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LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project

Denise Crockett <dcrockett22@msn.com> Thu, May 9, 2019 at 10:44 PM
To: "comments@Igaaccesseis.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Dear Mr Andrew Brooks:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project. As a long term
resident of Jamaica, NY, residing along the Grand Central Parkway, | do believe that there is a great need for these
proposed improvements.

Connecting the LaGuardia Airport to the LIRR and NYCT No. 7 Line is a great idea, but it does not go far enough! Both
of these proposed connections are Manhattan centric, that is supporting more ridership between the Airport and the City.
This does absolutely nothing to relieve or ease local traffic congestion we experience in Queens on the Long Island
Expressway and the Grand Central Parkway with inbound and outbound Long Island traffic. It also does not reduce
heavy traffic congestion on the Van Wyck Expressway between JKF and LaGuardia. It would be helpful if the proposed
plan included plans to extend the Airtrain light rail service Train which ends at the Jamaica LIRR Station to LaGuardia
Airport with a stop at the NYCT No 7 Line.

Having lived here for over 40 years and having travelled extensively on business out of both airports, | believe that
extending the Airtrain from the Jamaica Station to LaGuardia Airport would be a tremendous improvement and provide
many more benefits for the greater NYC area. People traveling from Long Island can take the train to the plane!
Sincerely,

Denise Crockett

164-20 Grand Central Parkway

Jamaica, NY 11432

Sent from my iPad
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LaGuardia Airport Airport Access Improvement Project

Derek Sokolowski <dsokolowski@jjay.cuny.edu> Mon, May 20, 2019 at 3:39 PM
To: "comments@Igaaccesseis.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

To Whom It May Concern:

My name is Derek Sokolowski and | am writing this email to send some comments to the Port Authority
regarding the people mover plan between LaGuardia Airport and Willet Points-Citified.

| would like to say that this idea of having the station originate at the Mets-Willets Point stop on the Long
Island Railroad is a terrible idea for the following reasons:

1. The stop is not on the main line of the LIRR. Surely the origin of the people mover should be located
at a major artery of the LIRR as well as the MTA Subway. | propose the Woodside Station. It has the
right of way as it can travel on the LIRR tracks, onto the BQE and follow the road to Laguardia Airport
with minimum environmental impact

2. Anyone travelling from Long Island or any points east of the Main-Line Woodside station would have
an issue having to switch between trains either at Woodside or travel into Penn Station/Grand
Central. Therefore., starting the people mover from Woodside would save time for everyone without
needing to switch between trains (especially for those with Accessibility issues).

3. The people mover station would be crowded on Game Days at the Citifield Stadium and during the
US Open.

4. There is an issue with the construction of the people mover to go around the 7 train tracks.

5. Not enough bus to people mover connections will be present. Local busses should have it easier to
transfer into the station.

Thank you for your time to read through the comments.

Sincerely,

Derek Sokolowski

Assistant Coordinator — PRISM Jr. Scholars Program

Programs for Research Initiatives in Science and Math (PRISM)

Adjunct Lecturer — Biology & Biochemistry — John Jay College of Criminal Justice

524 West 59t Street Room 5.61.00 NB New York, NY 10019


https://maps.google.com/?q=524+West+59&entry=gmail&source=g
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, May 22, 2019 at 3:14 PM
Reply-To: wrcoppock@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Wayne Coppock

Email: wrcoppock@gmail.com

Organization: None

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Please extend the NW subway line instead of another air train

Formal Comment: Please do not build another air train. It's a wasteful and inefficient use of public funds. Extending the
NW line from Astoria to LGA is a far better idea that will result in a one seat ride for many visitors and actually integrate
into the subway system properly instead of the awful airtrain setup.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:wrcoppock@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Hello, regarding the LaGuardia proposal connection

g mc 3 <georgemc5@yahoo.com> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 2:19 PM
To: "comments@Igaaccesseis.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Hello,

My name is George McCook and I've been a daily rider of the 7 train for over 15 years.

When | heard that the powers that be are considering utilizing the 7 subway line to connect to LaGuardia, a small panic
rang out in my head.

First of all, the 7 train line is one of the most crowded lines in the system. During rush hour, there is hardly any room.
Second, the train also has a tendency to break down and that could affect people attempting to catch a flight.

Thirdly, the connection at 74th/Roosevelt already has a bus that goes to LaGuardia Airport.

Lastly, with all the development in LIC, there will be even more people riding the 7 train in the near future, further straining

that line's ability to fit everyone.

My proposal: Why not use the N/W line to Astoria and extend towards LaGuardia? There is so much more room on the
N/W going towards Astoria since they have the new model trains and there are simply less total train riders on that line
than the 7 train. Plus there is room on 20th Ave to connect Astoria to LaGuardia.

| feel very strongly about this issue and if you'd like to chat any more, please let me know.

Thank you very much,

George McCook
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 5:36 PM
Reply-To: dgerson@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: David Gerson

Email: dgerson@hotmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 166-08 73 Ave

Address 2:

City: Fresh Meadows

State: NY

Zip: 11366

Comment Topic: Opposed to current plan

Formal Comment: | oppose the current plan for the following reasons:

-the Willets Point terminal would utilize either the 7 train or the LIRR Manhasset line limiting access to a small subset of
Long Island passengers

-the 7 line is an outdoor, elevated train with chronic service problems and difficulty dealing with adverse weather
conditions.

-the LIRR Manhasset line bypasses the Jamaica terminal limiting access to a small portion of Long Island residents.
-this plan does not provide any means of passenger or employees from moving between LGA and JFK airports.

| believe a better option would be to direct the LGA AirTrain to the existing terminal at Jamaica. This provides many
benefits, inckudibg:

-utilizing the E and J subways that are more reliable and less subject to weather disturbances.

-accessing the existing Jamaica terminal allows access to the vast majority of Long Island residents

-provides a tradeoff between the additional cost of a longer route with the savings of utilizing existing infrastructure.
-provides a means of passengers and employees to travel between LGA and JFK airports alliwing passengers additional
options when booking flights.

| believe the net benefits from this proposal more than offsets the additional cosr of a longer route from LGA.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:dgerson@hotmail.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=166-08+73+Ave&entry=gmail&source=g
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 9:10 PM
Reply-To: rosique5@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Julio Rosique

Email: rosique5@aol.com

Organization: Ditmars Blvd. Block Association
Address 1: 106-65 Ditmars Blvd

Address 2:

City: East ElImhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: AirTrain

Formal Comment: My concern is about the vibration of the train is going to affect the foundation of the home and make it
dangerous to live in and possibly lower the value of the home. The noise from the construction as well as the noise from
the train will be added to what is already going on.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:rosique5@aol.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=106-65+Ditmars+Blvd&entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 9:13 PM
Reply-To: fesstense7@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Mark Jenkins

Email: fesstense7@aol.com

Organization: Ditmars Blvd. Block Association
Address 1: 106-36 Ditmars Blvd.

Address 2:

City: East Elmhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: AirTrain

Formal Comment: | believe that a better alternative will be a ferry service or a designated bus service. Having to go past
the airport to Willets Point and back to the airport doesn't make any sense.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:fesstense7@aol.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=106-36+Ditmars+Blvd&entry=gmail&source=g
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 9:16 PM
Reply-To: junettasmith1@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Junetta Smith

Email: junettasmith1@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: The AirTram would be an obstruction and | object to it be built. There would be an excess of land and
noise pollution and the solar powered battery is not a surefire way to eliminate pollution. Please provide statistics and
study for comparison before beginning construction.

[Quoted text hidden]


mailto:junettasmith1@gmail.com
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 9:20 PM
Reply-To: elbita1102@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Elba Bendia

Email: elbita1102@yahoo.com

Organization: Ditmars Blvd. Block Association
Address 1: 109-18 Ditmars Blvd.

Address 2:

City: East Elmhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: AirTrain

Formal Comment: My son lives on the opposite side of me facing the bay, the problem he now faces is the view that the
bay faces.

This AirTrain is not going to do the neighborhood any good, it is catering to the travelers, not the people of the
neighborhood. The traffic problem and air quality are already bad so more construction adding to it is counterintuitive.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:elbita1102@yahoo.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=109-18+Ditmars+Blvd&entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 9:23 PM
Reply-To: gregoryd1952@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: Gregory Campbell
Email: gregoryd1952@gmail.com
Organization:
Address 1:
Address 2:
City:
State:
Zip:
Comment Topic:
Formal Comment: The construction of the AirTram is going to completely disrupt the neighborhood and the
environmental state of the area. | believe there can be a better route for the Tram that won't affect Ditmars blvd and its

people. Alternate routes are available and would be more beneficial for the neighboorhood and airport. Like the N train
and other buses going into the airport.

The excessive building of the airport and Airtram is unacceptable. | believe that the FAA needs to compensate people on
Ditmars blvd in some way in order to repair damages and excess pollution.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:gregoryd1952@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 9:23 PM
Reply-To: stevenfoster080651@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Steven Foster

Email: stevenfoster080651@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: The AirTram would block the view in my backyard. There is so much going on with the boulevard,
parkway, and airport there is too much traffic and sound pollution the AirTram would be more of an obstruction than
benefit. There is no guarantee transportation would be better; look at VanWyck AirTram.

Also where would they put it? There is so much ambiguity regarding location and size and solar panels.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:stevenfoster080651@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 9:24 PM
Reply-To: Claudetteh035@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Claudette Pegus

Email: Claudetteh035@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | don't want the AirTram when alternate routes can be considered like: ferries, additional trains and
buses to supplement existing transportation. Especially consider the Ferry. The Queens Marina waterway could become a
central hub for Burrough transportation.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 23, 2019 at 9:25 PM
Reply-To: maxlarcher@popmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Maxine Archer

Email: maxlarcher@popmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | have the following suggestions:

They should expand the routes of the Q 23 and Q48 to go into the airport at 102nd street entrance and come out by the
94th street exit. To get people for Manhattan to use the E, F, or 7 train because there. The 48 in Flushing could run
straight down and enter at the 102nd entrance and pick and drop off at the 94th exit.

Creating the Air Tram not answer, consider other possible methods like a ferry from Manhattan. Building a ferry would
increase the popularity of the Marina and improve clean up efforts; plus a Marina renovation would decrease littering and
fishing that harms the marine animal.

Also, Kennedy Airport is full of young employees using the AirTram not Manhattan locals. The big terminals in Jamaica
where the AirTram stop is good for the area but we lack that and only have bus and train stations should be taken
advantage of and coudld be cheaper and more environmentally friendly.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:maxlarcher@popmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00014

L]
G m ' | LGA Comments <comments@Ilgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info>
Reply-To: franktaylor9@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Frank Taylor

Email: franktaylor9@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: DO NOT BUILD.

-FRANK

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)

Thu, May 23, 2019 at 9:27 PM


mailto:franktaylor9@aol.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, May 24, 2019 at 12:54 PM
Reply-To: nygullahgeechee@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Charles Boyer

Email: nygullahgeechee@gmail.com
Organization: Ordinary Citizen

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Corona

State: New York

Zip: 11368

Comment Topic: Pro Willets Point Point Air Train

Formal Comment: La Guardia Airport is an integral part of the East EImhurst Corona Jackson Heights community. The
construction of the AIR TRAIN at Willets Point MTA 7 Line Subway and LIRR is a necessary natural progression for New
Yorkers and visitors who are alive today and for future generations not yet born. This is the Port Authority of New York
and New Jersey’s preferred project for the La Guardia Airport Access Improvement. The choice of Willets Point for the
transfer station for the Air Train was logical and has less of a community impact than anywhere else. The distance is
shorter and public land will be used. God Bless Vice President Joe Biden and Governor Andrew Cuomo and La Guardia
Airport for placing this transportation resource in our community.

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey made an analysis of many alternatives and found that the Willets Point
station to LGA Air Train was best for adding a new route. | agree. This community has welcomed Mets fans and USTA
fans for many years. We are friendly and welcoming.

The Federal Aviation Administration Environmental Impact Statement must be carried out to satisfy Executive Order
13807 ( One Federal Decision ) in compliance with the National Environmental Protection Act and regulations from the
Council on Environmental Quality and if nothing is found that would hinder the construction of the AIR TRAIN, then |
cannot wait to see it rise over our area for its many passengers.

The American Indians had this land and Dutch and English settlers with their African slaves lived here too. Part of the
American Revolution was carried out in Flushing Creek. The Air Train must not be any more toxic than the Subway trains
that are ridden or walked under. If Flushing Bay is polluted, it was polluted long before the Air Train came. JFK and
Newark Airports both have AIR TRAINS. Many airports around the world have light rail access. LGA needs the Willets
Point Air Train. It cannot block anyone’s view of LGA because the Air Train is part of the airport. It would be hypocritical
for anyone in this community who has gone anywhere else and ridden on any train to turn around and say “Not In My
Back Yard”. We are one New York and one America. The Promenade will be enhanced. | have lived here all my life and
that promenade is part of my earliest memories.

My paternal line goes back to the Virginia Colony. Four hundred years ago the first Africans came to the British American
Colony 1619 — 2019. My mothers line came out of the South Carolina Colony. These Africans were enslaved by the
French, English, Irish, Germans, and Sephardic Jews My father’s ancestors followed the North Star and found freedom
on the Underground Railroad. Hopefully, God will allow this community to view an elevated AIR TRAIN above us. La
Guardia Airport has a positive impact on its neighbors.

| was born in New York City. The USA is a nation of progress and innovation. A New La Guardia Airport with the Air Train
is a symbol of that progress. Yes We Can Make America Great Again. God Bless America.

PLEASE, BUILD THE AIR TRAIN AS SOON AND AS FAST AS YOU CAN. START THIS YEAR 2019 IF POSSIBLE


mailto:nygullahgeechee@gmail.com

PC00015

Thank You.
Charles Boyer,
11368, NYC

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Air train to the 7

John Zrinzo <yazahx@aol.com> Sat, May 25, 2019 at 6:19 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Hi
I'm not sure if I'm emailing the right address. But | have concerns about the proposed air train to the 7. | feel that in order
for this to work we need to change the infrastructure of the 7 AND change the price structure of the LIRR.

The 7 did just receive modified rolling stock and new R188s in it's fleet, but the IRT lines are not known for space. We
need open gangway train cars to help reduce crowding. Right now NYC laws prohibit moving between cars. If the card
were open gangway people would be able to move about the train easier with their bags.

| also believe that the LIRR should adjust the price of a ticket within the city zones to help spread out the people who can
choose between the subway or the LIRR.

If these 2 things are not done, | do not support the air train to the 7. The 7 is busy as it is, and with the impending railyard
project that's even more people who will ride the already packed 7.

John
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 2:07 AM
Reply-To: yazahx@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: John Zrinzo
Email: yazahx@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:
Formal Comment: Hi

| have concerns about the proposed air train to the 7. | feel that in order for this to work we need to change the

infrastructure of the 7 AND change the price structure of the LIRR.

The 7 did just receive modified rolling stock and new R188s in it's fleet, but the IRT lines are not known for space. We
need open gangway train cars to help reduce crowding. Right now NYC laws prohibit moving between cars. If the cars
were open gangway people would be able to move about the train easier with their bags.

| also believe that the LIRR should adjust the price of a ticket within the city zones to help spread out the people who can
choose between the subway or the LIRR.

If these 2 things are not done, | do not support the air train to the 7. The 7 is busy as it is, and with the impending railyard
project that's even more people who will ride the already packed 7.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:yazahx@aol.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Support for LaGuardia Air Train

Chris Talbert <nyctalbert@gmail.com> Wed, May 29, 2019 at 7:18 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

I have lived in Queens for 21 years and have traveled extensively to both JFK and LaGuardia airports. It
has been very useful to have the option to travel to JFK via the 7 train and the connecting AirTrain, and it
would be even more convenient and economical to have that same option to access the new and improved
LaGuardia airport.

Most large cities around the world have public transportation connections to their airports and it is beyond
time that we in NYC provide that option for LaGuardia.

I am pleased to learn that takings of private property /land would not be necessary, which is all the more
reason that this transportation project should be undertaken. It will save time and money, and equally
important it would reduce traffic congestion and thus would be great for the environment.

I fully support this project.

Chris Talbert
Long Island City NY



PC00018

L]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Air Train LGA and JFK

MC <nyrmetros@yahoo.com> Thu, May 30, 2019 at 1:42 AM
Reply-To: "nyrmetros@yahoo.com" <nyrmetros@yahoo.com>
To: "comments@lgaaccesseis.com" <comments@Ilgaaccesseis.com>

Are there plans to connect the LGA Airtrain with the JFK Airtrain to create one unified system? The Airtrain should still
stop at Lirr / 7 complex before continuing to connect at Jamaica to the rest of the system. | just don't see the sense of
building a second Airtrain and not connecting the two systems. Thank you for your time and Have a good day.

Mathew

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android


https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature
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LGA Train - Comment

Kelly Goldthorpe <kellygoldthorpe@gmail.com> Thu, May 30, 2019 at 6:29 AM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Hello,

| saw the coverage around the Airtrain proposal on Streetsblog, including the staggering statistic that 90% of fliers arrive
via car. I'm not surprised, but | am still shocked.

I moved to NYC from Chicago, where the blue line runs direct to city center and you can count on suitcases every time
you step on.

| am very supportive of any initiative that makes travel to LGA more sustainable and reduces the vehicle miles traveled to
get there. As we get "a whole new LGA" with the remodel, it would be an embarrassing oversight to not add better public
transit connections. I'd rather have the train than taller ceilings and a shiny Shake Shack!

| hope the team does their due diligence to build this in a thoughtful way, but want to be sure that this doesn't get (pardon
the pun) railroaded by NIMBYS. Better options are crucial both for sustainability and equity perspectives.

Thank you for the work you are doing.
Best,
Kelly Goldthorpe

Brooklyn, NY
773.217.2333
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An overlooked opportunity

mozartk622@aol.com <mozartk622@aol.com> Thu, May 30, 2019 at 11:02 AM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

To whom it may concern:

It amazes me that in all the discussion of a rail connection to LaGuardia Airport, | have never seen any mention of
extending the JKF airtrain to LaGuardia. It could continue right down the median of the Van Wyck Expressway and switch
over to the median of the the Grand Central Parkway at the Kew Gardens interchange.

Voila, a seamless transfer between the two airports, eliminating hundreds of daily car rides.

Robert Newell
Forest Hills NY
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LGA Air train

Jonathan Meneses <jonm898@gmail.com> Thu, May 30, 2019 at 12:51 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

This project is silly.

Connects LGA to Mets-Willets point?

Why not invest and have it connect to Jamaica to be a REAL and true central hub.
You could link both airports through it..

Who does this benefit?

Certainly not Long Island unless you want me to take the train, transfer at Jamaica, transfer at woodside and transfer at
mets willets point... all with a luggage.

This project is silly.
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, May 30, 2019 at 9:49 PM
Reply-To: Eriktlindstrom@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Erik Lindstrom

Email: Eriktlindstrom@yahoo.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Concerned about impact to parkland and train congestion

Formal Comment: | am a father of three elementary-aged children. We often ride our bikes on the Flushing Bay
Promenade. There are very few green spaces in Jackson Heights, and this is one of the only places that | feel
comfortable letting my children freely ride their bicycles. | am very concerned that the proposed Air Train could hinder our
access to this vital green space. The construction and operation of this train would cause a lot of noise and disturbance
which would significantly diminish the quality of this park, potentially even closing all access.

Additionally, as a daily straphanger on the 7 line, | am also concerned about the human impacts of the Air Train. Adding
thousands of people, plus their baggage, on this already-overcrowded line does not seem like a wise solution. The
existing Q70 bus route already gets travelers to LGA quicker, with much less environmental impact, and also spread out
the travelers over 5 different subway lines at 74th Street-Broadway, instead of funneling all the travelers to just the 7 train,
all the way at Willets Point. The currently-proposed Air Train does not make sense for most people in Manhattan,
Queens, or any of the other boroughs, as a taxi (or the current Q70 bus) would be faster and not involve the backtracking
from Willets Point. | worry that with this current proposal we will end up with a train line that few people use, more 7 line
crowding, and more vehicular congestion as a taxi will be quicker and easier than this two-seat, backtracking plan.

If an airport train is desired, which | think is reasonable for a 21st-century airport, we should really work for a single-seat
solution, such as extending the N/W line, or building a new line up Northern Boulevard. This would create a solution that

would also help local residents with a better commute, while creating a single-seat ride which will be much more effective
at taking vehicular traffic off the road.

Thank you for your consideration.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Eriktlindstrom@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project -- AIRTRAIN LGA

Marta Elena Lebreton <elena6910@aol.com> Sat, Jun 1, 2019 at 12:31 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Good Afternoon,

My name is Marta Lebreton and | am a resident of North Corona living a few blocks away from where the Airtrain LGA
will begin at Willets Point Train Station. Let me also state that these comments are as an individual who has lived in
the community for a long time and | do not represent any organization or am | affiliation to any elected official.

As a long time resident in the community, | have seen many changes come to pass over the years.

This particular project is a bit disturbing as | see no need for such a project that is spending my hard earned dollars to
construct. Currently, there are ways to get to LGA that do not have to involve this Airtrain that will in no way benefit
anyone living in the surrounding communities. | take the Q48 Bus to LGA and that has worked for me. | know there
are other ways to get to LGA and they should be looked into. Ferry Service, more bus lines that directly go to each
terminal. This Airtrain will leave people having to get on a bus to the Marine Air Terminal for a flight as this Airtrain will
not go to the Marine Air Terminal, does not make sense if you are spending so much money but it is not a full service
Airtrain. The disruptions to the community which also have been felt by the renovating of LGA will continue and they
may also be possible displacement. From when the Airtrain leaves Willets Point it will go through communities and
above the "7" train at 90 feet above it, is that safe. The construction that will take place will disrupt these communities
that live from Willets Point to LGA as well as Citifield - The New York Mets, USTA, the project at the Willets Point Junk
Yards, the ongoing renovation of The Roosevelt Avenue Bridge.

Looking further, construction that is starting on Roosevelt Avenue between 108th Street & 111 Street as well as
Flushing Meadows Corona Park and the community in Downtown Flushing. | think that no one has really looked at the
big picture of impact and studied the current map of Queens for the surrounding areas.

| go to LGA and take the bus and | am seeing some construction that looks like the beginnings of an Airtrain and | am
told that it is for roads and that the construction of the Airtrain will start in 2020 with a lot of offsite construction and
then will be brought in. What | see does not look like any type of road but the pillars for the structure of an Airtrain.

Look at what happened when the JFK Monorail construction started and it affected all those homes along the Van
Wyck Expressway. Not sure how they feel now but is that Monorail used by people other than just the employees?

| strongly oppose this project for the following reasons:

- Waste of money that can be used for other projects that would benefit the community directly

- Who is using this - the person at 42nd Street - Grand Central and the person at 34th Street - Penn Station not the
local community

- Disruption before, during and after construction which leads to a question of safety issues

- Effect on the other venues in the area - Citifield, USTA, Willets Points Junk Yards, Downtown Flushing, Communities
on Roosevelt Avenue going to Northern Boulevard, Ditmars Boulevard and Astoria Boulevard

- What is the community getting back in return - nothing beneficial that | can see

- People will not use this in the community as it would be inconvenient to get on a subway with luggage to go to Willets
Point to then pay to get on an Airtrain that is 1.6 miles when there are other easier ways to get to LGA

- Environment Impact of this project as the current renovation of LGA has affected the community with homes
damaged, noise and air pollution

Thank you for your time and attention. | strongly say NO to an AIRTRAIN in my community.

Marta Lebreton

Resident

Tel. 917.951.5622

Email: elena6910@aol.com


mailto:elena6910@aol.com
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 1, 2019 at 10:27 PM
Reply-To: majg121@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: Marie Gayle
Email: majg121@gmail.com
Organization: Ditmars Blvd Block Association, Inc.
Address 1:
Address 2:
City:
State:
Zip:
Comment Topic:
Formal Comment: No Action Alternative.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:majg121@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Citizen comments for LG AirTrain

Eleanor Batchelder <eob@post.harvard.edu>
Reply-To: Eleanor Batchelder <eob@post.harvard.edu>
To: comments@]lgaaccesseis.com

E AirTrainB.pdf
18K

Sun, Jun 2, 2019 at 10:34 AM


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/3?ui=2&ik=aec9f55c89&view=att&th=16b189d61e01f393&attid=0.0&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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Some opinions and comments on the LGA Air Train proposal

As a member of the community, | would like to offer arguments against building
a subway/train extension to service LaGuardia Airport (LGA). | will contrast the
various subway/train proposals to a much simpler and cheaper plan: use the
current express bus route (as is or enhanced) from Roosevelt/74 subway station
to LGA.

Facts about the bus plan, and putative advantages over a new train:
» Frequent and fast service from Roos/74: Q7 LaGuardia Link SBS schedule.

Bus Q70 also stops at Woodside LIRR station. See Note on bus and train times
at end of paper.

 Direct access (using only one train line) from all over the city — five subway
lines come to Roos/74: #7 - midtown Manh, western and central Queens; E -
midtown & Lower Manh, eastern and western Queens; F - same as E, plus
Brooklyn (downtown and out to Coney Island); R - Qns & Manh similar to E, plus
western Brooklyn out to Bay Ridge; M - midtown Manh plus north and south
central Queens.

» Bus passengers can get off/on at three different LGA terminals — is this
planned for an LGA AirTrain?

» Very flexible — number of buses and their schedules can be modified
depending on expected traffic, or changes in traffic over time.

» Bus Q70 currently is free with just a single train fare (no surcharge). This is
likely to be cheaper for travelers than a newly built subway extension.
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» Practically no construction or installation expense. One might want to add a
couple of bus-only road lanes to speed it up even more.

» No waiting for construction to finish; continue existing service.

» No disruption of the neighborhood, or existing train services or Willets Point,
etc.

» Already tested; we know just how it works.

Comparison evaluation of proposed new train line:

» People love subways, and they trust that a train will be faster than any other
land option, sometimes despite contrary evidence. Buses have a poor image
compared to trains, unfortunately, even though they may be better in some
situations.

» Perhaps for the above reasons, funding for trains may be easier to obtain.

» The number of transfers between vehicles will be the same whether the leg
directly to or from the airport is a bus or a train, unless we can assume that the
new train will be a true extension of an existing route, with no change of train car
necessary.

Disadvantages of train option:

» Great expense and substantial disruption of community, waterfront, roads, etc.

» Uncertainty of expense and time for a new project; long planning period and
probable delays
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» Opposition of various segments of the population

Further comparisons to be made:

Note on trip times: The Queens Chronicle recently quoted Gov. Cuomo to say
“Iit is necessary to shorten the time between LGA and Manhattan to just over 20
minutes for those using the LIRR connection.” The current time for the LIRR
train from Penn Station to Mets-Willets (game days only) is 16 minutes, leaving
4 minutes for a transfer to another train and travel to LGA. The current time
from Port Authority (E) or Grand Central (7 train) to 74/Bway is 21-22 mins by
the schedule, and we can add another 10-15 mins for the current bus leg; total
31-37 mins.

Currently travelers have to get an SBS ticket when they transfer from train to
bus at Roosevelt (and Woodside). This must be especially difficult for out-of-
town people who don’t know this ticketing system. We should look for another
way of facilitating/documenting transfers from subway to bus to make their trip a
little smoother, and shorter.

We may wonder why it is “necessary” to shorten the trip for LIRR riders, and
whether this an appropriate goal? The current scheduled trip from Penn Station
to LGA by LIRR and Q70 bus connection at Woodside, on a Wednesday about
5 pm (according to Google Maps), will take 39 minutes, including 6 mins waiting
for the next bus and not including 3 minutes walk from the bus stop to Terminal
B.
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How many people will use the LGA Air Train?

| couldn’t get stats on how passengers arrive at JFK by various methods (cab,
personal car, AirTrain, bus, etc.) (a site called statista.com claimed to have
these for premium users ($)). Also | guess it’s not possible for PA to know
which AirTrain fare-paying passengers are air travelers vs. just-looking or
people coming to see others off, etc. In 2018, JFK revenue air passengers were
61.9 million, with 8.2 million riding the Air Train there = 13%. In comparison,
there were 3.592 million cars paying for parking (5.8%) and 2.584 million taxi
trips (4.2%)).

At LGA in 2018, there were 30.1 million revenue air passengers, 2.6
million taxi trips (8%) and 250,000 parked cars (0.8%). (All these numbers are
from www.panynj.gov/airports/pdf-traffic/JFK_DEC 2018.pdf and ...
[same]..LGA ...) Itis difficult to project future numbers for LGA from the JFK
experience, as there are many significantly different factors.

Eleanor Batchelder
eob@post.harvard.edu
May 27, 2019
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Future Expansion of LGA Air Train

Frank Keryc <fkeryc@gmail.com> Sun, Jun 2, 2019 at 6:14 PM
To: "comments@Igaaccesseis.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Hi
After the LGA Air Train is built, there should be some future expansion.

1) There should be another LGA Air Train terminal at Woodside LIRR with an elevated tracks above the LIRR that meets
up with the line at the Grand Central Parkway. If I'm coming from Long Island, | may have to transfer at Jamaica for a train
to Woodside then transfer at Woodside for a train to Citi Field. It would be great to just get the Air Train at Woodside.

2) It would be great if the LGA Air Train extended into Manhattan and connect to the 4/5/6 Subway and/or into the Bronx
(Yankee Stadium). It would be great to park at Douglaston or Citi Field and take the Air Train to Yankee Stadium.
Obviously it would help northern suburbs to just transfer at Yankee Stadium to go to LGA and bypass going into
Manhattan from Grand Central to Penn or Grand Central to Woodside.

So when the Air Train is being built maybe keep this in mind and plans may need to be altered especially the LGA
terminal so it can allow tracks to be built passed that terminal.

Thanks
Frank
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 2, 2019 at 8:34 PM
Reply-To: Pdalmasy@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Peter Dalmasy

Email: Pdalmasy@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 368 Carlton Ave

Address 2: 4

City: Brooklyn

State: NY

Zip: 11238

Comment Topic: LaGuardia AirTrain

Formal Comment: | am frustrated that so many metro NYC residents and tourists currently pay for the JFK AirTrain.
Living in and visiting New York are already expensive enough. Getting to LaGuardia should be $2.75. Both of Chicago’s
airports are accessible via the CTA for under $3. The $2.75 price of the subway will encourage use of the MTA to arrive at

LaGuardia and more cars will be taken off the road. Please do not burden New Yorkers and other tourists with the
AirTrain. Extend the subway instead.

Thanks,
Peter

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Pdalmasy@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/368+Carlton+Ave?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 2, 2019 at 9:41 PM
Reply-To: Alstuart54@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Allan Stuart

Email: Alstuart54@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Air train

Formal Comment: Going east on an air train to get on a crowded 7 train going west makes no sense. Why make
travelers go in the opposite direction of their destination which is most likely Manhattan.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Alstuart54@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 2, 2019 at 9:52 PM
Reply-To: graanan315@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Raanan Geberer

Email: graanan315@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1: 315 8th Ave. Apt. 4B
Address 2:

City: New York

State: NY

Zip: 10001

Comment Topic: Alr Train LaGuardia

Formal Comment: | still say the N train extension to LaGuardia would be a better idea. The N train was built to be
extended.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:graanan315@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/315+8th+Ave.+Apt.+4B?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Air Train at Willets issues

A. Alberts <hanzealberts@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 10:33 AM

To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

From my experience with the huge amount of travelers pouring into the 74th Street/ Roosevelt Av-Jackson Heights
station, the travelers all have giant luggage that they cannot get thru the regular subway turnstiles. This will have to be
addressed. Rush hour commuters cannot pile up waiting for these people to get through.

They should also, perhaps, be required to use elevators. They block the stairways and | see a dangerous situation
brewing, especially having gotten "bumped" more than once with pulley luggage that speedy walkers don't take care to
check for clearance as they race through the station.

I'm sure many will be bringing up issues of capacity. Now why was the plan shifted to the most crowded, decrepit line in
the entire system? Instead of the less crowded, renovated N/W line?
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AirTrain: Willets Point Interchange

Edward DiSpaltro <edispaltro@mac.com> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 1:12 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Hi,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. As a frequent user of LGA, | think a good rail option from the
existing MTA network is 100% essential. The 30 minute target is critical for the service to be useful, and train changes
should be minimized. | understand the appeal of using Willets Point, but would also like to see a study on the feasibility of
a direct link to spare travelers the uncertainty of connections and the need to haul luggage through congested train

stations, especially during baseball season.
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Access with The N Train

Pete Stubben <pjsfutures@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 1:19 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Like NYC, Chicago has two airports and their CTA Subway System serves both airports seamlessly.

Certainly LaGuardia airport, within the boro of Queens and The City of New York, should also be directly & seamlessly
linked to the city's rapid transit network and so | suggest (a) extending The Astoria line directly to LaGuardia Airport
and (b) extending The NYC Ferry network, as well, to LaGuardia.

U know, it's not like LaGuardia is in a far off suburb like Denver's new airport --- there is an awesome convenience
factor of having LGA situated within the city and sooo close to Manhattan.

So | suggest you capitalize on NY's strengths --- LINK her subway system (& Ferry Network) to her Queens airport.
Thank You...PJS

Pete Stubben
415 Beach 139
Rockaway, NY 11694

Pete Stubben
561.843.6052


https://www.google.com/maps/search/415+Beach+139+Rockaway,+NY%C2%A0+11694?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/415+Beach+139+Rockaway,+NY%C2%A0+11694?entry=gmail&source=g
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Air Train Service to LaGuardia Airport

Ken Buettner <kjbuettner@yorkscaffold.com> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 1:54 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Cc: Ken Buettner <kjbuettner@yorkscaffold.com>

Ladies and Gentlemen,

Unfortunately, my schedule does not permit me to make my comments at the public scoping meetings this week, so | am
offering them to you via this email.

In the 1940’s when Fiorello LaGuardia pushed for construction of what later became LaGuardia Airport, New York City
took a giant leap into future, showing other cities how travelers should enter and depart from a great American city. |
remember being in awe in the 1960’s as | watched construction of the airport’s Central Terminal Building, of new
highways, of the Throgs Neck and Verrazano Bridges and of the World’s Fair. Our forebears knew the value of putting
their faith into the future, and we were the beneficiaries of that faith.

The sad story of the subsequent decline of LaGuardia is well known, and there is no need for me to repeat it. What does
need to be said is that we are, once again, putting our faith in the future for us and for those who follow behind us. When
completed, the ongoing LaGuardia reconstruction project will return a well-deserved pride to New York City that we knew
in the past.

An important part of that future is the AirTrain. There are those who say that the new airport roadway system will
accommodate the future car and taxi and express bus traffic. The improvements will help, but those cars and taxis and
busses will still have to deal with weather issues, and other ground-related problems, even as the airport passenger
headcount rises.

An AirTrain, with a dedicated right-of-way, that connects to the #7 Subway and Port Washington LIRR lines will guarantee
smooth transportation to the airport for both travelers and those who work at the airport. New York City will, once again,
be looking to the future.

We, whose businesses are based in Queens will benefit by the removal of thousands of cars from our local roads, and the
congestion and air pollution that goes with them.

The transfer station at Willets Point Boulevard needs careful consideration. A proper design can make using the AirTrain
easy and time-saving, providing a reward for those who will use it. The recent promise of Port Authority funding to help
construct the transfer station was an important announcement of support.

In closing, | urge that this important opportunity be seized NOW, to continue the full and proper reconstruction of
LaGuardia Airport.

Regards,
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KerwnetivJ. Buettner

President

Scaffold Equipment Corp.
37-20 Twelfth Street

Long Island City, NY 11101
718-784-6666 (phone)
718-482-9016 (fax)

www.yorkscaffold.com

YORK

Virus-free. www.avast.com


http://www.yorkscaffold.com/
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=icon
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=link
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flushing creek

Eddie Abrams <eddieabrams137@gmail.com>
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

flushing creek

Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 2:56 PM
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process

Rebecca Pryor <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 10:18 AM
Reply-To: Rebecca Pryor <rebeccabpryor@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose unjust community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Rebecca Pryor

782 Nostrand Ave # 2
Brooklyn, NY 11216-4224
(202) 460-2065
rebeccabpryor@gmail.com


mailto:rebeccabpryor@gmail.com
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 3:58 AM
Reply-To: chemwhiz63-mail@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Joel Blatt

Email: chemwhiz63-mail@yahoo.com

Organization:

Address 1: 2149 Junction Ave, Unit 7

Address 2:

City: Mountain View

State: CA

Zip: 94043

Comment Topic: Formal Comment on LGA Access

Formal Comment: It's about time for NYC to have the subway connect directly to one of its airports. Other major cities
(San Francisco, London, Frankfurt, Dusseldorf, etc.) have it and it's way past due. The direct connection to Manhattan will
more than make up for the somewhat slower subway service. Changing trains (and especially transit systems) with
baggage is a real bummer for travelers. | always hate having to haul my (and my wife’s!) luggage through crowded
stations, including up and down stairs, to get to where we’re going. The subway service from JFK suffers from this
problem both at the airport, itself, and at the transfer point from the Airtrain to the subway. A single train with service to

Manhattan (direct from LGA with no intervening service) would alleviate much of that hassle. The N train seems like a
good idea since it has access to much of midtown as well as other boroughs.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:chemwhiz63-mail@yahoo.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2149+Junction+Ave,+Unit+7?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 11:24 AM
Reply-To: 1028psullivan@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Patricia Sullivan

Email: 1028psullivan@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 368 Carlton Ave
Address 2: Apt 4

City: Brooklyn

State: NEW YORK

Zip: 11238

Comment Topic: No AirTrain

Formal Comment: The construction of an AirTrain line in Queens will not only be destructive and disruptive to the
communities surrounding the proposed site, the actual service (if completed) will be completely inefficient as a way to
transport travelers to and from LaGuardia Airport.

First, a couple of notes about efficiency: the proposed AirTrain route will take travelers further into Queens (in the
opposite direction from Manhattan), and will rely on already congested routes (the Port Washington Long Island Railroad
line and the MTA 7 train) to complete the journey to Manhattan. People hoping to ride the 7 train during rush hour often
have to wait for completely packed trains to pass before they can even board - adding airport passengers will only
exacerbate this overcrowding. Meanwhile, the Port Washington LIRR line does not currently stop at Willets Point (the
proposed AirTrain transfer point) when there are no events at Citi Field or the Tennis Center--meaning the LIRR will have
to add an additional stop during regular service, slowing down travel times and increasing the MTA's operating costs. The
current proposal will encourage riders to use the LIRR because it is quicker than the 7 train, but the LIRR from Willets
Point can cost anywhere from $8.25 to $10.75, which when added to the AirTrain cost (it's $5 from JFK) and likely MTA
subway ride to reach your final destination ($2.75) is upwards of $16 - way more than travelers want to pay. Cities such
as Chicago have shown that single seat, direct subway routes from airport to downtown are an easy, cost-effective way to
transport travelers. This can be done in New York if the money planned for AirTrain construction is used instead to invest
in new and existing bus routes (the M60 and Q70 are more direct routes to Manhattan/the Jackson Heights subway hub
where riders can transfer to five different subway lines for free, respectively, but they need to be better promoted at
LaGuardia and supplemental routes can be added) and even an underground extension of the N/W subway lines to go all
the way to LaGuardia (both of these lines have greater capacity to accommodate airport travelers than the 7).

Now, some notes about the environmental effects of an AirTrain construction project on surrounding communities: the
current airport renovation projects have already caused a plethora of reported issues on neighboring homes, largely due
to the fact that the airport is built mostly on reclaimed land (that used to be the East River and is therefore less stable).
Over 20 homes have been damaged to some extent due to pilings in the ground done by construction machinery at the
airport - the damage includes but is not limited to cracked foundations and fallen walls. The proposed route of the AirTrain
would involve more heavy construction and piling on reclaimed land, thus putting more homes and properties in
surrounding communities in danger.

Please reconsider the proposed AirTrain development as it will not only disrupt the surrounding communities, it will not
actually help ease travel congestion to and from LaGuardia Airport.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:1028psullivan@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/368+Carlton+Ave?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment
1 message

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 5:06 PM
Reply-To: 7traingboro@gmail.com
To: comments@]lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Andres Garcia

Email: 7traingboro@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: 7 train too crowded

Formal Comment: The 7 train is one of the most overcrowded trains in the entire subway system. It does not have the
capacity to handle the extra passengers that will be using the airtrain and carrying luggage. The rush hour crowds on the
7 train typically are so crowded that people often wait for a train to pass before they are able to physically enter a train.
City planners, engineers, surveyors and others involved in building up the city can vouch that an air train will not benefit
the neighboring communities of East EImhurst, Corona and Jackson Heights as much as extending the N/W lines.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:7trainqboro@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 5:40 PM
Reply-To: Barriebates@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Barrington Bates

Email: Barriebates@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Transit to LGA

Formal Comment: There really should be a subway connection from Manhattan to LGA, in addition to a “one seat”
express train. Other cities have such; why can’t New York?

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Barriebates@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 5:47 PM
Reply-To: dmturneriii@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Donald Turner

Email: dmturneriii@aol.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Garland

State: TX

Zip:

Comment Topic: AirTrain LaGuardia Route

Formal Comment: | am an architecture student studying at UT Arlington in Arlington, Texas and | am interested in the
future of the AirTrain LaGuardia. | feel that the AirTrain LaGuardia should go to the Woodside MTA Subway Station rather
than Willis Point MTA Subway Station as Woodside would be closer to Manhattan than Willis Point. Another option would
be for the AirTrain LaGuardia to do a semicircle serving both the Woodside Station and the Willis Point Station. Thank
you for your time.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:dmturneriii@aol.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 7:23 PM
Reply-To: Adamjmcconnell@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Adam McConnell

Email: Adamjmcconnell@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 131-80 228th st

Address 2:

City: Springfield Gardens

State: NY

Zip: 11413

Comment Topic: Please Reconsider the proposed Airtrain to LGA

Formal Comment: The sound of an airtrain is nice but it really doesn’t seem to be a sensible option when you actually
look at the effects of the train on the areas the construction will take place and the realities of that option once it is
implemented. The 7 train can not handle the additional passengers at all. It is completely normal to have to watch 1 or 2
trains pass during rush hour until there is room to get on the train and to expect tourists or residents traveling to deal with
that degree of existing level of crowding. The N/W line proposal is far more reasonable both in terms of practicality and
fiscally. On a logistical level; why add more crowding to one of the most crowded train lines in the city when there is a far
more reasonable plan available. Please reconsider this plan and choose the more sensible option both for New Yorkers
and for anyone choosing to visit our beautiful city.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Adamjmcconnell@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/131-80+228th+st?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 8:33 PM
Reply-To: bmackrel@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Benjamin MacKrell

Email: bmackrel@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 365 Eastern Parkway, Apt 3

Address 2:

City: Brooklyn

State: NY

Zip: 11216

Comment Topic: Community access

Formal Comment: LGA needs a subway stop. Particularly an R or N train stop.

Additionally bike access and secure storage for commuters or for folks on short trips. Flew through LGA today and
would’'ve taken my bike from crown heights, we’re there good access and storage!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:bmackrel@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/365+Eastern+Parkway,+Apt+3?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 9:41 PM
Reply-To: smiyamoto@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Shinya Miyamoto
Email: smiyamoto@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1: 14811 58th Ave
Address 2:

City: Flushing

State: NY

Zip: 11355

Comment Topic: LGA rail link

Formal Comment: It's been way overdue that we need a rail link between LGA, JFK and Penn station and Grand Central
Terminal. Air passengers should not mix with local commuters as air passengers would have luggages and they need
seating after long trip and should have choices for better seating options with a fee. Air train should extend to LGA over
GCP / VanWyk with a link to another LIRR station, like Flushing or Woodside. I've watched evolution of airport access in
Tokyo both Narita and Haneda that rail links have been such an important way from city center. Another idea is to have
Amtrak trains to terminate at Jamaica if MTA allows it. That way, there’ll be much better streamlined transfer from long
distance trains to air flights

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:smiyamoto@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/14811+58th+Ave?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 9:51 PM
Reply-To: Re_Lucas@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Roosevelt Lucas
Email: Re_Lucas@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: In my opinion the easiest fastest would be elevated rail over GCP/BQE and freight track using similar
path as Q70 bus path. Upon termination at Roosevelt Ave, establish single track connector path to Woodside/LIRR. This
shouldn’t have extra charge vs, LIRR or MetroCard if goal is reduce traffic as it eliminates bus, taxi and fastest route to
Manhattan most times of day for simple price.

Any other terminations whether Shea/Citi or Ditmas Blvd Subway would make the duration of ride too long to discourage
other means of transportation.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Re_Lucas@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00045

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 9:57 PM
Reply-To: brandonakline@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Brandon Kline

Email: brandonakline@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Woodside

State: NY

Zip: 11377

Comment Topic: Please consider an N/W Extension

Formal Comment: | live on the 7 line, two blocks from an express stop. So the proposed plan to allow connection to an
Air Train from the 7 line would seem to be perfect for someone like me. | do not, however, support such a proposal. My #1
priority is reducing automobile traffic and encouraging people to use mass transit to get to/from LGA. Presently, the Grand
Central Parkway is inundated with Taxi and Uber drivers who cause traffic and pollution. The way to reduce this would be
to create a fast, affordable, reliable means of traveling between Laguardia and midtown Manhattan. | believe the best
option for this is an extension of the N/W line. This would allow for single-swipe, single-seat rides that would be most
appealing to NY-ers and visitors. | fear that many travelers would find taking the 7 train from midtown and then
transferring to an Airtrain arduous, and would consequently continue to use ride-hailing apps. Additionally, this proposal
would place undue burden on a line that is already at capacity during rush hour. The N/W plan would be cheaper for
travelers and require no transfers. The N/W line is far from capacity. Please consider this alternative as the best way to
reduce traffic and pollution in this area.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:brandonakline@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00046

L]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 11:56 PM
Reply-To: avcokey@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Mike Avena

Email: avcokey@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 231 Elwood Rd.
Address 2:

City: East Northport

State: NY

Zip: 11731

Comment Topic: More Train Service

Formal Comment: A train to LGA would provide much needed access. | will usually try to fly JFK because of the airtrain,
LGA is always last choice, but sometimes the only choice.
Prefer not to drive and park, mass transit usually works.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:avcokey@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/231+Elwood+Rd?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Nick Vivian <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:.07 PM
Reply-To: Nick Vivian <nickvivian@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Nick Vivian

522 W 152nd St Apt F3
New York, NY 10031-2054
nickvivian@gmail.com


mailto:nickvivian@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Clifford Provost <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:07 PM
Reply-To: Clifford Provost <provost-draper@earthlink.net>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Clifford Provost

140 7th Ave Apt 1b

New York, NY 10011-1816
(212) 633-1835
provost-draper@earthlink.net


mailto:provost-draper@earthlink.net
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Chrissy Remein <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:.07 PM
Reply-To: Chrissy Remein <cremein@riverkeeper.org>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Chrissy Remein

Brooklyn, NY 11215
cremein@riverkeeper.org


mailto:cremein@riverkeeper.org
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Emma Schwarz <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:.07 PM
Reply-To: Emma Schwarz <emma_schwarz@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Emma Schwarz

New York, NY 10128
emma_schwarz@yahoo.com


mailto:emma_schwarz@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Alla Sobel <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:07 PM
Reply-To: Alla Sobel <allasobel@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Alla Sobel

New York, NY 10023-4808
allasobel@yahoo.com


mailto:allasobel@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Nora Gaines <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:07 PM
Reply-To: Nora Gaines <ngaines@bankstreet.edu>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Nora Gaines

PO Box 811

New York, NY 10024-0545
(212) 875-4457
ngaines@bankstreet.edu


mailto:ngaines@bankstreet.edu
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

RICHARD STERN <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:07 PM
Reply-To: RICHARD STERN <rsisyh@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

RICHARD STERN

11 Riverside Dr

New York, NY 10023-2504
(646) 642-1019
rsisyh@yahoo.com


mailto:rsisyh@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Dale Bennett <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:07 PM
Reply-To: Dale Bennett <bennettnyc@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Dale Bennett

28 W 120th St

New York, NY 10027-6345
(917) 593-6103
bennettnyc@aol.com


mailto:bennettnyc@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Isabel Pronto Breslin <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:07 PM
Reply-To: Isabel Pronto Breslin <izzy.pronto@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

| am a teenage student pilot and conservationist. The FAA and airline
industry needs to be green in its practices if we want a healthy world,
economy, tourist sector and populations that can travel. | support the
call for an environmental review. We can't take nature for granted.

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Isabel Pronto Breslin

Rhinebeck, NY 12572
izzy.pronto@gmail.com


mailto:izzy.pronto@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Edward Butler <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:07 PM
Reply-To: Edward Butler <epb223@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Edward Butler

New York, NY 10021
epb223@gmail.com


mailto:epb223@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Timon Malloy <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:37 PM
Reply-To: Timon Malloy <tmalloy@fredffrench.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Timon Malloy

New York, NY 10023

(917) 751-7602
tmalloy@fredffrench.com


mailto:tmalloy@fredffrench.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Adam Cooperstock <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:37 PM
Reply-To: Adam Cooperstock <adam.cooperstock@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Adam Cooperstock

New York, NY 10028
adam.cooperstock@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Harvey Spears <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:37 PM
Reply-To: Harvey Spears <redmonkey2@mac.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Harvey Spears

New York, NY 10002
redmonkey2@mac.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Alice Jena <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:37 PM
Reply-To: Alice Jena <petlover1948@hotmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Alice Jena

11016 84th Ave

Richmond Hill, NY 11418-1246
(718) 846-8789
petlover1948@hotmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Richard Guier <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:37 PM
Reply-To: Richard Guier <rsguier444@msn.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Richard Guier

255 W 108th St

New York, NY 10025-2976
(212) 684-8162
rsguierd44@msn.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

MELANIE MILLER <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:37 PM
Reply-To: MELANIE MILLER <melmiller8@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

MELANIE MILLER

453 E 84th St

New York, NY 10028-6233
212-23-6724
melmiller8@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Gene Binder <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:37 PM
Reply-To: Gene Binder <bruisevane@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Gene Binder

5900 Arlington Ave
Bronx, NY 10471-1302
bruisevane@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

liz piercey <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:07 PM
Reply-To: liz piercey <mingsmomma@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

liz piercey

2211 bdway

New York, NY 100246263
(212) 799-5442
mingsmomma@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Joseph Lawson <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:07 PM
Reply-To: Joseph Lawson <josephglaw@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Joseph Lawson

29 W 65th St Apt 1g

New York, NY 10023-6635
(646) 872-4747
josephglaw@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Joan Farber <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:07 PM
Reply-To: Joan Farber <joanfarber36@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Joan Farber

400 W 23rd St Apt 6l

New York, NY 10011-2176
(212) 929-0150
joanfarber36@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Dara Murray <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:07 PM
Reply-To: Dara Murray <daralynn_10021@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Dara Murray

440 E 62nd St

New York, NY 10065-8340
daralynn_10021@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

marc ward <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:07 PM
Reply-To: marc ward <littoralguy@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

marc ward

336 Central Park W Apt 1e
New York, NY 10025-7108
(646) 596-9156
littoralguy@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Audrey Huzenis <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:07 PM
Reply-To: Audrey Huzenis <ahuzenis@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Audrey Huzenis

New York, NY 10023
ahuzenis@gmail.com


mailto:ahuzenis@gmail.com

PC00047

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Jacalyn Dinhofer <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:07 PM
Reply-To: Jacalyn Dinhofer <jdinhofer@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Jacalyn Dinhofer

16 W 16th St

New York, NY 10011-6328
(212) 627-3981
jdinhofer@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Tom O'Keefe <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:07 PM
Reply-To: Tom O'Keefe <thomas.joseph.okeefe@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Tom O'Keefe

70 Perry St

New York, NY 10014-3238

(917) 445-9936
thomas.joseph.okeefe@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Meredith Faltin <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:37 PM
Reply-To: Meredith Faltin <meredithfaltin@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Meredith Faltin

3435 76th St Apt 3e

Jackson Heights, NY 11372-2208
(917) 607-3912
meredithfaltin@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Mallory Cash <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:37 PM
Reply-To: Mallory Cash <mallory.cash@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Mallory Cash

150 Grand St

#1

Brooklyn, NY 11249-4212
mallory.cash@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

J.Patricia Connolly <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:37 PM
Reply-To: "J.Patricia Connolly" <jocpatcon@hotmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Both the environmental impact of this project, and its impact on human
communities are of prime importance to me. A project that ignores
either or both of these is doomed in moral and ethical terms. The
proposals for the train must be out in the open where they can be
considered by those affected by them.

