested
conditions, which is expected to significantly lengthen travel
times in the Phoenix-Tucson corridor. Rail is not inexpensive,
but it can offer service not available from a bus, such as
traveling at higher speeds and being less susceptible to delays
during dust storms. 2. Rail is somewhat less flexible than bus
service and would rely on other services (e.g., taxi, Uber, light
rail transit, bus, etc.) at the destination end of a trip. 3. Bus
service is available now between the two major cities, largely
by private companies who would normally increase service as
demands warrants.

9/15/15 Lhechanova@...

Unfortunately neither the yellow or red route are the best choice. Both swing too far to the
east and the green route was a better choice for a more centralized alignment with I-10 and
would provide a more logical park and ride along the current feeder roads to 1-10, as well as
incorporating Casa Grande ridership.

The Green Alternative is the shortest alternative between the
two hub stations, and it received comments of support from
many participants in the public outreach process and from
some agencies; however, the Green Alternative did not attract
ridership comparable to other alternatives, did not effectively
serve as many key population centers within the study
corridor, and presented a high degree of potential cultural
resource impacts. Considering the overall estimated costs,
projected ridership, agency and public input, and potential
environmental impacts, a passenger rail system within the
Yellow Corridor Alternative is considered to be more cost
efficient and a better performing passenger rail system
compared to the other alternatives.

9/15/15 George Mulloy

The train rail to connect Phoenix to Tucson is an EXCELLENT idea!! With the tremendous
growth in northern Pinal county (San Tan Valley) the residents in this area find it often easier
to venture to Coolidge, Florence, Casa Grande, and the surrounding cities near Tucson,
including Tucson than it is to travel to Phoenix or Scottsdale. This will be a great sustainable

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

1. Specific station locations were not evaluated in detail as
part of this Tier 1 EIS. However, high-level assumptions as part
of the recommended Yellow Corridor Alternative necessary for
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measure in reducing pollution and reduce our need to use our cars.

| imagine the stops would be strategically planned to make traveling to various destinations
along the track accessible. For example, the city center of the names cities above as well as
destinations close to government offices. Also, in Tucson | imagine several stops along the U
of A campus and medical center would be planned. Also, if this track is put into place will
there be an increase in public transit such as buses to take commuters to various destinations
that may be farther away from the stops?

Please consider implementing this proposal as it will be a tremendous move forward in
reducing our dependency on oil/gas and becoming a more sustainable metropolitan
community!

Response

operational planning did assume a station in San Tan Valley.

2. Passenger Rail system connections to complementary
transit services were included in high-level operational
assumptions for both the Yellow and Orange corridor
alternatives.

9/16/15 Michael Van Os

I currently live in San Tan Valley. | grew up in Tucson where | have friends and family still. A
commuter rail would be a great idea as long as it has convenient stops for the passengers. As
of right now it costs me on average $17 in gas to drive to Tucson and back plus any driving |
do while there. On average | will spend approximately $25 to $30 in gas for a trip to Tucson
and back. The Yellow corridor would be the better option for me but appears to clearly be the
best option of the ones identified. Lower cost, lower environmental impact, and more
community access. There would need to be some sort of transportation available at the stops
in all locations for the passengers. Perhaps Smart / mini cars for rent, bicycles, cabs, smart
taxis, any number of these to ease the commute for the passengers that still have some
traveling to do. The cost of the tickets as well as these alternative modes of transportation
would need to be comparative to the cost of the trip by car.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The fare structure has not been defined yet. The many
recommendations in your comment have been considered,
but would require a more detailed level of analysis for full
implementation.

Pierson Place Historic
District

9/16/15 Henry Harding

On the map there is the Green Alternative and yet there was no mention of it in the video. Is
that intended or not? And what would be the purpose of one by the highway? In Germany
there is a double decker train that transports cars with owners in the cars to and from one of
the northern islands. Would there be a use for something like that? In the video was
mentioned that there would be commuter trains that don't stop at each station. Would those
trains be the high-speed commuter trains?

The Green Alternative was eliminated from consideration. It
did not attract ridership comparable to other alternatives, did
not effectively serve as many key population centers within
the study corridor, and presented a high degree of potential
cultural resource impacts. The concept of carrying vehicles
would need to be addressed in later stages of study as
appropriate. The express trains were assumed to be "higher
speed" trains travelling up to 125 mph, but no technology has
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Response

. yet been decided upon.

9/16/15 jkotzmanis@...

Smartest idea ever...been saying since 1992 this should have been done. Will be at meeting
tonight.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/16/15 ambermarcov@...
| say do it. Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
9/16/15 Brian LoManto

My name is Brian LoManto. | am a resident of Youngtown, AZ, a suburb of Phoenix. | believe a
rail line between Phoenix and Tucson is a fantastic idea. However, | also believe strongly that
Phoenix and the metropolitan area need to do some major work on public transportation in
our city. A subway or a major extension of the light rail is necessary. Phoenix is growing and in
order to match this growth with services, a modern public transportation system capable of
expansion and high volume needs to be built. But, with respect to the question at hand, yes, |
believe a rail line between Phoenix and Tucson is a great idea and should be built.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/16/15 Mike A.

I would love to have a rail transportation option from Phoenix to Tucson. | live in Phoenix but
I have relatives as well as business in Tucson so | make frequent trips. | am curious to know
the expected transit time from Phoenix to Tucson. | am hoping this will be higher-speed rail
and not just a conventional train.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The intent is that this would be a higher-speed service to
effectively attract ridership and provide a viable alternative to
the car.

9/16/15 Kyle Robinson

The best route is the yellow route. It provides a route with the highest existing development
and potential customer base that could utilize the service. Thank you!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/16/15 Patricia Powers-Zermeno

Rail is a great idea but concerns remain high that ADOT will destroy more of the Historic
District(s) in downtown Phoenix for a rail station in the central city. I-10 Tucson - Phoenix is
busy and getting busier - but, let's not trade a train station for large sections of Historic
Districts. ADOT already did that once. Do either alternatives include tearing out sections of
Historic Districts in downtown Phoenix?

The Tier 1 EIS assumes a northern hub in Downtown Phoenix
located adjacent to the existing UPRR right-of-way that runs
east-west between Jackson and Buchanan Streets. No National
Register-listed historic districts are located within this area.
Phoenix Union Station, which is listed on the National Register
of Historic Places, could be a candidate station location and
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Response

could potentially be restored to its former use as a railroad

depot. Appendix Table F-4 identifies historic districts within
the corridor alternatives; within Phoenix, this includes the
Garfield and Phoenix Union High School historic districts.
However, because the corridor alternatives are one mile wide,
specific alignments identified in a subsequent project-specific
analysis may not infringe upon or affect these historic districts.
Impacts to historic districts and properties would be analyzed
if an alignment cannot avoid them. Federal funding for a
passenger rail facility would require compliance with Section
4(f) of the Transportation Act, which protects historic
properties as well as recreational facilities and wildlife refuges
from use by federally funded transportation projects.

9/16/15 Melissa Hackett

I'm all for more public transportation. My main concern is that the proposed yellow line
literally goes through my backyard. | am concerned with noise/ traffic/ construction/ my
property value. What is being done or will be done to minimize disturbances to thru
neighborhoods that are on the line. Is it projected values of property will go up or down?

The Yellow Corridor Alternative is a mile-wide corridor. ADOT
anticipates that an alignment alternative within this corridor
would likely be located within or adjacent to the existing
Union Pacific Railroad right-of-way, although other alignments
may be considered. During subsequent planning and design
stages, public coordination and outreach would continue at a
more localized level to discuss potential impacts to
neighborhoods and individual properties. A future passenger
rail facility's impacts on the value of residential property
adjacent to the railroad right-of-way would depend on a
number of factors, including proximity to a station, which
tends to bolster demand for and value of adjacent housing.

9/16/15 Adam Martinak

I would like to submit the following comment on this proposal. | believe this project is well
worth pursuing but only if it is a high-speed rail project. | commuted from SE Tucson (Golf
links/Harrison) for work entering the freeway at Valencia and 1-10 and exiting at Baseline road
in Tempe (To navigate to the GoDaddy campus). | commuted for about 18 months. Ultimately
I had to take work back in Tucson at a reduced pay rate, for a smaller company because of
the commute. | will leave the economic implications of the situation to someone more versed

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The conservative travel time estimate for the train using a
diesel-electric locomotive (technology has not been selected)
is about 90 minutes, compared to what will become more
than 3 hours with a car.

EES
Final Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement

Public Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS -32




Public Comment Resolution Appendix
I eee—————

Date Submitted Commenter Affiliation

than | am. What | want to emphasize is that a citizen of Tucson and Arizona, | would be
thrilled to have access to the job market of the Phoenix metro, but | have to be able to get
from TIA to Sky Harbor quickly. | would not utilize rail that ran at a comparable time frame to
auto. In addition, | would attend all manner of events, including concerts and sports in PHX if |
could hop a fast train from TIA to Sky Harbor.

Response

9/16/15 Jerry Spellman

I’'m writing this as a concerned citizen and long-time advocate for SkyTran in Arizona. It is in
response to ADOT’s request for comments related to the Tier 1 DEIS on potential high-speed
rail corridors to connect Phoenix and Tucson. SkyTran is an innovative and breakthrough
automated rail technology with patented and trade secret-protected, unique advanced
transit know-how. It has developed its technology over the past decade under a NASA Space
Act Agreement at the NASA Ames Research Center. I’'m happy to say SkyTran is now ready to
be deployed globally.

| attended the public comment meeting in Phoenix last evening and came away very
disappointed that there was no discussion of next steps to be taken to make a Phoenix to
Tucson high-speed rail line a reality. All | heard was there is no money for further study or
planning, let alone to build a system, and all | saw were photos of “steel wheel on steel rai
trains. Where is the vision beyond identifying the Yellow Corridor as the preferred choice?
Most folks seem to agree, as | do, that that’s the way to go. But what about the how to go
(mode selection) and the how to pay for it (PPP)?

In

With this in mind, SkyTran is on the verge of taking off globally with a pilot system currently
under construction in Tel Aviv, Israel, at Israel Aerospace Industries (lAl), to be completed this
year, to be followed by development of a commercial system within Tel Aviv to begin in 2016,
and then on to other projects in Israel, India, France and the U.S.A.. Also, SkyTran just this
week submitted a RFI proposal to the City of Baltimore, Maryland, to build a pilot system
there. As ADOT and the FRA finalize this Tier 1 DEIS by the end of 2015, and SkyTran
completes its pilot demo in Tel Aviv around the same time, Arizona needs to seriously
consider adopting the SkyTran MaglLev PRT alternative if and as it moves into the next phase
of its high-speed rail EIS.

In brief, here is why:

Over the last century, there have been few if any improvements in the way people move

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The primary purpose of the Tier 1 EIS is to select the preferred
corridor for future passenger rail service. No technology has
been proposed or selected in the EIS though relatively
conservative assumptions have been made about the
performance of a future system to forecast ridership and
travel times, and estimate costs. In a subsequent study, a
technology would be evaluated based on the best fit for the
corridor and in consideration of costs and ridership potential.
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within cities. In fact, we move slower today in the city -- any city, anywhere -- than we did in
the 1940s and 50s. To date and across the world, urban transportation has meant a mix of
trains, buses and cars (bikes and walking can suffice only within a very limited range).
Admittedly, today’s trains, buses and cars are better than those 50 years ago. Yet their core
transportation architecture remains the same, requiring the same extensive surface area or
exorbitant tunneling costs. As a result, the mobility in cities has failed to advance hand-in-
hand with the demands of a growing urban population -- a worldwide phenomenon. Thus,
transportation is an unsolved urban-suburban problem that leads to a myriad of other
downstream problems: Congestion, stress, health, accidents, pollution, carbon emissions and
so on...All'in all, the quality of life of citizens has decreased while urban population has
increased. And that is because there can be no “smart cities” with stupid transportation.

In short, SkyTran offers freedom from schedules and fixed routes; it offers seated travel;
personal space; no jostling with others; and no unnecessary stopping -- all this, in a “green”
transportation envelope that is more environmentally compelling than hybrid or electric cars.
Moreover, SkyTran travel is five to six times faster than the alternative. And using SkyTran is
as easy as using an elevator: the user simply sits in a SkyTran vehicle and clicks on his
intended destination on the system display. The vehicle is driven under computer control and
is taken to the user’s destination non-stop within minutes. SkyTran enhances the appeal of
public transport by making it more attractive than cars while helping the economy of the
entire area by increasing productivity and saving time for everyone. With high quality public
transportation, SkyTran will encourage and entice users out of their cars.

SkyTran is the only high-speed MaglLev PRT system: it is optimized, robust, higher capacity,
higher speed and lower costs. SkyTran’s superiority over earlier PRT systems and surface rail
systems is measured in leagues, not increments.

The pending global deployment of SkyTran should be a clarion call to action here in Arizona.
Addressing transportation issues in modern cities is not just a matter of more investment or
more planning, or more passenger trains on surface tracks; it requires better planning. It
requires new technologies, and new ways of thinking about how best to move people and
goods. SkyTran’s team has done that thinking.

In my estimation, SkyTran would likely be interested in replying to a future RFP from ADOT to
design, build, operate and maintain a SkyTran MagLev Personal Rapid Transit (STMLPRT)

system to connect and service the Phoenix and Tucson metro areas along the Yellow Corridor,
and within the Union Pacific Rail Road (UPRR) ROW. Indeed, SkyTran would likely be willing to
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enter into preliminary discussions with AZDOT as soon as this phase of the EIS is completed to .

see what Public Private Partnerships (PPP’s) might be forged to finance such a major project.

SkyTran has a Blue-Chip team comprised of NASA personnel; Israel Aerospace Industry (IAl)
personnel; civil engineers from internationally respected Jenkins/Gales & Martinez
Engineering; and an extensive list of accompanying talent prepared to enter into such
discussions. Profiles of SkyTran’s leaders and technology partners are included at the end of
the SkyTran overview I’'m attaching to this e-mail letter.

The detailed overview describes the SkyTran technology and its advantages and should
provide ADOT and the FRA with a thorough understanding of why Arizona and this nation
need to get on board with SkyTran, and soon. The major differences in the costs of SkyTran
(see charts below) as compared to trains for a Yellow Corridor high-speed rail line
(approximately half) should be sufficient to interest you in carefully reviewing the entire
overview document.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

[Tables attached to comment not included in this appendix refer to performance and cost of
the described technology compared to a traditional option.]

Response

9/16/15 lan and Marie Walker

Yes, Yes, Yes!!! Brilliant! Please proceed ASAP!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/17/15 Sean Schupp

I am 100% behind the idea of high-speed rail between Tucson and Phoenix. The benefits that
both cities would enjoy are boundless. Tucsonans could enjoy more chances for employment
in Phoenix as well as more opportunities to enjoy sporting events and other entertainment
without having to deal with annoyance of the trek between our two cities. | know that
companies from China and Japan are competing for high-speed rail contracts all over the
world and China is already in talks to make a track between Los Angeles and Las Vegas. This
project would be small potatoes for these companies and competition is good for business
making the price tag hopefully something achievable. Also it would be a good start for high-
speed rail plans between cities like Phoenix to San Diego and Phoenix and Los Angeles which |
believe would be logical next steps. One suggestion that | would have if | may be so bold
would to make 2 sets of tracks 1 for one-way trips and 1 for several stops on the way. | think

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Financing for this project is not yet defined. This is intended to
be a higher speed service, though the exact technology has
not been selected. The assumptions used were for a
conservative maximum operating speed of 125 mph.
Preliminary track configurations have been developed in
accordance with the best practices recommended by FRA and
the passenger rail industry for the type of service expected to
be offered. Upon more detailed analysis, this could change.
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also we should invest in the specialized track and trains that have the capability of going 170 .

mph or more that China and Japan have all over their country side, at least for the one-way
trip suggestion that had. | hope my feedback is appreciated and | look forward to further
developments in practical infrastructure projects such as this. Also | would like to reiterate
that | very much would like this to happen and would happy to pay the taxes for such a
wonderful endeavor.

Response

9/17/15 Nancy Fahringer

| would like to add my voice to support a Passenger Rail Service from Tucson to Phoenix. It's a
great idea whose time has come.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/17/15 Cynthia Yolland

We need to create a full transportation solution for the whole state. We need to make it
easier for businesses to get workers to their locations. We need public transportation
solutions.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/17/15 Feruza Amanova

I fully support the construction of the Passenger Rail Corridor between Phoenix and Tucson.
As our economy improves and our population grows there will be more people living in both
cities and in many cities in between. The construction of the railway would allow for
economic growth in smaller communities and most importantly would alleviate the traffic
congestion which will absolutely become worse in the next several decades. Additionally, this
will allow current commuters to have an alternative mode of transportation and improve air
quality. Lastly, Arizona is one of few states with major cities that does not have a well-
developed public transportation system (i.e. train system). If possible, | believe that the
railway should connect or make it easy for people to connect to the Tucson street car and
Phoenix light rail, making an easy commute between UA and ASU. Ideally, I'd like to board a
train at UA and arrive at ASU.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/17/15 Leo E. Spesard

The Corridor Aerial Atlas Appendix can't be opened with any program I've tried, either
directly from the web or by downloading it.

The Atlas Appendix was divided into two files--Yellow Corridor
and Orange Corridor--and re-posted after we were notified of
this problem; this may have solved the problem for some
users. Downloading the files to the C: drive should make them
easier to open.
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9/17/15

Commenter

Lisa Waite Bunker

Response

As someone who travels to Phoenix for work, | can't wait for this to be finished! Full speed
ahead, please!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/17/15 Carolina M. Lopez

I have been highly in favor of a high-speed rail from Tucson to Phoenix for years. | am very
happy to hear that my wish might come to fruition! Please add my name in favor of this
project. | would also hope that it would be ADA compliant.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
All facilities and trains would be required to be ADA compliant
in accordance with federal regulations.

9/17/15 Nancy Jean Sayers

I am writing in support of the yellow corridor. When it gets to the point of getting the right of
ways, etc., | am encouraging you to strongly pursue the purchase/lease and restoration of the
historic Union Station in Phoenix as the initial station.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Specific station locations have not been decided as part of this
Tier 1 EIS. However, station locations would be evaluated in
detail in future phases of the study as part of subsequent
project-specific planning and environmental analysis.

9/17/15 Lori Lehman

| recommend the orange route. It seems like this route would benefit the greatest percentage
of population and it looks like it would go around the San Tan Mountains, with less
environmental impact. It would also connect to Williams Gateway Airport, an important
growing airport.

Your October 5, 2015 comment explains that you mistook the
Orange Corridor Alternative for the Yellow Corridor
Alternative, which you intended to support. Thank you for
your comment and participation in this study.

9/18/15 Nathanael Nerode

It all looks well analyzed. Please just fund, build and operate the train service already, on
either route.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/18/15 Mark Andersen

The idea of a rail line is a good idea. | think it should at minimum connect both airports and
ASU to UOFA. At the same time | think it's going the wrong direction. A connection from
Phoenix to Vegas through flagstaff would be a potential opportunity for the state to make
money after its initial investment. And if we are doing some kind of rail line between major
cities a speed rail should be considered.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The purpose of the passenger rail system in the Tier 1 EIS is to
link Tucson and Phoenix and to provide commuter service
within the Phoenix and Tucson metro areas, but it does not
preclude other corridors north of Phoenix from being studied
in the future.
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9/18/15 Robert Bowers

Response

At the hearing on Tucson 9/16, almost every person making comments mentioned the need
to have the rail proposal extend to the Tucson airport. It is extremely important that this
project would intersect with existing public transportation including airports. Through
political and corporate influence and interference, the SunRail project in the Orlando area
lacks links to both its airports, Orlando International and the newer alternative of Sanford. At
its southern end, the rail line ends about 10 miles from MCO. Someday, Tucson airport may
represent a viable alternative for people north of Tucson. It certainly will if convenient
transportation exists. | also think it is very important to consider an electrified line. Railroads
represent an efficient use of fossil fuels as opposed to vehicles, but we also need to lessen
our dependence on fossil fuels as well as the pollution and carbon contribution of fossil fuels.

