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Please deposgit your eomments in the box al meeting afte or mail, fax, e-mail comments to:
José A. Lapez, Public Hearings Cfficer
Bureau of Teansportatien Planning
Michigan Department of Transporation
£.0. Box 30050, Lansing, M 48309
Fax; (lﬁ"l?] I73-0255 §
e-mail: lopezios@mdot state.mi.us
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March 21, 2001

VIA TELEFAY (517 F3-94E

Jose A. Lopez, Public Hearings Qfficer
Bureau of Transportatisn Planning
wvichigan Department of Transportation
P.0O. Box 30050

bLansing, MI 48509

Re: City Managoemant /Hagte Managemant Proparty

Desr Mr. Lopez;

P.8l-a1

ot Coungst |
Gregury A Buss
ARBEY Garkeld, Sta, 215
Ciinton Towrailp, M1 48038
fa10) 2200088
Faz (B0} Z2B-0073

The undersigned is in possession of the I-94 REehabilitation

Proiect Environmental Impsct Statement Volume I,

At match line

sheet - 13, sheet 4, the build alternative illustrates a large area
oresently cwned by CMC and fully utilized by CMC in & potential
future acguisition,.

The teking of the property along I-54 presently owned by CMC,
as well as the portions of the proper:cy in the boundaries noted as
Medbury and Henry. would sericusly affect the owverall operation.
We urge you to review whether you truly desire to move forward with
zhis type ¢f cost, which will be in the milliens, 1f not the tens
of million=s of dollzars.

It may bs that sousideration has noet been given to the
property abandoned to and for the benefit of CMC. Is there
racaghition of the rallroad ownexrship?

We would appreciats yonr thoughts., I you have any questions,
do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Eincereljﬁ_ﬂ M’_

Alan T, Ackerman

CC: Ed Hoover
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'} Pibilic mpit is very valuabia: Plaise et us know-yosr coricasms regarding the |-84 Rehabilitation Project . -
1 " in the City of Datroit, "Michigen. Each comment will be shared with all the members of the study team for their -
sonsideration and will be mcluded it the official ranscript of the public hagnng. T

Camments shotld e postmarked or aictronicaly dated on of befora Wadnesday, March 21, 2001

We ar Wayne State University have concerns about the possible impact on the
accessibility {during and after comstruction) o gur parking structures from i service
drives atong the Ford (I-94) and Lodge (I-10) Freeways and the further separation of
varions components of obr campus by the possible widenme of the freeways with the
new amd/or expanded service drives, Some of those concems comld be alleviared
significantly by the ¢onstruction of park bridges aver both I-54 and I-10 Freeways to
hetter connect the varions companents of our campus.

Our campus is dissected by the I-94 and the I-10 Freeways. Our cemmal campus is in the
sowxhesst quadrant, onr corth campus in the northeast quadrapt and our athiedc campus
in the southwast quadrant of the imersection of those two freeways. Our north campus is
the fumre site of the planned Wayne State Unjversity Research and Techrology Park in
Deiroit that is supporied by the City of Dewoir, the Michigan Economic Developmeant
Corperation (MEDC) and other private and public organizations.

Currently, the I-94 and I-10 Freeways serve as significanz barriers for pedestrian waffic
betwesn the various sections of our campus. It s expected that those barriers will only
increase with the 1-94 Rehabilitation Project with the expectsd expansion of service
drives along the fresways and around our campus end the ciosure of the Third Saeet
bridee over 1-94.

Because of the above concerns, we specifically request the following:

z. Replacement of the pedesmian bridge over 110 that coanects our cenfral campus with
the athietic campus with 2 bridge that’s more pedestian friendly.

(OPTIONAL)

[Plaans Prit)

|ADDRESS

Icrn' STATE Z1
Ploaso deposit your comments in the hox at meating sita or mail, fax, e-mail comments to:

José A. Lépez, Public Hearings OMficar
| Bursau of Transportaten Flanning

Michigan Dapartment of Trammruﬂon
P.0. Box 30050, Lansing, Ml i i}
Fax: SE‘IT] 3735285

| amail: jopazios@mdot state.mi.ug
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- Public input 18 very valuable. Piaase lat us-know yaur concems regarding the (-84 Rehabilitation Brui
| inthe City of Detroit, ‘Michigan. - Sach comment wiil be shared with all the members of the study eam for weir
consigeratian and will be included in tha official transeript of the public heanng. o

Comsrents shouid be postmarked or slectronically dated on or before Wednesday. March 21. 2001

b. A pedeswian park across I-94 along Cass Avenue and/or Second Avenme similar w
those along 1-695 Freewsy in Oak Park. This will serve (o beller CODDAct our main
:ampusmmtrnoﬂh:ampus,whichwﬂlbeth:humeofthﬂmmm
Technolopy Park. We also expect thar tixs area will include new honsing and retail
establishments that will connect Wayne State and the New Cemer area.

c. A pedestrian park across the I-10 Freeway morth of Warren Avemte. This wouid

serve 1o reduce- the barrier berween our cepmal campus and the athlefic campus.
I Additionally, there.are a number of housing unils on botk sides of the Lodge
Freeway atong Warren Avemue. A park bridge would serve 1o conuect those housing
units to the Wayne Stare campns on the easiside and the shopping arezs on the
westside of the {reeway.

d. Tha horders barween the service drives and the freeways, and the bridges over te
freeways around the campus shonid be shietded with brick and concrete walls {rather
{han chain links or similar fences) five  six feer high. This would shield the
campus from the wemendous noise of the freeways sirpilar o the park bridges in Ozk

I Park alomg the 1696 Freeway.

e. Notficadon daring the conceprual design phase of any projecr that would replace,

vebuild or semove the existing bridges over 1-94 ar I-10 along the Wayne Stare
i carnpus prior to the star of the [-94 Freeway Rehabiliiation Project. I that were to
acmr,wewauldlﬂcempres:nnhaissuesriiscussedina,bandcabw:fﬂrsuch
i ezriier projects.

Theparkhridgﬂswnuldgﬂalangwaymwardmakingfmasaferandmuchme
pleasing siwarion for pedestrians moving berwaen the various sections of our campls and

l—__-_{mmu——

NAME DATE
(Pieaga Prim) : -
ADDRESS__
CITY STATE rd| o
Flease deposit your comments in the box at meeting sits ar mail, fax, s-mail camments to:
Jozé A, Publlc Hourings Officer

Bursau of Transpormation Planning
Michigan Degarirment of Transpartation
P.0. Bax 30050, Lansing, Ml 42509
Fax: {517} 373-8256

s-mail: loperjos@mdot state.mius
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COMMENTS ™~

' Public input i very valuabla. Please lat us know your concems regarding the 64 Raﬁahllitanan Fm]ec:
in the City of Detrait, Michigan. Each comment will be shared with al the members cf the study taam for thedr
cansideraton ang will b2 mduded in the official transcript of the public hearing.

Commaents should ba pastmarkad or alactrnnl:auy dated an or befors Wednesday, March 21, 2001

the surrotndine community. They would also add a parkland rype epviromment 0 an
areg that is very sbort of green space,

The above concerns are long-term issues. The best dime for them 0 be addressed would
be during the rehabilitaring of the |94 Freewsy or during the replacement or
reconstruction of any bridges that might occur earlier. Addidemally, we sre very
concerned about the likely negative impact that the construction wifl have on our sedens
and employees that work, study and live on oor campus as well as our many visitors.

7 Sl (OFTIONAL)

NAME John L. Davis, Sr. Vice President mr Finance & Administration HATE {éi’ V4
(Plsase Print)

Wayne State University
DDHESE 5?{!0 Cass, Syite 4900

Detrg:t Michigan

ciTY STATE ZIP 48202
Pioase deponit your comments i the box at mesting site or mali, fax, e-maii comments ia:

Jos6 A, Lépez, Public Hearings Officer
Bureau of Transpartation Plapnin
Michigan Begartonant of Trans ﬂun
P.0. Box 30050, Lansing, Ml

Fax: (81T 3739255

g=tnail: loperjos@mudot.state.mi.us
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March 8, 2001

Mr. Adiele Nwankwno, Ph.D.

Vice President and Dhrector of Transportation
Parsons Brinckerhoff Michigan, Inc.

335 Griswold Street

Detroit, Michigan 48226

Re: I-94 Freeway Rehabilitation Project
Dear Dr. Nwankwo:

Gver the past two years, you and other representatives of the Michigan Department of
Transportation have met at least twice with us at Wayne State to provide briefings on the
planning for the 1-94 Freeway Rehabilitation Project. We want to thank you for those
opportumnities.

During those meetings, we expressed some concerns with the proposed project. Those
concerns included the possible impact on the accessibility (during and after construction)
to our parking structures from the service drives along the Ford (I-94) and Lodge (I-10)
Freeways and the further separation of varous components of our campus by the
possible widening of the {reewnys with the new and/or expanded service drives. Also,
during our meetings, we indicated that some of those concerms could be alleviated
significantly by the construction of park bridges over both [-94 and I-10 Ereeways to
better connect the various components of our campus.

As you are aware, our campus is dissected by the 1-94 and the J-10 Freeways. Our
central campus i3 in the southeast quadramt, cur north campus in the northeast quadrant
and our athletic campus in the southwest guadrant of the intersection of those two
freeways. Our north campus is the fature site of the planned Wayne State University
Research and Technology Park in Detroit that is supported by the City of Detroit, the
Michigan Economic Development Corporation (MEDC) and other private and public
organizations.

Currently, the [-94 and I-10 Freeways serve as significant barriers for pedestrian traffic
between the varicus sections of our campus. It is expected that those barriers will only
increase with the 1-04 Rehabiliation Project with the expected expansion of service
drives zlong the freeways and arpund our campus and the closure of the Third Street
bridge over 1-94.

UILTFYH Mwanko



Mr, Adiele Nwankwo, Ph.D.

Re: 1-94 Freeway Rehabilitation Project
March 8, 2001

Page 2

Because of the above concerns, we specitically request the following:

4. Replacement of the pedestrian bridge over I-10 that connects our cenrral campts with
the athletic campus with a bridge that’s more pedestrian friendly.

b. A pedestrian park across 1-94 along Cass Avenue and/or Second Avenue similar to
those along 1-696 Freeway in Oak Park. This will serve to better conmect our main
campus 1o our morth campus, which will be the home of the Research and
Technology Park. We also expect that this area will include new housing and retail
establishments that will connect Wayne State and the New Center area.

¢. A pedestrian park across the I-10 Freeway north of Warren Avenue. This would
serve 1o reduce the barrier between cur cemrral campus and the athletic campus.
Additionally, there are a number of housing units on both sides of the Lodge
Freeway along Warren Avemie, A park bridge would serve to connect those housing
units to the Wayne State campus on the easiside and the shopping areas on the
westside of the freeway. :

d. The borders between the service drives and the freeways, and the bridges over the
freeways around the campus should be shielded with brick and conerete walls (rather
than chain links or similar fences) five to six feet hish. This would shield the
campus from the tremendous noise of the freeways similar to the park bridges in Qak
Park along the I-696 Freeway.

e. Notification during the conceptual design phase of any project that would replace,
rebuild or remove the existing bridges over I-94 or I-10 along the Wayne State
campus prior to the start of the I-94 Freeway Rehabilitation Project. If that were to
occur, we would like to present the issues discussed in a, b and ¢ above for such
earlier projects.

The park bridges wonld go a long way toward making for a safer and much more
pleasing sitaation for pedestrians moving between the various sections of our campus and
the surrounding community. They would also add a parkland type environment 10 an
area that is very short of green space.

The above concerns are long-term issues. The best time for them to be addressed wounld
be during the rehabilitation of the I-94 Freeway or during the replacement or
reconstruction of any bridges that might occur earfier, Additionaily, we are very
concerned about the likely negative impact that the construction will have on our students
and employees that work, study and live on our campus as well as our many visitors.
Adter farther review of the drafi environments) impact staternent, it is possible that other
concerns will be identified.

RILETY 0L M warkn



Mr. Adiele Nwankwo, Ph.D.

Re: I-94 Freeway Rehabilitation Project
March 8, 2001

Page 3

We ask that another meeting be scheduled between your office and Wayne Siate to
review the draft environmental impact statement and to discuss our requests and concerns
menticned above,

Tharks for your consideration and attention.
Sincerely,

ohn L. Davis, Senior Vice President -
for Finance and Administration

JLD/ff
c: Frvin D, Reid, President
Faye Nelson, Vice President, Governmental and Community Affairs

James Sears, Assistant Vice President, FP&M
Jeffrey R~Saxby, Project Manager, Project Developrnent, Design Division, MDOT

UJILIVFYTO L MNwanke
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COMMENTS

Piblic |nput 15 very vajuzble, Flease Jat us know your concems regarding the proposed re-design of I-84 frem §-

a8 tJeffraes Freeway) to Conner Averiue in the City of Detroit, Michigan. Each comment will be shared mth
1 2l the membsrs of the study team ft.‘.rr their consideration and wili ba included in the official transcript of the *

public hearing.

Comments should he pustmarked or electronically dated on or before March 27, 2001,
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Plcase deposit your comments In the box af meeting slte or mail, oo e-mall comments to:

José A Loper, Public Hearings Officer
Bureav of Trunsportation Planning
Michigan Department of Troniportation
P.0. Box 30050, Lansing, MI 48909

Fax: {517) 373-9255

e-mail: lepezjor@mdot.state, ml.us
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Jose A. topez Public Heanngs Officer -

BOARD OF INRECTORS - Bureau of Transpertabion Planning = =
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St Do gt Pear Mr. Lopez:
Repas? £ Ky i am writing 10 voce the qualified support of New Center Council, inc for the
6 Eomeedr “Build Alizmatve” outlined in the recemly raleased |1-84 Rehabilitation
Wiyl Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Througnout the six years that New

Center Council {NCC) has worked wath MDOT and jts consuftants on the

oo recesign of [-84, NCC has been gratfied by the concern of the planning 1eam
e et b toward the 1ssues raised by New Center businesses and resdents MDOT has
sEmETaRT peen very responsive ta the goals of NCC, which have peen consistent over 1he
Tl Sl S L L years.
e 0 doay Errun
Saal s Srgocm 1) Create direct, safe access and egress routes 1o and from New Center;
EALCw I COMMITIES MEsMER: - 2y Creaw strong pedestrian and vemicular connachons petween New Centar
E..;‘.'L.“im'“::w and the University Cuftural Center,
ot mt oy iy (Y1

3] Improve signage directing wisitors 1o New Center, both on the freeway
and after exiting the freeway:

4} Creats more aesthetcally pieasing gateways ta New Center from the 1-84
corndor; and

3} Minimize 1he t1zking of propenty for freeway expansion,

Dnu-mi-:.:n.uw
BuPhm Filgwles . -
Ehara, marm £t Desgite our excellent warking relatisnship with the planning team, however,
““P;?;‘:.‘m NCC is concerned that much of what New Center seeks to accomplish through
B Gt the -84 Rehatilitation is not yet reflectsd in the plans, specifically wih regard 1o
g L temy Goals 2, 3 and 4.

The goa! that is most clearly accomplished by the current plan is GBoal 1 from
abave: NCL 15 very satisfied that the new roadway configuration, incluging
imerchanges, will greatly improve access to and from New Cemer. Regarding
Goal 5 {mimmzing wmpact), NCC encourages Hhal every effort be made to

e B preserve the United Sound Systems Recording Stutios and the Fourtn Street
e ey n2ighborhood, nevertheless, we belisve that MDOT has done & good job overall

it a4
Py Calial syl pomgllimuy

et Tl
EC R T ] e
v o PEdrd mhrot a1 Tl T
Wi'a sl U ey S

T Furvsran guem £ Fad Fyw, 80 1
[
o 1 ek T (2 1T

of imiting the impact of the 1-534 Rehab)iitaton an existing structures
Goal 3 (impraved signage) and Goal 4 {gateways), we understand, will be
addressad in detadl during subsequent des:gn stages.

NCC Concerns
The biggest cause for concern, howsvear, and the réason that NCC must

T Py
iy quakfy its suppor, is the proposed width of i-94 as it passes between New
o el Center and the Unwersity Cultural Center. The wide right-of-way is at odds with
e Goal 2 above (padestrian ¢connectans). We calculate that 1o build the new -84
e g freeway as desigred will require approximately 340 feet of nghof-way. This s
B roughly double the current nght-of-way.
et O afley Dy

i N i Plaal

LoaTlay T, ey
L
Lot T, B PO
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Me Joxe A Lopes, Public Hearings Officer. MDOT
26 March 20601
Page 2 of 3

New Center Council as been working dunng the lastseveral years to redevelop the
area bounded by -84, Waodward-Averiue; the Bi/Conrail railrdad and the Lodge
Freeway as a walkable, pedestrian-iriendly, mixed-use neighborhogd, and to strengithen
this digirict's connection 10 the University Cuaitural Camer The Farbman Group and
NCC Development Corparalon will begin construchion 1his summer on 100 historic, laf-
style apartments three blocks narth of 1-94  Wayne Stare University is leading an effon
to develop a 500,000 square foot urban technolegy gark n this same area. One of the
guiding architectural principles for both projects 5 thal new development shauld
reinforce the vitalily of streets for pedestrians. The end goal is 10 ncrease pedesirian
waffic and economic achvity between the Unversity Cultural Center and New Center.

The |-94 Rehapiitation, as pontrayed i the EIS, would oreate a substantial barmer
between New Ceater and the Unwersity Cuitural Center, greatly hindering our efforts to
knit rogether these two districts. :

NCC specificaliy questions the following siements of the design that increase is
width with kttle f any apparent benefit '

1} Serwce drnive ianes ranging from 12 o 76 feat witte The EIS shows two 12-
foot wide lanes and one 16-fadt lane. Compare this 10 the I-75 service drive
between i-94 and Holbrock, whizh is three 10-foct janss, wids enough that d s
used as an illegat drag racing stip. If {hirty feet of pavement 1s wsad for drag
racing, what effect can we expect forty feet of pavament to have on traffic
spaeds along the {54 service dnve? The forty feet of pavement allotied to
gach -84 service drive is extesswve, it will encourage speeding and make
petestrian crossings mare dithcult and dangerous. NCC peiigves that the
width of the service drives should be reduced. Fuithermore, we beheve that
service dnves should he cantileversed over the freeway mainkine 1o the
grealest extent possible in ofder 10 namow the effeclive distance acress the
frecway

2} Sidewarks glong thre sernge arives. The EIS states that sidewslks along the
service drives “would improve access for pedestnans™. This gwes rise 10 the
guestion: ACcess 1o what? The mostimportant pedestnan movement in the -
34 comidor as it passes through New Center 1s across the cormger, nct ajong
i, The swewalks as shown would be wirtuslly unusaple because of thew
proximity 1o the service drives where — despite posied speed hmits — traffic
will be passing by at up o 80 mph. Furthermore, If new development is
attracted to the new senvice drives, it is not Ikely to be suppanive of
pedestrian activity. A gacd example is the cammersial angd ight ndustrial
development aleng 1-96 in Lvarwa. If sidewalks are incorperated atong the
sepvice grves, a raised planter filed with trees and ather landscaping showld
separate them from traffic

3} Retammng wail terraces. New Cenier Councl 15 pleased to see that retaining
walis have been shown 0 the Build Alternative cross-section rendering (Figue
2-7) We are concerned, however, with The concept of terracing that is
portrayed n this rendenng. Per agresment with MBOT, NCC has maintained
the Lodge Freeway embankment as it traverses New Center, 5o NCC s
farmiiar with the 15sues invoived N maintaining thie sort of ensirenment  Our
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Mr. dase A Leoper, Public Hearng (fficer, OGT
2 Aaren 206
Page 3 af 9

concem with the terraces is that plant materials other than weeds wil] find.-this-
sRvironment inhaspitable and that instead of landscaping these terraces will fil
with tter The precanous position of the terraces would make them extremely
difficult 10 maintain - NCC suggests the instaliation of non-terracad red brick
retaining walis, These will decreass right-of-way and provide an anractive
visugl image as freeway users pass through the heart of the city.

4y  Ressrved space i the median for futurg lans expansion oriransit. |t s New
Center Cauncil's understanding that rail of other transit systems lasated in
freeway medians are not a preferred wanst configuration amang operators of
trarsit systems. Land uses adjacent to freaways are typucally auto- rather
than pedestnan-oriented. This means that in oraer lo aceess thae medan-
Daseq ransit, nders would need w ather 2) walk long distances through
upinviting auto-orientad enviranmems or b) use other modes of transit, such
as buses. to access the median. Both of these options gecrease the
attractivenass of median-based transit 1o riders and thus decrease its
feasbility (vour own Study suggests that less than 2 percent of cammuters
would Lse -84 transit sarvice). This peing the case, it appears that the maost
likely use for the S4-foot median, or four addmional lanes, would be for auto or
truck traffic  This means that the real number of rraffic lanes proposeq is, n
fact, six mn each direction. New Center Counerl believes that thig is oo much
capacity for an urban freeway, at too great a cost 1o the adigcent
cammunities. Expernence tells us that additional capaciy will Quickly be earen
up by “capacily-initiated demand”. in the case of }-84, ihis additional demang
will come in the form of more cross-Town commuters using -24. Adready more
than haif of all inps through this section of i-94 criginate and end sutside of
Detroit  The creaton of greater capacity will only serve o increase this
number, meanmng that greater benefits will accrue o those eutside the city
while piaces like New Cenier will pay the cest, in the form of decreased
econamic vitakty, more air pollution and so on. Thersfore, New Center
Council asks that MDOT recansider its plan 10 reserve space i the median for
future |ane expansion

Even if all of the above recommendations 1o Aarrow the nght-cf-way were enactenq,
the new {-24 would still be much wider than 1t i1s now. Therefore, NCC 15 pleased 1o find
that MDOT has recommeanded the introduction of al-grade pedesinan walkways in order
to assure pedesirian access across -394, NCC has recommended this san of walkway
since the inception of 1-84 planning.

After seeing the exampigs in DEIS Figure 4-7, however, wa are concemed about
hiow the walkway idea will be implemented. A pedestrian bridge rendering by Snell
Envirorimenial Group provided by MDOT 10 NCC in 1997 shows 3 landscaped bridge
approximately 40 feet widé connecting the termination of a street on one side of |-54 ta
a street on the other side of 1-94  Figure 4-7, however, shows padastrian zonas
sandwiched between vehicular Li-tumn mads.

What is mast roubhing is that the localion of one of the pedestrian walkways bears
na refationsing to street patewns of any other discemahie pedesinan pathway.
Pedestrians. ke automobiles, genarally travel 2iong streets, but in this draweng
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pedgestrian walkways are not necessarily incated ar streets. insteag, their placemeant s
dictated by the plagememn of vehicular U-turn structures

NCC peleves that pedestrian waikways should occur at namural padestngn crossing
points, nol where they are convement fram the standpomt of roadway desgn NCC
hopes 1o work with MDOT engineers and designers 10 locale walkways appropriately in
New Center.