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

J.Patricia Connolly

110 E 36th St Apt 10c
New York, NY 10016-3438
(646) 260-7130
jocpatcon@hotmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Michele Temple <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 6:07 PM
Reply-To: Michele Temple <mt1142@juno.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Michele Temple

4226 69th St

Woodside, NY 11377-3923
mt1142@juno.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

James Salkind <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 7:07 PM
Reply-To: James Salkind <jas110@cornell.edu>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

James Salkind

325 W 51st St Apt 6b
New York, NY 10019-6480
jas110@cornell.edu
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Stephanie Rugoff <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 7:07 PM
Reply-To: Stephanie Rugoff <sterulo@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Stephanie Rugoff

600 W 115th St

New York, NY 10025-7701
sterulo@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Eve Kirch <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 7:07 PM
Reply-To: Eve Kirch <eve.kirch@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Eve Kirch

Montclair, NJ 07042
eve.kirch@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Sandy Dalcais <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 7:07 PM
Reply-To: Sandy Dalcais <arrachne@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Sandy Dalcais

4534 Bliss
Sunnyside, NY 11377
(718) 784-4808
arrachne@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Maria Asteinza <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 7:37 PM
Reply-To: Maria Asteinza <asteim@verizon.net>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Maria Asteinza

7337 Austin St

Forest Hills, NY 11375-6258
(212) 732-6746
asteim@verizon.net
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Cheryl Herrmann <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 7:37 PM
Reply-To: Cheryl Herrmann <cherherr@earthlink.net>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Cheryl Herrmann

4501 Auburndale Ln
Flushing, NY 11358-3337
(718) 461-3055
cherherr@earthlink.net
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Deborah Carroll <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 8:37 PM
Reply-To: Deborah Carroll <carrolldeborah8@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Deborah Carroll

522 W 157th St

New York, NY 10032-7643
carrolldeborah8@gmail.com


mailto:carrolldeborah8@gmail.com

PC00047

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Bobbie Flowers <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 9:07 PM
Reply-To: Bobbie Flowers <bobbie_flowers@hotmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Bobbie Flowers

418 W 17th St

New York, NY 10011-5812
(347) 298-2553
bobbie_flowers@hotmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Rhoda Levine <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 9:07 PM
Reply-To: Rhoda Levine <rhodadir@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Rhoda Levine
18e8st.

New York, NY 10003
(212) 254-5543
rhodadir@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Rochelle Thomas <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 9:08 PM
Reply-To: Rochelle Thomas <rochelleleethomas@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Rochelle Thomas

172 W 109th St Apt 5e

New York, NY 10025-2585
(917) 843-4987
rochelleleethomas@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Susan Wald <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 9:38 PM
Reply-To: Susan Wald <sbwald@msn.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would have a significant community and environmental impact.
The proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had
limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Susan Wald

New York, NY 10044
sbwald@msn.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Bruce Rosenkrantz <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 9:38 PM
Reply-To: Bruce Rosenkrantz <bruce@fireboat.org>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Bruce Rosenkrantz

333 W 57th St Apt 209
New York, NY 10019-3115
bruce@fireboat.org
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Janice Banks <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 9:38 PM
Reply-To: Janice Banks <jabanks@tds.net>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Janice Banks

14 Maple St

Center Barnstead, NH 03225-3602
jabanks@tds.net
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Alix Keast <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 10:08 PM
Reply-To: Alix Keast <alixk3@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers. This makes sense and is important.
Thank you.

Alix Keast

New York, NY 10025
alixk3@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

James M. Kozlik <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 10:38 PM
Reply-To: "James M. Kozlik" <jamesmkozlik@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

James M. Kozlik

3530 81st St Apt 5h

Jackson Heights, NY 11372-5021
jamesmkozlik@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Katherine Babiak <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 12:38 AM
Reply-To: Katherine Babiak <kmbnyc@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Katherine Babiak

99 Bank St

New York, NY 10014-2109
kmbnyc@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Iris Rochkind <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 12:38 AM
Reply-To: Iris Rochkind <hemabug@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Iris Rochkind

4435 Colden St Apt 6b
Flushing, NY 11355-4008
(347) 684-4345
hemabug@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Jane Young <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 1:08 AM
Reply-To: Jane Young <jyoung27@nyc.rr.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Jane Young

422 Hudson St

New York, NY 10014-3999
(212) 929-0777
jyoung27@nyc.rr.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Denise Brown <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 5:38 AM
Reply-To: Denise Brown <gnaturecenter@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Denise Brown

10710 Shore Front Pkwy
Rockaway Park, NY 11694-2637
(718) 945-0228
gnaturecenter@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

yvette Fernandez <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 6:08 AM
Reply-To: yvette Fernandez <y_fernandez02@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

yvette Fernandez

4509 97th St

Corona, NY 11368-2711
y_fernandez02@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Jack David Marcus <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 8:09 AM
Reply-To: Jack David Marcus <jackdavidm@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Jack David Marcus

215 W 92nd St Apt 15e
New York, NY 10025-7480
(212) 873-7567
jackdavidm@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

jane stein <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 9:09 AM
Reply-To: jane stein <janesteinjjd@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

jane stein

139 W 17th St

New York, NY 10011-5471
(212) 691-1618
janesteinjjd@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Janet Bunde <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 10:09 AM
Reply-To: Janet Bunde <jbunde27@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts. The parks and public spaces that
would be rendered inaccessible by this plan are essential to the
communities that surround them.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Janet Bunde

Bayside, NY 11364

(000) 000-0000
jbunde27@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Chris Blyth <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 10:09 AM
Reply-To: Chris Blyth <chris.a.blyth@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Chris Blyth

212 W 136th St

New York, NY 10030-2602
chris.a.blyth@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Liam Henrie <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 10:09 AM
Reply-To: Liam Henrie <lorliam8@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Liam Henrie

21 Summit St

Fairport, NY 14450-2511
(585) 354-1427
lorliam8@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Tom Harris <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 10:09 AM
Reply-To: Tom Harris <mchazy77@hotmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Tom Harris

Burlington, NJ 08016
mchazy77@hotmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

M. Dean <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 10:39 AM
Reply-To: "M. Dean" <mlledean56@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

It's time to make the MTA more responsive to transportation needs and
increase service routes over building questionable costly new
infrastructure.

Thank you.

M. Dean

New York, NY 10026

(917) 493-3802
mlledean56@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Leslie Burby <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 11:39 AM
Reply-To: Leslie Burby <leslie.burby@cliffordchance.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Leslie Burby

62 Park Ter W

New York, NY 10034-1306
(646) 796-0783
leslie.burby@cliffordchance.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Sally Morgan <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 12:09 PM
Reply-To: Sally Morgan <sally@morganixmethod.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Sally Morgan

15 W 139th St Apt 14m
New York, NY 10037-1518
sally@morganixmethod.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Lily Mleczko <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 12:09 PM
Reply-To: Lily Mleczko <Imleczko@wcs.org>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Lily Mleczko

2465 Palisade Ave
Bronx, NY 10463-6209
Imleczko@wcs.org
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Louise Calabro <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 1:09 PM
Reply-To: Louise Calabro <louise.editor@mindspring.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Louise Calabro

2 Bay Club Dr Apt 1g
Bayside, NY 11360-2918
(718) 631-7683
louise.editor@mindspring.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Celia Ackerman <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 1:09 PM
Reply-To: Celia Ackerman <acelia2000@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Celia Ackerman

21102 73rd Ave Apt 2m
Bayside, NY 11364-2818
(347) 416-4056
acelia2000@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Chris Washington <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 1:39 PM
Reply-To: Chris Washington <cwashington@wIrk.cm>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Chris Washington

345 W 58th St Apt 11u
New York, NY 10019-1140
(212) 765-3849
cwashington@wilrk.cm
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Josh Heffron <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 3:09 PM
Reply-To: Josh Heffron <piratedragon73@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Josh Heffron

177 E 75th St

New York, NY 10021-3230
piratedragon73@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Clarinda Mac Low <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 11:40 PM
Reply-To: Clarinda Mac Low <clarinda.maclow@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 5, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Clarinda Mac Low

241 E 7th St

New York, NY 10009-6009
(917) 306-6363
clarinda.maclow@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Gina Saint Gerard <info@riverkeeper.org> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 2:41 PM
Reply-To: Gina Saint Gerard <ginasaintgerard@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 6, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Gina Saint Gerard

7 Manchester Dr

Bethpage, NY 11714-3203
(516) 749-7686
ginasaintgerard@gmail.com


mailto:ginasaintgerard@gmail.com

PC00047

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

janet forman <info@riverkeeper.org> Fri, Jun 7, 2019 at 8:13 AM
Reply-To: janet forman <giselle351@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 7, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

janet forman

351 W 24th St Apt 12¢
New York, NY 10011-1514
(212) 255-5192
giselle351@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

James DiMunno <info@riverkeeper.org> Sat, Jun 8, 2019 at 10:37 AM
Reply-To: James DiMunno <jimdimunno@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 8, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

James DiMunno

Long Island City, NY 11101
jimdimunno@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Jane Davis <info@riverkeeper.org> Sat, Jun 8, 2019 at 2:07 PM
Reply-To: Jane Davis <jedavis_ill@hotmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 8, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Jane Davis

7217 34th Ave Apt 3p

Jackson Heights, NY 11372-1064
(718) 478-4303
jedavis_ill@hotmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Joseph Quirk <info@riverkeeper.org> Sun, Jun 9, 2019 at 9:19 PM
Reply-To: Joseph Quirk <jquirk66@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 9, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Joseph Quirk

147 Avenue A Apt 2r

New York, NY 10009-4998
(212) 555-5555
jquirk66@gmail.com


mailto:jquirk66@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

rosemarie santiesteban <info@riverkeeper.org> Mon, Jun 10, 2019 at 1:14 AM
Reply-To: rosemarie santiesteban <romanhattan@hotmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 10, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

rosemarie santiesteban
545 W 111th St Apt 4k
New York, NY 10025-1962
(917) 400-8509
romanhattan@hotmail.com


mailto:romanhattan@hotmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Abigail Zaks <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 8:32 PM
Reply-To: Abigail Zaks <ohmmiro@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 11, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Abigail Zaks

30 W 61st St

New York, NY 10023-7610
(201) 306-0213
ohmmiro@gmail.com


mailto:ohmmiro@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Joel Leitner <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 12, 2019 at 2:04 PM
Reply-To: Joel Leitner <joel@joelleitner.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 12, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Joel Leitner

609 Trump Park

Shrub Oak, NY 10588-1214
(914) 426-8969
joel@joelleitner.com


mailto:joel@joelleitner.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Gail Sullivan <info@riverkeeper.org> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 12:06 PM
Reply-To: Gail Sullivan <gaildiva1@aol.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 13, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Gail Sullivan

New York, NY 10040
gaildival@aol.com


mailto:gaildiva1@aol.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Victoria Oltarsh <info@riverkeeper.org> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 11:07 PM
Reply-To: Victoria Oltarsh <victoriatheaterarts@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 13, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Everything MUST be done to safeguard the environment. All efforts to
consult environmental scientists and heed their faucets must be taken.
Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.we

Thank you.

Victoria Oltarsh

16 Washington St

Nyack, NY 10960-3024

(845) 536-3257
victoriatheaterarts@gmail.com


mailto:victoriatheaterarts@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Alexandra Herzan <info@riverkeeper.org> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 11:38 AM
Reply-To: Alexandra Herzan <alex@lilynyc.org>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 14, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Alexandra Herzan

300 Central Park W Apt 10d
New York, NY 10024-1592
(212) 737-9533
alex@lilynyc.org


mailto:alex@lilynyc.org
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Joseph O'Sullivan <info@riverkeeper.org> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:45 AM
Reply-To: Joseph O'Sullivan <josullivan58@hotmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 17, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Joseph O'Sullivan

6744 164th St

Flushing, NY 11365-3175
(718) 607-0571
josullivan58@hotmail.com


mailto:josullivan58@hotmail.com
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a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process is essential
1 message

Margaret Seely <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 18, 2019 at 8:23 AM
Reply-To: Margaret Seely <margaretseely22@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 18, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Margaret Seely

635 Riverside Dr Apt 7a

New York, NY 10031-7118
(212) 281-9106
margaretseely22@gmail.com


mailto:margaretseely22@gmail.com

PC00048

[ ]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

AirTran to Laguardia
1 message

Suzanne Urich <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:37 PM

Reply-To: Suzanne Urich <surichny@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019

Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager

Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

When | go to Laguardia | take the #60 bus. Works fine; runs regularly.
As a very minimum, an environmental study needs to be done to detmine
the impact of any major infrastructure project.

| expect the FAA to protect the environment around the airport and
determine the best way to accomplish any construction with the least
negative environment impact.

Thank you,

Thank you.

Suzanne Urich

New york, NY 10024
surichny@gmail.com


mailto:surichny@gmail.com
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 1:00 AM
Reply-To: brmnyc1@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Bruce McCallister

Email: brmnyc1@aol.com

Organization:

Address 1: 1221 York Avenue

Address 2: Apt. 1-G

City: New York

State: NY

Zip: 10065

Comment Topic: LGA access improvement project

Formal Comment: The current proposal to build an Airtrain is not optimal for several reasons:

1) The train will leave the airport and travel away from Manhattan, the final destination for the majority of passengers
arriving at LGA.

2) Passengers will then be required to transfer to the already overcrowded #7 subway line at a station that is just one stop
away from it's terminus. Passengers with luggage will cause more overcrowding on one of the most busy lines in the
transit system for a very long ride back to Manhattan in train cars which are narrower than on other routes. The
alternative is to transfer to the LIRR Port Washington branch which runs far less frequently at greater expense.

3) Airtrain maintenance facilities and yard storage will need to be built to support this system, none of which would be
necessary if a direct subway extension were built to LGA. Yet it is even more wasteful when you take into account that it
will duplicate facilities that support the JFK Airtrain, yet will have no connection to it.

The most optimal solution would be to extend the NYC subway's Astoria Line (the N train) directly to La Guardia. It would
require a relatively short extension north on 31st Street, and then a right turn on to 19th Avenue where it would then
continue up to a certain point where a tunnel which would continue to beneath the vicinity of Terminal B, possibly
continuing to Terminals C/D. This would provide arriving passengers with a more direct, one-seat ride to Manhattan
without any transfers on full-width subway cars.

The Airtrain is a political boondoggle meant to make people believe that LGA will finally have decent rail access to the
core of the city. It will not accomplish this goal as most passengers, especially those that live in New York City, will look for
more direct routes, including automobiles, that don't require inconvenient transferring in a remotely located station.

Thank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:brmnyc1@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/1221+York+Avenue?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 6:17 AM
Reply-To: sjspor@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Stephen Spor

Email: sjspor@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 64 Main St

Address 2:

City: Highland

State: NY

Zip: 12528

Comment Topic: Direct Subway (heavy rail) to LGA.

Formal Comment: Currently | live in Highland NY, it is 3 hours from my home to JFK. To get to the airport | take Metro
North, the 6 train and the E train. Then | have jam into an elevator and drag my stuff across Jamaica station, and then pay
my $5 for the final 2 miles to the airport. Do NOT allow another air train to be built, connect the existing transit system to
LGA, and the other 2 airports. Just like Chicago, Atlanta, Denver, Zurich etc.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:sjspor@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 9:15 AM
Reply-To: Re_Lucas@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Roosevelt Lucas

Email: Re_Lucas@yahoo.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: This is difficult due to multi terminal enter/exit.

Create train stop in LIC (ie. Hunterspoint AV) with exit for LGA (a few LIRR and maybe even Amtrak) maybe allow NJT to
run empty train to the stop to avoid LIRR commuter disruption/overload. Build two track high speed elevated use the
ROW of Amtrak to either GCP to airport or over cemetery (not likely) to BQE to airport.

This may offer subway connection Hunters Point on 7. Make AirTrain no fee turnstile so platform isn’t too big so only
exit/entrance requires railroad stop exit or MetroCard from 7 train.

Not much land acquisition as using airspace over existing track and highways (besides sharp right turn if using Amtrak
line ROW).

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Re_Lucas@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 11:11 AM
Reply-To: Geopoppy@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: George Leiz

Email: Geopoppy@aol.com

Organization:

Address 1: 215B Heritage Village

Address 2:

City: Southbury

State: Ct

Zip: 06488

Comment Topic: Rail to LaGuardia airport

Formal Comment: | think the best connection would be to number 7 train at Willets Point

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Geopoppy@aol.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:12 PM
Reply-To: yuconghu@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: John Hu

Email: yuconghu@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Build a subway extension line to LGA

Formal Comment: LaGuardia has to be connected by a rail line. Buses, even with dedicated lanes, are not suitable for
such heavy use to a regional airport. Requiring passengers to transfer between different modes of transportation to get to
the airport is not only cruel but also inefficient.

The subway should be extended to connect to the airport, as other major airports do in the world, instead of carrying the
passengers eastwards away from the city when most passengers' destination will be Manhattan and the immediate
surrounding areas. As such, building an air train to Citi field will be a waste of resources and highly inefficient, requiring
passengers to get off the train and transfer to subway.

Again, train connection to LGA is paramount, and any such connection should take passengers closer to city center, not
away.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:yuconghu@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 5:21 PM
Reply-To: raypultinas@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Raymond Pultinas

Email: raypultinas@gmail.com

Organization: James Baldwin Outdoor Learning Center
Address 1: 600 West 246 th St

Address 2: #416

City: Bronx

State: NY

Zip: 10471

Comment Topic: Opposing LGA Airbus

Formal Comment: Extending the subway line N/W is by far the best solution to this problem from an environmental
perspective. | urge you to save money and the environment!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:raypultinas@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/600+West+246?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 6:52 PM
Reply-To: Ginakosty@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Gina Kosty

Email: Ginakosty@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: New york

State: NY

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | am opposed to this proposal for a LaGuardia AirTrain because | believe that a N/W subway
extension is the best plan.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Ginakosty@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 7:37 PM
Reply-To: glenn6398@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Glenn Rowe

Email: glenn6398@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: The best route would be to extend the N line from Astoria to the airport. The Queens Blvd. line is
already overcrowded making the argument more feasible to extent the Astoria line.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:glenn6398@aol.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 10:15 PM
Reply-To: Flittyj9@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Emma Daniels

Email: Flittyj9@hotmail.com

Organization: | am not affiliated with an organization. | am a home owner in East EImhurst, NY

Address 1: 26-18 94th Street

Address 2:

City: East EImhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: Air train to LaGuardia Airport

Formal Comment: There is too much development and over development in the East EImhurst, NY and surrounding
communities. Too much disruption in the environment. There is no need for an air train in the community to LaGuardia
airport. We have at least 5 buses going into the airport and they run pretty efficiently. LaGuardia is a small airport located

in a residential community. | do not believe the community wants or needs an air train. We need more money for
affordable housing in general and more housing and decent shelters for the homeless population.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Flittyj9@hotmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/26-18+94th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process

Alicia Williams <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:07 PM
Reply-To: Alicia Williams <acessquarednyc@gmail.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Alicia Williams

New York, NY 10027
acessquarednyc@gmail.com


mailto:acessquarednyc@gmail.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process

Lauren Maclise <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 4, 2019 at 4:07 PM
Reply-To: Lauren Maclise <loreal1018@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Lauren Maclise

305 E 40th St

New York, NY 10016-2189
loreal1018@yahoo.com


mailto:loreal1018@yahoo.com
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Les Sugai <info@riverkeeper.org> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 12:38 AM
Reply-To: Les Sugai <lessugai@yahoo.com>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 4, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

Port Authority's proposed LaGuardia Airport (LGA) Access Improvement
Project would pose significant community and environmental impacts. The
proposed 1.5 billion-dollar transit infrastructure project has had

limited community engagement, requires parkland alienation in an area
starved of parks and vulnerable to climate change, and has been deeply
criticized by transit equity experts.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

There are other alternatives that must be considered:

--The Upcoming Metro North East Bronx to Penn Station Connection --
through the Hell Gate Bridge runs a few minutes
away from LaGuardia

Connections can be developed at several possible street
corners

--Astoria Blvd - East of Steinway St (app 42nd ST)

--Northern Blvd + Broadway -- Can also connect w. the R and M train
Northern BLvd Station

== A light rail connection can be built that runs over the
Grand Central Parkway from both locations

--The Metro North East Bronx Connection provides the
fastest service from Penn Station as well as communities
in the Bronx, Westchester and beyond Penn Station
connects with NJ, Rockland, Orange and the 5 Boros

==The MN East Bronx Connection will provide service to
new and underserved communities and is the most
efficient method compated to the Air Train route

that would run from the 7 train and LIRR at Mets
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Willets Point

---Please accept my request. Thank You
Les Sugai

51-35 Bell Blvd

Bayside NY 11364

email lessugai@yahoo.com

Thank you.

Les Sugai

5135 Bell Bivd

Bayside Hills, NY 11364-1225

(917) 698-1256
lessugai@yahoo.com


mailto:lessugai@yahoo.com
mailto:lessugai@yahoo.com

PC00061

L]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

LGA train extension

1 message
Max Tibett <max.tibett@gmail.com> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 11:31 AM
To: Comments@lgaaccesseis.com

| recently read the article about extending service from the LIRR and the 7 train to LGA. |, along with many others, feel
that the right solution is to extend the N/W service to the airport. Please take this into consideration with the proposed

new work.
Thank you,

Max Tibett
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AirTrain LGA

1 message

Nicholas Ramos <nramos83@aol.com> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 12:10 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

| like the idea of having AirTrain LGA, however, | do have an issue with the routing of it getting out of LaGuardia. I'm
not for the idea of taking the route east to Mets-Willets Point. You do have connections to the 7 train & the LIRR, but
the only branch you can get there is the Port Washington. People who want to take the other lines would have to either
take a Pt. Washington train one stop west to Woodside or the 7 train to Woodside-61st Street. | feel that the routing
should change, either have it connect with the N/W at either Astoria Blvd. or Astoria/Ditmars Blvd, follow the Q70 SBS
route to Woodside-61st Street where 7 train service is available as well as ALL LIRR branch lines, or if you insist of
going east to Mets/Willets Point, extend the AirTrain to Jamaica where in addition to connecting to numerous subway
lines (E, J, Z) & all LIRR lines, except Pt. Washington, give a connection to AirTrain JFK for passengers who might be
connecting to another flight. Thanks for your attention.
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Comments on LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project
1 message

Chris O'Leary <chriso1281@gmail.com> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 12:34 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Please see my public comment as follows for the Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed LaGuardia Airport
Access Improvement Project:

The proposed LaGuardia Airport Airtrain is a massively wasteful and ill-advised project. The train, as proposed, will not
improve access to the airport for either airport employees or passengers, who will have to travel far out of their way in
order to reach the Airtrain in the first place. Anyone who regularly travels in Queens can tell you that this project is foolish:
the New York City Subway's already-crowded 7 Train runs local for the vast majority of the week to the proposed station
from Western Queens and Manhattan, providing the only subway access. The nearby Long Island Railroad line runs at
30-minute headways at best -- and improving headways to a proposed 15 minutes will still make the maximum travel and
wait time to LaGuardia from Penn Station higher than existing transit routes to the airport.

Putting aside the outrageous proposed pricetag for this project, there is a much more affordable alternative that will better
serve airport passengers and employees arriving by transit: maintaining the current Q70-SBS service and improving it
with longer vehicles in dedicated bus lanes along the route and on airport property. The current scheduled runtime for the
Q70-SBS to reach its first stop airport property from the Jackson Heights-Roosevelt Avenue subway station is 10 minutes.
This could be trimmed to 7 minutes if the bus ran in a dedicated right-of-way with transit signal priority. The current bus
route connects to 5 subway lines, and Penn Station is accessible via the E Train from Jackson Heights-Roosevelt Avenue
in just 18 minutes. Even a fraction of the cost of the proposed project would provide for infrastructure improvements
necessary for dedicated bus lanes that would make the Q70-SBS a far more attractive option to reach LaGuardia than a
backwards Airtrain.

The most logical transit connection to LaGuardia would be an extension of the current NYC Transit N/W train from
Ditmars Boulevard. This would provide a one-seat ride to LaGuardia Airport, and would also offer subway access to a
"transit desert" in Astoria Heights. This proposal was already studied and recommended as part of the 2000-04 MTA
Capital Plan. This proposal should be taken off the shelf and re-evaluated, as well as any other alternative that could
connect to this line via Astoria Boulevard, where air rights over the Grand Central Parkway could be used.

This backwards Airtrain is a folly -- designed for the least community resistance possible while also being the least
convenient option to reach LaGuardia from points west. Every other alternative that provides direct access from Western
Queens must be considered and ruled out before this project moves forward.

Thank you for your time.
Christopher O'Leary

476 Jefferson St #308
Brooklyn, NY 11237


https://www.google.com/maps/search/476+Jefferson+St+%23308+Brooklyn,+NY+11237?entry=gmail&source=g
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Comments
1 message

Joseph Sanderson <joseph.sanderson@gmail.com> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 12:37 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

| have the following comments regardings scoping:

1. The scoping process and documents appear to have been written in such a way as to exclude any feasible alternative
other than the one that the Governor has already announced. This type of working-backwards EIS makes the final
decision vulnerable to legal challenge. The EIS must consider alternatives that include a subway extension of the Astoria
line.

2. In analyzing the Flushing AirTrain alternatives, the EIS should consider compatibility with the existing JFK AirTrain,
including whether in the long term the two AirTrains could be connected, which would also provide much-needed
connectivity between Flushing and Jamaica.

3. In analyzing alternatives, the EIS should also consider the functionality of the alternatives for purposes other than
airport passengers. While the predominant benefit of an airport rail connection is for airport users, a well-designed project
might also be able to provide other transportation benefits (such as for commuters who are not using the airport but live
and work near the path of the rail line).

4. The FAA should consider whether to waive any limits on Passenger Facility Charge funding that would require a project
to solely serve airport users by allowing Passenger Facility Charge funding for projects that primarily serve airport users
but may provide incidental benefits to others.

Joseph M. Sanderson
3810 Broadway Apt 2A, New York, NY 10032


https://www.google.com/maps/search/3810+Broadway+Apt+2A,+New+York,+NY+10032?entry=gmail&source=g
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New LGA Access

1 message

Tomas Cabrera <tacabrera2021@gmail.com> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 8:45 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

To whom it may concern:

My name is Tomas Cabrera. | am a sophomore at Xavier High School and | would like to be a civil engineer or city
planner in the future. | noticed that there are thirteen options for enhancing transportation into and out of Laguardia
Airport. | feel that most of these options will not improve access to the airport, and | will go in detail about each alternative
below. | will also suggest a fourteenth option that may or may not have been suggested already. Here are my reasons for
not proceeding with several of the existing thirteen options:

1. The 7 train is already running close to capacity, and it does not have enough room to increase it. There are about
29 trains per hour on an eight-mile stretch of track. Since one 7 train has a length of 565 feet, that means there are
16385 feet of trains running on the eight-mile track. This means that only 0.001 miles of track open for any train
movement. 7 trains operate close together, with about 2 to 3-minute headways. The MTA would need to add more
trains for an influx of passengers from the LGA Airtrain. It is also projected to cost about 1.5 billion dollars, funded
by the Port Authority. The MTA would pay 125 million dollars to renovate the Mets-Willets Point subway and LIRR
complex. That 125 million dollars can be put towards elevator installment projects to improve the accessibility of
the subway system. The 1.5 billion dollars from the Port Authority can be used to improve JFK airport and Newark
airport, as new improvements should also be implemented there to reduce the traffic and make both airports more
accessible for passengers. | do not believe that this would improve LGA access.

2. The shift of flights away from LGA would improve the flow of planes to and from the gates and reduce taxiing
delays. Fewer airplanes landing at LGA would mean less traffic originating from the airport. However, it would put
more pressure on the surrounding airports, as they may not have enough facilities to handle an increase in air
traffic. This may improve LGA access, but time would tell if this would work.

3. The creation of a new ferry line would improve the LGA access. A ferry line originating from the Pier 11 Hub would
reduce travel time from Lower Manhattan. Since it takes approximately 45 minutes to travel from Pier 11 to the
Astoria Ferry Landing, | would estimate the trip from Pier 11 to LGa by ferry would take about 1 hour and 15
minutes. A feasibility study would need to be conducted for the Ferry Service to LGA for a feasible location with
easy walking access to the airport. High-speed rail is not feasible for running through a quiet dense residential
district. Existing bus service can be enhanced with dedicated busways (see 14). | do believe the creation of a new
ferry line to LGA would improve access to the airport.

4. 1t would be difficult to limit the number of vehicles in the vicinity of LGA, as a major thoroughfares border the
Airport. Astoria Blvd and the Grand Central Parkway runs close to the airport, and both roads carry large amounts
of vehicles, and limiting the number of vehicles could worsen the carbon footprint of the thoroughfares. Limiting the
number of vehicles would not improve access to LGA.

5. Expanding the roads will face community opposition, as the increased traffic flow would create more noise for
these quiet neighborhoods. Larger roads also would increase the traffic of the surrounding area, since there would
be more vehicles using more lanes. With more traffic, comes more pollution, which would increase the carbon
footprint of the area. Expanding the roads would not improve access to LGA.

6. With the costs of the Second Avenue Subway, it would not be feasible to construct an extension of the N and W
lines from Astoria Blvd to LGA. The SAS cost 2.6 billion dollars per mile to build. If the costs and issues
surrounding the SAS are similar to the extension of the N and W to LGA, the extension would cost a fortune to the
MTA. Also, the complexity of the Astoria Blvd and 31st Street intersection would also increase the difficulty of
planning such a project. It would improve accessibility to LGA, but the costs surrounding it would be too much for it
to be feasible.

7. The same problem arises with option 7 as option 6 had. An extension from Ditmars Blvd would be easier to build,
and the line would then run along the Con Edison Power Plant in Astoria, however, it would create a burden on the
residents living in this quiet district. Subway trains run at 105 dB, which prolonged exposure can cause hearing
loss. As with option 6, it would improve accessibility, but it would not be feasible due to the costs and side effects
of operating a line there.

8. As with option 6 and 7, the cost per mile of track would prevent such an extension of the line. A new tunnel portal
proposed near the intersection of 31st Street and 19th Avenue would have an impact on surrounding homes and
businesses. The side effects outweigh the positives, as the project would cost an immense amount of money.

9. The creation of a fixed guideway system from Astoria Blvd to LGA is unnecessary, as dedicated bus lanes would
create a traffic free lane for the M60 Select Bus Service and the Q19 to run on Astoria Blvd. The dedicated bus
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

lane should be part curbside and part offset bus lane. The creation of a fixed guideway along the Grand Central
Parkway would be a waste of money.

The creation of a fixed guideway system from the Woodside/61st Street Station to LGA would also be
unnecessary. The LaGuardia Link Q70 Select Bus Service route has been successful since its implementation.
The route runs mostly on the BQE and Grand Central Parkway, where traffic can be an issue. The Q70 route
would benefit by being rerouted onto Junction Blvd to supplement my new option (see 14)

The creation of a fixed guideway system from the Roosevelt Avenue/74th Street Station would be unnecessary.
The LaGuardia Link Q70 bus already uses this route, and it would be unnecessary to add a different transportation
line along the existing route.

The creation of a fixed guideway system from the Jamacia Center Transportation Hub would be unfeasible, as the
hub already has a connection to JFK airport. At this point, just reroute the majority of flights to JFK, as a guideway
system would increase travel times to LGA.

Having no plans to improve the accessibility to LGA Airport would reduce the benefits of rebuilding the entire
airport. The reason the airport is being rebuilt is to improve travel to and from New York City and having no
improved transportation would make the renovations less valuable to the city.

My new option would create a dedicated busway on Junction Blvd/94th Street from Roosevelt Avenue to the
airport. Along with creating a dedicated busway on Junction Blvd/94th Street, 93rd Street and 97th Street would
become one-way streets, with two lanes for travel and one lane for parking. 93rd street would be one way south
from 23rd Avenue to Roosevelt Avenue and 97th street would be one north from Roosevelt Avenue to 23rd
Avenue. For Junction Blvd, the LaGuardia Link Q70 route would be rerouted onto the Junction Blvd busway and
will continue to be non-stop between 74th Street and the Airport. The Q72 route would remain the same. Along
with the busway, new sidewalk improvements would increase the flow of pedestrian traffic, as bus stop slips would
be created, making Junction Blvd a two way, one lane street. Trucks would not be allowed to idle in on Junction
Blvd, as they must make deliveries on the side streets to the businesses along Junction Blvd. All traffic lights would
be removed with the exception of major junctions like Northen Blvd and Junction Blvd and Astoria Blvd and 94th
Street. However, priority signals would be given for buses along the busway. Vehicles from the side streets must
yield to buses along the busway. This would improve transportation to and from the Airport as it would increase the
reliability of the Q70 and Q72 routes, and allow for new routes to be created for travel to and from the Airport.

In conclusion, a combination of a dedicated busway along Junction Blvd/94th Street and ferry service would be the most
impactful forms of accessibility to and from LGA. Limiting the number of flights to the Airport will also decrease the traffic
flow to and from the airport, as fewer passengers are leaving the airport. | do believe that my idea for a busway would
help relieve the traffic in the area, and greatly improve the quality of life in East ElImhurst. It would be easy to implement,
and improvements would increase the land value of the surrounding area.

Thank you for reading my opinion on this topic, and | hope my idea will be considered for future implementation to
improve accessibility to LaGuardia Airport. If you have any further questions about my new option, please feel free to
email me at any time.

Thank you,

Tomas Cabrera
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FW: Urban Gondola technology

Kevin Narvaez <kevinnarvaez@eclimited.com> Wed, Jun 19, 2019 at 11:39 AM
To: "comments@Igaaccesseis.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

From: Brooks, Andrew (FAA) <Andrew.Brooks@faa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, June 6, 2019 6:14 AM

To: Paul Herzan <paul@lilynyc.org>

Subject: RE: Urban Gondola technology

Paul,

Thank you for providing this informaon. | will ensur e that this is submi ed for the record.

Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviaon Adminis traon
Eastern Regional Office

1 Aviaon Plaz a

Jamaica, NY 11434

Phone: 718-553-2511

From: Paul Herzan <paul@lilynyc.org>

Sent: Wednesday, June 05, 2019 9:48 PM

To: Brooks, Andrew (FAA) <Andrew.Brooks@faa.gov>
Subject: Urban Gondola technology

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=La-JonDrSrU

Dear Andrew,

It was good to speak with you this evening about introducing the FAA to urban gondola technology. I've attached a video
created to explain the system for better public access to Governors Island now being studied by NYC EDC as a result of


mailto:Andrew.Brooks@faa.gov
mailto:paul@lilynyc.org
mailto:paul@lilynyc.org
mailto:Andrew.Brooks@faa.gov
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=La-JonDrSrU
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our initial research. Similar technology could be utilized for the routes under consideration by the PA at substantial cost
savings, reduced infrastructure requirements and a less invasive environmental impact.

If you would like further information please let me know.

Sincerely,

Paul Herzan

m917-882-0826
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FW: Urban Gondola technology

Kevin Narvaez <kevinnarvaez@eclimited.com> Wed, Jun 19, 2019 at 11:39 AM
To: "comments@Igaaccesseis.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

From: Brooks, Andrew (FAA) <Andrew.Brooks@faa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, June 6, 2019 9:43 AM

To: Paul Herzan <paul@lilynyc.org>

Subject: RE: Urban Gondola technology

Paul,

Thank you again

Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviaon Adminis traon
Eastern Regional Office

1 Aviaon Plaz a

Jamaica, NY 11434

Phone: 718-553-2511

From: Paul Herzan <paul@lilynyc.org>
Sent: Thursday, June 06, 2019 10:26 AM
To: Brooks, Andrew (FAA) <Andrew.Brooks@faa.gov>
Subject: Re: Urban Gondola technology

Thanks Andrew. Here’s a video clip showing existing urban systems and possibilities to consider:

https://m.youtube.com/watch?feature=youtu.be&v=9dd--wAKPmI

On Jun 6, 2019, at 7:14 AM, Brooks, Andrew (FAA) <Andrew.Brooks@faa.gov> wrote:


mailto:Andrew.Brooks@faa.gov
mailto:paul@lilynyc.org
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PC00067
Paul,

Thank you for providing this informaon. | will ensur e that this is submi ed for the record.

Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviaon Adminis traon
Eastern Regional Office

1 Aviaon Plaz a

Jamaica, NY 11434

Phone: 718-553-2511

From: Paul Herzan <paul@lilynyc.org>

Sent: Wednesday, June 05, 2019 9:48 PM

To: Brooks, Andrew (FAA) <Andrew.Brooks@faa.gov>
Subject: Urban Gondola technology

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=La-JonDrSrU

Dear Andrew,

It was good to speak with you this evening about introducing the FAA to urban gondola technology. I've
attached a video created to explain the system for better public access to Governors Island now being
studied by NYC EDC as a result of our initial research. Similar technology could be utilized for the routes
under consideration by the PA at substantial cost savings, reduced infrastructure requirements and a less
invasive environmental impact.

If you would like further information please let me know.

Sincerely,

Paul Herzan

m917-882-0826
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 7:20 AM
Reply-To: Frederickchute@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Frederick Chute

Email: Frederickchute@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3909 44th St
Address 2:

City: Sunnyside

State: NY

Zip: 11104

Comment Topic: Airtrain Proposal

Formal Comment: Connecting the airtrain to Laguardia is an undercooked idea that would inconvenience and harm
locals and tourists alike should it be put into place. People arriving in New York will likely have to purchase a metrocard,
and nothing will stop them from choosing to use that metrocard to get on the 7 rather than paying 11 additional dollars
each way for the LIRR. Anyone who commutes with the 7 knows there will be no room for us to get to work if planefulls of
people are getting on with their luggage all the way back near Flushing. Some people will choose the LIRR despite the
price and they too will be met with and cause increased delays and overcrowding. The most concerning thing about the
current air train proposal is the destruction it has been causing to the people who live in our city. We must utilize this air
train to improve the lives of the people who live in our city by extending the N/W line to the airport rather than building an
extension of the airport through and on the lives our community members.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Frederickchute@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/3909+44th+St?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 10:03 AM
Reply-To: amela.demirovic@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Amela Demirovic

Email: amela.demirovic@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: LGA and 7 train connection

Formal Comment: Hello.
Thank you for the opportunity to express my comments.

| have been using 7 train for almost 25 years. Each day the trains get more and more crowded without any major
improvement.

Adding additional connection will make our commute even more unbearable. | do not think that adding the connection
between LGA and 7 train is a good solution.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:amela.demirovic@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 10:22 AM
Reply-To: jacquelinesokolof@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Jacqueline Cosme Sokolof

Email: jacquelinesokolof@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 89-07 34th Avenue Apt 5u
Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Air Train

Formal Comment: To whom it may concern,

As we currently have now our communities along the seven line have been fighting for repairs for more than ten years.
Finally after an independent study the MTA was forced to take into account the high levels of lead paint which was
affecting the communities. Ten plus years we are still inhaling and living with lead paint on our infrastructure. The current
marina lets out waste when our sewers overflow so we breathe the waste water. More recently Con Ed ripped the streets
to retrofit the current electricity lines because it couldn't keep up. The current noise from airplane noise does affect our
quality of life. Our community of color and minorities have been overburden with the lack of adequate resources and care
that is needed to live a dignified life.

With the current Air train this will draw all attention away from the already crumbling surroundings in the area. Our kids
have high asthma rates, have led levels and you want our future generations to deal with an air train which no one in the
community will use but its only to accommodate people who can afford to fly out by making their trip shorter. More people
come from the city it needs to go not trough the already overcrowded seven train but through N or Q lines in Astoria and
along the bay.

We have the right to live dignified lives and taken into account. | disagree with the current plan as is. | see it as a ploy
because our communities are mostly immigrant. If the 7 line infrastructure was fixed if there was no lead paint. If the
waste water wasn't thrown into the marina and in turn becomes the air we breath then this would be something that the
community may be able to deal with. However the lead paint is still there, no one is doing anything with the waste water
and we live in an already overburden community. It is not right and it is not equitable.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:jacquelinesokolof@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/89-07+34th+Avenue+Apt+5u?entry=gmail&source=g
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 10:42 AM
Reply-To: alberto.frometa@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Alberto Frometa

Email: alberto.frometa@gmail.com

Organization: Research Foundation of the City University of New York
Address 1: 1829 Lexington Ave

Address 2: Apt 4D

City: New York

State: NY

Zip: 10029

Comment Topic: Current first option is the least efficient

Formal Comment: There are two serious feasibility issues with the current proposed LGA AirTrain: distance and public
transit capacity. Unlike the JFK AirTrain which connects with 3 subway lines and almost all LIRR commuter lines, this
proposal would only connect with one subway and one LIRR line further away from Manhattan than the airport is.

A significant benefit of LaGuardia to business and leisure travelers alike is it's proximity to Manhattan.

This proposal makes LaGuardia just as far from the central business district as JFK. This nullifies any advantages
LaGuardia presents to travelers and may actually encourage them to opt for personal road vehicles over public transit
due to distance and time alone. Current routing of the proposed AirTrain would require travelers to commute via a U-turn
through the borough of Queens that is multiple miles in radius. For comparison: a trip from Times Square to LGA via the
LIRR and proposed AirTrain is about 12 miles. The shortest Taxi route traveling from the same origin to destination is 8
miles. Fastest time in public transit? Projected as 30 minutes. Fastest time via cab? 20 minutes outside peak hours.

The LaGuardia AirTrain would unfortunately connect with minimal public transit options.

The 7 train cars (and all numbered lines) are actually built narrower than the lettered lines and thus fit less people. This is
because the tunnels they access are built to older standards, at trolley width. The already overcrowded 7 train cannot
handle so many travelers with luggage the cars are simply too narrow. To convert the 7 line to larger cars that can fit
airport travelers would require a complete reconstruction of the east river tunnels that serve the line, a vast costly and
community disdained ordeal. In addition, the Long Island Railroad line the LGA AirTrain is planned to connect to is almost
completely isolated from the rest of the commuter network. The standalone Port Washington Branch doesn't share right of
way with any other line in the network until right before reaching Manhattan. The overwhelming majority of travelers from
Long Island to the airport will find this inconvenient as driving to the airport will be their most viable option. This is unlike
the JFK AirTrain which connects at Jamaica, that not only serves almost all LIRR lines but has multiple times the
departure frequencies to handle airport passengers.

There is no question that LaGuardia needs a permanent public transport option and an AirTrain is perhaps the best way
to achieve that goal. This will not be achieved with the current proposed routing. Alternatives should be strongly
considered. One could be extending the nearby N and W subway lines to the airport. Another: building an AirTrain to
Sunnyside Yards connecting with all LIRR and many subway lines near Manhattan.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: stumolo@nysci.org
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: Samantha Tumolo
Email: stumolo@nysci.org
Organization: New York Hall of Science
Address 1: 185 Freeman St
Address 2: 2B
City: Brooklyn
State: NY
Zip: 11222
Comment Topic: Fight the airtrain proposal

Formal Comment: Please do not build the airtrain and connect the 7 to LGA. The 7 is already overcrowded and this
would make my commute terrible. Additionally, this would take me out of the way to get to Manhattan from LGA. The N/W
makes much more sense.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: Max.Tibett@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Max Tibett

Email: Max.Tibett@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3093 38th St
Address 2:

City: Astoria

State: NY

Zip: 11103

Comment Topic: Air train at LGA

Formal Comment: Extending the subway to LaGuardia is a much better option, building an airtrain in the direction of
Manhattan is also a better plan. Either plan can be funded by the adding a $4.50 fee to every plane ticket in and out of
LaGuardia. If the FAA approves a subway extension it will allow the Port Authority to collect the fee and fund the
extension without needing to use state money. The extension can go underground on 19 avenue, an area with no
residential houses or buildings. It's a win-win scenario and it will create a one seat ride Times Square, Union Square, and
Downtown Brooklyn. More Airline passengers would use a one a seat ride than the proposed 2-3 seat ride that
incorporates the LIRR. Another superior plan would be build an airtrain to the N/W Ditmars station and to also build a
Metro North station on the train tracks above it. This would give people in Westchester, the eastern half of lowrr Hudson
valley, the Bronx, and southwestern Connecticut a reliable connection to the airport via Metro North. The tracks above the
Ditmars station are already slated to be used by Metro North within the next few years.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Max.Tibett@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00074

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 11:50 AM
Reply-To: george.rasko@microchip.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: George Rasko

Email: george.rasko@microchip.com

Organization: Microchip

Address 1: 1641 Loma Linda Street

Address 2:

City: Sarasota

State: Florida

Zip: 34239

Comment Topic: LaGuardia Transit -- Please extend the N subway

Formal Comment: | request that the FAA please work with the MTA, New York City, and LGA to extend the N subway to
LGA to provide mass transit access to LGA. Buses get stuck in traffic. AirTrain is slow, unsightly, and expensive. Please
do not use the 7 subway as a connection --- it requires going the "wrong way" from LGA. It is 2.5 miles from the Ditmars
station to LGA (walking). A subway route following Ditmars Blvd (add one stop at Hazen, then continue to LGA) is a
simple, rational, convenient solution for residents, airport workers, and the flying public. Thank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 7:01 PM
Reply-To: clara.londono@urbanhealthplan.org
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Clara Londono

Email: clara.londono@urbanhealthplan.org
Organization: UHP,Plaza del Sol FHC
Address 1: 37-16 108 Street,

Address 2:

City: Corona

State: NY

Zip: 11368

Comment Topic: Train 7 community impact

Formal Comment: If the proposal to connect LG with the 7 train is accepted what is the impact on the regular community
commute and what will be the benefits for the community having more people not only on the 7 train as the LIRR and how
the impact is going to be on the regular basis due to the congestion and regular problems on the MTA.

Is any plan of education or community engagement on the process to improve the services and to give back services to
the community to feel they are part of this project?

Is there any health evaluation of services connected with this project.?

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:clara.londono@urbanhealthplan.org
https://www.google.com/maps/search/37-16++108+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00076

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 7:18 PM
Reply-To: ipgcsw@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Ingrid Gomez

Email: ipgcsw@yahoo.com

Organization:

Address 1: 54-09 108th Street

Address 2: Apt. 3D

City: Corona

State: NY

Zip: 11368

Comment Topic: AirTrain Alternative--N/W Subway Extensions

Formal Comment: The AirTrain to LaGuardia as the plan currently stands would require passengers to commute via the
7 line. The 7 line is one of the most overcrowded train lines in the entire subway system. It does not have the capacity to
handle the extra passengers that will be using the AirTrain and carrying luggage. The rush hour crowds on the 7 train are
typically so crowded that people often wait for a train to pass by before they are able to physically enter the train. People
are frequently left behind on the platform because there is no physical space for them to enter. Allowing the AirTrain plan
to go forward would lead to more delays on the 7 line due to people struggling to fit their luggage in the subway cars and
it will lead to longer wait times because more passengers will have to wait on the platform while crowded trains pass by
that do not have the capacity to fit bodies.

The N/W line from Astoria has greater capacity to accommodate the additional travelers going to and from the airport. It is
far less crowded during rush hour and unlike the 7 line, there is the possibility of adding more significantly more trains on
the line. The N and W lines currently run 17 trains per hour during rush hour but the line can accommodate 24 trains per
hour if a train storage yard is built alongside the extension and if some minor re-routing was done at other points in the
system to prevent bottlenecks at points where lines merge.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 5, 2019 at 8:27 PM
Reply-To: mullingsrO0@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: richard mullings

Email: mullingsrO0@gmail.com
Organization: Community Board 3
Address 1: 26-10 95th street

Address 2:

City: east elmhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: LGA AirTrain Purpose

Formal Comment: As a 27 year resident of East EImhurst and a former 10 year employee at LGA, | am not convinced
the LGA Airtrain will reduce car congestion going to and from LGA. Governor Cuomo claims the purpose of the Air train is
to reduce the car congestion by 50%. The Port Authority's study doesn't confirm their sample space are commuters who
prefer to take cars to and from the airport. Also, as an employee | hardly seen commuters with lots of large luggage prefer
to take a bus or train to Manhattan. | don't see the value this would bring to commuters who prefer cars and the
community who would have to deal with noise, overcrowding, home devaluation, and parking issues. Park lands need to
be preserved. There are better transportation alternatives that should be considered.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: michaelgmlg@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: MICHAEL GOLDMAN
Email: michaelgmlg@aol.com
Organization: Attorney
Address 1: 49 Emmet Avenue
Address 2:

City: East Rockaway

State: NY

Zip: 11518

Comment Topic: Air Train

Formal Comment: The concept of the Air Train, a whole new train system, at LaGuardia is stupid. What we should be
doing is building a spur off the Long Island Railroad's Port Washington branch at Willets Point right into LaGuardia. It
would take about 20 minutes from Manhattan's Penn Station to get to LaG. It would be one-seat, no switching, no
dragging luggage from one train line to another.Eventually if they ever open the LIRR station at Grand Central, Manhattan
east-siders would benefit also. Some of the LIRR trains can stop at Woodside to pick up and drop off Queens people and
those who get to Woodside on the #7.

While you're at it, take down the JFK Air Train and replace that with a LIRR spur out of Jamaica. Do that and then you've
got something, one seat from Manhattan to JFK! What you have now is an under-utilized disaster. Ever use the Air Train
to or from JFK? There are about six people on board, usually something like Norwegian tourists with back packs.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: michael.bruinooge@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Michael Bruinooge

Email: michael.bruinooge@yahoo.com

Organization: Ironworkers Local 361

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: LGA AirTrain Benefits All New Yorkers

Formal Comment: | believe that the construction of the new AirTrain is beneficial to not only members of the surrounding
community but to all residents of NYC and its surrounding counties. The residents of East EImhurst would benefit from
the construction of the AirTrain because it would alleviate the thousands of taxi and uber drivers that race through the
surrounding community creating a hazard to residents. The construction of the Airtrain would greatly reduce the air
pollution created by the thousands of vehicles waiting to pick up passengers. The Airtrain would also greatly reduce the
maijor traffic congestion issue on the Grand Central Parkway by reducing taxi and livery service vehicles entering and
exiting the airport. Finally the Air Train would create a cost effective way for New Yorkers from all boroughs to commute to
and from the airport.