Public input throughout the development of the Alternative
Analysis (AA) and Draft Tier 1 EIS indicated airport access to be
an important consideration as a feature of future passenger
rail service. Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS from agencies,
jurisdictions, and the public strongly urged that the study
corridor extend to Tucson International Airport (TUS). The
corridors analyzed for environmental impacts and other
factors in the Tier 1 EIS, as established in October 2011
through the NEPA scoping process, terminate in downtown
Tucson. While a connection to TUS was not considered in the
Tier 1 environmental analysis, the AA of the APRCS included
coordination with Tucson, South Tucson, PAG and TUS related
to airport connectivity, and public and stakeholder input were
gathered regarding how best to extend passenger rail service
from downtown Tucson to TUS. In addition, the conceptual
ridership analysis developed for the AA included TUS at the
southern end. Based on public and agency input, ADOT and
FRA will commit to extending the study area to TUS for
subsequent passenger rail studies.

As noted elsewhere in this EIS, ADOT anticipates that a
Tucson-to-Phoenix passenger rail system would be funded
incrementally, and that construction and operations would be
implemented in phases. The specific phasing of a future
passenger rail system is not known at this time but will be
determined as funding is allocated and as part of subsequent
NEPA review.

Diesel-electric powered locomotion was used for cost
estimating purposes as a basis for comparison; an electrified
train would cost considerably more than diesel-electric
because of the additional infrastructure required. In
subsequent planning and design, other locomotive
technologies may be investigated.
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9/18/15 Barry Rosen

Response

Dear Governor Ducey:

| attended the rail plan presentation by the staff of the DOT this past Wed, at the Tucson
Convention Center, and thought it was done well. Their attempt to solicit input was well
received.

My concern, and the reason that | am writing to you, is that there is a significant cost to this
project that should begin with the primary initiative from our elected State Government
Representatives. Only one elected representative was in the audience to offer his support for
the project.

This project will bring lasting value to the State of Arizona for many reasons. The power
within your office is significant enough to begin a real dialogue about the importance of this
rail line for the benefit of the public and private sectors of this state.

I am 75 years old and would like to be able to ride the first train to Phoenix. However, if | am
unable to make it, | would like my 11 year old granddaughter to be able to ride it.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/18/15 Dorothy Johnson

The development of light rail connecting Tucson and Phoenix needs to be pursued
aggressively before development interferes with route options. Congratulations on the work
to date. Make sure that systems powered by alternative energy sources are explored, so that
it would continue to be the preference 10 - 20 years hence. This would be an ideal location
for a solar powered train.

As a senior I'm progressively less comfortable driving to and from Phoenix. However as a
member of the First Things First Pima North Regional Council, | want to continue engagement
in related meetings in Phoenix. A train option would remove a major obstacle.

Thank you for your comments and participation. No
technology has been selected for the passenger rail service
yet. In a next phase of study, such as a subsequent project-
specific NEPA study along with the supporting analyses, a
technology would be evaluated based on the best fit for the
corridor and in consideration of costs and ridership potential.

9/18/15 Jeffery Sherman

Please consider the attached link or below text version as my comments on both Arizona
Passenger Rail and Phoenix Commuter Rail.
https://phxdowntown.wordpress.com/2014/10/28/phoenix-commuter-rail-the-beginning-of-
a-plan/ Thank you Jeff Sherman

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

The proposed passenger rail service that is the subject of this
Tier 1 EIS would operate on independent track built to higher
standards than required for freight movement and would not
share line capacity with Union Pacific freight operations. Your
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suggestions about the phasing of the passenger rail project
would apply to the next phase of studies when alignments are
developed and financial planning options are evaluated. Some
of your concepts extend beyond the specified scope of the
Tier 1 EIS (Tucson to Phoenix), but are worthy of further
analysis should there be a regional assessment of passenger
rail services.

Why Commuter Rail is important to Downtown Phoenix:

Downtown Phoenix gets over 85 thousand daily commuters, plus thousands more for sports,
concerts, and entertainment events. These individuals all add vibrancy to the core, but their
cars limit us from obtaining a walk-able / bike-able urban environment. Downtown Phoenix
will always be a commuter destination, and if it is to continue as the hub of commerce,
knowledge, and entertainment then we need to add capacity at the same time we are trying
to pedestrianize our streets. Light rail is helping to refocus our growth patterns along its
route, and new developments will help create options for people who want to live/work in
downtown, but this is not enough. Great cities serve as hubs for transportation networks.
Phoenix and Downtown in particular needs to reassert itself as the epicenter of the region’s
transportation infrastructure network. Phoenix has to do this because the knowledge based
economy is dependent upon bringing qualified people together, and for downtown
businesses, it is imperative that their employees can get to and from work seamlessly.
Therefore, if we are truly looking at ways to reduce our freeway congestion, grow downtown
businesses, and create a comfortable safe pedestrian space, than commuter rail is the only
high capacity option. A reasonable plan: MAG (Maricopa Association of Governments) has
been the forward leader on the topic conducting the 2010 study that helps to form the base
for the suggestions below, but MAG has no way to implement projects.1 ADOT however, is
studying Phoenix to Tucson intercity rail options, one of which (the Yellow option)
corresponds with Phase 1 of my basic proposal. They are also studying high-speed passenger
service to California and Nevada as part of the general state rail plan which corresponds with
Phase 2 & 3. 2 What is envisioned below is a three layered passenger transportation network,
Maricopa Commuter Rail, Inter-city regional rail, and an Inter-Airport transfer service all built
upon the current heavy rail freight infrastructure. Because all of these can operate on the
same improved track and because the current rail system sits where these connections need
to be, the improvement costs are lower and the capacity is higher than many other
transportation options. This also creates a shared maintenance and operations burden
between multiple stakeholders. How to start: Map Phase 1 MAG's proposed Southeast
alignment runs directly from Downtown past Gateway Airport. Currently Transfers between
airports requires a private shuttle van service at around $25. Connecting these airports by
train allows Gateway airport and its budget regional airlines to effectively link into the
national/international hub and spoke system. This allows Sky Harbor to focus more of its
facilities on the economically vital national and international carriers while Gateway grows for
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budget service and East valley commuter flights. Reliable, baggage friendly, scheduled service
is key to making transfers between airports work. While Gateway is currently struggling, it is
still geographically positioned to serve as Sky Harbor's relief airport over the next 30 years
and so it is critical that we plan that infrastructure connection now. While Airport to Airport
train service typically only takes place in Tier 1 cities like London and Shanghai, Sky Harbor’s
proximity to downtown and the strategic placement of Gateway, Goodyear and Tucson
airports if joined effectively could create a robust transportation network for the region.
Mag-Map MAG’s 2010 estimate for the track improvements needed on this Southeast section
was $477 Million. This number also includes building 10 stations, which is not necessary
because Commuter Rail stations can typically be privately funded or worked into a PPP
(Private Public Partnership) thus reducing cost. Nonetheless, globally many large
transportation projects actively seek voluntary investments or connection fees from major
Airports, Stadium Districts, and Retail complexes, so a capital investment from the airport and
other organizations should be expected in any future commuter rail plan, with the goal to
provide a sufficient amount to help fund this first section. 3 ADOT’s focus then can be on the
Gateway to Tucson corridor and maintenance assistance for the commuter section. The key is
that Airport transfers and inter-city trips are not expected to be subsidized rates like normal
public transport. A $20-25 fee is potentially very close to covering the maintenance and
operational needs for Airport transfers on this line and a trip to Tucson would then be a bit
higher. A proposal by the Airport and Phoenix to investigate the feasibility of such a project,
and the initial prospect of some capital would likely be enough to politically bring Tempe,
Mesa, Chandler and Gilbert into a realistic conversation about adding commuter rail along
the same route. ADOT would then be able to latch on, selecting to extend this corridor to
Tucson. The further hope being that Valley Metro joins as the transportation organizer with a
proven commuter rail operator (maybe BNSF) in charge of operations and day to day logistics.

Why The South East line First.

The passenger estimate for this route from Queen Creek to Downtown is 6450 boardings a
day and MAG's operation and maintenance estimate was $9 per boarding. There are many
flaws to these boarding numbers given that tourists, special events, and potential transfers
between airports, light rail, and other lines will add to the counts. Plus none of this takes into
account generational or development shifts all likely to favor more passengers. Taking that
the Rapid bus service currently costs $6.50 per round trip a $2-2.50 subsidy is reasonable and
the $S9 is well below the national commuter rail average of $11. Figuring in the unaccounted
boardings | listed above, possible profit sharing with station retail/airport transfers, and the

Response
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reduced maintenance cost due to private stations, very little Federal or local tax assistance
may be necessary for this starter section. For some practical, political, and financial reasons
this Southeast commuter line should terminate at the State Capitol with a new private
development station. There should be very little added cost for this extra two miles but the
increased ridership and political statement is important. Historic Union station can be
brought back to serve as both a commuter rail stop for the downtown government district
and future regional intercity passenger rail hub incorporating commercial space. Also, a
mixed use development/station somewhere between 4th & 7th Streets, possibly
incorporated into the ballpark, would serve the sports and business district.

PHX-TUC Airport Connector

A typical PHX-TUC train would depart from Union station, stop at Sky Harbor to pick up plane
transfers and more Tucson passengers. This train would then be a direct to Gateway, making
the airport connection and bringing on board more intercity passengers. A stop in Eloy could
potentially serve Casa Grande before Downtown Tucson and then Tucson Airport. The ‘local’
commuter line and freight lines can then run on the improved tracks behind this service.
Phase 2 The next phase should be the Yuma line (Airport to Buckeye). Once again there are
benefits to the Airport due to a possible connection with Goodyear Airport. While it is not
used for passenger service at this time it has the potential as a west valley provider in the
next 30 years. However, the major use | see for Goodyear Airport is in freight and cargo. It
has one of the longest runways in the southwest, currently sits in the growing west valley
warehouse transfer area and is close to the potential I-11 corridor (not that | like it). It is an
asset with huge economic and employment potential and connecting it into the
transportation network is essential to regional economic growth. The Yuma line also runs less
than 2 miles south of the proposed I-10 light rail extension. If a solid alternative was
presented there may be political room to stop the I-10 extension boondoggle. | am a huge
light rail supporter but building light rail (a system designed for street activation) down the
middle of an interstate for commuter traffic is a disastrous mistake for the system. Especially
when we have heavy rail tracks so close. If $400 million of the $1.1 billion dollars slated for
the I-10 west extension was used to create a commuter rail option; which is MAG’s estimate
for this section, the other $700 million could go to the South Central light rail extension which
is a far more suited light rail line (this also keeps the money in the same district). The Yuma
line would also effectively replace the I-10 rapid bus service so while MAG shows this as a low
boarding route it is the cheapest to build and has future potential. The East terminus for this
line should be Sky Harbor which will also help with boardings and create a future direct
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airport transfer to Goodyear. This would require sidings and double tracks through
downtown (and | hope a 50 year plan to bring the downtown section below grade). This is the
only way | can see preventing a terrible mistake with light rail, and building a solid
transportation network. The flaw with MAG’s projection for this segment is in extending the
line past Goodyear airport. The far west valley boardings are not sufficient enough to justify
the maintenance and operations costs at this time. It is obvious that the study was trying to
include all possible MAG members in the proposal, but any real project would have to be far
more reasonable about costs/boardings.

Phase 3

One of MAG's suggestions is for BNSF to be the system operator. If this was implemented
then Phase 3 should be The Grand Ave commuter rail service. This line has the second
greatest passenger potential and the tracks are BNSF owned. Unfortunately it is also the most
expensive to implement, but between BNSF, Phoenix, Glendale, Peoria, Surprise, and the
possibility of Federal support for a Las Vegas to Phoenix intercity line, adding this portion into
an already operating commuter rail system becomes more feasible. Many of these Northwest
cities already understand the economic growth potential of commuter rail and have been
pushing for leadership and movement on the issue. (see compass study)4

What does it mean for Downtown?

MAG estimates 11290 boardings per day for these three lines. While | think this is a low
estimate, and not all of these individuals will disembark in downtown this potentially
captures 1 in 8 downtown commuters and could change the way we plan our urban
environment. This also allows companies to feel comfortable locating offices and
developments within our core because the parking and commute time become diminished
obstacles and collaborative knowledge clusters become the draw. This will then allow us to
look at our downtown streets more holistically. It is hard to have a political fight between the
downtown community wanting slower pedestrianized streets, and commuters who have very
few options in trying to get to work every day. There has to be a viable high capacity transit
option for downtown commuters or unfortunately our city center will likely continue to be
automobile dominated because of the political demands of suburbanites. 1.
https://www.azmag.gov/Projects/Project.asp?CMSID=1076 2.
https://www.azdot.gov/planning/CurrentStudies/PassengerRail 3. For examples see.
Peterson George, Unlocking Land Values to Finance Urban Infrastructure (Washington D.C. :
The World Bank 2009)
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4 http://www.azcentral.com/community/peoria/articles/20131226grand-avenue-trains-
west-valley-revitalization.html

Response

9/19/15 Lindzie

My concern with this rail system is we have lived by other mass transit type rails and most of
the stops are riddled with graffiti and crime. The rail lines have been dug down, which is again
an added cost. You would also need to consider that through some areas there are still over 2
lane roads that don't have automatic rail gates (mostly through Queen Creek) or have the
capacity for mass transit to come through. Where would you put stops? | don't want them by
my house, but it's a possibility as we still live by miles of open desert. Since I'm in proximity of
the these rails, I'm concerned about the noise, the traffic congestion on these rail crossing,
and if it would make the area look not as nice (due to crime and graffiti). | urge you to look
closely at other areas in the country that have these types of systems and study the factors
above (i.e. the Amtrak on the East coast, and even Front Runner in SLC).

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study. 1)
FRA standard "quad-gates" have been assumed for all at-grade
crossings associated with the passenger rail as part of this

Tier 1 EIS. 2) Decisions regarding specific station locations have
not yet been made. However, future phases of the study
would take into account surrounding land use, neighborhood
character, and proximity to activity centers when considering
station locations as part of a subsequent analysis. 3) Other
passenger rail systems throughout the country have been
referenced continually throughout this Tier 1 EIS process,
including Amtrak service and the UTA Frontrunner.

9/19/15 Veera Kasanneni

Waiting for the implementation of yellow route. Passenger rail between Phoenix and Tucson
is very much required as early as possible.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/20/15 L. Bredo

I would like to see transportation rail between Tucson and Phoenix

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/20/15 Thunderdome
Neighborhood
Association for Non-

Auto Mobility

Sean D. Sweat

Our organization is unable to find consensus on which route would be best, but we are
unanimously and enthusiastically supportive of passenger rail from Phoenix to Tucson. Please
build it as soon as possible so people without cars can have the same mobility afforded to
those with.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/21/15 Troy Kicklighter

| strongly support the proposed rail line. My family and | visit the Phoenix couple times a year
and take Amtrak. It would be so awesome to travel to other areas by using continues rail

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
System operators, such as Amtrak, would be evaluated in
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service. Please listen to those of us who visit your cities in Arizona to visit our families and to

attend football games there.

Response

future phases of the study.

9/22/15 Michael Fenlason

This is a very exciting opportunity for the State of Arizona and | hardily support this project

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/22/15 Chase M. Walman

I am writing the below comments to reflect my support for a passenger rail system between
Tucson and Phoenix. A passenger rail system between Phoenix and Tucson should be
invested in, and with future growth and predicted congestion in the near future, such a rail is
justified. While BRT in theory may seem like an attractive proposition (due to initial cost), it is
my belief that BRT would not be the permanent solution necessary in this corridor (due to the
carrying capacity, maintenance concerns, problems associated with pulsing, and likely
objection of rededicating lanes). The preferred yellow alternative would be the most
beneficial in terms of number of people served within the one mile corridor, opportunities for
T.0.D., utilization of the already established Union Pacific Railroad R-O-W, and mitigation of
environmental impacts. While | feel that this draft EIS has been thorough in dispelling any
concerns regarding mitigating impacts, | still wanted to take this opportunity to further
comment on the preferred yellow alternative. First, in regards to the Tempe alignment (figure
7.2) still open to comment, | would recommend that the corridor running N-S (West of Mill
Ave), turning E-W (North of Broadway Rd) be the preferred Tempe alignment. This is thought
because it would be in walking distance to the future Tempe Street Car and in closer
proximity to the light rail already in place. Ideally such an alignment would improve upon
accessibility both locally and regionally. In addition, noise disturbances are talked about at
great length with the assumption that the same quiet zones enforced in parts of Phoenix and
Tempe (for freight) would be applicable to this rail. It is my recommendation to further
mitigate noise disturbances (especially near residential) that these quiet zones be lobbied for
at every single grade crossing (near residential) For future EIS studies, it would also be helpful
to receive additional information on how this rail would impact the other prominent inter-city
transit: the light rail. Can a reduction in its inter-city ridership (especially Phoenix- Mesa) be
anticipated with this competing rail? Thank you for taking the time to read the above, and
allowing me the opportunity to give my input.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study. 1.
A bus rapid transit alternative was evaluated in the
Alternatives Analysis but eliminated from further
consideration as part of this Tier 1 EIS. 2. Specific design and
operating decisions, including sound walls and quiet zones,
would be evaluated in future phases of the study as part of a
subsequent planning and environmental analysis.
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9/23/15

Commenter

Rhonda Elliott

Response

| would like a copy mailed to me if possible. | would like as much info as | can get, very
excited.

The DEIS is available electronically and can be downloaded as
a PDF from the ADOT website.
http://www.azdot.gov/planning/CurrentStudies/PassengerRail

/deis

9/23/15 Ryan Sweeney

| fully support any and all mass transit initiatives in Phoenix and the rest of the US! Anything
we can do to get people riding mass transit as opposed to driving is always a good thing: for
traffic levels, the environment and human health. Build it!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

9/24/15 Jason Kedmenec

| strongly support and encourage the implementation of passenger rail service between
Phoenix and Tucson. It’s vital that we build this option of transit to enhance our
infrastructure and economy. It will also draw strong ridership once completed especially in
the Yellow Preferred Route. | also encourage leaders to explore public, private, or both
sources of funding. As a lifelong Arizona native and having commuted between both major
cities, | know how congested this corridor has become. Also, this will increase options for all
socio-economic backgrounds but also serve for those who do not require a car in their home

cities to travel to the other major city for family visits, work, or pleasure. It's also a viable back

up corridor linking both cities in case another mode like freeway or air travel were
temporarily interrupted. Thank you for taking my comment.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Specific funding options, including public-private-partnerships,
would be evaluated in future phases of this study as part of a
subsequent planning and environmental analysis.

9/26/15 Monty Morgen

Yes, it may be many years before this project ever gets completed, but here's one thing to
consider. | am physically handicapped and transportation options are much more limited.

Especially during the weekends and late nights, i.e. 8 PM or later. | would greatly like to be
part of this portion of the project that otherwise may be overlooked.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Specific decisions regarding hours of operations would be
determined in future phases of the study as part of a
subsequent planning and environmental analysis.

9/27/15 Wendy Greess

| commute each week from Phoenix to Tucson. | have been doing this for the past 5 years. |
leave on Monday morning and have a small apartment in downtown Tucson and return to

Phoenix at the end of the work week. | would commute daily on a high-speed train if it had
WIFI. As long as the train has WIFI, | would be able to work each way enabling me to

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Specific amenities offered on board the train itself would be
evaluated during later phases of the study as part of a
subsequent planning and environmental analysis.
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complete my work and still live with my family in Phoenix.