In clnsing, { would fika te thank MDOT, Parsons Brinckermoff Michigan, HNTB ang
he rest of the planning team for your attenbveness w the toncerns of New Center ang
your rerognition of the special arcumstances hiere. New Centar s & neghborhood wath
gregt history and an even greater future  New Center Counol appreciates MDOT's
desirs 1o protect the economic, sacial, and physical wiaiity of New Cemer and your
desire to play an imponant role as we take New Center 10 the next level. The }-04
Rehapilitation can be an important piece of a bright New Center future. We look forward
12 working with yau to make i su

Smcerely,

it by

Kurt Weigle
Vice President
Mew Center Coungit, inc

Copy. NCC Execugive Commtiese
Jeff Saxby, MDOT
Andy Zeigter, MDOT
Suwe Maosey, BCCA
Faye Naiscn, WSL
Danny Samson, Farbman Group
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Scott Thomas

1423 Leforse APT616
Ypsilanti, MT 48198
(734) 481-5328
Jose Lopez
Public Hesring Officer
MDOT

The proposed widening of 1-94 may be necessary to reduce traffic comgestion. However
I thinic it is essential that MDOT work very closely with SEMCOG to atempt making it

feasible to incorporate some much-needed mass transit shernatives into the project.

As a regular user of alternative transportation, 1 strongly support government efforts that
encourage mass ransit alternatives to single cccupaney motor vehicles. With the stakes
50 high n this very tkpmf-ive and labor intensive reconstruction project intended to
reduce congestion on our metro area highways we must include mass transit as part of the

atlswer.

With our metro area highway system failing due o over congestion and prid locked
rogdways, it should be a requirement that we give people the opportunity 1o chose

between traific backups and on time travel service.

In choosing the final project specifications, 1 seriously hope that some mass transit option
%an be made feasible in the road project. 1 really think, “If you buiid it they will come”.
That may well be all the incentive that people need to come out of fridiock and find just

in time travel.

Sincerely,
Scott Thamas

TOTAL FP.@2
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May 11, 2001

- José A Lopez, Public Hearings Officer Via Facsimile (517) 373-9255
Bureau of Transportation Planning
Michigan Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 30050
Lansing, MI 48905

Dear Mr. Lopez:

This leiter regards the Draft Envirommental Inpact Statement (DEIS) for the “I-94
Rehabilitation Projeet”. A number of citizen groups and one governmental representative from
the City of Ferndale have brought to my attention their concerns about this highway expansion
project. (Please sec the attached letter.) In addition, members of my staff have attended several
meetings on or refated to this topic. Iunderstand this has been a confroversial project and that
MBOT has the difficult task of balancing transportation needs and responses with the concemns
and needs of the community. However, I find many of the citizen concerns to be valid and I
therefore urge you te give all of their points sericus consideration.

While I recognize that the I-94 corridor needs rebuilding, I am particularly concemed
about the magnitude of the recommended Build Alternative, corresponding air quality issves,

environmenta] justice concems, and Metro Detroit’s need for improved and expanded mass
tramsit options.

MDOTs “3 Year Road & Bridge Program, Vol. IIT - 2001 to 2005" states on paga &1 that
the 1-94, T 96 to- Conner Avenue research project is “the first phase of u larger project to
rehabilitate two projects; 1-94 between Wyoming Avenue in the city of Detroit and I-696 in
Macomb County.” Thus, it appsars the DEIS for this immense segment does not address the
entire scope of the I-94 rehabilitation plans, which would eventually extend into Harper Woods

and beyond. Chapter @ of the DEIS does not list Harper Woods or the City of Grosse Pointe
Woods as recipients of DEIS materials.

The attached letter raises various air quality issues that may have serious consequences
for community health and Detroit’s air quality stats under clean air laws. Environmental Justice
concerns such as the health, noise, and soctal impacts on Jocal neighborhoods, the service drive
sidewalks next to potentially speeding local trafiic, and the unclear status of pedestitan
overpasses also merit serious attention.” (In a meeting with congressional staff, MDQT, and
SEMCOG and representatives rom Parsons BrinckerofT, Inc., congressional staff was told that
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the pedestrian overpasses would be planned later on a case-by-case basis. Thus neighborhood and
Wayne State Universify campus connectivity appear to be in jeopardy.)

Finally, committing such incredible resources to this particular road project before a
regional transit plan has been developed concerns me especially given that one third of Detroit
honseholds do not have a car and most recent job creation has occurred in the suburbs. (The
DELS mentions the possibility of putting light rail in the median of I-54, but there are no current
plans/studies that T am aware of that contemplate light rail in the 1-94 corridor. Also, putting
Light rail in the middle of a highway comridor does not afford maximum opportunities for
economic benefits to the local community.) : '

For all the reasons stated above, I respectfully request that MDOT seriously address the
issues bronght to my attention in the attached letter and any additional issues raised hepe, |
commend you for your hard work and patience. Ilook forward to working with you in
maintaining and improving Michizan’s transportation infrastructure,

Sincerely,

Conyers, Jr.
ember of Congress

ce: Jarnes J. Steele
Division Administrator, Federal Highway Administration
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Transportation Riders United [TRY]
A coafition to advocate for fransportstion access and mobifity in southeastern KMichigan
1150 Grizwold Suite 2800
Detroit, M! 48226
313.885.7588
fax 313 885 7883
kdkhands@vovager.net ; www marp.orgfiru. him

Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 1-94 Rehabilitation
Project, FHWA- MI-EIS-01-01-0

May 11, 2001
James J. Steele Jose A. topez, Public Hearings Officer
Division Administrator Bureay of Transportation Planning
Federal Highway Administration Michigan Depantment of Transportation
318 West Allegan Sireet, Room 211 P.0. Box 300580
Lansing, Mi 48933 Lansing, Ml 4850%
{917} 377-1844 »53 {E17) 373-8534
Fax: (517} 377-1804 Fax. {517) 373-8255
e-mail: james stesleffhwa dot gov e-mail lopezjos@imndot.state mi.usg
Dear Sirs:

We, the undersigned 17 organizations, are filing joint comments that decumeant our
concerns with the Draft Environmental Impact Statement [DEIS] for the “1-04
Rehabilitation Project ™

We oppose the “Build Alternative” (hereafter called the expansion alternative) as
described by the DEIS. The “expansion altarnative” consists of room for 24 traffic lanes
and will have a staggering pricetag of $1.3 billion for the 6.7-mile segment. This is about
320 million per block. This altemative will increase our dependency on autos and trucks.
H provides for a dangerous lack of diversity in our transpertation investment, The
‘expansion alternative” is not In the bast interest of the public trust. |

This project defines a crossroad regarding the future of Southeast Michigan's
transportation system. Do we continue o pour billions of dollars into new and wider
highways, or o we steer Suutheast Michigan in a better direction?

We. {he undersigned organizations know that the better direction for this project is to
diversify our transportation investments by investing in congestion-fighting transit options
in our urban areas. Transit will add vitality to the City. The "expansion alternative” will
suck vitality away from the proiect area.

We propose that the following reasonable alternative be made the preferred allemative
for this project:

= Rehabilitate I-94 to its original design. This addresses the Immediate meed to fix
the deteriorating condition of paverment and bridges. It is a mare honest
‘rehabifilation.” { doesn't render cbsclete all of the construstion with the
associated traffic-deiay cast that have plagued this vita! 1-84 corridor for years.

* Reduce posted speeds ajong this £.7-mile section to maximize the eapacity,
reduce naise, reduce pollution, reduce crashes and improve energy efficlency.
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v Further add transporiation capacity along the corridor by investing in a modern ~
commuter rail system with lines to serve Ann Arbor, Detrofl and Mount Clemens.
An additional iine to Pontiac wauld offer an alternate to |-75 commuters who use
i-94 to access areas of Central Datroit, Per SEMCOG data, a modern 3-line
commuter rail system would cost about $200 million, equivalent o the cost
bydgeted for traffic control during construction of the "expansion aflernative ”
« Further add transportation capacity along the corrider by investing in Speedlink
Bus Rapid Transit along Gratiot to Eastland, Grand River to City Limits and
Michigan to Dearbern. These three lines, consisting of about 32 miles, would cost

about $385 million to establish based on SEMCOG's Transit Vision Forum during
January 2004, '

This aiternative would meet ihe purpose and need of the propesed proiect, cost

significantly lesg than the *expansion alternative™ and meet the goals of the preject as
autlined below:

« Provide needad mobility along the corrdor for aff people and freight

» Enhance the potential for econamic development within the City of Detrolt and
the study area. ' _ '

« Result in beneficial social, environmental, and economic improvements to the
host neighbarhoods and the City of Detroit.

» Significantly reducs taxpayer investment while strengthening our transportalion
infrastructure through diversification,

Additional comments on the DEIS

This "expansion alternativa” will have staggering adverse impacts to the human and
natural emaronment on beth the local community and the region. in addition, this
alfernative will be the most expensive road buiiding projects in the state's history.

MDOT's “expansion altarnative” is realiy 3 projecis in one; the expansion of the main
line, creation of the central median space, and creation of continuous service drives.
MDOT imtends to bulld these three prajects thres times in the |-94 comdor, Wyaming to
1-96, {-86 to Conner (the cument DEIS) and Conner to 598, The project proposed in the
current DEIS cannot be a successful stand-alone project and the other two segments
need to be included to determine the cumutative impacts for the project. The DEIS has
not addressed the cumulalive impacts for the full project.

We challenge the scoping process that led to the study of only one segment of a larger
much more damaging project {a proposed expansion of -84 between Wyoming Ave in
Deirgit and 1-896 in Macomb County.) Either the plan is to expand -84 both east and
west of this initial segment and it |s sagmentation, or it is nol The community needs to
know what they are getting inta if they say yes to this project.

In addition, nothing is provided in the DEIS {o justify the expansive service drives
proposed, the real need for the additional capacity of -84, and the need for the space in
the middie, '
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Where the DEIS goes beyond assertions and provides data such as on the projected
leval of service information provided, the “expansion alternative” is clearly excessive
design even without the extra space in the middie for future expansion.

The proposed -84 expansion project raises many crucial issues about appropriate scale
and capacity of urban freeways, funding pricrities for public transportation as well as
roads within this corridor, congestion management during construction, usurpation of
irreplaceable urban rail corridors, maintenance of air gquality standards, mobile
cantributions to urban air toxice and environmental justice concems, just o name a few.
The DEIS does not provide acceptable or adequate answers.

we find the analysie and discussion of the purpose and need, project justification, air
quality and noise impacts, environmental justice concems, cumulative impacts of and
alternatives ta the propesed expansion fo be woefully inadaquate, Taken as a whale, the
OEIS understates the adverse envitonmental impacts, ignoras reasonable altematives,
and overstates both the need for and the ecenomic banaefits of this project.

Same specific tachnical issues that need addressed includs;

1. Air Quality viclations are concealed: Without any explanation, MDOT has
used air quality data from a suburban air monitor to under-predict the air poliution
impacts from this massive expansion. If MDOT had used Detroit-based data it
would be obvious that the “expansion atternative” will violate heatth-based
national air quality standards for carbon menoxide (CO). In addition, since the
DELS indicates that fruck traffic will incraase faster than automotile traffic, using
default mode! inputs on vihicle mix is inappropnate.

The DEIS does not addrass the new standards for fine particulate matter

(PM 2.5) and Ozone. The DEIS doss not address the fact that under the Air

Quality Standards recently upheld by the US Supreme Coud, the air in the

corridor 1s unhealthy (does not meet attainment requirements) for bath PM 2.5

and Ozone, major air polivtants from car and truck emissions. Building the

“sxpansicn alternative” violates clean air laws because it is designed to intrease

air pollution emissions from carg and trucks in an area where the air is already

unheaithy. '

1. Air Texics zre not addressed: The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is
totally sllent about the increase in toxic pollutants during construction and from
the increased truck raffic. Likewise, there is no discussion of the impact of
mobile source toxics on human heatth or on the Greéat Lakes ecosystem due fo
air depositicn.

4. No provision has been made to install aftermarket emission contrals on
diese! canstruction equipment. Regardiess of the ultimaie scale of the -84
rebuild, aftermarket emission contrals (including particle traps) on all construction
equipment must be requirad.

The DEIS ignores the link between increasad highway traffic and health,

_Detroit's chiidren suffer from asfhma at three times ihe national average. The
Journal of the American Medical Association reports that traffic controls imposed
during the Atianta Olympics decreased morning peak traffic counts by 23%.
During this period, Medicaid-ralated emergency room visits and hospitalizations

-3
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for asthma dropped by 42%. The DEIS for I-84 ignores transit and rail
afternatives that could reduce traffic and the poliution it causes.

& The “expansicn alternative” will result in more crashes and higher injury
rates than maintaining the current design of -84, A detailed review of the
crash statistics in the DEIS shows that the crash rate atong 1-94 in the project
area is 305 per 100,000 vehiclas traveled {mvm). This rate is lower than the
regional average of 350 crashas, Higher crash rates within the study area oocur,
nat aiong 1-84 but alang 1-75 and the Lodge where ths lanes have been
expanded. Thus it is very likely that the expansion will lead to a worse crash rate.
The current design of 1-94 is safer than the "expansion akemative

7. The internatianal trads route rationale does not withstand close scrutiny.
MDOT has zssarted that importance of §-84 overall fo commerce and
inlemational trade. Nevertheless, this parficular segment of 1-84 is not key to the
potential cannections between Canada and Chicago, Fort Wayne, or Toledo. Far
traffic using the Blus Water Bridge between Port Huron and Samia, 69 is the
primary link between Canada and the west and south. This segment of 1-6% is
underutilized and for the most part does not pass through urban arsas in
Michigan. Traffic using the Ambassador Bridpge to and from Canada will primarily
travel |-34 west of {-96 and never use the segment discussed in the DEIS. The
6.7 segrment east of (-9€ i not eritical to this network

5. MDOTs response to environmental justice concemns is an insult. MDOT is
touting sidewalks immediately along the curb of the service drives where no one
wants to walk because of the fast traffic, pailution angd noise. Af the same time, #
appaars that the pedesirian ocverpasses that link communities across the
expressway will be removed and not replaced, thus pedestnan access will
actually be worsened.

9, Space saved in the medlan for ‘possible future fransit’ s unlikely to be
effective in the future, Light rail doesn't belong among 10 lanes of interstate
trafiic. Space "maybe for ransit” is a ruse to create more space for truck lanes.

|-94 desperately needs to be rebuilt, but the "Expansion Atternative” cannat be justified
gconomically, environmentalty, or socially, In addressing the capacity needs of this

corndor, there is the oppartunity to Increase the vitzlity of the City, not to continue 1o
drain it.

Wa recommend abandonment of the *Expansion Alternative” and preparation of &
supplemental DEIS that better addresses the concerns enumerated herein, Consistent
with state-of-the-art fransportation systems in all vibrant cities, rely on transit to increase
capacity in the corridor, Use SEMCOG's transit vision, and an intermodel traffic analysis
maded, This project is toe important to ignora the reascnable altemative as cutfined at
the beginning of this fetter.

Sincarsly,

Karen D. Kendrick-Hands
Prasident

Transportation Riders Uinited
On behalf of

g
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Cin behalf of -
Michigan Land Use Institute
Addin Wassearman

City of Femdale
Tom Barwin, City Manager

Sierra Club, Mackinac Chapter
Bob Duda, Southeast Michigan Group
Chaitman

East Michigan Environmental Action
Couneit
Ms, Libby Hanig, Director

League of Women Voters of
Dearborn/Dearbom Heights
Eiizabeih Linick, Presldent

Southwest Datroit Erwironmental Vision
Aillie Hickey, interir Director

Michigan Environmental Council
¢ ana Pollack, President

Hamtrameck Environmental Action Team,
{HEAT)
Rob Cedar

Dr. Eugena Perrip
individual

Bill Houghton
Individiual

MAlNUD & DDl =

Michigan Assoclation of Rail Passengers
Jobn D. Gelora, Execuive Director

League of Women Voters,
Detroil Metropolitan Area
Carolyn Buell, President

Lung Association of Mishigan
Eiliot Lavinschn, Manager, Alr Quality and
Envirgnmernial Heaith

Friends of Detroil River
Jane Mackey, Chair

Environmental Law and Policy Center
Ann Spillane, 8r. Attomey

Riverfront East Alllance
Bob Jackman, President

Ecology Center of Ann Arbor
Jeff Gearharf, Campaign Direclor

Public Interest Research (roup of
Michigan
Brian Imus, Campaign Director

Citizens for Buses
Harold Leese

Vie Randafi
Individual
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MICHIGAN ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE COALITION

BARG B, Jefferzon
Detodt, M1 45214

May 11, 2001
Jose A. Lopez, Public Hearings Officer
Burea of Transportation Planning
Michigan Department of Transportation
P.0. Box 30030
Lapsing, MI 48909
YI1A FACSIMILE
(317) 373-9255
Re:  Comments on the Draft Environmental Jmpact Statement for the 1-94
Rehabilitation Project :
Dear Mz. Lopez:

The Michigan Environmental Justice Coalition (MEJC), Deiroiters Working for
Eavironmental Justice (DWEJ), the National Lawyers Guild/Maurice and Jane Sugar
Law Center for Economic and Sacial Justice (the Guild Law Center or the GLC) and
Groundwork for a Just Werld jeimtly submit the following comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) prepared by the Michigan Department of
Transportation {M-DOT) for the proposed I-94 expansion. All four organizations work
extensively in the areas of envirommental fustice and urban spvironmental issues.

MEJC was foundad in 1997. This coalition of environmental, public health and
community gronps in Michigan was formed out of concern about the environmental
heslth of low-income communities and communities of cofor and the msprnpamnnate
environmentsl burdens carrfed by these communities. MEJC works to raise awareness
of enviropmental justice 1ssues within Michigan and to assist environmental justice
communities protect themselves from environmental harms.

Established m 1994, D'WEJ was formed to address lhe disproportional burdens
faced by people of color and low income residents in environmentally distressed
communities. DWET is a coalition of community leaders, acadernia, environmentziists,
nop-profit housing developers, neighborhood activists, whan planners and environmental
professionals throughout the City of Detroit and Southeast Michigan working together
towards a cleaner, healthier and more prosperous community. Its goal is to create an
empowered commumity that has the capacity 1o address eavironmnental concerns and to
participate in decision-making zctivities where they are zble to offer sclutions to the
problems that they face. DWET is mandated 1o organize throughout Southeast Michigan
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segmentation of proposed projects in conducting an environmenial assessment. Rather,
in urban highway projects, the key questions are whether the proposed project has
independent utility or significance and whether it rosticts alternatives for ofher
reasonably foreseeable projects. Clairton Sportsmen’s Club v. Penn. Turnpike Comm 'n,
882 Fed. Supp. 435, 471 (W.D. Pa. 1995). In this case, M-DOT has not presented any
information regarding the independent utility of expanding this particular 6.7 mile stretch
of I-94 nor explained how the proposed expansion will avoid limiting altematives for the
planned improvements to the remaining sections of -94. We believe that the DEIS must

NEPA does pot contain substantive requirements on the amouxt of snvironmmental
harm that may be caused by major foderal actions. Instead, NEPA relies on exposing
snvironmental concerns and forcing consideration of reagonable, potentially Jless
damaging altematives to ensure that federal agencies and their state counterparts avoid
the wmreasonable environmental and social consequences of major federal actions. Ful]
consideration. of the rauge of ressonable alterpatives is crucial to this process.  We
beligve that M-DOT has failed to meet thic obligation. in its DTIS,

A, M-DOT Failed to Consider Reasonable A iternatives to the Preferred Bnild
Altemative,

Although M-DOT initially proposed a number of altematives fo its preferred
Build Alternative, many were nof reasonable or complete, in light of the stated goals of
the project, and M-DOT has failed to consider others that could have acconnplished the
project goals at lower cost to sarrounding communities and the environment. By giving
full consideration only to fhose altematives thal conld not possibly fulfilf the project’s

stated goals, M-DOT has improperly stacked the deck in favor of ils proposed Build
Alternative.

In conducting an Environmental Impact Statement {EIS), the lead agency is
required to consider other reasonable courses of action and to compare the enviroamental
and social consequences of the preferred alternative to the effects of these reasonable
alternatives. 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C)(iil); 40 C.FR. § 1502.25(b). The “reasonableness”
of & proposed altemative is determined by how well it rasets the project’s goals. Clairton
Sportsmen’s Clubs, 882 Fed. Supp. at 477. An agency may not manipulate the pool of
alternatives, and the cutcome of the EIS anzlysis, by defining the project’s goals so
narrowly that reasonable alternatives are eliminated. Simmons ». U5 Army Corps of
Engmeers, 120 ¥.3d 664, 666, 668-69 (7th Cir. 1597). Similarly, M-DOT eghould not be
aliowed fo manpulate the results of the EIS review by only considering altematives that
are easily excluded based on the stated gosls of fhe project.

M-DOT identified several goals for the project: increased mobility through
refuction of congestion; improving safety and traffic operations; and replacing
interchanges. With the exception of the prefared Build Alternative, the options
considered represent, at best, partial steps toward mesting these goals. For example, M-
DOT proposed alternatives that wonld increass capacity without replacing the
interchanges that the agency had dotcnmined were inadequate or outdated, ses Drzft
Envireomental Impact Statement (DEIS), Section 4.2.4, or would draw track traffic off I-
84, but would pot improve existing read eonditions nr interchaness. see DETS. Section.
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(1) Reduced expansion of 1-94 with improvemenis to interchanges: M-DOT shounld
consider an altemative that includes improvements 1o existing conditions on 1-94
and improvements to the jnadequate mterchanges, zlong with 2 more Lmijted
expansion proposal. For example, M-DOT could considey options that sliminar=
the 54.5 feet of ressrved cpace in the center of the highway, constriet the
continueus service drive in feu of adding 2 Jane to the mainfine highwoay, narrow
the shoulders, limit the service drive to two lanes instead of three, designate the
additional iane on the mainiine highway for HOV waffic or mass transit or any
combination of the ghove, '

(2) Improvement of safetv features. road condidons and io terchanges  with
improvements to mase tangit: M-DOT should consider am atternative that
melides necessary upgrades to rozd conditions and safcty features (such as
elindnating left-lane exite and increasing the width of the shoniders) along with
improvements to mags transit to reduce congestion. This alternative could be
desigried in collaboration with the Southeast Michigan Council of Governments,
which is currently developing 2 regional transit plan to reduce congestion o area
roadways,

{3)  Construction of 3 service drive, pecessary soard trmrovements and i rovements
0 mase fransit: M-DOT should consider comstuction of 2 coptinuous service
drive, improvements of road conditions and interchanges in comjunction with an
increased rsliance on mass transit to overcome both the congestion and the safety
issuss desctibed in the DEIS. By pulling Joeal traffic off the highway and
increasing the availsbility of mass wansit, M-DOT may significantly reduce
congestion on the highway without expanding the mumber of driving lanes,

By liupiting its comsideration to clearly inadequats alternatives, M-DOT
cosentrally guarantecd that the only reasomable altemative was jts proferred Build
Alternative. We believe that such transparent manipulation of alternatives should naot be
allowed. Instead, to fulBll its obligations under NEPA, M-DOT must justify the sheer
volume of its preferred Build Altermative, which requires setious evaluation of other
reasonsble alternatives. Without information on the expected benefits and eavironmental
copssquences of mere limited expansion options, such as those outlined shove, neither
M-DOT nor the public cap make an informed decision as to the necessity of the massive
expansion proposed in M-DOT’s preferred Build Alternative, See City of Carmel By-
The-Sea v. U.S. Dep't of Transportution, 123 F.3d 1142, 1150.51 (5th Cur. 1997 (EIS
must be adequately complels to foster informed decision-making and infermed public
patticipation}.  Morsover, unless M-DOT gives mearingful consideraton to truly
reasonzble altematives, we believe that it will have failed to give its propased alteznalive
the “hard look™ required by NEPA. See Hurhes River Waitershed Conservancy
Glickman, 8] F.3d 437, 443 (4th Cir, 1996). Therefore, M-DOT should revise the DEIS
to ensure that the final document includes fisll consideratior of at jeast some of the tuly
Tezsonable alternatives described above,
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B. M-DOT's Analvsis g Bepefits and Dissdvanta
LConsidered jx Unrealistic and Incomplete.