The cost of the project should be transferred on to airline passengers through an additional fee on airline tickets leaving
LGA. This would create no cost to NYC taxpayers and directly financed by people utilizing the Air Train. | also speculate
the the other alternatives to construction the AirTrain are not financially feasible or realistic from a practical engineering
stand point. The JFK Air train proved that the new Air train would greatly benefit the city and we should do the same here
at LGA.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: norismatherson@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Noris Matherson

Email: norismatherson@gmail.com

Organization: East EImhurst Homeowner

Address 1: 22-14 100th Street

Address 2:

City: East ElImhurst

State: New York

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: Negative Impact of Proposed Airtrain connecting to the #7 Train

Formal Comment: As a life-long resident of East ElImhurst and a homeowner, myself and many in the community are
concerned about the stress and strain this proposal will put on the already failing infrastructure of the #7 train.

Presently, the #7 train cannot handle the existing daily riders. Trains are grossly overcrowded, especially during rush hour
and sports events (Mets & Tennis). Adding passengers from LGA with luggage will only lower the quality of life for those
of us who live in the community, as well as anger riders who are already fed up with low quality of service from the MTA.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 7:16 PM
Reply-To: mattkamper94@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Matt Kamper

Email: mattkamper94@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 757 Fillmore Road
Address 2:

City: East Meadow

State: New York

Zip: 11554

Comment Topic: AirTrain

Formal Comment: | would like to see of behalf of my fellow Long Islanders a close look at the possibility of having the
AirTrain start at the Woodside LIRR Station and make a stop at Jackson Heights-Roosevelt Avenue before going to LGA
as the route that the Port Authority would like won't help Long Islanders as they would need to change at Woodside
unless you live along the Port Washington Branch to get to the AirTrain, which would take at least an hour to an hour and
a half on average before adding in the AirTrain trip time to LGA. At least at Woodside people can get off the LIRR and get
on the AirTrain, which a trip from Zone 7 to Woodside would take only about 40 minutes on average, which means from
Zone 7 to LGA, would take about an hour at the most. In regards to having the AirTrain start at Woodside and make a
stop at Jackson Heights-Roosevelt Avenue, you have lots of options including the subway, LIRR, and the bus. Making
people go to Mets-Willis Point to take the AirTrain would be a waste of time plus cause more people on the 7 line. Plus
when the Mets play at Citi Field, it's going to be chaos. | would like a serious look at having the Port Authority change the
starting location of the AirTrain from Mets-Willis Point, and start it at Woodside so more people will use it. Do you really
want people going out of their way just to get to LGA or do you want to get people there in the quickest way possible?
Please look at the AirTrain starting at Woodside so people will be able to get there quicker!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 7:35 PM
Reply-To: ktam.nyhk@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Kelvin Tam

Email: ktam.nyhk@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 31-30 138th St

Address 2: Apt 1C

City: Flushing

State: NY

Zip: 11354

Comment Topic: Opposed to LGA Airtrain

Formal Comment: | am a resident of Flushing with strong interest and investment in the environmental health of my local
bay. Flushing Bay's oysters are integral water purifiers. Its surrounding wetlands soak up runoff from storms and prevent
floodwaters from reaching our homes. Flushing Bay is at the heart of 4-5 neighborhoods and its value as green
infrastructure cannot be understated.

According to the maps of FEMA and the NYC.gov website, my home lies within a floodplain. | STRONGLY disagree with
an airtrain or any project which may cause damage to my local environmental. Any harm to the wetlands (such as those
recently established by the EPA within the last year) could increase my risk for flooding and subsequently raise my flood
premiums. Alternatives such as extending subway routes should be considered instead of the airtrain since the current
proposal as it stands may be detrimental to my home, my wallet, and my environment.

Many NYers are still freshly recovering from the impact of Hurricane Sandy. LGA and the FAA should know this point
better than most. Any project which may damage OUR protections against climate change would be poorly considered.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: eliamarts@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: David Olivo

Email: eliamarts@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 105-33 Ditmars Blvd

Address 2:

City: East ElImhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: MTA based train continuing from the N line (NOT AIR TRAIN)

Formal Comment: There is a proposal for a line that comes directly down the Grand Central Parkway. An MTA line that
continues the N train along the GCP into the final terminals in LGA. i believe this to be the best option as opposed to an
Air Train from a Commuter standpoint. It creates a better flow, no unnecessary extra fares, and it won't have to go through
any neighborhoods (as opposed to the alternate N train proposal). From a resident standpoint, It reaches into the LGA on
the GCP and | don't believe it should interfere with everyday life in terms of noise pollution. It also doesn't seem to extend
to my actual home. | prefer an MTA-based option which is part of the regular trains rather than another Air Train.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: vickilian12@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Vicki Lian

Email: vickilian12@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: This air train will negatively impact the quality of the water that the Hong Kong Dragon Boat teams
row in. It is crucial that you do not implement this train because rowing is very important to us especially since this train
will cause sewage problems

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: maxcuddy@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: MAXIMILIAN CUDDY

Email: maxcuddy@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 3108 W Walton St

Address 2: Apt 1A

City: Chicago

State: IL

Zip: 60622

Comment Topic: Extend the N/W rather than building at AirTrain

Formal Comment: | live in Chicago but frequently fly into LaGuardia airport to visit family and friends as well as to attend
conferences for work. | am writing to argue against the the proposed AirTrain development and for the N/W extension.

| do not want to use the AirTrain to get to the LIRR and finally transferring to a subway line. Extending the N/W line into
the airport is the best way to get to Midtown Manhattan. This connection would provide a one seat ride to Times Square
and Union Square. The cost of a subway ride is $2.75 making the cost of the ride far cheaper than the
AirTrain+LIRR(+subway for many). The lower cost will make people more willing to use this option. Many people
(especially those who are traveling in groups will find it more convenient (and likely cheaper) to take an uber, Iyft, or taxi
instead of using the airtrain+LIRR+subway option. The $2.75 price of the subway will encourage many more people to
forego taking an uber, lyft, or taxi.

In addition, the subway extension of the N/W train would mostly run through an industrial/manufacturing zone that does
not include residential properties. Extending the N/W line north to the Consolidated Edison (ConEd) Power Plant property
would require an elevated extension along one block of fully residential properties (between 21st avenue and 20th
avenue). The extension along the first block and a half would be a long stretches of mostly commercial and entirely
commercial properties. Some rental buildings would be adjacent to the elevated extension but the vast majority of
adjacent properties on the block will be commercial with no residences. After running north on 31 street the elevated line
can be run over 19th avenue up until 45th street. This stretch of 19th avenue has no residential properties so noise
pollution and construction will not strongly impact people in their homes. At 45th street the train can descend into the hill
on the northside of 19th avenue and begin its descent in a tunnel that would lead to the airport property.

Most importantly, though, The N/W extension could be fully funded by the money collected through the Passenger Facility
Charge (PFC). The Federal Aviation Administration can give the Port Authority permission to collect a $4.50 fee on each
plane ride leaving LaGuardia or landing in LaGuardia. The tunnels, tracks, stations and all relate construction costs would
not cost the State of New York, City of New York, or the MTA any money. The State, City, and MTA would not take on any
debt in the construction of the project.

| have a good friend in East EImhurst who reports to me that: "Since airport construction began there have been over 20
reports of homes being damaged due to pilings into the ground done by construction machinery on the airport. Pilings
have been done for new infrastructure projects at LaGuardia. The Port Authority has already paid at least four property
owners in East Elmhurst because of damage found on four properties due to airport related construction activity (such as
piling). The Port Authority has not officially claimed responsibility for any of the damage and they have required those who
took money to sign a non-disclosure agreement surrounding the nature of the settlements. According to several of the
Port Authority employees there are over 20 claims being negotiated or investigated by Port Authority due to claims of
damaged properties. Some damage includes but is not limited to cracks in foundations and cracks on walls. Homes as far
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south as 27th avenue and as west as Curtis Street have experienced damage. Aside from the 20+ property owners
already mentioned as having made claims there are several others who have recently learned of the ability to make
claims and are now preparing to have their homes assessed after having experienced the shaking of their homes during
construction. Some of these homes are on streets such as Ericsson, 97th, 100th, and 23rd av. If the airtrain is allowed to
be built at Port Authority’s currently proposed site there will be more piling and more construction on reclaimed land. The
construction and the pilings will take place closer to the homes of East EImhurst and this will increase the likelihood of
more damage being caused to people’s properties."”

Please consider the significant impacts of this decision and choose the more efficient, safer, and most cost-effective
option. Thank you!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: cyang2586@bths.edu
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Chengzhe Yang

Email: cyang2586@bths.edu

Organization: DCH Racing Dragon Boat

Address 1: 2605 Ocean Ave

Address 2:

City: Brooklyn

State: NY

Zip: 11229

Comment Topic: Water pollution

Formal Comment: Please do not build this air train, the marina water is already polluted enough as it is. Building this air
train would further neglect the sewage system as well as affect the tidal waves in addition to the pollution this would

create. If this project would to go through it would be a struggle for my team to paddle in such contaminated water.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: bzhao5379@bths.edu
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Brian Zhao

Email: bzhao5379@bths.edu

Organization: DCH Racing

Address 1: 2282 Ocean Ave

Address 2:

City: Brooklyn

State: NY

Zip: 11229

Comment Topic: Noise Pollution

Formal Comment: As a representative of DCH Racing, we utilize the marina very frequently during our practices. During
these practices we already endure the extremely loud and distracting noises of airplane departure and arrivals. The

construction of this project will further interfere with our paddling as it would add on to the already disturbing noises.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: Ceciliahong1234@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Cecilia Hong

Email: Ceciliahong1234@gmail.com
Organization: DCH Racing Dragonboat Team
Address 1: 7510 14th avenue

Address 2:

City: Brooklyn

State: New York

Zip: 11228

Comment Topic: Water Pollution

Formal Comment: | have been paddling at the marina for almost 4 years and this marina is considered a second home
to me. Its a place where | have made many new memories and new friends that are sacred to me. This plan to build the
Airtrain will not only contaminate the waters even more, but also further neglect our poor sewage system. This will impact
our paddling practices heavily and eventually, the marina will be covered with all the trash intake. As | have stated before,
this marina is my home and | don't want this project to take it away.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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https://www.google.com/maps/search/7510+14th+avenue?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 8:27 PM
Reply-To: eyu6563@bths.edu
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Eric Yu

Email: eyu6563@bths.edu

Organization: DCH Racing Dragon Boat Team

Address 1: 1765 65th St

Address 2:

City: Brooklyn

State: New York

Zip: 11204

Comment Topic: Unintended side effects on water quality
Formal Comment: Hello my name is Eric,

After reviewing your plans for the new transportation system, | have a few concerns regarding the affects on the marina
water. Our Dragon Boat team practices in the Marina and | was just concerned on the affects that this project would bring
to our home.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:eyu6563@bths.edu
https://www.google.com/maps/search/1765+65th+St?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 8:47 PM
Reply-To: sxian11@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Sandy Xian

Email: sxian11@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip: 10463

Comment Topic: N/W extension

Formal Comment: After discussion with local residents, | believe an extension of the N/W line to LGA would be
beneficial for New Yorkers.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:sxian11@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 10:03 PM
Reply-To: Honormosher@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Honor Mosher

Email: Honormosher@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 3416 85th Street

Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Transportation for East EImhurst

Formal Comment: How on earth did you manage to plan an air tram right next to a neighborhood that is a transportation
desert and not address the needs of East ElImhurst. Talk about coming over the top of your communities. This

government and al of its agencies are here to SERVE the communities.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Honormosher@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/3416+85th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 10:54 PM
Reply-To: levelfivemastery@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Johnny Yeung

Email: levelfivemastery@gmail.com
Organization: DCH Dragonboat Racing
Address 1: 14439 Sanford Avenue Apt 6F
Address 2:

City: Flushing

State: New York

Zip: 11355

Comment Topic: Environmental Concern

Formal Comment: While | don't consider myself to understand the pros and cons of the AirTrain or the alternatives fully,
and | think that it's important to respond to the needs of our city that exists or is anticipated in the future, | also think it's
important to consider the importance of green spaces. For example, the Central Park is a cultural landmark of our city
today that is more than just a park. It attracts tourist. It is a recreational center from people from all over the city. It is a
place that hundreds of plants and animals species call, and it has truly earned it's place as a iconic representation of what
this city is. But at the same time, what if there was simply no space allocated to a green space like the Central Park? It
would be hard to imagine how our city might be different, and so | sincerely believe that protecting the environment should
be among our highest priorities.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:levelfivemastery@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/14439+Sanford+Avenue+Apt+6F?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00093

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

La Guardia Air Train
1 message

Mike G <michaelgmig@aol.com> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 8:15 AM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

The Air Train is a really dumb idea. Instead of building a whole new train system what they should be doing is building a
spur off the adjacent Port Washington branch of the Long Island Railroad right into La Guardia. You get on a train at Penn
and you're at La Guardia in about 20 minutes, no changing of trains, no shleping of luggage from one train system to
another. One seat from Manhattan to the airport! Some of the LIRR trains can make a single stop at Woodside to pick up
Queens people, including locals and those who get to Woodside on the #7 subway. Right now we can do this from from
Penn and eventually, if they ever get it done, from Grand Central also. That's how to do this.

Arguments against it?
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Dear Sir or Madam:

My name is Andrew J. Sparberg. 1 am a retired LIRR manager (25 years on the
job, retired in 2007), transportation historian, adjunct instructor at City University
of NY, and author of the 2015 book From a Nickel to a Token, a history of NYC
mass transit between 1940 and 1968. Prior to my LIRR career | worked for Tri-
State Regional Planning Commission, which is the public agency now known as
NY Metropolitan Transportation Council. So | know more than a little something
about transportation in NY. | have also resided in Queens or Nassau for the vast
majority of my 71 years, so | am intimately familiar with travel patterns to and
from LaGuardia.

On July 6, 2018, The New York Times published my letter about this issue, in
which | expressed my reservations about the LaGuardia - Citi Field Air Train
proposal. | still feel that it is an imperfect way to connect LaGuardia to the
subways and the LIRR. |wrote it in response to an article that appeared in The
Times on June 25, 2018, that criticized the proposal we are discussing tonight.

[Link to that letter: hittps: //www.nytimes.com/2018/07/06/opinion/la-guardia-

airport-rail.html]

My feelings haven’t changed. The proposed LaGuardia-AirTrain route would
force travelers to and from Manhattan to backtrack to a Citi Field transfer station,
where the Long Island Rail Road and the #7 subway routes provide service to and
from Manhattan. The 30-minute trip advertised to and from Manhattan under this
proposal is not a completely true statement. It only applies if an airline
passenger catches a LIRR train immediately upon arrival at Citi Field and then
travels only to Penn Station. Reaching any other Manhattan destination requires
transfer at Penn Station. In 2022, the LIRR will reach Grand Central Terminal, but
again going beyond that location will require transfer after ascending a series of
long escalators, as the new LIRR station will be 140 feet below street level.
That’s fine for everyday commuters, but not easy for travelers with baggage in
tow.

And for LIRR travelers to and from Eastern Queens, Nassau, and Suffolk, the Port
Washington Branch is only good for a one seat ride to/from the eleven stations
between Flushing-Main Street and Port Washington, inclusive. Any trip to or from
the other nine LIRR branches means that the traveler must travel to Woodside
and then make a cumbersome up-and-over transfer, very difficult with luggage in
tow.

Now let’s look at the subway options available with the #7 train for that same
airline passenger. The #7 train from Citi Field significantly increases the number
of Manhattan destinations one can reach, but the trip will take more than 30
minutes, often on a very crowded #7 train. While the trains are relatively new and
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modern, their car dimensions are asmall (8.5 feet wide and 51 feet long), making
them often difficult fer luggage toting travelers to use.

Here are sample total travel timas to/from LaGuardia using the #7 train, all of

which include 11 minutes in addition to the subway running times {6 minutes
travel toffrom LGA and 5§ minutes transfer time at Citi Field). Subway running
times are derived from the published subway schedules available on the MTA
website.

Grand Central: 34 - 44 minutes, depending on whether #7 train is express or
local and time of day; no additional subway transfer required.

Times Sqguare: 37 - 47 minutes, depending on whether #7 train is express or local
and time of day; no additienal subway transfer required.

Herald Square: 43 - 53 minutes, including transfer time at 5™ Avenue or Times
Squara to connecting subway routes to 34" St.

Fulton Street and Broadway {(Financial District and Werld Trade Center): 52 - 62
minutes, including transfer time at Grand Centrai to connecting subway routes.

You get my point. The 30 minutes travel between Manhattan and LaGuardia is
mostly a myth that cannot be realistically achieved on the subway.

For immediate improvement, without no additional capital or operating costs, the
current Q70 bus can be easily improved by simply making it fare-free, which
happens at certain holiday periods already. The G70 connects with a whole
muititude of subway lines at Jackson Heights — the #7, E, F, M, and R routes. At
Woodside, the Q70 gives direct access to every LIRR branch, not just the Port
Washington. The revenue loss is minimal since anyone currently transferring
between the Q70 and subways aiready gets a free transfer. Just take away all fare
coliection on the Q70 and have its passengers pay at the subway stations, which
they do now anyway. Increase the service to every four minutes as proposed for
the AirTrain, and a better connection is already there.

So if anything, the AirTrain proposal as outlined tonight is inferior to the current
Q70 bus.

But since there is a lot of consensus for a rail link, there is more viasle solution.
Build an extension of the current Astoria elevated route (the N and W routas) from
a point just south of the current Astoria Boulevard Station, which straddies the
Grand Central Parkway at the Triboro Bridge. Building a subway route from there
to LaGuardia wouid require some significant civil engineering work but the
property takings would be minimal. The techneiogy to build such a fine has
existed for a leng time. it would fsliow the Grand Central Parkway right of way,
much as the JFK AirTrain follows the Van Wyck Expressway.
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This route would have two key advantages. First, the N and W lines are less
crowded than the No. 7 line. The cars are 15 inches wider and nine feet longer, an
important factor for fluggage-toting travelers. An extended N-W line coutd provide
a one-seat ride to a whole group of Manhattan destinations, from 59"
Street/Lexington Avenue to Whitehall Street, without a forced transfer at Citi
Field.

Current travel times on the N and W lines between Astoria/Ditmars and some key
destinations:

s 59th Lexingtorn: 16 minutes

e 57th-7th Ave: 20 minutes

e Time Sqguare: 24 minutes

e Herald Square: 26 minutes

e 14th-Union Square: 29 minutes

e Canal St. 33 minutes

¢ World Trade Center: 37 minutes

o Whitehall St.: 40 minutes

= Atlantic Ave.-Barciay Center (Brooklyn): 45 minutes

Adding 12 minutes tc those times for a future LaGuardia extension, gives a range
of 28-57 minutes for a one seat ride between LaGuardia and a multitude of
Manhattan/Downtown Brooklyn destinations, most significantly without a change
of trains.

Yes an N train extension to LaGuardia will cost more than the Air Train shuttie
to/from Citi Field, but the benefits are far greater than the short-sighted and
imperfect proposal on the agenda tonight. Thank you for the opportunity to
speak tonight.

Sincerely,

Andrew J. Sparberg
523 Windsor Place
Qceanside NY 11572
516-578-9219

ajsparb@aol.com
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G M I I LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Comments for June 5-6 public meetings
1 message

ajsparb@aol.com <ajsparb@aol.com> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 10:33 AM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Dear Sir or Madam:

My name is Andrew J. Sparberg. | am a retired LIRR manager (25 years on the job, retired in
2007), transportation historian, adjunct instructor at City University of NY, and author of the
2015 book From a Nickel to a Token, a history of NYC mass transit between 1940 and 1968.
Prior to my LIRR career | worked for Tri-State Regional Planning Commission, which is the
public agency now known as NY Metropolitan Transportation Council. So | know more than
a little something about transportation in NY. | have also resided in Queens or Nassau for
the vast majority of my 71 years, so | am intimately familiar with travel patterns to and from
LaGuardia.

On July 6, 2018, The New York Times published my letter about this issue, in which |
expressed my reservations about the LaGuardia — Citi Field Air Train proposal. | still feel
that it is an imperfect way to connect LaGuardia to the subways and the LIRR. | wrote it in
response to an article that appeared in The Times on June 25, 2018, that criticized the
proposal we are discussing tonight.

[Link to that letter: https://www.nytimes.com/2018/07/06/opinion/la-guardia-airport-rail.html]

My feelings haven’t changed. The proposed LaGuardia-AirTrain route would force
travelers to and from Manhattan to backtrack to a Citi Field transfer station, where the Long
Island Rail Road and the #7 subway routes provide service to and from Manhattan. The 30-
minute trip advertised to and from Manhattan under this proposal is not a completely true
statement. It only applies if an airline passenger catches a LIRR train immediately upon
arrival at Citi Field and then travels only to Penn Station. Reaching any other Manhattan
destination requires transfer at Penn Station. In 2022, the LIRR will reach Grand Central
Terminal, but again going beyond that location will require transfer after ascending a series
of long escalators, as the new LIRR station will be 140 feet below street level. That’s fine
for everyday commuters, but not easy for travelers with baggage in tow.

And for LIRR travelers to and from Eastern Queens, Nassau, and Suffolk, the Port
Washington Branch is only good for a one seat ride to/from the eleven stations between
Flushing-Main Street and Port Washington, inclusive. Any trip to or from the other nine
LIRR branches means that the traveler must travel to Woodside and then make a
cumbersome up-and-over transfer, very difficult with luggage in tow.

Now let’s look at the subway options available with the #7 train for that same airline
passenger. The #7 train from Citi Field significantly increases the number of Manhattan
destinations one can reach, but the trip will take more than 30 minutes, often on a very
crowded #7 train. While the trains are relatively new and modern, their car dimensions are
small (8.5 feet wide and 51 feet long), making them often difficult for luggage toting
travelers to use.

Here are sample total travel times to/from LaGuardia using the #7 train, all of which include
11 minutes in addition to the subway running times (6 minutes travel to/from LGA and 5


https://www.nytimes.com/2018/07/06/opinion/la-guardia-airport-rail.html

PC00094

minutes transfer time at Citi Field). Subway running times are derived from the published
subway schedules available on the MTA website.

Grand Central: 34 — 44 minutes, depending on whether #7 train is express or local and time
of day; no additional subway transfer required.

Times Square: 37 — 47 minutes, depending on whether #7 train is express or local and time
of day; no additional subway transfer required.

Herald Square: 43 - 53 minutes, including transfer time at 5t Avenue or Times Square to

connecting subway routes to 34th st,
Fulton Street and Broadway (Financial District and World Trade Center): 52 — 62 minutes,
including transfer time at Grand Central to connecting subway routes.

You get my point. The 30 minutes travel between Manhattan and LaGuardia is mostly a
myth that cannot be realistically achieved on the subway.

For immediate improvement, without no additional capital or operating costs, the current
Q70 bus can be easily improved by simply making it fare-free, which happens at certain
holiday periods already. The Q70 connects with a whole multitude of subway lines at
Jackson Heights — the #7, E, F, M, and R routes. At Woodside, the Q70 gives direct access
to every LIRR branch, not just the Port Washington. The revenue loss is minimal since
anyone currently transferring between the Q70 and subways already gets a free transfer.
Just take away all fare collection on the Q70 and have its passengers pay at the subway
stations, which they do now anyway. Increase the service to every four minutes as
proposed for the AirTrain, and a better connection is already there.

So if anything, the AirTrain proposal as outlined tonight is inferior to the current Q70 bus.

But since there is a lot of consensus for a rail link, there is more viable solution. Build an
extension of the current Astoria elevated route (the N and W routes) from a point just south
of the current Astoria Boulevard Station, which straddles the Grand Central Parkway at the
Triboro Bridge. Building a subway route from there to LaGuardia would require some
significant civil engineering work but the property takings would be minimal. The
technology to build such a line has existed for a long time. It would follow the Grand
Central Parkway right of way, much as the JFK AirTrain follows the Van Wyck Expressway.

This route would have two key advantages. First, the N and W lines are less crowded than
the No. 7 line. The cars are 15 inches wider and nine feet longer, an important factor for
luggage-toting travelers. An extended N-W line could provide a one-seat ride to a whole

group of Manhattan destinations, from 59th Street/Lexington Avenue to Whitehall Street,
without a forced transfer at Citi Field.

Current travel times on the N and W lines between Astoria/Ditmars and some key
destinations:

e 59th Lexington: 16 minutes

57th-7th Ave: 20 minutes

Time Square: 24 minutes

Herald Square: 26 minutes

14th-Union Square: 29 minutes

Canal St. 33 minutes

World Trade Center: 37 minutes

Whitehall St.: 40 minutes

Atlantic Ave.-Barclay Center (Brooklyn): 45 minutes


https://www.google.com/maps/search/Lexington:+16?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/14th-Union%0D%0ASquare:+29?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/Canal%0D%0ASt.+33?entry=gmail&source=g
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Adding 12 minutes to those times for a future LaGuardia extension, gives a range of 28-57
minutes for a one seat ride between LaGuardia and a multitude of Manhattan/Downtown
Brooklyn destinations, most significantly without a change of trains.

Yes, an N train extension to LaGuardia will cost more than the Air Train shuttle to/from Citi
Field, but the benefits are far greater than the short-sighted and imperfect proposal on the
agenda tonight. Thank you for the opportunity to speak tonight.

Sincerely,

Andrew J. Sparberg
523 Windsor Place
Oceanside NY 11572
516-578-9219
ajsparb@aol.com


https://www.google.com/maps/search/523+Windsor+Place+%0D%0A%0D%0A%0D%0A%0D%0A+Oceanside+NY+11572?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/523+Windsor+Place+%0D%0A%0D%0A%0D%0A%0D%0A+Oceanside+NY+11572?entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:ajsparb@aol.com
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LGA Air Train

1 message

Yi-Ling Tan <yilingtan@gmail.com> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 3:17 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

To whom it may concern,

| oppose the building of the LGA Air Train. | live in Jackson Heights and the Q70 bus is a fast and convenient transfer to
the LGA. There is no need to waste resources on the construction of a redundant air train. People coming from
Manhattan, Brooklyn and the Bronx will have to travel even farther just to utilize the proposed AirTrain. I'd suggest using
the funds to upgrade the 74th St station to provide more elevators and other amenities to make the transfer from the
trains to the bus easier and more streamlined.

Thank you,
Yi-Ling Tan
Jackson Heights resident
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Proposed Air Train Feedback

1 message

TALEA WUFKA <taleawufka@hotmail.com> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 5:44 PM

To: "comments@LGAaccessEIS.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

My humble opinion on the proposed Air Train Project.

Sincerely,
Talea E. Wua

@ Talea E1.docx
13K


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=aec9f55c89&view=att&th=16b2ec03e3b96023&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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Talea E. Wufka
25-39 97t Street
East Elmhurst, NY 11369

June 6, 2019

Dear Sirs/Madam:

I am writing this letter because I do not agree with the proposed Air Train being
brought into East Elmhurst, Queens. As a concerned citizen, | think it will only
bring unnecessary heart ache and grief to the residents of this community.

As per ever meeting involving this matter, the constituents and residents have
expressed they do not want it and feel it is not needed and I concur. We already have
mass transit in place, the busses are accessible and run frequently enough
accommodating the needs of the community. I feel this will also damage homes as |
have observed cracks in my wall and [ am familiar with the structural damage created
when the air train was built for JFK Airport.

I have dutifully given my humble and sincere opinion for your consideration.
Please do not impose this on my community.
Best Regards,

Talea E. Wufka
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LGA Air Train

1 message

William McGuinness <ua747sp@gmail.com> Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 9:55 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

| fly into LaGuardia several times a year when visiting New York. The current proposal--to connect the airport with Willets
Point--is sub-optimal. It may convenient for those that live in Flushing or Port Washington, but for everyone else, it makes
no sense to travel all the way out there when a sensible alternative could be had with an extension of or an automated
people-mover line to the N/W in Astoria. This offers a more direct, faster route to Midtown Manhattan with more frequent
service. It offers riders many more destinations and connections than LIRR or a long, long ride on the 7 train.

Please consider a more sensible alternative that helps more people and brings greater benefits to the region.

Thank you,
Will McGuinness
2100 Bering Dr, Houston, TX 77057


https://www.google.com/maps/search/2100%C2%A0Bering+Dr,+Houston,+TX+77057?entry=gmail&source=g
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Comments must be received by FAA no later than 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday, June 17, 201 9

Privacy Notice: Before including your name, address, email address, or other personal identifying

information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your personal identifying
information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold
from public review your personal identifying information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Comments must be received by FAA no later than 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday, June 17, :2519

Privacy Notice: Before including your name, address, email address, or other personal identifying
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your personal identifying
information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold
from public review your personal identifying information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Comments must be received by FAA no later than 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday, June 17, 2019

Privacy Notice: Before including your name, address, email address, or other personal identifying
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your personal identifying
information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold
from public review your personal identifying information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Comments must be received by FAA no later than 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday, June 17, 2019

Privacy Notice: Before including your name, address, email address, or other personal identifying
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your personal identifying
information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold
from public review your personal identifying information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Comments must be received by FAA no later than 5:00 p.m. Eastern ‘ﬁme, Monday, June 17, 2019

Privacy Notice: Before including your name, address, email address, or other personal identifying
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your personal identifying

information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold
from public review your personal identifying information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 7, 2019 at 8:31 AM
Reply-To: chuck.kelly@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Charles Kelly

Email: chuck.kelly@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 260 W 54th St

Address 2: 23G

City: New York

State: NY

Zip: 10019

Comment Topic: Airtrain proposal is useless

Formal Comment: | live in Manhattan and travel to both LGA and JFK multiple times a year. | do not expect to ever use
an Airtrain from willets point. The current Q70 bus is adequate and the transfer is included in my subway fare. | travel to
Willets point often for Mets and don't believe the addition travel time beyond Roosevelt Av station is meaningfully less
than the existing Q79 travel time. To suggest that then transferring to an Airtrain (additional cost and additional travel
time!) Is laughable. | use the Airtrain to trips to JFK and | loathe it. For tourists, it is such an embarrassing introduction to
NYC!! Because of the Airtrain transfer | typically take a Lyft home when | arrive outside of rush hour. Also, | have taken
LIRR to Jamaica but only during rush hour when service is most frequent. Outside of rush hour | don't ever find it a
worthwhile option and | live two subway stops from Penn. The Airtrain to LGA is a horrible idea that | don't ever see
myself using. Please improve the Q70 or extend the N/W via the highway!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:chuck.kelly@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/260+W+54th+St?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 7, 2019 at 2:03 PM
Reply-To: lasiegel@verizon.net
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Lawrence Siegel

Email: lasiegel@verizon.net
Organization:

Address 1: 144-63 35th Avenue
Address 2: Apt. 2G

City: Flushing

State: NY

Zip: 11354

Comment Topic: LGA Air Train

Formal Comment: If the idea is to improve access and reduce travel time to Midtown Manhattan, what is the sense of a
train connector that leaves you further from Midtown than when you left LGA? Then to access an LIRR train that only runs
every 30 minutes? The idea that you could get to Midtown in 30 minutes this way is purely imaginary. It makes more
sense to run a train to Woodside (where LIRR service is frequent), or to extend the N/W to LGA. Another idea is to revise
service on the M60 SBS bus line so that some buses stay as is, but others are LGA dedicated lines which only load at the
airport, and discharge only at Subway or Metro North connector stations. Rebuild the totally antiquated 125th Street
Metro North station to provide easy access to Grand Central Terminal. LGA dedicated M60 buses going to LGA would
only pick up passengers and not provide local bus service.

Lawrence Siegel

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:lasiegel@verizon.net
https://www.google.com/maps/search/144-63+35th+Avenue?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 7, 2019 at 4:40 PM
Reply-To: rengl42474@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Renetta English

Email: rengl42474@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 2719 humphreys street

Address 2:

City: East ElImhurst

State: New York

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: Statement LaGuardia Airport Air Train

Formal Comment: My name is Renetta English and today | would like to submit my statement against the proposed
need to build a LaGuardia Air Train. | am writing you as a daily MTA subway and bus rider and resident of East ElImhurst,
Queens New York.

My opinion is based on many reasons.

Business Travelers

* It has been mentioned that the proposed AirTrian is being built for Business Travelers who will leave from midtown
Manhattan using the LIRR / Metro North / 7 Line to Willets Point to take a 5 to 7 minute ride on an LGA AirTrian. How is
this a “one seat” tide from Manhattan to LGA Airport? Also, the current modes of train transportations are used at a
maximum especially at rush hour to/ from Manhattan.

o This confuses me because many companies have cutback travel for their employees by using tools such as video
conferencing. Also, as a frequent traveler most of the business people that | see use company car service, or services
like UBER and LYFT that are fully paid for by their companies.

5 Best Ways to Travel to LaGuardia Airport

* Proposal that an LGA AirTrian will not curtail those taking a vehicle to the airport. This statement is based on the 5 best
ways to travel to LGA which include the heavy use of car services by business travelers.

o What are the 5 best ways that those that Travel to LaGuardia Airport that ensures they get there on time is the following
[J Yellow Taxi with a flat rate to and from LGA

[1 Hire A Car Service

[1 Drive Personal Vehicle to Airport and Pay for Short / Long Term Parking

[J Airport Shuttle Companies

[ Public Transportation

* Q70 and M60 busses — which are basically expresses buses that drops customers directly to the airport

0 Q70 15 minutes to/from 74 St/Roosevelt Av

or 20 to to/from Woodside

0 M60 25 minutes to/from

Harlem-125 St

o There are many other public transportation options from Midtown and Lower Manhattan, Queens, Brooklyn, Long
Island, Westchester

" http://web.mta.info/nyct/service/airport.htm

* As listed above there are currently so many means of travelling via public transportation at a rate of 2.75 to travel to/
from LaGuardia Airport. Therefore, there is truly NO NEED for an AirTrian from Willets Point to LGA that does not truly
serve all of those in New York City.

Community Impact

*» There were 2 routes being discussed for the Proposed LGA AirTrian

o Grand Central Parkway


mailto:rengl42474@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2719+humphreys+street?entry=gmail&source=g
http://web.mta.info/nyct/service/airport.htm
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[J Continued long term damage to the homes that border the grand central parkway in East Elmhurst

[1 Devaluing of the Homes that are around the Airport. .
Health Issues — Noise and Air pollution. Note East EImhurst has a high rate of asthmatics and cancer patients.

o Promenade
[J The taking of park land to build an Air Train is such a travesty.. there are no words.

Cost of the Project
» The Port Authority initially forecasted the 2017-2026 capital Budget Plan at 1billion. Later it was increased to 1.5 Billion.

* How will NY State and City recoup the money that is proposed to be spent on this project? As you know the 1.5 Billion
that has been budgeted is not the true figure that would be spent on this type of project.

As mentioned in my opening statement, | want to reiterate the fact that there is no need for an Air Train to go to
LaGuardia Airport in Queen, NY because there are sufficient alternative methods of transportation.

Word Document - https://drive.google.com/file/d/16ZQowkYRc7HRQSUhaA_-eXEOxTrguOrD/view?usp=sharing

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


https://drive.google.com/file/d/16ZQowkYRc7HRQSUhaA_-eXEOxTrgu0rD/view?usp=sharing
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Good Morning,

My name is Renetta English and today I would like to submit my statement against the proposed need to
build a LaGuardia Air Train. I am writing you as a daily MTA subway and bus rider and resident of East
Elmhurst, Queens New York.

My opinion is based on many reasons.

Business Travelers

e |t has been mentioned that the proposed AirTrian is being built for Business Travelers who will
leave from midtown Manhattan using the LIRR / Metro North / 7 Line to Willets Point to take a 5
to 7 minute ride on an LGA AirTrian. How is this a “one seat” tide from Manhattan to LGA
Airport? Also, the current modes of train transportations are used at a maximum especially at rush
hour to/ from Manhattan.

o This confuses me because many companies have cutback travel for their employees by
using tools such as video conferencing. Also, as a frequent traveler most of the business
people that I see use company car service, or services like UBER and LYFT that are fully
paid for by their companies.

5 Best Ways to Travel to LaGuardia Airport

e Proposal that an LGA AirTrian will not curtail those taking a vehicle to the airport. This
statement is based on the 5 best ways to travel to LGA which include the heavy use of car
services by business travelers.

O What are the 5 best ways that those that Travel to LaGuardia Airport that ensures they get
there on time is the following
= Yellow Taxi with a flat rate to and from LGA
= Hire A Car Service
* Drive Personal Vehicle to Airport and Pay for Short / Long Term Parking
= Airport Shuttle Companies
»  Public Transportation
e Q70 and M60 busses — which are basically expresses buses that drops
customers directly to the airport
o Q70 15 minutes ro/from 74 St/Roosevelt Av
or 20 to fo/from Woodside
o M60 25 minutes to/firom
Harlem-125 St
O There are many other public transportation options from
Midtown and Lower Manhattan, Queens, Brooklyn, Long
Island, Westchester
=  http://web.mta.info/nyct/service/airport.htm

e As listed above there are currently so many means of travelling via
public transportation at a rate of 2.75 to travel to/ from LaGuardia
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Airport. Therefore, there is truly NO NEED for an AirTrian from
Willets Point to LGA that does not truly serve all of those in New York
City.

Community Impact

e There were 2 routes being discussed for the Proposed LGA AirTrian
o Grand Central Parkway
= Continued long term damage to the homes that border the grand central parkway
in East Elmhurst
» Devaluing of the Homes that are around the Airport.
= Health Issues — Noise and Air pollution. Note East Elmhurst has a high rate of
asthmatics and cancer patients.
0 Promenade
= The taking of park land to build an Air Train is such a travesty.. there are no
words.

Cost of the Project

e The Port Authority initially forecasted the 2017-2026 capital Budget Plan at 1billion. Later it was
increased to 1.5 Billion.

e How will NY State and City recoup the money that is proposed to be spent on this project? As
you know the 1.5 Billion that has been budgeted is not the true figure that would be spent on this
type of project.

As mentioned in my opening statement, | want to reiterate the fact that there is no need for an Air
Train to go to LaGuardia Airport in Queen, NY because there are sufficient alternative methods of
transportation.
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 7, 2019 at 10:04 PM
Reply-To: MICHAEL .klatsky@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: michael klatsky

Email: MICHAEL klatsky@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 2084 seneca gate
Address 2:

City: merrick

State: NY

Zip: 11566

Comment Topic: Transit impact

Formal Comment: The impact on the LIRR and 7 subway requires a significant increase in LIRR scheduling and
infrastructure to support such service and it's associated impact for the Port Washington Branch and is an impact not
considered in this report. The 7 subway is over capacity and utilizing this service to connect to other areas will have a
detrimental impact on the environment - on existing services, character of neighborhoods and others. The Astoria Line
has ample capacity and an underutilized third track, with a need for a northern terminal yard facility, which can be
provided within the LGA facility.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:MICHAEL.klatsky@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2084+seneca+gate?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Comments on LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project
1 message

Phil Konigsberg <bayterracephil@msn.com> Sat, Jun 8, 2019 at 12:42 AM
To: "comments@lgaaccesseis.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

SCOPING COMMENTS:

The purpose of the scoping process and the meeting is to hear from the public, community groups, special interest groups,
agencies, and other interested parties on the environmental issues and alternatives they think should be analyzed in the EIS for the
LGA Access Improvement Project. Written comments can either be submitted at the Public Scoping meetings, emailed to
comments@Igaaccesseis.com, or mailed to the following address:

Mr. Andrew Brooks, Environmental Program Manager - Airports Division Federal Aviation Administration, Eastern Regional
Office, AEA-610
1 Aviation Plaza, Jamaica, NY 11434

Comments must be received by FAA no later than 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday, June 17, 2019

Name PHIL KONIGSBERG
Organization Email bayterracephil@msn.com
Address City State Zip 23-25 Bell Blvd, Bay Terrace, NY 11360

| FEEL THERE MUST BE A ONE SEAT RIDE FROM MANHATTAN TO LAGUARDIA AIRPORT. TO SETTLE FOR
ANYTHING LESS IS A DISSERVICE TO THE TRAVELING PUBLIC. THE CURRENT PROPOSAL FROM THE
WILLETS POINT STATION OF THE LIRR AND 7 TRAIN DOES NOT REFLECT THE FIRST CLASS CITY NEW
YORK IS. MOST OF THE MAJOR CITIES IN THE US HAVE A DIRECT RAIL LINK - EVEN NEWARK!

FORMAL COMMENT

LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project

Comments must be received by FAA no later than 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday, June 17, 2019

Privacy Notice: Before including your name, address, email address, or other personal identifying information in your
comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your personal identifying information - may be made
publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal
identifying information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Phil Konigsberg
Smokefree Community Advocate
Bayside Smokefree Housing Alliance


mailto:comments@lgaaccesseis.com
mailto:bayterracephil@msn.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/23-25+Bell+Blvd,+Bay+Terrace,+NY+11360?entry=gmail&source=g
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[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 8, 2019 at 1:48 AM
Reply-To: triroacles@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Benjamin Tsao

Email: triroacles@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 7606 Utopia Pkwyq

Address 2:

City: Fresh Meadows

State: NY

Zip: 11366

Comment Topic: Oppose Current Air Train Route

Formal Comment: | think that flushing bay provides important green space to our neighborhoods. Most of flushing lives
within a swamp/flooding area. Because of the current route proposed by the FAA, | am concerned about how this project
could damage the underlying park land. The park and bay have the potential to save our local businesses alot of money
by preventing any future flood damages. As it stands, i strongly oppose the current LGA Access Improvement Project. |
suggest the FAA consider alternate routes which are less damaging to the bay and park areas.| suggest bus/ subway
extension/ ferry services.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:triroacles@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 8, 2019 at 9:38 AM
Reply-To: roberto50443@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Roberto Morales

Email: roberto50443@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: In regards to the alternative plans for the new LGA connections | believe the Port Authority preferred
alignment would honestly be a waste of taxpayer money to have the airtrain go to Willets Point Station when it has been
proven getting the 7 to 74 Street station then getting the Q70 LaGuardia Link would prove to be much faster than going all
the way out to Corona only to come back into East ElImhurst, it makes zero sense to send the train via that route. As for
extending the N/W trains it would be highly beneficial for a DIRECT subway link from the airport to Manhattan without any
transfers and would really be a massive, to be frank “cash cow” in terms of getting ridership to the airport. The other
proposal of the airtrain to 74 Street station is also a very good alternative and seems to be much better in the sense of
connecting the airtrain directly to a large number of busy subway lines at a major interchange hub. With that it would
essentially redirect ridership from the Q70SBS onto the Airtrain. In conclusion | hope the N/W train extension or Airtrain
alignment to 74 Street station would be the best considered options for the project as going in a logical sense would be
worth every penny in both the short and long run and would make connections very convient for airport bound
passengers

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:roberto50443@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 9, 2019 at 7:19 PM
Reply-To: f.valencin@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Philip V

Email: f.valencin@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Brooklyn

State: NY

Zip: 11220

Comment Topic: Extension N/W airtrain LGA

Formal Comment: | don't understand why proposed airtrain to/from LGA should "benefit" only people from Manhattan.
Living in South Brooklyn on N,R lines and many other of us living south or east from Atlantic station on other lines,
extension of N/W line would benefit many more people and would be definitely faster option to commute to/from LGA than
proposed airtrain.

| will never take N to 7 and then airtrain, it doesn't make sense at first, it would be much longer trip for me and more
expensive, unless they would cut all SBS buses after building airtrain, then | would be forced to use it or just not to use
LGA airport at all.

From my home it is the same distance to each airport EWR, LGA, JFK, | was excited to get to, at least one, of the airports
with just one ride without a transfer.

| don't want airtrain to be build and | don't want my tax money to be used for that.

One borough of Astoria cannot dictate how the future of MTA should shape.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:f.valencin@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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LGA Airtrain Comments

1 message

Henry Filosa <hfilosa@gmail.com> Sun, Jun 9, 2019 at 8:43 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

To the FAA,

As a resident of NYC, | would like to officially comment on the proposed air train from LGA to Mets willets point. From the
knowledge | have as an informed reader of the public press and the figures used by the governor's office, | believe that
the extension will have a significant negative environmental impact. This is because the proposed connector will route
passengers onto the 7 train which is currently running at over capacity despite the recent completion of long term
upgrades to service. Alternatively, they would utilize the currently limited LIRR service to the station. Expanding such
service would require routing trains loaded with more persons through the at capacity east river tunnels so a few airplane
travelers can take the train into midtown.

Either knock on effect, less room for commuters on the crowded 7-train or fewer high capacity trains running from eastern
Long Island will discourage usage of the most environmentally friendly modes of transport in the region. As there would
be no time savings for airport travelers to midtown, the expected beneficiaries of the program, this environmental cost has
no countervailing benefit and is nonsensical.

Sincerely,
Henry Filosa

600 W 111th St
NY, NY 10025


https://www.google.com/maps/search/600+W+111th+St%C2%A0+NY,+NY+10025?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/600+W+111th+St%C2%A0+NY,+NY+10025?entry=gmail&source=g
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 10, 2019 at 4:39 PM
Reply-To: Jem490@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Jemel Murphy

Email: Jem490@aol.com

Organization:

Address 1: 186 Avalon gardens drive

Address 2:

City: Nanuet

State: NY

Zip: 10954

Comment Topic: Airtrain

Formal Comment: The addition of the airtrain by LGA airport would do a huge disservice to the surrounding community
of east elImhurst. Not only will the 7 train be even more congested than it already is and it is EXTREMELY crowded now

but it will destroy the foundation homes in the area due to the construction of the Airtrain. NY should halt any and every
plan to construct this.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Jem490@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/186+Avalon+gardens+drive?entry=gmail&source=g
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PC00117

L]
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 10, 2019 at 4:46 PM
Reply-To: Jeneemurphy@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Jeneé Murphy

Email: Jeneemurphy@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | don’t agree with the construction and would much prefer alternative options be looked at and
discussed because of the impact construction can have on residents homes and the communities they live in.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Jeneemurphy@aol.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 10, 2019 at 6:58 PM
Reply-To: gmart5002@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Gabrielle Martinez
Email: gmart5002@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: 1. AirTrain that brings you to Willets Point will not be used by as many people as a subway extension
and the 7 train can't handle extra crowds.

2.The Port Washington line is also very crowded. It is the only train line that serves the Willets Point LIRR station.
According to the New York State Comptroller Tom DiNapoli’s report it is the train line with the second worst on time
performance during PM rush hour. The most common cause of the delays on the line are related to obstructions of the
train doors. Encouraging people with luggage to utilize this train line will lead to further door blockages and delays.
According to the Comptroller’s latest report the Port Washington Line had three of the ten worst performing weekday
trains. This means that three of the regularly scheduled daily trains were amongst the most frequently delayed trains.
Additonally there has been 72% increase of late trains on the Port Washington line since 2011 according to the
Comptroller’s last report.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:gmart5002@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00119

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

EIS LGA Access Improvement Project — Formal Comment
1 message

Grace Stevens <Grace.Stevens@laguardiab.com> Mon, Jun 10, 2019 at 1:14 PM
To: "comments@lgaaccesseis.com" <comments@Ilgaaccesseis.com>

To Whom it May Concern:

Please find attached AirTrain LGA testimony for Grace Stevens, Manager of Community and External
Relations, LaGuardia Gateway Partners, to be submitted as a formal comment for the scoping phase of
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project.

Thank you,

Grace Stevens

Manager, Community and External Relations
LaGuardia Gateway Partners

LaGuardia Airport Terminal B

Cell: 347-420-2981

Grace.Stevens@laguardiab.com

www.laguardiaB.com

@ Grace Stevens LGA AirTrain Testimony.docx
16K


mailto:Grace.Stevens@laguardiab.com
http://www.laguardiab.com/
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=aec9f55c89&view=att&th=16b4262da336abef&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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Testimony from Grace Stevens, Queens Resident and Employee at LaGuardia
Gateway Partners as Community Programs Manager:

My name is Grace Stevens, and | am a resident of Astoria and the Community
Programs Manager at LaGuardia Gateway Partners, the private entity operating
and redeveloping LaGuardia Airport’s Terminal B.

| want to thank you for allowing me the opportunity to join members of the
community and give testimony for the Federal Aviation Administration’s
consideration.

As both a Queens resident and an employee that works at LaGuardia Airport, |
have seen firsthand the critical need for a method of public transportation that
will ease traffic issues around the area.

Congestion around LaGuardia Airport affects the entire borough of Queens — from
delays on the Grand Central Parkway, to increased bus traffic on local streets. Not
only do thousands of LaGuardia Airport employees have difficulty getting to work
in a timely and cost-effective manner, but the constant delays, combined with a
lack of alternative methods of transportation, hurt businesses and families in the
local community.

Given the current situation that the Grand Central Parkway and the surrounding
neighborhoods experience on a daily basis, without an additional form of reliable
and safe transportation the traffic congestion issues will only worsen over the
next few years -- and continue to negatively impact the borough as a result.

The AirTrain will reduce traffic on the Grand Central Parkway and local streets,
bring local jobs to Queens, and align with existing mass transit services in the
area.

The proposed AirTrain LGA is also a necessary investment as part of the overall
redevelopment of LaGuardia. The renovation aims to make LaGuardia into a
world class airport, with brand new amenities, food and retail experiences, and
more.
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With this world class redevelopment, we need a world class transportation
system to bring passengers to and from the airport.

Thank you again for your consideration.

HHH
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 10:25 AM
Reply-To: stevsco@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Steve Scofield
Email: stevsco@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 31-62 29 Street
Address 2:

City: Apr 3L

State: Astoria

Zip: NY

Comment Topic: 11106

Formal Comment: the Airtrain is a monumentally stupid idea. 1) It requires backtracking. 2) except during rush hours
when the #7 runs express it will connect travellers to a slow local train. 3) the reconstruction of Willets Point station will
require many weekends of #7 closures, and. a former NYCT track access superintendent, a closure from 74 St or 111 St
is an almost impossible diversion to operate due to the sheer number of shuttle buses required (last done ca. 2101 and it
was a disaster) - and the people who are inconvenienced for this will not be regularl users of Airtrain, or LaGuardia, for
that matter. 4) the number of available weekends at Wiilets Point is very limited due to Met games, US Open, other Citi
field/FMCP events, etc. 4) Airtrain construction would destroy the Flushing Bay promenade and the current restoration of
wetlands.

Better idea - use LIRR East Side access/63 St tunnel and construct a heavy rail line from Sunnyside yards via Amtrak
ROW, BQE and GCP to provide one seat ride to LAG. Best idea - close Lag altogether and get a noisy, polluting,
dangerous airport out of a residential neighborhood. Air travel is the single most climate-unfriendly means of
transportation there is, and we should be doing NOTHING to make it easier, and doing everything possible to discourage
it.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:stevsco@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 10:33 AM
Reply-To: aaron.p.taube@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Aaron Taube

Email: aaron.p.taube@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 29-05 21st Avenue
Address 2: Apartment 2E

City: Astoria

State: NY

Zip: 11105

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: The current proposal for an airtrain to Willets Point is not a sensible option. The 7 train can not handle
the additional passengers at all. It is completely normal to have to watch 1 or 2 trains pass during rush hour until there is
room to get on the train, and it's absurd to expect tourists or residents to deal with additional crowding. The N/W line
proposal is far more reasonable, both in terms of practicality and financial feasibility. On a logistical level, the N/W is a far
less crowded train. Travelers want a one-seat ride to midtown, not to transfer from an airtrain to the 7 train or the LIRR.
They do not want to pay the price of an LIRR fare to get to midtown, and they do not want to transfer to a subway line
after getting to midtown on the LIRR in order to reach their final destination. Please do a study to estimate the ridership of
the current proposal from Port Authority and the proposal of extending the N/W line. Please do a traffic study as well to
determine which option would take more cars off the road and convince more people to use public transit. Please do not
accept the Port Authority's plan and choose the more sensible option both for New Yorkers and for anyone choosing to
visit our beautiful city.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 11:24 AM
Reply-To: rebecca.kanfer@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Rebecca Kanfer

Email: rebecca.kanfer@gmail.com

Organization: Queens Resident - TransAlt Queens Volunteer

Address 1: 82-67 Austin Street

Address 2: #605

City: Kew Gardens

State: NY

Zip: 11415

Comment Topic: Planned Airtrain from LaGuardia Airport to Willets Point (and proposed alternative plans)

Formal Comment: To Whom It May Concern,

At first the proposed Airtrain from LGA to Mets-Willets Point seemed like a good and logical idea. Upon closer scrutiny |
realized this will provide little or no benefit to the ridership in Queens and Long Island. For consideration - an existing
transit corridor already exists along the North-South corridor for the BQE and | believe Amtrak train - passes directly by
74th St/ Roosevelt Station. Why not build upon this corridor and take advantage of the existing hub?