Response

10/1/15 William Pearson

Hi, thanks for inviting the public to put in their input on the Tucson-Phoenix passenger rail. |
for one am for this Tucson Phoenix Rail. For one reason, | LOVE trains, very, very much and
have been before | was an adult. And | don't just like watching them, | also like to ride inside
them too, preferably at-grade trains though, and I've been riding trains since | was 2 and
living in Germany and had my very first Amtrak ride when | was 5, from the town of Benson
to Chicago! Train riding is so much fun, to me more fun that riding in cars, buses, and
airplanes... to me, | know others prefer these other modes of transportation and to each one
his. For another, | think there should be a train running to and from Tucson and Phoenix for
safety purposes. Not only will it get you between the two metropolitan cities faster but it's
safer than riding between Tucson and Phoenix, especially Tucson and Casa Grande due to
those dust storms and it's very sad to see and hear about all these car accidents and deaths
occurring on that stretch of Interstate 10, | remember passing through an accident on my way
from Casa Grande to Tucson back in January 2012. | mean | am aware that riding passenger
trains between Tucson and Phoenix isn't 100% safe and can have its foibles, even in the dust
storms, but | feel it's safer than riding on I-10. Though | don't mind riding between Tucson
and Phoenix on |-10, it would be really great to ride a train to and from Phoenix, be it the
express trains or the local trains, I'll ride either, maybe both just for the experience and sheer
joy of it, as long as there are trains running between Tucson and Phoenix, which there should
have been a long time ago. And be nice to ride trains other than Amtrak in the U.S. (although
I've ridden the Light Rail in Minneapolis and the Tucson Streetcar (I live in but am not from
Tucson, I'm from Indiana and the city | was born in has lots of tracks and one passenger rail,
NICTD, although Amtrak runs through there too but doesn't stop there.) | mean if we don't
get a train between Tucson and Phoenix, that's okay, but I'd really like to see that. What |
don't look forward to though, but | won't try to stop it, is the possible elimination of the
railroad grade crossings. I'm one of the few people on this earth that actually likes railroad
crossings, the pretty flashing red lights, the melody of the bells, and the crossing gates and
the little lights on them, those make my day and make my life more interesting. | mean if |
have to choose between the crossings and the passenger rail, although | hope at least a few
crossings will still exist, and with a 4-Quadrant Gate System, so I'm not selfish, I'll take the
passenger rail. Before | finish, let me throw this out to you: How does a train from Tucson to
Sierra Vista sound? | know there are no tracks in Sierra Vista and Sierra Vista is a smaller town
and out of the way between Tucson and Phoenix but it'd be nice if trains ran there too, and

Thank you for your comments and participation in this study.
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maybe to Bisbee or Douglas. Stops should include Rita Ranch, Vail, Mescal, Benson, St. David,
Curtiss, Tombstone or Whetstone, Huachuca City and then Sierra Vista. Then if successful,
Hereford, Palominos, Naco, then Bisbee or to Double Adobe, Portlville, and Douglas... and
from there freight trains can run into Mexico and not just through Nogales, but limited freight
train service (note, this is all just wishful thinking and a mere opinion but an idea | thought I'd
throw out. | also used to live in Sierra Vista but moved to Tucson to live in a railroad town,
something Sierra Vista used to be.) And how about passenger rail to Nogales and back again
(including Sahuarita, Green Valley, Tubac, and Rio Rico?... using the existing Nogales Branch
Line) Again, just my opinion, | understand if none of these can happen. But | hope, if nothing
else, there's a passenger train between Tucson and Phoenix, and if it ever comes about, I'll
totally ride it! And hopefully be able to connect to the Valley Metro Light Rail there (I'm yet to
ride that.) That's my input. Thank you all for reading this.

Response

10/1/15 (Second

Comment)

William Pearson

Dear Reader(s),

| am writing in regard to the Tucson-Phoenix Passenger Rail, my support, my questions, and
concerns.

| am totally into the idea of passenger rail running between Tucson and Phoenix (and | did
leave input on that, and thank you again for inviting the public to do so, | learned that from
watching KGUN9 News.)

I would love to see passenger trains run between Tucson and Phoenix, and of course ride in
them as | favor and enjoy passenger rail travel to all other modes of transportation, including
air travel. And not just actual trains but | also enjoy riding trolleys (Light Rail and Streetcar,
any railway transportation but at-grade preferably) I'm also a train fan (even have toy train
and model train sets). And | think this is a safer way to travel than on Interstate 10 due to the
dust storms.

I am also for this because | miss riding trains on a regular basis like | used to do back when |
lived in Germany when | was 2-4 years old back in 1988-1990 and I've love to experience that
here in Arizona instead of having to go all the way back to Europe just to do that, or move to
other US states and cities like Baltimore, Chicago, and L.A. to name a few, Arizona is my home
and though | kind of like Arizona just the way it is, | would like to see passenger rail run in
Arizona. And not just between Tucson and Phoenix as well as within Phoenix and within

Thank you for your comments and participation in this study.
Passenger rail services are assumed to run on a new,
independent track and not share the UP Railroad track to
avoid conflicts with freight traffic. It would be built to tighter
tolerances to accommodate a much higher level of
performance than currently possible with freight trains in the
U.S. Most of the line would operate at-grade, but grade
crossings would be installed over time. The assumptions for
this study are for a few grade separations. Others could be
added over time. For at-grade crossings the operating
characteristics of the passenger trains would require four-
quadrant gates, which prevent drivers from illegally driving
around lowered gates, to maximize safety. Some of the
crossings in the Tucson area are being redesigned to cross
over the freeway. Those are being designed to eventually
accommodate a passenger rail line. Others that already go
over the cross-street would be expanded to accommodate the
new services.

There is a strong desire in the Tucson area to extend the
passenger rail line to TUS. This makes sense as part of the
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Tucson, but also, but this is just a mere opinion and my personal fantasy, trains between
Tucson and Nogales and between Tucson and Sierra Vista (with stops in Rita Ranch, Vail,
Mescal, Benson, St. David, Curtiss, Huachuca City, and Sierra Vista, and if you want to go
further, Hereford, Palominos, Naco, and Bisbee or more recommended, Douglas (very limited
service between Sierra Vista and Douglas though but regular service between Tucson and
Sierra Vista, which is admittedly a small town but a growing city and | lived there back in
1990, 1991, and 1999-2002)

Anyway, getting serious, some things | am wondering about for the passenger rail, if it ever
comes to life, and | do have a few concerns.

I am wondering, if this passenger rail does come into existence, if it will run on Union Pacific's
tracks, or if new track will be built alongside it (probably the latter.)

Now | spoke to Union Pacific about this myself before and was replied to by Zoe Richmond, in
case you know her, and she told me Union Pacific isn't doing the Passenger Rail, ADOT is,
which is one reason why I'm contacting you. Though | am totally into the idea of passenger
trains running between Tucson and Phoenix, my worry and concern was passenger trains
running on Union Pacific's tracks and Union Pacific's freight train traffic is supposed to
increase if not sky-rocket, which I also look forward to because I'm a rail-fan, or train
enthusiast and | like to see trains go by railroad crossings, especially the ones with flashing
red lights and gates and sometimes | go to the railroad crossings in Tucson just to see that,
and hear the bells. Watching the crossing signal and gate lights flash makes my day. More on
the grade crossings later.

But with freight train traffic supposing to increase, and running passenger trains on those
tracks too, though | wouldn't be as against that idea or as concerned about that idea if freight
train traffic wasn't supposed to increase, my concern is the overcrowding and overburdening
on Union Pacific's tracks. | mean train traffic is supposed to be (my guess) 80, maybe 90 trains
a day. And | know BNSF, which runs through places like Holbrook, Flagstaff, and Williams,
runs a so many trains a day on its track, and | would like to see that happen here in Tucson
too. But also, passenger trains, namely commuter or regional passenger trains are supposed
to be frequent as well and to run passenger trains on a track with 80 to 90 trains a day is a
huge concern and cause lots of interference between the freight and passenger trains, which
have to stop at stations and it could block the way of freight trains, which don't, or at least
shouldn't, have to stop as much. And if I'm not mistaken, freight trains could disrupt and
delay passenger trains. Plus, let's not forget the increased wait time and frequent stops at the

Response

. larger system, but is not the subject of the present Tier 1 EIS

document. It would be evaluated in detail in subsequent
environmental document(s).

The passenger rail service would offer both commuter and
intercity services. The corridor would be organized to permit
faster moving trains to pass local trains at stations or at
designated double-track locations designed to eliminate
conflict points along the route.
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railroad crossings, especially on major roads (e.g. Ruthrauff Road, Ina Road, both of which are .

supposed to be grade separated anyway) Tangerine Road, and Cortaro Farms Road, and I'll
add Main Avenue. I'd at 6th Street and 9th Avenue too since that is a highly used crossing and
| go to that crossing more than any other crossing in Arizona, but that's to be grade separated
too, at least 6th Street is supposed to be, 9th Avenue is supposed to be turned into a
pedestrian and bike at-grade crossing as is 7th Avenue according to Downtown Links when
they expand Barrazza-Aviation Parkway from Broadway to I-10, something else I'd like to
have happen.) My other concern with this is that passenger trains are supposed to run faster
than freight trains (I honestly don't know how much faster, you or someone would have to
tell me) and it could cause a rail-traffic jam or worse.

What might be done though is the building of new tracks alongside the Union Pacific tracks,
which is probably what is planned to do anyway am | right? (And | too am for the yellow
alternate rather than the orange, | don't know why for sure | just am, possibly because it’s
least expensive and runs along the existing UP line, but I'll take either.)

It would probably be a better idea to build new track instead of using Union Pacific's tracks,
that way the freight train traffic won't be disrupted and the existing U.P tracks wouldn't be
disrupted and the passenger trains can stop at stations as the freight trains safely pass by.

One question | have is, is this going to be fully double-tracked or single tracked with side
tracks? | honestly prefer the full-double track but I'll take the single track with side-tracks,
whatever ADOT thinks is best.

Another question | have, will this line be generally at-grade (running on the ground) or
completely grade-separated like the Bullet Trains in Japan? | would prefer at-grade to tell the
truth, but if it is at-grade, | know there are going to be some grade separations, and | did read
that at-grade crossings will not be built (I do wish there would be but | understand why not:
for safety and convenience).

I wonder this, will all the crossings be grade-separated or will there be some at-grade
crossings, even on the not-as frequently used roads which do cross at-grade on Union
Pacific's crossings? And if there are grade crossings, will they be shared with Union Pacific?
(This is what | honestly hope for, but to try to show | don't want to be selfish, there doesn't
have to be that many crossings on the passenger rail line, maybe just four or five or ten and
grade separations everywhere else. And if grade crossings are in use, | am recommending 4-
Quadrant Gate crossings, | highly prefer gated crossings to non-gated crossings, even

Response
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crossings with just flashing lights and a like gated crossings more than gate-less crossings.

I'll admit to you that although I like grade crossings, the problem with grade crossings is,
although the passenger trains would operate on a separate track than the existing UP tracks,
the tracks would have to go from 2-tracks (at least between Tucson and Picacho or Eloy) to
three, four or even five tracks, making it take a little longer to get off the crossing, and the
more tracks on a crossing riskier. And the constant activation of the crossing warning devices,
activating like every 10 to 15 minutes (which | have almost no problem with but the masses
will,) having to wait for the sky-rocketing amounts of long freight trains going by, and
sometimes you get a second train, with either two freight trains passing at the same time
(which is entertaining to me) or a second train starting to cross before or after the first one
finishes.) And then with the passenger train tracks in place next to the freight-train-heavy
tracks, that's more trains to wait for, although these trains are supposed to be shorter and
faster.) But it will be a short time between trains for vehicular traffic to cross, plus some
thoughtless drivers or impatient drivers try to outrun and beat the trains, even damaging the
crossing gates doing so (which | really hate).

But like | said, if there are grade crossings, even if there are just a few, | highly propose
strongly-gated crossings, using the 4-Quadrant gate system, or if you want, using B&B AMAR
Safety Barrier Gates or Vehicle-Arresting Gates
http://www.energyabsorption.com/products/products_stopgate_rail.asp (I prefer the 4-
Quadrant system to be honest,) or the Safe Crossings Barrier Gates http://www.safe-
crossings.com/ (these are gates that extend as they descend and retract as they ascend)

| don't have much expectation of the passenger rail building new crossings separate from
Union Pacific's crossings, | expect crossings outside of Union Pacific's will be strictly grade
separated, even if built alongside U.P.'s existing tracks. But | do wonder if the passenger rail
shares crossings with UP, will there be some grade crossings and the rest grade separated
(which I'm okay with) or will Union Pacific have to sacrifice all its crossings, even the ones not
used as much? | admit if U.P decides to grade separate its crossings for the passenger rail, it
will be much safer and less costly for everyone, including me.

Now some of UP's crossings are already grade-separated like Prince Road and Twin Peaks
Road, or will be (like Ruthrauff Road and Ina Road, | don't know if Cortaro Farms Road and
Tangerine Road will be too) so the passenger rail should be able to pass over or under those
roads. | am also wondering about the crossings on the roads that terminate at the east-
frontage road since they don't see as much vehicular traffic. Those are the ones that should
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have 4-Quad gates if not grade-separated.

I'm also wondering how the passenger rail will pass grade separated roads like Grant Road,
Miracle Mile, and Speedway Blvd to name a few.

Getting away from grade crossings, now will this passenger rail stop in northwest Tucson? Or
will this stop at the Amtrak Depot in Downtown Tucson? | also hear it's supposed to stop at
Tucson International Airport, is that a good idea?

I would like to know what is to take place should this passenger rail actually come into
existence and operation, such as sharing track with UP or having separate track alongside UP,
if it will be partially or fully grade separated (other than at crossings), will there be at least
just a few crossings or absolute grade separation, and if the passenger rail track will run on
single track with side tracks or be fully-double tracked.

One more thing I'm wondering about is how will local passenger trains, which make frequent
stops, run and cooperate with express passenger trains, which have limited stops?

Whatever is going to go on or is supposed to go on, please know that | would like to see
passenger rail between Tucson and Phoenix with or even without grade crossings. And |
would like this as an alternate to travel on I-10 and plus | enjoy train travel over all else and
would really love to experience this, and be able to take trains by myself (without the need of
a parent or guardian though I'm 30 but admittedly autistic)

Thanks for reading this and for your time. | will also send this through info@azdot.gov and
hope to hear from you and get answers.

Response

10/2/15 Ryan Steving

My family and | have lived in Queen Creek for the last 6 years and in the East Valley for more
than 10. We often commute to Tucson to see family and travel everyday to work in Phoenix.
The "yellow" route through Queen Creek would be our preferred route, and we think it would
benefit our great little town and the state the most.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/2/15 Derek Neighbors

The route going through Queen Creek seems to offer the most economic impact long term.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/2/15 Elaine Block

Response

Please consider using the yellow line when choosing routes between Phoenix and Tucson. |
live in Queen Creek and would use the train frequently if there was a stop here.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/2/15 Marvin Block

The yellow line would be advisable as it cost less and provides more economic benefits to the
traveling public. A stop in Queen Creek would provide residents with alternatives for access
to the valley and reduce the number of cars on valley roadways.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/2/15 Jimmy

| support the yellow line alternative to the passenger rail system. Queen Creek is becoming a
very important area for Arizona. We've got a major airport and many new developments with
residents helping Arizona grow. We've got the rail infrastructure already in place and many
commuters would benefit from this proposal. Please consider the yellow line alternative and
all the benefits it would bring to this growing community.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/2/15 sab0623@...

Hello! Thank you for posting the study and plans for the passenger rail corridor. | just moved
to Eastern Queen Creek after living in Southern San Tan Valley for 7 years and | work in
Florence. | see daily the need to mitigate the traffic congestion in that general area and
beyond. Navigating the roads to just get through that area to a highway is slow and
frustrating. With the increasing population there, traffic is heavy and patience is slim. My
home is approximately 2 miles from the proposed yellow route existing railway. The location
of a station in Queen Creek would be convenient for me, regardless of the exact spot along
that line. It does come to mind that this could potentially be a heavily used spot for the
commuters of QC and STV, and is there a place that would allow sufficient parking to
accommodate the travelers? As for me, | would need to see the proposed times for the trains
to evaluate if this would be a benefit. | have neighbors who work in downtown Phoenix, and
have considered it myself but for the commute. | do believe that anyone commuting daily to
Phoenix or Tucson would embrace this mode of transport, if the commutes are swift and
connections are easily made to their ultimate destinations.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Specific station locations were not evaluated in detail as part
of this Tier 1 EIS. However, high-level assumptions as part of
the recommended Yellow Corridor Alternative necessary for
operational planning did assume a station in Queen Creek.
Station locations and amenities, such as parking, would be
evaluated in future phases of the study as part of a
subsequent project-specific environmental analysis.

10/3/15 Douglas Stanfel

Good Day, The yellow would be the best route to start Arizona’s Rail system. The tracks
already exist and are on a hardly used route used by UP or BNSF. Also this route services

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Although specific design decisions would be evaluated in
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many major cities such as the Fast growing southeast area and could easily be tied in with the .

new light rail system. In my past job | had a chance to use several rail system in CA, NM, UT
and eastern corridor. Having lived in east valley for over 58 years it is a shame how far behind
AZ s in rail transit.

Response

future phases of the study as part of a subsequent planning
and environmental analysis, connections to Valley Metro light
rail and Sun Link street car have been assumed as part of this
Tier 1 EIS study.

10/5/15 Lori Lehman

| accidentally chose the wrong option, orange, in my previous submittal. | meant to choose
the YELLOW option, which DOES include a stop in Queen Creek. Thank you, Lori Lehman

Your September 17, 2015 comment was intended to advocate
the alternative that includes a stop in Queen Creek, which is
the Yellow Corridor Alternative. Thank you for your comment
and participation in this study.

10/5/15 Diane Hague

Looking at the final two options, | believe the yellow route would provide more traffic relief
to crowded roads and connect higher density population centers thereby maximizing usage.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Amy Shipp

I think letting it go through Queen Creek/San Tan would be the best route for the state. The
orange route just goes around everything and doesn't make much sense while the yellow
actually goes through cities and would be good for that cities economy.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Jannine Hedger

Absolutely! | hate driving all the way to Tempe and would take the train in a heartbeat.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 tjalexander@...

Do residents really want the Yellow Route that goes through the Town of Gilbert? Does
following the US 60 make more sense and least neighborhood impact?

The Yellow Corridor Alternative is the ADOT recommended
alternative as part of this Tier 1 EIS, based on a combination of
technical analysis, public comments, and agency input
gathered during the Tier 1 EIS process. Public comments have
favored the Yellow Corridor Alternative over the Orange
Corridor Alternative.

10/6/15 Mike Smith

| vote NO on the rail line stopping in Queen Creek.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/6/15 Shaina Nelson

Response

No. Not a good idea. Everywhere I've lived where there was public transit it was hardly used
by people that actually lived in the rural parts. It was used by criminals and drug users.
Became plagues and run down eyesores on nearby communities.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Elizabeth Corona

I think it's a great idea! It will bring business actually more business to the queen creek and
San tan valley areas. | think the yellow route is prefect! We need something exciting over
herel....

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Laury Hart

I am for the Yellow route. Being out in Queen Creek / San Tan Valley we have no public
transportation. This route will offer easy commute both northwest into PHX and well as SE to
Tucson. Getting our kids to college & university is huge. Also following the UP PHX sub will be
less expensive as the rails are already in place. We have been waiting for a long time. Really
looking forward to riding this train.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
ADOT has coordinated with the Union Pacific Railroad
throughout this Tier 1 EIS. The proposed passenger rail service
that is the subject of this Tier 1 EIS would operate on
independent track built to higher standards than required for
freight movement, and would not share line capacity with
Union Pacific freight operations.

10/6/15 Diana Martin

I am a resident of Queen Creek. | just a map of the proposed light rail going to Tucson and |
am very concerned. | do not like this idea because this town would definitely lose its small

town feel. | realize it may bring in more revenue but | feel it would bring in more transients
and questionable individuals that | left California for. Will there be houses lost due to space

for construction as well? | feel home values will decrease as well. My vote is NO, respectively.

I would like to thank those involved in trying to find alternatives to get down to Tucson. |
would never use the light rail anyhow. Thank you for your time in reading this.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

1) This Tier 1 EIS evaluated passenger rail alternatives, an
entirely different system than light rail or modern streetcar.
Passenger rail is characterized by larger vehicles, faster travel
speeds, and greater distance between stations when
compared to light-rail.

2) Decisions regarding property acquisition have not yet been
made, but would be evaluated in future phases of the study as
part of a subsequent environmental analysis.