M-DOT has failed to conduct a realistic znd completc assessment of the
advantages and disadvantages of it proposed alternatives. By failing to consider some
costs of its preferred altemative and improperly discounting the benefits of rejected
altematives, M-DOT has again stacked the deck in favor of 7§ preferred Build
Alternative and failed to give its plans the “hard Jook™ required by NEPA.

For example, M-DOT acknowledges that the preferred Build Alternative will
draw 2 significant volume of iraffic omto the continuous service drjves. This is, in fact,
one of the reasons for including = continuous service drive, However, M-DOT does not
credibly assess the impacts of this additions]l traffic moving at-grade through the
surounding community, focusing omly on the potential positive effscts, such as
additional customers for area businesses, rather than the obvious negative ones. Although
M-DOT states that this additional traffic may create naise problems or draw roore traffic
onto Jocal streets, it fails to provide any quantified or detailed Information zhont these
acknowledged harms. ‘Withont a more complete analysis of these negative impacts, M-
BOT’s analysis fails to meet NEPA's “hard look™ standard. See Neighbors of Cuddy
Mountair v. U.S. Forest Servive, 137 F.3d 1372, 1379 {9th Cir. 1998); Hughes River
Watershed Conservancy, §1 F.3d at 444-45.

in addition, M-DOT has blztantly exageerated the benefts that wonld accrus to
tbe local community from its preferred Buiid Altemnative. For example, M-DOT relies
almost exclusively on the economic development that its preferred Build Aherpative may
bring to the affected arsa to counterbalance the recognized social and environmental
disriptions fo those commmunities. To roake its assessment credible, however, M-DOT
must balance ity speculations regarding the increased business that a continuews Service
drive would bring to small businesses along the proposed 1-94 expansion with an explicit
consideration of the probable mmber of busipesses that will be fataily disrupted by the
senstruction itselfl Because the cogstruction project js likely to be lengity and many
buginesses may have limited or no direst access from arca roads, some may not be able 10
survive tha resulting decline in sules 1o benefit from the increased acoess antisipated in
the DEIS. Tf M-DOT includes the potential Jong-term benefits to ares husinesses i its
DEIS, it must also consider the potential short-term destruction of area businesses duting
the distuption related to major construction.

The most insulting and ezregious example of this exaggeration of benefits is M-
DOT’s assertion Lhat construction of sidewalks along the continuous service drive would
increass recrcational jopging and walking opportumilies. If M-DOT insists on inchiding
expanded recreational cpportupities as 4 projeet benefit, it shoudd also caleulate the
probable health costs of engaging in vigorous exercise in areas with elevated carbon
menoxide, particulates and other air pollutants assecizted with motor vehicle cperatiorn.

M-DOT has also wmplicitly asserted that the reserved space it the ¢enter of the
expaoded project will be used for transit in the future and that this use will benefit the
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surounding  community.  However, M-DOT has provided no details abomt this
possibility, preventing any meaningful evaluation of the costs and benefits of such transit
lanes. If M-DOT plans to rcly on the bemefits of this nebulous proposa] in evalvating the
environmenta] impacts of its preferred Build Altemative, it must revise the DEIS fo

- include more specific details, inclnding who would be served by this rapid transit system,
whether the soreunding community would he able to uss it how these lapeg would he
accessed from the comumunity and more.

_ In addition to relying on nebulous benefits and minimmized harms, M-DOT has
failed to provide sufficient information to evaluate its analysis of some optons. For
exampls, in evaluating options that would rely on reducing fraffic volume to reduce
congestion, M-DOT simply asserts fhal neither mass transit nor higi-occupancy vehicles
could be expected to draw sufficient ridership to affect congeslion on I-04, However, M-
DOT cither provides no support for these assertions or reforences studies that are not
readily available to the public for review and comument. Without understanding the basis
for these assumptions, public sommenters cammot possibly assess the validity of M.
DOT’s assertions.

For example, M-DOT's evaluation of willinpness to use mass fragsit may he
based on current conditions rather than projected fravel volmmes for the pear future.
Certainly, many more peopls muy be induced to carpool of use mass transit if copgestion
increases signifcantly. Stated willingness to use such alternstive means of transportation
may also incredse as more commuters became familiar with these services and (ho
pumber of cormmpiers willing to wse light rall systems may be sigmficantly higher than
these willing to commute by bus. The presentation of these options in the DEIS provides
inadequate information for a full assessment, See City of Carmel-By-Tke-Sea, 123 Fad
at 1150-51 {noting that an BIS must be sufficiently detailed ta allow for informed public
participation). Mereover, M-DOT's curt unalysis of this option appears to be in conflict
with 2 yecent survey conducted by the Southeast Michigan Council of Govermments,
which fornd that 42% of southeast Michigan residents wonld be very lkely to use a
properly aligned mass transit system. (The full tesults of this survey are availabie on the
SEMCOG website, located at http:/mww.s EmCOZ. org/news/releases/surveyresults. himl.)

M-DOT should expand discussion of these gecsions to include some reference to
the assumptions underlying the swdies upon which it relies and, if it has not alroady done
50, should attach those studies as appendicss to the DEIS.

. M-POT'S TIILE VIENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE ANALYSIS IS
FUNDAMENTALLY FLAWED,

M-DXOT's preferred Build Altemative will create substaptial barm to the
predominantly low-income, minority community surrounding the proposed expansion
and wiil bring few benefits to this community. While the majority of the residents in the
project area do not own a car, rety on public ransportetion and, therefore, wifl not bensft
from the expanded accsss to 1-94, these people have to bear the burden of thie project.
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This is a classic case of environmental injustice apd M-DOT must reviss the DEIS to
enmire that the issuc is not siteply ignored or swept under the rug

A M-DOT Has Not_Demopstrated the Lack of Viable, Less Damaping
1ves 20rired i ¢ Environmenta] Injnstices Cansad

M-DOT acknowledges that this project will have a disproportionate imzpact on
commumities of color and that, mder Department of Transportation gnidelines, it showld
anly be carried out if there is a substantial need for the pioject, based on overall public
mterest, and any altematives that would have Jess adverse effects on the protected
population would have more severe social, economic or hurnan health impacts or would
be extraordiparily expensive, DEIS, § 3.14. DBven assumipg that M-DOT’s lmited
explaation of the need for this project is sufficient to meet the first part of this standard,
M-DOT is only able to show that its preferred Build Alternative meets this standard by
Limiting its apalysis to szaw man alternatives.

Rather than serjously considering other reasonahle alternatives, M-DOT limired
its apalysis to the No-Build and Enhanced No-Build Alternatives and a complefely
ladicrous proposal to entirely realign 1.94, Moreover, in its analysis, M-DOT considered
only eltcrnatives that would avoid the disproportionately high impacts and made go effort
to consider alternatives that might reduce that mpact, us required. This amalysis is
wholly inadequate and borders on bad faith, M-DOT must evalnate whether relymg on a
reduced expansion of 1-94 and/or an increased reliance on mass Tansit could mitigate the
harm to the sumounding commurity. The latter piece is especially significant for the
munority population that would be harmed by M-DOT's prefemed alternative. M-DOT
Tecogmizes that almost one-third of this population does not pave accsss to 4 car and,
thezrefore, would get po direct benefit from eased congestion on [-94. An alternative that
relied on increased availability of mass transit would not only reduce the negative
impacts of increased traffic volumes, but also provids a positive benefit in increased
mability for the affected commurities.

M-DOT must revise its Title Vl/environmental justice evalustion to copsider
reasoniabie and praciicable alizrnatives that coald, 1 fast, reduce hermps to the affected
cormraunity withonf creating more significant hamm o other communities ar raising
Project costs to an unreasonzbly high level, M-DOT's consideration of the totally
specious alternative of entirely realigning 1.94 should be removed fFom the DEIS,

B. M-DOT's _Environmental _Justice Analysis Fails to Consider the

Cumnulatrve Envirenrnental Burden on the Affected Commpnity,

M-DOT’s cursory environmental justice analysis completely fails to address the
total camulative burden on the affected community or the umque health issues facing this
community. M-DOT completely ignored air toxic emissions and localizad particulate
levels, both of which could have serious environmental justice implications. As
menticned below, 1 Section IV.D, M-DOT failed to give any serious thought to the
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cumulative air impacts of the proposed highway expansion in confumetion with existing
industrial wses, M-DOT also paid no atiention o health problems in the affaciad
comrnunity, such as higher then average rates of asthuma and other respiratory disezges or
the recognized health effects of waffe-related air pollution, such as increased cancers and
mors significant asthma problems. M-DOT ignores the fact that schools that abut the
bighway will be summarily denied noise mitigation under M-DOT s existing criteria and
that the predommantly minomty and low- incoms populations of these schools will
certainly be burdened with incressed traffic noise,

In short, even though M-DOT has ignored magy of the significant effects of jts
preferred Build Alternative on the environmental justice compmunities surroundiog the
proposed expansion, it still cammot Justify its decision 1o build under the DOT*s sem
regulations. We believe that the preferred Build Alvernative cannol be justified in lghs of
DOT's environmental justice regniations and guidelines.

IV. M-DOT DID NOT ADEQUATELY CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENTAL
AND SOCIAL IMPACTS OF FTS PREFERRED BUILD ALTERNATIVE,

A M-DOT Has Faled to Adequately Address the Air Quality Effects of its

Preferred Build Alternative.

In its consideration of the air quality impacts of this project, M-DOT has relied on
inappropriate air quality standards and air emissions dats, has failed to consider a whale
range of pollotants and has not addressed the unique health status of residents in the
affected cormmunities, MEIC, DYWE], the GLC apd Groundwork for 2 Just World believa
that M-DOT muat revise its analysis of air Impacts accordingly,

M-DOT based jts DEIS analysis of air quality impacts on the existing Nationzi
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), despite the fact that these standards will be
replaced long before the proposed expausion is complete, Several years age, the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) determined that the current ome-honr ozope
standard did not accurately reflect actual cxposure levels or adequately protect the public
health. As a result, the EPA developed a new e ght-hour ozone standard, which, afier a

. lengthy legal challenge, should soon be implemented Data collected by the Michipan
Deparimgent of Environmental Quality (MDED) shows that the Southeast Michigan
Metropolitan Statistical Area, which includes Wayne county, cannot meet ‘he new ozons
standard under current conditions, Iet alone afier the massjve highway expansion
propesed by M-DOT, M-DOT alsc failed to consider a soon-to-be-implementsd NAAQS

. for small paricnjate matier (PM-2.5). To evaluate the epvirommental impacts of the
preferred Build Altemative accuratsly and to ensure that this project will be allowed to
procead, M-DOT must consider probable air emissians iq Light of these new air quality
standards,

The zir monitoring analyses are also flawed because of M-DOT's inexplicable
decision to use air guality data from: a suburban monitor, This data was used to estimate
the backgronnd, or non-traffic related, air smissions in the project area and to caleulate
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total projected alr emissien levels for 2020. However, this suburban monitor does not
capture the emissions from otber industrial comributors to air poliution m the projeet ares
and, in fact, provide a background CO jevel spproximately 0.5 ppm less than would be
caleulated using monitors clossr to the project. As az resalt, M-DOT’s air guality
predictions underestimate total pollotion levsls in the project zrea.  M-DOT must redo
this apalysis, using a background moniter closer to the project area,

The DEIS simply ignorss zir toxics. Motor vehjcle traffic is responsible for
generating a significant amount of air toxies. Far exzmple, motor vehicles are
responsible for up to half of the smog-forming volatile organic compounds {VOCs) and
nitrogen oxides found in urban zir, along with more than 50% of the hazardous air
pollutants, and 90% of carbor monoxide found. Changes in gaseline formation have
made it even more likely that motor vehicle traffic will release VOC vapors into the sir,
Because these toxic air polhutants are clearly relsted to motor vehicle traffic, they shonld
be considered in the DEIS.

Finaily, we believe that M-DOT should more expliciily consider the health
impacts of the proposed Build Alternative. The affectzd cormnunity is slready
ovetburdened with toxics emitted from the many industrial, manufactiring, and
incinerators located nearby. Motor vehicles are an additional sovrce of sipruficant levels
of polhation. Studics have shown that children whae Live near heavily traveled roads and
highways are at greater risk of developing cancer, including leukemia. According o
Colorade ressarchers, children living near transportation corridors carrying 20,000 or
more vehicles per day are shoot six times more likely 1o coutract cancef, ncluding
leukemia. The increased trafe is also likely to affect asthma rates and the sefousness of
asthma atiacks i the area. The Journal of American Medicine Teports that, during the
Atlanta Olympics, moming peak fraffic decrzased by 23% and, at the same time,
Medicaid-related emergency room visits and hospitalizations decreased by 42%.

Icreesing tmffic in an area where there are bigh rates of asthima, cencer, and
respiratory disorderfiliness is an covirvmmental injustice, MEJC, DWEJ, the GLC and
Groundworx for & Just Waorld believe that the health of the community and jts childray, in
parficular, canmot be sacrificed through this project. M-DOT must consider fhe likehy
health impacts of its preferred Build Alternative and the increased traffe it will bring in
the final EIS.

B. M-DOT’s Proposed Mitieztfion for the Noise Fmnacts of its Preferred
Alterrative is Inadequate.

M-DOT acknowledges fiat ils preferred Build Alternative may increase noise
levels in the adjacent communilies. Although we believe that M-DOT s analysiz fails 1o
consider the kkely increase in fraffic and associated traffic noise as comrmeters ars
attracted to I-94 from other cross-town arteries, we are most copcerned with M-DOT s
asseszment of mafization measures.

First, M-DOT appears tw© provide no possibility for mitigation to protect
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businesses, schools, day care centers, libraries or other public buildings affected by the
proposed 1-84 expansion. M-DOT’s explanation of its mitigation policy refers only to
mitigation for residences. In addition, when considering mitigation within the nine
locations identified as potentially suffering remediable adverse impacts, M-DOT
cssemtially reated nwo schools located on property fonting the highway as the equivalant
of 2 single residence, We believe that this assessment is wholly unressomsble. In
considering mitigation for oise impacts, we believe that M-DOT should Buarantes that
noise impacts will be mitigated in any areas 1 which schools will be negatively effectad
or, at mimimum, should calculate the cost-benshi for installing moise bariers by
developing a residence equivilent for schools,

For example, using the 2.6 persons per residence figure given by M-DOT in
Section 5.1.2.1 of the DEIS, the 330,000 per residence baseline for determining the
feasibility and reasopableness of installing noise barders transtates to approximately
$11,300 par person. Bscause stmdents Spend approximatsly eight hours per day in schood,

while a typical working or school-ags person would spend up to 16 hours per day at his

or her home, this figure couid be reduced propertionately to generate a $5,750 per puypil
bassline for determining whether constructing a noise barrier is reasonable and feasible,
Under this analysis, a noise barrier would be reasonzble and feasible for the study area
west 0f I-75 belween Fuclid Street and Clay Street if the two schools located in that area
bad a combined errollment of at least 95 students.

We believe that any rezsopable assessment of the per-pupil value of poise barrers
will result in a decision to mitigate, but we prefer that M-DOT simply guarantes that it
will mitigate obtrusive noise levels in arezs where schonls font the expanded I1-94.
Given the widespread concem over educational achievement in Detroit-area schools, M-
DOT should not allow itself to contribure to the problem by refiusing to mitigate
distracting noise levels in areas adjacent to schogls.

Second, M-DOT should consider ather rmitigation measures to afleviate the noise
problems generated by the propused expansien. For example, M-DOT states that noise
mitigetion will be impossible for any section of I-94 where traffic volume on the
cantinuous service drive exceeds 2000 cars p=r bour. We believe that M-DOT shoold
consider mitigating noise impacts by reducing the size of the service drive to ensure that
it does not have the capacity to carry 2000 cars per botr. This mitgation meastre would
have the added benefit of reducitg the size of the expansion and, potentially, reducing the
amount of property and the number of residences and businessss that will need fo be
acquired.

C. M-DOT Barelv Tpuches on the Social Imnpacts of the Preferred Build
Altemative,

MEJC, DWE], the GLC md Groundwerk for a Just World believe that M-DOT
must include a far more desled zmalysis of the social impacts of this project. As
mentioned earlier, M-DOT’s social impact assessments tend to exaggerate the bensfits of
the proposed project, while dowoplaying or Lgooring social harmns. For example, 25 noted
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above, the construction phase of the project 1s likely to reduce or whoily block the
aceesmbility of some area businesses and will certainly cause some loss of business.
Business owners will never be ahle to gain the profits during the copstrrction pericd eod
Some may not be zble to withstand a lengthy comstruction pesiod.

- M-DOT has also fajled to adequate]y consider the social impacts of the proposed
service drives. Increased fraffic on the service drive will certainly create soms
anpayances for the surrounding somununity and may make it more dangerous for children
to c7085 the streef. This increase in traffic moving through the Commeunity may cause
increases in pedestrian and automobile accidents, In addition, the changes to the
pedestrian bridge configuration may further disrupt neighborhoods, making it more
difficult for community rmembers to access friends and resources on the othsr side of the
highseay, ‘

D, M-DOT*S Consideration _of Comniative and Secordary Effects ig

Inadequate and Violations its Oblieations ynder NEPA,

1. M-DOT's _evaluation of indirect or_secondary impacts i3
ipcomplete.

Under NEPA, 20 EIS must include consideration of the secondary or indirect
effzcts of its proposed alternatives. Indirect or secondury effects are defined as those
reasonably foreszeahle effects, which are caused by the sction, but ocour Jater in time or
are farther removed. 40 C.FR. § 1508.25(c). M-DOT’s analysis of sccondery effects is
wholly inadequate,

Although M-DOT acknowledges that its nreferred Rujid Altemative will change
raffic patierns on existing surface streets, It makes no attempt to assess the impacts of
these traffic changes. M-DOT does not even discuss whether traffic will be meved from
residentiz] streets to commercial comiders or vice versa. As noted earlier, a simple listing
of eavironmental impacts without any =tfort to quantify the probable impacts or provide
details about them fatls to coraply with NEPA's “hard look” standard, Neigtbors of
Cuddy Mountain, 137 F.3d &t 1379, At mirdmurn, M-DOT should expand its discussion
of secondary or indivect effects to assegs the impact of the changes in surface street traffc
patterns that it hes acknowledged.

In addition, M-DOT fails to consider other potential secondary impacts. Most
notably, M-DOT nowhere explicitly recosnizes that, if the dramatic expansion proposed
for I-24 improves safety, traffic flow and speed as asssried by M-DOT, it is likely to
draw additional fraffic to this stretch of T-94 Fom other cross-town arteries or induce new
drivers to use the highway. This would increace 2ir polhrtion, noise and traffic volnme on
the continwous sexvice drive, resulting in additona] adverss impacts on the surrounding
COMMIMARILY.

Numetous studies support tiHs notion. In 1993, the EPA found that several years
after 2 road’s space ir expanded by 10%, traffic increases by 7% 10 10%. In 1508, the

i1
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Surface Transportation Policy Froject found that wrbag areas that widened major roads
spent roughly $22 milkion more on construction, yat thelr traffic congestion afterwards
was nearly identical to that of areas that did not expand their rozd system. Unfversity of
Califcrnia/Berkeley researchers have documented similar pattems, finding that every
10% increase in road space generated a 9% yige jn traffic over four yoars. In addition, at
least one court has recognized the tendency for road improvemnsnt or expausion projeets
to draw sdditional traffic by atiracting development, inducipg people to mmake additional
trips and drawing traffic from other, more congested roads. Coalltion on Sensible
Transportation, Inc. v, Dole, 326 ¥24 60, 67-68 (D.C. Cir, 1987). MEIC, DWE), ths
GLC and Groundwork for a Just Warld believe that fujlure to coneider such effects
constitutes serious error and may entirely invalidate the DEIS. /4. at 68,

Continued commitment to expanding highway capacity i the Detrojt area, as
demonstrated by the proposed expansion and the decigion to rescrve capacity for adding
two more fraffic lanes in each direction, {5 alse ikely to have a negative impact on
development of mass fransit altergatives By making commuting in single-passenger
vehicles easier, M-DOT is effectively reducing incentives to develop or use 2 mass transit
system. Comsideration of this sscondary irnpact should imclude an evaluation of the
negative impact such disincentives for mass transit will have on the third of Detroit
residents without access to 2 car.

2 M:DOT’s evalarion of cumuylative impacts is incomplete.

As M-DOT recognirzes in the DEIS, comulzative impacts are those effects that
result from the incremental impacts of an action when added ta other past, present and
reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (federa! or non-federal)
0 person undertakes soch other actions. 40 CF.R. § 1508.25(c). Under this definition,
M-DOT's assessment of the cummulative impacts of the proposed 1-94 expansion shounld
consider ather existing of reasonzbly foreseeable activities that may result in similar, and
thereforc potentizlly cumulative, effects, M-DOT’s dacisien to Iimit i5 cumulative
impact zmalysis to other transportation projects is complstely inadequate, because it
ignores many other activities resulting in sionilar herms. See City of Carmel-By-The-Sex,
123 ¥.3d 2t 1161 {noting that an EIS for a road construction project that would encroach
en wetlands must comsider the effects of g nearhy housing development that might
encroach ou the same area). :

M-DOT’s cumulative impact analysis considess only the positive impacts of a
handful of additional wansportation, projects. Nowhere in this analysis does M-DOT
consider the additional impacts of similar cxpansions to adjacent sections of highway, as
discussion in Section T of these comments. Even if M-DOT was atting within the law g
defining the project iteelf to exclude the highway expansion envisioned throughout the
metro Detroit area, this planned expansion must be considersd in the cumulative impact
malysis. Similarly, M-DOT fails 10 consider other proposed hiphway expansions in the
ared, incloding work on 75 and 1-375 in downtown Detroit, M-DOT's analysis of the
likely cumulative effects is entirely one-sided, copsidering ouly the petentially positive
economic benefits of these projects and ignonng the potential for these project to draw

12
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eddiional traffie, increase air emiSSiOms, increase noise and  cause addifional
displecements of homes and businesses and dispuptions of compnunities. M-DOT must
revise ite DEIS to include 2 detailed considerativn of the negative cumulative impacts of
these projects, as well as their potential to inecreasc economic opportunities.