1. The LIRR only has trains stop at Mets-WIlllets Point on "Game Days" when the facilities are in use. This would provide
NO CONNECTION for LIRR riders.

2. The 7-Train is already OVERCROWDED, and would be further weighted by sole connection to the air train.

3. This is not a transit hub with multiple connections from Queens, Manhattan and Other Boroughs.

3. Other locations make much more sense - 74th/ Roosevelt Station would connect to 7/E/F/M/R trains AND bus system.
4. Other connections to the LIRR train could be 61st/Woodside Station. Includes connection to 7 Train.

I am deeply concerned about the proposal. It makes absolutely no sense. As a resident of Kew Gardens it would make no
sense for me to ride to 74th/ Roosevelt Station... to get on the 7 Train to Mets-Willets Point... to get on the air train. At
least an hour journey just to get to the Airtrain. This would be almost $10 one way and | may as well just take a cab for
$15-20.

Please reconsider this plan as it would not actually benefit the residents of Queens and Long Island who need it the most.

Thanks so much for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Rebecca Kanfer

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 11:47 AM
Reply-To: rebecca.kanfer@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Rebecca Kanfer

Email: rebecca.kanfer@gmail.com

Organization: Queens Resident - TransAlt Queens Volunteer

Address 1: 82-67 Austin Street

Address 2: #605

City: Kew Gardens

State: NY

Zip: 11415

Comment Topic: Planned Airtrain from LaGuardia Airport to Willets Point (and proposed alternative plans)
Formal Comment: Additional Comment -

Additionally it seems this plan will shift the "Drive-And-Park" behavior from the Airport to the Mets-Willets Station area. It
is not a sensible or integrated approach to planning holistic transport system. It makes more sense to connect to an
EXISTING HUB - either extend the N/W line in Astoria, or connect to 74th/ Roosevelt Station.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 1:40 PM
Reply-To: MAXSHOLL@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Maximillian Sholl

Email: MAXSHOLL@GMAIL.COM
Organization:

Address 1: 22 North 6 Street

Address 2: Apt 3i

City: Brooklyn

State: New York

Zip: 11249

Comment Topic: Rail Connection to LGA Airport

Formal Comment: Please do not go ahead with the "backwards" AirTrain connecting Willets Point to LGA Airport. This
will not improve travel times, it is not a one-seat ride, and has the potential to destroy the Flushing Bay Promenade that is
a walking and bicycling connection for many folk, including those that cannot afford to drive, take a train or bus.

Please do consider an extension of the N/W train from Astoria Blvd station over or parellel to the Grand Central Parkway
to connect directly to all LGA Airport terminals. This would be a one-seat ride for many people, would already have the
fare integrated into NYCT, the provider of all transit services in NYC, and would actually be a faster alternative than the
current subway-to-bus connection to LGA. In the interim, bus priority lanes should be installed in and around LGA Airport
and its access roads.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 3:54 PM
Reply-To: Maximilianimiller@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Max Miller

Email: Maximilianimiller@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 23-75 Crescent Street

Address 2: Second Floor

City: Astoria

State: NY

Zip: 11105

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: Hello, I'd like to register my disapproval of the current LaGuardia AirTrain proposal (extending from
Mets Willets Point). This only serves Long Islanders and makes no sense for anyone coming from anywhere in the five

boroughs. An N/W extension from Astoria makes much more sense, but honestly LGA is well-served by buses already
and would be fine if you just increased bus service.

| also love that bike bath along Flushing Bay and would be disappointed if it was taken away or put out of use for any
length of time.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 6:22 PM
Reply-To: christopherjstephens@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Christopher Stephens

Email: christopherjstephens@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 400 E 85th Street, Apt 9D
Address 2:

City: New York

State: New York

Zip: 10028

Comment Topic: AirTrain Boondoggle

Formal Comment: It baffles me that any rational person would consider the current AirTrain proposal to LGA. As has
been shown multiple times, it would actually _increase_ travel times for virtually everyone who wants to use public
transportation to LGA. This is crazy. What's even more baffling is that a cheaper, better alternative exists: extending the
subway from Astoria. The only explanation | can find for the current plan is that it somehow favors this governor politically
or financially. Or both.

Better not to build anything at all until we have political leaders who can do what it takes to make the right decision: just
extend the subway from Astoria the way everyone has been telling you to do for years. If you allow the AirTrain to LGA to
go forward, shame on you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 7:25 PM
Reply-To: belleoflonglake@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Jessame Hannus

Email: belleoflonglake@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 89-11 63rd Drive
Address 2: Apt 626

City: Rego Park

State: NY

Zip: 11374

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: That the government would for a second entertain the idea of spending obscene amounts of money
to build an AirTrain going from CitiField to Laguardia is shocking. The JFK AirTrain is already an affront to the transit
starved neighborhoods it passes through. The fact that it's an additional fee and not built into the MTA is also an affront to
its employees. The idea that the state would double down on this imposition on the residents and workers of Queens by
building a second massive piece of transportation infrastructure, that not only will not serve the public, but will actually
make their already overburdened commutes worse is even more reprehensible. Let me try to dial make my emotion and
put it more clearly. The 7 train is overburdened already, especially on game days or during the US Open (when the public
is essentially banned from using their own park). Community access to this one bit of open Green Space in Queens is
already viciously dangerous and inhospitable to the pedestrians and cyclists of Queens and anything built to further
disengage the community from its park, only to the benefit of wealthier non-residents would show that our elected officials
do not respect the people of Queens, do not care for our health and access to green space, and do not care for our safety
as we move about our neighborhoods. Especially when you consider that the communities along Astoria and Northern
are desperately starved for transit infrastructure. Especially when you consider that the life and limb of those residents is
already subject to the needs of vehicular drivers using Northern to access the FREE bridge at Queens Plaza. Especially
when you consider that many of those drivers "need" to drive because they themselves have no viable transit options
because the city and state will not invest in transit infrastructure. Especially when you consider that the proposed AirTrain
route will not make it easier for anyone to access Laguardia. Faced with two fares, crowded trains and at least one
transfer, you best believe people will simply opt for Uber and that free bridge. So then the community of Queens will have
lost access to its waterfront and park, will have no new transit for everyday usage even though money was spent to
facilitate the incidental travel of others, and, at best, their current transit will be even more overburdened. Come back to
us with a proposal for a toll on the Queensboro and transit along Astoria/Northern that also services the airport. Then we
can talk.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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New Yorkers deserve a robust LGA AirTrain EIS Process
1 message

Deidre Moderacki <info@riverkeeper.org> Tue, Jun 11, 2019 at 8:02 PM
Reply-To: Deidre Moderacki <dmoderacki@earthlink.net>
To: "Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager" <comments@Igaaccesseis.com>

Jun 11, 2019
Mr. Andrew Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager
Dear: Mr. Brooks, FAA, Environmental Program Manager,

How have you taken climate change with rising water levels into your
plans?

| believe that any transit project that destroys current ecosystems is
misguided when we should be increasing our wetland areas not the
opposite.

It is the FAA's responsibility to conduct a robust environmental review
process that considers all alternatives, relies on unbiased ridership
and traffic studies, and includes meaningful public engagement. New
Yorkers, Queens residents, and the wetland ecosystems that surround
Flushing Bay and Creek deserve the most sensible route to LaGuardia
Airport that adds public transit, preserves our parkland, is climate
resilient, and does not put added pressure on the 7 train.

New Yorkers are relying on the FAA to ensure that there will be a
substantial environmental review process that results in the best route
to LGA for all New Yorkers.

Thank you.

Deidre Moderacki

New York, NY 10009
dmoderacki@earthlink.net


mailto:dmoderacki@earthlink.net

PC00129

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 12, 2019 at 11:48 AM
Reply-To: peterfeld@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Peter Feld

Email: peterfeld@gmail.com

Organization: No IDC NY

Address 1: 319 E. 9 St. Apt. 9

Address 2:

City: New York

State: NY

Zip: 10003

Comment Topic: TRANSPORTATION CONCERNS AND SUBWAY EXPANSION BENEFITS

Formal Comment: | am writing as a New Yorker with travel planned for LaGuardia to agree with community concerns
and urge the study and adoption of an N/W extension to reach LAG instead of proposed plans that rely on the heavily
overcrowded 7 or Port Washington LIRR lines.

Passengers desire one seat rides. Using the AirTrain to get to the LIRR and finally transferring to a subway line is not
what passengers want to do. Extending the N/W line into the airport is the best way to achieve a one seat ride into
Midtown Manhattan. This connection would provide a one seat ride to Times Square and Union Square. The cost of a
subway ride is $2.75, making the cost of the ride far cheaper than the AirTrain+LIRR (+subway for many). The lower cost
will make people more willing to use this option. Many people (especially those who are traveling in groups will find it
more convenient (and likely cheaper) to take an uber, Iyft, or taxi instead of using the airtrain+LIRR+subway option. The
$2.75 price of the subway will encourage many more people to forego taking an Uber, Lyft, or taxi. More cars will be taken
off the road and congestion will be lessened if the one seat subway ride is an option.

The N/W line in Astoria has more capacity to accommodate the additional travelers going to and from the airport. It is far
less crowded during rush hour, and unlike the 7 train there is the possibility of adding significantly more trains on the line.
The N and W lines currently run 17 trains per hour during rush hour but the line can accommodate 24 trains per hour if a
train storage yard is built alongside the extension and if some minor rerouting was done at other points in the system to
prevent bottlenecks at points where lines merge. Please look at the following proposal for more details:
http://www.vanshnookenraggen.com/_index/2018/06/the-r-train-laguardia-airport-and-the-ripple-effect-in-transit/?fbclid=
IWAR26QThIIRVorLF6dGfxR4mfoFHXrHtUTIFHNjZkPyxO6dX_FCo5yShbjD4

The N/W extension could be fully funded by the money collected through the Passenger Facility Charge (PFC). The
Federal Aviation Administration can give the Port Authority permission to collect a $4.50 fee on each plane ride leaving
LaGuardia or landing in LaGuardia. The tunnels, tracks, stations and all relate construction costs would not cost the State
of New York, City of New York, or the MTA any money. The State, City, and MTA would not take on any debt in the
construction of the project.

There is potential for the N/W line extension to be to be linked with a new Metro North station in Astoria. A Metro North
station can be built on the train line that crosses the Hell Gate Bridge. Within the next few years the Hell Gate Bridge will
be used to connect Metro North trains from the Bronx, Westchester, the Eastern Lower Hudson Valley, and Southwestern
Connecticut with Penn Station via the Sunnyside Yards. A new station can be built in Astoria in order to give passengers
from the Northeastern part of the metropolitan area an easy transfer point to the subway extension into the airport. The
passenger market in these areas is roughly equivalent in size to the market size of airline passengers who travel to
Midtown Manhattan. This would encourage more people to take mass transit to the airport. Presently the vast majority of
trips to LaGuardia from the Bronx, Westchester, the Eastern Lower Hudson Valley, and Southwestern Connecticut are
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taken via cars (including taxis, Lyft, Uber, etc...). If a new station is built in Astoria and the subway extension to LaGuardia
is built a significant portion of travelers from the Northeastern areas of the metro area would stop travelling to LaGuardia
by car.

The subway extension of the N/W train would mostly run through an industrial/manufacturing zone that does not include
residential properties. Extending the N/W line north to the Consolidated Edison (ConEd) Power Plant property would
require an elevated extension along one block of fully residential properties (between 21st avenue and 20th avenue). The
extension along the first block and a half would be a long stretches of mostly commercial and entirely commercial
properties. Some rental buildings would be adjacent to the elevated extension but the vast majority of adjacent properties
on the block will be commercial with no residences. After running north on 31 street the elevated line can be run over 19th
avenue up until 45th street. This stretch of 19th avenue has no residential properties so noise pollution and construction
will not strongly impact people in their homes. At 45th street the train can descend into the hill on the north side of 19th
avenue and begin its descent in a tunnel that would lead to the airport property.

Thank you for considering this comment.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 12, 2019 at 12:05 PM
Reply-To: adrianhoohoo@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Adrian Horczak

Email: adrianhoohoo@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1: 1744 Decatur St

Address 2:

City: Ridgewood

State: NY

Zip: 11385

Comment Topic: Alternative transit option

Formal Comment: A subway that directly connects the airport to Manhattan would be much more advantageous than an
air-train that requires people to transfer to other modes. With the N/W trains terminating nearby, this is a great opportunity
to extend the subway to the airport. The tracks can be extended along 31st Street, turn onto 19th Avenue, go
underground at 81st St, and enter the airport. The extension would not require changes to existing subway infrastructure
and could travel above ground through mostly industrial areas. This would keep costs down and minimize community
opposition.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:adrianhoohoo@yahoo.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/1744+Decatur+St?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00131

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 12, 2019 at 2:57 PM
Reply-To: erin.horanzy@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Erin Horanzy

Email: erin.horanzy@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Bronx

State: NY

Zip: 10456

Comment Topic: i am against the proposed route

Formal Comment: The airtrain route doesn't make sense. It will require more time for travelers to get to LGA than it
currently takes, plus there is no additional benefit. If the NW were extended from Astoria Ditmars, for example, it could
make 3ish more stops and serve areas that have inadequate subway access. Or, if we simply gave the Q70 bus a

dedicated and physically separate lane, it would cost vastly less, take less time, and could potentially serve the
intermediate neighborhoods that way. | vote yes for improved servive to LGA, and no to the Airtrain from Willets Point.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 12, 2019 at 9:25 PM
Reply-To: Skikelly@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Sean Kelly

Email: Skikelly@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 152 Reynolds road
Address 2:

City: West islip

State: Ny

Zip: 11795

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | 100 percent support this project and think it would be a great addition to the greatest city in the
world.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Wed, Jun 12, 2019 at 9:57 PM
Reply-To: briantettemer@msn.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Brian Tettemer

Email: briantettemer@msn.com
Organization: Local union #3
Address 1: 6594 162 st
Address 2: 1c

City: Fresh Meadows

State: Ny

Zip: 11365

Comment Topic: Air train to LGA

Formal Comment: This is an excellent idea it will cut down on airport traffic that’s currently always present on the GCP. it
will also create jobs

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 12:36 AM
Reply-To: samuel.rubinstein1012@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Sam Rubinstein

Email: samuel.rubinstein1012@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: Please select an N/W train extension alternative over the AirTrain proposal. The AirTrain is politically
convenient because it affects fewer residential areas and thus stirs less opposition, but it would not meet the stated
objective of reducing travel time to the airport. Most passengers to LGA are coming from points west of the airport, and
making them go out to Willets Point and then back west on the AirTrain will be slower than existing options. Instead, the
N/W train should be extended eastward to the airport. An advantage of routing the extension over 19th street is that it
could allow for new stations to be added in that area, serving the residential community, but for the same reason, that
alternative is likely to be more disruptive to the community. Still, the N/W extension over Grand Central Parkway would
also be superior to PANYNJ's preferred alternative. Building over Grand Central would utilize existing right of way, and the
roadway already causes noise pollution, so adding train noise there would not be so disruptive.

Fixed guideway alternatives should not be preferred over subway extension, because that would require riders to change
trains, and would require further land and resources to construct tram car storage and maintenance facilities. Bus and
ferry alternatives are also insufficient - they would not meet the objective of linking the airport directly into the city's rail
rapid transit system, and would carry fewer riders more slowly. Further, inter-modal transfers while hauling luggage will be
particularly difficult for airport travelers.

In the past, NIMBY opposition has killed an N/W train extension, and it would be a shame to see similar parochial thinking
do the same again. PANYNJ should not expend significant resources on a preferred alignment that would not deliver the
promised benefits just because it is the most politically expedient alternative.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info>
Reply-To: Htelc3@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: David Diamond

Email: Htelc3@aol.com
Organization: Local 3 IBEW
Address 1: 1706 Broadway
Address 2:

City: New Hyde Park

State: NY

Zip: 11040

Comment Topic: Air train to LGA NY

Formal Comment: This would be a much needed source
Of transportation to LGA and reduce
Traffic on Grand Central parkway.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 3:01 AM
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 4:23 AM
Reply-To: lectrish93@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Stephen Cena

Email: lectrish93@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 93 CONCORD AVE

Address 2:

City: GLEN ROCK

State: NJ

Zip: 07452

Comment Topic: Airtrain Extension

Formal Comment: | strongly support extending the airtrain to LaGuardia Airport

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 5:19 AM
Reply-To: alipertij@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Joseph Aliperti

Email: alipertij@gmail.com

Organization: IBEW Local Union #3

Address 1: 159-48

Address 2: 91st Street

City: Howard Beach

State: NY

Zip: 11414

Comment Topic: Air Train

Formal Comment: | support LGA air train extension

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 6:31 AM
Reply-To: mtmbills@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Michael Meehan

Email: mtmbills@gmail.com

Organization: IBEE

Address 1: 62 Ontario

Address 2:

City: Massapequa

State: New york

Zip: 11758

Comment Topic: Air train to LGA

Formal Comment: We really need this Airtrain to ease congestion around LGA and Citifield aree

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:mtmbills@gmail.com
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PC00139

[ ]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 6:55 AM
Reply-To: Ebe1998@verizon.net
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Kevin Eberlein

Email: Ebe1998@verizon.net

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Air train

Formal Comment: | wish this project gets approved

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Ebe1998@verizon.net
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 8:33 AM
Reply-To: andrewcaesar217@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Andrew Caesar

Email: andrewcaesar217@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 73-40 195th Street
Address 2:

City: FRESH MEADOWS

State: NY

Zip: 11366-1840

Comment Topic: Train to LGA

Formal Comment: My personal opinion is that we need to extend the transit system from the Ditmars Blvd station.
The Astoria Blvd station is not designed for transfer of passengers.

Converting this station to a transit hub would have a huge impact on an all ready congested vehicle traveled streets
below.

The extension from Ditmars would be much smoother and with less impact.

The right of way to the airport has less obstructions and would affect far fewer residents.

The purpose is to make travel to the airport a one seat,no transfer alternative to auto travel.

Think about this,utilize the N,R,or W to Queens.

After Queensborough Plaza,run express to Ditmars,and then straight to the new terminal.

That would expedite travel for so many people.

Travel from Roosevelt Ave,or Willets Point is long and tedious,with troublesome transfers.Even without luggage.
Having grown up in Queens,and using mass transit,| know these routes well.

Having spent my career in construction as a Journeyman Electrician, | am quite versed in transit construction.

To name some,from the 63rd St Station ,63rd St tunnel connection (C-20201,C-20202, C20203) ,Station rehab(Herald
Square, 14th St & 8th Ave)Train Barn rehab, Off hour waiting areas,and signal enclosures on the Astoria line
(Queensborough Plaza to Ditmars Blvd ).

As a resident of Queens county, who grew up in Astoria, | have end user knowledge of our transit system and even
though the distance to construct, from Willets Point is shorter, it would be under utilized by the employees of the
airport,and the commuters who want an easier and smoother trip to an already tedious process that air travel has
become.

Thank you,

Andrew Caesar

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:andrewcaesar217@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/73-40+195th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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L]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 10:11 AM
Reply-To: Captmcentee@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Robert Mcentee

Email: Captmcentee@yahoo.com

Organization:

Address 1: 2550 Independence ave

Address 2:

City: Bronx

State: Ny

Zip: 10463

Comment Topic: Air train extension

Formal Comment: | think an extension of the air train will be a great asset to NYC

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Captmcentee@yahoo.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2550+Independence+ave?entry=gmail&source=g
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[ ]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 10:14 AM
Reply-To: Ibarrett94@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: lan Barrett

Email: Ibarrett94@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: Getting to LGA during rush hour is an enormous pain in the ass. The fact you can take a train almost
any where in NYC except Iga is horrible.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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[ ]
G M I | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 12:51 PM
Reply-To: nfg214@nyu.edu
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Natalia Guzman

Email: nfg214@nyu.edu

Organization:

Address 1: 96th street and 25th Avenue

Address 2:

City: East ElImhurst

State: United States

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: Regarding Airtrain to LaGuardia proposal

Formal Comment: Hello, my name is Natalia Guzman Solano. My family and | have resided in East Elmhurst for the past
15 years. We moved to East ElImhurst when my brother and mother co-purchased our family home. Living in East
Elmhurst represented a milestone in our path as immigrants and provided the peace of mind of a quiet, friendly
neighborhood in the city.

News of the current Airtrain construction/expansion proposal has caused myself and my family great distress, and we
realize that the peace of mind we sought when we moved to East Elmhurst will be impinged by the prospects of this
project. On the one hand, construction of the Airtrain may have effects on the stability of the reclaimed land on which the
northernmost homes of the neighborhood stand. Already, the airport construction and renovations at LaGuardia have
negatively impacted my neighbors. The Port Authority has already paid at least four property owners in East ElImhurst
because of damage found on four properties due to airport related construction activity (such as piling). The Port Authority
has not officially claimed responsibility for any of the damage and they have required those who took money to sign a
non-disclosure agreement surrounding the nature of the settlements. According to several of the Port Authority
employees there are over 20 claims being negotiated or investigated by Port Authority due to claims of damaged
properties. Some damage includes but is not limited to cracks in foundations and cracks on walls. Homes as far south as
27th avenue and as west as Curtis Street have experienced damage.

If the Airtrain is allowed to be built at Port Authority’s currently proposed site there will be more piling and more
construction on reclaimed land. The construction and the pilings will take place closer to the homes of East EImhurst and
this will increase the likelihood of more damage being caused to people’s properties. | believe | do not speak solely for
myself when | say that our families did not move to East Elmhurst with a plan to experience the insecurity of hazardous
structural damage to the homes we worked hard to acquire. No one desires to live with risk. This project represents a
reprehensible proposal by our authorities.

The fracturing of our tranquility is compounded by the proposed funneling of travelers on the 7 train line—one of the most
overcrowded trains in the entire subway system. Of course, being that the 7 line predominantly serves communities of
color, perhaps it should be no surprise that planners seem to disregard the effects of adding more traffic to this
overburdened subway line. These are our hard-working families of color—the ones on the lowest rungs of our social
hierarchy. Often the ones with the least visibility and smallest voice at the drawing board when development decisions are
being made. How do we do better by them? Personally, | have always yearned for an extended subway line that would
reach closer to this northern-most edge of the neighborhood. How about studying the ridership of the current proposal
from Port Authority and a proposal extending the N/W line? Incorporating a motor vehicle traffic component to this study
might yield vital insight about which option would take more cars off the road and convince more people to use public
transit.
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In my professional life, | support the work of activist women who defend their territory and their homes against the
encroachment of large-scale gold mines (and other large development projects) in Peru. | find great resonance between
their motivations and mine—we struggle against state/corporate entities that make decisions without consulting the
people who will be most affected by them. Our fight is one for our participation and for the recognition of our interests in
proposals that have a direct impact on our health and livelihoods. Sustainability and community health should be the top
priorities for any development projects in a residential neighborhood. | trust you will seriously consider the impacts of the
current proposal on our working-class families; the ones that represent the backbone of our local economies.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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[ ]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info>
Reply-To: htomas606@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Tommy Higgins
Email: htomas606@aol.com
Organization: Local 3
Address 1: 3247

Address 2: Third St

City: Oceanside

State: N.Y.

Zip: 11572

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: We support this project.
It is necessary for the future of the city .

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)

Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 2:49 PM


mailto:htomas606@aol.com
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[ ]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 4:11 PM
Reply-To: stephenchevel28@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Stephen Chevel

Email: stephenchevel28@aol.com
Organization: IBEW Local Union #3
Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | support this project.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:stephenchevel28@aol.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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[ ]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 11:13 PM
Reply-To: tmezza@verizon.net
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Gaetano Mezzasalma

Email: tmezza@verizon.net
Organization:

Address 1: 3667 Harriad Drive South
Address 2:

City: Seaford

State: New York

Zip: 11783

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | support the project hopefully it will reduce automobile traffic. The area is overly congested due to the
2 airports being so close together. Reduction of traffic means lower emmissions, pollution, vehicular accidents, friendlier
way to travel to the airport, never miss a flight due to traffic.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:tmezza@verizon.net
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[ ]
G M I | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Formal Comment: LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS)

1 message

Mayer Horn <mayer.horn@gmail.com> Thu, Jun 13, 2019 at 6:59 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Greetings:

Although | have been involved in airport access, including LGA access, in a variety of ways (the combination of which
might well be unique and uniquely relevant as noted below), | have reviewed just the presentation
here https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/ and offer the following comments in the public interest:

1. There are existing bus services to LGA terminals B, C, & D from the various rail system interfaces:
1. The Q48 from Willets Point (and Flushing)
2. The M60 from the Astoria Blvd N and W station (as well as subways and Metro North stations along 125th
Street in Manhattan).
3. The Q70 from the Woodside and Jackson Heights rail hubs. Governor Cuomo has given this service the
alliterative name, LaGuardia Link.

2. Terminal A is served by the M60 and the Q47 from Jackson Heights. There is no direct service from Woodside or
from Willets Point (or Flushing).

3. Unless there is a significant benefit, relative to these existing bus services, of constructing a fixed guideway link
between one or more of these locations and LGA, no such investment is warranted,

4. The Willets Point Air Train terminal proposed by Governor Cuomo would be significantly less attractive than the
existing Woodside terminal of the LaGuardia Link:

1. The additional travel time between Woodside and Willets Point on the LIRR Port Washington Branch is
unwarranted and unacceptable.

2. The additional travel time between 61st Street, Woodside and Willets Point, Mets Stadium on the 7 subway
is even more unwarranted and more unacceptable

3. The level of LIRR service at Willets Point - even if all LIRR trains on the branch were to service this station -
is vastly inferior than the number of LIRR trains that service Woodside. Indeed, the half-hourly Port
Washington LIRR Branch midday frequency is simply unacceptable as the primary public transport access
to LGA. Furthermore, when East Side Access becomes operational and if Port Washington Branch trains
serve both Manhattan terminals, the frequency of service to either one is unlikely to be greater than the
current service to Penn.

5. If the governor's proposal were to be revised to replace Willets Point station with Woodside, it would still be
inadequate as it would not serve the Jackson Heights transit hub.

6. No single one of the alternatives presented in the EIS presentation noted above would be adequate.

7. An alternative hereby suggested for evaluation would be modeled on the JFK Air Train:

1. The JFK Air Train has two legs to two different rail system interfaces. One is to the A subway at Howard
Beach - JFK Airport and the other is to the Sutphin Blvd - JFK Airport E, J, Z subway station and the LIRR
Jamaica station (whose name should be changed, as with the subway station names, to Jamaica - JFK
Airport).

2. An LGA Air Train with two legs - one serving the Woodside transit hub and the other servicing the Jackson
Heights transit hub - would seem to be a candidate worth seriously evaluating.

3. Such an Air Train would replace and improve the service provided by the LaGuardia Link Q70, except
provide separate, discrete services to Woodside and Jackson Heights.

4. To the maximum extent feasible, these two legs should share the same trackage and right-of-way along the
BQE and the NY Connecting Railroad. Taking of private property should be avoided.

8. The notion that very heavily used rail lines - whether commuter rail or rail transit - can provide adequate service to
airports seems discredited; rather, the airport rail system reaching out to conveniently connect with the regional rail
system - especially at more than one location - seems far more practical. The JFK Air Train as the model for the
LGA Air Train providing non-stop services to both the Woodside and Jackson Heights transit hubs seems to be
very much worth detailed evaluation.

9. Whether there might ever be justification for additional LGA Air Train links, e.g., (1) replacing the M60 to Astoria
and possibly even into Manhattan, and (2) replacing the Q48 to Willets Point and possibly even to Jamaica, can be
left for future consideration, perhaps by a subsequent generation. Nevertheless, provision should be made for
such connections from both east and west of LGA. In the NYC subway, such provisions are called "bell mouths."
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PC00147
10. Meanwhile, there are no plans to connect Terminal A with anything with any kind of fixed guideway transit..

The extremely limited analyses of addressing traffic congestion, both on-airport and on regional highways accessing the
airports, should be replaced with more robust considerations, especially since the baseline for any capital investment is
the Q70 LaGuardia Link and the other bus services noted above. There is directly relevant experience, including at LGA:

1. When | was consulting to the president of the Trump Shuttle (previously Eastern and subsequently US Air and now
American), he told me that (what is now) Terminal C was about to imminently lose 1 1/2 of its two frontage
roadways which, of course, were always routinely congested. He did not want me to assess the situation and
make recommendations, but rather to assess the situation and just do what had to be done. | devised and
implemented a protocol that pleased everyone and ensured that there was no congestion. None! What was
achieved at one terminal could readily be achieved at the entire airport.

2. Previously, | operated the primary public transportation between LGA and Manhattan, between JFK and
Manhattan, and between LGA and JFK, called Carey Transportation with full-size coach buses. After that, my
focus was managing external and government relations for that group of companies that also included Connecticut
Limousine Service (CLS) - a uniquely successful operation, as demonstrated by Port Authority statistics, some of
which [ still recall. | routinely took key staff from the Port Authority (as well as NYCDOT, NYSDOT, etc.) to convey
an understanding of why CLS was so uniquely successful (as measured by market share, customer feedback,
etc.). Although our tours of what we called Air Service Terminals - never satellites - and our explanations were
welcome and appreciated, | consider the effort a failure as evidenced by the Port Authority's experience in
Paramus, NJ, among other things. Applying the CLS experience to various geographic sectors of the region, plus
the experience cited above, can help ensure that on-airport congestion would soon be a not-so-fond memory.

3. Finally, a robust regional transportation program - clearly beyond the scope of this EIS, but worth putting on the
record - could be transformative:

o Transportation Systems Management (TSM): | managed this region's 100% federally funded Urban Corridor
Demonstration Program consisting of a number of projects. The first one implemented - by the Port
Authority - has almost certainly been the most cost-effective project ever: The contra-flow exclusive bus
lane on the NJ approach to the Lincoln Tunnel, saving about twenty minutes for thousands of commuters on
about 800 peak period buses an hour, was implemented for an initial cost of just $500 thousand. TSM
measures are not routinely considered.

o Transportation Demand Management (TDM): Perhaps the most controversial measure that is gaining
acceptance so painfully slowly in this region is congestion pricing. One key element that is not present in
this region - and not even being discussed - is real-time traffic management with a guarantee of no
congestion, and how that works in other areas.

o Transportation Supply: TDM measures, including congestion pricing as well as staggered work hours and
other TDM measures, must rely on a significantly more robust public transport network, including frequency,
travel times, prices, comfort and convenience, etc. Many - but surely not all - auto trips could be attracted
to such a public transportation system.

o Full Disclosure: | should mention that the last time a regional transportation plan was prepared - for the CT,
NJ, NY metro area - it was prepared under my supervision. To my knowledge, the only time a regional
transportation operations plan was prepared, | coordinated that effort which involved participation by
numerous federal, state, regional, and local agencies. | addressed airport access locally as an
undergraduate (The Cooper Union), as a graduate student (MIT), at engineering firms, at the region's MPO,
in the Aviation Planning Division of the Port Authority, in recent consulting assignments, and as noted
above.

Respectfully submitted,
Mayer Horn, P.E., PTOE, PTP
516-459-7670 (mobile)
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e Throughout the public scoping meetings held on June 5 and 6, 2019, FAA
exhibited large display boards (accessible at
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5¢cf8
3d133baef000017cf81b/1559772510094/Public+Scoping+Meeting_Board
s_FINAL_05312019_for_website.pdf and hereby incorporated herein in
their entireties by this reference) as a prime means of conveying Project
information. Nine of those display boards each consists of a unique map,
depicting the locations and routes of either the proposed AirTrain, or one of
eight transport alternatives. None of those nine display boards indicates any
location of the proposed LGA employee parking component of the Project.
Another of the display boards, entitled “Port Authority of New York and New
Jersey Preferred Alignment”, identifies on its map the location of “APM
OMSF”, which the map legend indicates is “Proposed APM Operations,
Maintenance, and Storage Facility” — with no reference whatsoever to LGA
employee parking. Indeed, no potential location of the LGA employee
parking component of the Project was identified or mapped as such on any
of the display boards exhibited by FAA throughout the two public scoping
meetings.

e A “Project Factsheet” published by FAA at its web site
(https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/project-documents) does not identify any
potential location of the LGA employee parking component of the Project.
The Fact Sheet paragraph entitled “Port Authority’s Preferred Project”
describes only the AirTrain, nowhere mentioning any LGA employee
parking. The map the accompanies that paragraph does not identify any
location of LGA employee parking.

e To enable me to comment upon proposed location(s) of LGA employee
parking during the scoping process, on June 4, 2019 | sent an email
(Attachment B) to the “Project Email” address published by FAA at its web
site (https://www.|lgaaccesseis.com/contact-us-index), requesting to know
where | may find a “description of Port Authority’s Preferred Alternative,
including a description of the specific preferred location of LGA employee
parking that FAA is evaluating for the EIS (and which is a subject of the
June 5 and June 6 scoping meetings)”. In response from FAA, | received
only a boilerplate acknowledgment (Attachment C). As of this writing, nine
days after | sent my email to FAA, | have not received the information |
requested regarding the proposed location of LGA employee parking.

It is inimical to NEPA, for FAA to conduct an EIS scoping process without clearly
disclosing to the public where a key component of the proposed action is located.

Even if members of the public read the Notice, studied all of the display boards

exhibited by FAA during the two public scoping meetings, reviewed the Project Fact sheet
published by FAA, and (in the experience of this commenter) requested basic information
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from FAA using its “Project Email” address, they still would not know the location of the
proposed LGA employee parking component of the Project, and which existing facilities
it may affect. The consistent lack of information from FAA across multiple platforms
concerning the proposed location of the LGA employee parking facility suggests that FAA
is deliberately obstructing public scoping comments on that topic.

Comments on the scope of EIS analysis:

I. — Comments relating to number 7 subway line

The EIS should assess, at key times of day and at key stations, the number of
travelers who presently board and use the number 7 subway line, and the resulting levels
of occupancy of the subway cars.

The EIS should assess, at key times of day, the number of LGA passengers and
employees who will want to board the number 7 subway line as a consequence of the
Project — including how many will want to board at the Willets Point station for westbound
travel, and at the Hudson Yards, Times Square, Fifth Avenue and Grand Central stations
for eastbound travel.

In assessing the number of travelers who will want to board the number 7 subway
line (as opposed to the Long Island Railroad (“LIRR”)) as a consequence of the Project,
the EIS should consider that, of the two direct travel options available at the Willets Point
station, only the number 7 subway line serves destinations on Manhattan’s west side; and
that the LIRR, through East Side Access, will not go further west than Grand Central
Terminal. FAA must not underestimate the number of LGA passengers who will prefer to
use the number 7 subway line in connection with the AirTrain.

The EIS should assess the number and sizes of luggage carried by LGA
passengers who will want to board the number 7 subway line at any station as a
consequence of the Project, and the EIS should quantify the space inside the subway car
to be occupied by the average such LGA passenger.

Under existing conditions, there are already times of day when number 7 subway
line train cars are so overcrowded that it would not be possible for LGA passengers with
their luggage, or LGA employees, to board the train as the Project requires. The EIS
should assess, at key times of day, whether or not the number 7 subway line is genuinely
capable of accommodating the LGA passengers with their luggage, and LGA employees,
as the Project requires.

Presuming that LGA passengers with their luggage, and LGA employees, board
the number 7 subway line at the Willets Point station for westbound travel, the EIS should
assess, at key times of day, whether or not all of the travelers who presently board the
number 7 subway line at the Willets Point station and at each station west of it will still be
able to do so.
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Presuming that LGA passengers with their luggage, and LGA employees, board
the number 7 subway line at the Hudson Yards, Times Square, Fifth Avenue and Grand
Central stations for east bound travel, the EIS should assess, at key times of day, whether
or not all of the travelers who presently board the number 7 subway line at those stations
and at each station east of them will still be able to do so.

Cumulative Impacts: Sports Events

The Willets Point station of the number 7 subway line also serves Citi Field
stadium, home of the New York Mets baseball team. The Mets are scheduled to play 81
games each year at Citi Field, during day and night hours. The seating capacity of Citi
Field is 41,922 persons. A significant portion of Mets game attendees will arrive and
depart via the number 7 subway line. The EIS should assess whether or not use of the
number 7 subway line by Mets game attendees — hundreds or thousands of people
arriving and departing from the Willets Point station within brief periods of time — will
hinder LGA passengers with their luggage, and LGA employees, who are simultaneously
attempting to use the number 7 subway line as a time-certain transport mode.

Similarly, the Willets Point station of the number 7 subway line also serves the
United States Tennis Association (“USTA”) Billie Jean King National Tennis Center, home
of the annual U.S. Open tournament. That event spans 21 days, and occurs during day
and night hours. The total capacity of the three largest stadiums within the National Tennis
Center is 45,896 persons. A significant portion of U.S. Open attendees will arrive and
depart via the number 7 subway line. Indeed, the U.S. Open web site recommends that
attendees “‘AVOID DELAYS - Use Public Transportation”
(https://www.usopen.org/en_US/visit/transportation_directions.html). The EIS should
assess whether or not use of the number 7 subway line by U.S. Open attendees —
hundreds or thousands of people arriving and departing from the Willets Point station
within brief periods of time — will hinder LGA passengers with their luggage, and LGA
employees, who are simultaneously attempting to use the number 7 subway line as a
time-certain transport mode.

Per the U.S. Open web site
(https://www.usopen.org/en_US/visit/transportation_directions.html), during the 2019
U.S. Open there will be 12 “conflict dates” — i.e., dates when a Mets home game and the
U.S. Open are occurring simultaneously. The EIS should assess whether or not use of
the number 7 subway line simultaneously by U.S. Open attendees and Mets game
attendees — hundreds or thousands of people arriving and departing from the Willets Point
station within brief periods of time — will hinder LGA passengers with their luggage, and
LGA employees, who are simultaneously attempting to use the number 7 subway line as
a time-certain transport mode.
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Cumulative Impacts: Willets Point Development

In performing all of its analyses concerning the number 7 subway line, FAA must
take into account the Project’'s cumulative impacts above and beyond those previously
identified and attributable to the Willets Point development.

The Willets Point development is an ongoing initiative of the Office of the Mayor,
the New York City Economic Development Corporation (“NYCEDC”) and other agencies,
to construct a new neighborhood and regional destination across approximately 62 acres
of property — adjacent to components of the Project — generally bounded to the east by
the Van Wyck Expressway and a lot owned by the Metropolitan Transportation Authority,
to the south by Roosevelt Avenue, to the west by 126th Street, and to the north by
Northern Boulevard.

Components of the Willets Point development include 5,500 residential housing
units, a school with approximately 850 seats, and up to 3,160,000 gross square feet of
retail, office, hotel and convention center use.

The Final Generic Environmental Impact Statement (“FGEIS”) for the Willets Point
development, and its appendices, are accessible at the NYCEDC web site
(https://www.nycedc.com/project/willets-point-development/environmental-review) and
their entire contents are hereby incorporated herein by this reference. For convenience,
the following FGEIS chapters are also attached to this letter:

Chapter 1: Project Description (Attachment D)

Chapter 17: Traffic and Parking (Attachment E)

Chapter 18: Transit and Pedestrians (Attachment F)

Chapter 23: Mitigation (Attachment G)

Chapter 25: Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts (Attachment H)

The subway station nearest to the Willets Point development is the same Willets
Point number 7 subway line station that is crucial to the Project. It stands to reason that
many residents of the 5,500 housing units, students and employees of the school, plus
employees and visitors of the retail, office, hotel and convention center that comprise up
to another 3,160,000 gross square feet of the development, will travel on the number 7
subway line, and they will access it using the same Willets Point station that is leveraged
by the Project.

Taking into account the ridership generated by the Willets Point development, the
FGEIS finds that in the AM peak period, westbound number 7 subway cars are operating
at almost full capacity, with nary a single additional rider able to fit onto each subway car
(see FGEIS at 18-26 (Table 18-26); Attachment F). Willets Point will impact ridership on
the number 7 subway line at other times of day, also. Moreover, “since there are
constraints on what service improvements are available to [New York City Transit],
significant line-haul capacity impacts on subway routes are generally disclosed but would
usually remain unmitigated.” (FGEIS at 18-4, emphasis added; Attachment F).
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Taking into account the conditions on the number 7 subway line as determined in
the FGEIS, FAA must assess whether or not that subway line is genuinely capable of
accommodating LGA passengers with their luggage, and LGA employees, as the Project
requires.

Cumulative Impacts: Willets West Entertainment and Retail Development

In performing all of its analyses concerning the number 7 subway line, FAA must
also take into account the Project’'s cumulative impacts above and beyond those
previously identified and attributable to the Willets West entertainment and retail

development.

Willets West is a plan of Queens Development Group LLC (“QDG”), chosen by the
Office of the Mayor and supported by NYCEDC, other agencies, Governor Andrew
Cuomo, and votes of the New York City Council, to construct a large “entertainment and
retail” development on approximately 30.7 acres of mapped parkland located immediately
west of Citi Field (land which is presently used as a surface parking field primarily during
Mets games).

Components of the Willets West development could include over 200 retail stores,
including anchor and “mini” anchor retailers, movie theaters, restaurant and food hall
spaces, entertainment venues and parking, comprising a total of 1.4 million gross square
feet (approximately one million square feet of gross leasable area). Development of
Willets West is in addition to, and intended to facilitate, development of Willets Point.

The initial proposal that evolved into the Willets West plan originally called for
development on the same site of a “world-class casino” occupying 900,000 square feet,
plus a hotel and other retail/entertainment attractions occupying 2.3 million square feet.
(See proposal dated September 9, 2011 by Willets Point Entertainment LLC (excerpts);
Attachment |.) The “entertainment” component of Willets West ultimately may be a casino,
as originally proposed.

The Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (“FSEIS”) for the Willets
West entertainment/retail development, and its appendices, are accessible at the
NYCEDC web site (https://www.nycedc.com/project/willets-point-
development/environmental-review) and their entire contents are hereby incorporated
herein by this reference. For convenience, the following FSEIS chapters are also attached
to this letter:

Chapter 1: Project Description (Attachment J)

Chapter 14: Transportation (Attachment K)

Chapter 21: Mitigation (Attachment L)

Chapter 23: Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts (Attachment M)

Page 6 of 13



PC00148

Willets West is a present or reasonably foreseeable project whose cumulative
impacts should factor into the FAA EIS. The Office of the Mayor, the Queens Borough
Board and the NYCEDC Board of Directors, among other entities, have authorized the
sale of public land to QDG specifically to facilitate the Willets West project (see Exhibit A
attached to minutes of NYCEDC Board of Directors meeting held on December 19, 2013;
Attachment N). Thereafter, the City actually sold two acres of public land to QDG to
facilitate the Willets West project, and has not rescinded that sale. Willets West has been
supported by NYCEDC, Governor Andrew Cuomo, and Mayor Bill de Blasio, who allowed
the City to submit a legal brief to the New York State Court of Appeals defending the
Willets West project in a court challenge (Avella v. City of New York, 2017 NY Slip Op
04383 [29 NY3d 425] decided June 6, 2017). The New York City Council is also on record
supporting Willets West, voting in 2013 to authorize special permits to facilitate the
project, and voting again in 2015 to authorize filing an amicus brief defending Willets West
in the court challenge. In 2017, the Court of Appeals ruled that Willets West cannot
proceed, but only because QDG has not obtained state legislative approval to use the
parkland where the project would be built. Nothing prevents QDG from seeking such
approval (the same type of approval for use of parkland that the legislature swiftly granted
in 2018 for prospective routes of the proposed AirTrain). At its web site, NYCEDC states
that due to the Court of Appeals decision, Willets West cannot proceed “as contemplated”
— i.e., without state legislative approval — but NYCEDC has not explicitly withdrawn the
Willets West plan (see https://www.nycedc.com/project/willets-point-development).
Francisco Moya, the City Council representative whose district encompasses Willets
West, “has pledged to work with colleagues in the legislature to secure the required
parkland alienation provisions” (see
http://awalkintheparknyc.blogspot.com/2017/07/queens-city-council-candidate-
moya.html). Other actions presently being taken by QDG and NYCEDC involving Willets
Point property do not preclude also implementing Willets West.

The subway station nearest to the Willets West development is the same Willets
Point number 7 subway line station that is crucial to the Project. It stands to reason that
many visitors and employees of Willets West's 200 retail stores, movie theaters,
restaurants, food hall spaces and entertainment venues will travel on the number 7
subway line, and they will access it using the same Willets Point station that is leveraged
by the Project.

The FSEIS finds that, for Willets West Phase 1B, the project-generated subway
trips would add approximately five passengers per car to the number 7 subway line
Manhattan-bound express line at the peak load point during the AM peak period resulting
in a volume-to-capacity ratio of 1.09. For Willets West Phase 2, the project-generated
subway trips would add approximately 11 passengers per car to the number 7 subway
line Manhattan-bound express line at peak load point during the AM peak period, resulting
in a volume-to-capacity ratio of 1.16. (FSEIS at 21-64; Attachment K.) Willets West will
impact the number 7 subway line ridership at other times of day, also.

Taking into account the conditions on the number 7 subway line as determined in
the FSEIS, FAA must assess whether or not that subway line is genuinely capable of
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accommodating LGA passengers with their luggage, and LGA employees, as the Project
requires.

Cumulative Impacts: Flushing West Rezoning and Development
In performing all of its analyses concerning the number 7 subway line, FAA must

also take into account the Project's cumulative impacts above and beyond those
previously identified and attributable to the Flushing West rezoning and development.

The Flushing West rezoning and development is a land use, rezoning and master
planning program initiated by the Flushing Willets Point Corona Local Development
Corporation (“FWPCLDC”), sponsored by the New York State Department of State, which
is being implemented by the New York City Department of Planning (“NYCDCP”). It
involves designating approximately 62 acres — roughly bounded by Northern Boulevard
to the north, Roosevelt Avenue to the south, Prince Street to the east, and the Van Wyck
Expressway and Flushing Creek to the west — as a “Brownfield Opportunity Area” and
rezoning approximately 40 acres of it, which will facilitate more development than would
otherwise occur. Many users of this development will rely on the number 7 subway line.

A description of the Flushing West program is published at the NYCDCP web site
(https://www1.nyc.gov/site/planning/plans/flushing-west/flushing-west.page) and s
hereby incorporated herein in its entirety by this reference. The “Flushing Brownfield
Opportunity Area Nomination Study” dated September 8, 2017 and the “Flushing
Waterfront BOA Master Plan Environmental Assessment Report” dated September 2017
are accessible via the “BOA Nomination Documents” link at the FWPCLDC web site
(https://lwww.queensalive.org/flushing-waterfront-boa/) and are hereby incorporated
herein in their entireties by this reference.

The Flushing West program will result in a net increase of 247,348 square feet of
new development, including an increase of 222 dwelling units and community facility
space, retail space and office space that would not otherwise exist. (See Flushing
Waterfront BOA Master Plan Environmental Assessment Report at 1-24.)

The subway line nearest to the Flushing West site is the same number 7 subway
line that is crucial to the Project. It stands to reason that many residents of the 222 housing
units, plus employees and visitors of the new community facility space, retail space and
office space within the Flushing West area, will travel on the number 7 subway line, and
they will access it using the Flushing station which precedes the Willets Point station when
traveling westbound. At times, they will add to the number of travelers already occupying
westbound number 7 subway cars, and may potentially prevent LGA passengers with
their luggage, and LGA employees, from boarding subway cars.

Taking into account the conditions on the number 7 subway line as a consequence
of the Flushing West rezoning and development, FAA must assess whether or not that
subway line is genuinely capable of accommodating the LGA passengers with their
luggage, and LGA employees, as the Project requires.
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[I. — Comments relating to LGA employee parking facility

As detailed on pages 1 through 3 hereof, FAA has not identified any location for
the employee parking facility that is a component of the Project. However, one location
that PANYNJ and FAA may be considering is the property directly south of Roosevelt
Avenue and directly east of the pedestrian ramp known as the “passarelle”. This property
is called the South Field Lot East Site.

Presently, the South Field Lot East Site serves as a busy commuter parking lot,
located at the closest possible point to the number 7 subway line Willets Point station.
Commuters appreciate the convenience of parking at the South Field Lot East Site with
its efficient access to the number 7 subway line. The cost to park at the South Field Lot
East Site on non-Mets game days is $5.

The EIS should assess whether or not an LGA employee parking facility will
displace all or any of the existing commuter parking spaces at the South Field Lot East
Site; and if there is such displacement, the EIS should assess the impacts thereof upon
commuters who prefer the convenience of the South Field Lot East Site.

The EIS should assess whether or not an LGA employee parking facility will
increase the $5 cost of commuter parking near the number 7 subway line Willets Point
station.

The EIS should assess the traffic impacts of 500 LGA employee vehicles arriving
and departing an LGA employee parking facility, three work shifts per day — including,
without limitation, impacts upon the amount of time required to park by commuters near
the number 7 subway line Willets Point station.

Taking into account existing conditions on roadways and at intersections, as well
as cumulative impacts of nearby present and reasonably foreseeable projects, FAA
should assess whether or not the South Field Lot East Site, or any site along Roosevelt
Avenue near the intended terminus of the AirTrain, is an appropriate location for an LGA
employee parking facility that is supposed to help employees obtain time-certain transport
to LGA. FAA should assess whether or not LGA employees will be able to reliably access
the LGA employee parking facility in a timely manner, and whether or not the LGA
employee parking facility will help employees achieve time-certain transport to LGA.

Cumulative Impacts: Sports Events

The South Field Lot East site, a potential location for the LGA employee parking
component of the Project, is located south of Roosevelt Avenue, directly across Roosevelt
Avenue from Citi Field stadium, home of the New York Mets baseball team. The Mets are
scheduled to play 81 games each year at Citi Field, during day and night hours. The
seating capacity of Citi Field is 41,922 persons. A significant portion of Mets game
attendees will arrive and depart via automobile. Roosevelt Avenue is a very popular
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roadway by which to access Citi Field stadium, with at least one Citi Field parking lot
entrance located on Roosevelt Avenue. Well-attended Mets games routinely cause
gridlock traffic conditions surrounding Citi Field, including on Roosevelt Avenue. The EIS
should assess whether or not the intense use of roadways surrounding Citi Field stadium,
including Roosevelt Avenue, by Mets game attendees — hundreds or thousands of people
arriving and departing from Citi Field within brief periods of time, 81 days out of the year
— will hinder LGA employees who are simultaneously attempting to arrive at the LGA
employee parking facility using the very same roadways. The EIS should assess whether
or not, under those circumstances, LGA employees will be able to reliably access the
LGA employee parking facility in a timely manner, and whether or not the LGA employee
parking facility will help employees achieve time-certain transport to LGA.