3) Proximity to rail transit stations has been shown to increase
property values in various regions throughout the country.
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10/6/15 Brad Schreiber

Response

Yellow route is my vote....I'm in SE Gilbert and would love the convenience and traffic that
the rail would provide.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 David Shutan

| wholeheartedly support the proposed yellow route. Lack of public transportation in this area
(Gilbert and points further east and south) is woefully lacking. This would be a huge step in
the right direction.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Jennifer Snyder

I would love to have the yellow line. | live in the southeast valley and have several events in
downtown Phoenix. It would be so beneficial to have a rail system where | am not bogged
down in traffic. Additionally, my husband works in downtown Phoenix and it would be
wonderful to be able to commute downtown via rail. The impact it would make for
communities like Queen Creek would be incredible as it would be viable for a family to live
there and work in either Tucson or Phoenix. | fully support the yellow line.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Stephanie Zinn

Please please bring passenger rail to Queen Creek!! With the Gateway airport, ASU Poly and
the Apple campus nearby in Mesa, this would help reduce traffic congestion in the future. It
would also help home values in an area that still hasn't fully recovered from the housing
crash.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Carmel Robinson

It would be great to have public transportation from Queen Creek to both Phoenix and
Tucson! Many times | have wanted to go to an event in Mesa or Phoenix but don't. My car is
getting as old as | am and | don't trust the reliability as much as | used to. The Tucson area has
been out of reach to me for ages for the same reason. All things considered this project
would have a positive high impact on the ability to get around to a larger geographic area. |
would definitely be a customer!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Richard Harrison

My first choice would be the yellow route; second choice is the orange route. | know | would
use it since both would go by my place of employment and would save me from driving my

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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vehicle 60 miles round trip each day.

Response

10/6/15 Andres Martinez

Greetings | am in support of the Yellow Alternative

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Constance Halonen

I am in support of the yellow line.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Rachel Pollack

| vote for the ORANGE route.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 George Easton

This is wonderful and | look forward to its fruition. | hope it goes through Queen Creek as the
Rittenhouse line is a natural route that could link San Tan Valley with the rest of the valley
and beyond. Great forward thinking!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Mary Olson

Love the "yellow" alternative. Homes are less expensive south of Chandler. Those who live
south of Phoenix would have access to better jobs with transportation to those jobs. Good for
the whole state.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Joyce Aurich

Yellow line please.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Ladypsylocke@...

Orange please.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Luke Simmons

I hope you will seriously consider the Yellow Alternative. As a resident of Queen Creek and a
leader in the community, | believe that the Yellow Alternative would provide a great deal of
relief and support to what is already the fastest growing part of Arizona. Many families would
experience less commuter stress and more time together if this route were approved.
Additionally, the Yellow would be less expensive, given the existing rail infrastructure that
exists.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
ADOT has coordinated with the Union Pacific Railroad
throughout this Tier 1 EIS. The proposed passenger rail service
that is the subject of this Tier 1 EIS would operate on
independent track built to higher standards than required for
freight movement, and would not share line capacity with
Union Pacific freight operations.
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10/6/15 muttsx2@...

Response

The orange alternative makes the best sense. The route would be best for Coolidge, Florence,
San Tan Valley, Gold Canyon and Apache Junction where there are no freeways out that way.
It's difficult enough for residents in the far east valley to travel the congested roadways with
little options to travel north. At peak travel times, Hunt Highway and Gantzel are heavily
traveled. The orange alternative would alleviate the traffic traveling North while providing
Queen Creek residents a short distance to travel to pick up the line.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Timothy Snyder

| would like the yellow line because it has the smallest amount of environmental impact. |
believe a passenger rail would be a great asset to the community.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Rosa Sumpter

I am a member of the Queen Creek community and wanted to put my input in regards to the
Passenger Rail that you are considering putting through our town! | think it is a GREAT idea
and would help bring more people to our town! There is so much to see and history in our
town revolved around agriculture that many families as well as schools put on their list for
field trips, this would be a great way to get around for community members that have long
commutes to and from phoenix area as well. So, | would say YES — let’s do it! Look forward to
it.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/6/15 Rachel Pollack

I would like to comment on the proposed train route and say that | would NOT like the train
to be routed through Queen Creek. There is too much traffic and noise here already, and it
will not garner carpooling passengers because of logistics.

Based on forecasts, it is likely that congestion will grow in the
area between Tucson and Phoenix, including in Queen Creek.
This study considers how to manage such congestion by
offering a different choice for travel.

10/6/15 Maureen Schubert

I would like to express my support for the Yellow Line of the Passenger Rail Corridor Study. |
live in Gilbert and believe this proposed route would bring increased economic vitality to the
community, as well as make it easier to travel around the state for work and tourism. Thank
you for your consideration, and | look forward to hearing about funding proposals very soon.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/7/15 BJ

Response

Please use the yellow line, it will allow more people access to it. The red line seems to skip all
the small towns and seems to be where there are less people.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/7/15 Josh Spencer

| simply wanted to voice my support of the Passenger Rail having a stop in Queen Creek. |
work in downtown Phoenix and would take the Rail to work and also to the airport.

Specific station locations were not evaluated in detail as part
of this Tier 1 EIS. However, high-level assumptions as part of
the recommended Yellow Corridor Alternative necessary for
operational planning did assume a station in Queen Creek.
Actual station locations and amenities would be evaluated in
future phases of the study as part of a subsequent planning
and environmental analysis.

10/7/15 Camille Kershner

As was mentioned by nearly every commenter at the Tucson open house in September, the
most logical southern terminus for this project is Tucson International Airport. as another
commenter also noted, this project absolutely should be powered by renewably sourced
electricity- solar panels above and alongside the tracks can easily help offset some of this
energy need, setting a great example for the rest of the country by providing a sustainable
connection from the southern half of the state to the rest of the world via Sky Harbor and
TIA, and to the surrounding metro regions through the MetroRail and SunLink. For example:
Please join us at 7pm this Thursday, October 8 UCFW Hall at 877 S. Alvernon Way A Future
Without Fossil Fuels. The world is using up its Carbon Budget. A future that solves Climate
Change is going to have to stop using fossil fuels. What does a fossil-free electricity grid look
like? Come find out at this presentation by Robert Bulechek, clean energy consultant and
chair of the Tucson-Pima County Energy Commission. Facebook event:
https://www.facebook.com/events/604720469669536/

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
1. The scope of this Tier 1 EIS was to evaluate passenger rail
between Phoenix and Tucson, but actual end-of-line station
locations would be evaluated during future phases of the
study as part of subsequent planning and environmental
analysis.

2. The preliminary analysis conducted for this Tier 1 EIS study
assumed the use of diesel multiple unit trains. However, actual
decisions regarding preferred technologies, and the
consideration of solar power, would be made in future phases
of the study as part of subsequent planning and
environmental analysis.

10/8/15 Mary Whitted

I am a resident of San Tan Valley near the Queen Creek Area. | absolutely oppose having the
train stop anywhere near our areas. This will bring our area crime from Tucson, Eloy, Coolidge
and Florence. Also this rail runs directly along the same areas where prisoners are released
compromising safety. This is a bad idea and will only make it easier for prison escapees to get
away faster. | am appalled that we are even considering this as a way of increasing money
and jobs to our town. It's just going to add to the issue of people sitting in front of the circle K

System security would be evaluated in future phases of the
study as part of subsequent planning and environmental
analysis, but safety will be of the utmost importance moving
forward.ISimilar transit systems implemented throughout the
country have not been shown to result in an increase in crime.
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waiting to be picked up for work. This will also put unneeded strain on deputies and they will .

ask for a larger contract when it's time to renew. This is just a really nasty idea and bad for
our community.

Response

10/8/15 dottieday@...

Having any public transportation available in Queen Creek would open employment and
education opportunities up to all the youth in our community. Young people who don't have
a job can't afford a car and without a car they can't get to a job. Catch -22. This would help
tremendously.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/8/15 Kiel Fullmer

I would love to see the Passenger Rail come into fruition. It's a great idea that is needed to
expand the valley and will connect the metro-area as a whole. Living out in Queen Creek, |
have a daily commute of close to an hour to get to my job in Phoenix. The Passenger Rail
would easily get me to a closer point quicker, and allow me to carpool or use the Metro
Public Transport to get to work. | saw the proposed lines on the Queen Creek Town Facebook
Page and really like the Yellow Line suggestion as it seems it already follows an established
railroad and connects more towns/cities.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/8/15 Susan Scott

The orange line provides better connection for the eastern most cities of Gilbert, Queen
Creek San Tan Valley and Apache Junction. Chandler has current access to 101 and 202
freeways. Definitely we need a system.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/10/15 Angela Porter

I would like to know the proposed stop in Queen Creek. How close to a neighborhood?

Specific station locations were not evaluated in detail as part
of this Tier 1 EIS. However, high-level assumptions as part of
the recommended Yellow Corridor Alternative necessary for
operational planning did assume a station in Queen Creek.
Actual station locations and considerations, such as proximity
to existing residential neighborhoods, would be evaluated in
future phases of the study as part of subsequent planning and
environmental analysis.
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10/10/15 Ralph Smith

Response

Queen Creek has enough train noise in town. Route the new passenger away from Queen
Creek or include noise free zones in your plan.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/13/15 Charlotte Appel

The yellow line will be beneficial to all people of Mesa, Chandler, Gilbert, Queen Creek and
San Tan Valley. It will help promote more business and traffic flow to all areas and decrease

carbon emissions. | personally work at Banner Ironwood Medical Center at San Tan Valley and

I'm also the Travel Reduction Program coordinator for both Banner Ironwood and Banner
Goldfield (Apache Junction) and we are looking for ways to cut down on car travel. This will
greatly help improve the air quality for the East Valley. We will save on gas, money, and clean
the air. Many of our staff travel in from Maricopa County into Pinal County for work. With a
passenger railway into the East Valley, | can only see more convenience for travel and lighter
traffic on the roads.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/13/15 Nancy Anacker

I was recently in New Mexico and observed the Santa Fe to Albuquerque rail, which | think is
a good model. We truly need a rail line between Phoenix and Tucson to alleviate some of the
traffic on 1-10 and to make commuting easier for many people. | think it needs to be done
sooner rather than later, and if New Mexico can do it, we can too. Theirs is fast, very
reasonably priced and comfortable.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Other comparable passenger rail systems from around the
United States have been referenced and studied as part of the
Tier 1 EIS analysis.

10/13/15 Dr. Christopher Bleuenstein

I am fully supportive of a train route and | do like the yellow alternative route.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/17/15 William Ferguson

Elon Musk hyper-loop in this corridor is well worth considering with its environmental and
fiscal impact on many of us living in Arizona.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
This Tier 1 EIS assumed the use of diesel multiple unit trains
for high-level cost, operations, and environmental impact
comparisons. Actual decisions regarding vehicles and
technology would be evaluated in detail as part of subsequent
planning and environmental analysis.
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10/18/15

Tanya Petros .

Response

Yes please bring this into Queen Creek. Only request is that it drops off AT THE PHOENIX SKY
HARBOR AIRPORT. Meaning IN THE AIRPORT like the light rail does at the Atlanta airport. No
point in having it stop away from the airport and then have to bus in. the light rail in Atlanta
for drop off and pick up is actually ATTACHED to the airport.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Specific station locations were not determined as part of this
Tier 1 EIS. However, high-level operational assumptions for
both corridor alternatives included a future connection to
Phoenix Sky Harbor airport. Station locations and the actual
design of airport and transit system connections would be
evaluated in detail in future phases of the study as part of
subsequent planning and environmental documentation.

10/18/15 Connie Finneman

| support the Yellow line.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/18/15 Shana

Queen Creek is a rapidly growing community that is seriously lacking a transportation system.

A passenger rail system would provide invaluable connection to the rest of the valley. It
would be greatly welcomed and utilized here.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/18/15 Karen Mallo

Please bring the yellow line to Queen Creek.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/18/15 Angela McElyea

| support mass transit efforts in general and would like more detailed pro/con analysis made
available in Queen Creek. People don't seem to understand the benefits...making them jump
on "more crime" type of comments, and while they may be acting like sheep and spreading
negativism I'd like to hear more about the actual pros and cons that were assessed.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Details of all Tier 1 EIS analyses are available on the ADOT
website
(https://www.azdot.gov/planning/CurrentStudies/PassengerR
ail/deis). Chapter 7 of the Tier 1 EIS includes a comparison of
the alternatives; a review of the corridor alternatives
compared with the No Build Alternative provides the
information for you to make your own pro and con
assessment. More detailed design-level analysis would be
included in future phases of the study as part of a subsequent
planning and environmental analysis.
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10/18/15 brittneyj21@...

Response

Yes to the yellow alternative. | would love a faster and more eco friendly way to get to
Phoenix from San Tan Valley.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/19/15 Julie Hackamack

I am in support of the Orange Line option. There is an increasing amount of aging population
in Queen Creek, and this route provides a viable solution to the area’s most common
practices and facilities that patients are referred to.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The community of Queen Creek would actually not be directly
served by the Orange Corridor Alternative. However, the
Yellow Corridor Alternative would serve Queen Creek.

10/20/15 Jessica Smith

Please bring the Passenger Rail to Queen Creek!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/20/15 Jason Zielinski

| have a question regarding the Yellow Plan railway from Phoenix to Tucson. How wide is
Union Pacific's right of way? I'm building a home within a mile of the railway and I am
concerned about the potential of my home being a casualty of a new railway.

The Yellow Corridor Alternative is a mile-wide corridor. ADOT
anticipates that an alignment alternative within this corridor
would likely be located within or adjacent to the existing
Union Pacific Railroad right-of-way, although other alignments
may be considered. During the subsequent planning and
design stage, public coordination and outreach would
continue at a more localized level to discuss potential impacts
to neighborhoods and individual properties. The Union Pacific
rights-of-way vary from 66 feet to 200 feet, depending on the
location within the corridor.

10/20/15 Casey Bair

My name is Casey Bair and | am a property owner and have lived in Queen Creek, AZ for the
last 7 years. | am 100% against passenger rail coming through our town. This will be wasted
tax dollars on a train that few people will use (despite what studies there have been) go to
any big city and the trains are vacant. | do not want the added crime in our town, including
the added crime in Gilbert which is one of the safest towns in the country. There is a reason
why that is true and you would have to think not have passenger rail systems running
through the town helps that statistic of safety. This is one of the worst ideas Arizona has had.
Seems like 80%+ are against it in Queen Creek and Gilbert and want to make sure all of those

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
To clarify, the light rail system in Phoenix carries twice its
forecast ridership in the corridor it serves. It has also created
an environment favorable for growth in the city. Property
values in the vicinity of stations tend to rise over time because
of the improved access to the rail mode, and crime actually
goes down based on the studies completed on the subject in
other communities. Based on the benefits to be derived from
the proposed system, the Town of Queen Creek has been in
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comments are heard.
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 favor of the project. In general, the project has had more
public support than opposition.

10/24/15 Darryl Mondrow

We should not be considering diesel engines - electric is the wise alternative because it is
much less polluting, both for emissions as well as noise. Electric technology for rail
transportation has been embraced in Europe as well as Japan. Look at the scandal that just
occurred with VW Corp and their diesel technology pollution issues. Diesel is not the wave of
the future - if we truly care about reducing pollution in the Phoenix-Tucson corridor, we must
seriously consider the electric alternative Thank you for your efforts.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
This Tier 1 EIS assumed the use of diesel multiple unit trains
for high-level cost, operations, and environmental impact
analyses. More detailed evaluations of vehicles and
technology would be evaluated as part of a subsequent
planning and environmental analysis.

10/24/15 Brye

In regards to this project, please reconsider the yellow corridor and instead use one of the
other alternatives. | read that the yellow corridor would bring more riders, and | see the
positive in that, but it runs right through many small town communities, including my
hometown Queen Creek. | have embraced the growth in the Queen Creek area over the last
10 years. It is much bigger than when | first moved out here almost 25 years ago. | am
grateful for the town planners for managing the growth out here while still maintaining the
small farm town feeling that exists here. | worry that a transportation/rail line being built to
go through this town will bring in many problems for our community, including increased
crime, transients, more rapid growth that takes away from the farming community feel,
traffic, etc. The rail lines mentioned that the yellow corridor would follow also passes by
many of our town’s schools, including Poston Butte high school, Queen Creek high school,
Queen Creek middle school, Benjamin Franklin High School, Heritage Charter school, and
more - which could possibly pose a variety of threats to school kids as well. My opinion is
narrowed to this area, but the yellow corridor may pose similar issues in other areas that it is
proposed to run through, including in San Tan Valley and Gilbert areas. The alternative
options may not bring as many riders since they don't run right through the middle of these
towns/cities but those who are anticipating help with their commute between The Phoenix
area and the Tucson area will likely still use rail system no matter where it is and those
commuters/ potential riders are the reason this rail system was proposed in the first place. It
is not necessary to us who don't count on or need the rail system to build it in a way that
would be at our expense. | am for building a rail system as | can see how that would help out
many people, but | really hope that the current leading corridor (the yellow line) is
reconsidered. Thank you for your time.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
ADOT has recommended the Yellow Corridor Alternative
based on a combination of technical analysis (including cost,
ridership, and environmental impact considerations), public
comments, and input from agencies including the Town of
Queen Creek. System security and the avoidance of or
mitigation of sensitive noise receptors (including schools)
would be addressed in subsequent environmental analyses
during later planning and design phases of this study.
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10/24/15 Keith Brussman

Response

Definitely about time.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/24/15 Mary G James

Rail service between Phoenix and Tucson would be valuable for students attending U of A as
well as for family members visiting their children/siblings enrolled at the U of A. Many people
have friends and family in both towns and would benefit from riding the train rather than
driving on an already congested I-10. This interstate is so heavily traveled that an alternative
method of transportation would be welcomed. Rental car companies and taxi services would
thrive at both terminal points as would possible expanded future metro rail services. Please
continue to explore and implement a rail service between Phoenix and Tucson.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/24/15 Michael Guilliam

I think the rail system would be incredibly beneficial to the state. It would allow for stronger
business ties between the two cities, and would allow for undergraduate and graduate
students more options in terms of their Universities. For both cities, this would mean
individuals becoming qualified without leaving their home, thus providing a benefit for their
home city, where it would otherwise have been prohibitive to remain.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/24/15 D Beeby

The rail will get good use between Tucson and the Phoenix area. BUILD it. | personally prefer
the Green line.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Green Alternative was removed from further
consideration as part of this Tier 1 EIS. It did not attract
ridership comparable to other alternatives, did not effectively
serve as many key population centers within the study
corridor, and presented a high degree of potential cultural
resource impacts.

10/24/15 gojolly123@...

We should not be considering diesel engines - electric is the wise alternative because it is
much less polluting, both for emissions as well as noise. Electric technology for rail
transportation has been embraced in Europe as well as Japan. Look at the scandal that just
occurred with VW Corp and their diesel technology pollution issues. Diesel is not the wave of
the future - if we truly care about reducing pollution in the Phoenix-Tucson corridor, we must

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
This Tier 1 EIS assumed the use of diesel multiple unit trains
for high level cost, operations, and environmental impact
analyses. More detailed evaluations of vehicles and
technology would be evaluated as part of a subsequent NEPA
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seriously consider the electric alternative Thank you for your efforts.

Response

analysis.

10/25/15 Christopher

Hello, Thank you for considering rail in AZ. | would love to see the rail built from Phoenix to
Tucson. Hopefully funding came come from grants, privately through business ads such as on
trains and at stations, as well as possibly taxes. I'd also like to see future rail carried on from
Phoenix to Las Vegas on the north route and to California on the western route. | believe this
will be another crucial piece of our infrastructure over this next half century.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study. 1)
The scope of this Tier 1 EIS was to evaluate passenger rail
between Phoenix and Tucson, but this does not preclude
future studies to connect Phoenix to other destinations such
as Las Vegas or California. 2) Financing to further develop the
proposed system is not available at this time, but would be
evaluated in future phases of the study as part of a
subsequent analysis.