Given the large number of transportation projects being planned for this region,
we believe that M-DOT should consider developing a Programmatic Fnvironmental
Impact Staternent (PEIS). A PEIS shonld be prepared for “broad Federal actions” 40
CFR. § 15024, Such overarcking assessments have been performned for other large-
scale transportation pians and we believe that 2 PEIS may be the best wzy to develop a
complcte transportation plan that mests the meeds of the community without undue
impacts on the environment or on the Jargely minority and lower-incoms compmunites
that live next to Detroit’s highways. : '

By focusing its analysis only on a Timited number of transportation projects, M-
DOT is able to limit its analysis to potentially beneficial cumulative impacts. If M-DOT
were i0 consider other activities thar wnpact the air quality or noise Jevels in the
surounding  commumity, its cumolative impact analysis would not be so rosy. For
example, there ars fwe medical waste incinerators apd ane tunicipal waste incinerator in
the vicinity of the I-94 expansion, along with any number of factories and industrial
operations. Like the vehicles that wil] use 1-94, these facilities may also emir pariculates,
oZome, nitrogen oxides and carbon monoxide. These effocts may be particolarly
significant for the commumnity affectad by this project, becanse of the high rates of asthma
and other respiratory diseases in the arez. The DEIS does not adequately capture these
impacts, because M-DOT chosz to use background aic levels measured at a distant,
suburhan moniter that would be unlikely to capture the backeround pollution generated
by the industrial operations and incinerators near the proposed expapsion emitted. M-
DOT must include an explicit consideration of the enrmulative gir tmpacts of its preferred
Build Altemarive in combination with other polluting facilities and the existing health
status of the affected commumity in its final EIS. These seme facilities may also be
centributing o the noise level in the communily affecied by the 1-94 expansion and the
fimal cumulative impact analysis should recogmizo this fact.

Becanse cumulative impacts inchude Teasonably foreseeable actions, M-DOT
should aiso consider the air and noise impacts of those reasonably foreseeabie ¢xpansions
1 industrial operations that may be generated by an expansion in the carrying capacity of
1-94. In addition, by reserving space for two adsitonal lanes of traffic in each direction
ont {-94, M-DOT has recognized that further expansion of fhe driving lanes on I-94, zlong
with the resulting increase in air pollatant emissions and noise, is a reasonahly
foreseesble action. If the effects of additjonal eXpansion are not fully eveliated as a
secondary impact M-DOT should inclade them in its analysis of cumulative impacts. As
moted above, thiz amalysis shonld also consider the probable conscquences of the
contiming emphasis on increasing highway capacity rather than MIproving mass tramsit
Dplans. '

As in other seotions of the DEIS, M-DOT has emphasized the positive aspects of



its preferred Build Alternative and ignored or given short shof to the negative ones. For
example, M-DOT suggests that noise levels will decrease becausa of the placement of
noise barriers in the community. Yef, in earlier sections of the report, M-DOT admjtted
that it would not provide noise barriers for a significant number of areas impacted by the
project and that the traffic drawn onto the continuons serviee drives might present an
nmemediable notse issue for the adjscent comttunity.  M-DOT must revize is
cumulative impact analysis to make a more reasonzble assessment of both the pesitive
and negative impacts of the preferred Build Alternative.

V.  M-DOT HAS SHOWN A LACK OF CONCERN FOR THE PUBLIC IN TS
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS,

M-DOT's public comment procodures were not “wser-friendly” and resuited in
fustration for many would-be commenters. The DEIS was primarily disaibuted to
engineers, planners, constraction agencies, and the like. MDOT should make it a
priotity to distribate the DEIS 1o COTETINITY groups, grassTools orgamizations and
neighborhood associations, The DEIS should 2lso be readily available io any member of
the public willing to comment. When 2 member of DWET's staff called to request 4 copy
for another grassroots orgamization, she was old to get 2 copy at one of the listed sites,
but was only able to find the appendices at the site she visited {the Detroit Public
Library). 5taff at that site reported thar they had never received the body of the DEIS.
Even at the public comment hearings, M-DOT only provided copies of the summary.

In addition, the public comment meetings were not user friendly. Public hearings
can be intimidating to the general publie, This is particularly true when they have to
decipher technical doctments, such as the maps and project descriptions for the proposed
€Xpansior, 1o make meaningfnl comments, M-DOT’s decision to present informetion
only in written form, without adequate staff present to explan the maps and project
summaries, was wafair to people wha cannot read or don't have the training or experience
to understapd the presentations on their own. MEIC, DWEJ, the GLC and Gronndwork
for & Just World believe that an open forum thal included verbal presentations of the
project and ap oppertunity for discussion would bo mors effective.

The public should also have been more involved in the imitial evalnation of
transportation peeds in the area and initial project development. Public participation at
the end of a Jong and complicatsd planning process is simply inadeguate.

CONCLUSION
Significant changes must be made in the DEIS befors it meets the hasic legal
requiretncots of NEPA, As eurrently deafied, the DEIS is may be impropatly segmentad,
fails to consider reasonable alternatives, provides an incomplete assessment of project
-Impacts, including its environmental justice impacts, and is mmyproperly biased toward M-
DOT’s preferred Build Alternative. 1 the nesded changes are made, we helieve that M-
DOT wili bave to recognize that the envirommmental and social costs of the preferred Ruild
Alternetive significant]y sutweigh its benefits.
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We urge M-DOT to give sericus consideration to other ressonzble altermatives
that limit or eliminate the expapsion and focus more heavily on mass fransit options to
reduce congestion on 1-94. Under TEA-21, Michigan has received a bugs increase m
tansit funding, which could be vsed to support an alternative that focuses on providing
the public fransportation. desperatcly needed by Detroit, Transportztion agenciss in this
area, ncluding M-DOT, are not listening to the needs of the communities that they are
meant to represent. The selution to affic congestion on, 1-94 dosg not have to come at
the expense of the low-income communities and communities of color surronmding this
highway. :

Sincerely,

Michigan Environmental Justice Coalition

ers Working for Environmental Justice Groundwork For 2 Just World

" cirden Ko

nete Wilking, Lucinda Keils
Executive Direcior Environmenta] Justice Spokesperson
8409 E. jcfersen 11224 Kercheval
Detroit, MI 48214 Detrort, M] 48214

NLG/Maunrice and Fane Supar Law Center
for Economic and Social Justice

L. Lowty

Envirenmental Justice Staff Attorney
645 Grswold Avepue

Suite 1800

Detrait, MT 48228
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Jose A. Lopcz, Public Hearing Gfhcer
Bureau of Transportation Plarming
Michigan Departraent of Traneportation
P.{). Box 30050

L.ansing, Michigen 48509 . DELTVERED VIA EMATL & FAX
RE:1-94 Rchabilitation Project (DEIS) Draft Envivonmental lmpact Statement

Aitached are my comments for the City of Detroit, Planning and Developmsnt Department, regarding
the relerenced subject. T have also wcleded a map of development prajects along the 1-94 corrider.

Sincersly

Donald-Ray Smith
Principal {ity Planner

drs/DRS

cc: 3. Green (DPW)
A. Nwankwo {Parsons Brinckerboff)

Drenpas W, ArrHER, Mavuk
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May 10, 2061

Dopald-Ray Smith
- Principal City Plarmer

City of Detroit

Plamnirg and Development Dcparh‘nmt {P&DD)
Plapiipgs Division

1-94 Rehabilitation Project DEIS (Draft Environmental fmpact Statement)

Comm neceming the B mafiv

It is vital to the City of Delroft that 1-94 continues to provide a safe and effective means of
trensportation io the commumity, the City of Detroit and the reglon well into the 21-cenmry, 1t is clear
that {he Interagency Coordination Committee {the “ICC™) Lias contitned to challenge MDOT s
eonsuitants to develop alternatives that do not iropact the communifies adjacent to T-94,, but still meets
the growing demand the region has on the interstate system,

Review ofthe aliernatives suggests that the Boild Alternative will give the City of Detroit and the region
tecreased flemibility to meeit the trensportation challenges itwill face in the coming decades. The Build
Alternative hag several long-range benefits incloded in the proposed design. They are as follows:
Improvements to the I-84/M-10 and T-94/1-75 interchanges,

Inclusiom of right-of-way for a transit option, still to be determined,

Removal of all the lefi-hand exit ramps,

Addittemal lanes for increased capacity,

Separation of local and through waffic, and

increased acccasibiiity and assthetics

" 4 & 4 = ¥

However, the report identifies several tmpacts the propesed Build Aliernative would have on the
coremunity and the City of Detroit. These impacts can be mitigated as the project moves forward in the
fina] design phase of the project. Discussion and development of acesptable mitigation measures and
alternatives that are compatible with the Build Altemative should be continued with the public, the City
of Detrott (and its departments) and the ICC. [dentified below are impacts caused by the proposed
Build Alternative and compatible altermnatives, roquirmg further discussion:

1. Transpartation Systems Management — The inclusion of Trapsportation Systems Management
{TSM) cam exponentially increase the ussfulness, safety and longevity of the Reconmended Altemative.
Instailation of tne hardweare for TSM, specifically, InteHigent Transporiation Systems (TTS), should be
commpleted during the construction of the alternative,

2. Transit Options— The Build Alicmative includes a transit optian, which is a greatbensfit to thetesion
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Comments concerning the Build Alterpative (continued) Pags 2 af 5

and commumity. Light Rall, Bus Rapid Transitand other options cen be incladed in the design in the
future. Fiwould bebeneficial to identify and understand any lirnitations the construction of the right-of-
way for the wansit option has on the operation, fimding or ownership of a future transit system.

3. Maiuline Design 8peed — The design, posted and desired speod of commuters can be difficult to
forecast and control, The design olTnterstats 696 and current speed limit enforcement isstes are an
example ofthisissue. Speed also effects the desired speed of commuters on adjacent servics drives,
noisc levels adjacent (o the interstate and the severity of accidents. The design speed of the
Recommmended Altemative should be evaluated {reduced) to it the disadvantages associaled with
over-designing the alternative. '

4. Continuous Servies Drive — Therc are soveral concems with the eontinnous service drive (the
“CEDT). One of he concerns focnses on the impact the CSD wonld have on the adjacent residential
coromunities, The width aud Hmited acezss ofthe proposed CSIY might promats higher cormmnter
spesds. Resulting m the inerease of noise levels and decreasing pedestrian safety. Reducing the lane
width and providing signalized crosswalks could be investigated to roduce commuter speed,

Toe width of the multi-nse lane could also bereduced temporally, to sizdy the effects of a narrower

pavernentwidth, Add:tional margin width between the curb and sidewalk canld be added 1o enhance
the pedestrizn area

Traffic access into the adjacent residential neishborhoods from the CSD conld be reduced, as
suggested, by cul-de-sacs and landscaped areas/walls. Maintenance, snow removal, refuse recuoval
and law enforcement of these areas will require additional input froyn MDOT, Detroit Police
Department and the City of Detroit, Departiment of Public Works {DPW).

3. Noise Barriers — Noisc ghatement measures should be provided for residents that live, work or
ariend schools in areas along the freeway cormider where noise barriers are not being proposed.
As currently proposed noise abatement will not be provided m neighborhoods where a $30,000
cosl criteria for being reasonable and fasible is excesdsd. The use ofnoise barriers should not be
disregarded unti] zssessments and gtudies can be made after the alternative is constructed.

¢. Drainage apd Water Qeality — The Recommendsd Alternative should inclnde storm water
Tetention and treatment designs, during constiuction and fn the final design, The design period of
the project and the current condition of Detroil’s sewerage syslem can oot be assumed 1o remain

“ag is” for the design-life of this project. Water quality and storm water issues for the Detroft ars a
regional concern.

7. Displacement of Woedbridge Historic District, United Svund Systems Recording Studies -
The impact the Build Alternative has on the Woodbridge Historic District and the United Sound
Sysiems Recording Studio should be reviewed with sontinued community intercst 2 priority.
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8. Pedestrizn Bridges apd Pedestrian Safety — Pedestrian safsty and pedesirian access across the
Build Alternative is very important to the commmunity and ¢an have economic effects to local
businesses. Pedesirian walkways, crosswalks and bike lanes should be included into the alternative
wherever possible. Assthetics should be incinded jnto the design of the pedestrian bridges. not only
for the imterstate motorist but for the pedestrians. Pedestrian mobility will sericusly be restricted
through the climination of cument pedestrian bridges, end the ipchusion of the cul-de-sac design.

9. Traffic Impacts, DPW Facility — Any concern DPW has regarding the impact that the altzmative
would bave on the eperation of its facility should be documented, and addressed as part of the
mitigation measures.

10. Air Quality Manitoring — Diata should be applied from monitoring stations along or near the
project aree. Monitoring data nsed in the DEIS was taken from a Livonia monitoring station. It
seexas reasopable that air quatity wotld be impacted in the project arca by increased traffic and

congestion.
Potental improvements concernine the gurrgnt DEIS

1. Explore the feasibility of scaling back the preferred “Build Alternative™. There would be less
displacernent and construction hnpacts; creating finding that could be used for polential mass
tramsit. Thiis balanced approach is supperted by the 1990 (City of Detroit) Master Plan of Policies.
Policy 203-42, pp. II-77 notes: “Considering the wransit system as a public utility much like
electricity, gas and water . , . and . , . 2% an adjunct 1o the traffic system. Utilizing earmarked
trafficway funds om the basis of transit freeing wafficway space ang better management of the
trafficway system.” This colncides with the eoncept of flexible (flex) funding, which is particuiarly
relevant For highway projects such as the 1-94 rehabilitation project and its inpact on futvre mass:
sransit indtatives, It is also consistans with recept transporsation funding legisiation {iez The
Intermodal Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA, 1591) and The Transportation Equity Acl for
{he 21® Century (TEA 21, 1998). '

7 1tis recommended that the future cepler multi-modal lanes be moved 1o the outside (curb) lane of
the service drives. Such a coafiguration wonld be pedestrian fijendly, and is more accommodating
for potential mass tyansit stations and tranefers. Use of this approach may require the ehmination of
at least one driving lane on bath the cast and west service drives. A benefit is that only two lanes of
through, traffic, with accompanying side walks, would discourage potential speeding. The Teserved
mufli-modal space should be sufficicntly Jandscaped and buffersd fom the surrounding land usss.
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3. 'The Pianning Division “Urban Design Unit” requires sdditional plans indicating the extentolthe =
R.OW. (Right-of Way) on adjacent land parcels to be absorbed by the project, so they can study
{he physical hipact realistically.

A portion of toe 1-54 project crosses through the lower and middle Woodward arzas which is the

Tocation of Detroit's prinecipal cultura) and instittional establishments, {as well 25) an iroportant

business and residentiz] corridor. This ares would benefit from an whan design that exhances the
- immediate and surroanding exviromment, )

4, Recormmmend a special (94 freeway R.O.W. freatment between the Lodge and I-75 freeway’s to
hightight #s passage through the University-Caltural Center, the Art and Medioal Certters 2t the
lower Woodward ares, and also to highlight its passage through the Harper-Brush residential area
and the New Center Business seetions in the middle Woodward area.

Drevelopment Projccts within the project arsa

The following current and proposed development projects He within 2 half (v4) mile buffer, along the I-
34 Rehabilitation Project cormdon

»  West Poinle Homes {I-94 to the south, Epworth to the .wesg Tireman to the porth and Beschwood
to the east) - scatiered site of residential homes {approx. 60 1mits)

» Thyssen Steel - expansion of cxisting stes} factory on land currently used for the Atkinson playficld.
P&DD is working with DEGC to acquire additional property for the playfield replacemvent project,

» Core City Neighborhoods - in-fil] residential development project within the boundaries 1dentified
on attached map. Trnmediately south of shaded ares is the Jeffries Hops VI project which consists
of mixed-income residential development on the existing project site and scaitered in-fll in the areas
bounded by Warren, Jeffties Freeway, Fisher Fresway and Lodge Freeway.

»  Habitat for Humenity (Core City) - residential development {or low to modorate income

housebolds. Project area is bounded by Michigan Ave,, W. Grand Bhvd,, M.L. Fing Blvd., and
the Jeffries Fwy.

+  Virginia Park Development Plan - Redevelopment Plan just north of (he 1-94 project area. Plan is
being modified and 1and should be availzble for dispositien o the Falf, 2001, Propossd project
sonsists of residentiat developrments {scaltered site and contiguaus projects, where appropriate)
throughout designated development plan avea

»  North Village aka Now Amsterdam Project (Woodward Ave. and Burmoughs) - consists ol ths
rehzbilitation of five buildings into residential, rotail/commercial and parking along with the
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Development Projects within the project sres (continued} "PageSof3

comstruction ef naw loft residential and cormercial space. In total, the project will produce
approximately 60,000 sq. [t ol retatl/commercial space, 237 umits of rehabilitated housing, 153
newly coustrucied houwsing units and 361 parking spaces,

v  New Amsterdam/Gateway/Smarl Zone (Tech Park)- The sponsors of the smart »one™ research
and technology park in the vichity of Wayne State University (WSU) and Detroit’s New Center
District. In the first phase, the former Chevy Creative Services Building would be renovated into
Tech Park Ons, comprised of 34,000 square fest of ressarch 2nd technology incubator space,
11,000 square feet of businesses assistance agencies and 73,000 sguare feet of multi-tenant epace.
The WSU/Clity of Detrolt Smart Zone Project is a grest opportunity to devalop a certified
technology park within the City of Detroit znd have it affiliated with one of Michigan's premisr
research institntions. Project is bounded by Warren Ave. to the north and Forest Ave. to the south.

» Picty Hill (bounded by Pingree, Woodward, Russel and (rand Trunk railroad right-of-wray) - in-fill
residential housing project targeied toward low and moderats income households.

v Ajncantown Development - proposed retail/commercial development. Area specific sites have not
been identilied, to date. Praject area is E, Grand Blwd and Hastings,

» Bing/Van Residential Development (see attached map) - scatteyed site n-fill residential project.

» Forest Park {Mystery Tenant} - developer cannof disclose tenant until site plan review process is

imiiated. Tensmt is a high tech light manufacturingAwarehouse facility on the Forest Park site
currently beang leased Lo Greekiown Cagino for parking.

v 1-94 Industrial Park Projoct - - a total of 2.2 million square feet of warchouse/industdal bufldings.
The industrial park wall comply with the Michigan Economic Development Corporations standards
for a Modem Industrial Park certification (meantng lapdscaping, modem amenities, and special land

use restrictions). Project is bounded by Grivmedl and Huber to the north; Mount Elliott to the wost;
Miller o the south; and St. Cyzil to the sast,

»  (enesis Villas (see attached map) — three phase townhouse development project. Over 120 unijts
of new construction low to moder=te in-fill housing development.

Lastly, the I-94 Rehahililalion Project is a significant transportation projest with Impacts {o both 1ae
community and region. These impacts should contimue to be mitigated through continued engineering
design and community inpat.
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Railway Systems Engineering Corporation
' PO Box 351
St Clair Shores, M 48080-0351
telephone: 313/884-3777
e-mail: BergmannDR@cs.com
Friday, 1T May 2001

Vid USMAH AND Y14 FACSIMILE (Total number of pages, incheding this page: TEN

Jose A. Lopez, Public Hearings Officer

Bureau of Transportation Planning

MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PO Box 30050 '

Eanging, MY 48909

517/373-8534 {voice)

517/373.9255 {fax}

re:  Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) "[-94 Rehabilitation Project Draft
Environmental Tmpact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation” [hereinafier referred to as
"subject DEIS")

Dear Mr. Lopez:

This fetter contains comments on the subject DEIS and is submitied to you for inclusion within
the record of public comments regarding the subject DEIS. The comments have been prepared at
the request of two citizen groups: Michigan Association of Railroad Passengers, Inc. and
Transportation Riders United, Inc. The comments contained herein supplement the comments

that those two organizations have already delivered to you andior will be delivering to you before
the comment deadiine, which T understand is 11:59 pm today.

The comments are as follows:
(0}___Introduction

The proposed project reviewed by the subject DEIS is astimated by MDOT to involve an
estimated investment of $1.244 BELLION [p. 4-38].

MDOT states [p. 4-38] that this $!.244 BILLION project consists of the following
elements: _

Constiuction _ 8950 million
Right-of\Way 356 million
Edesign and Construction Enginesring  $238 million

MDOT further states that of the $950 million portion of the project accounted for by

"Construction”, 20 percent is "...for traffic comtrol™ [p. 4-38], 1t appears that virtually all of that
20 percent, i.e.. $190 million, is for control of traffic during the construction process.

The project limits are the Jeffries 1-96 Freeway on the west and Conner Avenue on the

cast [p. 1-3]. The total length of the I-04 segment involved in the project is reported by MDOT
to be 6.7 miles [p. 1-1]

This project appears to be largest dollar value project ever considered by MDOT.
Although it appears that MDOT did not discioss in the subject DEIS the time periad required by
the project’s construction phase. Judging from the $190 million amount allocated to “traffic

Page 1 of 10 (inchuding two pages of enclosures)
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control® it appears that the construction phese impacts on the public whick uses the segment
addressed by the subject DEIS will extend over two to ten vears and will be rather significant.

(1) ___Scope of the DEIS

The subject DEIS pertains to only a part of MDOTSs plans for expanding 1-94 in
metropolitan Detroit.

The Federal Highway Administration [FHWA] and MDOT have for rmore than ten (10}
years been discussing and plamning the reconstruction of 1-94 across the entire City of Detrout.
An MDOT-authored document which is dated 1990 and which is the subject DEIS's reference fist
{as the third listing from the bottom of prage 11-17, clearly reveals MDOT's intent to widen J-94
across the City of Detroit and through several outlying suburbs. An article appearing on pages 1€

and 2C of the Detroit News for Sunday, February 24, 1991 states that MDOT's plans at that time
called for the

“six-lane Ford freeway fi.e., [-94] 1o be widened to eight lanes, which will
require demalishing all existing bridges from 13 Mile Rocd in Macomb
Conerity to Michiger Avenue at the Dearborn-Detroit city boundary.™

Further, MDOT's "5 Year Road & Rridge Program: Vol TH - 2001 to 2005 released in
January 2001 by MDOT's Direcior, states the following on page 81 regarding the context of the
project identified in the subject DEIS:

"I-34, I-96 to Connor Avenue, This project is the first phase of a larger

project to rehabilitate two projects; I-94 between Wyoming Avenve in the

city of Detroit and I1-696 in Macomb County. 1-94 in Detroit was

identified in an MDOT plavming study emsitled "The Greater Detroit Area

Freeway Study as the freeway in greatest need of improvement. The

vbjective is to address the deterioration of the fucility due to age and

eutinoded design.  The Draft Envirormerial Impact Statement (EIS) is

bing finalized emd is expected to be completed in early 2001. A Final EIS

shouid be completed laver jn 2001, Buwilding Michigan 1l comtains

additional funding for design.”

An MDOT Transportation Map recetved from MDOT during February 2001 indicates that

the [-94 interchanges identified above are encountered in the following sequence when traveting
from west to east and are at the following 1-94 mileposts:

Michigan Averue 210
Wyoming Avenue 216
Jeffries Freeway (1-56) 213
Conner Avenue 220
Reuther Freeway (I-696) 229
Thirteen Mile Road 232

Ir summary, the [-696/Conner segment of [-94 is wholly within the larger 1.94 segments
described In the 199G MDXOT report identified above, again in the 1991 Detroit News article
referred to above, and most recently in the 2001 MDOT report identified above,

Fage 2 of 10 (including two pages of enciosures)



If MDOT's plans are defimited as indicated in MDOT's 2001 report quoted above, the
total Jength of the [-94 widening project will be approximately 19 miles, not the 6.7 miles reported
by MDOT in the subject DELS,

FHWA regulations clearly requive complignce with CEQ reguiations, which state at 40
CFR 1502.16 that a DEIS shall enumerate the "indirect effects and their significance”. The CEQ
regulations at 40 CFR 1508 8 further refer to indirect effects as effects which are caused by the
action and are later in time or farther removed in distance, but are stili reasonably foreseeable.”