Similarly, the South Field Lot East site is located a short walk from the United
States Tennis Association (“USTA”) Billie Jean King National Tennis Center, home of the
annual U.S. Open tournament. That event spans 21 days, and occurs during day and
night hours. The total capacity of the three largest stadiums within the National Tennis
Center is 45,896 persons. A significant portion of U.S. Open attendees will arrive and
depart via automobile. Typically, so many attendees arrive and depart by automobile, that
City officials block one lane on each side of Roosevelt Avenue with traffic cones, to create
vehicle drop off and pick up areas for U.S. Open attendees. Reducing the traffic flow on
Roosevelt Avenue to just one lane in each direction causes slow-downs and gridlock. The
EIS should assess whether or not the intense use of roadways near the National Tennis
Center, including Roosevelt Avenue, by U.S. Open attendees — hundreds or thousands
of people arriving and departing from the National Tennis Center, three weeks out of the
year — will hinder LGA employees who are simultaneously attempting to arrive at the LGA
employee parking facility using the very same roadways. The EIS should assess whether
or not, under those circumstances, LGA employees will be able to reliably access the
LGA employee parking facility in a timely manner, and whether or not the LGA employee
parking facility will help employees achieve time-certain transport to LGA.

Per the ULSy Open web site
(https://www.usopen.org/en_US/visit/transportation_directions.html), during the 2019
U.S. Open there will be 12 “conflict dates” — i.e., dates when a Mets home game and the
U.S. Open are occurring simultaneously. The EIS should assess whether or not the
intense use of roadways near both Citi Field and the National Tennis Center, including
Roosevelt Avenue, by Mets game attendees and U.S. Open attendees — hundreds or
thousands of people arriving and departing from the area, 12 days out of the year — will
hinder LGA employees who are simultaneously attempting to arrive at the LGA employee
parking facility using the very same roadways. The EIS should assess whether or not,
under those circumstances, LGA employees will be able to reliably access the LGA
employee parking facility in a timely manner, and whether or not the LGA employee
parking facility will help employees achieve time-certain transport to LGA.
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Cumulative Impacts: Willets Point Development

In performing all of its analyses concerning the proposed LGA employee parking,
FAA must take into account the Project’'s cumulative impacts above and beyond those
previously identified and attributable to the Willets Point development.

For a description of the Willets Point development, see page 5 hereof.

It stands to reason that many residents of the Willets Point 5,500 housing units,
students and employees of the school, plus employees and visitors of the retail, office,
hotel and convention center that comprise up to another 3,160,000 gross square feet of
the development, will arrive and depart by automobile. Among the roadways they will
travel is Roosevelt Avenue, which is an access point to the South Field Lot East Site.

Taking into account the traffic generated by the Willets Point development, the
FGEIS finds that the intersection of Roosevelt Avenue at 126th Street will be significantly
impacted, with the impacts unmitigated during weekday AM, weekday midday, weekday
PM and Saturday midday peak hours (see FGEIS at 23-2 (Table 23-2); Attachment G).
The Level of Service at that intersection is “F” (i.e., Fail), with a control delay time of
“120.0+” seconds (see FGEIS Table 23-9; Attachment G). Other nearby roadways and
intersections are similarly impacted.

Taking into account the conditions on roadways and at intersections as determined
in the FGEIS, the EIS should assess whether or not, under those circumstances, LGA
employees will be able to reliably access the LGA employee parking facility in a timely
manner, and whether or not the LGA employee parking facility will help employees
achieve time-certain transport to LGA.

Cumulative Impacts: Willets West Development
In performing all of its analyses concerning the proposed LGA employee parking,

FAA must take into account the Project’s cumulative impacts above and beyond those
previously identified and attributable to the Willets West development.

For a description of the Willets West development, see page 6 hereof.

It stands to reason that many visitors and employees of Willets West’'s 200 retail
stores, movie theaters, restaurants, food hall spaces and entertainment venues will arrive
and depart by automobile. Among the roadways they will travel is Roosevelt Avenue,
which is an access point to the South Field Lot East Site.

Taking into account the traffic generated by the Willets West Phase 2
development, the FSEIS finds that at the intersection of Roosevelt Avenue at 126th
Street, significant impacts would occur in all seven peak hours studied and would be only
partially mitigated by reconfiguring all approaches to the intersection. “Limited mitigation
options for the Roosevelt Avenue corridor would be possible, due in part to limited space
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for travel lanes and critical curbside activities, including bus stops, bus layover, and truck
loading/unloading, and columns supporting the No. 7 subway line” (FSEIS at 21-27;
Attachment L).

Taking into account the conditions on roadways and at intersections as determined
in the FSEIS, the EIS should assess whether or not, under those circumstances, LGA
employees will be able to reliably access the LGA employee parking facility in a timely
manner, and whether or not the LGA employee parking facility will help employees
achieve time-certain transport to LGA.

Cumulative Impacts: Flushing West Rezoning and Development
In performing all of its analyses concerning the proposed LGA employee parking,

FAA must take into account the Project’s cumulative impacts above and beyond those
previously identified and attributable to the Flushing West rezoning and development.

For a description of the Flushing West rezoning and development, see page 8
hereof.

It stands to reason that many residents of Flushing West's 222 additional housing
units, plus employees and visitors of the new community facility space, retail space and
office space within the Flushing West area, will arrive and depart by automobile. Among
the roadways they will travel is Roosevelt Avenue, which is an access point to the South
Field Lot East Site.

Taking into account the traffic conditions on roadways and at intersections as a
consequence of the Flushing West rezoning and development, the EIS should assess
whether or not, under those circumstances, LGA employees will be able to reliably access
the LGA employee parking facility in a timely manner, and whether or not the LGA
employee parking facility will help employees achieve time-certain transport to LGA.

[ll. — Comments relating to impermissible segmentation

PANYNJ issued a Request for Proposals (“RFP”) dated February 6, 2017 “for the
performance of expert professional preliminary design services for the initial design of
AirTrain at LaGuardia Airport as requested on an ‘as-needed’ basis and optional technical
advisory services on an ‘as-needed’ basis (RFP #48565)” (Attachment O).

The RFP states in relevant parts: “As part of the redevelopment of LaGuardia
Airport (LGA or the Airport), the Authority is considering the expansion of the airport to
Willets Point, with the potential to develop a consolidated rental car facility (CONRAC),
long-term and/or employee parking, and a hotel”; and that one purpose of the AirTrain is
“unifying the airport’s potential expansion to Willets Point” (RFP’s Attachment A at 1).
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However, the proposed action that is undergoing FAA scoping and EIS analysis is
devoid of any mention of “expansion of the airport to Willets Point”, developing a
“consolidated rental car facility (CONRAC)”, “long-term parking” or “hotel”.

If LGA eventually expands to Willets Point, or if a consolidated rental car facility,
long-term parking or hotel is eventually developed near the Willets Point AirTrain station
or on nearby Willets Point property, it will be because of access provided by the AirTrain.
The PANYNJ RFP (Attachment O) admits as much — that one purpose of the AirTrain is
“unifying the airport’s potential expansion to Willets Point” (RFP’s Attachment A at 1).

FAA must ascertain whether or not PANYNJ intends or foresees that the AirTrain
will serve purposes beyond merely delivering riders to and from the number 7 subway
line, LIRR and an LGA employee parking facility — including purposes such as delivering
riders to and from a consolidated rental car facility, long-term parking and/or hotel near
the Willets Point AirTrain station or on nearby Willets Point property; or the purposes of
expanding LGA to Willets Point or unifying LGA’s expansion to Willets Point (each of
which is envisioned in the RFP). If any of those purposes is intended or foreseeable, then
its impacts should be included within the scope of EIS analysis. FAA must ensure that
there will be no impermissible segmentation of effects that PANYNJ or FAA intend or
foresee.

For example, the later construction of an LGA long-term parking facility near the
Willets Point AirTrain station, sited and built because of the access to LGA provided by

the AirTrain, is likely a “connected action” under NEPA that must be analyzed within the
AirTrain EIS. (See 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1).)

* * *

| reserve the right to submit additional comments before the deadline.

Respectfully submitted,

e o

Robert LoScalzo

15 attachments
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Proposal #1--R. Young: The better plan is to extend the N-train Astoria Line to LaGuardia Airport.
There are potentially a few ways of doing this. Also, an Amtrak connection might be possible.

Use the center third track of the elevated structure to go to the airport, and the return local
track with station skipping with one stop at Queensboro Plaza station and express stops in
Manhattan using the 60th Street tunnel and classic BMT subway system. The airport train could
terminate at the unused lower level City Hall (?) stop, or better to South Ferry for servicing the
financial district. *** There is a problem as a sharp right turn needs to be made from 31st
Street to Ditmars Boulevard in Astoria. The area is built up with businesses and there will be
complaints. It would be better and faster from an operational viewpoint to extend the line in 2
tracks northward up 31st Street to 20th Street and obtain air rights over private property of the
Consolidated Edison power plant area to make a gradual higher speed right turn eastward onto 19th
Street as a more direct route to the airport. Last that | remember is that this power plant area was
being used for storage of material and maybe air rights could be worked out. Also, this route is
more remote and should cut down on obstructive "NIMBY" complaints by residents. If you want a
subway, that is a lot more money and would take longer to put in. Please use steel and not massive
reinforced concrete on elevated structures as there are documented failures of collapses (Denver)
and steel has a 100 year success record in New York City. ***

Additional suggestion would be to add a fourth track to the N-train Astoria Line from Ditmars
Boulevard to Queensboro Plaza to avoid station skipping on the return local track and the mixing of
regular trains terminating at Ditmars Boulevard. New York City has a history of widening 2 track
elevated structures to 3 tracks while still maintaining service. | have seen pictures of the BMT in
Brooklyn doing this 90 years ago. Three tracks to 4 tracks would cut down the running time to the
City. The current 3 track structure was made strong enough to hold the heavier subway cars as it is
used for layovers and storage. The Astoria Boulevard Station (one stop before the current Ditmars
end of line) has a history of being moved when the approach to the Triboro Bridge was being built
under itin the 1930's. The Astoria line can once again be modified for a new proposed use. *** A
possible Amtrak connection could be made by having a platform station on the approach viaduct of
the Hell Gate bridge. People riding from New England or through New York City could then
disembark where the N-train currently terminates below, under the arch of the viaduct at 31st
Street and Ditmars Boulevard. An elevator to the N-train station below could be installed as to catch
the airport train to LaGuardia. Very quick! *** Respectfully submitted, R. Young.
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both directions for the 7-train. *** Respectfully submitted, R. Young.
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Proposal #3--R. Young: This involves dual use of 2 elevated subway lines in a loop, using the 7-train
IRT Flushing Line and the return run on the N-train BMT Astoria Line (without platforming) to join
with the 7-train Flushing Line again. There are 2 variants as one can go to Manhattan, and the other
can stay in a closed loop with Queensboro Plaza Station being the focal center. *** The planis to 4
track (from 3 tracks) the 7-train IRT Flushing Line from Queensboro Plaza station to Junction
Boulevard in some manner. At this point, just one center track could then swing north on Junction
Boulevard to LaGuardia Airport. This track would then conveniently loop inside and exit the airport
to join with the N-train BMT Astoria line center track at 31st Street and Ditmars Boulevard in some
manner (please see Proposal #1--R. Young) as there are 2 ways of doing this. As there is a difference
in the width of the cars of both lines (N being 10 feet and 7 being 8' 8"), the 7 train will not stop
anywhere on the N-train BMT Astoria line but stop at Queensboro Plaza back onto the 7-train IRT
Flushing line. The train can then proceed to Manhattan by the Steinway tunnel or reverse back onto
the Flushing line. *** There is an issue of overload on the 7-train service. In such a case, the
terminus of the airport train could be at Queensboro Plaza in a stub reversal where the train
immediately proceeds back to the airport after reversing for a brief stop off of the N-train Astoria
Line. Such an arrangement already exists on the New Jersey side of the PATH train where the train
stops at a stub end and then soon after reverses to advance onward. Since the Queens Plaza station
of the IND subway E, F, M, and R trains is visible across the street from the Queensboro Plaza
elevated station, the obvious thing to do would be to apply a free transfer passageway between the
2 stations. Queensboro Plaza would be a focal point for all connections of the subway system that
are possible. A suggestion would be to 4 track the 7-train from QBP to the Steinway tunnel with an
interlocking there to alleviate congestion. (See Proposal #2--R. Young). There is a minor issue with
the Long Island Railroad connection at Woodside station returning from LaGuardia Airport. The train
has to loop through Queensboro Plaza station. Either it involves waiting for another airport in the
opposite direction again to LaGuardia, or there could be the reversal situation where the train
immediately reverses back to the airport with little loss of time. A suggestion would be that the
trains be dispatched at the airport and not at Queensboro Plaza if they loop. If there are trains
coming from Manhattan, they should be coordinated. *** This proposal is made as a possible lower
cost alternative to the other proposals. *** Respectfully submitted, R. Young.
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Proposal #1--R. Young: The better plan is to extend the N-train Astoria Line to LaGuardia Airport.
There are potentially a few ways of doing this. Also, an Amtrak connection might be possible.

Use the center third track of the elevated structure to go to the airport, and the return local
track with station skipping with one stop at Queensboro Plaza station and express stops in Manhattan
using the 60th Street tunnel and classic BMT subway system. The airport train could terminate at the
unused lower level City Hall (?) stop, or better to South Ferry for servicing the financial district. ***
There is a problem as a sharp right turn needs to be made from 31st Street to Ditmars Boulevard in
Astoria. The area is built up with businesses and there will be complaints. It would be better and
faster from an operational viewpoint to extend the line in 2 tracks northward up 31st Street to 20th
Street and obtain air rights over private property of the Consolidated Edison power plant area to make a
gradual higher speed right turn eastward onto 19th Street as a more direct route to the airport. Last
that | remember is that this power plant area was being used for storage of material and maybe air
rights could be worked out.  Also, this route is more remote and should cut down on obstructive
"NIMBY" complaints by residents.  If you want a subway, that is a lot more money and would take
longer to put in. Please use steel and not massive reinforced concrete on elevated structures as there
are documented failures of collapses (Denver) and steel has a 100 year success record in New York City.
* % %

Additional suggestion would be to add a fourth track to the N-train Astoria Line from Ditmars Boulevard
to Queensboro Plaza to avoid station skipping on the return local track and the mixing of regular trains
terminating at Ditmars Boulevard. ~ New York City has a history of widening 2 track elevated structures
to 3 tracks while still maintaining service. | have seen pictures of the BMT in Brooklyn doing this 90
years ago. Three tracks to 4 tracks would cut down the running time to the City. The current 3 track
structure was made strong enough to hold the heavier subway cars as it is used for layovers and storage.
The Astoria Boulevard Station (one stop before the current Ditmars end of line) has a history of being
moved when the approach to the Triboro Bridge was being built under it in the 1930's. The Astoria line
can once again be modified for a new proposed use. *** A possible Amtrak connection could be
made by having a platform station on the approach viaduct of the Hell Gate bridge. People riding from
New England or through New York City could then disembark where the N-train currently terminates
below, under the arch of the viaduct at 31st Street and Ditmars Boulevard. An elevator to the N-train
station below could be installed as to catch the airport train to LaGuardia. Very quick! ***
Respectfully submitted, R. Young.
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Proposal #2--R. Young: This involves the IRT Flushing line #7-train which has excellent midtown
Manhattan connections and can be 4 tracked in Queens. This proposal is in 2 parts as it requires
attention at both the Manhattan side and the Queens side at Junction Boulevard. *** In Manhattan,
the #7-train links to the Port Authority Bus Terminal at 41st Street through a long walkway from the
Seventh Avenue stop. A dedicated 8th Avenue stop could be considered as people would be lugging
airport baggage from the bus terminal. The 7-train intersects major subway lines at the 42nd Street
stops (on 41st Street); one stop could be moved closer to 6th Avenue and a stop put on First Avenue
(United Nations).  Admitterdly, there is a problem with so many small stops of the 7-train in midtown
Manhattan. Instead, the 42nd Street Shuttle line which has 4 tracks (3 in service) could be used.
Tracks #2 and #3 could have traditional Shuttle service with track #2 put back into use. Shuttle tracks
#1 and #4 (currently in use by the Shuttle along with track #3) could be for the airport train which can
make frequent stops at most every north-south avenue {8,7,6,5,grand central,1st avenue}. There is an
issue and an obstruction that has prevented the shuttle from being extended eastward. The 7-train is
directly beneath the 42nd Street Shuttle for part of it's length at the Grand Central stop before in veers
off to 41st Street where it resumes it's westward route. If this could be reevaluated and the structural
problems surmounted, the Shuttle tracks #1 and #4 could then be lowered to the level of the Steinway
tunnel that the #7 IRT Flushing line uses and an interlocking could be placed underground to join it
coming and going. This would then obviate the use of the 7-train line in preference for the 42nd Street
Shuttle crosstown. Essentially, you would now have 3 crosstown lines, repurposing tracks for what
already exists, one being for the airport. Proceeding west beyond Seventh Avenue by the Shuttle at
Times Square, the Shuttle tracks curve northward a bit at this point. A lower level could be made for
tracks #1 and #4 for the airport train and be so positioned that they pass beneath the 7th Avenue IRT 4
track line (trains 1, 2, and 3). This gives room for Shuttle tracks #2 and #3 to platform at Times Square.
The airport line can now proceed to the Port Authority Bus Terminal on 8th Avenue using Shuttle tracks
#1 and #4. It could also be extended to the Hudson River waterfront on 12th Avenue, just south of the
piers that resume on 44th Street. (Track #3 of the Shuttle can be used to connect to the IRT line on the
uptown Manhattan local track in place of track #4 which would now depress below level running and go
underneath all with track #1. This depression of the tracks may not be so far fetched as history states
that a room for the printing presses of the New York Times newspaper was located under the tracks at
Times Square (Longacre Square). Partial excavation may already be there for routing the airport train
underneath the 7th Avenue Subway line.  *** In Queens at Vernon Boulevard, an interlocking could
be put to divide the line into 4 tracks from 2 and double deck the elevated structure making 4 tracks
instead of 2 going through the narrow route of Jackson Avenue. This would help take the overload off
of the 7-train which currently exists and supply dedicated trackage for the airport train and concurrent
express service. Additional platform space at Queensboro Plaza station could be arranged for the extra
2 tracks. The IRT 7-train has 4 tracks leaving Queensboro Plaza station as it goes over the Amtrack
Sunnyside rail yard, plus a 5th track remnant not needed after the old Second Avenue Elevated IRT was
torn outin 1942. It proceeds upward from the lower Queensboro Plaza station with a section now
missing. Essentially, everything is in place for a 3 track to 4 track express service Flushing line with
reconfiguring what already exists, some of which is in redundant and unused form.  From 33rd
Street-Rawson Street stop, the 3 track viaduct could be expanded into 4 tracks in some manner all the
way up to Junction Boulevard, with one stop at Woodside station for the Long Island Railroad. At
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Junction Boulevard, a 2 track viaduct for the airport train could turn north and proceed directly to
LaGuardia Airport.  The rest of the 7-train from here is 3 track as before, going to Flushing and giving
some benefit for a partial express service in both directions for the 7-train.  *** Respectfully
submitted, R. Young.
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Proposal #3--R. Young: This involves dual use of 2 elevated subway lines in a loop, using the 7-train IRT
Flushing Line and the return run on the N-train BMT Astoria Line (without platforming) to join with the
7-train Flushing Line again. There are 2 variants as one can go to Manhattan, and the other can stay in
a closed loop with Queensboro Plaza Station being the focal center. *** The plan is to 4 track (from
3 tracks) the 7-train IRT Flushing Line from Queensboro Plaza station to Junction Boulevard in some
manner. At this point, just one center track could then swing north on Junction Boulevard to
LaGuardia Airport. This track would then conveniently loop inside and exit the airport to join with the
N-train BMT Astoria line center track at 31st Street and Ditmars Boulevard in some manner (please see
Proposal #1--R. Young) as there are 2 ways of doing this.  As there is a difference in the width of the
cars of both lines (N being 10 feet and 7 being 8'9"), the 7 train will not stop anywhere on the N-train
BMT Astoria line but stop at Queensboro Plaza back onto the 7-train IRT Flushing line. The train can
then proceed to Manhattan by the Steinway tunnel or reverse back onto the Flushing line. ***

There is an issue of overload on the 7-train service. In such a case, the terminus of the airport train
could be at Queensboro Plaza in a stub reversal where the train immediately proceeds back to the
airport after reversing for a brief stop off of the N-train Astoria Line. Such an arrangement already
exists on the New Jersey side of the PATH train where the train stops at a stub end and then soon after
reverses to advance onward. Since the Queens Plaza station of the IND subway E, F, M, and R trains is
visible across the street from the Queensboro Plaza elevated station, the obvious thing to do would be
to apply a free transfer passageway between the 2 stations. Queensboro Plaza would be a focal point
for all connections of the subway system that are possible. A suggestion would be to 4 track the
7-train from QBP to the Steinway tunnel with an interlocking there to alleviate congestion. (See
Proposal #2--R. Young).  There is a minor issue with the Long Island Railroad connection at Woodside
station returning from LaGuardia Airport. The train has to loop through Queensboro Plaza station.
Either it involves waiting for another airport in the opposite direction again to LaGuardia, or there could
be the reversal situation where the train immediately reverses back to the airport with little loss of time.
A suggestion would be that the trains be dispatched at the airport and not at Queensboro Plaza if they
loop. If there are trains coming from Manhattan, they should be coordinated. *** This proposal is
made as a possible lower cost alternative to the other proposals.  *** Respectfully submitted, R.
Young.
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G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 6:03 AM
Reply-To: tfhunter65@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Thomas McCann
Email: tfhunter65@Gmail.com
Organization: IBEW
Address 1: 25-27

Address 2:

City: Jackson Hgts

State: NY

Zip: 11730

Comment Topic: Air Train

Formal Comment: | believe the AirTrain is necessary for future growth in this city. It will help congestion problems in
Queens. It will create good high paying jobs for its members. Please let this project go forward. sincerely Thomas F
McCann

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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[ ]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 9:18 AM
Reply-To: robinurbansmith@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Robin Smith

Email: robinurbansmith@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Brooklyn

State: New York

Zip: 11215

Comment Topic: Opposing the LGA AirTrain

Formal Comment: I'd like to oppose the Air Train plan. Instead, | support a N/W subway extension (a one seat ride to
LGA from BK? Yes please!!) and improved bus and ferry service — plans which are less expensive and all around better
for the affected neighborhoods. Thank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:robinurbansmith@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 9:59 AM
Reply-To: jmagellocal3@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Joe Magel

Email: jmagellocal3@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 108 Bobolink Lane
Address 2:

City: Levittown

State: NEW YORK

Zip: 11756

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: Projects like this provide accesability to vital transportation to the surrounding communities as well as
providing living wage jobs, it's a win win for all New Yorkers

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:jmagellocal3@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/108+Bobolink+Lane?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 10:57 AM
Reply-To: beplatt87@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Ben Platt

Email: beplatt87@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Airtrain

Formal Comment: The proposal for an Airtain to Willets Point is not the right choice for Queens or New York City. If one
looks at what the impact that the train will have on the communities it will run through and the way it will negatively
reshape these communities once it is built. Anyone who lives in the impacted area knows that the 7 train is often full
during rush hour. | often let a train pass because there is no room on the train. In my opinion we should support the N/W
line proposal as it makes more sense from a fiscal and practical perspective. | don't see why we should be supporting an
effort to increase crowds on a line that is already one of the most crowded in the city. Please do not accept the Port
Authority's plan and choose the more sensible option both for New Yorkers and for anyone choosing to visit our beautiful
city.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:bcplatt87@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 12:16 PM
Reply-To: roberta.lane824@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Roberta Lane

Email: roberta.lane824@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: EAST NORTHPORT

State: NY

Zip: 11731

Comment Topic: Feedback

Formal Comment: | use JFK and the Airtrain for it's convenience to Jamaica. No matter whether your going to or from
the airport from Long Island it is the most convenient, efficient transportation alternative NY has ever built. It is truly
innovative. We all love it here on Long Island and it's ease of use is outstanding. We avoid LGA like the plague because it
doesn't have this type of mass transit option. | think your preferred proposal is just ok, if your going to and from NYC. For
Long Islanders, we would have to get to Willets Point, then to Jamaica, Not the most convenient of options and definitely
won't enjoy the same use / efficient option as the JFK connections. Bottom line, it's not for Long Island, which is a shame
with all the tourism we bring to the area with our wineries and beaches, just bite the proverbial bullet and align it with 678
(Van Wyck) to Jamaica. Thank you

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:roberta.lane824@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 12:28 PM
Reply-To: tharan@local3ibew.org
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Tom Haran

Email: tharan@local3ibew.org

Organization: Mr

Address 1: 1 RUPERT PL

Address 2:

City: MELVILLE

State: New York

Zip: 11747-2702

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain construction

Formal Comment: We are 100% in favor of the construction of the Air Train to LGA
This is vitally necessary and long overdue!

'rli'((;ig:jilr;kutsl‘.lat here in NYC, arguably the capital of the world, you can not access one of our two airports by rail is utterly

Build it now.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:tharan@local3ibew.org
https://www.google.com/maps/search/1+RUPERT+PL?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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[ ]
G M I | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 3:08 PM
Reply-To:
To: comments@Igaaccesseis.com

Name: I
emait I

Organization:

Adress 1: I

Address 2:

city: I

state: [JJjj

Zip: -

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain / LGA access

Formal Comment: The current plan for the LGA Airtrain is just another example of pandering to one community at the
expense of another. It is obvious to anyone with eyes and common sense that the most efficient way to connect LGA with
Manhattan by rail would be to extend the N/W line through Astoria. (I won’t get into the issue of why one neighborhood
“counts” more than another, but that is also rather obvious.)

There is no reason to go past the airport to get to the airport. There is no time-savings in this route If Astoria is so
sanctified that it cannot be disturbed, then ferries should be considered. There is already a ferry terminal at the Marine Air
Terminal (hence the name). It would be far more cost-effective and reasonable to expand and revitalize that. Ferries
would be able to reach the terminal from any of the five boroughs. This would reduce passenger volume by allowing
travelers to come from different areas, rather than having them all funnel in from just one spot. Conversely, it could also
provide a more efficient way from people in Northern Queens to get to the ferry terminals in the other boroughs.

What sense does it make to connect to either the LIRR on a line that does not intersect with any other LIRR lines, or to an
already overburdened 7 line, which is the sole access subway for all of Northern Queens and beyond? Both of those lines
are already over-capacity, without the addition of tourists with luggage.

Additionally, great strides were made by the late Helen Marshall in trying to revitalize the bay area. I've lived in East
Elmhurst for over 45 years. | remember seeing horseshoe crabs and mussels along the bay as a child. Just last year, |
saw horseshoe crabs again after their being absent for decades. Any construction along the park route would jeopardize
their future and that of the wide diversity of wildlife in the area. As | understand it, adequate time has not been allotted to
assess the environmental impact of this proposal.

Moreover, | remember visiting the bay and seeing the flooding after Hurricane Irene and Superstorm Sandy. With the
increasing frequency of such events, it is downright short-sighted to construct that sort of infrastructure there.

Aside from the Airtrain proposal, | also write to state that pedestrian access must be restored to LGA. The most
environmentally-friendly way to travel to the airport is by foot. Why was this taken away from the residents of East
Elmhurst? We are the ones who suffer most with the noise, traffic, construction, etc. associated with the airport — how
dare you take away one of the few perquisites of living in such close proximity to the airport? East Elmhurst is not
connected to any subways and the bus routes are so antiquated and ill-considered that some routes cease service before
9 pm on weekdays! Accessing the airport is the most efficient way for many East EImhurst residents to travel to
Manhattan (via the M60) or to get to the subway nexus at 74th and Roosevelt (via the Q70). Removal of this option during
the construction phase has put undue hardship on to long-suffering residents. And the residents were not the only ones to
avail themselves of this option. | have given walking directions to tourists exiting the airport via the pedestrian routes.
Since traffic congestion is not going to dissipate in the near future, it is wise to allow for pedestrian access. Without
integrating such access you risk the lives and safety of travelers, as evidenced in the widely-circulated photos of people
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dragging their luggage on the shoulder of the Grand Central Parkway, trying to make their flights despite the traffic.

| strongly oppose the current LGA Airtrain proposal, for all of the above reasons and more.

(Request to withhold personal identifying information from public review.)

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00156

[ ]
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Formal Comment
1 message

P — Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 3:09 PM
o: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

The current plan for the LGA Airtrain is just another example of pandering to one community at the expense of another. It
is obvious to anyone with eyes and common sense that the most efficient way to connect LGA with Manhattan by rail
would be to extend the N/W line through Astoria. (I won’t get into the issue of why one neighborhood “counts” more than
another, but that is also rather obvious.)

There is no reason to go past the airport to get to the airport. There is no time-savings in this route If Astoria is so
sanctified that it cannot be disturbed, then ferries should be considered. There is already a ferry terminal at the Marine
Air Terminal (hence the name). It would be far more cost-effective and reasonable to expand and revitalize that. Ferries
would be able to reach the terminal from any of the five boroughs. This would reduce passenger volume by allowing
travelers to come from different areas, rather than having them all funnel in from just one spot. Conversely, it could also
provide a more efficient way from people in Northern Queens to get to the ferry terminals in the other boroughs.

What sense does it make to connect to either the LIRR on a line that does not intersect with any other LIRR lines, or to
an already overburdened 7 line, which is the sole access subway for all of Northern Queens and beyond? Both of those
lines are already over-capacity, without the addition of tourists with luggage.

Additionally, great strides were made by the late Helen Marshall in trying to revitalize the bay area. I've lived in East
Elmhurst for over 45 years. | remember seeing horseshoe crabs and mussels along the bay as a child. Just last year, |
saw horseshoe crabs again after their being absent for decades. Any construction along the park route would jeopardize
their future and that of the wide diversity of wildlife in the area. As | understand it, adequate time has not been allotted to
assess the environmental impact of this proposal.

Moreover, | remember visiting the bay and seeing the flooding after Hurricane Irene and Superstorm Sandy. With the
increasing frequency of such events, it is downright short-sighted to construct that sort of infrastructure there.

Aside from the Airtrain proposal, | also write to state that pedestrian access must be restored to LGA. The most
environmentally-friendly way to travel to the airport is by foot. Why was this taken away from the residents of East
Elmhurst? We are the ones who suffer most with the noise, traffic, construction, etc. associated with the airport — how
dare you take away one of the few perquisites of living in such close proximity to the airport? East Elmhurst is not
connected to any subways and the bus routes are so antiquated and ill-considered that some routes cease service before
9 pm on weekdays! Accessing the airport is the most efficient way for many East EImhurst residents to travel to
Manhattan (via the M60) or to get to the subway nexus at 74th and Roosevelt (via the Q70). Removal of this option
during the construction phase has put undue hardship on to long-suffering residents. And the residents were not the only
ones to avail themselves of this option. | have given walking directions to tourists exiting the airport via the pedestrian
routes. Since traffic congestion is not going to dissipate in the near future, it is wise to allow for pedestrian access.
Without integrating such access you risk the lives and safety of travelers, as evidenced in the widely-circulated photos of
people dragging their luggage on the shoulder of the Grand Central Parkway, trying to make their flights despite the
traffic.

| strongly oppose the current LGA Airtrain proposal, for all of the above reasons and more.

(Request to withhold personal identifying information from public review.)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 4:42 PM
Reply-To: Kamal_yalla@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Venkat Y

Email: Kamal_yalla@yahoo.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: We need air train connecting to subway and

LIRR.
AirTran is badly needed as we are commuting by bus to LaGuardia airport which takes hours to reach airport and some of

them missed the flight too.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Kamal_yalla@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 4:44 PM
Reply-To: Hgsoderlund51@outlook.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Hank Soderlund

Email: Hgsoderlund51@outlook.com
Organization: Concerned citizen

Address 1: 47-18 157 street Flushing NY 11355
Address 2:

City: NY

State: NY

Zip: 11355

Comment Topic: Air Train

Formal Comment: The air train is an amazing idea from Citifield to Jaimaica. It will ease congestion on the streets, and
make commuting a whole lot easier.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Hgsoderlund51@outlook.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/47-18+157+street+Flushing+NY+11355?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 5:21 PM
Reply-To: steve.machalek@turner.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Steve Machalek

Email: steve.machalek@turner.com
Organization:

Address 1: 50-06 199th street
Address 2:

City: Fresh Meadows

State: NY

Zip: 11365

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | am in favor of the AirTrain plan. It will help ease congestion at the airport by providing an alternate
way of getting to and from the Airport

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:steve.machalek@turner.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/50-06+199th+street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 6:01 PM
Reply-To: beckworth47@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Rebecca Lee

Email: beckworth47@aol.com
Organization: 1

Address 1: 107-11 31 Ave
Address 2:

City: East ElImhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain

Formal Comment: | object to the airtrain to LGA via Willets Point LIRR. It wil spoil the view of Flushing Bay from our EE
homes ad do untold environmental damage. | font think the airtrain is necessary and buses wil do

If we must have an LGA Airtrain it would be wiser to bring it in from an extended Astoria MTA line or just extend the line
as that area already has much commercial use such as power plants, auto shops and factories. This route would not
disrupt peoples private homes as much as the Willits Point route would.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:beckworth47@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/107-11+31+Ave?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 7:41 PM
Reply-To: rypaper@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Ronald Young

Email: rypaper@yahoo.com
Organization: (Historian)
Address 1: 36 Brompton Road
Address 2:

City: Garden City

State: New York

Zip: 11530

Comment Topic: Formal comments due 6/17/19 at 5 PM ET on LaGuardia Airport access methods: 3 proposals--R.
Young.

Formal Comment: Please see attachments of 3 proposals on 4 pages--R. Young.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:rypaper@yahoo.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/36+Brompton+Road?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 8:27 PM
Reply-To: mseifman@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Matt Seifman

Email: mseifman@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: It's a dumb idea!! The proposal is to run the train between Willets pt and LGA. now mind you, Willets
pt isnt exactly a major hub and not very accessible to begin with. It's not like Jamaica where it's a major transit hub

Second, the MTA is expected to increase service on the Port Washington line to accommodate those customers at Willets
pt.... So many things wrong here:

1) the PW line doesn't connect to Jamaica or really any other part of LI besides the North Shore.

2) the MTA can barely run their current service properly and now they're expected to run this additional service? It'll be
trashier than their current service.

If the train ran to Woodside that would make more sense and be more sensible

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:mseifman@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 8:29 PM
Reply-To: Btreamer@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Bill Treamer

Email: Btreamer@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1: 67 Bristol St
Address 2:

City: Lindenhurst

State: Ny

Zip: 11757

Comment Topic: Yes build it

Formal Comment: It should not just go to Willets Point but follow the Van Wyck down to JFK or Jamaica. Making mass
transit to LaGuardia a reality from all Long Island.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Btreamer@yahoo.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/67+Bristol+St?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 8:47 PM
Reply-To: ctjoyce815@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Charles Joyce

Email: ctjoyce815@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1: 2569 Eileen Rd
Address 2:

City: Oceanside

State: NY

Zip: 11572

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | think the AirTrain to LGA is a great idea. With increased 7 line access from the west side of
Manhattan, and with a LIRR stop that is currently used less than half of the year, this is a great connection point. The
route should travel along the parkway to minimize disruption to the waterfront area.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:ctjoyce815@yahoo.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2569+Eileen+Rd?entry=gmail&source=g
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 8:48 PM
Reply-To: Mgreve23@optonline.net
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Mike Greve

Email: Mgreve23@optonline.net

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Airtrain from Laguardia

Formal Comment: The Airtrain route from LaGuardia should go to either Jamaica or Woodside.
The current plan to WilletPoimts stop only is not good for Long Island riders.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Mgreve23@optonline.net
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 9:37 PM
Reply-To: j.schenone@atlasacon.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: John Schenone

Email: j.schenone@atlasacon.com

Organization: Ibew local 3

Address 1: 23 crescent cove circle

Address 2:

City: Seaford

State: Ny

Zip: 11783

Comment Topic: Lga access

Formal Comment: | support this project. Need an efficient public transportation option to access Iga

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:j.schenone@atlasacon.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/23+crescent+cove+circle?entry=gmail&source=g
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 10:55 PM
Reply-To: Ericteran11@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Eric Teran

Email: Ericteran11@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 58 Roselle Street
Address 2:

City: Mineola

State: NY

Zip: 11501

Comment Topic: AirTrain LGA

Formal Comment: | would like to suggest the AirTrain to be built from Jamaica LIRR station up to LGA. There are many
subway lines at Jamaica and it's a hub for LIRR. Also passengers from JFK to LGA can have the option to transfer at
Jamaica to go to either airport for connecting flights.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Ericteran11@gmail.com
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Access improvement project
1 message

Nathalie Weeks <nath544@aol.com> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 11:19 AM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Cc: Nathalie Weeks <Nathalie.Weeks@csi.cuny.edu>

My primary concern is the proposal to construct an air train over Flushing Bay. That proposal is contrary to the
constructive development of recreational community space, multiple uses of a natural resource (the bay), and is

detrimental to public health.
| am also concerned about the lack of aggressive seeking of diverse community members and translation of plan

materials in all of the languages spoken by persons in the affected areas.
Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone
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Air train air train
1 message

MBH <helfetfam@gmail.com> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 8:17 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

As a frequent user of the waterfront at Flushing bay it seems to me that the best alternative for the air train (if you must)
would be additional water service. Looking at the various alternatives provided it seems that this would provide the least

impact on the waterfront and on the surrounding neighborhoods.
As we go forward land area is decreasing and water area is increasing ... why don’t we take it vantage of that ?

Molly Helfet

Sent from iPhone! PLEASE excuse typos!!!
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e

Air Tram
1 message

Joseph Nightingale <pjnight@aol.com> Fri, Jun 14, 2019 at 10:04 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

That would be a great idea, and some day connect to JFK
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 7:23 AM
Reply-To: Homwhe@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Hom Whe Tan

Email: Homwhe@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 210-09 42nd Ave.

Address 2:

City: Bayside

State: NY

Zip: 11361

Comment Topic: Airtrain from met stadium to laguardia airport

Formal Comment: Please do build the airtrain from met stadium to laguardia. This would invaluably get almost everyone
in bayside, easily to and from the airport, bypassing traffic and reducing congestion. | think this is a great idea, and is
completely needed after having travelled domestically, laguardia airport is so behind the facilities and efficiencies of most
other airports in the country

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Homwhe@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/210-09+42nd+Ave?entry=gmail&source=g
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 8:07 AM
Reply-To: wasron@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Ronald Wasserman

Email: wasron@aol.com

Organization:

Address 1: 4083 New York ave

Address 2:

City: Island Park

State: NY

Zip: 11558

Comment Topic: Airtrain

Formal Comment: The only way it would make sense is to link it to the airtrain base at Jamaica station

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:wasron@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/4083+New+York+ave?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 9:18 AM
Reply-To: jgarace@juno.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Joseph Garace

Email: jgarace@juno.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Astoria

State: New York

Zip: 11103

Comment Topic: LGA AirTrain

Formal Comment: The current proposal to build an AirTrain link form Jackson Heights is misguided and ill-conceived.
Travelers would actually spend more time getting to LGA using this method. A better plan would be to extend the N/W
train from Ditmars Blvd. to LGA, or create an AirTrain line from Ditmars to LGA.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:jgarace@juno.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 9:41 AM
Reply-To: sunita_vatuk@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Sunita Vatuk

Email: sunita_vatuk@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1: 7811 35th Avenue

Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: New York

Zip: 11372-2541

Comment Topic: AirTrain to LaGuardia Airport
Formal Comment: This is a terrible idea!

| assume most people traveling to LGA are coming from Manhattan (or at least Western Queens), so to have them travel
past the 74th St. hub doesn't make sense. Even for folks coming from the east, the 74th hub is not overshooting LGA by
much.

The Q70 is fast -- although it would help to have it run more often.

l.e., if the Q70 isn't working well enough, it seems that the focus should be on improving service there rather than building
an incredibly expensive project.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:sunita_vatuk@yahoo.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/7811+35th+Avenue?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 9:55 AM
Reply-To: wingeddancer123@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Penelope Katsaras

Email: wingeddancer123@hotmail.com
Organization: None

Address 1: 3104 84th st.

Address 2: .

City: East ElImhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11370

Comment Topic: Air Train

Formal Comment: No one in Queens is excited about the Air Train. It is expensive and does not benefit Queens
residents. Instead, why not build a new express subway line that connects La Guardia to Manhattan with a 2 quick stops
in East ElImhurst? We need a train in East EImhurst. Thanks

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:wingeddancer123@hotmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/3104+84th+st?entry=gmail&source=g
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 10:13 AM
Reply-To: Irenienyc@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Irene Chaldaris

Email: Irenienyc@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 75th St

Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Access

Formal Comment: The most accessable exchage from other public transit is Woodside LIRR and 61st Street-Woodside
Subway Station this would be the most logical choice. The transit to LGA could possibly run above the BQE and Grand
Central Parkway.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Irenienyc@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 11:25 AM
Reply-To: m.caldecutt@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Matthew Caldecultt

Email: m.caldecutt@gmail.com
Organization: None

Address 1: 104-60 Queens Boulevard
Address 2: 5F

City: Forest Hills

State: NY

Zip: 11375

Comment Topic: Re: Airtrain to LaGuardia

Formal Comment: This is a poorly thought out plan that was designed to avoid the use of eminent domain to create a
better alternative. It will take up parkland and force travelers to go past the airport to get there by an indirect route that
goes to a little-used station.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:m.caldecutt@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/104-60+Queens+Boulevard?entry=gmail&source=g
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 11:27 AM
Reply-To: javier.pietrantoni@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Javier Pietrantoni

Email: javier.pietrantoni@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 100-25 Queens Blvd
Address 2: Apt 4J

City: Forest Hills

State: NY

Zip: 11375

Comment Topic: AirTrain

Formal Comment: The proposed routing would INCREASE travel time to LGA. The only way | would use the AirTrain is
if it tracks westward towards Jackson Heights. Please do not build it to Willet

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:javier.pietrantoni@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/100-25+Queens+Blvd?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 11:34 AM
Reply-To: daveny2005@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: DAVID S

Email: daveny2005@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Iga air train plan

Formal Comment: i think it is extremely important for NY LGA to have mass transit to the airport . about time we improve
it for the future of making it easier for travel and tourism for NYC it should be made so it is smooth and easy so it will well
be used

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:daveny2005@aol.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 12:42 PM
Reply-To: mattelmhurst@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Matt McElroy

Email: mattelmhurst@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1: 74-02 43rd Ave, # 3-B
Address 2:

City: EImhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11373-1888

Comment Topic: LGA AirTrain EIS

Formal Comment: The proposed Willetts Point-LGA AirTrain plan is not the best available option for a rail link to LGA. It
does not save time on the trip for anyone except the very small number of travelers who live along (or have easy access
to) the Port Washington branch of the LIRR to the EAST of downtown Flushing. It will represent an increase in travel time
over the current, admittedly sub-par system (Q 70 SBS from Woodside LIRR or 74th St/Roosevelt subway station).
Because it will not represent a time saving for the vast majority of travelers, it will be underutilized. If the Willetts Point
plan is built, and the Q 70 SBS is, God forbid, then discontinued, this proposal will have the perverse effect of increasing
auto & taxi traffic to LGA. A better plan already exists. Back in the 1990's the MTA prepared a plan that basically
continued the Astoria (N) line to the north two blocks onto land then owned by Con Ed. There, on industrial land, it made
a (right) turn to the east and proceeded to the LGA terminals. There were no particularly challenging technical problems
with the route. However, this plan provided for an elevated heavy-rail line above 31st St past two residential blocks, and
the local residents were strongly, vociferously opposed. Because the local Council Member at the time (Pete Vallone) was
the Majority Leader of the City Council, and expressed strong opposition, the MTA shelved that plan. A one-seat ride
along the (N) line would be a great boon to the entire City, and would absolutely be the best plan. If the political pressure
from these relatively few affected local residents is considered too difficult to cope with on a political level, the Port
Authority should, at a minimum, consider a transfer at Ditmars Blvd to an underground rail link or an at-grade streetcar
type light-rail system following the same route plan as the shelved (N) train plan.. (A cut-and-cover excavation system
should be feasible under 31st St.) The two blocks in question, from Ditmars Blvd to 20th Ave are relatively lightly
trafficked.

| also am troubled by the addition of such a heavy structure to the Flushing Bay waterfront, which is heavily used by New
Yorkers seeking open-air, waterfront recreational opportunities. The Marina is heavily used --at capacity, | believe-- by
middle class and working class New Yorkers who have chosen to use their available financial resources to own and run
about on small craft. The Marina and Bay-front path is heavily used by walkers, joggers, and bicyclists. Looking at a map,
one will see that Queens has a lot of waterfront. Unfortunately, most of that (except the Rockaways) is privately occupied
or very difficult to gain access to by mass transit. The marina is convenient to a bus line, a manageable walk from the (7)
train, accessible (though not easily) by bike, and has ample public parking. Yes, there's already a massive, loud highway
just inland; putting in a heavy, visually impactful elevated rail structure won't help.

If this proposed route were as good as the 31st St (N) train extension, or only marginally inferior, opting for it based purely
on the path of least resistance from community and politicians might be a reasonable solution. However, it is so very
inferior that this is a situation where the Port Authority and NY State should be prepared to face local opposition (and, if
feasible, perhaps, make some accommodation) to build the clearly superior transit link through Astoria.

So, on balance, | strongly urge that the EIS obtain a copy of the old MTA plan, and carefully and thoroughly consider the
benefits and challenges of the (N) train extension, or an at-grade or below-grade alternative along that proposed route.


mailto:mattelmhurst@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/74-02+43rd+Ave,+%23+3?entry=gmail&source=g
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(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 12:58 PM
Reply-To: pcoachpat@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Patricia Thomas

Email: pcoachpat@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1: 108-02 DITMARS BLVD.
Address 2:

City: East EImhurst

State: New York

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: URGENT: The EIS MUST Include Property Value Impacts and All Potential Health Hazards To Affected
Residents

Formal Comment: When an environmental impact study is conducted, it must include the potential impact on the value
of the many 100+ year old houses that have withstood the test of time along Ditmars Blvd inside of the affected area.
There is a precedent to examine that will show the impact on home values of the monstrous air train on the Van Wyck
expressway that can be used as a surrogate for the impact on real estate values in East EImhurst. This effort to assess
the potential damage to home values must be included.

In addition, the dust and noise of a tram so close to the property lines of homes along Ditmars Blvd opposite the airport
property must be appropriately assessed.

A contractor inappropriately removed mature trees behind the Ditmars Blvd side of the Grand Central and a massive
effort to replace those mature trees with new mature trees must be included in this project to attempt to shield the
homeowners from the inevitable noise and dirt that will affect them for ages to come.

I am not in favor of the air train project at all - and certainly not in the location alongside of so many homes on Ditmars
Blvd.. The route nearer Rikers Island affects far fewer residences and should be the #1 area under consideration for this
ill-conceived project.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:pcoachpat@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/108-02++DITMARS+BLVD?entry=gmail&source=g
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 1:41 PM
Reply-To: auntermyer@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Adrian Untermyer

Email: auntermyer@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Preferred Option: Subway Extension Alternative Above the Grand Central
Formal Comment: 15 June 2019

To the FAA and the Port Authority:

Thank you for taking on this important project, which is critical for elevating LaGuardia to world-class status.

When most cities put on their thinking caps, they choose to run subways directly to their airport terminals. This is
evidenced -- to great and useful effect -- in such exotic locales as Chicago and San Francisco.

The rationale? Simplicity.

It is far simpler, and thus, more enjoyable, to pass directly from a transit system to an airport.

Unfortunately, New York is an exception to this sensible rule:

Newark and LaGuardia airports force passengers to roll suitcases and lug anxious children through an agonizing series of
transfers from public transit to airport circulator to airport terminal simply to get to their flights. And to avail themselves of
this privilege, they have no choice to pay an additional fare.

It is a degrading and lengthy process, and is even more confusing for international travelers, who do not have the
language skills to navigate unruly transfers, pay double fares, and decode English-only signage. It also forces weary
employees onto slow and exhaust-belching buses to avoid paying through the nose just to get to work.

On behalf of future travelers and New Yorkers of all stripes, | urge you: Do not repeat these mistakes at LaGuardia.
Instead of falling for Governor Cuomo's ill-conceived AirTrain plan, extend the N/W Subway along the Grand Central
Parkway directly to LaGuardia's airport terminals. Even better, have LaGuardia's subway concourse serve as the airport

"circulator," with moving walkways in the pre-fare control area linking all of the terminals together.

Please do not, however, route the subway along 19th Avenue. One recalls the political battles of the Giuliani era, during
which neighborhood opposition sunk a nearly identical plan. It would be a shame to repeat this mistake.

Instead, have the subway turn east at the Grand Central and use that alignment to LaGuardia. This will necessitate
closing the current Ditmars Blvd. terminal, but | suggest keeping the elevated viaduct in place as a cousin to the "High
Line" in Manhattan.


mailto:auntermyer@gmail.com

PC00182

This will serve the dual purposes of (a.) creating a new attraction for Queens; and (b.) allowing current residents to use a
beautiful, landscaped, elevated boulevard to get to the Astoria Blvd. station each day. By minimizing the impact of closing
the Ditmars Blvd. station, you will blunt neighborhood opposition and give all New Yorkers a gift to be enjoyed for
generations to come.

| thank you for your time and attention to this matter, and invite you to reach out directly at (860) 716-4205 or
auntermyer@gmail.com with any questions or clarifications.

With all best wishes,

Is/

Adrian Untermyer
Urbanist - Performer - Advocate
www.adrianuntermyer.com

#H#

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:auntermyer@gmail.com
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 1:59 PM
Reply-To: coachingrefs@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Eddy Vasquez

Email: coachingrefs@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1: 108-02 Ditmars Blvd.
Address 2:

City: East EImhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: THE FERRY SOLUTION IS QUICKER, CHEAPER AND DOES NOT ABUSE EAST ELMHURST
RESIDENTS

Formal Comment: The air train project will be a disaster for the local East EImhurst community, especially for the homes
along the proposed and preferred project route.

There is already unacceptable congestion in the neighborhood and the redevelopment of the airport footprint has already
had a negative impact with excessive cars, illegally parked trucks and trucks abusing the no-truck routes past all of our
homes, the noise all hours of the day and night with the banging for pylon placement. Life has been interrupted already
with months and years more according to the schedule. The proposed and preferred route for the air train will cause
undue stress on the residents of East EImhurst who will bear the brunt of more noise, pollution from the construction effort
and loss of the quality of life we now enjoy - all to benefit people from Manhattan.

The long sought after promenade will be unavailable to the residents for years and this will have a significant negative
impact on the quality of life in our community.

The ferry service is a much easier and more flawless option because it does not impact the residents. It is quicker,
cheaper and easier and uses natural resources rather than construction resources that will plague the residents for the
next several years. The ferry is environmentally better for all parties involved and could be run by solar power. Common
sense says use the available waterway with multiple stops in NYC because very little construction is required and the fix
can be implemented in a much shorter time frame.. It is the common sense, environmentally sound solution that
considers the people issues - the human issues - as primary concerns. The air train does not consider the people affected
in the LGA surrounding neighborhoods and | think it is the worst possible solution to the traffic issues the state wants to
address.