10/24/15 Anna-Lisa Tonge Souers

The orange route is the preferred route. Apache Junction to Florence would benefit the many
the current commute the 1-60 to Florence Junction on inadequate roadways and are
dangerous are employees at the Federal, State and Immigration facilities. This route would
also provide safe alternatives for students and professionals from these areas that desire to
Attend ASU or work in downtown Phx with a simple contain on the express bus lines at
Superstition Springs. The current ADOT preferred route is not good as the police and EMS
services are contracted and disorganized in the event of major event. As well as this area will
be serviced by 2 freeway routes. It's time to serve rural Apache Junction and Pinal county
which is equally population dense. The population are underserved in AJ and Gold Canyon as
they are older, lower social security and would benefit from having transportation to events,
shopping, adequate medical care and services Apache Junction is unable to provide or have at
a premium due to unrealistic city taxes and lack of mainstream retailers.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The preferred Yellow Corridor Alternative and the Orange
Corridor Alternative are both served by the same ambulance
services. Police services for both corridor alternatives are
identical in the areas where they run in common or are near
each other, but where the corridors intersect with different
local jurisdictions (such as Coolidge and Florence) police
services differ. With nearly the same service providers for
emergency services, response times to major emergency
events would be expected to be comparable. System security
and EMS access would be evaluated in more detail during
future stages of the study as part of a subsequent analysis.

10/24/15 Michael Zichichi

The yellow plan with a stop in Queen Creek is the best long term option for ridership which is
the point of a commuter rail line, isn't it? Please select this option with a stop in Queen Creek.
As a Queen Creek resident | support this option and would use the service.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Specific station locations were not evaluated in detail as part
of this Tier 1 EIS. However, high-level assumptions as part of
the recommended Yellow Corridor Alternative necessary for
operational planning did assume a station in Queen Creek.
Proposed station locations would be evaluated in further
detail as part of future phases of the study.
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10/24/15 Jim Dickey

Response

This is an excellent effort and begs the question of organizational structure and funding in
order to continue additional planning, design, environmental, engineering, and
implementation plans. Because of relationship building with the UP, FRA, FTA, and others, it
seems only right to take the next steps. As part of a larger FRA SW regional plan, next steps
would keep Arizona on the US transportation map. As to the study, although significant
alignment details remain to be determined, this study identifies a clear path to developing an
urban transportation solution (commuter rail) and identify for the first time an option to
adding more highway lanes to I-10 to connect Arizona's two major urban areas (intercity rail).
ADOT should be congratulated for thinking outside that box. This project has demonstrated
major support from community and business members in Maricopa, Pinal, and Pima counties.
It should not be left out in ADOT's long term planning process.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/24/15 Nichole Boyd

This is a great idea. | love that someone has become innovated in making travel easier. |
would also like to see if a light rail would be built to flagstaff. Arizona is growing and ADOT
should also be growing. This proposed plan to Tucson could help families who need cost
effective travel. Also this would be a great asset to College students so they can travel easier
into the valley.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The scope of this Tier 1 EIS was to evaluate passenger rail
between Phoenix and Tucson, but this does not preclude
future studies evaluating connections from Phoenix to other
destinations such as Flagstaff.

10/24/15 E W Olson

My only comment for the rail is to make it high-speed with stops spread out so you can
provide a fast service. A train going 60 miles an hour is not an improvement. If you are just
using a train or slow form of transportation you might as well widen the freeways for
vehicles.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The analysis for this Tier 1 EIS assumed a top speed of 125
mph.

10/24/15 Jennifer Childers

I would use the passenger rail system from Phoenix to Tucson. | have family in Tucson and it
would be easier to visit them with this system.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/24/15 Liliana Figueroa

This is a wonderful idea. I'm a federal employee and several of us have had to frequently
commute to Tucson to help our peers at the federal courthouse there and the drive is
exhausting! | speak for hundreds of Feds whom go back and forth! Hopefully, this will become

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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a reality soon!

Response

10/24/15 Jeanmarie Harrington
Bisceglia

I think this will be a great option for professionals like attorneys who have to travel between
Phoenix and Tucson. With a passenger rail professionals could use the commute time to work
rather than be stuck in traffic driving. | would take advantage of it.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/24/15 Dawnn Salyers

I think it’s a wonderful idea to expand the light rail or create a passenger rail to the Tucson
area. This opens up opportunity for tourism, my belief is this will great expand simple day
trips opportunity for those to travel back and forth for events, leisure etc.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/24/15 Jacqueline V

This is not of much interest to me as | do not travel to any southern parts of Arizona. | would
not be for this project.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/24/15 Monica Cara

| vote for the yellow route. Living in a rural area, it would be nice to have alternative ways to
travel to the valley.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/24/15 Amanda

A commuter train between Tucson and Flagstaff would be very beneficial...college students
could use it; | could have stayed in my house in Tucson and still work in Phoenix. Stops in Casa
Grande would allow shopping; seniors can travel safely between cities. There are so many
accidents between Tucson and Phoenix, this would be wonderful.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Specific station locations were not determined as part of this
Tier 1 EIS. The communities of Flagstaff and Casa Grande
would not be directly served by either the Yellow or Orange
corridor alternatives, but this does not preclude future studies
evaluating connections to other destinations.

10/24/15 Karen Matthews

I work in Tucson for a company that is headquartered in Tempe. Having a reliable commuter
rail system between the two cities would be a tremendous benefit given the number of times
employees at both locations need to travel between the two offices for meetings, training
and staff development activities.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/24/15 Charles Dine

Response

I love the idea of a rail system connecting our entire state eventually. As a Marine | have
enjoyed Japan's extensive rail amenities. America is already a dinosaur by comparison and
must begin planning for mass interconnecting transit now so easements are planned. One
thing | didn't see discussed was this particular route's proximity to Gateway. Whichever route
is decided upon, proximity to Gateway should be a factor.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Proximity to airports, including Phoenix-Mesa Gateway, was
an important consideration during the analysis of corridor
alternatives. Although specific station locations, and airport
connections, were not analyzed as part of this Tier 1 EIS, these
considerations would be evaluated in detail during future
planning and design phases of the study.

10/24/15 Sean Paddock

As long as the final route connects with the current light rail system in the greater Phoenix
area | am open to any rail system to connect Phoenix and Tucson. Having to choose one of
the three listed, the yellow line is the one that would be most beneficial to me.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Connections to the existing Valley Metro light rail system were
included in high-level operational assumptions for both the
Yellow and Orange corridor alternatives.

10/24/15 Jeff Porter

The study so far has shown rail is too expensive compared to adding lanes and wheeled
alternatives. Please don't waste any more study money on rail trying to justify a wasteful,
ideologically driven transportation alternative. Add lanes, encourage self driving electric cars
in this time frame, at much less cost per passenger mile. Trains are great at freight from sea
ports to distribution centers; don't put passengers in the way on limited, costly rails.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
This study was conducted in order to evaluate alternatives to
automobile travel between Phoenix and Tucson, as adding
lanes to existing freeways within the study corridor is
sometimes not a feasible long-term solution.

10/25/15 Derek O'Toole

As a resident of the East Valley, | believe the orange route proposal makes the most sense
due to the massive influx of population to Queen Creek and San Tan Valley. Currently there is
no public transit being offered to these residents who could benefit from a tie-in to Central
Phoenix. If the current railroad is used as well throughout the area, a mighty cost savings
could be incurred. | know for myself, if a rail was provided | would never have a need to use
my vehicle to access Phoenix again.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Orange Corridor Alternative does not directly serve Queen
Creek or San Tan Valley, nor does it follow an existing freight
rail corridor through the East Valley. However, the Yellow
Corridor Alternative does directly serve these communities, as
well as follow an existing freight rail corridor.

10/25/15 Virginia Genovese

Please move forward with a plan to initiate public rail service between Tucson and Phoenix!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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cluciodi@

Date Submitted
10/25/15

Response

In my honest opinion, | don't know anyone who travels frequently enough to Tucson to need
a passenger rail. We should work on getting trains from Phoenix to Glendale, Surprise, etc...
Not Tucson, most people who travel to Tucson has cars.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

1) Although the analysis of this Tier 1 EIS focused on a
passenger rail connection between Phoenix and Tucson,
commuter connections into the West Valley were considered
as part of high level operational assumptions.

2) Ridership estimates conducted as part of this Tier 1 EIS have
indicated the potential for over 2,500 daily riders between
Phoenix and Tucson, and over 15,000 shorter trips in the
Phoenix and Tucson metropolitan areas.

10/25/15 James Cramer

| believe AZ must build a rail system between Tucson and Phoenix, | also think that both cities
need to clearly address the needs of the passengers once they arrive by train. How will they
get around the city, will a park and ride system be in place, can they accomplish their travel
goals efficiently? Can riding the train eliminate the need for a private mode of transportation
comfortably? Not connecting the train system to Airports, Universities, Major Shopping,
Medical, and Sporting and Entertainment venues in some fashion would be a major mistake.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Passenger rail system connections to other transit services, as
well as activity centers such as airports, universities, and
venues were major considerations in all alternative routing
evaluations as part of this Tier 1 EIS. More detailed
investigations of specific station locations and amenities, such
as parking facilities, would be evaluated in more detail in later
planning and design phases of the study.

10/26/15 Terence Johnson

| just want to say thank you for launching this study, and that | hope the project moves
ahead. | would recommend starting small, using existing tracks (the yellow route) and
refurbished equipment at first to drive capital costs down, just as a private sector startup
would. Trinity Rail Express in Dallas would be a good model to follow. They used rebuilt units
at first and then invested in new equipment as demand grew. | believe their original units are
now available for another startup service to lease. As a Canadian businessman, I'm much
more likely to attend events in the Phoenix -Tucson area if | can get around by public transit
and see something outside the conference while I'm in the area. The ease of getting around
without hiring a car is currently a major incentive to attend events organised in the SF Bay
Area. | tend to see driving time as stressful, unproductive time, and ride public transport as
much as possible. If there's coffee and wi-fi, even better. Also, don't forget that evening and
weekend services are important both for 24/7 businesses and for families to get around. A

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Yellow Corridor Alternative of this Tier 1 EIS is the ADOT
recommended option, which follows existing Union Pacific
Railroad freight corridors. The proposed passenger rail service
that is the subject of this Tier 1 EIS would operate on
independent track built to higher standards than needed for
freight movement and would not share line capacity with
Union Pacific freight operations.
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service that only operates on weekday rush hours excludes a lot of potential personal travel
plans and leaves all its expensive capital equipment idle for much of the time.

Response

10/26/15 R. L .Stump

The passenger rail system between Tucson and Phoenix is long overdue. The traffic
congestion, road conditions and ongoing major traffic collisions along I-10 is terrible. When a
dust storm comes through vehicle traffic is a disaster. The train should tie into the light rail in
metro phoenix to make it really efficient. Get with it ADOT the price keeps going up.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The passenger train would link to light rail, street car, and bus
services in a number of locations along the corridor.

10/26/15 Jeff

| feel that the recommended route using the "Yellow Alternative” is the best, safest and cost
effective plan ADOT has given. | am for the "Yellow Alternative" Thanks!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Patrick McCarthy

Please do not waste our money on a Passenger Rail. You could spend 1/10th of this amount
and have Super Luxury, ticket subsidized busses run between Phx and Tucson. See this great
article http://www.cato.org/publications/commentary/light-rail-doesnt-work Even with
overly luxurious busses (and | mean add all kinds of features, food, keep them super clean)
it’s still MUCH less expensive AND can adapt to any changes. A rail system cannot adapt - it’s
a fixed structure. Rail systems in Arizona make zero sense - take a look at the light rail in
Phoenix/Tempe - what a joke. some other required reading:
http://www.downsizinggovernment.org/transportation/high-speed-rail
http://www.downsizinggovernment.org/lone-star-rail-insanity

There are many perspectives that influence our transportation
system, both in favor of and opposed to all types of travel
modes. Given the expected congestion our highways will
experience in the relatively near future as a result of high
growth in the corridor between Phoenix and Tucson, the
consideration of a passenger rail system is offered as a
complement to the highway (I-10, mostly), not a replacement
for it. Buses were studied as part of the Alternatives Analysis
that preceded the Tier 1 EIS. They are certainly able to provide
a high quality service, but they cannot carry the anticipated
travel demand of a train and cannot do so at the speeds of a
higher speed train. Passenger rail can be a costly project, but it
could be implemented in phases and would provide a more
comprehensive solution than bus travel can offer.

10/26/15 Steve Whaley

No Build Alternative.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 dinadoolen@...

| prefer the orange alternative because it also serves more outlying rural areas. | believe that
alternative will be the best start to such service.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The selection of the Yellow Corridor Alternative was based
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- largely on the fact that it is able to serve the major
population centers in the corridor.
10/26/15 Steve

Rail? Suggest a high-tech solution using the latest in self-driving automobile technology.
Commercial grade vehicles, self guided, that form a "train" when electronically linked. Make
them electric (ref: Tesla) and just add "diamond-plus" lanes. Lead the nation in forward
thinking green technology and save a few dollars on using the same infrastructure.

This is a possible scenario for the future and could influence
how funding for transportation is allocated once it is a viable
option. At this stage, the proposed passenger rail system is
designed to offer a higher-speed service to shorten the time
between the two major metro areas in Arizona. The
connected vehicle changes under development would
certainly complement the high-speed rail program.

10/26/15 Rich Franz-Under

| support passenger rail. The no rail alternative is not a forward thinking alternative.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 James Orcutt

I think this is a great idea. We should also consider rail lines from Phoenix to LA, Phoenix to Las
Vegas and Phoenix to Flagstaff. All of these are heavily traveled by Arizona residents. A high-
speed rail to LA would be unbelievable popular.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The scope of this Tier 1 EIS was to evaluate passenger rail
between Phoenix and Tucson, but this does not preclude
future studies to connect Phoenix to other destinations.

10/26/15 Tracy Reichle

We support the yellow line with access to Queen Creek. This would greatly boost the local
economy as well as allowing many to search for employment opportunities outside the smaller
area currently available to them.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Former St. Sen. Jack Harper

No state funds should be spent on the rail to Tucson, unless the Grand Ave Commuter Rail is
funded from the same source. Maricopa County should not subsidize other areas of the state,
as the Transportation Committee has often required by spending general fund dollars only in
non-Maricopa parts of Arizona.

Though it is not a part of this Tier 1 EIS, the Grand Avenue
Corridor was considered as a part of the project to establish
ridership levels and to recognize the need to reach the
westerly areas of Maricopa County for the overall program to
succeed. Funding for the passenger rail project has not yet
been identified, but it is likely to occur in phases. Maricopa
County contributions would presumably cover the segments
in Maricopa County, but there could also be a statewide
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element to the funding program, which could be public or
private.

10/26/15 Amanda Harrison

| fully support the Tucson to Phoenix Rail being built through San Tan Valley & Queen Creek. |
believe the Phoenix area has benefitted from this in the past, and being able to expand the Rail
through the East Valley and to Tucson will open up new jobs, create new and improved cities.
San Tan Valley & Queen Creek has the room to support the rail, and | do believe in the long run
our cities could benefit from this rail.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Lori Campbell

| fully support the proposed route (yellow) that would route through Queen Creek. This line
make the most economical and logistical sense, in that the rail lines are already in place. This
would be a huge boost to the commerce in the southeast valley area. | grew up in the Chicago
area, so | know how beneficial a commuter rail line can be for both work and pleasure travel.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Jeff Cooley

After studying the two remaining alternatives, it appears to me that the yellow alignment
would be less expensive and would benefit the most people and would have the most
ridership. | therefore, recommend the yellow alignment.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Sharon Slade

| agree that the Yellow Corridor option seems to be the best option for rail travel between
Tucson and Phoenix. | would use this new rail system frequently since | have family living in
Gilbert. The lower cost of this option and the better environmental impact is what makes this
corridor ideal. A big "thanks" to all who are working so hard to make Arizona a better place to
live!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Kelley Thomas

I am in support of the Passenger Rail from Tucson to Phoenix.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Braden

| fully support the Yellow Line! It will provide a valuable asset for growth to the ever growing
and changing east valley.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/26/15

Commenter

steve@p...

Response

This project would be an incredible WASTE of money, and would be of little benefit to the
majority of taxpayers. Better to simply increase the number of lanes on I-10 between Phoenix
and Tucson. Very few would want to arrive in either city without having a car to use for travel.
DON'T BUILD a railway between Phoenix and Tucson.

The rail system is proposed as an alternative to the personal
vehicle and the freeway. In the future, even with driverless
vehicles, congestion would be a primary determinant of
travel decisions. Travel forecasts in 2040 assume I-10 will be
widened to at least eight lanes (four in each direction)
throughout the Phoenix-Tucson Corridor. Passenger rail
would offer an alternative to vehicular travel in the Tucson to
Phoenix corridor. Upon arrival at a destination, the train
would depend on good local access services (i.e., taxi, bus,
light rail, Uber, bike share, etc.) much like what happens
when passengers arrive at an airport.

10/26/15 Kevin Myers

My comments really are more in the form of maybe questions to be answered... 1) How would
the Orange route interact with potential light rail plans to utilize the US 60 corridor? 2) The
orange route would serve a potentially broader customer base if any stops were added along
the US 60 through Mesa / Gilbert 3) The Yellow route would probably best utilize currently
under-used existing infrastructure along Rittenhouse Rd in Queen Creek, but may generate
more negative feedback from surrounding neighborhood developments 4) The green route
wouldn't attract as many users from the East Valley since there wouldn't be any benefit to
commuting TO the commuter rail.

1) At this time, there are no specific proposals for light rail in
the US 60 Corridor. The configuration of the passenger rail
system in the Tier 1 EIS is not yet fully defined. 2) The Yellow
Corridor Alternative provides more direct access to Mesa,
Gilbert, Tempe, Queen Creek, etc. along the existing freight
track than the Orange Corridor Alternative that does not
access downtown areas. 3) The proposed passenger rail
service would operate on independent track built to higher
standards than needed for freight movement and would not
share line capacity with Union Pacific freight operations.
Potential impacts to adjacent communities are discussed in
general terms in this Tier 1 EIS and would be further
evaluated in a subsequent environmental analysis. 4) You are
correct that the Green Alternative does not attract the same
level of ridership as the Yellow and Orange corridor
alternatives.

10/26/15 Craig McFarland

#1 ADOT project should be the widening of I-10 between Chandler and Casa Grande
#2 State Rail Plan should use the existing I-10 corridor, stop avoiding the tribal land.

Tribal lands are subject to the decisions of the affected
Native American community. Each one is a sovereign nation,
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with a separate government. The Green Alternative, which
followed I-10, was eliminated from further consideration. It
did not attract ridership comparable to other alternatives, did
not effectively serve as many key population centers within
the study corridor, and presented a high degree of potential
cultural resource impacts.

10/26/15 Danney Cox

I am all for it as long as the costs are fully covered by ticket prices. | do not want any funds to
support this project if they come from taxes: state, county, local or otherwise.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Funding sources are not yet defined and the defrayal of costs
through fares is one element of those future discussions. The
others could be private or public funds. With the exception of
some toll roads, no transportation systems in the U.S. are
fully funded by their own revenues, so it is likely that multiple
sources and/or subsidies would be required.

10/26/15 Frank M. Pierson

The proposed rail line between Tucson and Phoenix needs to be built. | am in favor of moving
this project forward. The economic benefits as stated in the report are probably not correct;
instead | think that the proposed numbers are on the low end.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The economic benefits would be further analyzed and refined
in future studies.

10/26/15 Bryce McBride

| strongly recommend the green alternative route (the one that follows I-10 right alongside
Casa Grande) for this project. It would make a lot more sense. Plus, who wants to go thru Eloy
and Coolidge?? Bleh!!

The Green Alternative was eliminated from consideration
because it did not perform as well as the Yellow and Orange
corridor alternatives. It did not attract ridership comparable
to other alternatives, did not effectively serve as many key
population centers within the study corridor, and presented a
high degree of potential cultural resource impacts. A
passenger rail system within the Yellow Corridor Alternative
would also cost less to build. Casa Grande would still have
access to the rail line, but it would be farther east.

10/26/15 Robin Karlo

I think the YELLOW line would be a great benefit to the town of Queen Creek. Would love to
have the Yellow line get the ok to build. Love the idea of getting to phoenix or Tucson using

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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the train. Also think it would be great alternative to driving and parking at the airport, or for

visitors using to get to queen creek. Utilizing a portion of the current track makes sense. The
yellow line gets a big YES from me.

Response

10/26/15 MJ Winst

No please No. No new passenger railways of any kind. Huge waste of money for something
which will be unused. | can't imagine this is still being considered.

The studies indicate the project would be well used given the
anticipated congestion that will significantly worsen on 1-10
over the next 25 years. It is an alternative that can offer
avoidance of typically congested conditions anticipated on I-
10 even after it is widened to four lanes in each direction.