CEQ regulations at 40 CFR 150825 also require that beth "cumulative actions” and
"cumuylative impacts” be included within the scope of 2 DEIS. '

Clearty, the extension of the exparsion of I-94 beyond the physical limits described in the
subject DEIS is reasonably foreseeable. Although Secton 5.15.2 (8 lines long) on page 5-94 of
the DEIS dirauitously and vaguely acknowledges that the proposed 1-54 expansion will ultimately
ge beyond the [imits described in the subject DEIS, the DEIS is deficient in not addressing the
indirect and cumulative impacts associated with the totality of the expansion project rather than
just the part identified in the subject DEIS. :

2 Al ives includi Lacti

- The DEIS also is deficient inasmuch 25 it reviews only a lirnited number of alternatives to
the proposed action and in that it does not review a host of reasonable alternatives. FHWA views
the term “reasonable alternatives” rather broadly in its advice to state departments of
transportation engaged in preparing environmental impact statements. ..

The following range of alteratives shouid be considered when
determining  reasonable  alternatives: {H ‘No-action’
alternative...(2)  Transportation System Momagement (TSM)
alternative...(3) Mass Transit... [Astechment pages 14 and 15
from FHWA Technical Advisory T 6640.8A dated 30 October
1987]

Consistent with FHWA's advice, it appears that there are a number of mutually exclusive
alternatives that could have been reviewed in the DEIS but were not. These include, in no
particular order, the following:

{1}  Widening of 1-94 by one lane in each direction only between the following two
interchanges, without new service drives and without major interchange

modifications:
Interchange Name Milepost
JefEies Freeway (1-96) 213

Chrysler Freewny {I-75) 216

{Z)  Widening of I-94 by one lane in each direction only between the foliowing two
mierchanges, again without new service drives and without major interchange
modifications:

Lodge Freeway (M-10) 215
Chrysler Fresvway (1-75} 216

{3)  Exclusion of the "Multi-Modal” lznes in the cemter of the proposed expansion and
use of the investment aveided in those lanes to establish improved public
transportation in an alignment that is parallel to and within 2 mile or two of 1-94,

Page 3 of 10 (including two pages of enclosures)



(4)

(%)

(6)

{7}

&

with the included public transportation improvements to include but not be Firited
to part or all of the Mount Clemens-Detroit-Ann Arbor commuter rail senvice
identified in an MDOT-sponsored study published during 1997.

Conversion to & boulevard of Warren Avenue [which is roughly paralle! to and
approximately a half mile from the 1.%4 right-of-way along most of the I-94 route
between Wyoming Avenue and Moross Road] where 1t is not already a boulevard,
using the construction cost savings 1o rehabilitate-in-place or to replace and
relocate to the many vacant lots in-the vicitity of Warren Avenue the residences
and businesses that would be impacted by the conversion of Warren Avenue o &
boulevard throughout its length.

Improvement of public transportation in Warren Avenne, which at least during the

early 1950's was ong of the primary and more popular electric bus routes in the
City of Detroit

Improvement of the traffic controls on the existing surface streets in the wmmty of
and generally parallel to the 1-94 aligmment for the purpose of improving traffic
flow and enticing some 1-94 traffic flow to use alternative routes

Expansion and change in function of MDOT's "Freewey Courtesy Patrol". This
service appears to have been originally established saveral years ago only to assist

stranded motorists, not to mitigate collision- or breakdown-induced congestion. It
appears that MDOT is only beginning to...

* consider the service'’s recrganization so it becomes a congestion-mitigation
service

s equip Freeway Courtesy Patrol vehicles with radios so the drivers of these
vehicles can be dispatched by MDOT's traffic control center [also known as
MDOT's Michigan Intelligent Trasportation Systems (MITS) headquarters)
to locations where they are needed to assist disabled vehicles

« consider the snbstitution of tow trucks for some or all of the courtesy vans

Traffic Technology International published on pages 38 and 39 of its April/May
2000 issue an arficle about the Los Angeles areg’s Freeway Service Patrol [FSP],

© which is managed by the California Highway Patro! and the California Department

of Transportation's (CalTrens") Transportation Management Centar.  According to
the article, the FSP is budgeted at $26 million pe year and imvolves the deployment
of 150 contracted tow trucks which are operated during peak traffic hours over
411 miles of the most congestion-prone freeways in Los Angeles County.

An FSP operation should be considered as & Transportation System Management
(TSM) alternative to MDOT's propoesed I-54 expansion.
MDOT asserts in the subject DEIS that

"Finally the costs of the No-Build alternative do nor recognize the
apportunity costs associgted with not increasing the capacity of
194 to meet the needs of growing regional and mternational
trade..." {p. £-38)]

The subject DEIS continves by referring to the importance of Michigan's exports
to Cangda. Given that MDOT justifies in part the proposed [-94 expansion by

Page 4 of 10 (incinding two pages of enclosures)
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referring to the need fo accomodate international trade with Canada, it would have
been appropriate for MDOT to consider in the subject DETS the TSM alternative
of expediting customs clearance procedures on both sides of the City of Detroit's
highway crossings to Canada. It eppears that the reduction in truck transit time
across the highway segment dealt with in the subject DEIS wilf not be more than 5
or 10 minutes for those trucks using I-94 during the morning or afiernoon peak
travel hours. That reduction is meeningless if the driver of the vehicle mrust wait 2
half hour or lotiger to clear customs at and pass through one of the nearby
international crossings. A strong plea for infernational Crossing customs clearance
improvements was made by Michael Kergin, Ambassador of Canada to the United
States during his address on 30 April 2001 to the Economic Club of Detroit.

The TSM alternztive of expedited customs clearance might decreass international
truck movements' travel time much more significently than implementation of
MDOT's selected alternstive. '

Given MDOT's assertion that freight traffic movements are a Major concem
justifying the proposed 1.94 expansion [pp. 4-3%8 and 4-391, it would have been
appropriate for MDOT to have considersd as an alternative to s selected
alternative the expansion of existing rail-highway intermodat freight terminsis and
the development of new rail-highway intermodal freight terminals 25 an alternative
to contmued highway expansion. MDOT has been working on developing
intermodal freight improvements in Detroit for sbout ten years. There are a
variety of locations available for such terminals so as to remove some truck traffic
from I-94. MDOT's approsch in the subject DEIS ignores entirely its existing and
future work on improving rail-highway intermodal facikities.

Given MDOT's statemenmt regarding the importance of accomodating truck
movements as  justification for the proposed 1-94 expansion [pp 4-38 and 4-39],
MDOT ziso should consider as an alternative to the 1-94 expansion proposal its
participation in constructing or expanding an intermodal freight railroad service in
the 1-94 corrider. Two railroad companies, CP Rail/Expressway znd Norfolk
Southern/Triple Crown Services, already have made mejor investments in such
services in the Detroft area. For information on these services see the following

internet web sites [Www.cpr.ca/expressway; www.triplecrownsve.com.

Fuel consumption associated with the transport in & railrosd train of the
RoadRailer trailers employed by the Nerfolk Southern/Triple Crown Services is
reparted to be seventy five percent {75%) less than when the traiter is hauled over
a highway. Significant fue! consumption savings also are achieved by the CP Rail's
"Expressway" service.

- Other rafiroads may have significant intermodal service terminals in the Detroit

(11)

ares, but those are not as technologicelly and envirommentally advanced s the
Notfolk Southern and CP Rai] services referred ta above.

Governrnent support for an intermodal freight service extending from Montrea) to
Toranto to Detroit to Chicago and then Mexico was hypothesized in a report
dated February 21, 2001 that is entitied "Noth American Trade and Transportation
Comidors: Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Strategies”, that was prepared
onr 21 February 2001 for the North American Commission for Envirommental

Page 5 of 10 {including two pages of enclosures)
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Cooperation [CEC] and that is available on the CEC: web site,
hitp://www.cec.ofE.  Section 4.3 of that report, entitled “Toronto-Detroit
Corridor”, is of particular interest. Again, given MDOT's statements in the DEIS
that 1-94 expansion is required for truck traffic because of expanded commerce,
especially with Canada, MDOT should review the CEC-identified option &5 an
alternative in as much detsil as MDOT's preferred alternative.

(12} A variety of aitematives should be considered for traffic management during the
comstruction phase of the proposed project. As it stands, MDOT appears to be
proposing the construction of service drives whose width is dictated partly or
totatly by the traffic volumes that MDOT plans {0 detour onto those service drives
while the main part of the freeway is reconstructed [pp 1-15, 1-15, 2-16]. As
noted above, it appears that MDOT anticipates an expenditure of $190 milfion for
traffic conirel during construction. The DEIS does not evaluate alternatives for
construction phase traffic management. Alternative, including but not limited to a
commuter reil service on parslle] railroad facifities, should be considered for the
purpose of mitigating congestion during the construction phase.

(3)__ Fmvi | and other i
The DEIS does not review at all or does not adequately review a number of essential facts and
cavironmental impacts. These facts and impacts include the following:

O AUCETOO O e nroODOsey] 4

! OIS =l appears 2 discussed a
gl in the DE]S MDOT justifies the proposed action in part by asserting that it will reduce
congestion on the existing facility and thar the reduced congestion will reduce energy
consumption and pollutant emissions into the atmosphers.

_ However, as noted above, the project will be underway for many years, at least two and
possibly ten years, Further, it must be recognized that trave! times will increase for the users of
I-94 during the entirety of the constructoin period.

Whereas it appears the bemefits of the expanded I-94 facility generally will accrue only to
the peak-hour traffic, which may constitute only 30% of the total daily traffic, the adverse impacts
of the multi-year construction process will no doubt impact & mch higher petrcentage of the 1-94
traffic, possibly 100%. We don't know from the DEIS how much of the [-94 traffic will be
impacted.

If the construction process continues for ten years and affects 100% of the traffic, and if
the planning herizon is 25 or 30 years or 40 years {inchiding the construction peried which could
be as long as 10 years), it is quite possible that in the agpregate the benefits from the selected
alternative for the peak hour travelers after constructoin is coraplete will net exceed the
disbenefits imposad on ali the travelers during the construction period.

i ¥ -k + 10
e changs - expanded highway. [t is possible that in the
aggregate these will exceed reductions from current Jevels, if any, that accrue after
construction is completed,

part of MDOT's proposed project. MDOT or another organization, possibly & railroad, recently

repainted this structure. In addition, the "Downtewn Detroit to Metro Airport Rail Study™,
Page 6 of 10 (including two pages of enclosures)
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completed this vear for the Southeast Micigan Council of Governments (SEMCOG), anticipated
the use of that railroad bridge for access to the east side of the Detroit Central Business District,
The DEIS should be amended to address that issue and to sither rescind the remavel of the bridee
or establish mitigation measures to counteract the deleterious impacts of the bridge's removal on
the prospective public rransportation service to the airport

556

Fhe econpmic tmpact on the 2o ) :
One of the economic impacts on the City of Detroit is establish by Michigan law, which at MCL
247.631c requires that the City of Detroit pay & part of the project costs. MDOT khas not

disclosed in the DEIS the amount of that share as a percentage of the total cost for each of the
altemnatives. :

B F dl1S " he infe i".fl.i ; e L1YE E
On page 1-3 of the DEIS states that "the vertica! clearances at many of the overpass siructuras
are less than the current MDOT minimum standard of 14.5 feet However, T believe that the
so-called "standard” is not a statutory standard, but rathern an internal MDOT policy consistent
with American Association of State Highwsy and Transportation  Officials  policy
recommendations. MDOT should disclose that fact and the fact that the Michigan Vehicle Code
Tequires trucks operating on the Michigan highways to be not more than 13.5 feet high unless
granted a special MDOT permit to have & greater overall height, . Further MDOT shouid reveal
that MDOT does not have authority to charge special tolls to permitess of aver-haight vehicles
and that the added construction cost of accomadating such vehicles is passed on to highway users
in general, '

Further, if MDOT believes that the need to achieve increased bridge clearances is a critical
factor in the justification for procesding with the selected alternatives, then the DEIS is deficient
M not evaluating other alternatives to achieve increased bridge clearances, including but net

limited to depression of the roadway surface at locations where bridges cross over .94 and the
change of the pavement design under bridges to attain a lesser pavement thickness.

"Not maintaining 1-94 as o viable trade route, will itself generate
suhstantiol costs in terms of foregone economic opportimisy™ [p. 4-391

Given that MDOT has raised the hypothesis, it is obliged to thoroughly revisw it |
understand that MDOT since 1995 has sponsored or participated in two truck surveys at the two
international highway crossings in Detroit and that these surveys have vielded some information
on the originations and destinations of the trucks using those crossings. The extent to which that
traflic uses the 1-94 segment between [-96 and Conner should be disclosed.

United States-Canade Bridge and Tunnel Operators Associabon truck traffic information
for the highway crossings between southeastern Michigan and Canada is summarized for the
calendar years 1995 through 2000 on an anchment to this letter, That summary shows the
following:

» truck traffic using the Detroit-Windsor Tunnel is declining precipitously and during
CY2000 was 182,392 [about 250 trucks per direction per day]

Page 7 of 10 (ncluding two pages of enclosurag)



* truck traffic using the Ambassador Bridge is increasing, but simce CY 1999 at a much
slower rate, and during CY2000 was 3,486,110 [2bout 4,800 trucks per direction per
day]

As far as the Ambassador Bridge s concerned, it appears from a CUrsory review that
probably ondy 20 percent of the Ambassadaer Bridge truck traffic also traveis on the segment of
1-54 located east of 1-96. That gives us 960 trucks each day on each direction of the 194
segment proposed for reconstruction. If 308 of these trucks travel during the morning or
afternoon peak hour, we appezr to be accomodating fewer than 300 tnuck movements per
direction per day with the proposed 1-94 eXpansion,

in any event, MDOT needs to criticaily evaluate the hypothesis it has presented.

2 ¥ =1 [l (] Il B Sl BERY
preferred alternative. MDOT for vears has n ed to undertake both sesthetic and functional
maintenance of 1-94 in the City of Detroit. About cne month ago the press reported that the
Mayor of Detroit saw fit to complain in writing to MDOT about the debris that MDOT has
allowed to accumulate on the MDOT's freeways within the city limits, Concrete in bridge
structures which are above I-94 and which are now being repaired has fallen anto cars traveiing
onfo 1-94 below. Just within the last week, another piece of 1-94, this one at Greenfield,

collapsed, blocking peak hour traffic for one or two days while temporary repairs were
undertaken, .

L] L

- i & l.' V] i el bl L NEW 1 .=I.

. Regrertably, the DELS does not fully

describe the "Enhanced No-Build Alternative”, s it does MDOT's preferred alternative. MDOT
should inchude in a supplement to the DEIS aerial maps with ovéerlays for the “Enhanced Neo-Build

Alternative®, similar to the aerial maps with overlays provided in Section 13 of the DEIS faor
MDGTs preferred alternative.

Respectfully,
RAILWAY SYSTEMS ENGINEERING CORPORATION

Dietrich R. Bergmann, PhD, PE,
President

Enclosures:

(1}  Asticle entitled "Frecing Up the Freeways", published on pages 38 and 39 of the
April/May 2000 issue of Traffic Technology Intemnatiogal [1 shaet]

(2)  Chart entitled "Total Truck Movements on Highway Crossings Between Southeast
Michigan and Ontaric”, prepared on 11 May 2001 by D. R. Bergmann [1 sheet]
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. ‘William Bbersberger
. - ;5875 Fourth Street”

MDOT held an Infennattenal meetmg regerémg theu' new pian to ‘Wlden

. 'ﬂr_he 1-94 M-10 interchange. I was unable to attend. Over the years I ettended |
- many meennﬂe recre:dlng this prepoeed pre_]eet and worked diligently fo™

" effect a comprotise that would not-impact or destroy Fourth Street, the

ot -_'-:_-i-neIghberheed 1love! “Two. vears ago MDOT unveiled 2 plen that -
- eeeemphshed }nst that Dur nelghberheed weuld be Ieft, for the mest part,
intact. v Fo

“The reeeen I chdn’t attend that Mareh 5&1 preeentahen was beeauee thet

"_..MrLopez ' PR

L 'rnernmg I was struck byd car while ndmg a bicycle. Three crushed vertebra el

_"" hereniated diek, nerve damzge, you get the picture. “Reléased from'the - < ¢

o _-'_heepltel I was hurt again when I iearned the detezle ef new. MDOT plan fer

~ - our little CoMmunity. They had renotnced their compromise, gone batk on:
_o their werd if you will. Awere ef my mvelvement, eeveral péople on my

o block have expreeeed thé suepieien thet m}' e.ce1dent wae semethmg eﬂler

o 3ﬂ1&n the resalt'6f an inattentive driver. -

- While I pereenaﬁ}r den 't believe that MDOT or Pereensznnkerheﬁ” wae

- -“sendihg a message” I'can understand the’ perenel.a engendered. by the - -2 s L
" -colncidence, When people have their nelghberheed, homés and way ef lle:

' threatened, by peeple Or ergetnzanene ‘O corporations that use daceit; that

do ot play by the rules, or worse make up the rules to suit themselves as they o

L. 80 alenc that mtmndete and dieregerd Iti is easy fer n1e te see hew the

B ' Cynicism thnt reianeneinp creates can generete Inietrnst

. the proposed plans for the interchange.

Be thet as it may, three things. - - :
Flrst I can enly suppert the’ Ne Blnld Prnpeeal

T Seeend the envnenmenta] impact statement does Tiot addreee the effect ef

L .MI'T k:d substance banned i the Un;lted States but used 45 a gaeehne additwe
S i Ceneda One cdn foresee that more trafﬁe from Canedawﬂ] meen nlere R
= _.MTT eemmg out their eelleetwe tail pipes. . .- I
S Thndl}f, thls nelghberheed BETVES 88 4 stepever fer eeverai nngratlng blrd B
e speelee ‘geesé; finches, robins and others, A fact also disregarded bythe” R

Marchi 5th Dreft Envnenmental Impact Stetement ! think a tip back 0 the = '- :

Thank yeu fer your. eenelderenen )
: RN ‘i remem

- :'-;}-Wﬂﬁmﬁhﬁ!ﬁbﬂeer T
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from:

Llave Rpoberts

3029 Commonwaalth St.
Detroit MI uwazps

313-895-0hYY

to:

Mr. Jdosé Lopez

HDoT

Fé Box 3F0D3N
Lansing NI 4asns

VYia faxt 5L7-373-9zc5

lear Mr- Lopez

As & mamber of the Fourth Strest Auxiliary. I an writing to
EXPress my concerns regarding the planned I-34 expansion.

1 believe that the current propessl is unworkable. The
fourth strest neighbarheood is an unique and vibranmt
community thet would be ebliterated by the plan presentsd
en March 5. 20GL. This would be a tremendous lass for the
city of Detroits snd eur community. not to mention the
personal leoss that would be suffered by residents in the
ared-

I believe that preservation of the Fourth Street
neighborhood is imperative. The routing of freeways thraugh
the central city of Detrait is+ I believesr a ma2jor fsctor
contribuvting to the city's decline. Uhile I realizes that
improvements must serve the needs locking aheag twanty
years. any cxpansion of freeways should not destroy gr harm

]

important viable neighborhaods such as Fourth Strept.

At present the “No Build ¢ptian™ is the only eption
presented that I can support.

Respectfully-

B



FAX TRANSMISSION

SOAVE ENTERPRISES, L.L.C. -
- 3400 East Lafayefte
Detroit, Michizan 48207
- Thone: {313) 567-7000
Fax: (313) 567-8934

e (ofez pate: S77/D1

mxNofSINZ B3PS PAGES: 3, inclnding this cover sheet
mmé&@aﬂ bhnsor '
SUBJECT: + |

. COMMENTS:

The infanmation contained in thiz Ecsimdls is privilegsd and confidential indotnstion inteaded odly for the vee &
the individual or eotify zamed sbove, 15 e 1eader of fls memags is nol the mwoipient . or the caydores or azzal
respoasible to Gediver it o the intended recipient, you s herchy notified fhet any dissemination, dstibution of
copyicg of this commesisaton iz oaer, plore immediztely nolify by felephons it the sumber dovs md destroy
{his doarreend o refmn o v vit Bis dassmail. Thaok you,
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May 7, 2001

SENT VIA FACSIMILE

Juse A. Lopez, Public Hearings Officer
Bureau of Transportation Planning
Michigan Department of Transporiation
P.0. Box 30050

Lansing, Michigan 43509

Re:  Russell'Trombly Property

DPraar M:LI Lopaz:

We re-:l:li?ﬁ:d a copy of the -84 Rehabilitation Project Environmental Impact Statement Volume
I. OnBuild Alternative Sheet 13-4, Match Line Sheet 14, which matches to Match Line Sheet 4,
the drewing shows new exits and entrance ramps that bisect property owned by My, Anthony
Soave bordered by Piqueste, Rusaell and Trombly streets {see attached).

Inasmuch as this property is our only access to the railroad we own immediately southeast of the
property, the taldng of this propetty would sericusly impact our ability to use the railroad and
centinue our operations and as a resudi, would be enormously expensive. As such, we would urge
you to reconsider any option that would invalve the taldng of this property.

If you would ks to discuss this matter or desire additional information, please do not hesitate to
contact me at (313) 567-7000, extension 263,

Very truly yours,
Susan [.. Jo
Sznmior Counsel
SLicad
Enclosure

SOAVE ENTERPRISES

LLC.

safjn EAST LAFAYETTE DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48207 = B13.567, /020
SLN apeiu.des
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T would like 10 extend my support for mass transit alternatives incorporated inta the very
tabor intensive and extremely high priced 1.3 billioa proposal for the 1-84 construction
orgject. 1 support some funding toward road improvements, but don’t suppor: 2 massive
reconstruction project, which excludes mass transit s part of the answer 1o reduce
congestion.

As a regular user of alternative transportation, 1 strongly support government programs
that encourage mass transit as an alternative to single occupancy motor vehicle travel.
With our metro area highway system failing due to over congestion and erid locked
roadways it should be a requirement that we give citizens the opportunity to chose
between traffic backups and on time travel service. Due to these inefficiencics there is a
desperate need to overhaul the close-minded approach to our transportation system. It is
true that Michigan ranks slmost dead last in the nation on money spent for public
transportation, leaving behind many people unable to afford to find work bécanse of lack
of mass transit.

Tn addition with air pollution, conservation of energy and high gas prices continual
problems it is important that the executive and legislative branches work with MDOT and
SEMCOG to develop 2 long-term metropolitan mass transit alternative in Michigan This
will bring people cut of pridlock and into op time service. The one opaon that must be
considered isn’t 2 bus but 2 monorail system. The advantages of this trolley system are
that it would be elevated zvoiding traffic congestion, have low operating cost due 10
reduced friction, present the opportunity to fravel many miilions of miles without
accidents and be construsted with usually half the expense of building more highway
lages. The only drawback noted is the monorzil is considered unattractive becanse of the
columns and overbead reils. However it appears there are many more advantages to this
‘type of trolley system. Therefore the government must be prudent and measure public
support for z real mass transit option before spending our tax mwoney.