Think about this - would you want this eyesore in front of your home, blocking your view and creating havoc on your life
for the next 4 years? Why is it okay to do it to us?

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:coachingrefs@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/108-02+Ditmars+Blvd?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00184

[ ]
G M ' | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 4:54 PM
Reply-To: aj023@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: Adam Julius
Email: a2j023@aol.com
Organization:
Address 1: 7025 Yellowstone Blvd 4P
Address 2:
City: Forest Hills
State: NY
Zip: 11375
Comment Topic: Too close to coastal areas and detrimental in case of a major storm
Formal Comment: | believe there are significant issues on the proposed airtrain routing as it goes near coastal areas by
Flushing Bay. A lot of damage would occur in case of a major storm which will severely impact the area putting human
lives at risk as well as significant environmental damage that will be irreversible. | am in favor of a ferry terminal instead of

an airtrain that would link up to the MTA's other services at other locations. Also considering the narrow runways at La
Guardia airport, the airtrain becomes a hazard as well. This is not the proper location for an above ground airtrain.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:aj023@aol.com
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 8:35 PM
Reply-To: auslomax@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Austin Lomax

Email: auslomax@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Opposition to proposed AirTrain between LaGuardia Airport and Willets Point

Formal Comment: | oppose the proposed LaGuardia AirTrain (fixed guideway) route to Willets Point (the "Preferred
Alignment)". On its face, the idea of building a rail link to LaGuardia Airport sounds like a proposal that would be difficult
to oppose. However, when people stop and look at the details, they will hopefully see that the preferred alignment to
Willets Point is a bad idea and a poor transportation option. The preferred alignment to Willets Point was advanced
because it is viewed by politicians like Governor Andrew Cuomo and state agencies as the most politically feasible option
to construct a rail link to the airport. The preferred alignment to Willets Point is inefficient, would travel AWAY from
Manhattan and would provide poor transit connectivity - it would only connect to a single New York City Subway route and
a single branch of the Long Island Rail Road (LIRR). The existing AirTrain to JFK Airport, for comparison, connects to
three subway routes and ten branches of the LIRR. If the proposed AirTrain to Willets Point is built, it will prevent the
construction of superior rail link options that provide greater connectivity, such as an extension of the N/W subway routes
to LaGuardia Airport, or an AirTrain to transit hubs like Jackson Heights, Woodside or Manhattan for a least several
decades, if not permanently. If Governor Andrew Cuomo and the other powers that be truly care about improving mass
transit access to LaGuardia, they should be willing to advocate for rail link routings that might be more politically difficult to
build, but would ultimately provide greater connectivity than the proposed routing to Willets Point. The Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA) and New York City Department of Transportation (NYCDOT) should focus on improving
bus service to LaGuardia Airport through increasing the amount of bus service offered and creating dedicated high-
occupancy vehicle (HOV)/bus lanes on roads between the airport terminals and transit hubs in Queens and the Bronx. In
the short term, the MTA should consider making all service on the Q70 Select Bus Service free to all users, and splitting
the Q70 into two routes - one route operating between the Airport and the 7/E/F/M/R subway station in Jackson Heights
only, and a second route that operates directly between the Airport and the 7 train/LIRR station in Woodside, bypassing
Jackson Heights. A hypothetical bus service operating non-stop between the Airport and the Woodside station (bypassing
Jackson Heights) with dedicated HOV/bus lanes would likely prove to be time-competitive with the proposed AirTrain to
Willets Point for trips to Manhattan and most other destinations.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:auslomax@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 9:37 PM
Reply-To: Amyjwan@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Amy Wan

Email: Amyjwan@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 3730 83rd Street

Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Air train

Formal Comment: This train seems designed for people who live on Long Island. | live a few subway stops away and it
is much easier and more direct to take the Q70. The air train is even farther away for those coming from Manhattan. If

there's an air train to LGA, why make the stop essentially past the airport for most people? The money would be better
spent sprucing up the Roosevelr Avenue Stop. Or extend the Q from norther Manhattan to LaGuardia!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Amyjwan@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/3730+83rd+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 9:59 PM
Reply-To: maj99@cornell.edu
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Morgan Jones
Email: maj99@cornell.edu
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | would like to see a connection of some sort through the Roosevelt Avenue-Jackson Heights Subway
Station. It could act as a similar hub for the the JFK airtrain and could be more frequently used give the number of trains
already in the area.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:maj99@cornell.edu
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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LGA Airtrain comment
1 message

Haufe, Mike <Mike.Haufe@resideo.com> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 10:21 AM
To: "comments@lgaaccesseis.com" <comments@Ilgaaccesseis.com>

Hopefully enough forethought is used so that it eventually could get extended to the Jamaica Station, connect to the JFK
Airtrain and then passengers could easily get between LGA and JFK.
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LaGuardia Airport AirTrain

1 message

T Gonzales <gtheresa21@yahoo.com> Sat, Jun 15, 2019 at 12:00 PM

Reply-To: "gtheresa21@yahoo.com" <gtheresa21@yahoo.com>
To: "comments@lgaaccesseis.com” <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

I do not know how doable this is but maybe have more of the existing train or bus stations connecting to the AirTrain
instead of just having to travel to get to the AirTrain.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android


https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 12:20 AM
Reply-To: dominicanboii50@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Ismael Santos

Email: dominicanboii50@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 83 Margaret Dr
Address 2:

City: Coram

State: NY

Zip: 11727-4065

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: My opinion...I think the AirTrain May not be the best option. Extending the (7) is because you can
board the train and go directly to terminals from Manhattan or vise versa is easier. If you need to charge a 5.00 fee you
can at Terminal stations. Perfect example is St.George Station where they charge to go into and out of the station. Thank
you for your time and have a great day.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:dominicanboii50@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/83+Margaret+Dr?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 5:56 AM
Reply-To: gvickers855@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Gary Vickers

Email: gvickers855@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 855 Barth Drive

Address 2:

City: Baldwin

State: NY

Zip: 11510

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain... 'bout time

Formal Comment: Traffic around LGA is a nightmare. An airtrain would be great but | think the connection should be to
LIRR Jamaica Station where riders can catch the LIRR to anywhere, NYC Subways or connection to JFK. That would
reduce traffic on the Van Wyck and provide a more convenient connection to anywhere in the city and Long Island.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:gvickers855@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/855+Barth+Drive?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:18 AM
Reply-To: DavidaWeberNY@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Davida Weber

Email: DavidaWeberNY@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3421 80th Street
Address 2: apt. 52

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LaGuardia Air train

Formal Comment: | think it's a good idea. Travelers can travel on the 7 or the LIRR to the airport and avoid an expensive
taxi ride.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:DavidaWeberNY@yahoo.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/3421+80th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 10:01 AM
Reply-To: Juliemay89@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Julie Mayrin

Email: Juliemay89@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: Extend the N/W Subway along Grand Central Parkway directly to LaGuardia Airport!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Juliemay89@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 10:05 AM
Reply-To: stephenrenko@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Stephen Renko

Email: stephenrenko@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 307 E 94th ST
Address 2: Apt C

City: New York

State: NY

Zip: 10128

Comment Topic: Equitable Access

Formal Comment: | feel that extending the N/W Subway along Grand Central Parkway directly to LGA would benefit a
greater number of New Yorkers across all boroughs as opposed to Gov. Cuomo’s AirTrain plan which seeks only to aim to
line the pockets of his donors through lucrative real estate deals.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:stephenrenko@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/307+E+94th+ST?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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[ ]
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 11:02 AM
Reply-To: ingrid@ingridgordon.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: Ingrid Gordon
Email: ingrid@ingridgordon.com
Organization:
Address 1: 37-22 85th St. #1
Address 2:
City: Jackson Heights
State: NY
Zip: 11372
Comment Topic: LaGuardia Air Train
Formal Comment: | oppose the plan as is for the following two reasons: (1) The #7 train is already overcrowded as is,
and adding untold numbers of travelers with luggage would make that line an even bigger nightmare than it already is for
regular commuters. (2) Why can't New York City have high-speed direct rail links to the city center the way all major
European cities already have? Adding an air train is just another band aid patch work job that makes us look like a 3rd
world country. The city and state need to build a dedicated express rail line from LaGuardia airport to Midtown Manhattan,
ideally constructing a new tunnel rail under the East river.

Air trains, such as the one built for JFK are an inferior, piece-meal solution not suited to the 21st century century
infrastructure needs of a world-class city. Build it right and reap the benefits!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:ingrid@ingridgordon.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/37-22+85th+St.+%231?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 4:48 PM
Reply-To: majg121@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: Marie Gayle
Email: majg121@gmail.com
Organization: Ditmars Blvd Block Association
Address 1: 108-48 Ditmars Blvd
Address 2:
City: East EImhurstl
State: NY
Zip: 11369
Comment Topic: Air Quality/Pollution
Formal Comment: On behalf of the Ditmars Blvd Block Association, we are requesting that, as part of your Airtrain EIS
study, you seriously consider the fact that the LGA Airport was built on a garbage dump and is a watershed. Therefore,
when you continuously drill into the ground methane and other gases are emitted. With the current construction taking
place, we are already experiencing negative impacts of this and we fear adding an Airtrain will be catastrophic to air

quality and our health. We need the FAA to seriously consider and investigate the environmental impact of continuously
drilling into a garbage dump and a watershed as part of their Airtrain EIS study.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:majg121@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/108-48+Ditmars+Blvd?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 5:20 PM
Reply-To: tluo9713@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Thomas Luo

Email: tluo9713@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Formal comment to LGA Air Train

Formal Comment: | am a paddler that does so at the Marina off the Mets-Willets point train station. | regularly take the 7
train to get to this location. This proposed airtrain will only directly lead the already congested Mets-Willets station. At it's
current state, this congestion is due to the amount of strap hangers regularly traveling on the line, US open goers as well
as Mets game viewers. Any additional influx of people will only make the situation worse. There is also the concern of the
pollution that will inevitably occur by the bay caused by the construction/operation of the airtrain. Please do not
exacerbate these issues without considering the damages and repercussions that will occur due to this plan. Thank you
for reading this, | hope you will reconsider.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:tluo9713@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 5:24 PM
Reply-To: rcmongeluzo@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Rachel Mongeluzo
Email: rcmongeluzo@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: As a life-long resident of Queens, East ElImhurst to be specific, | do not approve of the AirTrain. With
all of the construction that has been going on at LaGuardia Airport over the past few years people have sustained
thousands of dollars in property damage like cracks in the foundation and other structural issues that will just be
exacerbated with continued construction in the area. The AirTrain is an inconvenient method of getting to the airport - if
the desire is for travelers to opt for public transportation instead of taking a car/taxi/ride share - then we need an option
that doesn’t require 2-3 separate payments and no free transfers. By the time a traveler calculates their Metrocard fare,
LIRR fare, and AirTrain fare they might as well take a taxi, especially if they are traveling with multiple people. There is
nothing convenient about schlepping suitcases on 2-3 modes of transportation, especially with tourists who are unfamiliar
with their locations and are often unfamiliar with taking public transportation. The airport would be better served with an
extension of the N/W trains from the Ditmars Blvd Station in Astoria with a direct stop to the airport with no stops in
between.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:rcmongeluzo@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:06 PM
Reply-To: fcolman1@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Fatima Colman

Email: fcolman1@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1: 34-41 85th Street
Address 2: Apartment 2M

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Airport connector

Formal Comment: | ask that the N or W be extended to LGA. It would actually be a useful connection that serves the
locals and those traveling to Manhattan with logical, smooth connection.

Regardless of what plan is selected, | implore you to not damage the Flushing Promenade, it is a beautiful green,
waterfront space that the surrounding neighborhoods so desperately need.

My family and | run and bike there. So many families use it for recreation. The children and adults love it. Regardless of
which plans proceeds, | ask that this space not be damaged or changed for the worse.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:fcolman1@yahoo.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/34-41+85th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:07 PM
Reply-To: trorb@mac.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Clarence Eckerson

Email: trorb@mac.com

Organization: Streetfiims (My Job)

Address 1: 34-41 85th Street, Apt 2M

Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: New York

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Where the AirTrain should be placed

Formal Comment: In this area of Queens we have very limited green space. Especially in Jackson Heights/Elmhurst.
The path of the Airtrain should NOT go over Flushing Bay Promenade from Citifield 7 train stop (if that is the final decision

to have the Airtrain connect to the 7 line.) . IT must go down the middle of the Grand Central if it connects to the 7 line
there. But | would not prefer either of these.

The best option would be to somehow extend the Astoria lines to LGA. The 7 train is already overtaxed. But it is much
more than that. We should be using the money and funding to improve our transit service and subway system while also
gaining access to the airport. Making the N/W line or lines longer makes the most sense. Adding 2 or 3 stops and bringing
it to LGA.

In fact, all the of the options discussed over the years about are far preferable to any Airtrain linked to 7 the line at
Citifield. It would not help very many people going to the airport and fowl up already bad transportation options. Please
look at the real options that give NYC the best way forward.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:trorb@mac.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/34-41+85th+Street,+Apt+2M?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:07 PM
Reply-To: kumanday@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Carlos Martinez

Email: kumanday@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Don’t destroy Flushing Bay green space

Formal Comment: Build the air train on top of the Grand Central Parkway. Don’t destroy our only waterfront green space.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:kumanday@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:13 PM
Reply-To: inklake11201@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Peter Kaufman

Email: inklake11201@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 62 PIERREPONT ST
Address 2: APT 6E

City: Brooklyn

State: NY

Zip: 11201

Comment Topic: Routing

Formal Comment: For the AirTrain to be routed through parkland, rather than utilizing the existing highway ROW is
short-sighted, selfish, and insane.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:inklake11201@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/62+PIERREPONT+ST?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:28 PM
Reply-To: courtney.rajwani@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Courtney Rajwani

Email: courtney.rajwani@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3441 85th Street #1A
Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LaGuardia AirTrain

Formal Comment: Please plan and build the air train over the highway rather than destroying any public green space or
park land.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:courtney.rajwani@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/3441+85th+Street+%231A?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:30 PM
Reply-To: Douglory@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Doug Lory

Email: Douglory@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA AIRTRAIN

Formal Comment: Please do not build the LGA AirTrain in/around Flushing Park. Our green spaces must be preserved.
Above the Grand Central is a much more suitable and eco friendly option. Thank you, Doug Lory

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Douglory@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:40 PM
Reply-To: MilliePT@msn.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Migdalia Padilla

Email: MilliePT@msn.com

Organization:

Address 1: 3441 85 Street

Address 2: Apt. 2P

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Site of LaGuardia Airport Access

Formal Comment: | would prefer this project go over the highway.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:MilliePT@msn.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/3441+85+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:56 PM
Reply-To: cgrhoads@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: C Rhoads

Email: cgrhoads@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3441 85th Street
Address 2: Apartment 5X
City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA AirTrain
Formal Comment: Please dont' build it. But if you do, take the highway route.
G

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:cgrhoads@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/3441+85th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 9:15 PM
Reply-To: goldengoggles1650@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Ashley Hall

Email: goldengoggles1650@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 4108 Parsons Blvd

Address 2: Apt. 2N

City: Flushing

State: New York

Zip: 11355

Comment Topic: LGA Connection with MTA

Formal Comment: Hello - writing to comment that | believe the solution to this issue is to connect LGA to the current
metro/subway/MTA system. This approach would not only benefit airport travelers by providing an easy, affordable
solution (rather than a plan that has a separate payment to the rest of the train system, which most if not all airport
travelers would have to take to get to Mets-Willets Point) but would also benefit local commuters in an area that is under-
served in options for public transportation. An AirTrain is a less than practical solution, and surely not the most optimal. As
a daily user of the 7 train, | see its over-crowding and can only imagine how much worse it would become with travelers
bringing on suitcases and other luggage trying to get to Mets-Willets Point (think of days when there is a Mets game!) so
strongly encourage further exploration of extending the MTA to keep NYC in line with other major, global cities who have
direct access to airports via public transportation.

Thank you,
Ashley Hall

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:goldengoggles1650@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/4108+Parsons+Blvd?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 9:16 PM
Reply-To: glorenterry@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Gene Terry

Email: glorenterry@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3441 85th Street,
Address 2: Apt 5T

City: Jackson Heights

State: New York

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: AirTran route

Formal Comment: As a resident of Jackson Heights it a important to keep what green spaces we have open and usable.
So the best route for this would be down the Grand Central parkway which is already a transportation area as oppose to
the other proposed route, which would comprised further one of the few green spaces available here. Thank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:glorenterry@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/3441+85th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 10:33 PM
Reply-To: Joby@jobyjacob.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Joby Jacob

Email: Joby@)jobyjacob.com

Organization:

Address 1: 214-16 82nd Ave

Address 2:

City: Hollis Hills

State: Ny

Zip: 11427

Comment Topic: Don’t build the airtrain on top of a park

Formal Comment: There is very little open access to the waterfront in the communities of Flushing, Corona and East
Elmhurst. Building the air train on the Flushing Bay Promenade will destroy what little green space there is for these

communities. Please find another way - If we must build it, putting it over the Grand Central highway is the best choice.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Joby@jobyjacob.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/214-16+82nd+Ave?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 11:57 PM
Reply-To: thomas.ansorge@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Thomas Ansorge

Email: thomas.ansorge@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 600 W 111th St

Address 2: #15F

City: New York

State: NY

Zip: 10025

Comment Topic: Subway Alternative

Formal Comment: Please extend the N/W subway line directly to LaGuardia.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:thomas.ansorge@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/600+W+111th+St?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Re: Airtrain transportation to LaGuardia Airport

1 message

Vasant Desai <vasant.jdesai@yahoo.com> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 12:17 PM
Reply-To: "vasant.jdesai@yahoo.com" <vasant.jdesai@yahoo.com>

To: "comments@lgaaccesseis.com” <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Cc: Queens Chamber of Commerce <tgrech@queenschamber.org>, Queens Chamber of Commerce
<jdonado@queenschamber.org>

Airtrain transportation to LaGuardia Airport has the potential to provide many benefits to Queens.

First, the service could provide easier service to and from the airport. It would be more manageable and appealing to
those who might normally frequent JFK, thus aid in reducing major traffic nightmares.

Ecomically, businesses could experience an increase in revenue due to the enhanced volume of consumers. This, in
turn, would mean an increase in employment as well. Lack of parking would be reduced, thus making neighborhoods less
crowded and safer.

What we're looking for is growth that enhances-and not compromises- the boro of Queens. We are searching for
alternatives within public transportation that are sustainable and add to the quality of life.

Regards,
Vasant Desai

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android


https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature
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LGA AirTrain Project

1 message

kimgreenspun@yverizon.net <kimgreenspun@yverizon.net> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 7:27 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Hello,

| am a member of the Empire Dragon Boat team and am very concerned about the impact of the
plan to have the AirTrain built along Flushing Bay. We practice in Flushing Bay twice a week from
May through September and I'm strongly opposed to any obstruction of access to the waterfront at
Flushing Bay. Our team, along with Guardians of Flushing Bay and Riverkeepers have been
making strides in improving the water quality in the bay, and this construction will detrimental to the
bay and the adjacent parkland. The park department has planted new growth on the shoreline of
Flushing Bay and it's already making a difference in the bay environment.

| urge you to consider other options for the AirTrain other than the proposed route along Flushing
Bay. | understand there are also options to extend some of the subway lines and to run ferry
service from Manhattan to Laguardia that may make more sense.

Thank you,

Kim Greenspun
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Formal Comment on the LGA Access Improvement Project. - FAA-04
1 message

Eugene Falik <Falik@msn.com> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 8:41 PM
To: "comments@lgaaccesseis.com" <comments@Ilgaaccesseis.com>

Note: These comments are contained in the attachment.

Formal Comment on the LGA Access Improvement Project.

Project outline web sites:

* https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

* https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5cc8b91d8165f5f89b2c565¢e/
1556658467772/LGA-EIS-FACTSHEET_ May 2019.pdf

* https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5cf83d133baef000017cf81b/
1559772510094/Public+Scoping+Meeting_Boards_FINAL_05312019_for_website.pdf

From:

Eugene Falik
falik@msn.com
1034 Dickens Street

Far Rockaway, NY 11691

To:
comments@lgaaccesseis.com.

Mr. Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager - Airports Division
Federal Aviation Administration

Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610

1 Aviation Plaza

Jamaica, New York 11434

855-LGA-EIS9 or 855-542-3479

info@lgaaccesseis.com

Formal Comment:

There are several considerations that suggest that this project (1) should not be approved as proposed, and (2) may not
lawfully receive federal funds.


https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5cc8b91d8165f5f89b2c565e/1556658467772/LGA-EIS-FACTSHEET_May_2019.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5cf83d133baef000017cf81b/1559772510094/Public+Scoping+Meeting_Boards_FINAL_05312019_for_website.pdf
mailto:falik@msn.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/1034+Dickens+Street+%0D%0A+Far+Rockaway,+NY+11691?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/1034+Dickens+Street+%0D%0A+Far+Rockaway,+NY+11691?entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:comments@lgaaccesseis.com
mailto:info@lgaaccesseis.com
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Federal funding is prohibited because:

* The Port of New York Authority d/b/a Port Authority of New York and New Jersey appears to have no conception of
the requirements of the United States Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and is therefore
ineligible for funding by the U.S. Department of Transportation.

* The city of New York flagrantly violates provisions of the United States Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MUTCD) and is therefore ineligible for funding by the U.S. Department of Transportation.

* The state of New York permits local jurisdictions to violate the requirements of the United States Manual of Uniform
Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and is therefore ineligible for funding by the U.S. Department of Transportation.

The proposal is inappropriate because:

Basic considerations:

Almost half of LGA passengers travel to Manhattan
Almost a quarter of the LGA passengers travel to Brooklyn, Queens, or The Bronx.
Thus roughly three quarters of the passengers come from New York City.

An even larger percentage of LGA workers come from NYC.

Other alternatives:

¢ Proposals listed under “demand Management” such as walking and bicycling border on the absurd. Who will ride
a bike carrying luggage any distance? And where would the bikes be stored? Will they be carried on the aircraft?
Also, how far is a passenger likely to walk with any luggage at all?

+ Likewise, what conceivable improvements are likely to be possible with MTA busses short of adding the ability to
aparate (Harry Potter transportation method) from place to place?

* It ranges from unclear to absurd to suppose that companies such as Uber or Lyft would do anything to improve
access to the airport. They have only made difficult situations worse wherever they have operated.

* The proposal to shift passengers to JFK might be possible, but EWR is completely absurd. The time to get there
from Manhattan boggles the mind. One trip by mass transit was one too many for me. JFK, on the other hand (if it
could handle the air traffic) would be a real possibility with the implementation of QueensRail™
(www.queensrail.org) which would provide a 30 minute trip to midtown Manhattan and links via the subway system
to the entire city.

Possible solutions:

¢ The Port Authority / Governor Cuomo Preferred Alignment is clearly the worst alternative._This might be the only
totally indefensible mass transit option of all. The benefit of a link to the only LIRR branch that has no Jamaica
connection is incomprehensible. Also, the link to the #7 train at Willets Point would make for the longest possible
trip on a line that typically operates over capacity.

* Perhaps the least expensive alternative would be a rail connection to the “N” and “W” line.

* The best alternative would be a rail connection extending the “M” and “R” line and building a connection to the “F”

line past 36! Street. This alternative would allow a single seat access to midtown Manhattan as well as
connections to the entire subway system. Since the “F” travels through the 63 Street tunnel which also carries
LIRR tracks, it would also be possible to build a station that would allow passengers to transfer to the LIRR in
Queens. If the LGA access is implemented in this way, and if QueensRail™ is implemented, there would also be a
rapid connection to JFK.

¢ Any new rail connection must be 100% compatible with the NYC subway system and owned by the city of New
York as is the subway system. That is, the gauge of the rails must be identical, the operating voltage must be
identical, the connection to the operating power must be identical, and the signal system must be identical.

* Any new mode of access should provide a single seat ride. That is, the existing subway tracks must be extended
into the airport. A separate “AirTrain” as was built for JFK is inefficient and absurd. There is no reason to force


http://www.queensrail.org/
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passengers and employees to switch trains to support Port Authority control.

Document ID:

FAA-04.Docx

FAA-04.pdf
O 144K


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=aec9f55c89&view=att&th=16b62e2085085e66&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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Formal Comment on the LGA Access Improvement Project.

Project outline web sites:
e https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
e https://staticl.squarespace.com/static/5¢36586¢ceel175949fd76ec7c/t/5cc8b91d8165f5f89b
2¢565¢/1556658467772/LGA-EIS-FACTSHEET May 2019.pdf
e https://staticl.squarespace.com/static/5¢36586¢ceel175949fd76ec7c/t/5¢f83d133baef00001
7cf81b/1559772510094/Publict+Scoping+Meeting Boards_FINAL 05312019 _for_websi

te.pdf

From:

Eugene Falik
falik@msn.com

1034 Dickens Street

Far Rockaway, NY 11691

To:

comments@lgaaccesseis.com.

Mr. Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager - Airports Division
Federal Aviation Administration

Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610

1 Aviation Plaza

Jamaica, New York 11434

855-LGA-EIS9 or 855-542-3479
info@lgaaccesseis.com

Formal Comment:
There are several considerations that suggest that this project (1) should not be approved as
proposed, and (2) may not lawfully receive federal funds.

Federal funding is prohibited because:

e The Port of New York Authority d/b/a Port Authority of New York and New Jersey
appears to have no conception of the requirements of the United States Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and is therefore ineligible for funding by the
U.S. Department of Transportation.

e The city of New York flagrantly violates provisions of the United States Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and is therefore ineligible for funding by the
U.S. Department of Transportation.


https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5cc8b91d8165f5f89b2c565e/1556658467772/LGA-EIS-FACTSHEET_May_2019.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5cc8b91d8165f5f89b2c565e/1556658467772/LGA-EIS-FACTSHEET_May_2019.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5cf83d133baef000017cf81b/1559772510094/Public+Scoping+Meeting_Boards_FINAL_05312019_for_website.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5cf83d133baef000017cf81b/1559772510094/Public+Scoping+Meeting_Boards_FINAL_05312019_for_website.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c36586cee175949fd76ec7c/t/5cf83d133baef000017cf81b/1559772510094/Public+Scoping+Meeting_Boards_FINAL_05312019_for_website.pdf
mailto:falik@msn.com
mailto:comments@lgaaccesseis.com
mailto:info@lgaaccesseis.com
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The state of New York permits local jurisdictions to violate the requirements of the
United States Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and is therefore
ineligible for funding by the U.S. Department of Transportation.

The proposal is inappropriate because:
Basic considerations:

Almost half of LGA passengers travel to Manhattan

Almost a quarter of the LGA passengers travel to Brooklyn, Queens, or The Bronx.
Thus roughly three quarters of the passengers come from New York City.

An even larger percentage of LGA workers come from NYC.

Other alternatives:

Proposals listed under “demand Management” such as walking and bicycling border on
the absurd. Who will ride a bike carrying luggage any distance? And where would the
bikes be stored? Will they be carried on the aircraft? Also, how far is a passenger likely
to walk with any luggage at all?

Likewise, what conceivable improvements are likely to be possible with MTA busses
short of adding the ability to aparate (Harry Potter transportation method) from place to
place?

It ranges from unclear to absurd to suppose that companies such as Uber or Lyft would
do anything to improve access to the airport. They have only made difficult situations
worse wherever they have operated.

The proposal to shift passengers to JFK might be possible, but EWR is completely
absurd. The time to get there from Manhattan boggles the mind. One trip by mass transit
was one too many for me. JFK, on the other hand (if it could handle the air traffic) would
be a real possibility with the implementation of QueensRail™ (www.queensrail.org)
which would provide a 30 minute trip to midtown Manhattan and links via the subway
system to the entire city.

Possible solutions:

The Port Authority / Governor Cuomo Preferred Alignment is clearly the worst
alternative._This might be the only totally indefensible mass transit option of all. The
benefit of a link to the only LIRR branch that has no Jamaica connection is
incomprehensible. Also, the link to the #7 train at Willets Point would make for the
longest possible trip on a line that typically operates over capacity.

Perhaps the least expensive alternative would be a rail connection to the “N” and “W”
line.

The best alternative would be a rail connection extending the “M” and “R” line and
building a connection to the “F” line past 36" Street. This alternative would allow a
single seat access to midtown Manhattan as well as connections to the entire subway
system. Since the “F” travels through the 63 Street tunnel which also carries LIRR
tracks, it would also be possible to build a station that would allow passengers to transfer


http://www.queensrail.org/

PC00213

to the LIRR in Queens. If the LGA access is implemented in this way, and if
QueensRail™ is implemented, there would also be a rapid connection to JFK.

e Any new rail connection must be 100% compatible with the NYC subway system and
owned by the city of New York as is the subway system. That is, the gauge of the rails
must be identical, the operating voltage must be identical, the connection to the operating
power must be identical, and the signal system must be identical.

e Any new mode of access should provide a single seat ride. That is, the existing subway
tracks must be extended into the airport. A separate “AirTrain” as was built for JFK is
inefficient and absurd. There is no reason to force passengers and employees to switch
trains to support Port Authority control.

Document ID:
FAA-04.Docx
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Formal Comment
1 message

P E— Sun, um 16, 2019 21908 P
0. comments gaaccesseis.com

NOTE - | do not want my personal identifying information made public

COMMENTS:

- Given the state of MTA, it is not feasible for this project to depend on subway service as a means of dependable
transportation on the 7 line.

- The ridership survey should be reviewed carefully. There is concern that there will not be enough ridership. The
targeted audience has changed from the initial presentation. Target audiences were long islanders and Manhattan
riders. The target audience now is business people coming from mid town NYC. The ridership survey that has been
stated contains 2/3 of those surveys are employees. Access to shuttle buses from the subway stations can be
provided for employees. Uber /Lyft/private cars will still be used for corporate clients /others coming from Manhattan.
- Continued damage to homes in East EImhurst caused by construction and pile driving

- Increased air and noise pollution during any construction

- Obstruction of access to waterfront parkland - residents will not use waterfront walking under an Air Train

- Alternatives to airport should be seriously considered - better bus service and ferry service.
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"Formal Comment”
1 message

Lorraine De La Roach <aprilraine25@gmail.com> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 11:03 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

I am opposed to the Port Authority's plan to build an airtrain from LaGuardia to Willets Point. I take the 7
train to Grand Central everyday. It is overcrowded and it is difficult to get into the train. I do not want
people with luggage to be riding the train while I am trying to get to work on time. There are frequent
delays and adding more passengers would be detrimental to the people who rely on the 7 train. There are
many hotels in Long Island City near Queensboro Plaza. Many tourists will want to take the 7 train to the
hotels in Queens. The Port Authority says that the tourists will take the Long Island Railroad but the LIRR
is more expensive than the subway. The LIRR does not run to the area of Long Island City that has many
hotels and the tourists will be forced to take a crowded 7 train to get to their destination. Please consider
studying the ridership projections of people who will likely take the 7 train and not the LIRR if the airtrain
is built in the way that the Port Authority is proposing.

I am also concerned about the LaGuardia airport construction that has already impacted the East
Elmhurst residential properties. There have been many houses damaged by the vibrations from the
construction. If the airtrain is built in the area that the Port Authority is proposing there will likely be more
homes effected.

Thank you for your consideration
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LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project Comments
1 message

Yuxiao Lei <ylei0210@gmail.com> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 11:05 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

To Whom it May Concern,

Hello, my name is Yuxiao Lei and | am a New Yorker who has lived in ElImhurst, Queens for 16 years. As someone who
does not know how to drive, public transit has been vital throughout my life. Access to LaGuardia Airport has become
especially crucial to me as | am now a college student in Michigan who flies into LGA frequently.

| understand that the current favored proposal entails the AirTrain connecting LGA to the 7 line as well as the LIRR Port
Washington line at Mets Willets Point. However, | do not believe this is the best option for the proposed AirTrain
extension. The 7 line is a relatively isolated line with the closest transfer point at Jackson Heights - Roosevelt Avenue, a
stop on the local 7 train. In addition, the 7 train is notoriously known for being overcrowded during peak hours and
extending the AirTrain to connect to the 7 line would only exacerbate congestion issues. The Mets Willets Point LIRR stop
is also a limited use stop that is only open during sporting events. It does not make sense to connect the AirTrain to a
stop that is infrequently used. Connecting the AirTrain to this stop would essentially demand Mets Willets Point to become
a regular stop that is open 24/7.

| believe it would be much more efficient and sensible to connect the AirTrain to Jackson Heights / Roosevelt Avenue with
a LIRR connection at Woodside. This would ease congestion as both stops are more frequently used with more subway /
LIRR transfer options available. Extending the Astoria Line (N/W) to LGA is also another possibility | believe should be
discussed.

Thank you for your time in reading my comment. | hope all parties involved in the LGA AirTrain extension come to the
best conclusion.
Best,

Yuxiao Lei
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Formal comments
1 message

Sandra <twingirl_nyc@hotmail.com> Sun, Jun 16, 2019 at 11:54 PM

To: "comments@Igaaccesseis.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

It is outlandish for the port authority to think it's a good idea to build an air train from LGA to Willets Point.

The 7 train is already crowded so how can you fit more people including their luggage?
Also the impact of more piling has to be investigated in the area which has already caused damage to

homes.
A dedicated bus lane should suffice as well as a ferry service.

Get Outlook for Android


https://aka.ms/ghei36
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:27 AM
Reply-To: holtz.richard@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Richard Holtz

Email: holtz.richard@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 34-41 85th street
Address 2: apt 6l

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain

Formal Comment: | Would like it to be built over the highway, as the the best option on the table.
thank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:holtz.richard@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/34-41+85th+street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:41 AM
Reply-To: Amarrajwani@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Amar Rajwani

Email: Amarrajwani@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3441 85 Street
Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Location of train

Formal Comment: Please do not run a rail line through Flushing Meadows Corona Park. Please run the train along the
Grand Central Parkway instead. FMCP is a vital recreational and green space for all of Queens’ 2M+ residents. It's
already criss-crossed by 3 major highways. Our community can not afford years of construction in the park followed by a
permanent loss of parkland.

Thank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Amarrajwani@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 6:27 AM
Reply-To: steve.baxley@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Stephen Baxley

Email: steve.baxley@gmail.com

Organization: None

Address 1: 2 Sweet Hollow Ct

Address 2: O

City: St. James

State: NY

Zip: 11780

Comment Topic: Overall plan

Formal Comment: Making passengers endure a long subway trip out to Willets Point prior to boarding Airtrain is a

terrible plan. No place for luggage, insufficient seating and it will take way too long! This would be a dreadful waste of
money. People who live in Flushing or Bayside might like it but no one will use it to travel from Manhattan to LGA.

The plan must include a connection with the existing Airtrain at Jamaica and will ideally be a one-seat ride from
Manhattan. Extending the existing Airtrain from Jamaica to LGA is a way better idea, even if not a one-seat ride.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:steve.baxley@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2+Sweet+Hollow+Ct?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 8:05 AM
Reply-To: brunowme@mindspring.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Bill Bruno

Email: brunowme@mindspring.com
Organization:

Address 1: 34-20 74th Street
Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA AirTrain

Formal Comment: | would like to speak out against the project as currently designed. First, it's somewhat unnecessary
as there is perfectly good dedicated bus service from the Astoria Blvd. and Roosevelt Ave. subway stops. These would
seem to be more of an amenity for tourists and business travelers to be set up at the taxpayers' expense. At the very
least, the bus connection could be improved, possibly including dedicated lanes inside and outside the airport.

Even if one accepted the need for this, the route may be problematic. My understanding is that the most likely route is
along the coast. The obstruction of access to waterfront parkland and the bike path would be a blow to a city where green
space is always at a premium. Given global heating and the likely long-term affects, building this infrastructure in a flood
plain also seems unduly risky. At the very least, the route should go over the Grand Central so access to the parkland
isn't obstructed.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:brunowme@mindspring.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/34-20+74th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 8:09 AM
Reply-To: shardavid22@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Sharone David

Email: shardavid22@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 34-41 85th St.
Address 2: Apt. 1W

City: Jackson Heights

State: New York

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | prefer that they build the LGA airtrain over the Highway and NOT over Flushing Bay. Keep the green
spaces green!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:shardavid22@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/34-41+85th+St?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 8:14 AM
Reply-To: khsands@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Kathleen Adams

Email: khsands@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 3441 85TH ST

Address 2: APT 4Y

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain route

Formal Comment: My neighborhood Jackson Heights and surrounding communities are sorely lacking public green
space. | am opposed to any plan that would run LGA Airtran tracks through/over/adjacent to the Flushing Bay greenway,

where | and many of my neighbors like to walk, run and bike. Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:khsands@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 8:23 AM
Reply-To: bwhitton@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Brian Whitton

Email: bwhitton@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 34-41 85th Street
Address 2: #5A

City: Jackson Heights

State: New York

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Grand central!

Formal Comment: Please please please put the LGA airtrain over the grand central. Let north queens keep its meager
green space!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 9:25 AM
Reply-To: zrouse@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Zachary Rouse

Email: zrouse@gmail.com
Organization: - None -

Address 1: 3333 87TH ST
Address 2:

City: JACKSON HTS

State: New York

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Planned AirTrain

Formal Comment: The current LGA AirTrain is going to disrupt existing park space and it's going to increase passenger
volume on the already overburdened 7 train. | urge all involved to consider extending the N/W or R trains instead as a
mean for getting train service to LGA.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 9:27 AM
Reply-To: mbrussat@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Melanie Brussat

Email: mbrussat@hotmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 35-26 79th St. #22

Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA AirTrain comment

Formal Comment: Please do not build the LGA airtrain over green space in Flushing Bay. We can not afford to lose any
green space in Queens.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 10:04 AM
Reply-To: burkebrown@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Phillip Brown

Email: burkebrown@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 3439 82nd Street

Address 2: APT 31

City: Jackson Heights

State: New York

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Necessary

Formal Comment: A Train to LGA is necessary. By any means possible.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: ivy.onyeador@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: lvuoma Onyeador

Email: ivy.onyeador@gmail.com

Organization: Yale University

Address 1: 100 York St, APT 5-N

Address 2:

City: New Haven

State: CT

Zip: 06511

Comment Topic: | support the option to build a Metro North stop in Astoria

Formal Comment: | live in New Haven but often fly out of LGA as there are more and cheaper direct flights to my desired
destinations, especially compared to New Haven or Hartford. | am writing to support the plan that would build a Metro
North station in Astoria with a subway to LGA. That would make my commute to the airport affordable, straightforward,
and easy to plan, help reduce congestion, and eliminate the negative environmental impact of a car ride to LGA.

Thank you for your consideration and for the opportunity to comment.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 10:35 AM
Reply-To: melissa.esner@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Melissa Esner

Email: melissa.esner@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 34-41 85th street
Address 2: 5A

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: Please don't diminish our green space. Build over the already-congested highway, not the already
scarce parks and outdoor space. This is an environmental issue, and a sociocultural and economic one. Leave our parks
alone. Thank you for your consideration.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 10:43 AM
Reply-To: korin.tangtrakul@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Korin Tangtrakul

Email: korin.tangtrakul@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 2611 W Seybert St

Address 2:

City: Philadelphia

State: PA

Zip: 19121

Comment Topic: AirTrain over Flushing Bay is not a sensible solution

Formal Comment: Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the LGA AirTrain proposal. | work in NYC, use LGA
often for travel, and am a frequent user of the Flushing Bay promenade. | believe that the AirTrain route over Flushing
Bay or the Promenade should be avoided; it is an expensive and environmentally destructive alternative, when there are
many other alternatives that make much more sense.

Improving bus service and creating ferry service are much more affordable and immediate improvements. | already take
the bus to LGA when | travel, and if ferry service were an option, that would be my preferred route. If | had the option to
take the 7 train to Willets Point and pay for a transfer to the AirTrain (I wouldn't take LIRR - too expensive), | would skip
the AirTrain and continue to take the bus. It would be faster and more affordable than the AirTrain. The only heavy
infrastructure option that | would opt for is an extension of the N/W line, as it is more direct and a one-seat ride from
Brooklyn and Midtown.

Building an AirTrain on the waterfront simply does not make sense. With sea level rise and increasing storm intensity,
heavy infrastructure should not be built on the waterfront. It's a poor investment that would destroy a resurgent
ecosystem. Furthermore, it would alienate parkland from the already park-starved community of Jackson Heights. The
Flushing Bay Promenade is a unique and historical waterfront park. Despite the lack of investment in the waterfront and
no amenities, hundreds of people use the park daily, including the hundreds of dragon boaters that use the waters for
practice. Why take more away from an already disinvested neighborhood? The rest of the city is investing in bringing
people to the waterfront, like Brooklyn Bridge Park and Domino Park. It's northern Queen's turn for investment in
improved parkland, not in building unnecessary expensive infrastructure that destroys the only park space the community
has.

| urge the FAA to consider the following impacts:

1. What are the ecological disruptions of the proposal? Flushing Bay is home to NYC's largest oysters! How can Flushing
Bay's ecology continue to thrive under this proposal?

2. How will the neighborhood be able to experience the Flushing Bay waterfront? What will waterfront access look like for
the thousands of residents near the park?

3. How long will this infrastructure last with impending climate change conditions? We're already experiencing the worst of
climatologists' predictions, so the most extreme future conditions should be seriously evaluated.

4. How do all these impacts compare to bus improvements and ferry service?

Thank you for taking my comments into consideration.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 11:10 AM
Reply-To: jshdoff@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Jodi Doff

Email: jshdoff@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3441 85th Street #4T
Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain

Formal Comment: Of the two known options, I'd prefer the Grand Central Parkway option. Please don't destroy any
more of our green spaces.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 11:37 AM
Reply-To: pearceld@me.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Nicole Pearce

Email: pearceld@me.com

Organization:

Address 1: 37-32 80th Street, Apt 2
Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Proposed AirTrain for LGA

Formal Comment: | would rather see Cuomo and Port Authority repair the MTA before even remotely considering this
idea. Currently the 7 train in my neighborhood of Jackson Heights is in tatters. There are giant holes surround the stations
that have been collecting trash for the past couple of months. And as | understand things the MTA keeps dropping objects
onto passers by and cars traveling underneath the 7 train while performing track work repairs. These accidents must be
driving up costs of the repairs. An effort to prevent more of these accidents means they have now added an additional
floor underneath the tracks with railings and other semi permanent structures to safe guard against these mishaps. Not to
mention the cost of any legal issues that need to be paid for accidents that have already taken place.

The government needs to clean up the mess here and throughout the subway system to ease the overcrowding and
delays before any more of my tax dollars are spent on flashing political ideas such as this one.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 11:41 AM
Reply-To: doudfil@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Douglas Filomena
Email: dougfil@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain

Formal Comment: | support the concept of an LGA Airtrain. | say concept, because much of my support will hinge on the
results of the environmental impact study. That said, | feel that the impact on residents will be short term, and ultimately
minimal. Increased bus service seems like a path to additional misery in terms of accessing the airport, already choked
with vehicles, and buses (albeit some are only temporary, such as the buses to taxi stations during the lengthy
construction project at the airport). While | am sure that | will be shouted down on my final point, | will make it
nonetheless: The route seems to go over largely uninhabited land, and the arguments that | have heard about the train
blocking vistas of the bay seem somewhat quaint. Big cities need to do big things, despite some temporary discomfort.
Laguardia is never going to be perfect, but we can make it better. This is one way to do so. Let's resist the temptation to
equate this with Robert Moses era ravaging of communities and shattering of lives in the service of 'progress'. This may
be a gentler way to bring progress to our fair Gotham.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 11:58 AM
Reply-To: natjaquez@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: NATALIE JAQUEZ

Email: natjaqguez@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 3441 85th Street #4J

Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project Environmental Impact Statement

Formal Comment: As a resident of New York City in general and of Jackson Heights, Queens in specific, | am keenly
aware of the overburdened 7 train. In fact, the train nearest to my home is 82nd Street, and | avoid taking the 7 train at all
costs! It is a horrible experience for those of us who live here and are accustomed to over-crowding, being pushed up
against the doors of the train cars, and often resigning to being unable to board the train at all. Instead | take a bus to the
next stop at 74th Street so | can access a less crowded, more efficient E or F train--I'll even take a local train from there
(R or M) to avoid the 7 train. Consider that Queens is home to the most diverse population in New York City. While the
melting pot of cultures may be Queens's greatest asset, on a practical level, commuting to/from Queens on the 7 train is
tumultuous at best. Much is lost in translation--delays are common, space is limited, overcrowding is inevitable, tensions
are high, frustration is rampant, and courtesy is not common. Do we want to expose our domestic and international
guests to this mayhem?

Isn't the point of the AirTrain to get travelers where they're going faster and more directly? | strongly urge the FAA to
pursue an alternative or alternatives to the proposed Mets/Willets Point AirTrain route. It makes no sense any way you
look at it. We can do better than to pursue a course of transportation that will inevitably break an already overburdened
subway line in this City. The 7 is not the answer!

Furthermore, ruining our precious parks and outdoor space by building the route through the Flushing Bay greenway
should not be an option!!!! As | understand it, there is a backlash from residents of East EImhurst, but neighborhoods
change, residents come and go. Our natural resources--our parks--are here to stay, but only if we protect and preserve
them. It is not acceptable to shout, "NIMBY," and demand that everyone sacrifice these resources for the few. Residents
of the UES sacrificed for the building of the extended Q train (not w/o complaint, of course), but in the end, we are all
benefitting from it.

There is a better solution: routing the AirTrain along Grand Central Parkway!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: dkbeasley@mac.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Darrell Beasley

Email: dkbeasley@mac.com

Organization:

Address 1: 37-32 80th St

Address 2: Apt 2

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain

Formal Comment: As a regular 7 train user | strongly object to the proposed LGA Airtrain. Increasing traffic (and
baggage!) on an already too small train and overcrowded train will not do much to alleviate LGA road traffic or speed up
travel times. Trying to link it with the shortest and rarest branch of the LIRR won’t do much to help those things, either. I'm

also concerned about traffic impact if a rental car center is installed in the same location as the US Open and Citifield.
Please do not attempt to go further with this project. Thank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 12:10 PM
Reply-To: dathanmanning@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Dathan Manning

Email: dathanmanning@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3545 78th Street
Address 2: #33

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Air Train

Formal Comment: Hi there. I'm just now hearing about the planned Air Train from Willets Point to LGA. | must say, the
MTA needs to address the overcrowding on the #7 train before considering a plan that will add millions of riders (with
luggage) to that line. There must be a better way to address this. Thank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 12:20 PM
Reply-To: jmongeluzo@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: James Mongeluzo

Email: jmongeluzo@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 96-01 23 av
Address 2:

City: East ElImhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: Things to Study

Formal Comment: | want the EIS process include the scrutinization of the Ground Access Surveys and the CSS surveys
found in the Port Authority's RFP. Please investigate whether or not if the data from the surveys was modeled in order to
create a representative sample of people who use LaGuardia Airport. Please conduct your own independent ridership
studies to determine if airport users will be willing to use an airtrain to Willets Point. Ensure that the ridership predictions
are based on more than people self reporting their projected behavior. People do not necessarily act in the way they state
they will. Investigate whether or not people will be willing to pay for the trip at various price levels, including the paying
$5.00 for the airtrain, up to $10.75 for the LIRR Port Washington line, and another $2.75 to transfer to the subway in order
to reach the traveler's final destination after reaching Midtown via the LIRR. Please conduct a survey to find out how
many airport users will be taking the Port Washington Line and how many will want to take the 7 train. Please study the
impacts of adding travelers to both the Port Washington Line and the 7 train at their current level of service. Study the
impact of having airport travelers use the Willets Point stations after the proposed housing at Willets Point is built.
Conduct a study of how many airport travelers arrive in groups of two or more and please study the likelihood of these
groups of people being willing to pay for an airtrain to the LIRR (and possibly to a subway) when traveling to Manhattan or
beyond. Will many of these groups find it more cost effective to use a taxi,ride share service, or get picked up by a friend
or relative? What portion of travelers will be carrying backpacks or large pieces of luggage? What portion of those people
will likely take an airtrain to the 7 train or LIRR? Conduct a study on the types of passengers that will likely use the
airtrain. How many of them are budget travelers that would prefer a cheaper pre-existing bus option and how many are
business people who likely get private car service even if they claim that they would like an airtrain option? Please
conduct the impact of having airport passengers use the Willets Point station during Mets games and during the US
Open. Please conduct a study on the impact of airport passengers using the Willets Point stations when Mets games are
happening simultaneously with US Open Tennis.

| have concerns about the Best Practice Model on predictions of future traffic conditions that was used in the RFP. Was
the Best Practice Model based on the New York Metropolitan Transportation Council's Phase 4 or Phase 5 of the travel
forecasting model? Please redo the traffic study with data from the most up to date Phase. If Phase 5 is finished please
use that information to inform your predictions of traffic conditions to determine whether or not the severity of the
projected increase of traffic in the RFP is accurate. Assess whether or not long terms predictions can be made with any
degree of certainty given the emerging technology of driverless vehicles. Assess whether or not driverless vehicles will
have a positive or negative impact on traffic conditions in and and around the airport.

Please reassess the Q70 bus on-time performance. Why was data from 2017 used to assess its performance in the RFP
as opposed to data from earlier years that were prior to any of the capital projects at LaGuardia having started? Please
look at the feasibility of running more buses along this route including Port Authority buses that are free of charge to all
users in an effort to speed up the boarding process and get people to the subway stations faster. Please assess the
feasibility of creating dedicated bus lanes or roads solely for bus usage on the airport property and and on the roads that


mailto:jmongeluzo@gmail.com

PC00237

connect the airport to transit hubs in Jackson Heights and Astoria. Take into account the issues surrounding the loss of
parking spaces. I'm specifically wondering about the dates, and number of times the on time performance was assessed.

Please look into the reasons behind the decreased headways at the JFK airtrain in comparison to its opening. Headways
decreased within a few years after opening. Please investigate the reasons for this and determine whether or not there is
a risk of something similar occurring if an airtrain is built from LGA to Astoria, Woodside, Jackson Heights, and/or Willets
Point. Were there structural issues or mechanical problems with the airtrain technology that led to the diminished service
and might it occur again if a new airtrain is built?

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: laura.alice.fenton@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Laura Fenton

Email: laura.alice.fenton@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3441 85th Street
Address 2: Apt 1C

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Air Train

Formal Comment: Please do not run the proposed LGA Air Train through the Flushing Bay greenway--this is some of the
only green space in the area of Queens near Laguardia. It would be much better to run the train over the Grand Central
Parkway as proposed. As a resident of the area, | wanted to make my opinion known. THank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 12:33 PM
Reply-To: Carrollb77@earthlink.net
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Beverly Carroll

Email: Carrollb77@earthlink.net
Organization:

Address 1: 3564 89 st

Address 2:

City: Jackson heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA train to plane options

Formal Comment: Please construct the LGA train to plane over the highway
Vs over greenspace.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: alison_mck@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Alison McK

Email: alison_mck@hotmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Airtrain

Formal Comment: The airtrain should not in anyway compromise a greenway. It should be built within the Grand Central
Parkway, as it was built along the VanWyck Expressway for JFK.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Repw-To’P
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Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip: -

Comment Topic: LGA Air Train

Formal Comment: The LGA AirTrain is one of the most needed things in our city, as far as transportation is concerned. It
will make our city a world class airport operator and bring in thousands of new jobs! #SayYesToTheTrain! I'm all for
preserving greenspace around Flushing Bay but... Keep in mind, aircraft landing on Runway 4 are less than 200 feet
above the Grand Central Parkway on their approach... Building anything over the GCP is risky, depending on the height.
Not to mention, in a certain areas that is likely FAA restricted and controlled space. (Imagine how terrified a tourist might
be, riding on the train and seeing a landing plane coming towards them at that heights? Eeeek!)