10/26/15 Lisa Blackwell

| do not like the idea of a passenger railway going through Queen Creek. Most people moved
there for its small town feel and that would definitely change that. Growth is good, but for
some areas it is too much. So | vote NO to a passenger railway in Queen Creek.

ADOT has recommended the Yellow Corridor Alternative,
which would pass through Queen Creek, based on a
combination of technical analysis (including cost, ridership,
and environmental impact considerations), public comments,
and input from agencies including the Town of Queen Creek.
Impacts to adjacent communities would be considered in
greater detail in a subsequent environmental document prior
to any construction.

10/26/15 Leslie Ann Wallace

WE NEED THE YELLOW ROUTE! Queen Creek and San Tan Valley are growing and will continue
to grow. The current and proposed growth in population will support the YELLOW ROUTE! This
will also increase property values as Queen Creek and San Tan Valley will be more desirable
with public transportation needs met.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Ernest M. Galaz

This is an idea that should have been implemented years ago. This will also have a positive
impact on transportation in other neighboring counties such as Santa Cruz, Cochise and Gila; |
strongly support the Yellow Alternative and intend to lobby policymakers and business leaders
to move this forward.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Adriel

I think this is a great idea!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/26/15 Jeffrey Sharp, M.D.

Response

| took the train from Phoenix to Tucson as a boy. Where was that route and what happened to
it? There is existing track that goes along Rittenhouse. It would make sense to use existing
track. The green alternative would not help the east valley residents access Tucson at all. The
yellow alternative looks faster than orange and would get some east valley traffic. The orange
alternative looks slower but provides access for more east valley residents. | would build the
least expensive using existing track where possible.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Amtrak trains from California formerly traveled from Yuma
through Phoenix and Tempe, then continued to Tucson on
the Phoenix Subdivision of the Union Pacific Railroad. The
tracks between Yuma and Phoenix are no longer in service, so
those trains now bypass Phoenix and travel through
Maricopa on their way to Tucson. Considering the overall
estimated costs, projected ridership, agency and public input,
and potential environmental impacts associated with
implementing passenger rail within in the corridor
alternatives, a passenger rail system within the Yellow
Corridor Alternative (which follows the Phoenix Subdivision)
is considered to be more cost efficient and a better
performing passenger rail system compared to the other
alternatives in this study. Passenger rail service would most
likely require new track, even if adjacent to existing freight
track, because it operates at higher speeds than freight
trains, and requires much tighter tolerances for safety and
performance.

10/26/15 Andrew Ryan

I am very glad that the Yellow route is currently the recommended route. | would very much
like to see Arizona to think towards the future and consider electric locomotives for use for
commuter and intercity to be ahead of the power curve on the energy production utilized to
power these trains. The use of solar and battery systems could possibly reduce long term costs
and increase energy production in this industry for the state by possibly utilizing the existing
right of way that this route provides.

No technology has been proposed or selected in the EIS
though relatively conservative assumptions have been made
about the performance of a future system to forecast
ridership and travel times, and estimate costs. The study
assumed a train speed of 125 mph, but it would be possible
to operate at a higher speed under the right conditions.
Higher speeds would also most likely require electrification.
In a subsequent NEPA study along with supporting analyses, a
technology would be evaluated based on the best fit for the
corridor and in consideration of costs and ridership potential.
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10/26/15 Carl Pavilonis N
I need my tax dollars spent on projects that affect the greatest number of residents. The Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

ridership numbers do not support the cost of this rail system at all. | am not in favor building
the system, not matter what the route is.

10/26/15 Aaron Lenzing
I would like to see the yellow route built. It takes it through areas where commuters live. Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
10/26/15 Roger Gillespie

This is a plan long overdue and needs to be brought to fruition sooner than later. This willbea  Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
difficult sell to those who think, "highways are the only answer" to transportation. They must 1) The technology for this project has not been defined. The

be made aware that almost every state in the west has some type of commuter rail system. assumption used was for 125 mph, but it would be possible
The Rail Runner Express from Albuquerque (32nd largest city in the U.S.) to Santa Feisonly 97  to operate at a higher speed under the right conditions.
miles - connecting two cities with a combined "city" population of just over 625,000. Phoenix Higher speeds would also most likely require electrification,
(6th largest city in the U.S.) to Tucson, cities with a combined "city" population of just over 2 which requires a substantial additional investment. 2) The
million! No commuter rail in the "near" future! Why do people in Arizona always have to fight  price of a ticket has not been determined but the goal is to
alternative transportation methods? l.e. Light Rail??? (As a former resident of both the maintain it at an affordable level.

Washington D.C. metro and central Virginia areas - Metro Rail and Virginia Railway Express
commuter rail kept me out of my car for both business and personal trips to and around the
city) 1. Electric vs. straight diesel power plants needs to highly considered - although a higher
cost initially for the former, the environmental impact for an inter-city/high-speed train is
lower at greater generated speeds. 2. In addition, although not part of this study, the price of a
ticket needs to be reasonable otherwise ridership will be minimal, as the "I told you it wouldn't
work..." contingent will continue to over-crowd the highways.

10/26/15 Natalie Bagnall
It seems to me that the better alternative would be the yellow line. It appears there would be  Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
less impact to the environment and be more cost effective for the taxpayers. It only makes The proposed service would combine intercity (express) with
sense to build more rail where rail already exists. | did not see any information on what kind of commuter (local) operation. The local service would stop at
stops there would be in the small towns such as the one | live in, Coolidge. | understand that all stations along the way. The intercity would stop at fewer
there would be runs with no stops from Phoenix to Tucson but there should be some stopson  locations. Coolidge is identified as a potential stop for
the schedule for the smaller towns. While it is wonderful to have three lanes now going to intercity because it is in the middle of the length of the
Tucson on 110 starting in Picacho it would be very nice for the rural citizens to have the corridor. No specific station locations have yet been
alternative of the rail. | always feel like I’'m stuck behind more semi traffic going from Coolidge identified, but a station would likely be located in each
to Tucson that | do going from Coolidge to Phoenix. That may not be statistically true but it community within the corridor if there is demand for the
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feels that way. | travel to Tucson and to Phoenix both from Coolidge and would consider that

an alternative for me rather than driving the 110. | hope it would be an alternative for many.

Response

service.

10/26/15 Mary Parry

I am FOR the passenger rail between Phoenix and Tucson.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Janice Stevenson

I think this is a fantastic plan and the sooner the better - the drive from Phoenix to Tucson is
incredibly dangerous and crowded leading to pile ups, long delays and pollution from
multitude of vehicles. The idea of having a Tempe stop is wonderful due to the number of
students who also can then attend U of A as well as ASU. My son was living in Tempe and
completing his Master's in Tucson (U of A) and commuted for two years - scared me to death.

Also, | am older and hesitate to drive to Tucson where one of our sons lives, but a train ride
down and back would be so easy. | am sure that there are many people who would love to use
the train rather than brave the highways as they get older as well. So | strongly support this
and hope it comes to fruition quickly.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 George Sealy

I am a firm believer in the use of trains to move people about in metropolitan areas. At first,
people are a little reluctant to use trains as they need to break from their automobile use
habit. But then, after a while they realize how much better and easier the experience is. So
there will be long term success and real value if the project is completed. | understand that the
light rail system in Phoenix has ridership that is exceeding projections. | have lived in the east
and trains are everywhere. People use them all the time. This particular corridor makes a lot of
sense and it will help out economic development between the two cities. Here are some
suggestions:

1.) Tie in the stations with local ground transportation systems.
2.) Have significant park and ride facilities even for bicycles.

3.) Locate stations fairly close to people centers such as airports, universities, sports venues,
and corporate centers.

4.) Have monthly and even yearly fare programs.

Thank you for your comments and suggestions. All the
bulleted items in your comment are being considered with
the passenger rail project and would be developed in more
detail in later phases of work.
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5.) Tie in the Phoenix light rail system with a corridor station, so that people can transfer.

Response

10/26/15 Prof. (Dr.) James Stewart

| strongly favor the passenger rail project and would be willing to pay an additional sales tax to
fund it.

| tend to favor the orange route because of its stops in Chandler/Gilbert and Tempe as well as
Phoenix. | would use the rail line at least twice a month.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Orange Corridor Alternative does not directly serve
Chandler or Gilbert. However, the Yellow Corridor Alternative
would directly serve Gilbert, as well as Tempe and Phoenix.

10/26/15 Jason Algyer

Please invest in the passenger rail for the community of Queen Creek. | am a American Airlines
employee who commutes from San Tan Valley and would enjoy saving wear and tear on a
vehicle and racking up the miles. The convenience of not having to drive 40 miles into Sky
Harbor

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Yellow Corridor Alternative is the preferred alternative in
the Tierl EIS and it travels through Queen Creek.

10/26/15 Andrea Kaise

I am a relatively new resident to AZ. Two years. | would love to have a train between the two
cities. Hope this works out!

Would the travel time be quicker than driving? Maybe not, figuring on the wait time at the
stations. And travel time between home and station. Station and destination. It would alleviate
road traffic, though! Especially at Thanksgiving, and over the holidays.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Travel times for the train are expected to be substantially
shorter than the car as the congestion on I-10 is anticipated
to grow to over three hours over the years even after
widening of I-10 to 8 lanes (four lanes in each direction). The
train is expected to take about 90 minutes.

10/26/15 Lucy Hernandez

I am in favor of a high-speed rail system that would connect Tucson and Phoenix via rail with
stops in connecting cities. Our highway system has reached its capacity and expanding to
additional lanes is costly and continues to displace residents and businesses, affecting the
latter’s financial sustainability. US cities on the East coast are connected by rail and this has
proved to be a preferred mode of travel for many who work and do business in major
metropolitan areas but prefer to live outside congested cities. Additional modes of travel will
also alleviate pollution problem that is created by vehicles on the road.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Terrel L. Pochert, “Terry

Why would the ADOT even consider a plan that bypassed the City of Maricopa and the
AMTRAK station that exists there? Maricopa is a City of over 51,000 people and exploding.

The Yellow Corridor Alternative serves a much larger
population base (including Coolidge, San Tan Valley, Queen
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Florence has a population of around 25,000 with NO AMTRAK station. Did somebody at ADOT

forget that the City of Maricopa exists?

Response

Creek, Gilbert, Mesa) much more directly than the Red
Alternative (from the Alternatives Analysis) that runs through
Maricopa. The Red Alternative was eliminated because it was
a circuitous route, carried low ridership, and had potential
impacts on Gila River Indian Community lands.

10/26/15 jesjames74@...

I live in Casa Grande and would definitely use this for shopping, sightseeing, trips w the
grandkids. BIGGEST part of the trip is gas and mileage. Sure be a good thing

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Mark and Kathy Guidry

NO WAY. 100% of taxpaying folks will have to pay for this through taxes. 1/2% of the citizens
of Az. will use this rail service. The other 99 1/2 % will never use it but will still have to pay for
it. With cars getting better gas mileage, and folks having to get a “ride” to the place to board
the train and again needing to have transportation when they arrive at the destination will
turn out to be more expensive than driving their own POV all the way. Is this going to be
another “BED” tax?

Aside from the fuel efficiency consideration, our highways
(I-10 in particular) will experience very high congestion in the
relatively near future as a result of high growth in the
corridor between Phoenix and Tucson. That assumes I-10 is
widened to at least 8 lanes (four in each direction)
throughout the corridor. The consideration of a passenger
rail system is offered as a complement to the highway (I-10,
mostly), not a replacement for it because it provides
additional capacity in the corridor and an alternative to
driving. Funding sources have not been defined for the
project yet. They could private, public, or a combination of
both.

10/26/15 stephanieanastasia@...

I think it’s a plan whose time has come. As it stands now, driving between Tucson and Phoenix
is the most feasible method of transportation. The amount of traffic on I-10 between Tucson
and Phoenix has just about reached critical mass. | don’t need to go on and on about increased
pollution, the number of serious traffic accidents that occur in this corridor, you know all of
that. | am totally in favor of this project.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Todd

This is a 18th century solution to a 21st century non-problem. Your are wasting valuable time
and money on this concept. It's fashionable today to do "Rail.” See link below.

There are many perspectives that influence our
transportation system, both in favor and opposed to all types
of travel modes. Given the expected congestion our highways
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http://ti.org/antiplanner/?p=10323

You are insulting my intelligence with this idea. Rail anywhere is throwing tax dollars down a
rat hole. It is a scheme for income redistribution, from gullible citizens to a government White
Elephant and subsidized riders. If you look at major rail systems throughout the US you will
find that they are economically unsound and in fact many are dangerous because they don't
have funds to do maintenance. Washington DC for example. ADOT has many more important
things to fund, for example - maintaining what exists. You can't do that right now and that’s
why you rely on volunteers to clean the road shoulders.

Response

will experience in the relatively near future as a result of high

growth in the corridor between Phoenix and Tucson, the
consideration of a passenger rail system is offered as a
complement to the highway (I-10, mostly), not a replacement
for it. Passenger rail can be a costly project, but it would be
implemented in phases and would provide a more
comprehensive solution than bus travel can offer.

10/26/15 Steven S. Kuwahara

It is clear that the yellow corridor makes the most sense. My personal concerns would be to
have the train stations in Tucson and Phoenix located to allow easy connections with the local
rapid transit systems. The airport to airport connection would be very good, also. Given the
amount of sunlight in AZ, would it be possible to use photovoltaic systems to at least provide
some of the power for the system. | feel that a major point here is to reduce green house gas
emissions, and make it easier for seniors to move between Tucson and Phoenix. My only
comment, as a new comer to AZ, is why hasn't this system been built already? It seems like a
logical thing to do.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Stephanie Derivan
No, no, no!!llll Please do not put a passenger rail line in down here. We moved here for the Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
small town feel and do not want mass transit. Just NO!!I1111

10/26/15 Chris Stang

| frequently drive from Phoenix to Tucson for my healthcare needs at the University of Arizona
medical center (now owned by Banner). | would greatly appreciate, and utilize, a passenger rail
system between Phoenix and Tucson. | don’t have a preference on a recommended route; |
just want you to know that there is 1 more potential consumer out there that would take full
advantage of this rail offering if it were available.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Ridership estimates conducted as part of this Tier 1 EIS have
indicated the potential for over 2,500 daily riders between
Phoenix and Tucson, and over 15,000 shorter trips in the
Phoenix and Tucson metropolitan areas.

10/26/15 josie_james@...

How come the passenger rail can't begin in the Buckeye area at the I-10 and run the length of
the I-10? The median of the I-10 could contain the rail. The proposed rail beginning in the East
Valley does not do service to the rest of the taxpayers.

The Tier 1 EIS covers the connection between the two largest
population centers in the state from downtown Tucson to
downtown Phoenix. In estimating the potential ridership,
however, connections to Buckeye, Surprise and Tucson
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International Airport were included. These connections
would be the subject of more detailed analysis in later phases
of work.

10/26/15 John Fusting

I am responding to the proposed rail corridor between Phoenix and Tucson. | have traveled
around many of the world largest cities and between them by rail. The one thing they all have
in common is the infrastructure in each of the large connecting cities. They have connecting
rail, bus, subway or are walking cities. Phoenix and Tucson do not have good connecting rail,
bus or subway and definitely are not walking cities, particularly at 100 degree plus weather.
The connecting rail and bus only go to limited locations and passes through very undesirable
neighborhoods. Buses are nearly none existent in the far east and west valleys. The existing
rail doesn't even connect at the PHX without transferring to another means of transport. I'll
never understand why a connecting tram was not utilized? Consequently, nothing is my
recommendation unless the existing infrastructure extending out from any station along the
stops in the line is put in place long before the trains are put into service.

The local transit systems in both Phoenix and Tucson are
expanding rapidly and provide good connections to many
important destinations. Sky Harbor now has a connecting
SkyTrain system that links the light rail line to the airport. As
proposed, the commuter/intercity rail line would access the
SkyTrain system in the same location.

10/26/15 James Maloney

Considering the amount of time this “Rail Project” will take from this date (10/26/2015) to
sometime in the NOT foreseeable future | would like to observe that the cost(s) of the project
will probably see a permutation in growth (Dollar Costs) of at least 300% to 500% given the
cost overrun “incentives” of past Arizona endeavors. Therefore why not, here and now, define
this project as an ELECTRIC Rail Corridor? At the VERY BEST it will take until 2045 or 2050 to
have your system up and running and by that time solar energy will probably be a mandatory
system requirement via the Federal Government and by DOT. The concept and idea for this rail
corridor is an excellent one given the facts surrounding Interstate10. I-10 is presently a “Death
Trap” (between PHX and TUC) due to the number of semi-trucks on the highway and the
congestion such vehicles contribute to!

The cost of the project is presented in 2013 dollars. The costs
will rise over time as a result of the time value of money, if
not the actual project costs. The technology for this project
has not been defined. The assumption used was for 125 mph,
but it would be possible to operate at a higher speed under
the right conditions. Higher speeds would also most likely
require electrification, which requires a substantial additional
investment. In a next phase of study, such as a subsequent
NEPA study along with the supporting analyses, a technology
would be evaluated based on the best fit for the corridor and
in consideration of costs and ridership potential.

10/26/15 Brandt Dary

I'd like to cast my vote for the Yellow Line, which goes through Queen Creek, since | am a
resident.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/26/15 Kevin Jenkins

Response

Please make this rail happen! | travel all of the time from Phoenix to Tucson and would ride
this instead of driving every time. | will do anything and everything to support the rail,
especially as the Mesa Gateway Airport continues to develop. Please let me know if you have
any questions but please note | will support either route.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Mike Neel

Yellow line makes sense to me and as | read the literature and view the YouTube video it
seems the delays to move on to phase 2 are mostly administrative. What can be done to move
this initiative along more expeditiously? To attract business and support economic growth the
under pinning of a reliable and cost effective rail service connecting Phoenix and Tucson seems
obvious. Further, connecting the WEST VALLEY is required; perhaps this link should be done
first? The intersection of the 303 and I-10 seems a logical edge to the rail serving the entire
west valley. Our region seems to be under served.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Tier 1 EIS covers the connection between the two largest
population centers in the state from downtown Tucson to
downtown Phoenix. In estimating the potential ridership,
however, connections were included that connect to
Buckeye, Surprise and Tucson International Airport. These
connections would be the subject of more detailed analysis in
later phases of work. Funding has not yet been defined and it
would take support from multiple sources to generate the
needed funds.

10/26/15 Anya Alberts

In our opinion the passenger railroad should not have been abandoned in the first place, There
used to be train service. Yes, for the railroad BUT in your plans you do not mention the west
side (valley) A lot of travelers will come from that area too, It is only mentioned that service
will be from the East Valley. Don't forget (as was done in the past) that the west valley needs
to be included. Where does the money come from? Well, there seems to be enough money
available for the Grand Ave/Bell project, That is so ridiculous in pricing, make that project
cheaper and easier on the construction by letting the train go over Bell Road, and not the
other way around, That way Bell does not have to be closed for 7 months and people can
keep their jobs, stores can remain open, Money saved on that could go towards the rail
connection.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Tier 1 EIS covers the connection between the two largest
population centers in the state from downtown Tucson to
downtown Phoenix. In estimating the potential ridership,
however, connections were included that connect to
Buckeye, Surprise and Tucson International Airport. These
connections would be the subject of more detailed analysis in
later phases of work.

10/26/15 Danielle Cummings

As a professional that works with individuals with visual impairments, this type of public

transportation would mean a great deal to our community. Having an alternative to driving or
only having the option of the airport shuttle is extremely limiting and would open many doors
to many people. Thank you for your consideration of this proposal as it is truly a step forward

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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for Arizona. As an individual living in Prescott, | would utilize this type of public transportation

from Phoenix to Tucson as | often make this trip for work purposes. It would allow me to park
in Phoenix, conduct my business there, then be able to take the public transport the rest of the
way to Tucson, saving my company (the state) gas money and wear and tear on the car. |
would be one less car stuck in traffic and | could be more productive on the way being able to
get work done. I highly support this proposal.

Response

10/26/15 phxltc@...

I think the preferred alternative looks great. | saw that Amtrak was one of the entities involved
with the planning. It would be great if as part of this process Amtrak service through Phoenix
could be reestablished. If Amtrak could contribute some funds, that would also be beneficial. |
would like to see this get constructed as soon as possible.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Funding from all sources would be considered.