If the highway is widened to six lanes it will temporarily relieve congestion until the
traffic is foreed to merge into four lanes slowing treffic once again. Therefore we need 1o
pui this grandiose failure of 2 scheme at alleviating gridlock inte perspective and focus on
the real issue of developing & permanent metropolitan mass transit system. A mass 1ransit
system if not a patchwork job, but one that stands the test of tme, will give the citizens of
Michigan and visitors to our state an on time service option compared 1o closed down

highways Thank you for your interest snd 1 look forward to further discussions an this
igsue.

L e



| Scott Thomas
1423 Leforge APT 616
Ypsilant, MI 43198
(734) 482-5328
salexander Thomas@hotmal.com
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From: "MicCarthy, Robert {R.J.)" <mmccanih@ford com=
To: “opezjos@mdot.state.mi.us™ <lopezjcs@mdot.state.mi us>
Date: 358101 12:39PM
Subject: I-54 Projects - please get on with massive re-construction

My vote is ta get on with the most aggréssive re-construction as possible,
as soon as possibie, If only | should live so long to see if. Cumently

this freeway is what visitars 10 our area see, the most disgusting relic in
the US.

Bob MeCarthy

Ford Racing - Jaguar F1
Roush Technologies Bldg.#21
12700 Reeck Road
Southgate, Michigan 42185
Fhone {734} 374-7331
Mobile (313) 5051835~

Fax (734) 374-¥329
mccarthg@ford.com
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From: *James Gerardi” <joeri000@Ehome.com>
To; <|opezios@mdot.slate.mi.us>
Cate: I8M01 5:33PM
Subject; -84

Mr. Jose Lopez

Public Hearing Officer

Bureau of Transportation Planning
Michigan dEpartment of Transportation

March &, 2001
Dear Mr. Lopez:

| submit these comments in iz of appeadng at a public meeting on the subject of repairing 1-94 in
Detroit.

Complete reconstruction is the only altemative that indly makes sense in terms of results as well as the
investment of resources and time {the public's as well as MDOT's) that will be necessary.

The Detroit section of 1-84 is almest as old as the original Davison Freeway, which was transformed by
reconstruction. No iess is eppropriate for a road that carmies o0 much more traffic than the Davison and
also serves a5 a gateway for visitors entaring the city from the airport. §t is depressing to re-enter Datroit
after 2 trip to a city like Porland, Oregon or Chicago or Seatlle and bump along on pitted, paiched,
namaw, dirty -84, And it's extrermely embarrassing 10 reallze that this 1s the first impression visitors get of
the cily,

Even more important, 94 is dangerous in places. it is oo namow for all the truck traffic that uses it, and
same of the entry ramps are 50 shori that you grip the wheel and pray as yau flagr the accelerator to
enler at a speed that will lessen the chance of & car in the right lane ending up in yourtrunk, -

An additional lane in #ach direction is needed net only for greater safety and fiow, bot {0 accommodate
growth in vehicle volurnes. | just read that each year 3% to 4% more cars are added fo the roads.
Repaving alane will not meet these needs.

In summary, we nzed an -84 that is safe, fast, modemn and esthefically pleasing as a8 major gateway to
the metrp Detroit area. M-DOT shut down and reconstructed the Lodge, and did the same for the
Davison, with excellent isng-term results. As inconvenient as i will be for all of us, total reconstruction is
the OMLY answer far the stretch of -84 now under review.

My only question is why work is still "several years away,” as the Detroil New reported. |-84 in Detroit is
in such awfut shape that | hesitate to use it for fear of damage to my tires and suspension, What a
terrible surface! That faclor — plus the potential for even mare traffic due o the enfargement of Metro
Alrport as well as increased truck traffic from the Ambassador Bridge as improvements are made there -
argues for starting on |-94 as sonn as pessible. | don't think we have the luxury of "several years™ to do
ihe job.

Sincerely,

Jamnes L, Gerardi

352 M, Vemon Awve.

Grosse Pointe Farms, M( 48228
jger1800@home.com
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From: . <kur.halsey@om.com>

To: <Lopezjos@mdot. state. mius>
Date: AFI0T BdaAaM

Subject: 94 Project

| saw an article in Tuesday's edition of the Detroit News and was disturbed by
what | read. Specifically, | noticed that they were considerng options other
than the camplete rebuilding of the 1-54 expressway {doing nothing or
rehabilitating the existing freeway). As a msident of the eastern suburbs of
Detroit, | use this section of freeway every day and quite honestly, have driven
an dirfl roads that are in better shape. Driving at the posted speeds on this
highway is often a hazard. | feel thal those of us living in the oider
suburbs/areas of the Detroit Metropoillan area seeing more than their share of
tax doliurs for highways go to proiects that do not directly benefit them
{espadiaily in develaping areas where the real estate developers put up
houses/businesses with lillle regard for upgrading the supporting infrastructure
such as sewers, secondary roads and expressways).

If you really consider #, i-94 should be rebuilt from 8 Mile Road to Detroit
Metropolitan Airport and nol just from Conner Ave. 1o -85 as cumently

proposed, Thiz section of expressway is perhaps some of the oidest in
Michigan's Intersiate Highway Systemn (much of it constructed in the 1950s). The
current year project to rehabiiitate 1-94 from 8 Mile Rd. to Conner Avenue is
another short term fix, putting off the inevitable task of rebuilding it.

Several highways sonstructed at the same lime or afler this stretch of -84 have
already been rebuilt. Among those:

Lodge Fwy (From Wyoming Ave. 1o I-T5) (1587 & 1838}
I-75 {From -84 {0 |-375 {1990

I-75% {From -375 to 1-96) {1959

896 (Fram US-24 to -275) {1887)

I-275 (From |-696 to M-14) (1999}

M-14 (From UZ 23 to I-94) (1999

H5-24 (From 10 Mile to Orchard Lake Rd.} {2080)

Cf the above, only the Lodge Freeway and Telegraph Rd. were constructed at or
rnear ihe same time as the affected section of |-94.

Furthermore, there is already talk of rebuilding -75 {a stretch of highway that
is newer and in better shape than the stretch of 184 1 am addressing) from
[-595 to M-52. This project includes widening it to four lanes.

From a visitors standpoint, the compiete rebuiiding of 24 15 critical since it

is one of the first roads that visitors to our area drive on when leaving Metro
Airport. With more visitors coming to Detreit in the upcoming years because of
the new casinos, the 2006 Super Bowl and olher events, it makes it more
imperative to leave a good first impression on these visilors in the hope they
visit us again. The new terminal and improvemenls at Metro Airport is a great
start, {'ve read of cases where certain businesses that have scauted the area
for relocating have changed their minds after driving on the section of -84
from the airport

In 1984 when 1-94 was repaved with a coat of asphal from 8 Mile Rd. to 1145,
taxpayers were {old that this was a shod term fix. in five years a new and
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wider exprassway would be built. Obvicusly this kasn't even been close ta
happening. There have been several shot term fixes to the freeway since then
Rowever, | think taxpayer maney is being wasted because | don't think that these
are soiving the undetiying problem that the freeway needs to be completely
replaced. 1f | could have $1 for every day that {he Dequindre Yard Bridge has
been under construction in the past 15 years, | could probably put 3 lame down
payment on & new car or purchase another big tickel item. Hopefully, the
campleie rebuilding of this bridge this year will finally fix that particular

problem,

Expanding the highway to four lanes is necessary to atlow it 1o handle traffic
volumes that were never imagined by our forefathers when the freeway was
originally designed back in the 1940s. Perhaps making the fourth lane in each
direction be & car pool lane during houss of heavy commuting would promote
carpooting and reduce congestion. This seems to help in southeast Florida.
Perhaps add & light rail track in the middie of the highway that uns from

downtown to Macomb or Eastland Malls would also help, To minimize the amount of
spacefiand acquisition, | suggest that the service drives only be two lanes wide
{rather than the proposed three). Alse, | recommend constructing/expanding the
new expressway by removing the grass berms on each side and replacing tham with
concrete walls (much like 1-896 between the Lodge and I-75). This will allow
ancther {ane to be added wilhout having 10 necessarly acquire more land. It

also will reduce the cost of grass mowing in the summer.

Will this project be an inconvenience 1o us? Of course it will. With praper
planning and the developmeni of good delours desigred to handle the increasad
traffic volurnes during construction, the project is feasible.

| hope it doesnt take another five years of meetings to decide that mare
meeiings angd studies need {o be held. {f lhat is Ihe case, | think that cerain
sections of 1-54 will amount to little more a dirt road.

Thank you for your time. If you need o reéach me, please do so at {248)
283-6945,
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Fram: Eill Houghton <tGhoughtorGl@home.com= i
Ta: . "lopezjos@madat.state.mins” <lopezjos@mdot. state.mi.us>, Chuck Stukes
=weyz@rusl.nst>, "commuten@detnews.com” <commuten@deinews.com=>
Date; 3IM2M01 12:05FM
Subject: I-34

Dear Mr. Loper,

MODT #s pnce again Irying to craft a2 cement centiic “ix" for congestian

at a time when Southeast Michigan i3 demanding and requires more transit
options. To achieve MDOT's goal of a cement “fix", MDOT is engaged in a2
rushed planning process for -84, and circumventing full citizen
participation during the review period by not providing adequate public
notice.

Furthermore, MDOT's E:ush tactics will allow MDOT to avoid the inclusion
of

SEMCOGE"s transit ptan, which is scheduled for completion in October
2001, SEMLCOGs transit plan has the polential to illusirate there isn'

a need for addifional lanes on -84, s 1his why MBOT is rushing the
planning process?

Is this how a taxpayer funded government agenties should cperate? |
thought MDOT
waorked for the citizens of Michigan?

Therefore, | ask, as {he Detroit Free Press Editorial Board and TRU
have, that

MDOT delay the citizen review period and 1o take in to consideration
SEMCOG"s transit plan for Southeast Michigan before the final desiagn for
I-94 iz compietad.

Please see the attached web site for Transit Riders Uniled letter to
MDOT

and the Detroit Free Press Editorial's request {or the inclusion of
SEMCGGE's transit plan.

hitp:ifweww. mamp. orgfl8dextension him

Free Press: Don't commit just yet 1o $1.3-billion widening ﬁlan
hitp.ffwew. freep. comivpicesfeditonalsfewide2_20010302.0m

Sincerely,

Eill Houghton

530 W, Marshall
Femndale, Michigan 43220

cC: <james.stecle@fhwa.dot.gov>, "kdkhands@voyager.nel” <kdkhands@voyager. net>,
motranzit <Motranzit@aol.come . "dbalchi@mediaone.net” <dbalchl @medizons net-,
"marp@mich.com” <marp@mich.com>, "slkhands@voyager.net” <sikhands@vayager.net> Dan Keifer
<Dckeifer@act.com=>, Sally Lawler <slawler@umich.edus, cilizensforbuses
<gitizensforbuses@acl.com=, hopeddetroit <hopeddetroit@hoimail.com>, mdoldirecior
<mdatdirector@mdot.state.mi.us>, Bill O'Brien <JetProj@anl.com>, Camine Palomio
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<psiombofsamaen.om>, Carsl Hopkins<Chopkins@co.wayne.mi.us>, Claudia Bemry - -
<chemy@detreitchamber.com®, "Jensen, Bamry” <bjensgn@ae.homecomm.net>, jscrant
<jscrant@house state.mi.us=, Kelly Thayer <keily@miui.org>, Ken Rogers

<rogerskf@ca. nakiand mi.us>, kkilpat <kkilpat@@house. state mius>, Mary Kramer
<mkramer@erain.com®>, "Ms. Gayia Houser” <gayla@troychamber.coms, "RCOCERCOCWeb.org”
<RCOC@ERCOCWeb, amg>, rijohnson <djohnson@house.state mius=, SenSJohnscn
<5enSJohnson@senate, state. mi.us>, SepPHofiman <SenPHoffman@senate. slate. miuss,
SenDDeGrow <SenDDeGrow@senate. stata.mius>, T Barwin <tbarwing@amerilech.net>, fait
<iait@semcog.org>, Trbune <editor@dallytribune.com>, gjacobs <gjacobs@house.state mi us=, Sreg
Bowens <bowensg@mayor.cl.detroit.mi.us=, "cocomZS@wondnet.all.nat™ <cocom2S@worldnet att net=,
"Gerald D. Poisson" <poissong@co.cakland. mi.us>, D Conaway <conawayd@co.oakland.mi.us>, Ken
Rogers <rogesk@co,oakland. mius>, "RCOCEARCOCWeb.org”" <RCOCERCOCWeb.org=>,
“friedappel@aol com®” <friedappel@aocl com>, ftimmeltten@acl com” <timmeliongdacl.com>,
"amoesf@en gakland.mius” <amast@co.oakland mius> "cocom25@worldnet.att.net”
<cocomZS@wordnet.att.net>, Dingeldey <dingeldeyn@oo oakland.mius>, jeff gemitt
<pamitif@freepress com>, Bill O'Brien <JerProj@ac.com>, "commuierfdetnews.com”
~<commuterfdetnews. com:>, Conyers <john.conyers@imail house gove, cpemic
<cpemic@house. state mi.us>, Dan Dirks <DDirks@ix.netcom.com:>, David Sanders
<sanders@semcog.og>, dwoodward <gdwoodward@house state mi.us>, James Cramer
<james.cramen@inwa.dot.gove=, "King, Robert” <riking@detnews.com>, Lam <lam@frespress.com>,
Laura Berman <LauraBe@acl.com®, Lynn Rivers <lynn.rivers@mail.house.gov:, Mari Ellis

<mellis@ Canton-MlLorg>, Pete Waldmeir <PWaldmein@acl.com>, rgosselin

<rgosselinf@houss. state.mi.us>, “rovphi@ddot.ci.detroil.mius" <rovphi@ddot.ci.defroit.mi.us>, senator
<senator@ievin.senate.gov>, “Sitverman, Mark (Detroit)” <msilverman@ Detmaint . DNPS.com=, slevin
=slevin@mail. house. gove>, "transcommd@mazil_house gov" <transcommi@@mail. house.gove, Wilsona
“WilsonAgmayor.ci.detreit mius>, WHYZ TV Detroil <talkback@woyztv.cams, Honior
<david.bonior@mail.house gov>, Bormar <bomars@ddot.ci.detroit.mius>, amy klein
<klzingdfreeprass.com>, Mayor Dennis Archer <Mayor@mayor.cl.detrof.mi.us>, megruder
<mecgruder@freepress.coms
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From: “Gerald A Krueger” <gerald@krusger.com>
Tao; <lopezjos@mdot. state.mi.us>
Date: M0 1014PM
Subject; I-84 Rebuilding

Pigase consider these comments in favor of Complete Rebullding of 1-94 between 1-96 and Conner Ave.

| live in Grosse Pointe area and have my business effice located on the -84 service drive (Harper Ave.)
in Harper Waoods, hetween the Afland exit and Vemier. We are located near the freeway ic be able to
hire peopie from all over the melre area without costing much of their personal time on service streets.
Alsg, being near the freeway belps In saving driving time in and out of our offices,

We use the -84 freeway daily, and would like to support the altemate of the full reconstruction of the
reads, including adding at least one addilional lane in each direction. We understand the ionger
eonstruction time and additional inconvenience that a project of this magnifude will take, but we believe
that adgitionai lares going thraugh the §-75 interchange and up o the [-9& interchange will extend the
usefulpess of the capital commitrment to this project for many additional years.

Fiease feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Gerald A, Krueger, President
American Community Developers, Inc.
20020 Harper Ave.

Harper Woods, M) 48225
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From: "Alata Runey" <ARuney@cacdtwr ci.detroit.mi.us> S T
To: <slopezios@mdot.state mi.us>
Date: 21301 218PM
Subject: As & private cifizen and Detroit resident [ am interested inknowing If in the planning of
the i-34

A5 8 private citizen and Detroit resident | am interested in knowing if in the planning of the -84 praject in
Detroit discussion around the advantages of bullding efflcient, mass {ransit vs environmentally archaic
single-driver auto? WHY arent we able 1o access affordable, Tast, geographically diverse,
transportation? Lesving the driving to us via bus is 5o slow an oxen cauld have made better time since
my last tip from Upper MI fo Detroit {around 17 housstlh)

Flease, avoid any more highway increases until mass transportation is available fo the masses.

co: "Kathy Miflen” <kKMitten@ pdd. ci.detroit.mi.us>
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Fram: stephenweatherhoit@hotmail.com
Ta: <lopezios@mdot. stale.mi.us>, <mayorn@mayor ci detroit.uss,
<senator@levin.senate.gov>, <senator@stabenow.senate.govs
Cate: 3601 1211PM
Subject: -84 expansion

{ am concerned zbout what | have heard about an -84 expansion projest, |
will be the first to agree that the streteh of express in question does need

to be repaved. As for expansion, the city and Metro Detroit would be

Kiiling itself if it continues to put money nto such shor sited measures.

We have to compete with cities from around the word, From my traveis | see
three cancems for each metro area: education, transit, and attractions. Ve
have an excellent and progressive educationat systern in this area including
the highly respecied Universily of Michigan. We have a wealth of
attractions, landmarks, and other sites on which to build. Qur greatest
weakness - mass transit, We should be very proud of the effords of Wayne
County to develop what will he ane of the worid's great airports. Now we
should be concemned sbout a mass transit system 1o move peopie arbund the
area fike in other metro arezs. |f we dond, we might as well tum out the
liphts. The competition is only growing. We don't need wider roads, We
need peapie to get off the roads. | am laking a summer vacation this year

iz Queber. | have enjoyed the region for years. They have an excelent
transit system.

Stephen Arthur Weatherhoit

Geat your FREE download of MSN Explorer at hitp:/fexplorer.msn.com
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From: Sharon Vlahovich <s_vishovich@yahoo.cam>
Ta: <lopezjosi@mdot.state.mi.us>

Date; AMe01 9:13PM

Bubject: Cppositian

Helio,

| am writing to express my opposition to the planned
expansion of Interstate 94 between Conner and
Interstate 86. This project Brings up important
questions about lhe kind of environment citizens of
the State of Michigan wouid like to live in, One
Lillion dollars is 2 large amount of monay. 15 it
being spent on solutions to our mos] pressing
fransportation problems? | dan'i think that this
project does. | respestfully suggest that investmant
in mass iransporation would be a better {rhare cost
efficient and more environmentally fiendly) sabulion
ic the problem of iraffic congestion.

This planned expansion will increase awomobile

trafiic, noise and air poilution and eventually lead

to the apparent need for even wider roads, But the

simpte truth is that we can't build our way out of

gridinck. [Have you visited Attanta recently? |

have!] We must try a DIFFERENT approach 1o traffic
problemns! Please do not spend my hard eammead money on
this project.

Thank you for the epportunity to share my opinion.
Sharon M. \ahovich

17323 Wamington Dr.

Cietroit, M| 48221

Do You Yahoo!?
Gel email at your ewn domain with Yahao! Mail,
httpAfpersonal.mail.yahoo.com/
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From: <MegulrePT@ac!. com=

To: <lopezjigsi@mdol.state.mi.us>
Date: 2A6/01 10:56PM

Subject; -84

Fix |-94 first and add capacity through transit and rail impravements!
Otherwise, Detroit will be a sacrifice zone for trucks as they race, noisily
through qur city, not stopping to generate economic vitality hare,

Tom MoGuire

17322 Warrington

DCetroit, M1 48221

A registerad voting citizen.
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From; © "Femn Katz® <jskatz@mich.coms
To: <lopezjosEmdot, state.mi.us>
Date; IO 4019PM

Subjact: transportation

We need public transportation desperately in the Detroit area, There is no
way you can justify the expenditure 1o widen -94m unless you can find
matching funds 2o that Detroiters can go to work. The truck iraffic passing
through Detroit just adds to the air polhution.

Fermn Katz

27065 Fairfax

Southfield, Mi 48075
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From: <Ckale38@aol.com:
Ta: <lopezios@mdot. state.mius>
Date: 2A18/01 3:03AM
Subject: -84 rehab
Dear Sir,

§ would like to voice my concem over the upcoming proposed rehabilitation of
the seven-mile stretch of 1-84. This area obviousiy needs some work, but the
1.3 billion doilar propesal is not in the best interests of the community,

A more madest proposal could solve the problems there yel still leave money
for mare comrmder mass transit.

Please consider medifying the propesal to somedhing more practical and usefui
in the long mun.

Sincerely,
Catherine Krenzk

Dearbom
Crate3g@aol com
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From: ~Jim:Semelis® <Jim_Demelio@polk.com>
To: <lopezjosghmdol.siate. mi.us>

Date; INSTT 8. 24AM

Subjfect: Protext 194 expansion..,

| protest the expansion of 194, Put the money in public transit - ike the Meatro in DC. Also, do something
abeut the 55 mile per hour speediimil an Souihfield Freeway - peaple are doing over 30 in some parts.
Either enforce the limit or raise i 1o something reasonble,

Thanks. Jim Demelle 4145 Campbell, Dearborn Heights, ME 48125

This message has originated fram The Polk Company.

This email and any files fransmitted with it are confidential and
imtended salely for the use of the individual or entity to whorm they
are addrassed,

H you have received this email in error please defete this message and
notify the Polk Syslem Administrater at postmaster@polk.com
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Frosm: "James Edwards” <Edwaj@law.ci detroil.mi.us=>
To; =lopezjos@mdot.state.mi.us>

Date: 3M19/01 9:58AM

Subjest: Expansion of -84

Mg

Cear Mr. Lopsz,

Eelow is an article by Karen Kendrick-Hands which was published in today's Free Fress. Somewhat in
despair | have to ask you (of through you the MOQT) haven't you done encugh already to destroy the
City of Detroit? As a lifelong Detroiter in my mid-fities | can't help but recail in horor from the damage
which has bean done to my beloved City by uncontrolled expressway mania.  In my view there is no
justification whatever for 1-94 to ogoupy any greater urban space than it does now.

It's my understanding that, among ether things it is planned that this project will 2at up the Fourth Streat
neighborhood narth of the Wayne University area. Heaven knows what other bits of City landscape you
plan to throw into this dumpster. | beq you to stop before you have literally paved over the Cily.

Article By Karen Kendrick-Hands published 3/18/01 in the Detroit Free Press p11A
Anyone who drives |-84 through Detroit knows that the Michigan Department of Transporiation needs to
do something about the potholes and broken-up pavement. it's congested, too.

Zo when MDOT let the word out that 1-84 will be “rehabililated,” most drivers responded, "Sreat! It's
about time.”

Fellow taxpayers, be careful what you wish for,

Behind the deceplive phrase "rehabilitation” is a plan for 20-plus {anes of paverment put down at a cost
that works out 16 nearly 320 billion per city black. As revealed in the Draft Environmental tmpact
Statement, the streteh of pavement between Conner Avenue and 1-96 will cut a concrele swath through
the heart of Detrolt wider than a football field is long, at a cost of $1.3 billion.

fAt 10 blocks ta the mile for 6.7 miles, that's neardy $20 millian a block. And 1he maintenance
commitment this reguires will compete against future fransit investments for decades.)

When completed, 1-24's footprnt will cover:

Eight through-traffic lanes.
Two accelerationfdeceleration lanes.
Six lanes of service drives.

Four 12-foot-wide shoutders for breakdowns and accidents.
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Four lanes of space in the center (54.5 feet, reserved for a fufure mass transit project, according 1o the
enviranmental impact staternent).

Sidewalks for foot trafiic,

Yes, I-94 is congested. But remember, that's mosily because the past five years have been spent
rebuilding bridges over Woodward and the Dequindre rail vard just east of I-75. We have fomgotten that
i-94's "normal capacity” is really three lanes like other urban freeways.