PLEASE WITHHOLD ANY PUBLICLY IDENTIFYING PERSONAL INFORMATION DUE TO THE FACT THAT
REVEALING MY INFORMATION PUTS ME AT RISK OF BODILY HARM OR DEATH AT THE HANDS OF MY STALKER.
THANK YOU.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: robert@bobrausch.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Robert Rausch

Email: robert@bobrausch.com

Organization: Frequent User - Personal communte from Houston TX
Address 1: 20638 Long Way Trace

Address 2:

City: Richmond

State: Texas

Zip: 77406

Comment Topic: Ease if use - ease of access to the Clty

Formal Comment: The best alignment is the FIXED GUIDEWAY FROM WOODSIDE SUBWAY STATION. This offers
easy access from 5 subway lines without the long delay out to Shea stadium which also depends on the reliability of a
single subway line. It makes more sense to expand a new station at Northern Blvd. with direct access to the E,F,M,R
which are express and local to Manhattan - you can be at Penn station in less than 30 minutes! You would will need to
construct a new subway station since E,F do not have a stop there - and this new/rebuilt station needs useful subway
elevator service like there is a Sutphin station to board the SkyTrain to JFK. Think of convenience and reliability for the
travelers for a change! | commute to our office in Queens and hotels in Long Island City (Queens Plaza) and use the SBS
and subway during the day!

The preferred guideway requires travelers to navigate the train and subway is absurd. Requiring a long hike to the
subway also is absurd. The connection to the subway if constructed needs to be luggage friendly — indoors, and efficient -
consider the convenience of the travelers - which the FIXED GUIDEWAY FROM WOODSIDE SUBWAY STATION with a
stop at Northern Blvd provides;

The second-best alternative is the FIXED GUIDEWAY FROM the JAMAICA STATION TRANSPORTATION HUB - which
has the added attraction of providing high speed, convenient transfers between JFK and LGA which is often necessary
due to the curfew at LGA or diversions. This is a longer subway ride - but is served by 6 subway lines - and you could add
a station where it intersects with the #7 to provide access to the stadium as well. All in all, you need to consider the
convenience and service to the airport travelers - rather than what is quick and easy. The SBS and subway is awkward
because the Roosevelt station needs to be re-constructed to be traveler friendly - changing from the 7 or E to the SBS
with luggage is tough (and the bus in crowded and depending on traffic has difficulty keeping a schedule) - compared to
what you have at Sutphin - served by several larger elevators! Whatever you do - think of the foreign traveler with a carry-
on and a large suitcase (checked) - what you have today is a disgrace when compared to what | experience at most other
large airports in other countries! There they were designed to provide convenience to the traveler using public transport.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: jdubnau@verizon.net
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: jenny dubnau

Email: jdubnau@verizon.net
Organization:

Address 1: 78-10 34 avenue
Address 2: Apt 1B

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LaGuardia Airtrain

Formal Comment: | am writing to express my concerns on the proposed Airtrain to LaGuardia Airport. | am a 17-year
resident of Jackson Heights, and have often used both Queens airports. And am, of course, a frequent bus and subway
rider throughout the borough. While | am in favor of increasing mass transit options to the airports, my primary worry
about this proposal is that the Airtrain proposal would comprise an overly complicated, lengthy and expensive trip for
airport travelers, and at the same time would severely impact the already overburdened 7 train. As we all know, airport
travelers want a quick, inexpensive trip from the airport to the city, as well as an easy trip with few transfers. The current
proposal would ask travelers to go substantially deeper into Queens, to the Willets Point 7 train station. This is a far
longer trip to Manhattan than either the Woodside or the Roosevelt Avenue stations. Passengers would then board the
already severely overcrowded 7 train, or pay an additional (more costly) fare to board the LIRR (and adding more
frequent trains to the Port Washington line—the costs of which would be borne by the MTA—makes little sense for the
relatively few Airtrain passengers who would likely use the LIRR option to reach Manhattan).

| think the proposal to extend the N/W line into LaGuardia should be considered. This would be a truly one-fare ride into
Manhattan, and would be very fast. As well, the N/W line is less overcrowded than the 7, and passengers boarding with
large pieces of luggage would have less of an impact on the line. This extension could be funded by collecting a
Passenger Facility Charge (PFC). The Federal Aviation Administration can give the Port Authority permission to collect a
$4.50 fee on each plane ride leaving LaGuardia or landing in LaGuardia. The tunnels, tracks, stations and all relate
construction costs would not cost the State of New York, City of New York, or the MTA any money. The State, City, and
MTA would not take on any debt in the construction of the project.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: yi_ meil@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Yi-Mei Lu

Email: yi_ meil@hotmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: LGA AirTran

Formal Comment: | would like to present my opposition to the AirTran project for LGA as it does not make sense for
travelers to have to travel farther away from Manhattan now to connect to AirTran. It makes a lot more sense to just
extend N/W line from Astoria. If | were traveling from Manhattan to LGA as many travelers do, | would prefer to get off
subway at Jackson Heights and connect to bus, as opposed to staying on the subway longer and pay extra $5 or so for
probably not a lot of time saved. In addition this will result in less congestion for the 7 line which is often crowded. Lastly
there is the potential environmental impact to Flushing Bay. Train service to LGA sounds great, but this idea makes no
sense.

Thank you.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Joe Crowley

Email: joefcrowley@gmail.com
Organization: former Congressman
Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: | am the former congressman representing LaGuardia Airport and the neighborhoods immediately
adjacent to it. So | have a deep understanding of the airport’'s problems and the challenges it presents to the local
community. | also recognize the potential of this redevelopment program; | was a strong supporter of it as a Member of
Congress. As an elected official representing parts of Queens, | saw the airport through a community lens. As someone
who commuted between the neighborhood and Washington, DC for 20 years, | also saw it through a customer lens.
Balancing the needs of these two groups is critical as LaGuardia undergoes an $8+ billion overhaul. There has been and
will continue to be inconvenience for the local community related to the construction project, and there are ways to
mitigate those impacts. But to overhaul the airport and not create a link to mass transit would be unthinkable. The long-
term benefits to the community will ultimately outweigh the short-term pain. Over my 20 years flying to and from
LaGuardia, | have been stuck in traffic many times. | can't count the number of nearly missed flights, or measure the
stress that came with it. | have seen the traffic situation get worse over that time and it will continue to deteriorate without
the AirTrain. The project can help get cars off the roads, not only the Grand Central Parkway but also the local streets in
the community. It can help ease the problem of airport customers and employees parking in the community, which was a
common constituent complaint in my office. The project also has the potential to improve the promenade north of the
Grand Central Parkway. This community is in need of better parks, real parks. It's something that my colleagues and |
worked on over the years. The promenade can help, but it has suffered from years of underinvestment, leading to its
underutilization. Now that the Port Authority’s preferred alignment would touch on the promenade, it is critical that they
invest in this resource and reactivate it as a community asset, providing that enhanced park space for children to enjoy.
Finally, | urge the FAA to move expeditiously through the environmental review process. While robust community
engagement and feedback is critical to ensuring a successful project, that does not necessarily require a lengthy review
timeframe. A focused, expedited process will both keep stakeholders engaged and move us more quickly to the time
when construction on all airport projects is complete and the community, airport employees, and flyers all begin to reap
the benefits of a reliable mass transit link to LaGuardia Airport.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: hbrukier@dglaw.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Helene brukier

Email: hbrukier@dglaw.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: briarwood

State: ny

Zip: 11435

Comment Topic: LaGuardia Air Train
Formal Comment: Seriously?

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: bjankowski11@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Elizabeth Jankowski
Email: bjankowski11@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: Astoria

State: NY

Zip: 11102

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: As a person who takes the bus everyday to get the airport. | 100% believe an airtrain would save
time. | take the M60 bus from Astoria to LaGuardia everyday and man it is a struggle. The M60 bus is always late and
crowded. My commute is about 40 minutes there and 70-90 minutes home from Hoyt Ave-31st to LaGuardia Airport
Terminal B The bus is a nightmare when packed due to irritated passengers plus less space due to the large amount of
luggage passengers take on board. It's not unusual to have a ninety minute bus ride due to airport traffic, crowded buses,
and bus bunching.

An Airtrain would drastically reduce this problem. Going to Astoria would be easier than ever by taking the seven train.
Plus, the ride would be more comfortable as a bus is not best suited for crowds.

As a bus is the only public transportation out of LaGuardia, they scare people. Buses are complicated and confusing and
especially hard to navigate with a 45 pound suitcase. | see so many travelers lost and irritated with taking a bus from the
airport each day. Having an airtrain would be a less stressful experience for passengers and make for an overall more
pleasant airport flight.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: Rowena.Lair@tc.edu
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Rowena Lair

Email: Rowena.Lair@tc.edu
Organization:

Address 1: 96-01 23 av

Address 2:

City: East ElImhurst

State: NY

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: Tranist and Parking Lot

Formal Comment: | have used the N train and 7 train during rush hour. The N train and W train have more capacity for
extra riders during rush hour. An airtrain should not be built to connect with Willets Point. The 7 train is too crowded to
handle additional passengers. | have had trouble fitting on the 7 train but | rarely ever have that problem on the N train. If
an airtrain is built it should be connected to a point that is closer to Manhattan such as the E/F/M/R/7 station on Roosevelt
Avenue or the N/W stations at Astoria Boulevard or Ditmars Boulevard on 31 street. Both stations have trains with more
capacity to accommodate the extra passengers. The best plan for improving transit at LaGuardia is to extend the N/W line
into the airport. Doing this will take a lot more cars off the road and it will be cheaper for travelers than the Port Authority's
airtrain proposal. It would require no transfers for people who have hotels in and around Times Square, area around
Central Park South, and the area around Queensboro Plaza. More trains per hour are capable of running on the 31 street
elevated segment of the line. More service could be added to mitigate the potential for overcrowding, the 7 line cannot
accommodate as many additional trains.

The employee parking lot should not be at Willets Point. The area is too crowded during major events like baseball
games, and tennis matches. Building the lot will take away parking from people who use the current lot as a park and ride
in conjunction with the 7 train. People in northeastern Queens rely on the lot to give themselves easy access to the
subway system that does not serve their neighborhoods. The employee parking lot can be placed closer to the airport so
that employees can take shuttle buses to their jobs or walk into the airport. There are vacant properties in near the 94
street entrance to LGA including the former Dollar Rent A Car space and the former Marriott Hotel near 92 street and
Ditmasrs Blvd.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: nkuo19@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Naomi Kuo

Email: nkuo19@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip: 11355

Comment Topic: Increased air and noise pollution and environmental impacts

Formal Comment: | believe the proposed LGA AirTrain line would form a barrier that disrupts the East EImhurst
neighborhood and it would further marginalize the waterfront parkland, making it more unsafe. With disuse would come
environmental negligence, which is already a problem for the whole Flushing Bay and Creek.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: Vsharma.usha@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Vishal Sharma

Email: Vsharma.usha@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 39-39 55th street

Address 2:

City: Woodside

State: Ny

Zip: 11377

Comment Topic: Air train route/cost is inefficient

Formal Comment: | believe that there are other alternatives that make more sense than the preferred route that is being
suggested by the port authority. Expanding ferry service would cost a lot less and also would not cause any disturbance
to the neighborhood surrounding The airport and the Businesses locates on the Flushing Bay Promenade.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: vinnysmas@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Vincent Mongeluzo
Email: vinnysmas@aol.com
Organization:

Address 1: 96-01 23 av
Address 2:

City: East ElImhurst

State: New York

Zip: 11369

Comment Topic: AirTrain

Formal Comment: The airtrain route that would be least disruptive most efficient for travelers is to connect it to the
elevated train in Astoria . A better plan is to extend the N and W train tracks to 19th ave or Berrian ave then its almost a
straight line to the Marine air terminal. A station should be built to serve the Marine air terminal and the other terminals
too. More people will stop using cars to get to the airport if they can ride the subway instead. The airtrain to Willets point
will take people in the exact opposite direction from Manhattan and that is where a lot of people want to go.

There should also be a ferry system. The ferry can connect people to Wall Street and Midtown. It can connect people to
Connecticut and Long Island too.

| have felt my home shake when construction was happening at the airport. If the airtrain is built there will be more
construction and | am afraid of my home getting damaged. The Port Authority has not scheduled a visit to my home yet
but | have requested it because | want my home to be checked for damage. The construction has damaged the homes of
some of my neighbors and | do not want to have damage on my home even if the Port Authority says they will pay for it.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: lashepard@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Laura Shepard

Email: lashepard@gmail.com

Organization: Transportation Alternatives Queens Committee
Address 1: 41-42 50th Street

Address 2: 4B

City: Woodside

State: NY

Zip: 11377

Comment Topic: AirTrain

Formal Comment: | oppose the current plan to build an AirTrain from Mets-Willets Point to LaGuardia Airport via the
Flushing Marina. It is an indirect and illogical route from a transportation perspective and unnecessarily destructive from
an environmental perspective.

The World's Fair Marina is a crucial corridor for residents who walk and bike between Astoria, East Elmhurst, Corona and
Flushing. Obstructing our access would force us to travel on Roosevelt Ave, which may be far out of our way. Waterfront
access is also an importation community amenity for recreation, boating, fishing and relaxation. There has been
impressive ecological restoration work in recent years and it would be foolish to jeopardize the bay's recovery with
concrete pylons or other intrusions.

Instead of constructing an unnecessary structure, it would be wiser to extend the N train from Astoria by building a
surface rail line using a lane on the Grand Central Parkway. This direct right of way already exists. As mass transit is
substantially more efficient than private cars, this transition is justified. The excessive amount of road space devoted to
cars would be unnecessary if adequate mass transit were available.

Please consider this community input. The vast majority of Queens residents want a direct, logical transit to the airport to
reduce the negative impacts (air pollution, noise, congestion) caused by people who drive. Unfortunately, the proposed air
train isn't it.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: jensloan@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Jennifer Sloan

Email: jensloan@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 3538 75th St

Address 2: Apt 5A

City: JACKSON HEIGHTS

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Air Train

Formal Comment: | am writing to suggest that the proposed Air Train to LaGuardia, if it is built, is NOT run along the
Flushing Bay Promenade. There is work underway there to protect the wetlands and it is part of precious little open public

parkland in the vicinity. As a resident in nearby Jackson Heights | would much rather see the Air Train run along the
Grand Central Parkway like the JFK Air Train.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: fikpottery@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: FLORENCE KACZOROWSKI
Email: fikpottery@gmail.com
Organization:
Address 1: 180-11 69 Avenue
Address 2:
City: Flushing
State: NY
Zip: 11365
Comment Topic: LaGuardia Airtrain--a bad idea for New Yorkers, and for the environment
Formal Comment: As residents of Queens, New York, my family and | are deeply troubled by the prospect of an
"Airtrain" to LaGuardia Airport.
The prospective construction damage to homes in the area as well as the increased air, water and noise pollution are of

great concern to us. We have not seen this issue addressed in the local news, and fear that such a project will be pushed
through without the public's knowledge.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: colette.montoya@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Colette Montoya-Sloan
Email: colette.montoya@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 3538 75th St Apt 5A
Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Air Train

Formal Comment: As a resident of Jackson Heights | urge you to find a way to maintain the wetlands, wildlife, and open
park space along the Flushing Bay promenade. If an Air Train to LGA must be built | urge you to consider alternatives,
one of which is building over the Grand Central Parkway.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: lansingjr@mac.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: Lansing Moore
Email: lansingjr@mac.com
Organization:
Address 1: 41-35 45th St
Address 2: Apt 6F
City: Sunnyside
State: New York
Zip: 11104
Comment Topic: Extend the NW to LGA

Formal Comment: This would be a wonderful boon to the borough and make a strong, positive difference for all New
Yorkers!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: johnkellyiv@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: John Kelly
Email: johnkellyiv@gmail.com
Organization: Eastern Queens Greenway
Address 1: 48-35 Bell Boulevard
Address 2:
City: Bayside
State: ny
Zip: 11364
Comment Topic: Route

Formal Comment: As a founding member of the Eastern Queens Greenway, | believe that parkland is our most valuable
resource. Flushing Meadows Park has been sold off for decades, shrinking the usable space so rich people to get richer
without paying for the land their business sits on. It's disgusting to think anyone would take more land, this time from the
historic marina, instead of putting the airtrain on top of an already existing highway or dug like a normal subway. | heard
the reason it could not sit on the highway was because it would hurt the view of some neighbors . So instead destroy the
marina depriving thousands more access to the waterfront?

Our neighborhood has been abused too long. It's time for us to push back against anyone trying to take our public land for
their own personal goals. The corruption needs to end now. We will be there to help call it out.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: silviaxlee@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Silvia Lee

Email: silviaxlee@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: Currently, the only access to LGA is through vehicular transportation, and there is an extreme
bottleneck getting in and out of the airport. But connecting to Willets Point does not make it easier to commute from
because it is not a transportation hub, and will be putting a strain on a train line that is already heavily used by residents
of Flushing and those attending sporting events in the area. Laguardia needs more options to connect to the surrounding
neighbourhoods that are right next to it and to improve the infrastructure in these areas.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: Jacksonheights@me.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Jim Burke

Email: Jacksonheights@me.com

Organization:

Address 1: 3346 92nd Street

Address 2: 1s

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Laguardia Airtrain

Formal Comment: Ridiculous waste of money and resources. Most NYers never get to fly out of Laguardia. Those with
the means fly out once a year maybe. This extraordinary expense will be for the tiny well heeled minority. It also ruins
parkland overburdens an already overburdened 7 train. If Cuomo insists on paying back his business cronies extend the

N train that at least makes sense. We have so many pressing needs for bettering our transit for everyday NYers who
need to get to work, school, their doctor etc. When you fix that we can let Cuomo have a another vanity project.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Reply-To: bodzin@stevenbodzin.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Steven Bodzin

Email: bodzin@stevenbodzin.com
Organization: Individual

Address 1: 7217 34TH AVE

Address 2: APT 5C

City: JACKSON HEIGHTS

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Scoping issues to consider

Formal Comment: Please consider the following issues when assembling the EIS:

- Access to recreation. The preferred alternative threatens to cut off access to the Flushing Bay Promenade, the only
public access that much of Queens has to its northern waterfront. Construction could make the promenade miserable for
years, and if that alternative were to go into operation, it would make the experience of the promenade less pleasant.
Please examine this potential impact.

- Migratory bird impacts. Flushing Bay is an important site for migratory birds. Please examine whether it would violate US
policy to build a new megaproject there, when lower-impact alternatives are available.

- Equity impacts of the project. The preferred alternative would create a dedicated "Airtrain" between Flushing and LGA,
designed primarily for LGA travelers, who are primarily privileged people. Other alternatives, such as extending the MTA's
N-W subway line to the airport, would provide collateral benefits for people who don't use the airport, including many less
privileged individuals. Please consider equity impacts in the environmental report.

- Climate resilience. Please examine whether the Flushing Bay waterfront is the best place for new industrial projects.
New York waterfronts need restored shorelines to reduce the impact of storm surges as sea level rises. Please look at
whether this project could obstruct such projects in the future.

Thank you for your attention.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:22 PM
Reply-To: john.candell@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: John Candell

Email: john.candell@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1: 84-12 35th Avenue #6K
Address 2:

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA AirTrain is a bad idea

Formal Comment: | am a Queens resident who believes the LGA AirTrain is a poor solution for airport access.

| regularly take the 7 subway line to and from work in Manhattan, and it already suffers from quite severe overcrowding.
Adding additional riders who seek to connect with the AirTrain at Willets Point will exacerbate the crowding. It may even
discourage travelers from using the AirTrain in the first place.

Queens cannot afford to lose any parkland or free and easy access to the waterfront. Parkland is already at a premium in
a borough that is very congested and crowded. If eminent domain is used to condemn existing parkland for construction
of the AirTrain, a very dangerous precedent will be set that could endanger more of Queens' precious green space.

| believe other airport routes should be favored over the Willets Point AirTrain, especially the idea to extend the Astoria
Boulevard subway as an elevated line on the Grand Central Parkway.

Also, the MTA bus link at Jackson Heights Roosevelt Avenue is currently a good way to get to LGA and could be made
even better by improvements to that transportation hub. Those improvements would cost a fraction of what the AirTrain
would cost.

Thanks.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:john.candell@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/84-12+35th+Avenue+%236K?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:25 PM
Reply-To: litenup430@aol.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Larry Cohen

Email: litenup430@aol.com
Organization: LU #3 IBEW

Address 1: 2823 Tilrose avenue
Address 2:

City: Oceannside

State: NY

Zip: 11572

Comment Topic: LGA Transportation

Formal Comment: | think the air-train would be a great addition. It would clean up the environment with the air pollution
and less traffic congestion. Also the LIRR, would make another excellent addition.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:litenup430@aol.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2823+Tilrose+avenue?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:34 PM
Reply-To: zavalamelissa76@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: melissa zavala

Email: zavalamelissa76@gmail.com
Organization: CUNY

Address 1: 34-20 78th Street

Address 2: 4E

City: Jackson Heights

State: NY

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: Sensible Plan for LGA Access

Formal Comment: As a resident of Jackson Heights, | am vehemently opposed to an airtrain project that will result in
higher congestion for my neighborhood, blocked access to the bay for East EImhurst residents, increased noise pollution
for the region in the way of the airtrain itself and its riders, and a loss of an invaluable habitat in the marsh area around
the bay! This plan is an old, dusted-off program already turned down by these communities. No part of this program is of
benefit to our neighborhoods and is intended solely for the benefit of tourists eager to get in and out of our borough
quickly, as well as to the businesses in Manhattan looking to make money from tourist dollars. | am not interested in
supporting such a scheme. The new express bus service in the case of the Select 70 line is serving the necessary
function, taking about 20 minutes from 74th Street to the terminals at LAG. t is instead imperative to ilnvest in more
buses, better train service, and opening new lines that will better connect the borough and even connect Queens to
Brooklyn, rather than servicing a tourist industry that is transient and mostly seasonal.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:zavalamelissa76@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/34-20+78th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:35 PM
Reply-To: ksachsenmaier@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Katie Sachsenmaier

Email: ksachsenmaier@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 35-25 78th Street

Address 2: #3

City: Jackson heights

State: Ny

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: LGA Access

Formal Comment: Please protect our limited green spaces in northern Queens and direct the Airtrain over the highway!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:ksachsenmaier@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/35-25+78th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info>
Reply-To: patpdd72@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Patrick St jean

Email: patpdd72@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No airTran

Formal Comment: No build
Laguardia is more accessible than any other airport

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)

Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:35 PM


mailto:patpdd72@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:42 PM
Reply-To: Marlon23@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Marlon Brown

Email: Marlon23@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build

Formal Comment: No build
| would rather take a Uber than this train because it will be a waste of time traveling on the city train and too frustrating

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Marlon23@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:44 PM
Reply-To: codyannherrmann@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: cody herrmann

Email: codyannherrmann@gmail.com

Organization: @flushingbayandcreep

Address 1:

Address 2:

City: flushing

State: ny

Zip: 11358

Comment Topic: LGA AirTrain will hurt NE Queens communities

Formal Comment: Y’all are ignoring climate resilience and fucking up the positive current and potential aspects the
Flushing Bay waterfront provides for the NE queens community. i have been sexually assaulted on the west end of the
flushing bay promenade and know that more shadows cast by the proposed rail link, decreased access, and the
reinforced idea that the waterfront is just a place for large scale concrete infrastructure will only hurt my community.
without lived experience it is hard to create ecological stewards— by creating this rail link, it's clear y’all dont give a fuck
about urban resilient landscapes or how we can make them a reality. just because biden made cuomo upset by calling

LGA a third world country it does not mean we need to check everything off an arbitrary list to turn LGA into a first class
airport. LGA will be great without an airtrain— even though it will be one of the first things to flood as sea level rise eats

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:codyannherrmann@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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no airtrain - with love from @flushingbayandcreep
1 message

codyannherrmann@gmail.com <codyannherrmann@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:45 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Y’all are ignoring climate resilience and fucking up the positive current and potential aspects the Flushing Bay waterfront
provides for the NE queens community. i have been sexually assaulted on the west end of the flushing bay promenade
and know that more shadows cast by the proposed rail link, decreased access, and the reinforced idea that the waterfront
is just a place for large scale concrete infrastructure will only hurt my community. without lived experience it is hard to
create ecological stewards— by creating this rail link, it's clear y’all dont give a fuck about urban resilient landscapes or
how we can make them a reality. just because biden made cuomo upset by calling LGA a third world country it does not
mean we need to check everything off an arbitrary list to turn LGA into a first class airport. LGA will be great without an
airtrain— even though it will be one of the first things to flood as sea level rise eats into NYC. please don’t fuck this up.
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:44 PM
Reply-To: lilli.pioche@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Name: Lilli Pioche
Email: lilli.pioche@gmail.com
Organization: Home owner Ditmars Blvd and Buell Street
Address 1: 108-63 Ditmars Blvd
Address 2: 31-46 Buell Street
City: East ElImhurst
State: NY
Zip: 11369
Comment Topic: Suggestion for the LaGuardia Airport Airtrain
Formal Comment: As being a resident of East ElImhust for over 50 years and watching the ongoing changes | am in full
support for alternate routes to Laguardia Airport.
I live on the North side of Ditmars Blvd and understand my neighbors concerns, however | am in full support of the
Airtrain in addition to Ferry service. My neighbors have stated on numerous occasions the concern on air quality. and |
believe best way would be to offer as many alternate ways to move people to and from the airport. Hopefully the
Preferred route will help eliminate some the traffic along with the emissions from vehicles traveling to the airport.
| only ask that during any construction the Port Authority put into place a strong plan to determine any damage that might

occur and compensation to correct the damage that along with a plan on how and who will maintain the area of the air
train. Last but not least Community Employment with these new forms of transportation.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:lilli.pioche@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/108-63+Ditmars+Blvd?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/31-46+Buell+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:50 PM
Reply-To: jeanclaude_felix@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Jean Felix

Email: jeanclaude_felix@hotmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build

Formal Comment: No build

Not a sensible means of transportation a 2 runway airport and connected buildings do not need a AirTrain

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:jeanclaude_felix@hotmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:53 PM
Reply-To: joesaint30@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Joe Hillaire

Email: joesaint30@hotmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build
Formal Comment: No build

I’'m a traveler and I’'m not going to take this train when | can seat comfortably in a car

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:joesaint30@hotmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info>
Reply-To: junior_celestin@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Junior Celestin

Email: junior_celestin@hotmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build

Formal Comment: Do Not approve do not build waste of money
JFK AirTrain is not working this will be the worst investment

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)

Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:56 PM


mailto:junior_celestin@hotmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:58 PM
Reply-To: sammyrolin@hotmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Sammy Rolin

Email: sammyrolin@hotmail.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: Do not build

Formal Comment: Don’t build this why past the airport and | have to take and transfer another train

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:sammyrolin@hotmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:59 PM
Reply-To: kmontalvo12388@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Kevin Montalvo

Email: kmontalvo12388@gmail.com

Organization:

Address 1: 34-18 91st Street Apt C32

Address 2: C32

City: Jackson Heights

State: New York

Zip: 11372

Comment Topic: N/W Subway Extension to LaGuardia Airport

Formal Comment: The likelihood that most travelers would rather take and uber, taxi, or lyft instead of making multiple
transfers, paying multiple fares and being sent further east into Queens must be considered with the current proposal to
the Airtrain in East EImhurst.

With the N/W Subway line considerably closer in proximity with most folks seeking to travel closer to the city, it would
greatly alleviate stress that the 7 train cannot further endure.

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:kmontalvo12388@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/34-18+91st+Street+Apt+C32?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/

PC00274

L]
G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>
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Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:00 PM
Reply-To: Skylar.matthewsO@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Skylar Matthews

Email: Skylar.matthewsO@gmail.com
Organization: York College
Address 1: 35-20 204th street
Address 2:

City: Bayside

State: NY

Zip: 11361

Comment Topic:

Formal Comment: No air tram!

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:Skylar.matthews0@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/35-20+204th+street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:00 PM
Reply-To: kyletopshota9@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Kyle Richard

Email: kyletopshota9@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build
Formal Comment: No build

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:kyletopshota9@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:01 PM
Reply-To: johnshardwoodflooring@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: John Hard

Email: johnshardwoodflooring@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build

Formal Comment: No build

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:johnshardwoodflooring@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:03 PM
Reply-To: shellshaw94@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Shell Shaw

Email: shellshaw94@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build

Formal Comment: Waste of funds no build

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:shellshaw94@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:04 PM
Reply-To: kyletopshotta9@gmail.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Kyle Shotta

Email: kyletopshotta9@gmail.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build
Formal Comment: Do not build

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:kyletopshotta9@gmail.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:08 PM
Reply-To: barnabas.bkegroup@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Barnabas Laurent

Email: barnabas.bkegroup@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build

Formal Comment: No build

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:barnabas.bkegroup@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:09 PM
Reply-To: culture_007@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Culture Brown

Email: culture_007@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build
Formal Comment: No build

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:culture_007@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:10 PM
Reply-To: alarshny@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Al Harsh

Email: alarshny@yahoo.com
Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build
Formal Comment: No build

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:alarshny@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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Form Submission - Website Scoping Formal Comment

Squarespace <no-reply@squarespace.info> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:12 PM
Reply-To: papaogou@yahoo.com
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Name: Papa Gou

Email: papaogou@yahoo.com

Organization:

Address 1:

Address 2:

City:

State:

Zip:

Comment Topic: No build

Formal Comment: No build

(Sent via LGA Access Improvement Project EIS)


mailto:papaogou@yahoo.com
https://www.lgaaccesseis.com/
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LaGuardia Airport Improvement Project
1 message

Matthew Malina <mm1566@nyu.edu> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 6:45 AM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Cc: guardiansofflushingbay@gmail.com

To Whom It May Concern:

The proposed LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project is deeply flawed. A properly conducted environmental
review process will dmonsrate this. | have serious concerns whether the environmental review will be objective-- the Port
Authority’s deductive objectives appear to have resulted in a “done deal” for the LGA AirTrain project and the eminent
domain legislation passed in June 2018 put the thumb on scale for the AirTrain to be routed alongside the East ElImhurst
neighborhood.

The Eminent Domain legislation should have been delayed until a thorough environmental review was conducted.

To fulfill state and city goals of sustainable planning, and to mitigate impacts on local communities and Flushing Bay, the
environmental review must be completed with full community involvement.

Sincerely,
Matt Malina
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Formal Comment
1 message

Michele Roach Mongeluzo <micheou3032@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 1:26 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

The Port Authority's desire to build an airtrain from LGA to Willets Point does not make sense because there are many
better options for encouraging people to take mass transit. The 7 train cannot handle more passengers but connecting
the airtrain to Willets Point will cause a lot of budget-conscious travelers to use the 7 instead of the Long Island Railroad.
In our modern world a lot of travelers are transit savvy and they are perfectly ok with using subway systems. Subway
systems serve large airports all over the world and in other parts of the country. A subway extension should be brought
into LGA. The best option for an extension is to extend the N and W line. Please look at the information in the

link: http://www.vanshnookenraggen.com/_index/2018/06/the-r-train-laguardia-airport-and-the-ripple-effect-in-transit/.
Chicago, London, Tokyo, the DC metro area, Boston, Taipei, and Seoul all have subway connections to some or all of
their airports. In a world where people travel more than ever, people want and expect easy access to transit systems.
People do not want to use an airtrain that does not give you a free transfer to the subway and they do not want to make
multiple transfers and pay a bunch of different fares.

There should also be a dedicated bus lane in the airport to ease congestion. | take the Q72 bus nearly every weekday
and it is frequently delayed because it gets caught in the traffic surrounding the airport. Buses that serve the airport
should be able to move more freely by having their own dedicated lanes or lane. More buses like the Q70 should be
added to the airport so that people can get to and from the airport quickly without local stops in between. The Port
Authority should pay for this service because it would be dedicated for people going to an from LaGuardia.

The LGA construction has been bad for my neighborhood. The Port Authority has damaged people's homes and they
have been paying people for the damaged caused. | am worried about damage to my home because it is located near the
airport property. My husband, next door neighbor, and people living across the street have felt vibrations in their homes
during construction. The airtrain construction would be closer to more homes than the other airport construction. More
homes will probably be damaged if the construction of the airtrain is approved.

Michele


http://www.vanshnookenraggen.com/_index/2018/06/the-r-train-laguardia-airport-and-the-ripple-effect-in-transit/
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Comments: Scope of environmental review: LGA Airport Access Project
1 message

Hillary Exter <hjexter@yahoo.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 2:37 PM
Reply-To: Hillary Exter <hjexter@yahoo.com>
To: "comments@lgaaccesseis.com” <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

comments attached

@ Hillary Exter comments.docx
15K


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=aec9f55c89&view=att&th=16b66bb4a9cfb79c&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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Hillary Exter
280 1% Ave., #10E
New York, NY 10009
HJExter@yahoo.com

June 17,2019

Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager - Airports Division
Federal Aviation Administration

Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610

1 Aviation Plaza

Jamaica, New York 11434

Comments: Scope of environmental review: LGA Airport Access Project
Sent via email: comments@Igaaccesseis.com

Dear Mr. Brooks:

| write as a lifelong New Yorker and am a frequent and active user of Flushing Bay—I am a dragonboater
and also enjoy walking on the promenade. |, as many others have been advocating for clean water and
greater public access to the promenade. Flushing Bay is a real resource in the city--it is a unique
waterway. In my own life coming down to the water has been transformational and this experience
should be preserved for others—the entire purpose of having a park. This letter is my comments on the
scope of the draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). | am aware that many others are submitting
extensive testimony and so my own comments will be in bullet form—to highlight the issues which are
of central concern to me:

1 Process:

A Is this a sham/fait accompli? The fact that eminent domain legislation was passed over
a year before even the meeting on the scope of the DEIS, without public hearing, and circumventing the
well-established mechanism for alienation of park land makes this process extremely suspect. In
addition, so much of the Port Authority’s flyers, and other publicity talk about an Airtrain. In addition,
we believe that construction of a new terminate at La Guardia contains build-out for an Airtrain.
Despite my extreme skepticism at the process to date, | am somehow hoping that FAA's in involvement
in this process will allow a truly robust EIS process.

B. Public comments/language justice: The only way that the right to publically comment
is meaningful is if the information is presented in the languages used by the community of some of the
most sizeable communities of current water and park users: Chinese, Korean, and Spanish. This was not
done. The notice of the hearing indicated that translation would be available upon request -- but given
that it was only in English, that is not effective. When the DEIS is distributed, notices should be issued
and distributed in those languages.

C. Public meetings where comments are heard by all: | attended the June public meeting
and was disappointed by the format—which appeared geared primarily to diffuse the public by only
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engaging in informal discussion at the posters. When the DEIS is issued and a public meeting held, it
should utilize a format which allows the public to state their comment with all those present able to
hear.

2. Impacts:
A. Community: should be defined as all potential park users and current water users

Community should not be narrowly defined as just neighborhoods surrounding the airport and potential
routes: instead it should include all current and potential park and water users. Current water users
include people from the NYC metropolitan area, including each of the 5 borough entire as well as New
Jersey, Rockland county, Connecticut (eg my own dragonboat team has members from each borough,
NJ, CT, and Rockland—and that’s only 1 team.)

B. Climate vulnerability must be considered;
C. Wildlife and ecosystem must be considered;
D. Strain on transportation resources: 7 train is already overcrowded;
E. Thorough analysis of projected ridership needed;
3. Alternatives:
A A serious look at alternatives to an AirTrain should be considered—including Rapid Bus

transportation and Ferry Service (my own preferred route). The current preferred project—the
construction of an Airtrain on a route along the promenade was selected without regard to its impact on
current and prospective park/water users. If the objective is faulty (e.g. not setting as a goal trying to
reduce impact on such a community), the results will be skewed.

| look forward to the development of a thorough DEIS which addresses the concerns raised in these
comments and that of others.

Yours truly,

Hillary Exter
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Employee Parking Lot

1 message

James Mongeluzo <jmongeluzo@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 2:38 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

The employee parking facility for 500 vehicles can be constructed between 45th sand 49th streets between
Berrian Blvd and 19th avenue. This space is currently being used as a temporary parking area. If the N/W
extension is built along this route a station can be built at the site for the employees to use. It can be
restricted to an employee use only station if necessary. If a subway extension is not built the parking lot can
be served by a shuttle bus that can use 19th avenue to shuttle employees to and from their jobs at the
airport and their vehicles. The shuttle bus can enter and exit the airport at the entrance at the junction of 19
avenue and 81 street. This entrance will allow the buses to avoid the traffic that occasionally manifests at
the public entrance to the airport on Ditmars Boulevard (across the street from the Port Authority owned
park off the Grand Central Service Road and 81 street).

An employee parking facility can also also be considered for construction at the northeast corner of 94th
street and 23rd avenue. There already is a parking facility at this location, it can be renovated and improved
to accommodate more vehicles but it should not be made too large. This location is within walking distance
of many airport jobs and shuttle buses can also be used to pick up employees and bring them closer to their
jobs. This facility should be used as a parking lot in conjunction with other areas if 500 parking spaces are
truly necessary. It alone should not house 500 spots because it is too close to busy intersections with a lot
of pedestrian traffic and it is in the middle of a residential area.

A parking facility should also be considered at the sight of the abandoned hotel that is located on Ditmars
Blvd between 90th street and 92nd street. This site has the space to accommodate a 500 seat parking lot,
though it may require the demolition of building on the property. It may be possible to build the facility on the
land that surrounds the building without needing to demolish the building. This site can also be served by
shuttle buses that will carry employees to their places of work on the airport property.

If possible the parking facility can be located on the airport property. If the N/W is extended far fewer people
will use ride sharing services and taxis to reach the airport. This will lead to less congestion at the airport
and therefore employees driving into the airport to reach an employee parking lot will not be as detrimental
to the traffic flow in the airport.

The employee parking lot should not be built in Willets Point. Its construction would require the loss of
parking spaces for residents that use the current lots to park their cars before boarding the 7 train. The
people who use this lot are mostly from areas where there is no subway access and where they would have
to ride a bus for 25 minutes or more before reaching the 7 train's Main Street Station. The parking lot allows
these commuters to improve their quality of life by greatly speeding up their commute time. The impact of
potentially losing these public parking spaces should be studied. Studies should also be conducted on the
traffic impacts of having a 500 parking space garage/parking area in Willets Point during the US Open and
during the many dates when the Mets are playing while the US Open tournament is occurring.

The World’s Fair Marina lies in a 100-year floodplain and it is vulnerable to the impacts of climate change.
The FAA must consider the impacts that large scale, impermeable transit infrastructure could have in a park
that was devastated during Hurricane Sandy.
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Formal Comment
1 message

James Mongeluzo <jmongeluzo@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 3:26 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

| previously submitted this comment via the website but | did not get redirected to the page that thanks you for submitting
a comment. | am not sure if my submission was correctly logged so | am sending it again via e-mail.

| want the EIS process include the scrutinization of the Ground Access Surveys and the CSS surveys found in the Port
Authority's RFP. Please investigate whether or not if the data from the surveys was modeled in order to create a
representative sample of people who use LaGuardia Airport. Please conduct your own independent ridership studies to
determine if airport users will be willing to use an airtrain to Willets Point. Ensure that the ridership predictions are based
on more than people self reporting their projected behavior. People do not necessarily act in the way they state they will.
Investigate whether or not people will be willing to pay for the trip at various price levels, including the paying $5.00 for the
airtrain, up to $10.75 for the LIRR Port Washington line, and another $2.75 to transfer to the subway in order to reach the
traveler's final destination after reaching Midtown via the LIRR. Please conduct a survey to find out how many airport
users will be taking the Port Washington Line and how many will want to take the 7 train. Please study the impacts of
adding travelers to both the Port Washington Line and the 7 train at their current level of service. Study the impact of
having airport travelers use the Willets Point stations after the proposed housing at Willets Point is built. Conduct a study
of how many airport travelers arrive in groups of two or more and please study the likelihood of these groups of people
being willing to pay for an airtrain to the LIRR (and possibly to a subway) when traveling to Manhattan or beyond. Will
many of these groups find it more cost effective to use a taxi, ride share service, or get picked up by a friend or relative?
What portion of travelers will be carrying backpacks or large pieces of luggage? What portion of those people will likely
take an airtrain to the 7 train and what portion will likely take the LIRR? Conduct a study on the types of passengers that
will likely use the airtrain. How many of them are budget travelers that would prefer a cheaper pre-existing bus option or
subway connection instead of LIRR connection to an airtrain? How many are business people who likely get private car
service even if they claim that they would like an airtrain option? Please conduct a study to determine if a direct subway
connection to LaGuardia would take more cars off the road than the Port Authortiy's airtrain proposal.

| have concerns about the Best Practice Model on predictions of future traffic conditions that was used in the RFP. Was
the Best Practice Model based on the New York Metropolitan Transportation Council's Phase 4 or Phase 5 of the travel
forecasting model? Please redo the traffic study with data from the most up to date Phase. If Phase 5 is finished please
use that information to inform your predictions of traffic conditions to determine whether or not the severity of the
projected increase of traffic in the RFP is accurate. Please assess to what degree it is possible to predict future traffic
conditions given the risen of driverless cars and the likelihood of driverless cars being used more frequently in the near
future. Determine whether or not the rise of driverless cars will have negative or positive impact on the roads in New York
and in and around LaGuardia airport in particular.

Please reassess the Q70 bus on-time performance. Why was data from 2017 used to assess its performance in the RFP
as opposed to data from earlier years that were prior to any of the capital projects at LaGuardia having started? Please
look at the feasibility of running more buses along this route including Port Authority buses that are free of charge to all
users in an effort to speed up the boarding process and get people to the subway stations faster. Please assess the
feasibility of creating dedicated bus lanes or roads solely for bus usage on the airport property and and on the roads that
connect the airport to transit hubs in Jackson Heights and Astoria. Take into account the issues surrounding the potential
loss of parking spaces.

Please look into the reasons behind the decreased headways at the JFK airtrain in comparison to its opening. Headways
decreased within a few years after opening. Please investigate the reasons for this and determine whether or not there is
a risk of something similar occurring if an airtrain is built from LGA to Astoria, Woodside, Jackson Heights, and/or Willets
Point. Were there structural issues or mechanical problems with the airtrain technology that lead to the diminished service
and might it occur again if a new airtrain is built?

-James Mongeluzo
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Formal Comment - LGA Airtrain EIS scoping

1 message

James Carriero <jcarriero@carrierolaw.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 3:40 PM
To: "comments@lgaaccesseis.com" <comments@Ilgaaccesseis.com>

Please see attached submitted as a formal comment for the scoping process for the LGA access EIS.

J. James Carriero

Carriero & Associates, PLLC
108-54 Ditmars Boulevard
North Beach, NY 11369

Tel 718-446-8600

Fax 718-446-6672
JCarriero@CarrieroLaw.com

This message contains information which may be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee) you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone the message or any information
contained in the message. If you have received the message in error, please advise the sender by reply email and

delete or destroy the message. Thank you.

E formal comment - 061719 with encl.pdf
830K
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CARRIERO é’ ASSOCIATES, PLLC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

10854 Ditmars Boulevard

J. James Carriero
North Beach, NY 11369-1929

Via Email (commentst@lgaaccesseis.comn)

June 17, 2019

Mr. Andrew Brooks
Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration
1 Aviation Plaza

Jamaica, NY 11434

Re:  EIS Scoping Meetings for Proposed LGA Airport Access Improvement
Project (“LGA Airtrain”)

Dear Mr. Brooks:

I reside at 29-53 Butler Street, East Elmhurst, NY. My residence also fronts on Ditmars
Boulevard where it runs adjacent to the Grand Central Parkway between 23™ Avenue on the west
and Astoria Boulevard on the east. I will be impacted directly by the preferred route of the Airtrain
proposed by PANYNIJ as part of the LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project. I submit this
letter as part of my comments on the scope of the FAA’s environmental impact statement (“EIS”)
analysis.

A] Cumulative Impacts

As I am sure you are aware, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations
clearly mandate consideration of the impacts from actions that are not yet proposals and from
actions -- past, present, or future -- that are not themselves subject to the requirements of NEPA.

Fritiofson v. Alexander, 772 F.2d 1225, 1243 (5" Cir. 1985)

40 CFR 1508.7 provides:

“‘Cumulative impact’ is the impact on the environment which results from
the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-
Federal) or person undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can result
from individually minor but collectively significant actions taking place over a
period of time.”

Accordingly, I submit that the FAA must assess the cumulative impacts of past, present

and reasonably foreseeable future development projects within the geographic area of the preferred
route of the proposed Airtrain which are reasonably anticipated to impact the proposed action

Tel. 718-446-8600 ® Fax: 718-446-6672 ® www.CarrieroL.aw.com



PC00288

Andrew Brooks
June 17, 2019
Page two

subject to EIS analysis, i.e., past, present and reasonably foresceable future development in west
Flushing and Willets Point that will impact the # 7 subway line,

MTA data! indicates that the Flushing-Main Street subway stop is the 11 busiest in the
NYC subway system with approximately 58,000 weekday riders on average. Flushing-Main Street
is one stop east of the Willets Point station where PANYNI proposes to construct the Airtrain
connection. It is reasonable to assume that most, if not all, of the riders who board the # 7 at
Flushing-Main Street will continue their ride west into western Queens or Manhattan, and that they
will return. PANYNIJ estimates an additional 18,000 riders per day utilizing the Willets Point
station. Such an increase in ridership will render Flushing-Main Street the 8 busiest stop in the
system. FAA must assess the impact of additional ridership on the NYC subway system when the
MTA has not proposed any enlargement of the capacity of the # 7 line.

Other past, present and future development projects in the subject geographic area which
will overburden the functioning of # 7 line are listed on schedule A attached to this letter.

In summary, the proposed action together with the cumulative development impacts
described above will severely overburden existing infrastructure resources which will result in a
disproportionately adverse impact on the people who live and work in the geographic area.

B] Undisclosed Additional Proposed Improvements

In Attachment A to RFP #485565,> PANYNI describes the redevelopment as including
“the expansion of the airport to Willets Point, with the potential to develop a consolidated rental
car facility (CONRAC), long-term and/or employee parking, and a hotel.”

Only the preferred route of the proposed Airtrain has been disclosed. There has never been
any disclosure by PANYNIJ of a consolidated rental car facility, long-term and/or employee
parking or a hotel.

The lack of disclosure of the details of the additional proposed off-airport development has
undermined the public’s ability to comment and violates NEPA.

Moreover, the additional proposed development will illegally expand LGA’s Airport
Layout Plan. The FAA must determine whether PANYN]J’s intended purpose for the Airtrain is

! As 0f 2017. 2018 not yet available. See lttp:/web.mta.info/nyet/facts/ridership/ridership_sub, htm,

2 SUBIJECT: REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS FOR THE PERFORMANCE OF EXPERT
PROFESSIONAL PRELIMINARY DESIGN SERVICES FOR THE INITIAL DESIGN OF
AIRTRAIN AT LAGUARDIA AIRPORT AS REQUESTED ON AN "AS-NEEDED" BASIS
AND OPTIONAL TECHNICAL ADVISORY SERVICES ON AN “AS-NEEDED” BASIS
(RFP #48565) February 6, 2017
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Andrew Brooks
June 17, 2019
Page three

connection to the additional proposed development. If so, the impact of that additional proposed
development must be evaluated as part of the EIS.

C] Construction Impacts

PANYNI has already arranged for payment to homeowners in East Elmhurst who have
incurred damages to their homes due to vibration from pile-driving. PANYNJ installed vibration
monitors in the East ElImhurst neighborhood, but has never disclosed the data from the monitors,
thereby prohibiting public comment on these impact categories. PANYNJ expects that the Airtrain
guideway will require at least 40 support columns with 10 piles each. FAA must assess the
environmental impact resulting from 400 additional piles driven during the construction of the
proposed action.

Such extensive pile-driving activity during the construction process will exponentially
increase noise levels in the surrounding neighborhood. FAA must assess the environmental impact
of increased noise during the construction of the proposed action.

Upon information and belief, PANYNI required the affected homeowners to execute and
deliver releases of liability in favor of PANYNJ in order to receive payment. If that is the case,
these homeowners will be precluded from seeking compensation for any additional damages
suffered by reason of future construction impacts. This constitutes inequitable over-reaching by
PANYNI. It is submitted that FAA must determine whether PANYNIJ has engaged in such unfair
tactics as such actions would constitute social and economic injustice.

D] Visual Resources/Visual Character Impacts

PANYNJ’s preferred alternative will travel along the promenade of Flushing Bay at a
height of 30-40 feet. The Airtrain will consist of a large guideway supported by large columns —
similar to the JFK Airtrain. Such a structure will effectively deny the public the ability to use the
waterfront which is a precious commodity in an urban area. It will block sunshine, restrict views
of the water and create an overall gloomy aspect to the promenade. Rather than be inviting it will
be a deterrent. It will also obstruct views of the Bay and alter the aesthetic value of such views. It
is submitted that the FAA fully analyze the environmental impact of the loss of visual aesthetics
resulting from the proposed action, and whether obliteration of the visual aesthetic with respect to
the East Elmhurst and Flushing areas constitutes social injustice.

E] Alternative Technologies

The PANYNIJ’s LGA Airport Access Improvement Project Purpose and Objectives and
Analysis of Alternatives Report dated October 2018 summarily rejected “emerging technologies”
as viable alternatives to the Airtrain. It is submitted that there exist cleaner, greener, cheaper and
less intrusive mass transit alternatives along different routes that will achieve the same, if not
better, results than the proposed action. It is submitted that FAA consider whether there are
alternative technologies, such as personal rapid transit (PRT) systems, which warrant a “no action”
determination.
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Thank you for your consideration.

Enclosure — Schedule A
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SCHEDULE A

https://my.curbed.com/maps/map-flushing-development-boom-queens

Flushing had mostly staved off the large-scale development that has, in decades past,
sprouted up in other parts of Queens like Astoria and Long Island City. That certainly
hasn't been the case in the last couple of years, however, as new projects are announced
with much greater frequency. At Curbed, we're looking at projects both big and small
that are completely transforming the Flushing landscape. From the massive residential
project at Sky View Parc to the controversial megamall planned at Willets Point
Flushing isn't just a bastion for immigrant communities in the far reaches of Queens
anymore, but an area that's attracting more developers everyday. Here now is a list of
just some of projects taking shape in the neighborhood. Did we leave a few out? Drop us
a note in the comments section below or through our tipline, and we'll add it on.

1. 134-05 35th Avenue

134-03 35th Ave
Flushing, NY 11354

This site is currently occupied by a bulldlngs_‘s ompany and could soon be home to
a T4 - 2 5. The developer behind the

proj ect Chris Xu is also the owner of the supply company, and his development firm
Century Construction and Development Group has hired My Architect PC to design the
building. The project also calls for the creation of six retail spaces, a restaurant, and a
community center. It's unclear when the project will take off however since it has been

over a year since plans were filed.

2.41-62 Bowne Street

41-62 Bowne St

Flushing, NY 11355
This new residential building will replace an affordable neighborhood grocery store, a
trend being played out in many neighb
bulldmg w111 rise

ﬂoors and a school -on the thlrd ﬂoor -
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3. The Grand Two at Sky View Parc

131-3 40thRd
Flushing, NY 11354

Part of the 14-acre Sky View Parc development, Grand Two is part of the second phase
of this project. Phase One included the construction of two residential bulldmgs and a
mall. Phase Two includes the construction of The Grand, which will contain a {6t

s 1€ Grand One i Grand Two is still under construction
as is Grand One, but sales at the 3 y launched in November 2015. Plans
for the construction of Grand Three are yet to be announced.