10/26/15 Martha Louzy

This looks great to me. | vote yellow. | am hoping eventually you will expand to Sierra Vista and
link it all. Sierra Vista (or Benson) to Tucson To Phoenix (and vice versa).

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
A possible connection to Sierra Vista would be part of a
future study.

10/26/15 Charles Scheps

As a former New Yorker, my work necessitated frequent travel between New York City and
Albany, a distance for me of approximately 180 miles. My viable travel options for these trips
were almost entirely between driving or taking Amtrak (the other options being flying or
taking a bus). Although taking the train extended the timeframe somewhat (due to being
restricted to the train schedule), the trip was without a doubt far more pleasant, whether |
used that time for relaxing or getting some work done. Not having to sit behind the wheel as
the driver, or be a passenger if | carpooled, made the trip much more pleasant. In spite of the
above, however, another significant factor entered into my choice of transportation method -
i.e., what would | be doing when | got to Albany. The bottom line is, if | was going to one site,
then | could readily take a cab from the train station. However, If | needed to be mobile, then
in realistic terms it no longer made sense for me not to have my car. In essence, therefore,
what I'm suggesting is the need to factor in the availability to commuters of local
transportation options. While they obviously cannot be part of this project per se, they should
be made a necessary adjunct, so that additional local travel enhancements make use of the
passenger rail a more convenient option as well.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Local services would need to support the passenger rail
service at destination locations to provide access where
needed. This has been considered in the analysis, but specific
details of how those services would be provided would be a
local decision (e.g., taxi, bicycle, Uber, bus, light rail,
streetcar, etc.)
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10/26/15 Joel Hamburg

Response

| believe the time is now to construct a rail system not only between Phoenix and Tucson but
throughout the entire United States. This should be our "Moon Program.” As far at the
discussion on rail service between Phoenix and Tucson, | agree that the Yellow Alternative is
the best place to start. | am pleased to see Arizona moving in this direction. We lag behind so
many other countries in the world as far as rail systems go.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Ann Norbut

This is just a comment to say that | agree with the choice of the yellow option for the
Passenger Rail of the future. One of the main reasons is that it goes through my town of
Gilbert, AZ. This town will probably not ever get light rail as Mesa is working on right now.
Queen Creek will also be brought into the metro community through the passenger rail
system. Many people now living in those two communities take the light rail for Phoenix
activities, driving to the eastern end of line in Mesa. With the advent of passenger rail, there
would be an easier option to make the trip to downtown Phoenix even for daily work.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The passenger train would complement light rail, street car
and bus services in a number of locations along the corridor.

10/26/15 Jessica K. Kamrath

| support the yellow line and hope there will be a stop in Queen Creek. As a commuter that
lives in Queen Creek (I work and go to school in Tempe) | absolutely love an alternative to
driving to work. | also like to attend events and visit other communities and this would be a
great way to have access to other cities without driving. Please consider making a stop in a
growing community - Queen Creek. Yes to the Yellow Line!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 USN779RET@...

IT SURE SOUNDS LIKE A GREAT IDEA TO ME. COULD / WOULD TAKE SOME OF THE "STRESS &
TRAFFIC JAMS AWAY.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Nathan Tenney

It might be beneficial to seek out state and local businesses for supplies, construction, and
contracting in order to ease the tax burden on the community. | am in favor of the Yellow Line
rail option and know that it would benefit me, the town of Gilbert, and the entire East Valley
immensely. Thank you for your wise consideration of the Yellow Line rail.

Thank you for your comment and suggestion.
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Ronald W Hill

Date Submitted
10/26/15

Response

Seriously? You honestly believe there is a NEED for this? You don't have a clue how many
times | have thought to myself ..."I would love to go to Tucson for few hours if there only was a
train." Let's see, by the time | drive to a designated parking lot, take a shuttle from that lot to
the train then ride for an hour or more only to be dumped off someplace nowhere near to
where | want to be and the take a shuttle/bus/taxi to where | actually want to be | would have
saved no time and spent more money! Makes all the sense in the world.

The region’s highways (I-10 in particular) will experience very
high congestion in the relatively near future as a result of
high growth in the corridor between Phoenix and Tucson.
That assumes 1-10 is widened to at least 8 lanes (four in each
direction) throughout the corridor. The consideration of a
passenger rail system is offered as a complement to the
highway (I-10, mostly), not a replacement for it because it
provides additional capacity in the corridor and an alternative
to driving. Connections would require another mode at the
destination, much the way an airport works.

10/26/15 Brian Pickett

| concur with the recommendation to go with the Yellow Alternative as it would help drive
efficiency from a cost and deployment perspective and higher-level usage. | was curious if
there was consideration given to an alternative route that would align closer to Route 87 /110
sooner that Eloy which would allow the ability to have a closer connection to the 110 / 18 split.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Yellow Corridor Alternative provides for an option that
connects to/from 1-10 in the vicinity of SR 87. It is coincident
with the southern section of the proposed North-South
Corridor.

10/26/15 Paul Leitman

| agree with the Passenger Rail Study's recommendation that the Yellow Corridor be the
preferred alternative. | believe that if financed, constructed and operated, it would be a great
asset to the future of the Sun Corridor. It holds the greatest potential to encourage dense land
use in proximity of the stations, to replace SOV trips in the metropolitan area, and to enhance
accessibility of Phoenix, Tucson, and destinations in between.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Pat Olson

I'm sad to see that the Orange Corridor has lost out. | do believe the Yellow is definitely viable
and it is important to reach the Gateway Airport. | feel there will be more growth in the more
"far" east valley, though. Using the Yellow corridor could hinder that to some degree. Since
Florence is the county seat for Pinal county | also feel the Yellow corridor should get as close to
there a possible. | only hope there is a way to expedite this process. It always seems to take so
long to complete this process here in AZ. (Look at the time it took for I-10....it was the last
piece finished when the rest of the country was long done)

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The ultimate alignment is not yet determined and your
comments will be taken into account when alignment
alternatives are formulated. The primary determinant of
serving population centers is where the activities are today
with a secondary consideration of where they could be
tomorrow.
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10/26/15 Celeste Gornick

Response

It appears that the yellow route between Phoenix and Tucson would require less impact
overall. Using existing rail lines makes sense. Why re-invent the wheel?

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The project would, however, require new rail as the
operating levels for passenger rail are much higher than the
existing allowances on the freight line.

10/26/15 Wayne Richard Mason

| enthusiastically support proceeding with building a rail connection between Phoenix and
Tucson. Not only would it help coordinate the commercial strengths of each city, but it should
enhance communication and exchange between the University of Arizona and Arizona State
University, but in terms of making it easier for students of one institution to take classes at the
other but also for interaction among professors. Of the two choices, the only benefit that | can
identify from the Orange configuration is the stop at Gateway Airport in Mesa. If the rail line is
going to bypass Gateway as shown in the Yellow configuration, | think the long-term future of
Gateway is in doubt unless the Phoenix light rail extends there at some point. It is also
imperative that the rail lines link Downtown Phoenix with Las Vegas and Los Angeles. Finally,
consideration should be given to extending the line to Puerto Penasco (Rocky Point) in Mexico,
particularly in light of the cruise ship terminal that is under construction there. If the rail line
connects the major international airports at PHX and TUS, it could result in a significant
increase to tourism in both cities when added to a weeklong cruise from Mexico.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport would be served from
the passenger rail line regardless of which alternative is
ultimately built. The other routes you mention are part of
ongoing investigations and would be developed more
thoroughly over the coming years. Preliminary analyses are
that some of those connections are favorable to the Phoenix-
Tucson connection.

10/26/15 Heidi Noperi

I love the idea of a railroad between Tucson and Phoenix. Do you think it would be worthwhile
to consider the train going from Phoenix to Benson, and maybe using part of the regular
railway. | know many people from Sierra Vista are driving to Tucson daily, and to Phoenix
almost quite as often. | am a handicapped person had have to drive to the Phoenix hospital
quite often. Eventually it will be too hard for me to drive. | am sure | am not the only one. | am
actually quite excited that you are planning this way of transportation. It would help so many
people. It could be paid off partially by charging the people a little more for using the train, or
increase the state taxes until the train is paid off.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Commuter rail services beyond Tucson have not been studied
in this project, but could be added to the Phoenix-Tucson
corridor in the future. Funding has not yet been defined and
it will take support from multiple sources to generate the
needed funds.

10/26/15 April Ritchie

Positive impact for the state:

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Your points are all consistent with the findings and insights
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1. decreased traffic on a very dangerous strip of highway developed in this study.

2. reduced accidents on the freeway, which is used by many large trucks. The accidents are
usually fatal.

3. provide opportunities for travel for older adults to connect with families in both cities,
safely.

4. provide safe travel to both universities, reducing the need for cars for students.

5. increase tourism by providing safe, reasonable transportation to communities along the
way.

6. increase business for all the communities and businesses along the route.

I have children, grandchildren in phx and live in Tucson. | also know many people in this same
situation. As we age it would be wonderful to be able to still make the trip without the danger
of driving. Thank you for all this group has done to advance this concept to this level.

10/26/15 Steve Skotak

My only concern is how do you plan to monitor how passengers pay to ride. | believe the city Thank you for your comment and suggestion. Operating

of phoenix has allowed anyone to board the light rail in the city of Phoenix, they only monitor practices and fare enforcement have not yet been addressed
after the fact, and only do they site rarely do they. (there stats are wrong, and inaccurate) The  for this project.

light rail in Phoenix is the new DASH! | believe your new train system and along with an

upgrade to the light rail (DASH) in phoenix should also be considered when looking at how will

you monitor paying customers when boarding a train. | believe you need to get it right for the

start, not like the city of phoenix, allowing anyone to board.

10/26/15 gl.7248@...

In my opinion this will be a waste of tax payer money. It will undoubtedly go way over budget, = Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
underutilized and poorly managed. | oppose this idea and others like it.

10/26/15 Carole Whipple

My preference would be to locate the rail service through Coolidge, Az. | attend many cultural ~ Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
events in the Valley and would definitely use the service. | would also use it to attend classes The preferred alternative runs through Coolidge.
at Mesa Cultural Center. The line would bring new purpose to Coolidge and encourage
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profitable business. | am a property owner and have lived in Coolidge for 48 years.

Response

10/26/15 Burt Binenfeld

It would be a great idea to get this railroad line. It would be better to share the right of way
with Union Pacific Railroad. Yellow Route seems to be the best alternative.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
ADOT anticipates that an alignment alternative within the
Yellow Corridor Alternative would likely be located within or
adjacent to the existing Union Pacific Railroad right-of-way,
although other alignments may be considered.

10/26/15 Emily Noel

I am in favor of building the rail, and | think the yellow or green route would make the most
sense for me. | commute from Tucson to Scottsdale weekly.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Betty Cattuse

Hello!....mi name is Betty Catuse and | usually enjoy ride the bus or train for various reason, |
have my own transportation, but | enjoy the freedom of not driving and stressfull traffic. |
wonder why the train is not expand to the west valley were is so obvious the majority of
working class live in the area and is a millenion season were kids go to college work and shop
and go out. | would think it would created more business and created more assest for
everyone instead thinking of building a rail system in 2035. What an opportunity wasted

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Mark M Giese

A rail option between Tucson and Phoenix might reduce air pollutant emissions and enhance
highway safety.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Shirley Ward

I think that Arizona could be a model for other states, trying to cut down on their carbon
footprint and reduce pollution, by building a rail system between these two cities. It would
mean fewer cars, more jobs, more possibilities for small businesses at both ends of the rail line
and a modern answer to connecting our two largest cities.

Either of the proposed lines would be a fantastic idea.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/26/15 Sandy Bauer

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Although specific design decisions would be evaluated in
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services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Response

future phases of the study as part of subsequent planning
and environmental analysis, connections to Valley Metro
light rail and Sun Link streetcar have been assumed as part of
this Tier 1 EIS study. The Alternatives Analysis developed a
detailed community readiness program for each potential
station location along the route. The intent is to ensure that
each community is prepared and can take full advantage of
the availability of the service.

10/27/15 Molly Moore

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Although specific design decisions would be evaluated in
future phases of the study as part of subsequent planning
and environmental analysis, connections to Valley Metro
light rail and Sun Link streetcar have been assumed as part of
this Tier 1 EIS study. The Alternatives Analysis developed a
detailed community readiness program for each potential
station location along the route. The intent is to ensure that
each community is prepared and can take full advantage of
the availability of the service.

10/27/15 Andrew Ryan

Please continue to move forward with the Phoenix- Tucson rail plan. | would also suggest to
highlight the ability to possibly incorporate the ability to work with energy producers to utilize
some of the rural areas for energy production as well to offset costs.

Thank you for your comment and suggestion.

10/27/15 Candace Wilkinson

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Although specific design decisions would be evaluated in
future phases of the study as part of subsequent planning
and environmental analysis, connections to Valley Metro
light rail and Sun Link streetcar have been assumed as part of
this Tier 1 EIS study. The Alternatives Analysis developed a
detailed community readiness program for each potential
station location along the route. The intent is to ensure that
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Response

each community is prepared and can take full advantage of

the availability of the service.

10/27/15 Michael Sheldon Reed

Please model any Phoenix-Tucson service after the successful "Piedmont" service in North
Carolina. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Piedmont_(train) The service is state-owned but gets a
large chunk of Federal funding, especially for service improvements:
http://www.ncdot.gov/projects/pip/

Thank you for your comment and suggestion.

10/27/15 Miguel A Velez

I-10 route appears to make most sense due to existing lines of communication already
established. Yellow route appears to provide most access to east valley. The critical issue is to
ensure the rail would have comprehensive service to Sky Harbor Airport and TIA. Which makes
yellow route even more viable as there could be a stop at Chandler Airport.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Yellow Corridor Alternative provides access to Sky Harbor
and Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport as well as the large
population base in the East Valley.

10/27/15 Rosalind Ferguson

We are now stuck in traffic on the grand limited bus. As | gaze to the right | look longingly at
the rail tracks and wish for a commuter train. When are we going to catch up to the east coast
and Europe?

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/27/15 Sherry Mullens

| heartily support the idea of a passenger rail system between Phoenix and Tucson. The
benefits of getting more people safely and quickly to both these major cities are obvious to the
economic growth of our state. | hope that a continuation of the line from Tucson to Nogales is
also being studied. With the emergence of a strong economic presence in our border region
with Mexico, this would be a smart investment.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/27/15 Rebecca Hall

I am in support of the Tucson to Phoenix rail system and actually hope for expanded services
by rail throughout the Valley and even to other cities such as San Diego, Portland, Seattle, and
Denver. | also support any development or expansion of the Light rail system within the
Phoenix area. Phoenix is such a huge spread-out metropolitan area, that it can use any
assistance with reducing traffic, pollution and giving access to students or seniors who may not
have cars or driving ability. Thanks You for moving forward on this

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The southwest Multi-State Rail Planning Study completed by
the Federal Railroad Administration looked, at a very high
level, at the possibilities of a high-speed rail service linking
the main Arizona metro areas with destinations in California
and Nevada. That report is available on the FRA website at
https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L17109.
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10/27/15 David Haglan

Response

| support all rail options. | would prefer the yellow line. | live in the city of Tempe.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/27/15 Kirby Maxson

I am a Gilbert resident who chose to move here because Gilbert has an atmosphere that no
other city in the Phoenix metropolitan area can offer. Which is why we see so much growth
and new businesses popping up daily. | commend the city of Gilbert for being so choosy with
the growth and allowed tenants. This has allowed Gilbert to maintain it charm. But this charm
would be destroyed by the proposed passenger corridor linking Phoenix and Tucson. The rail
corridor will only increase traffic, as residents on their commutes will be forced to stop and
wait for the increased train activity. The corridor would be a huge waste of taxpayer money.
Plain and simple, Arizonans do not utilize public transit as other cities do. If people aren't using
the light-rail to go to downtown Phoenix, why would one assume that they would use a rail
corridor to go to Tucson? There is no demand to link the two cities together. | strongly oppose
the rail corridor. | think that such a decision should not be made by officials. The people should
have a say. | am a firm believer if this was put up to vote, that that this would not pass. | vote
NO for any rail corridor connecting Phoenix and Tucson.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/27/15 Hilary Hirsch

As a native-born Arizonan, | believe that this passenger rail system is long overdue. Commerce
between Tucson and Phoenix is growing and the two largest metropolitan cities need a public
transportation system to connect the two. This asset will be an investment in Arizona's future
public infrastructure and will advance our economy's growth and competitiveness on a global
scale.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/27/15 Anthony Colbert

I work in Tempe and live in Casa Grande and think this would be a great idea. | travel 38 miles
one way by myself. | have been making this commute for the past 9 years

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/27/15 Judy Slack

| prefer the Orange Alternative. | think it will serve the needs of the community more
effectively.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/27/15 Rachel Bliss

Response

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Although specific design decisions would be evaluated in
future phases of the study as part of a subsequent planning
and environmental analysis, connections to Valley Metro
light rail and Sun Link streetcar have been assumed as part of
this Tier 1 EIS study. The Alternatives Analysis developed a
detailed community readiness program for each potential
station location along the route. The intent is to ensure that
each community is prepared and can take full advantage of
the availability of the service.

10/27/15 R.J. Lancaster

I love the idea. How about making 2-3 rail cars for transporting autos and trucks for people to
use when they arrive in Tucson or Phoenix? Thank you for the job.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The idea of carrying personal vehicles was not evaluated in
this study. While not typical of commuter rail services, this
could be considered in later analyses.

10/27/15 Nic Maxson

I am a Gilbert resident who ultimately would be greatly affected by this proposal. | would like
to express a "no build" comment. The cons outweigh any benefits given. The commute
between Tucson and Phoenix does not have a daily affect on a majority of our community. The
rail systems we have in place in downtown Phoenix lack of use should show you how well this
alternative would turn out. Your yellow corridor would result in such negatives for me, my
family and my community.

1) local commuters no doubt would have an extended travel time waiting on your trains to
pass 2) damaging animal species and habitats 3) bringing down property values and ruining
Gilbert's small town charm by increasing train travel 4) increase public safety of potentially
having a train that is capable of 120 mph derailing in our community or even having that much
more interaction with small traffic like school buses, bike paths etc.) you are considering a
project you have no funds for and then doing it in phases so that we run the risk of yet another
uncompleted project and many years of construction that still don't benefit a majority of the
people. Again, | wish to express a "NO BUILD" option and will also make an effort to spread the
word among Gilbert residences to do the same. You say in your video 56% vote for less traffic

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The light rail system in Phoenix carries twice its forecast
ridership and spurred economic development in the corridor
it serves. 1) Local commuters could benefit from the
commuter rail service rather than drive to their destination.
Most of the line would operate at grade, but grade
separations would be installed over time. Wait times for at-
grade crossings would be evaluated in the subsequent
studies. 2) Protection of wildlife corridors and habitats would
be part of the mitigation plan for the project. It would be
defined in the subsequent environmental document. 3)
Property values in the vicinity of stations tend to rise over
time because of the improved access to the rail mode. 4)
While derailments happen occasionally, they are very
infrequent. Still, you make a good point that the safety of the
design of a passenger rail service would need to consider all
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as our cities grow which is obvious no one enjoys traffic but this proposal is not a viable option

will not be utilized as you project it to be and will ultimately spoil the love | have for my
current community.

Response

eventualities. Trains would not operate at 120 mph within
the urban areas. 5) Each phase of work would be expected to
have "independent utility" so that it could stand on its own
even if nothing else were built.

10/27/15 Charles E Downs

Please do not burden the state payers with another project that cannot produce enough
revenue to support itself. We do not need another drain on the state revenues and tax payer
pockets.

Funding for the passenger rail project has not yet been
identified, but the project is likely to occur in phases and seek
funding from multiple sources, both private and public.

10/27/15 Ashba Nesbitt

I would like to see the Yellow corridor move forward. It serves the most people, is the most
cost effective, and has the least environmental impact. As the population continues to grow
we to have as many viable options as possible.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/27/15 nguyentammar2@...