An Inferstate of the scale proposed - equal to 24 lanes with the reserved space included ~ is not normai
for urban aress. Real cities arcund the country, such as Chicaga, Denver and even car-crazed | os
Angeles, limit their urban freeways fo three lanes in either direction. Capacity needs are managed with
mass transil and rail altematives for peaple and freight.

To waste this much money on a bicated, over-built road project and not put a dime {oward mass transit,
when one-thiml of the households in the city [ack access to an automaobile, is shameful,

The Southeast Michigan Council of Governments will be the first to tell you that there is not enough
money to meet the fransportation needs of this region. Michigan's gas fund can't pay for this monstrosity.
So {o jump-start this boendoggie, Gov. John Engler plans to spend $66 million from Build Michigan §it, a
bond program that raids the state’s "rainy day” fund and montgages your kids' future, Detroit will be asked
to ante up $3.25 millien just for preliminary enginesring as its share for this nightrnare. That money
would buy a lot of buses,

Do we need all that capacity? No. This exfra capacity isn't for the mix; of raffic we're used to now. This
space is for trucks, and {ots of them.

MBOT's project justification for Build Michigan [ says: "A major objective Is to maintain truck mobility as
this segment is parl of the hub of inlerstate-to-interstate and intemational truck iravef. This section of 1-94
provides a connection for commercial and transcontinental traffic to two DetroittWindsor barder
cressings. These border crossings suppen more infermational trade than exists between Mexico and
Texas and Mexico and California combined.”

-84 wlll become a vast, 20-lane wasleiand of truck-choked concrete. Detroit will be a sacrifice zone for
trucks as they race through our city, net stopping to generate economic vilality here. The srwvironmeantal
impact siatement doesn't even address the increased toxic burden on alr quality from the trucks or the
excess asthma attacks, cancers and premature geaths they will cause.

The four future center lanes are the wolf of truck lanes in the sheep's clothing of public transit, MDOT
talks about how the |-94 project will be great for mass transit because of the space saved in the center.
Dan't be deceived. Saving space far transit is a ruse {0 create room for {ruck lanes. And offering
sidewalks nexd to poliution generators in the name of environmental justice is a real slap in ihe face.

We dont need fo displace peogle in order to save space for 4 transit system *maybe in the future.” We
need genermus investments in transit systems today. Ve need to shelve this 1194 project until public



| Jose Lopez - Expansion of [-94 R Page

transit is as an integral pan of the corridor's planning and budget.

To protest the -84 project, wiite io Jose Lopez, MDOT Public Hearing Office, £.0. Box 30450, Lansing,
MI 48903 or via e-mail at lapezjes@rndot.stale.mi.us, or fax him at 517-373-8255,

KAREN KENDRICK-HANDS of Grosse Pointe Park is cofounder of Transportation Riders United. White
to her via e-mail at kdkhands@voyager.net.

MORE COLUMNS
FREEP FRONT | VOICES FRONT

Comments? Questions? You can eeach us at The Freep
Home News Sports Enterlainment Business Features Opinion Tech Help Marketplace
All cantent & copyright 2001 Detroil Free Press and may not be republished without permission.

(] "Patrnick Murray” <MURRPJ@law.ci.detroit.mi.us>, "Kard Newman®
<NewmK@ [aw_ci detroit. mius> <kdkhandsf@voyager.nets
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From: Jukeboys <jukeboys@mediaone.net>
To: <lopezjosi@mdof state miug>
Pate: 3M901 10:458M
Subject: MDOT proposai for 194

Ta; Jose A Lopez
Fublic Hearings Qfficer
Michigan Departrment of Transportaiion

Dear Mr. Lopeaz,

If the Detroit Metro area does not begin to put all possible resources
toward pubiic transit immediately then the city wilf never come back to
life. This should be the number one priarity - it will soive so many
probiems. A 20 jane, seven mile strip of -84 will squander precious
funds and, once again, place further hardships on the minoties that
reside in the surmounding area.

It is mindboggling thal someone actually put this proposal down on
paper. And it saddens me to see the city continue to resist taking the
most logical, positive step of implementing public iransit. Have you
tried to take 3 bus lately In the metro area? Those who must {ake them
§o their jobs or olher timely appoinlments usually must spend hours just
1o go & few miles, often standing out in the elements because there are
go few shellers. This is especially trug if you try to transfer betwean
camimunities.

Woe are choking on fumes, potholes, car repairs and insurance costs.
Please do what you can to siop this insane proposal and give us what we
really need,

Thank you,

Kathy McGettigan

6515 Bingham

Dearbom

(313)584-4777
jukeboysghmediaone net

L <mayorZmayor.ci.detroit.mi.us>, <senator@levin.senale.govsen>,
esenatorfistabenow.senate govs
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From: "Larry Lockhar” <mllsck@ejoumey come
To: <lopezjos@mdat. state.mi.us>
Date: 3M8/01 12:28PM
Subjert: I-84 Rehabilitation

An op-ed column in the Detroit Free Press of March19 describes a proposed re-do of |-94 in Detroit, The
proposal, as described, seems to make no sense from any standpoint ! can see. The raad needs to be
repaired, YES. But widened 1o 20 lanes? No way. The project will cover just 6.7 miles according o the
column. This means there will be major choke points at eiher end of this section unless you make i 20
lanes from Port Huron to Chicago.

A massive section of road like this will need constant repair based on Michigan's cument road building
standards. The state can't keep up with repairs now. Building this albatross will anly worsen the situation.
And #t is tofally unnecessary.

Larry Luckhart
FQ Box 232
West Brangh, Mi
48561
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From; "James A. Grant” <visionary1@oyberservices.com>
To: <lopezjos@mdot.stale mi,us=

Date: /18401 1:59PM

Subject; 1-84

Greetings,

Short and sweet,

We nead mass transit, not wider freeways.

Before we widen freeways | would advocate studying the Kea of instititing

lane speed limits. Making left lanes a sort of "express lang™ for drivers traveling
a ionger streteh of a particular freeway. | think this would be 2 much more
effective choice than a carpoal fane,

The ultimate answer, though, would be to spend this 1.3 tillion op mass transit,
something Michigan desperately needs,

James A, Grant
visionary1@cyberservices com

JCC: 3404665
WWW Pager; hiip:/Awwp.icq.com/3404665

"Courage is.., the mastery of fear”
“Uitimately, on the other side of
every Fear fies a Freedom.”

"The secret to happiness is Freedom.
Tha secret to Freedom is Courage.”
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From: *Dan Brener” <drbraner@mediaone.nets
To: <lopezjos@mdat.slate. mius>

Bate: 3M19/07 7:41FM

Subject: -84 project

As a metro-Detroit resident | wish to state my ohjedction to the |94 widening project. Meatro Detroit is in
urgent need of mass transit. Many Detroiters don't even own cars, Anyone wheo has lived in major cities
with adegquate mass transit is painfuily aware of Delroif's failings in that regard. The proposed widening
of 194 is shonsighted st best. Many of my acquaintances agree.

Regards,

Dan R. Broner
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From: “McBskifaol.com=

To; <lopezjios@mdot.state . mi. s>
Date: SMB/01 T:54FM

Subject: I-54 project

Dear Mr. Lopez,

| hope you will regisier my opposition to the govemos's proposed -84
project. § agres with Karen Kendrick-Hands, writing in the Delroit Free Press
taday, that the project proposal is fundamentally dishonest. While | agree
that wa nead to work on our infrastructure, this sart of wolf in sheep's
elothing trickie-down giveaway is not the way to do it — and fwill do
everything in my power to keep it from going forwand.

Thank you for your kind attention to this matter.
Michael Dallen

Attomey at Law

Detroit

F.S. | should appreciate it if you or MDOT could keep me appraised of any
further developments or future public heanings relating ta this issue.
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From:- "Reuben A Flatt” <flatts@ameritech.net>
Ta: . <lopezios@mdol. state. mi.us>

Cate: 31901 BATPM

Subject; 94 update

Mr, Lopez -

Fiease reconsider the massive update of 194, { have commuded in the
metro Detroit areg for the past 20 years. The area does NOT need more
freeway lanes. Far Detroll to become a major metropalitan area, it has
to have real public transporation,

| have worked in Chicago and Cieveland. In both of these cities, a
critical mass of employees can be delivered to downiown and retieved on
& daily basis. Detroit can't do lhat. it's shrinking poputation
indicates that dramaticalty.

Flease reconsider.

Reuben Flatt
783 Lake George
Oxford MI 43370

5. Yes, | DO consider myself a metro-Detroiter]
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Fram: Joyce Halstead <jlhalste@@im.net>
To; <lopezjos@mdot.state.rni us>
Date: 22001 S:10AM

Subject: i-24 project

Mr. Lopez, as a citizen of Michigan and a faxpayer, I'm appalled at the
Flan to widen -84 to 20 fanes. The vast sums of money this reguires

can be better spent on mass transit and aceommodations for nonmotorized
traffic.

Joyoe Halstead

529 N. Clyde Road

Midland, M1 48640

Region 7 Direclor

League of Michigan Bicyclists
{517}835-09585
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From; Anca Viasopolos <abl1853@wayne.edu>
To: <lopezjos@mdot.state.mi.us>

Date: 2120401 11;354M

Subjort; I-24 "Renovation”

Dear Mr. Lopez:

) travei on 1-84 from Grosse Pointe, where | live, to Wayne State
University, whers | teach, almost daily. | see the exiraordinary
deterioration of the pavement thal makes me fear for my life and the
lengevity of my car.

However, | think the plans 1o widen 1194 instead of repairing it and

keeping it in good conditions are disastrous, and | oppose them. We need to
invest more money in rapid transit. Every successful city in the warld has
rapid transit that's dependabie, relatively inexpensive, and relatively

safe. Only cities on a suicide mission pave {heir available land to make it
easier for people to pass through them without stopping instead of seeing
them and occasionally pausing to appreciate metropolitan life.

in addition, the envirenmantal impact of the present plans to widen 1-64
will be bome, orce again, by lewer-middle-class and poor people, the
closest 1o the freeway. And the rest of us will be jndirectly negatively
affected as well Dy the increasad traffic, noise, and concomitant paliution.

Please explore ways to make the city mare livable, not easier to pass through.

Sincerely,

Anca Viasopolos

820 Notre Dame

Grosse Pointe, Ml 42230
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From: «DETBABE2@aol.corm=

Ta: <lppezips@mdot,state.mi.us>
Date; 3/20/01 12:01FM

Subject: Froposed rennovation of |-94

Date; Tue, 20 Mar 2081

To: lopezjos@mdot.state.mi.us

From: Claire O'Leary <detbabe2@aol.come:
Subject: -84 "Renovation”

Dear Mr. Lopez:

| have lived in the Metro-Detroii area for more than thirly years., Untif
recerlly 20 of those years were spent living on the far eastside od Detroit
where use of the -84 freeway was neany a daily event. Maost
metro-Defrolters are quite aware of the extraordinary deteriaration of all

our area freeway pavement that makes us fear for our lives and the longevity
of our cars,

Howaver, | think the plans to widen -84 instead of repaining it and

keeping it in good condifions are disastrous, and | oppose them. We need
to invest more money in rapid transit. Every successful city in the world
has rapid transit that's dependabie, relatively inexpensive, and

relatively safe. Qndy cities on a suicide mission pave their avallabie

land to make it easter for peopie 10 pass through them without stopping
instead of seeing them and vccasionally pausing to appreciate metropoiitan
life.

In addition, ihe envirenmental impact of the present plans io widen 1-94
wil! be bome, once again, by lower-middle-class and poor peaple, the
clogest to the freeway. And the rest of us will be indirectly negatively
affected as well by the increased {raffic, noise, and ingvitable pollution,

Flzase explore ways to make the city more livable, not easier to pass through.

Sincerely,

Claire O'Leary

2701 Douglas Drive
Bloomfieid Twp., Mi 48304
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From: Lynn Pennacchini <lynnlynn2000@&yahos.coms
To: <lopezjosfdmdot.state, mius>

Cate: 3/20/01 4:43PM

Subject: concemead citizen and driver

Crear Michigan Department of Transortation,

| am against the proposal for widening 1-54. To spend
so much money on widening a highway so muechona 7
mile swretch does not make sense to the people who
live in thase areas nor 1o the people on the highways.

I-54 has had a lane closed and needs upkeep and
repair - these aclions will help drivers betier get
where they are going. Putting mare fanes in will just
encourage additional lanes down the road, and
encourages maore ope-parsan iraffic and {rucks to run
through. With this traffic comes polluticn which kflls

us sfowly, and accidents which kills us Quickly. Why
would people want to fuither expand something that
kills peopla? _

That money instezd should be used to make ciean and

efficient pubiic transportation options for the people

in Detroit and surmounding communities, and createvly
address problems that come fram highway traffic. Many
people don't own cars in Detroft and are in poverty.
Things such as an unrefiable bus system keeps them
disabled and in povery and is complelely unfair. The
Michigan Transpoctation Depariment has an obligation
to advance transportation methods in ways that does
naf kili people with air pollutinn and accident rates,
and speaks to the nseds of the tax payers - ali
taxpayers and especially those who are in need of
public support. | would like to cail on the city to
gef modem non-poliuting buses, explore ways in which
it make them run more efficienlty, upkeep our existing
highways so they can be used to full capacity, and
explore options af how to cut down traffic. People in
Detroit are not interested in bearing the hrunt of
trucks speeding through and degrading our ciy. Thank
you for your time.

Lynn Pennacchind
Registerad voter in the City of Detroit

De You Yahoo!?
el email at your own domain wilh Yahoo! Mail
hitp:/fpersonal.mail. yahoo.com/

CC: ) <mayor@mayor.cidetroil.mi.us>, <senatun@ievin senate.govs,
<genatonihsiabenow. senate.gove
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From: "Mary MIRAGE™ <mary lafrance@mindspring.com=>
To: "MDOT <inpezjosi@mdot.state. mius>

Date: 320/01 7-43PM

Subject; 94 FROJECT

Anytime | hear Gov John Engler, | think about all the trash and toxlc wasts
COming

into Michigan, Now he wants to widen (-84, | would guess to allow more fruck
traffic from Canada—am | right?

Gov, John Engler plans to spend 366 million from Bulld Michigan 11, & bond
program that raids the state's "rainy day” fund and mortgages your kids'
future. Detroil will be asked to ante up $8.25 million just for preliminary
engineering as its share for this nighirmare. That money would buy a lot of
buses.

The proposed budged of 1.3 billion doflars for the 5.7 mile project is
enough to build a region-wide network of commuter rail and bus rapid transit
and build light rail transit on Woodward Avenue.

We need more busses, nol more trash, not more potholes from heavy truck
traffic.
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Jose Lopez

Public Hearings Officer

Michigan Transporation Departmert
P. Q. Box 30050

Lansing, Ml 48003 re; Comments on -84 Draft EIS

Cear Mr. Lopez:

Our Association is opposed to the acceptance of the Draft
Environmentat [mpact Statement on the [-8$ expansian far
numercds reasons, which | will summanze below, Only by using
the most contorted {ogic does the purpase of this project riake
sense. M-OOT knows full welt that the area of -84 needing work
goes well beyond the bounds of the project area, but M-DOT only
cansiderad a transit alternafive within the boundaries of the
project area. | was a participant inthe 1997 SEMCGOS Regional
Fail Study, and know that the study found that 3 commstear rail
system could be effective in handling tratfic growth along the

Mt Ciemens-Ann Arbor corddos, We found that an effective
commuter rail system gotdd be built for about one tenth the cast
of this project The anly other justification given for this

project is the increase in truck traffic generated by NAFTA, The
DEIS makes ne menficn of the cost involved in upgrading paraliet
rafl fines o hande this fraffic. it is our contention that

this increzsed freight traflic could be better handred by rall

at a fraction of the cost of thiz project Yet this lower cost
alternative was never considered by M-DOT.

This is a dassic axample of a project in search of 2 need. $1.3
billion or raunhly 320 millicn per block is far tae much to

spend when lower piced and more effective aliernatives are
available, In fagt, § the No-build Altemative were {o be

used, anc assuming only 2 five year effective lifa for the
resurfacing, the freeway cauld be resurfacad for over 400 years
for the cost of the Build Altemativa,
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We are also concerned about the fack of tranat to meet the
enarmaous traffic disiocation caused by the project, which sven
it done on-time wilt take over seven years. Re-routing traffic
onto sumace streefs simply will nat warke | five just off

Harper Avenuge betvween Eight end Nine Mile Roads, When -84 is
dosed in that area, it is nearly impossible to get onta or off

of Harper. A similar problem will develop in every area along
the freevway, and we can be assured of traffic chaos for five to
saver years, M-DOTs assurences that all will be well simply are
net acceptable, If thiz project isto go forward, a transit
alternative is required, '

The exceptionally short ime allowed For review and comment of
the DEIS has not dllowad us sufficient ime to regearch apparent
problems further, We believ e that the draft EIS should be

rejected, and that a new comment and hearng period should be
established, &nd with at |east B0 days time to research and
prepare commentary. Virtually all of the groups oppesing this
project are voluntzer citizen groups, who must reseacch and
prepare comments on their own Eme after pulting in & fult day's
work. M-DOT's handing of the DEIS hearings and ecmment period
are a slap in the face to citizen involvement in our govarnment,

Sincersdy yours,

John Delora

Executive Direcior,

Michigan Azsaciation of Rallroad Passengers
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Frem: . . “Julie Kohn" <fsuitcase@bignet.net>
Ta: <lopezjos@mdot.state. mius>

Date: 3/20/01 915PM

Subject: enjarging 194

Mr. Lopez:

The new paving of | B4 ic 20 lanes is just crazy. No one in Detroit needs and increase in the road size to
that extent plus the exhaust fumes would be encugh to kil evaryona,

If you have 50 rﬁuch money, why not put it where it is needed most—-mass transit.

A new idea for Detroit which is long averdue! Detroit is fast appreaching a city that has more to offer than
just the car capitat of the world. | don't believe that Detroit has the right to call itseif that anymore,
Detroit is finally expanding its horizons into computer technology and even gaming.

Let's get with the mass transit picture and bring Detrolt up 1o the 21st Century.

Sincerely,

Julipanne Kohn, CTC
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From: "Gerald Heugr* <g.r.heuer@worldnet.att.net>
To: <jupezjns@rmdot.stale. mius>

Date: 320/01 11:25FM

Subject: i-84 Modemization

Mr. José A, Lopez 20 March 2001

Public Hearings Officer
Michigan Departmeant of Transportation

RE: 1-34 Modemization
Deaf Mr. Lépez:

MDOTs plan says nothing to rail transpert. Rebuilding -84 offers a great opportunity to put in an
east-west fail line thatl could go Metra Alrport and Ann Arbor on 1he west and 1o the developrment areas in
the area of Selfridge ANG Base on the east. Such a line could join other rail lines that would go to
Pontiac along the pid Grand Trunk line and also join a line that would have a terminus in downtown
Detroit and follow the old Chesapeake ling to Lansing.

Let's not spend aill the money on pavement without thinking outside the box to promote raill transport as
well. Unless we offer alternative to cars, the traffic congestion probiem will continue.

| hawve Eved ailf over the world and | am saddened to sea that Betroit has no metropolifan transportation
sysiem. Even Washington DC with all its palitics has a superh metro system. You ean easily get around
London, Paris, NYC, Boston, San Francisco, Stuttgart, Frankfort, Berdin (east and west when Barin was
divided), and Tokyo because of thelr systems, so why nat here. Please just repave -84 for now and go
back to the drawing board. Our businesses in the suburbs are crying for an efficient transportation
syslem that will get workers to and from Detroit. Pizase iisten to them.

Sincerely,
Gerald B, J. Heuer

52491 Lannoo
Betroit MI 48236-2137
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I | Jose Lopez - 4-94 Reconstruction

From: ' “John T, Feret" <mellomon@msn.com> -
To: "Jose Lopez" <inpezjosmmdot.state. mius>

Drate; 22101 1:38AM

Subfect: 1-94 Recanstruction

Mr. Lopez,

improvements to 1-94 are necessary, just a5 most roads in Detroit are in need of serious repair. 1s it
really in the best interest of the citizens of Michigan taxpayers to spend §1.3 billion tg make some
improvements to one piece of road?

Many roads in Detroit are in pitiful condition. Patching potholes year-after year-afler year has proved to
be an ineffective solution. The blame is placed on the use of salt in the winter to meit saow. M this is tha
case, why Is it that other northem cities do not have nearly the problem Detroit expenences with poor
road conditions? The answer is that Detroit's roads are overburdened because of a compiete iack of
mass transportation.

& lighl rail system lhnui:;ht Detroit would ease the burden on roads, lowering maintenance costs
significantly. Alr quality would improve, as would the overall quality of life.

Throwing maney at a problem such as 1-84 does not solve the probiem. Hf the current plan is
imptemented it will eventually cause more problems than there currently are with the area's rads. And
will this mega-expansion come in at the budgeted amount?

Many road projects in Michigan seem to way over compensate. in Oscoda, thers is currently a project to
expand & two lane road to four lanes, when there is not any traffic congestion to warrant spending tax
dollars to pave over people's lawns.

If we keep paving over this beautifu! state and not looking to comect the serious transporiation problems
that exist, we will just keep throwing money away on projects that in reality do not help to ease the
existing problems. '

As long as there is a lack of real mass transportation in Detroif, there will be bad roads in Michigan, $1.3
billion spent on the development of a fight rail system for Detrait would go a long way toward solving
problems such as the current congestion on 1-94. Or a $1.3 billion band-aid can be appiied.

That only ieaves the guestion: How much more will it cost fo widen every freeway in Detroit o 18 or 12
lanes?
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From: chris meneight <cmcneight@yahoo.com>
To: <lopezios@madot. state mi.ts>

Date: 321701 7:15AM

Subject: Pubiic Mass Transit

To Whom It May COncem,

In response to an email | recently roeived, | would
Eke to offer my suppor for ihe concept of improving,
rather establishing, an efficient and safe system of
imass transit in the Getroif metmpolitian area.

{ am uniformed as to the details of the curent
proposals underway, and unforiunately am unable to
attend tonight's meeting. However, there exists
interest in leaming more and possibly becoming a
voluntear in promoting the above mentioned idea.

Thank you and best of luck.

Sincerely,
Chris McNeight

Co YYou Yahoo!?
Get email at your own domain with Yahoo! Mail.
hitp:#persanal. mail.yzhoo.com/f
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From: MELVIN ROWE <mealrowed@home,coms>

To: . - «<lopezjos@mdot, state.mius>

Date: 3721701 5;36AM .
Subject: 94 Project

| der not agree with the subject project. In fact | do not agree that we
should build any more new freeway systemns at all until we leam how to
build a roadway that will last more than 7 years. | don' know the
causes for our roadways deteriorating so rapidly, bul 1 is a disgrace.
Whether it is 2 problem of design, or construciion quality, or
ovenoaded trucks, or 3 comblnaticn of both, 1 think we should commit
ourseives te finding the causels) and resolving them. Ewven if the
initial instaliation of a reliable roadway costs more, it will be much
more cost effeciive in the long run. Do we have any plans to do so?
Thanks, Mel Rowe
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From: "mitgsites” <migsites@gtii.coms
To; © . <lopezjos@mdot.state.mi.us>
Date: 321001 4:30FM

Subject: public comment -84 Detroit project

Deaar Mr. Loper,

I'd like: ter protest the current plans for the Detrolt Edsel Ford Freeway |-94 project. There seems no
need, to me, for it to be such a large, wide preject. #t seems overkill, to say the least. | lived in the City
of Detroit for 17 years, and siill visit frequently, and the need simply does not exist for such a huge,
expensive re-go. .