4. 144-74 Northern Boulevard

144-74 Northern Blvd
Flushing, NY 11354

Fourteen stories seems to be a popular option for new propo d buildings i Flushmg, SO
ith this one. The New City Management-developed butl

<. and almost each of the floors will have planted terraces. Other features of this
T e f B ||mau:ulnl:irsl:rlllllll|ltn| i i

bu11d1ng. include -
Underground, there's room to park 225 cars.

S. Flushing Commons

136-35 39th Ave
Flushing, NY 11354

Commons megaproject, this particular building constitutes 148

. Construction is finally underway on
ths_Long_dela;Lad_pmg.th,_amlJIﬂas_telealed_thaLone bedrooms at the development will
likely start at $650,000 with four-bedroom apartments asking from $2.5 million. This
first phase along with some offices and retail are expected to be complete sometime in
2017.

Part of the Flushing

6. One Flushing

133-45 41st Ave
Flushing, NY 11355
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Developed by the
Development isirep. : ; by ' ifs,
Feng Shui-oriented bulldlng w111 be de31gned by Bernheimer Archltecture and w111
include a rooftop farm and ground floor retail, not to mention solar panels. Sixty units
will be set aside for seniors as well.

7. 37-09 College Point Boulevard

37-9 College Point Bivd
Flushing, NY 11354

rendering above is only conceptual and was designed by Margulies Hoelzli.

8. Willets Point Megaproject

Willets Point
Queens, NY

There's been a lot of back and forth on this controversial megaproject, but in essence if

the project pushes through it will see the transformation ofa 23 -acre area surrounding

9. RKO Keith's Theater

135-35 Northern Blvd
Flushing, NY 11354

Plans to transform the historic RKO Keith's Theater building in Flushing have been in the
works for decades. The property has changed hands several times, and plans at one time
or another have called for the creation of a hotel or a condo building. Most re(_:_ently the
theater was going to be converted into a 16- nents

has fizzled out too. Developer JK Equities has now listed it back on the market for an
undisclosed sum.
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10. LaGuardia Convention Center

112-21 Northern Blvd
Flushing, NY 11368

Located right next to the Willets Point megaproject, this is a pretty large project in its
ownri ht. The Fleet Financial Grou -develo ed project calls for the creation of

all part of the same building. There are plans for restaurants spread out over 11,300
square feet of space.

11. The Farrington
134-37 35th Ave
Flushing, NY 11354

S, not to
mention will also have a restaurant, a meeting
room, and a community center. The project also includes 186 parking spots. The hotel
and the various amenities will be located up to the seventh floor and the apartments will
rise above that.

12. 139-20 34th Avenue

139-20 34th Ave
Flushing, NY 11354

This 51te could soon be turned 1nto a seven-story mixed-use bu11d1ng, acco1d1@tho pIans

13. 132-48 41st Avenue

132-48 41st Ave
Flushing, NY 11355

Another mixed-use building, will contain five apartments, and a
health care facility on the ground floor. On average the apartments will measure about
1,100 square feet. The building pictured above has already been demolished to make way
for the new structure.
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Air Train to LGA cpmments
1 message

JACK EICHENBAUM <jaconet@aol.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 3:43 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Cc: rpryor@riverkeeper.org

My statement:

I am Jack Eichenbaum, an urban geographer (Ph.D. University of Michigan, 1972,) the Queens Borough Historian
(appointed by Borough President Katz) and a resident of central Flushing since 1978. | access La Guardia airport
(LGA) by public bus (Q48) or by taxi. Either method would be faster than using an Air Train link which would require a
transfer at the Mets-"Willets Point" (*) station.

There are three other bus lines to LGA serving the population along the #7 train. People along these lines can access
LGA simply, not requiring a transfer to another mode of transportation. Of these, the express SBS route Q70, is only a
15 minute ride to LGA and connects to the subway system at 74 St/Roosevelt Ave served by five subway lines
including the express E and F trains, only about 15 minutes to/from midtown Manhattan. This would be faster than
continuing to the Mets-"Willets Point" station and then transferring to the Air Train. Question: Have any of the planners
or politicians supporting the Air Train taken the SBS Q70 service to LGA?

The route of the proposed Air Train is along Flushing Bay parallel to the Grand Central Parkway. It would cut off visual
and physical access to the bay and the landscaped parkland along it. Residents of adjacent East ElImhurst would be
most affected as would users of the bicycle and walking paths along the bay.

To connect to the Mets-"Willets Pt." station, the Air Train would have to negotiate the extremely complex physical
obstacle posed by the multi level roadways involving Northern Blvd and the Grand Central Parkway connecting ramps.

In summary, while | am in general favorably disposed to rail transport over roads, | cannot support this
project.

1. The monetary cost is enormous and likely underestimated. Other facets of our public transit system likely need the
money more.

2. The proposed Air Train will require more time for most proposed users.

3. Many projected users would require a two or even three mode trip instead one or two.

4. There are ecological and visual pollution problems posed by siting the Air Train along the bay.

5. A detailed report on the intersection of the proposed Air Train with existing roads must be made public.

(*) Historically, Willets Point Blvd. was a thoroughfare connecting the mouth of Flushing Bay with the entrance to Little Neck Bay where the Willets
family had a farm. The land, formerly Willets Point, was sold to the federal government to become Fort Totten. In the twentieth century the road was
interrupted by the Whitestone Expressway and the Cross Island Parkway but still exists in Flushing and Whitestone and within the Willets Point
Triangle. At the #7 station where large Mets-Willets Point. signs are prominent, smaller Willets Pt. Boulevard. signs can still be seen. Proposed
redevelopment plans uniformly refer to the area as Willets Point which is a misnomer.
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Formal Comment - LGA AirTrain EIS Scoping

1 message

LoScalzo <rlosca@aol.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 3:55 PM

To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Hello. Attached please find a PDF containing my additional formal comments for the scoping phase of an EIS
pertaining to LGA AirTrain / LGA Access Improvement Project.

Sincerely,

Robert LoScalzo

-D FormalComment_LGA_AirTrain_EIS_Scoping.pdf
6529K


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=aec9f55c89&view=att&th=16b67028b83dcfc0&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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169-06 22nd Avenue
Whitestone, New York 11357

June 17, 2019

Mr. Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager — Airports Division
Federal Aviation Administration

Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610

1 Aviation Plaza

Jamaica, New York 11434

Re: Additional Scoping Comments — LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project

Dear Mr. Brooks:

This letter and the comments it contains, supplement my prior comments conveyed
by letter dated June 13, 2019, which remain in effect. My comments concern the scope
of analysis by the Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) for an Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS”)
concerning the LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project (“Project”) sponsored by
the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (“PANYNJ”) involving LaGuardia Airport
(“LGA”). The public comment period to which this letter pertains is that described within
the Notice of Intent published in the Federal Register dated May 3, 2019 (see Attachment
A to my comments dated June 13, 2019).

The numbering of topics within this letter and Attachments to it continues in
sequence from those of my prior comments conveyed by letter dated June 13, 2019.

Comments on the scope of EIS analysis (continued):

IV. — Comments relating to parkland, Flushing Bay and environs

FAA must assess the impacts of sacrificing public parkland to the Project, and the
impacts of the Project upon Flushing Bay and its waterfront environs. Among the impacts
that FAA must assess is the AirTrain’s prevention of implementing more than 50
community-driven projects that comprise a plan to reinvigorate Flushing Bay and to
improve Flushing Bay Promenade and the World’s Fair Marina Park, and other negative
impacts, as warned in a letter dated June 7, 2018 from representatives of Riverkeeper,
Inc. and Guardians of Flushing Bay to New York State Governor Andrew Cuomo
(Attachment P):

“... Riverkeeper and Guardians of Flushing Bay, along with community
partners, have developed a vision plan to reinvigorate the bay and improve
the park. The plan contains more than 50 flexible community-driven
projects, such as oyster reef creation throughout the LaGuardia waterfront,
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Grand Central Parkway pedestrian bridge upgrades, walkway and
landscape refurbishments, and the development of a Queens Water
Exploration Center to bring essential amenities to the bay. We also propose
bioremediation practices, including marsh installation and green stormwater
capture infrastructure, that would help mitigate pollution and reduce the
odors currently emanating from the water. A path of the AirTrain along the
promenade or over the bay would prohibit these projects from becoming a
reality. In an area already starved for park space, the AirTrain would
obstruct connectivity and recreational opportunities at the park and also
destroy local ecological habitats, disrupt quiet enjoyment of the waterfront
and interfere with one of the few public marinas for human powered boaters
in the city.”

Comments on alternatives:

FAA has published a map entitled “Port Authority of New York and New Jersey
Preferred Alignment” that contains a text block stating: “Alternatives will be screened
during the EIS process. Those alternatives determined to be reasonable (passing the
screening criteria) will be fully evaluated in the EIS” (emphasis added). However, it seems
that FAA has not published its screening criteria for the Project. Without knowing the
screening criteria to be applied by FAA, the public cannot propose alternatives whose
specifications are designed to satisfy the screening criteria. That biases the alternatives
against those proposed by the public, and favors alternatives promulgated by PANYNJ
and FAA (who, unlike the public, can purposefully tailor their alternatives to survive FAA’s
screening criteria).

V. — Alternative: Busses operating in dedicated lane

FAA should consider the alternative of a dedicated bus lane, and frequent bus
service, substituting for the fixed guideway route of the AirTrain operating between LGA
and the Willets Point station of the number 7 subway line and LIRR. Due to the differences
in siting requirements for an elevated fixed guideway versus a ground level bus lane, a
bus lane cannot directly substitute for an AirTrain route, and this comment does not
suggest that it should. Rather, FAA should bring to bear all of the resources it will apply
to other alternatives, and determine the ideal route of a dedicated bus lane between LGA
and the Willets Point station of the number 7 subway line and LIRR. For example, such a
lane might leverage 126th Street between Roosevelt Avenue and Northern Boulevard
(deviating from the AirTrain preferred alternative route), or City-owned property within the
Willets Point development district that is parallel to 126th Street.

In evaluating the suitability of bus service in a dedicated lane for the Project, FAA
should consider, without limitation, that:

e Dedicated bus lane service achieves the Project goal of providing time-
certain transport to and from LGA.

Page 2 of 7
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e Dedicated bus lane service can deliver passengers to and from the number
7 subway line and LIRR, just as AirTrain service would.

e Implementing dedicated bus service avoids constructing the elevated
AirTrain infrastructure that community based organizations and others find
objectionable.

e Implementing dedicated bus service costs significantly less than
constructing any of the fixed guideway or subway extension alternatives.

VI. — Alternative: JPods or similar vehicle form factor, in lieu of AirTrain

FAA should consider an alternative in which the fixed guideway vehicles are not
AirTrains, but JPods or similar form factor vehicles (collectively, “JPods”).’

JPods rail networks use individual, ultralight vehicles, each typically capable of
holding up to four people, to provide on-demand transport. See https://www.jpods.com;
see also “What Are JPods” (Attachment Q).

In evaluating the suitability of JPods for the Project, FAA should consider, without
limitation, that:

e A criticism of the proposed AirTrain has been that the alleged 30-minute
ride is actually longer, when AirTrain station wait times are taken into
account. Unlike an AirTrain, which requires passengers to wait to board the
next arriving train, JPods are immediately available to passengers. By
eliminating wait time, JPods best support the Project’s goal of providing 30-
minute transportation to and from LGA.

e Unlike an AirTrain, which would stop at each station in sequence along its
route (thus interposing a delay for those passengers not using an
intermediate station stop), JPods stations may be built on sidings, such that
each JPods vehicle transports its occupants directly to their destination
station without stopping in between. Moreover, stations built on sidings may
be sited anywhere appropriate along the JPods route — facilitating the
possibility of JPods stations not only at LGA and the Willets Point station of
the number 7 subway line and LIRR, but also at a long-term parking facility,
a consolidated rental car (CONRAC) facility or hotel as contemplated by a
PANYNJ Request for Proposals (“RFP”) dated February 6, 2017 (see my
comments dated June 13, 2019 at pp. 12-13; see also Attachment O
thereto), and/or an entertainment/retail development (“Willets West”) or
casino as proposed by developers (see my comments dated June 13, 2019
at pp. 6-7; see also Attachments | and J thereto). JPods would provide far

' The term “JPods” as used herein means not only the specific brand JPods, but also, generically, any other similar
system in the realm of Personal Rapid Transit. See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Personal_rapid_transit
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greater flexibility to serve such additional facilities and attractions, with no
delay to JPods passengers, versus an AirTrain.

e The low weight of JPods’ relatively small vehicles allows smaller guideways
and support structures than light rail. The smaller structures yield lower
construction cost, smaller easements, and less visually obtrusive
infrastructure.

e Citing MassDOT cost data, JPods.com states that for light rail, the cost per
passenger-mile is $0.76. By contrast, the cost per passenger-mile for JPods
is $0.03. (See https://www.jpods.com/metrics.) FAA should assess the
impacts that the significantly lower JPods cost would have on system
utilization and ridership, versus the higher AirTrain cost.

VIl. — Alternative routes

FAA should consider alternate Project routes that deliberately traverse City-owned
property within the Willets Point development district, located east of 126th Street, south
of Northern Boulevard and north of Roosevelt Avenue, and the incorporation of such City-
owned property into the Project as a location of a long-term parking facility, consolidated
rental car (CONRAC) facility and/or hotel as contemplated by the PANYNJ RFP dated
February 6, 2017 (see my comments dated June 13, 2019 at pp. 12-13; see also
Attachment O thereto), and/or possibly the LGA employee parking facility which is already
an acknowledged Project component.

City-owned property within the Willets Point development district? comprises
approximately 23 acres, which is substantially larger than the constrained South Field Lot
East Site that PANYNJ and FAA may be considering as a potential location of LGA
employee parking. The City allegedly has a plan to develop housing on approximately six
acres of its Willets Point property nearest to Roosevelt Avenue, but the City has not
determined any use for the remaining 17 acres, most of which have been vacant for years.
All or some of that City-owned property can be leased from the City, or can be acquired
from the City by eminent domain for the Project. (The Willets Point property that this
commenter recommends that FAA evaluate to be included in the Project route and as a
location of Project components is limited to City-owned property (including property
owned by Queens Development Group, LLC or its affiliates, which the City is entitled to
reacquire). This commenter explicitly recommends against the use of any privately-owned
property within the Willets Point district for Project purposes, as scores of industrial
businesses currently operate there and respect for private property ownership is
paramount.)

This commenter proposes the following three generally-described alternate Project
routes that leverage City-owned property within the Willets Point development district.

2 Included within the meaning of “City-owned property within the Willets Point development district” are two acres that
the City sold to Queens Development Group, LLC or its subsidiary, but which the City has a contractual right to
reclaim.
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FAA should bring to bear all of the resources it will apply to other alternatives, and
determine the ideal specific route that would best leverage such property and the siting
of Project components there.

(i.) Extension of the PANYNJ Preferred Alternative route:

FAA should consider an alternative in which the route does not end at the Willets
Point station of the number 7 subway line and LIRR, but after providing a stop there,
continues to cross Roosevelt Avenue again, traverses City-owned Willets Point property
(with a station and stop there), and terminates near Northern Boulevard. (See sketch,
Attachment R.)

In evaluating this alternative, FAA should consider, without limitation, that:

e This alternative leverages City-owned Willets Point property, providing
significantly more space and greater flexibility to site Project components
(including acknowledged Project components, plus additional potential
components envisioned in the PANYNJ RFP dated February 6, 2017 (see
my comments dated June 13, 2019 at pp. 12-13; see also Attachment O
thereto)).

e For this alternative, the travel time between LGA and the Willets Point
station of the number 7 subway line and LIRR would be the same as
PANYNJ’'s Preferred Alternative. This alternative does not affect the
Project’s goal to provide a 30-minute ride.

e The travel time would only be extended (and only slightly so) for passengers
disembarking to or embarking from whatever Project components would be
located at the City-owned Willets Point property (e.g., LGA employee
parking facility, long-term parking facility, consolidated rental -car
(CONRAC) facility and/or hotel.

e This alternative has the disadvantage of crossing twice over Roosevelt
Avenue, increasing construction costs, but that may be an acceptable
tradeoff considering that the route would leverage sizable City-owned
Willets Point property.

(ii.) Route straight over Flushing Bay, then adjacent to 126th Street, and terminating at
Roosevelt Avenue:

FAA should consider an alternative in which the route travels above the
approximate middle of Flushing Bay, traverses City-owned Willets Point property parallel
to 126th Street (with a station and stop there), and terminates at Roosevelt Avenue for
connections to the Willets Point station of the number 7 subway line and LIRR
(approaching it from the east instead of the Preferred Alternative’s west). (See sketch,
Attachment S.)
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(iii.) Route along the marina and Flushing Bay Promenade, then adjacent to 126th Street,

In evaluating this alternative, FAA should consider, without limitation, that:

This alternative leverages City-owned Willets Point property, providing
significantly more space and greater flexibility to site Project components
(including acknowledged Project components, plus additional potential
components envisioned in the PANYNJ RFP dated February 6, 2017 (see
my comments dated June 13, 2019 at pp. 12-13; see also Attachment O
thereto)).

This alternative avoids Project impacts, including construction impacts, near
homes located just west of the Grand Central Parkway.

This alternative avoids Project impacts adjacent to the marina and along the
Flushing Bay Promenade.

This alternative may slightly increase the travel time between LGA and the
Willets Point station of the number 7 subway line and LIRR, but that may be
an acceptable tradeoff considering that the route would leverage sizable
City-owned Willets Point property.

and terminating at Roosevelt Avenue:

FAA should consider an alternative in which the route travels (as in the PANYNJ
Preferred Alternative) along the marina and Flushing Bay Promenade, but traverses City-
owned Willets Point property parallel to 126th Street (with a station and stop there), and
terminates at Roosevelt Avenue for connections to the Willets Point station of the number
7 subway line and LIRR (approaching it from the east instead of the Preferred

Alternative’s west). (See sketch, Attachment T.)

In evaluating this alternative, FAA should consider, without limitation, that:

This alternative leverages City-owned Willets Point property, providing
significantly more space and greater flexibility to site Project components
(including acknowledged Project components, plus additional potential
components envisioned in the PANYNJ RFP dated February 6, 2017 (see
my comments dated June 13, 2019 at pp. 12-13; see also Attachment O
thereto)).

This alternative may slightly increase the travel time between LGA and the
Willets Point station of the number 7 subway line and LIRR, but that may be
an acceptable tradeoff considering that the route would leverage sizable
City-owned Willets Point property.
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Sincerely,

Lot Bl

Robert LoScalzo

5 attachments (labelled P through T)
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Attachment P
to comments of Robert LoScalzo

Letter dated June 7, 2018 from representatives of
Riverkeeper, Inc. and Guardians of Flushing Bay
to New York State Governor Andrew Cuomo
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RIVERKEEPER.

NY’s clean water advocate

June 7, 2018
Via U.S. Mail and Published at www.riverkeeper.org

The Honorable Andrew M. Cuomo
Governor of New York State

New York State State Capitol Building
Albany, NY 12224

Re:  Open Letter Calling for an Immediate and Full Review of Community
and Environmental Impacts from LaGuardia Airport AirTrain

Dear Governor Cuomo:

Riverkeeper, Inc., and Guardians of Flushing Bay respectfully request that the state work with
federal partners to complete an environmental impact statement on the proposed AirTrain from the
Willets Point subway station to LaGuardia Airport before making any determination to construct
the train, alienate parkland, or grant eminent domain authority to condemn properties. We
understand that legislation is being drafted that would provide eminent domain authority to route
the AirTrain above the Flushing Bay Promenade and over Flushing Bay, the heart of historic
World’s Fair Marina Park. This route would impose significant hardship on local communities and
the bay, which are already shouldering the burden of LaGuardia Airport. The proposal could upend
recent investments to improve neighborhoods and prevent implementation of the vision plan for
Flushing Bay developed by Riverkeeper and Guardians of Flushing Bay with abundant input from
community partners.! To give credence to the integrity of an environmental and community impact
review, it must be completed with full public involvement before legislation specifically authorizes
any particular route.

Flushing Bay has borne the impacts of LaGuardia for decades. Part of the bay had been filled in to
construct the airport and now receives polluted stormwater runoff from runways and local
highways. The bay is also heavily polluted by 2.3 billion gallons of raw sewage discharging yearly
from New York City’s sewer system. Despite these hazards, thousands of intrepid kayakers and
dragon boaters take to the bay each year. Even more New Yorkers utilize the Flushing Bay
Promenade and historic World’s Fair Marina for recreation and boat launching. In addition to
people, the waters are home to many wetland species, such as oysters, blue crabs, flounder, striped
bass, and great blue heron.

! The full vision plan is available at www.riverkeeper.org/flushingwaterways.
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Plans are now underway to bring the bay back to life. Under an agreement with the state, New
York City is investing $670 million to capture and treat roughly one third of the 2.3 billion gallons
of yearly sewage discharges. At the same time, Riverkeeper and Guardians of Flushing Bay, along
with community partners, have developed a vision plan to reinvigorate the bay and improve the
park. The plan contains more than 50 flexible community-driven projects, such as oyster reef
creation throughout the LaGuardia waterfront, Grand Central Parkway pedestrian bridge upgrades,
walkway and landscape refurbishments, and the development of a Queens Water Exploration
Center to bring essential amenities to the bay. We also propose bioremediation practices, including
marsh installation and green stormwater capture infrastructure, that would help mitigate pollution
and reduce the odors currently emanating from the water.

A path of the AirTrain along the promenade or over the bay would prohibit these projects from
becoming a reality. In an area already starved for park space, the AirTrain would obstruct
connectivity and recreational opportunities at the park and also destroy local ecological habitats,
disrupt quiet enjoyment of the waterfront and interfere with one of the few public marinas for
human powered boaters in the city. It is crucial that these impacts be avoided.

As described in a recent letter? from Ditmars Boulevard Block Association, Inc., there is no doubt
that East Elmhurst residents also suffer the consequences of hosting LaGuardia Airport, including
heavy traffic, air and noise pollution and the disruption from redevelopment of the airport. A
separate and alternatively proposed AirTrain route over Grand Central Parkway has the potential
to intensify air and noise pollution, aggravate traffic congestion during construction, and obstruct
the viewshed of the homes facing the parkway. Any claims by the Port Authority of New York
and New Jersey about potential overall reduction in local traffic due to the AirTrain cannot be
sustained without first undertaking a full review. We strongly believe these potential impacts, too,
warrant consideration before a plan is formulated to construct the AirTrain.

Given these concerns, and in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act and State
Environmental Quality Review Act,’ the environmental impact statement must detail the potential
significant environmental and community impacts from construction and use of the AirTrain,
identify mitigation measures to minimize any impacts that are unavoidable, and evaluate a range
of reasonable alternatives. Such analysis must review the adverse impacts described above, and it
must consider all reasonable alternatives, including especially a no action alternative, an
underground rail line, continuation of the N train from Astoria, and/or dedicated bus lanes from
nearby subway stations. To fulfill state and city goals of sustainable planning, and to mitigate
impacts on local communities and Flushing Bay to the maximum extent practicable, the
environmental review must be completed with full community involvement before a route is
identified through legislation and begins to gain momentum.

It is yet to be demonstrated whether a train link from Willets Point to LaGuardia is necessary or
prudent. If any project does move forward, it must serve the interests of local residents and avoid
significant impacts to Flushing Bay and the promenade. We are calling on you to direct state

2 Letter from Ditmars Boulevard Block Assn., Inc., to Hon. Jose Peralta, N.Y. State Senator (Apr. 16, 2018).

3 Under New York State regulations, where a federal agency prepares an environmental impact statement compliant
with the National Environmental Policy Act, an involved state agency must make additional findings pursuant to the
State Environmental Quality Review Act, if necessary. 6 NYCRR § 617.15.

2
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officials to work with federal and local stakeholders to complete a full review now and avoid
embarking headlong on a flawed plan that could harm New Yorkers for generations.

Respectfully submitted,

toul Golley,

Paul Gallay
President and Hudson Riverkeeper
Riverkeeper, Inc.

Akila Simon
Board Member
Guardians of Flushing Bay

Cc (via email):

Hon. Kirsten Gillibrand, U.S. Senator for New Y ork

Hon. Charles E. Schumer, Minority Leader, U.S. Senate

Hon. Joseph Crowley, Member of Congress, 14™ District of New York

Hon. Tony Avella, New York State Senator, 11" District

Hon. Jose Peralta, New York State Senator, 13 District

Hon. Toby Ann Stavisky, New York State Senator, 16" District

Hon. Jeffrion Aubry, New York State Assembly Member, 35™ District

Hon. Aridia Espinal, New York State Assembly Member, 39" District

Hon. Ron Kim, New York State Assembly Member, 40 District

Hon. Daniel Rosenthal, New York State Assembly Member, 27" District

Hon. Bill de Blasio, New York City Mayor

Hon. Melinda Katz, Queens Borough President

Hon. Costa Constantinides, New York City Council Member, 22" District

Hon. Peter Koo, New York City Council Member, 20™ District

Hon. Francisco Moya, New York City Council Member, 21% District

Hon. Paul Vallone, New York State Assembly Member, 19" District

Hon. Philip Papas, Chair, Queens Community Board 3

Hon. Joseph Risi, Chair, Queens Community Board 1

Dan Elwell, Acting Administrator, Federal Aviation Administration

Basil Seggos, Commissioner, New Y ork State Department of Environmental Conservation
Mitchell J. Silver, Commissioner, New Y ork City Department of Parks and Recreation
Vincent Sapienza, Commissioner, New York City Department of Environmental Protection
Rick Cotton, Executive Director, Port Authority of New York & New Jersey

Frank Taylor et al., Board of Directors, Ditmars Boulevard Block Association, Inc.
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Attachment Q
to comments of Robert LoScalzo

“What Are JPods”, reproduced from
https://www.jpods.com/WhatAreJPods
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Login | Register

HOME ABOUT WHY JPODS BE INVOLVED ¥ NEWS CITIES CONTACTS ARCHIVE

Home » About

What are JPods

JPods are rail networks from which ultralight vehicles carry people and cargo using 1/10th the energy of cars, passenger-trains, and buses (table of energy per
passenger-mile).

JPods vehicles are like chaufueured automobile. Vehicles are sized for individual and a small group of people that know and want to travel together. knows each,
typically carrying 1 to 4 passengers per vehicle. Guide ways are arranged in a network topology, with all stations located on sidings and with frequent merge/diverge
points. This allows for nonstop, point-to-point travel, bypassing all intermediate stations. The point-to-point service has been compared to a taxi or a horizontal lift
(elevator).

Most mass transit systems move people in groups over scheduled routes. This has inherent inefficiencies. For passengers, time is wasted by waiting for the next
arrival, indirect routes to their destination, stopping for passengers with other destinations, and often confusing or inconsistent schedules. Slowing and accelerating
large weights can undermine public transport's benefit to the environment while slowing other traffic. Personal rapid transit systems attempt to eliminate these wastes
by moving small groups nonstop in automated vehicles on fixed tracks. Passengers can ideally board a pod immediately upon arriving at a station, and can — with a
sufficiently extensive network of tracks — take relatively direct routes to their destination without stops.

Perhaps most importantly, JPods systems offer many traits similar to cars. For example, they offer privacy and the ability to choose one's own schedule.

JPods may in fact allow for quicker transportation than cars during rush hour, since automated vehicles avoid unnecessary slowing. A JPods system can also
transport freight without needing a driver.

The low weight of JPods' small vehicles allows smaller guideways and support structures than mass transit systems like light rail. The smaller structures translate into
lower construction cost, smaller easements, and less visually obtrusive infrastructure.

Search
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Attachment R
to comments of Robert LoScalzo

Alternative route (i), “Extension of the PANYNJ Preferred Alternative route”,
roughly sketched and overlaid in yellow color onto a map published by FAA
entitled “Port Authority of New York and New Jersey Preferred Alignment”
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Attachment S
to comments of Robert LoScalzo

Alternative route (ii), “Route straight over Flushing Bay,
then adjacent to 126th Street, and terminating at Roosevelt Avenue”,
roughly sketched and overlaid in yellow color onto a map published by FAA
entitled “Port Authority of New York and New Jersey Preferred Alignment”
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Attachment T
to comments of Robert LoScalzo

Alternative route (iii), “Route along the marina and Flushing Bay Promenade,
then adjacent to 126th Street, and terminating at Roosevelt Avenue”,
roughly sketched and overlaid in yellow color onto a map published by FAA
entitled “Port Authority of New York and New Jersey Preferred Alignment”
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G M | | LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Formal Comments
1 message

bill meehan <liam0925@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 3:52 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Cc: Bill Meehan <liam0925@gmail.com>

Please see attached file for my comments

-- http://billepulpit.blogspot.com

If by a "Liberal" they mean someone who looks ahead and not behind, someone who welcomes new ideas without rigid
reactions, someone who cares about the welfare of the people — their health, their housing, their schools, their jobs, their
civil rights, and their civil liberties — someone who believes we can break through the stalemate and suspicions that grip
us in our policies abroad, if that is what they mean by a "Liberal," then I'm proud to say I'm a "Liberal." -JFK in Profiles in
Courage

2 attachments

D FAA submission on AirTrain.pages
288K

ﬂ FAA submission on AirTrain.pdf
69K


http://billepulpit.blogspot.com/
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=aec9f55c89&view=att&th=16b670811d4830c9&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=aec9f55c89&view=att&th=16b670811d4830c9&attid=0.2&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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BILL MEEHAN

3555 73rd street apt 125, Jackson Heights N'Y 11372

Ask Me About

New Visions
Democratic Club

Lesbian Gay
Democratic Club in
Queens

Queens County
Neuropsychiatric
Institute
Queens Pride
St. Pat’s For All
Citizens Union
CB3 Queens

Diversity Plaza

AARP Smart Driver
Program

NYC Officiant

718-219-9921

May 24, 2019

A quick look to the left will show you that I haven’t spent
my retirement time in a hammock!

Like so many seniors I have seen savings eaten away by
medical costs, by not having pension and Social Security
cost of living increases keep up with the actual cost of
living. And so.....back to work.

I have worn many different hats in my career and thus have
acquired a number of skill sets which can be put to good
use in your organization.

I have a passion for social justice issues and have been an
active member of Citizens Union where I have worked on
good government and policing issues. On my own I have
utilized formal and social meetings with elected officials to
comment on, or request legislative action.

As a single parent guardian of a 19 year old Guatemalan
caught up in an asylum petitioning process I have seen,
first hand, the failure of our immigration policy and the
need to quickly find a moral solution. I have opened my
wallet, heart and home in this effort.

A A A
A A A i A i Ay
Vel it A
[ Bl ol 2l
htpp://billiepulpit.blogspot.com liam0925@gmail.com
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I have good platform skills. In the past I did outplacement work and more
recently I have taught a six hour, one day, Smart Driving course for AARP.
I am able to engage an audience and present an organization’s mission
effectively.

As a gay senior I am cognizant of the positive and negative implications
presented by this intersection and am vocal in enunciating our needs in
various forums.

I believe in the importance of mentoring younger colleagues hopefully
igniting in them a passion for public service.

I believe service to the community is the rent we should pay for living on the
planet, the side bar on the left of page one demonstrates that I take that
seriously.

I would appreciate an opportunity to meet and discuss the possibility of
joining your staff.

Sincerely,

718-219-9921 htpp://billiepulpit.blogspot.com liam0925@gmail.com
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Formal Comments.....PDF revised form
1 message
bill meehan <liam0925@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:17 PM

To: LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Originally, the PDF was incorrect...the attached is the correct version.
Thanks

-- http://billepulpit.blogspot.com

If by a "Liberal" they mean someone who looks ahead and not behind, someone who welcomes new ideas without rigid
reactions, someone who cares about the welfare of the people — their health, their housing, their schools, their jobs, their
civil rights, and their civil liberties — someone who believes we can break through the stalemate and suspicions that grip
us in our policies abroad, if that is what they mean by a "Liberal," then I'm proud to say I'm a "Liberal." -JFK in Profiles in
Courage

ﬂ FAA submission on AirTrain.pdf
79K


http://billepulpit.blogspot.com/
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=aec9f55c89&view=att&th=16b6725bfd555686&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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BILL MEEHAN

3555 73rd street apt 125, Jackson Heights N'Y 11372

Ask Me About

New Visions
Democratic Club

Lesbian Gay
Democratic Club in
Queens

Queens County
Neuropsychiatric
Institute
Queens Pride
St. Pat’s For All
Citizens Union
CB3 Queens

Diversity Plaza

AARP Smart Driver
Program

NYC Officiant

718-219-9921

FORMAL SCOPING COMMENTS

June 17, 2019

Watching the construction of the new LGA I have been
amazed at its complexity , how all parts fit together .....yet
as we continue construction we still haven’t defined how
the new LGA fits into the existing community

As a community activist i have always tried to make taking
the pulse of the community one of my main tasks... a task
that tends to define my involvement in community life. In
doing so, I'd like to think, I am responding to the wants.
tears, hopes and desires of those I call neighbor.

I have tried to use this approach with the expansion of
LGA in general and with the Air Train in particular.

On LGA redevelopment and on the Air Train, particularly,
the pulse is weak!

Why is this so? 3 reasons come to mind. 1) LGA sees itself,
its mission and future crystal clear but its relationship to
the community has been, and continues to be, murky:.

2) Watching the ongoing redevelopment of LGA has been
fascinating, Pieces of roadway coming together exactly as
planned, buildings rising from the architects plan exactly as

A A A
A A A A N Lo b
A A it A
[ Bl ol 2l
htpp://billiepulpit.blogspot.com liam0925@gmail.com
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envisioned. Precision. Perfect, precise execution. Yet its positioning in the
community is quite the opposite, no exact fit, no graceful entrance, no sense
of awe.

3) Like the kid who cried wolf too many times, the PA’s credibility doesn’t
hold much weight in the community. Too many times we have been given
information that was anything but true. There is probably a better Hallmark
way of saying this but to analyze why the credibility is so low we need to talk
plainly, even if it hurts a bit. It was “WOLF” that made it difficult to believe
that an Air Train was needed. “WOLF” that made it difficult that all other
possible routes were found lacking. “WOLF” that made the promise of jobs
as a pay off for all the construction, disruption, and noise a poor
reimbursement once the jobs turned out to be mainly entry level and not
allowing a job holder at LGA to pay rent in this community or any nearby.
“WOLF” is something you need to address.

Attending several scoping sessions, talking to numerous people it is hard to
believe that given the visible, enormous construction constantly changing
week to week before our eyes that a scoping session and the data, dreams
and fears submitted in an EIS study will bring any substantial change to a
project long ago conceived without real solicited community input, one
scheduled to be completed as planned with or without our input.

LGA is not going away. Neither are we. Do we co-exist with a demarcation
line like the two Koreas, hoping for peace but fearing the inevitable? Or do
we make a decision, despite past history, to live in peace...to recognize the
rights of LGA and the community it is housed in.

I had hoped that by the end of this scoping period i would have answered
most of the questions I had at its beginning. I do not have those answers. 1
am still not convinced that an Air Train is needed. The presentations have
not convinced me that there is a real need for one, a real justification for the
expense and the disruption to the community that its construction would
cause.

I see the need for better access to LGA but do not think the Air Train is the
answer. I think we need to go back and look at other possible options,
especially the use of ferries which would entail little additional infrastructure,

718-219-9921 htpp://billiepulpit.blogspot.com liam0925@gmail.com
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would cost less and at the same time provide quick access to LGA from
multiple sites.

I hope we can continue the conversation. I hope we can revisit some of the
alternate options to the Air Train and choose one that is best for LGA and for
the community LGA is a part of.

Sincerely,

Bill Meehan

718-219-9921 htpp://billiepulpit.blogspot.com liam0925@gmail.com
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Rail access to Laguardia
1 message

Charles Planck <planck50@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:37 PM
To: "comments@Igaaccesseis.com" <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Please do not use the 7 to create a slow , indirect route to LaGuardia.

Instead, extend the N and W via Astoria. Make this a one seat ride for airport workers and for travelers alike.
Thank you.

Charles Planck

111-30 75th Ave
Forest Hills, NY


https://www.google.com/maps/search/111-30+75th+Ave%C2%A0+Forest+Hills,+NY?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/111-30+75th+Ave%C2%A0+Forest+Hills,+NY?entry=gmail&source=g
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Formal Comments on LGA access project DEIS scoping
1 message

Margaret Flanagan <maggieflan@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:43 PM

To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Dear Mr. Brooks,
Please see my formal comments, attached.

thank you very much,
Margaret Flanagan

-D LGA Access comments 2019 June.pdf
120K
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35-20 Leverich St. Apt. B420
Jackson Heights, NY 11372
maggieflan@gmail.com

June 16, 2019

Mr. Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager - Airports Division
Federal Aviation Administration

Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610

1 Aviation Plaza

Jamaica, New York 11434

Formal Comment Re: LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project
Dear Mr. Brooks:

I’ve lived in the flight path of LGA all my life, and while I support mass transit to the airport, I
write with significant concerns about the LaGuardia Access Improvement Project. It has already
leapt forward to a preferred project route of an AirTrain, which would have impacts on our
community including pile driving damage and noise, crowding on already overburdened transit
lines, shading and degradations of precious park space, and further industrializing our limited
public recreational waterfront. Please consider the details below in your scoping.

Justify the selection of the preferred route

Externally vet the current preferred project route

The upcoming DEIS process should ensure the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey’s
(PANYNJ) analysis for the proposed preferred route is thoroughly externally reviewed and
vetted, in addition to analyzing other alternatives. The JFK AirTrain took four years to meet its
paid ridership projected for the first year, as documented along with other lessons learned in a
2010 Case Study by Charles Brecher, New York University and Patrizia Nobbe, City University
of New York.. Also questioning the validity of NYNJPA’s projections for the JFK AirTrain, the
New York City Planning Commission in it’s 1999 C 990117 PQQ/C 990118 PPQ right of way
decision states that the costs of the AirTrain are not justified by ridership and travel
attractiveness claims, including, “The Commission is concerned that a number of the
assumptions supporting the LRS may not prove accurate,” “the Commission sees significant
obstacles to transforming the current proposal for the LRS into meaningful transit access from
the Central Business District to JFK Airport,” and “Many potential passengers will find this dual
fare unattractive.” The PANYNIJ has a record of over-estimating Queens AirTrain projections
and benefits, and the current process should take this into critical consideration.

Consider the impacts of employee parking
The PANYNIJ’s Purpose and Objectives report of October 2018 stated the Project Purpose
included to “not contribute to roadway congestion,” and reducing private vehicles to LGA is a


mailto:maggieflan@gmail.com
http://www.vref.se/download/18.53e8780912f2dbbe3a580003534/Brecher+%26+Nobbe+-+Case+Study+of+the+JFK+Airport+Airtrain+-+2010.pdf
http://www.vref.se/download/18.53e8780912f2dbbe3a580003534/Brecher+%26+Nobbe+-+Case+Study+of+the+JFK+Airport+Airtrain+-+2010.pdf
http://www.vref.se/download/18.53e8780912f2dbbe3a580003534/Brecher+%26+Nobbe+-+Case+Study+of+the+JFK+Airport+Airtrain+-+2010.pdf
file:///C:/Users/MargaretMary/Documents/Guardians/990118.pdf
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common selling point for the AirTrain. Yet the purpose also includes establishing an employee
parking lot near the AirTrain LIRR terminal. While this may reduce private vehicles at the
airport gate, it moves the same traffic elsewhere nearby, and so the parking lot does not serve to
reduce vehicle use to the airport. There would likely be an increased impact of heavier traffic on
local streets from employee vehicles heading to the off-airport parking lot. No parking lot
should be approved, especially one that elevates internal agency privileges over the more widely
supported project goal to discourage private vehicle use to the airport.

Facilitate public dialogue about the project

Public information sessions so far have been carefully controlled presentations. Future steps
should include interactive public hearings, where community members can listen to each other’s
comments and questions, and everyone together can hear responses from the agencies. This
allows the development of community consensus on what impacts are most significant, and what
alternatives serve the overall community best. Not having the public on the mike at meetings
negatively impacts the ability of the community to build consensus on alternatives.

Impacts to parkland and public waterfront

The preferred project route will impact and degrade park space

The proposed AirTrain’s route runs nearly entirely through parkland and land used as park. Our
Community Board 3 ranks 47" out of 59 NYC community boards in access to parkland, and
improving access to LGA should not further impact the quality of park space we do have. As
proposed, the AirTrain would build a 35 foot wide roadway 30 feet over the Flushing Bay
esplanade for about a third of its waterfront length creating extensive shading in areas that are
currently green and open.

The preferred project route will negatively impact public waterfront uses

The AirTrain will negatively impact waterfront recreation, which has blossomed in Flushing Bay
as New York City’s Long Term Control Plan has begun to invest hundreds of millions of dollars
in bay clean up, including dredging, sewer improvements, and ecological restoration of marsh
grasses. Currently, hundreds of boaters each weekend day in season use the facilities under the
umbrella of World’s Fair Marina, including motor boaters at Piers 1 and 3, dragon boat paddlers
at Pier 1, and jet skiers at the boat ramp. Comfortably aligned with these public uses,
commercial fishing and event boats at the marina bring hundreds more people to the waterfront
for recreation that directly provides economic development too. All these public benefits will be
much less enjoyable with the addition of an elevated track and train service on the same
waterfront.

Therefore, adding an industrial scale transportation project to Flushing Bay has a negative impact
on environmental justice as well. The shoreline of northern Queens is already filled with the
airport, highways, power plants, sewage treatment plants, an asphalt plant, and a marine transfer
station for solid waste, among other smaller industrial waterfront uses, that all prevent public
enjoyment of local waters. The AirTrain would be building a large transportation project on one
of the few publicly accessible waterfronts, further burdening a community that already hosts its
fair share of urban infrastructure.


https://communityprofiles.planning.nyc.gov/queens/3
https://www1.nyc.gov/assets/dep/downloads/pdf/water/nyc-waterways/flushing-bay/flushing-bay-fact-sheet2.pdf
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Flushing Creek will also be negatively impacted

To serve the maintenance needs of the proposed AirTrain, the overall construction is proposed to
include building a new Operations, Maintenance, and Storage Facility (OMSF) on the bank of
Flushing Creek. This same area is also proposed to turn an existing temporary/overflow parking
lot into permanent LGA employee parking. The US Army Corps of Engineers is currently
studying wetland ecosystem restoration for the Creek in areas immediately alongside the
proposed OMSF and permanent parking lot within the NYC Department of City Planning’s
Flushing Waterfront Revitalization Plan, in conjunction with New York State’s Brownfield
Opportunity Area designation for the Flushing Creek waterfront. Both construction and
operations of the OMSF and employee parking lot would create additional polluted runoff into
the adjacent Creek, carrying increased levels of contaminated silt and road salt into the water,
adversely impacting the improvement of the Creek that is already underway.

Dedicated bus lanes are a strong alternative

Add the NYC DDC as a Participating Agency

The project alternative that should be strongly considered is a network of dedicated bus lanes.
As google maps indicates, it is already only a 37 minute, two seat ride from Penn Station
subways in midtown Manhattan to LGA via the existing LaGuardia Link bus connection, and it’s
only one fare. The bus does suffer from traffic congestion at times, but increased
communications and partnership with the New York City Department of Transportation (DOT)
and the New York City Department of Design and Construction (DDC) could address this.
Ironically, the DOT and DDC recently completed a pedestrian plaza expansion that narrowed the
roadway of Broadway on the LaGuardia Link bus route just one block from its subway
connection at Jackson Heights, actually increasing the likelihood of congestion interfering with
the bus! The DDC should be added as a Participating Agency for the LaGuardia Airport Access
Improvement Project. Its role in the actual engineering and design of street projects makes it a
critical agency for the success of dedicated bus lanes.

Analyze the alternative of dedicated bus lanes

Dedicated bus lanes could serve the same connections as the proposed AirTrain through two
separate routes, one to the subway and a separate one to the Long Island Rail Road (LIRR). A
traffic study could shed important light on where the worst congestion for vehicle traffic occurs,
so impacts of this alternative could be minimized by installing dedicated bus lanes only in the
route legs where congestion is a significant problem. It would be important to invest in adding
new roadway to create the dedicated bus lane, and not just restricting an existing travel lane,
which would have significant repercussions for traffic.

The LaGuardia Link bus
For a subway connected dedicated bus lanes, the LaGuardia Link bus runs on only three blocks
of local streets between the Jackson Heights subway station and the highway, making a relatively
small area where the community might be inconvenienced by creating them. The Brooklyn
Queens Expressway Connector leg of the route is narrow and partially elevated, and would
require more significant engineering to add a bus lane if needed, but largely runs along a
cemetery which might allow space for that. The Grand Central Parkway (GCP) leg has a right of


https://www.governor.ny.gov/news/governor-cuomo-announces-three-brownfield-opportunity-areas-staten-island-flushing-and-auburn
https://www.governor.ny.gov/news/governor-cuomo-announces-three-brownfield-opportunity-areas-staten-island-flushing-and-auburn
https://goo.gl/maps/rpegmVYhVViyCj736
https://www.dnainfo.com/new-york/20170721/jackson-heights/diversity-plaza-jackson-heights-37th-road-permanent/
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way that’s wider than the roadway, with grassy shoulders and a wide median that could be
repurposed for building dedicated bus lanes.

A new bus instead of the AirTrain
For a LIRR connection, 126" St. to Marina Road to the GCP to LGA is a new route that shows
great promise. 126" St. is a wide roadway that connects the transportation yards around the
Mets-Willets Point station to the service roads north of the GCP and could easily turn an existing
travel lane to a bus lane. The only congestion on Marina Rd occurs during ball games and park
events when traffic agents are already on site and could manage a temporary dedicated bus lane.
Again, the GCP leg could use existing shoulder space to build new dedicated bus lanes. This
route option shows the possibilities of running busses in nearly the same pathways as the
AirTrain proposal, with the same transit connections.

Evaluate all alternatives for resiliency and flood impacts

In addition to considering the resiliency of the infrastructure itself, also consider the
environmental services of how the shoreline of the bay and adjacent park space can work like a
sponge, to help mitigate high water impacts. These qualities of the natural environment should
be preserved and enhanced through the access project.

Mitigation

In other communities, such as Long Island City’s Gantry Plaza State Park in Queens, Morris
Heights’ Roberto Clemente State Park in the Bronx, and Inwood’s Harlem River Park in
Manhattan, local waterfront parks receive government agency investment without having to add
even more invasive transportation infrastructure as the trade off for that investment. No matter
which alternative is ultimately selected, the LaGuardia Airport Access Improvement Project
should include mitigations that offer improvements to public and park space. The Flushing
Waterways Vision Plan, coordinated by Riverkeeper and Guardians of Flushing Bay, was created
with extensive local stakeholder input, and provides numerous community-vetted projects that

would be a welcome addition and provide mitigation along with improved transportation to
LGA.

Thank you very much,

Margaret Flanagan


https://www.riverkeeper.org/campaigns/restore-nyc-waterways/flushing-waterways-vision-plan/
https://www.riverkeeper.org/campaigns/restore-nyc-waterways/flushing-waterways-vision-plan/
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Formal Comment
1 message

Lair, Rowena <rcl2129@tc.columbia.edu> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 4:52 PM

To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

| submitted a comment on the website earlier today but | was just told that | should have been sent to a page that thanks
me after clicking submit. | never saw the page so | am submitting again.

The extension of the N train into LaGuardia is the best option. It will result in more cars being taken off the road than any
of the other plans. More people will be want to take a direct subway ride into Midtown than want to take an AirTrain and
transfer to a subway or commuter rail. The N train and W train are less crowded than the 7 train. The ride on the N and W
trains will be more comfortable for the passengers using the airport.
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East EImhurst resident
1 message

Larry <dlm.marine@cox.net> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:01 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

My comments | do believe the Airtrans would be a good thing as a homeowner in East Elmhurst | am also concerned
about the impact of construction . The air trans does not affects one of the biggest issues which is traffic through the
community also Airport parking in the community particularly Ditmars Boulevard from 108th St. up through but the street
Curtis Street through 2 25th Ave. From 25th Ave., Erickson Street and 23rd Ave. through 94th St

My suggestions to alleviate some of these things in conjunction with the air trans would also include waterway
transportation from Flushing Marina along with residence parking only for certain hours . This would illuminate some of
the congestion and residents not being able to park in or around their own homes . Water taxi would also help facilitate
local travel to Manhattan and or Long Island depending on the routes, | would also request water services definitely be
included in the larger plan thank you very much for allowing me to submit my comments if you have any questions
regarding my comments please contact me at the above email for you maybe call me at 619-823-4652 thank you again
for Lawrence WelLs

Sent from my iPhone
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Environmental review-Flushing Bay
1 message

Carmel Fromson <carmelfromson@gmail.com>
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

E letter to Mr. Brooks.pdf
22K

LGA Comments <comments@lgaaccesseis.com>

Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 5:01 PM
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Carmel Fromson
49 East 96th Street
New York, NY 10128

Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager - Airports Division
Federal Aviation Administration

Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610

1 Aviation Plaza

Jamaica, New York 11434

Comments: Scope of environmental review: LGA Airport Access Project
Sent via email: comments@lgaaccesseis.com

Dear Mr. Brooks:

I would like to echo the comments already made by my fellow dragon boat team
mates that Flushing Bay is a resource that is critical to the community. We are a
group of cancer survivors for whom the sport of dragon boating has been
instrumental in our recovery. Flushing Bay is the perfect (and almost the only)
body of water that we can use to practice. Since | began on the team | have
seen Flushing Bay slowly get cleaner. | personally have been involved with the
Billion Oyster Project in growing colonies of oysters which are natural fileters of
the water. There are now wild oysters which populate Flushing Bay. One oyster
fileter 50 gallons of water a day.

For many reasons we think that other alternatives to the Air Train should be
explored. It would be disasterous to all the hard work we have done trying to
clean up the Bay and to make it an environment that people can enjoy.

Respectfully yours,

Carmel Fromson


mailto:comments@lgaaccesseis.com
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LGA Airtrain

1 message

Ira <ira@gershenhorn.com> Mon, Jun 17, 2019 at 9:45 PM
To: comments@lgaaccesseis.com
Cc: Jen Benson <jbenson@riverkeeper.org>

Mr. Andrew Brooks

Environmental Program Manager — Airports Division
Federal Aviation Administration

Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610

1 Aviation Plaza

Jamaica, New York 11434

Dear Mr. Brooks,

| take the M60 bus to go to LGA and | cannot imagine anything that could be done to improve that other than adding more
buses to the route. | live on W104th Street. Certainly anyone north of me and probably a good bit south would also do the
same. When carrying luggage, you really can't beat a squatting bus. No elevators, handicapped accessible, uses
existing roads, is quick. The best of all worlds.

That said. More people would use that bus IF you ran more of them. | often rent at Budget near LGA and take the M60
there. | warn people coming or going to LGA that the bus might be overcrowded to the extent that they might not even
get on. Hopefully with the construction slowing down, the times will improve and the overcrowding will lessen.

Make the bus free too. I'm a senior so | have the luxury of only paying 1/2 price. 1/2 price is a wonderful thing and | think
everyone should pay what | pay or pay nothing. As it is its SBS which for me stands for Some Bullshit Service. It should
be free. G