I think it's important to have a reliable and usable reliever airport. The route should include
access to the AZA airport as it would help alleviate problems associated with traveling to and
from that airport. Plus it would be a major benefit in the event something happens at PHX
airport. Additionally in Tucson, the route should go all the way to TUS airport as current
options are limited. On another note, it's too bad that the route won't be able to connect to an
Amtrak station near Phoenix. A current connection in downtown Tucson is already really
awesome. One last suggestion, the rail should have its own crossing at all intersections for the
safety of everyone. There have been way too many accidents at at-grade crossings due to
technical malfunctions and human error.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Both corridor alternatives provide connections to Sky Harbor
and Phoenix-Mesa Gateway airports. Based on public and
agency input, ADOT and FRA will commit to extending
passenger rail service to TUS in subsequent planning and
environmental studies.

Most of the line would operate at grade, but grade
separations would be installed over time. For at-grade
crossings the operating characteristics of the passenger trains
would require four-quadrant gates, which prevent drivers
from illegally driving around lowered gates, to maximize
safety.

10/27/15 Nancy Anacker

Please build this rail line as quickly as possible. | drive to Phoenix from Tucson regularly and
would much rather ride the train. It just makes sense.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/27/15

Commenter

amnguyenl014@...

Response

Are there any better alternatives than using diesel engines? Are there any faster alternatives
that are eco friendly? If trip times between PHX and TUS could be closer to 1 hour that would
be great. There shouldn't be any at-grade crossings. Safety is a huge consideration and
separate grades would help decrease the number of incidents at intersections. If possible, the
routes should also be accessible to education facilities like ASU and U of A, airports (TUS, AZA,
PHX), and current or future Amtrak rail stations. It would also be nice if they connected well
with current transit centers in all cities involved also. Will these trains be able to run during
storms such as heavy monsoon rains or haboobs?

The technology for this project has not been defined. The
assumption used was for 125 mph as a basis for estimating
travel times and ridership, but it would be possible to
operate at a higher speed under the right conditions in some
segments of the corridor. Higher speeds would also most
likely require electrification, which requires a substantial
additional investment.

Most of the line would operate at grade, but grade
separations would be installed over time. For at-grade
crossings the operating characteristics of the passenger trains
would require four-quadrant gates, which prevent drivers
from illegally driving around lowered gates, to maximize
safety.

The concept for the corridor is to serve all of the major
education institutions and at least the Amtrak station in
Tucson.

During a major storm, it is likely that train activity would be
curtailed not necessarily because of an inability to function,
but for the safety of any other people or vehicles in the
vicinity.

10/27/15 Francis Schilling

Clearly, from a SE Pima County resident (Vail), the Yellow Alternative is superior. When you
can get me from Tucson to Phoenix in under 1.5 hours my interest is beyond piqued. Higher
ROW costs are more than offset by the lower capital costs in my opinion and the increased
business from southern Arizonans (like me) who avoid the I-10 suicide mission to Phoenix like
the plague would be larger than predicted from speaking to many, many people in this area. If
one is to consider ancillary effects like increased sales, venue sell outs, hotel and restaurant
revenues and the like then it must be Go On Yellow (as the NHRA likes to say). Thanks you very
much for considering my opinion.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/27/15 awoodwar@...

Response

I don't think a rail system would take very much traffic out of the I-10 corridor from Tucson to
Phoenix. Adding a bus system would be a lot cheaper and would give an accurate measure of
ridership. If a person takes a train/bus to Phx, they still have to get around the city. So they
rent a car or take public transportation. When the total cost is added up it may be cost
effective to drive the whole trip, and the convenience of having your own vehicle is worth the
extra cost.

Buses were studied as part of the Alternatives Analysis that
preceded the Tier 1 EIS. They are certainly able to provide a
high quality service, but they cannot carry the anticipated
travel demand of a train and cannot do so at the speeds of a
higher speed train. Congestion levels in the next 20 years are
expected to increase substantially leading to travel times
between Phoenix and Tucson of over three hours even if I-10
is widened to eight lanes (four lanes in each direction)
throughout. A passenger rail option would not be subject to
those limitations.

10/27/15 City of Coolidge, Asst.

City Manager

Jill Dusenberry

| support the recommendation utilizing the yellow route.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/27/15 Bradley Haase

I like the yellow route. Just went to Tucson last weekend, the 10 is a nightmare.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Douglas Lightsey

The passenger rail should go in the middle of the 10 freeway. Once it goes through phoenix
build it up and have it ending at the old Amtrak station in phoenix. This way any future rails
can be connected such as to Flagstaff, California, Las Vegas, etc. as far as station, Phoenix,
Wildhorse Pass, Casa Grande, Marana and Tucson.

The Green Alternative was eliminated because it did not
attract ridership comparable to other alternatives, did not
effectively serve as many key population centers within the
study corridor, and presented a high degree of potential
cultural resource impacts. The preferred alternative, the
Yellow Corridor Alternative, would serve the highest
population centers. Connections to other western cities have
been assessed preliminarily by the federal government and
were shown to provide further benefits to the Phoenix-
Tucson route.

10/28/15 Amber Trimble

Please create a public rail system from Tucson to Phoenix! What a wonderful opportunity to
show that AZ is considering the environment by offering a good solid public transportation
option other than the car. AZ is known for their wonderful freeways and roadways, but we are

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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also known for the "brown cloud" that hangs over Phoenix. If a railway is done correctly, with

stops at interim cities, new businesses will be created in those areas. Bravo!

Response

10/28/15 Connor Descheemaker Local First Arizona

Passenger rail is absolutely essential for growing metro areas such as Phoenix and Tucson.
Both are absolutely sprawling metropolises, wherein transportation options are few, leaving
barriers to travel high. For greater economic investment and prosperity, we must innovate,
particularly in transportation, and rail is a prime means of doing so. We must weigh the costs
of building rail against the costs of highway construction evenly, along with their potential
economic return, and environmental impact. All that being said, | prefer the Yellow Alternative
for its greater inclusion of Pinal County, and shared ROW with current Union Pacific tracks.
That shared ROW is preferable in my opinion because of linking our transit history, and usage
in a more compatible way.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The Yellow Corridor Alternative is a mile-wide corridor that
would serve the largest population centers. ADOT anticipates
that an alignment alternative within this corridor would likely
be located within or adjacent to the existing Union Pacific
Railroad right-of-way, although other alignments may be
considered.

10/28/15 Craig Krivin

I think bringing back passenger rail to the Valley and Tucson is a great idea to help reduce
traffic, pollution and cost for travel in the region. | am not familiar enough with the two
different routes proposed through Metro Phoenix to weigh in on the merits of one vs. the
other, but overall | think this is a much needed transportation system.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Mary Gallas

| concur with your analysis, favoring the yellow option route as the most beneficial to Phoenix
area. Especially the East Valley and Pima county which have expanded significantly, and will
continue to do so.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Kurt Kneip

Good afternoon and thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. In my opinion, |
believe in staying with the status quo and not building the Arizona Passenger Rail Corridor at
all. The unknowns with costs far outweigh the benefits and the money can be better spent on
a number of other initiatives. Please do not proceed with this project. Thank you.

The rail system is proposed as an alternative to the personal
vehicle and the freeway. In the future, even with 1-10
widened to eight lanes (four in each direction) throughout
the Phoenix-Tucson Corridor, congestion will be a primary
determinant of travel decisions. . The status quo is most likely
not a viable option given expected changes.
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Barbara Foster

Response

Thanks for doing this. | agree with the Yellow Corridor option. Bring it on and please hurry.
Thanks again.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Peter Mather

After driving from Phoenix to Tucson and back the last weekend of September 2015, | realized

that we need a rail system between the two cities. The traffic was really bad, and that was a
weekend not a weekday.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Kate Randall

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Robert Bowers

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

It is important to connect both the Tucson and Phoenix airports to assure the best options in
the future.

It is important that these projects begin as soon as practically possible.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service. Transit-
oriented development was an important consideration for
this effort. All three major airports would have a connection
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Response

to the passenger rail system.

10/28/15 Erin Eccleston

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 David Tang

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

| will personally use it multiple times weekly.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Elna Otter

I have been hoping for a rail line between Phoenix and Tucson for years now. It finally looks
like it might happen in the foreseeable future!!

I want this for the personal convenience, but also to lessen the need for cars in our state. We
need to cut back on driving, and rail is an ideal answer.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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| hope that the public transit within Tucson and Phoenix will support it.

Response

10/28/15 Bob Sommer

It would be so much safer and easier than driving.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 John Lies

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Carl Perry

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Larry Schnebly

Having lived in Tucson since 1953, it seems to me that all the talk over so many years, might
SOMEDAY bear fruit...that creating a rail transportation option between Tucson and Phoenix

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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may actually become a REALITY!
Congratulations!™
(lTHOPE!I!)

Let's keep this ball bouncing! Sooner or later, it will happen!

Response

10/28/15 William T Sellers

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Mary M Cornes

Thank you for requesting public comments. | strongly recommend building passenger rail
service between Tucson and Phoenix. This would aid college students, tourists, and people like
me who travel as a disabled person.

Lived many years in Northern Virginia, and travelled frequently, over numerous years, from DC
to NYC by train.

Please build the recommended route!

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Will Stone

I support the proposed passenger rail yellow corridor. It is the most cost effective and will
serve the east valley. | currently live in the Tucson area but I'm originally from the Mesa area
so we travel frequently to the Mesa area to visit family. | also think that the passenger rail will
make it more appealing to live in Tucson and commute to Phoenix for work or vice versa. It will
help spur the growth in Tucson. | would also support private funding for the passenger rail; |
believe the use of private funds is inherently more cost efficient. | don't support putting the
burden on the taxpayers to fund this. There is enough potential revenue that it should be

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Funding for the passenger rail project has not yet been
identified, but the project is likely to occur in phases and seek
funding from multiple sources, both private and public.
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appealing to private investors. Since this project is in the beginning stages it is difficult to
attract private investing because the true costs cannot be ascertained until a corridor is chosen
and development costs can be more accurately determined.

Response

10/28/15 Kim Ortega

My opinion on which route for the railway to link to Tucson (from someone who lives in San
Tan Valley) would be either of the yellow or the orange route options. | would take use of the
railway if it was convenient. Located at these two places that would allow me to do that. | have
many friends also that live in the Gilbert Chandler area that would find these routes more
available to actually use the railway than the green option.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Ellen Filler

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Bruce Ero

Great idea putting in a passenger rail system between PHX and TUC. | never go to PHX because
of the traffic speed, amount, carelessness, and cost. And it is a dull, droning trip.

The system would open Sky Harbor to me; also to take in a hockey or football game. Access to
the Heard Museum and MLB Spring Training would be other plusses for me. Hope it gets done.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Alanna Brook

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
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Response

transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Gary LaMaster

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Paul Bakalis

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Please spend our hard earned money on things like this that encourage us to ride public transit
instead of wasting money on highways that cause more consumption of natural resources,
increase carbon in the atmosphere, and poison our air.

Be the ADOT (transportation), not highways.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.
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10/28/15 Eugene Sougstad

Response

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for moving forward with Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail. | encourage you to
continue with the necessary next steps.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Beverly Janowitz-Price

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Mills Tandy

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
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is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Doris Tillman

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Stephanie Bader

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for moving forward with the passenger rail project. | would travel regularly to
Phoenix if | didn't have to drive (I promise | will buy season tickets to the Mercury [Theater] as
soon as the train option is available).

It's better for the environment, reduces carbon footprint, maintenance on road infrastructure,
and unhealthy emissions, and ease of transit will be a boost for businesses in both locations.
As a Pima County tax payer | am willing to fund our fair share in order to see the passenger rail
come to fruition.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Matthew Kaplan

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
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services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Response

service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Denise Hudson

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Mel Meter

I've lived here in Phoenix all my life. The valley and the state are growing and this is needed to
allow travelers who cannot or prefer not to drive on I-10 but need a faster form of
transportation between the 2 cities. It will be well used and ultimately will remove vehicles off
the roads and allow us to breathe easier. I'm all for not driving unless | absolutely have to.
Public or private transportation is needed to fill this need. We aren’t California or the
Northwest where they have AMTRAK or other commuter rail but it sure would be nice to have
the option, I'd vote to pay more taxes for this if | didn’t have to drive.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
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10/28/15

Commenter

Kip Goldman

Response

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Rebecca Grubaugh

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Cindy Ballesteros

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
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i to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.
Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.
10/28/15 Matthew Kaplan

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Nina Ballinger

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Paige Murphy-Young

Thank you for your efforts and creativity in moving forward concerning a possible passenger
train between Phoenix and Tucson. Please continue this work and see this long-awaited and

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
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desperately needed project through to fruition.

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Response

service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Paul Maseman

Thanks for giving me this opportunity to comment. | have recent experience with AMTRAK on
the East Coast, the Washington DC Metro system, and also with the Irish rail system.

1. Keep it simple and economical!
- Use a direct route from Tucson to Phoenix following existing right-of-way!

- Detouring through Chandler and Williams Airport takes considerably more time and only
rewards various land speculators at taxpayers’ expense. Build a "branch line" to Chandler later
if it's economically justified.

- It might be more advantageous to model this system on something like the Washington,
DC Metro rail system rather that a high-speed interstate system.

2. High-speed is not necessary!

- On a 100-mile trip with 3-5 stops, the time difference between a 60 mph and a 100 mph
top speed is minimal and not relevant.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
Travel times on I-10 are expected to lengthen considerably in
the future to well over 3 hours. The train serves as an
alternative and a complement to I-10 and would allow riders
to make the trip in less time (about 90 minutes vs. 3 hours by
auto) without experiencing congestion. Speed is an element
of ensuring ridership because people want to travel quickly.
That was evident in our surveys over the course of the study.
Considering the overall estimated costs, projected ridership,
agency and public input, and potential environmental
impacts associated with implementing passenger rail within
in the corridor alternatives, a passenger rail system within
the Yellow Corridor Alternative is considered to be more cost
efficient and a better performing passenger rail system
compared to the other alternatives.

10/28/15 John Maynard

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
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Response

is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Bettina Bickel

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development. Passenger
rail will provide a transportation option that is good for our economy and our environment.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Pat Kryzak

I like trains have used them on multiple trips. We need to improve rail services. We could use
some rail services in the west valley as well.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Leland Wilson

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.
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10/28/15 Kay Accordino

Response

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Eric Ossowski

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development. It is a good
step forward in the future for Arizona and the environment.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Ben Bethel

While I'm supportive of Phoenix to Tucson rail, it needs to be high-speed rail at 225mph or
greater. And | think our efforts are a bit misguided - we should be focusing on PHX to Yuma to
Palm Springs to San Bernardino high-speed rail, as this would then connect with California's
high-speed rail system due for completion in 2022...

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
The technology for this project has not been defined. The
assumption used was for 125 mph, but it would be possible
to operate at a higher speed under the right conditions.
Higher speeds would also most likely require electrification,
which requires a substantial additional investment. That
evaluation would be addressed before a final subsequent
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environmental document is completed.

Regarding destinations outside of the Tucson to Phoenix
corridor, the Southwest Multi-State Rail Planning Study
completed by the Federal Railroad Administration looked, at
a very high level, at the possibilities of a high-speed rail
service linking the main Arizona metro areas with
destinations in California and Nevada. That report is available
on the FRA website at
https://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L17109.

10/28/15 Francis Copple

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

In fact | would love to see not only rail service between Phoenix and Tucson but also between
Phoenix and Las Vegas as part of a Nationwide high-speed rail system. In 1967 | wrote a paper
advocating high-speed rail as a Junior in Engineering at the University of lowa. My dream then
as now is to be able to cross our country on high-speed rail. However, at the twilight of my
years | do not think that | will live long enough to see this happen.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service. The federal
government has evaluated the connections between Phoenix
and California and Nevada and found them to be beneficial to
travel within Arizona. No specific plans are yet under
development.

10/28/15 Barbara Thompson

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
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~ full advantage of the availability of the service.
Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.
10/28/15 John Oehler

We travel to the Phoenix area at least once a month, frequently more often. Train travel to
and from Phoenix would be much safer & more convenient for us than automobile travel.
Linking Tucson to Phoenix with passenger rail would be an important step in improving
Arizona's transportation system, not only for regular visitors like ourselves, but for tourism &
the overall economy as well. Please keep going with this plan.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Margaret Newman

Gasoline taxes do not currently pay for all the costs of building and maintaining our roadways.
They require additional revenue from other sources, either sales or property taxes. Yes,
passenger rail between may require a taxpayer subsidy, but it would be money well spent. By
taking traffic off the roads and highways, it would reduce wear and tear and delay the need for
repair and expansion.

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development. In other
words, "Get on board!"

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Funding for the passenger rail project has not yet been
identified, but the project is likely to occur in phases and seek
funding from multiple sources, both private and public.

10/28/15 Steve Foss

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
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full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Michael and Roseanne

Haboush

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Bret Fanshaw

Thanks for moving forward on a passenger rail line between Phoenix and Tucson.

This rail system is sorely needed. Traffic on the I-10 between these cities is often congested
and dangerous.

| spent three weeks on the east coast in September and was able to travel hundreds of miles
easily between New York City, Syracuse and Boston by train.

I was not alone - thousands of people use similar systems every day to commute and see
friends and family. Those trends would be reflected by Arizonans here as well if we were given
options like a passenger train.

I would also recommend that you explore solarizing the train, so that it takes advantage of our
massive solar energy potential and reflects the renewable energy future that | and many
others desire in order to protect our environment.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
No technology has been proposed or selected in the EIS
though relatively conservative assumptions have been made
about the performance of a future system to forecast
ridership and estimate costs. In a next phase, including a
subsequent NEPA study along with the supporting analyses, a
technology would be evaluated based on the best fit for the
corridor and in consideration of costs and ridership potential.
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10/28/15

Commenter

David Moore

Response

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Barbara Acker

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Barbara Warren

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
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is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Dorothy Motheral

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Serena Unrein

Thank you for moving forward with Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail. | strongly urge you to
continue to move this forward and find the funding to make passenger rail a reality.

As someone who frequently travels between Arizona's two largest cities for work and personal
reasons, | would welcome and use the passenger rail option. Being able to take a train instead
of driving would allow me to increase my productivity during travel and make more trips to
Tucson for work.

We need to be providing more transportation options like Phoenix-Tucson rail because that's
what our economy needs. More and more, people want to live in places that allow them to
take modes of transportation other than driving. Tourists want to be able to get around
without needing to rent a car.

Our health depends on expanded transportation options, too. Reducing the number of cars on
the road will improve air quality, and hopefully, allow more Arizonans to live without asthma
and lung disease.

Finally, please be sure that you connect passenger rail with existing and future transit in both
Phoenix and Tucson.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.

10/28/15 Jared Vogel

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
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for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Alberta Johnson

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Jodi Bonney

Transportation studies in Arizona predict a great increase in population and travel within the
state. | believe it is important to create a well functioning Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail
service linking the two major Arizona cities, and provide connection with existing and future
transit services between the cities and within each city to desired destinations. Having fewer
cars on the roads will be safer and more convenient, if the transit services are planned and
created well. Please keep on track with Phoenix-Tucson Passenger Rail! Thanks for your
consideration.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.
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10/28/15

Commenter

Kenneth Magel

Response

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Eve Shapiro

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Greg Nemeth

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent

EE—
Final Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement

Public Comments on the Draft Tier 1 EIS -119




Public Comment Resolution Appendix
I E————————

Date Submitted Commenter Affiliation

Response

is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Tylan Watkins

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
consideration for this effort.

10/28/15 Louis Edwards

Keep moving forward with Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail, and make that rail tap into the
Amtrak rail that goes via Benson. Preferably with a spur to Sierra Vista.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
A connection to Sierra Vista could be a part of a future study
if there is enough support for the service.

10/28/15 Tom Broderick

Transportation trends in Arizona point to an increase in public transit. Therefore, it is
important to ensure Phoenix-Tucson passenger rail connects with existing and future transit
services and that passenger rail can be a catalyst for transit-oriented development.

Thank you for your comment and participation in this study.
There is a clear recognition that a successful passenger rail
service would depend on the quality of the local
transportation system near the stations. The Alternatives
Analysis developed a detailed community readiness program
for each potential station location along the route that
considered transportation options and land uses. The intent
is to ensure that each community is prepared and can take
full advantage of the availability of the service.

Transit-oriented development was an important
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