Thank you,

Tom Albrecht

35468 Woodland Trail
Williamsburg, Ml 49690
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From; "Rober{ Duda" <Robert.Red.Pine@woridnet.att.net>
To: : <lopezjos@mdot. state.mi us>

Date: 21401 5:536PM

Subject; {-84 Expansion

Lrear Mr. Lopez:

I am against the proposed expansion of 1-94 in Deatroit.

This proposal is 2 waste of money and doss not really address the basic transporation need of southeast
Michigan. Thal need is a mass transit sysiem - that works, White the propozal gives iip service 1o mass
transit lanas, no one reaily believes that MDOT is serious about it.

This proposal will also nein existing neighborhoods.

Sincerely,

Fobert J. Duda
38202 Danald
Livania, Mi 48154
734,737 4166



I iJose Lopez - -84

Fromi: judy borchardt <berchi{@yahoo.com:
To: . <lopezjos@mdot.state.mius>. | .
Date: 3/220% 12:28PM -
Suhject: (-84

I'm writing to prolest the 194 project which has as

its objective 1o provide a connection for commercial
and transcontinental traffic, it will further divide

up the city and pollute the air and our ears. We need
to design transportation for Detroit which includes
censiderafion for people moving around - mass transit
should have a greater priority over lrucks, Yes, you
may argue thai {rucking, ete., provides jobs. Hurting
the city for commercial reasons has been done enough,

Do You Yahoo!?
Get email at your own domgin with Yahoo! Mail.
httpffpersonal.mail.yahoo.com/!



Dear Mr. Lopez, * Yes, -4 does need to be repaired, but i beleive the proposed project is the
wrong way of doing it. it seems every development decision detroit makes is backwards, and
forgets about the role of government, to represent the people of the city and to make decisions
that would benefit the people of detroit most. the “improvements" detroit is making seem to
cater to the suburbs, trying to find different ways to bring the people living there to detroit to
spend money. Which is not a bad idea, unfess you forget about the detroiters. a number of
detroiters dont have cars, so the large amount of money proposed to be spent on the repairs wont
make their day to day run any smaother unless indirectly through the busses that use 94. But if
you really wanted to help those people without cars you would take the money proposed for the
94 project and spend it on a state of the art public transportation system. Maybe superconducting
irains, a rail system that would connect you to all the surrounding suburbs, ann arbor, grosse
pointe, royal oak, ferndale, pontiac, auburn hills. that rail system would also connect you to the
airport and amtrak stations that could take you all over the world. Also this transit system should
have clean , safe, easily identifiable stations, with maps, instructions for using, and costs extremely
accessible. The stations should be enclased and heated in the winter. The cost for using the
transit should be affordable so poor people will be able to use it, and hopefully if it was built well
encugh, enocugh people would use it that it could pay for its own maintenance. This sort of mass
trans would cut down on drunk driving, would be environmentally good for detroit in so many
ways, would make the city more accessible to tourists, and would give detroit some class, in the
sense that our state and city govemment had enough forethought and enough concern for the
underpriveleged people of the city, enough understanding of the word governance and
stewardship to serve its people in a eficient thorough way that would probably benefit the city in
chain reaction action, with one goad idea carried out well, bringing forth more good ideas. That
Was 2 nuin on sentence. somy. anyway thats my 2 cents. I dont really know who you are, but i
beleieve its your time to shine. Forget the difficult bureaucracy im assuming goes with what you
de for 2 moment and remeriber ideals and all the peopie who will never ever be able to afford
SUV's, also think about depleting natural gas and the environmental degredation that comes from
buming gas and mining. If you need help you can hire me for at least 12 dollars an hour and an
insurancs plan, sincerely, Leah Retherford
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From: <lapoin1§@msu.edu>

Tos <lopezios@mdot.state.miusy
Date: 32201 11.23PM

Subject: Public Transit!

Hells!

| am just writing this e-mall fo you bacause | would like to postively

influence you to improve public transit in large cities 1n Michigan,

Especially places such as, the metro Detroit arsa where you have to wait one
hour for a bus. | myseif would iove to use mass transportation for a nurnber

of reascns. First of all, # supports a good environmental cause instead of
millions of metro Detroilers "individually™ driving their cars all over|

Secondly, you don't have toe worry about spending too much money on gas! | am
just informing you that an excelient idea would be to suppart the habilitation

of public transit. Thank you very muchi

Ceacelia LaPointe
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From: ~Jacab Stevens <jacob@ic.org>

Ta: <lopezjos@mudeal. state. mi.us>, <94Detroit@pbworld.com=
Date; /24101 T:55AM

Subject: 154 Rehab Comments

Helio Rehsb Folks!

| would iike to first off thank you so much for soliciting lots of
public involvement and input into the 194 rehabilitation project.
Getting input from the public of Detroit is the only ethical approach
to this sont of major preject and | applaud your thoughiful and
helpful efforts {0 do sa. Thank you.

| attended ihe evening information session at the African American
Histary Museum and was able pok over most of the information and
taik with several MDOT employees at leagth. ! strongly encourage the
MNo-Build Altemative for now.

The main purpose for this recommendation is the striking and severs
need for better fransit systems in Detroit. Congestion, safety and
pollution are not demands that we must meekly accept and answer to by
providing better roadway service. Without better transit options,

this only furthers dependence on cars, which leads right back to

greater congestions, safety problems and pollution. We must implement
other epfions. Pollufion and safety concemns are only worsened

further when the poer of Detrolt, wha are so thoroughly undar-served

by aur transil options, must buy poor perfonming vehicles to

successfully travel in the city.

Furthermare, please consider the likely future of transportation in
our region. While, | understand these things are hard o predict,
certain trends seern clear, For one, global warming has been confirmed
as a problemn by the UN, the European Uaion, US scienfists and
numergus olher sources. While US Federal policy still stalls an this
issue, it is inevitable that we will have to face it soon. At such a
point, SE Michigan can be in a position to accommaodate the needed
changes or can be {eft behind in Rust-bell desperation. Personal,
cultural, and most likely reguialory changes are bound to create
changes in people's {ransportation habits within the next 20 years
that will reduce their automobile vse and dramatically increase
public transpodation use. it would be wise and prudent for us {g
begin putting our resources toward transit support naw.

While we clearly need to make ver roadways as safe and congestion
free as passibie, to continue the band-aid approach of throwing more
money at a freeway system that we can enly hope will have its traffic
diminish gver time is folly. While | understand that using this money
is nol currently a direct reduction of funds avaiiable for transit

work, there is still a reality thatl Michigan has limited funds al its
disposal. These funds most go foward {ransit development for the
economic, cultural and environmental health of our region.

Thank ydu for your time and consideration. | hope that even if you
pursue an option other than the No-Build, that it will be the
Enhanced No-Build altemative.

Most sinceraly,

Jacob Stevens Corvidae
612 Prentis, B4

Detroit, Mi 48201
jacob@ic.ong
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From: c Jim Gulzo <iimdulzo@earthiink net=
To: <lopezjos@mdot state. mi.us>

Date: H2401 &1PM

Subject: -84 Comrment

5221 Buckingham
Oetroit, Mi 48224

March 24, 2004

José A Lbpez

Pukbiic Hearings Officer

Michigan Depariment of Transportation
.0, Box 30050

Lansing, Michigan 48908

Dear Mr. Lopez,

| am writing to express my deep concem about 1he rebuiiding and
widening currenily being cansidered by MDOT for -84 through the center
of my city, Detroit,

Like many people, | am completely sick of expressway driving~tha
choked roads, the endless repairs, the wheel-destroying potholes, the
noise, But | am even more tired of the thinking that is coming out of
Lansing in regards to soiving our steadily worsening transportation
problems. It is old thinking. It is unimaginative thinking. It is
absolete thinking. [t Is thinking that's guided by a powerful, if
perhaps weli-meaning, group of special interests that sees anly
concrete, and then stilt more concrete, as the only solution,

Expressways have destroyed the inner cores of so many af our urban
areas, They have engendersed endiess sprawl that condemns peaple {o long
cornmenes and huge expenditures on vehicles. These roads have destroved
great neighborhoods, emptied sidewalks. killed neighborhood businesses
and forced parents 10 become fulldime taxd drivers.

It didn't used to be like this. People shopped at the end of their
block, rode the streetcar io work, enjoyed a sense of community that
werlt far beyond listening to traffic reports. Untii we go back to
transporiation planning that aggressively pursues excallent,
worid-class, clean, convenient, fun-to-use, safe mass transi, things
will only get worse. The bus system in Detroit is a disgrace. The system
in the surrounding suburhs is only marginally betler. Both are working
on a starvation diet, 'competing” with 2 highway sysiem that is fiush
with subsidy even as it continues to encourage more ruinous sprawi.

We need a rail system, not 20 lanes of freeway, to connect Port
Huron 1o Detroit to Ann Arbor, VWe need a good bus system to link peopie
to it. We need something well-done and based on the experience of the 20
other urban areas area which have figured out that mass transit is the
only way to go. These are the cities with real success stores.

The $1.3 hiliion your depariment is proposing for expanding 1-54
should instead be spent on a great regional transporation system.
People won't use mass transit that's only designed to serve the poor,
which is what we have now. Believe me, people in both this city and its
sumounding suburbs are sick of the worktime commuting mess we are in.

Please stop this gigantic boandoggie. it would destroy more
neighborhoods, create more pollution, and furlher delay solving a
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problem that need never have occured. Let's leam from our mistakes,
instead of repeating them vet again.

Sinceraly,

Jim Bulzo

cc: Mayor Dennis Archer
Sen. Carl Levin
Sen. Debbie Stabenow
Congresswoman Carolyn C. Kilpatrick
Staie Rep. Hansen Clark
Slate Senator Joe Young, Jr.
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From; <Forsterkh@ao.com:

To: <senataf@levin.senste.gév>
Date; 324401 9:4BPM

Subject: I-34

Dear Senator Leavin;

{ have heard that you have been looking into the possibility of mass
fransit of some sor for the Detrodt area. | certainly hope that this will
come to pass in the forseeabls future. Rather than the huge expenditure for a
small stretch of 1-54, | would prefer to see a light rail link of Metro
Airpart and Detroit, perhaps at New Center. This could be a start, | know
that there would be a reluclance on the part of the public to utilize mass
transit, howewver, the link to the airport could be the method to begin this
trend. Pethaps even the impetus for change could come from outside the
community with visitors utilizing this mode of transit. We are so far behind
other metropelitan areas in this regard, and it has cost us transpontation
dollars that should rghtfully have been ours. Fleass help.

ce: <senator@stabenow.senate gov>, <lopezjos@mdot.state.mi.us>
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Fram: _ "Malek, Barmy" <Barry Malek@national-city.com>

To: "lopezjos@mdot state.mius"™ <lopezjos@mdot. state. mi.us>
Date: 326/ 5:57PML-.. 0 L -

Subject: FW: .84 o

> —-0riginal Message—

> From: Malek, Bamry

= Sent: Monday, March 26, 2001 5:55 PM
=>To: lopezjoseghmdot.state. mi.us'

= Bubject: FW: |-24

=

o

-2

> —{Original Message——-

> From: Malek, -Barry

> Sent; Weadnesday, March 21, 2001 2:45 PM

>To:  ‘lopeziosf@mdol.state.mi ws

> Subject: g4

-

> Mr. Lopez

> 1 am writting to voice and document my disapproval of the so cailed

> "renovation” of 1-84 in Detroit. N is true that i-84 daes need to be

> repaved to correct pot holes. That does not mean; however that it should

= be widened o 20 lanes. Who is benefitting from this move to add lanes ang
> make the mote and service drive the equivelant of two foothall fields wide
> al cost of $1.5 Dillion dollars? Not the citizen and {axpayer. Not those

= who are forced 10 drive their own vehicle and commute in this METRO MESS
* everyday withowt real transit choices. The botlem iine is that this is

> WASTEFUL and WRONG. Travel valume can be increased more afficiently by
= rail as Chicago and Toronte have done. Also Speed link express buses with
> reserve freeway lanes. $1.5 BILLION?7?1! That kind of money heing

> wasted on a project that is NOT even proven to be the best aliernative

> amang all possible altematives is repugnant. With that kind of money The
> state of Michigan could implement a regional rapid transit rail system.

= With these kind of wasteful projects being pushed through to appease car

> makers, road contractors, politicians of Oakland county and the City of

> Detroit. | believe a comlete audit and investigation should be camied out

= of MDOT, DDOT, and other involved entities.

= Spedial interest and politics seem to be put first rather than what is

> best for the citizens of the region, the state, and their economies. |

> often travel to Chicago and Cleveland for business and they have well run
> Commuer rall, ight rail, Amtrak and buses and those areas a prospering.

> The Grand Rapids mayor with planning and forsight, is requesting a {ight

> rait ling, Atlanta's adding commuter rail, Flonda is adding a state wide

> cammuter rall systern connecting major cities. Ail we have in Michigan is a

> couple Amtrak fines! Lets get with [T We don't need maore
= pavement, polution and congestion, we need REAL allematives.
-

» Further more | don't believe the the center lanes in this proposed plan

> will be reserved for FUTURE rail as MDOT and Detroit ciaim, that is a

> sham. If Detroit and MDOT are serious about rail....DO IT FIRST, DONT

> TALK ABOUT ITI

> STOP Just planning and talking abaut it for the fulure to passify the

> citizens and tax payers. You say there is no funding., WELL DO SOMETHING TO
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= CHANGE IT. Where isithe 1.5 billlan for I-84 comming from? Let's use THAT o s
> money. When Detroit Oakland county or SEMCOG say thay want 3 new road

> project at the tune of Billions of dollar, MDOT NEEDS TO TAKE A LEADERSHIP

> ROAL AS THE DEPARTMENT QF TRASPORTION AND TELL THEM THEY NEED TO IMPLEMENT
= AN EFFICIENT REGICNAL TRANSIT PLAN FIRST, NOT A BILLICN DOLLAR BAND AlD.

> in reality MDOT needs to iead the way and develop that plan.

> Finally it is a fact that your environmental impact study was based on air

> poliution data from the suburbs not the city of Detroit. VWhat good is

= thatl? it's nof aven relevant.

> Metro Detreit citizens rank in the top for persenal expenses devoted 1o

> transportstion. Mo wonder, car ownership, wear and tear, fusi, insurance

> and precious time driving rather than riding. Yet we are fowest in the

> nation per capita devoted fo public transit optians, This sounds like a

> great story for Prime TIme Live, Shay Minutes or 20/20,

-2

> If Detroit and MDOT want to improve traffic, fix the existing road,

= open the {ape thaf has been closed for so long and PUT IN A RAIL LINE to

> handle the commuter traffic and give us an alternative tp cars and

> highways.

>

> Barry Malek
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"FEQE‘

From: - Sheinzman <sheinzman@prodigy net=
Ta: - <igperjos@mmdat slate.mi s>

Date: 3/26/01 40PN

Subject: Fultlic comment on -394 expansion

Dear Mr., Lapez;

The propusai to expand 1-54 to a capacity of twenty ianes through the
neart of Delroit is & classic case of over kil | am opposed to such a

concentrated use of transpodation dollars. At $1.3 billion, the twenty
lane proposal goes too far, :

Repairing 1-94 is needed. | ask the State to scale back the twenty iane
proposal to eight or passibly ten lanes maximum,.

We need dollars for transportation invested in not only road repairs,
tut mass transit.

The need for a mass transit system that sffectively and affordably meets
the needs of the Detreit Metropolitan Area is of crucial importance, It

is unrealistic to ask those who are unable 1o drive or can not afford an
automebite to ride a disjointed bus duopoly 1-2 haurs one way iv secure
employment. it is a regional economic impediment {0 have no passengar
rail connecting our expanding Metro airport with the Downtown hub. And
it is ludicrous to not take steps o reduce the congestion on our roads

and freeways fror passenger cars with one ocoupant,

Thank you far registering my comments.
Sincerely,
Scott Heinzman

37601 Grantland
Livonia, ME 43150

[ <mayor@mayos. ol detroil.mi.us>, <senator@levin senate.gove,
<senator@stabenow.senate.gov>
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From: Ravindra-Marur <ravmarun@yahoo.com>
To: <lopezjosfmdot.state.mi. s> :
Date: 26701 2:08PM )

Sihject: You can make & difference

Dear 3ir;

| amn a writing to you to express my opposition fo the
proposed -84 reconstruction project in Defroit, and
asking you 1o oppase this project as well.

Now is the right lime to develop an altemative

transit vision for southeastern Michigan. $1.3

billion is too heavy a burden to place on taxpayers

for a highway project that will have high continuous
maintenance easts, and do Iitle to relieve road
congestion. We all know that Michigan's roads have a
very shorl Ffespan, Cver ime, the costs to mainilain
these roads will prove too high a burden for
laxpayers. We all xnow that more roads will only lead
1o more cars and more iraffic congestian, not less,
There needs 10 be an alternative. Taxpayers' dollars
would be better spent to help provide this

allemative, an exlensive mass transil system for
soulheasiem Michigan.

Sir, you have the power fo make a difference. You can
change the status quo, You can fundamentaily
transform the short-sighted fransportation ideas of

the past. You can help transform southeastemn
Michigan into a world-class urban area. The lack of
extensive mass transit wiill always prevent
southeastern Michigan from reaching this ievel, and
place our State's economic vibrfance in jeopardy.

Sir, please help put an end to this wasteful

govemmenl spending. Please, rejest the proposed -84
reconstruction project in Detroit, Please, support

more mass iransit for spulheastemn Michigan and hetp
keep the economic vibrance of Michigan alive and well.

Thank you for your lime.

RAVI MARUR
Southfield, M

Do You ¥ahool?
et emait at your own domain with Yahoo! Mail.
htipfpersonal mail. yahoo.com/f
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From: -<Peg281844@aol.com> -

To: : <mayor@mayor.cl.delroit. mi.us>, senator@levin.senate.govs,
<senator@@stabenow senate.gov>, <lopezjos@mdot.state. mi.us>

Date: 318101 12:28FPM

Subject; Coment Feriod or Expansion of -84 Ends March 27, 2001

Dear Mayor Dennis Archer
Senator Carl Levin
Senator Debbie Stabenow
Fublic Hearings Officer, MDOT, Jose Lopez

I am epposed to the proposed expansion of 194 for many reasons:

* Itis an excessive design that ends up being 20 lanes wide through
the 7 rile section from 1-95 to Conner. Our region needs o diversify
our transportation investment, not squander all of our public
transporiation  money on concrets, '

* The final EIS needs to review altematives that better meet the neads
of  laxpayers and the future vitality of Detroil.

* The proposed allemative is not smart, conservative design because it
will:

a.. Further drain vitality from tha City of Detroit

b.. Al the cost of $1,300,000,000 for only 7 miles, drain pubiic
maney from  transit investments and set up the precedent to continue this
wide swath  through the rest of the region at huge cost for concrete.

c.. Miss the opportunity to add capacity through cost-saving transit
components as part of the project

d.. Excessively burden minarity communities.

.. Center space for transtt is fraudulent; it's really for future
truck fanes.

Fix -84 first and add capacity through transit and rail improvementst
Ctherwise, Detroit will be a sacrifice zone for trucks as they race, noisily
threugh cur city, not stopping to generate economic vitality here.

Sincerely,
Peggy S, Collins

21210 Lathrup St.
Southfield, Mi 48075

"May power and influence flow to those who will use them for the goad of the
earth and her people, and be withdrawn from those who won't." Starhawk
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Fage,

me: - 8il] Houghton <bhoughton01@home.coms - :
To: “lopezjos@mdot.state.mius” <lopezios@mdot.siate. mi.us>, Chuck Stukes
<wxyz{@nust.net>, Tcommuter@dsinews.com” <commuter@deinews.com>

Data: 312401 12:08FM

Subject; {-54

Dear Mr. Lopez,

MODT is ance again trying 1o craft a cemeant centric ix* for congestion

at a time when Southeast Michigan is demanding and requires more transit
options, To achieve MDOT's geal of a cement ™ix", MDOT is engaged in a
rushad pianning process far 1-84, and circumventing full citizen
participation during the review period by not providing adeguate public
notica.

Furthermore, MOOT's rush tactics will allow MDOT to avoid the inclusion
of

SEMCOG's transit plan, which is scheduied for completion in October
2001, SEMCOG's transit pian has the potential to illustrate there isnY

a need for additional lanes an |94, 1s this why MDOT is rushing the
planning process?

is this how a taxpayer funded government egencies should operate? |
thought MDOT
worked for the citizens of Michigan?

Therefore, | 25k, a5 the Detroil Free Press Editorial Board ang TRU
have, that

MDOT delay the citizen review period and 1o take in to consideration
SEMCOGE's transit plan for Southeast Michigan before the final design for
-84 is completed,

Please ses the attached web site for Transit Riders United jetter to
MDOT

and the Detireit Free Press Editorial's reques! for the inclusion of
SEMCOG's transit plan.

hitp:/hwww.marp.org/i94extension.htm

Free Press: Dont comenit just yet to $1.3-hillion widening plan
hitpfheeew Freep.comfvoices/aditorials/ewide?_ 20010302 htm

Sincereiy,

Bill Houghton

S20W. Marshal
Farmdale, Michigan 48220

cc: <james.siesle@ihwa dot.govs, "kdkhands@voyager.net” <kdkhands@voyager.net>,
motranzit <Molranzit@acl.com=, "dbalch1@medizone.net” <dbalch1 @mediaone.nef>,
"marp@mich.com” <marp@mich.com>, “slkhands@voyager.net® <slkhands@voyager.net=, Dan Keifer
<Dokeifer@acl.com>, Sally Lawler <slawler@umich.edu>, citizensforbuses
<citizensforbuses@avi.com=, hopeddetroit <hopeddetroit@hotmail.com>, mdotdirector

<rndotdirectorf mdaot.state.mi.us=, Bill O'Brien <JefProi@acl.coms», Carmine Palomba
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<paivmba@semcog.org>, Carol Hopkins <Chopkins@co.wayne.mi.us>, Claudia Berry
<cberry@detroitchamber.com>, "Jensen, Barry™ <bjensenf@oe.homecamm. net>, jscrant
<jscrant@house state. mi.us>, Kelly Thayer <kelly@miui.org>, Ken Rogers
<rogersk@co.cakiand.mi.us>, kkilpat <kkilpat@house. state.mius=, Mary Kramer
<mkramen@crain.com>, "Ms. Gayla Houser" <gaylaf@troychamber.com=, "RCOCERCOCWeb.org*
<RCOC@RCOCWeb.amg>, rijchnson <rijohnson@house state.mlus>, SenSJohnsen
<SenSJohnson@senate. state.mi.us>, SenPHoffman <SenPHoffman@senate. state. mi.us>,
SenDDeGrow <SenDDeGrow@senate.state. mi.us>, T Barwin <tbarwin@ameritech.net>, tait
<tait@semcog.org>, Tribune <editor@dailytribune com=, giacobs <gjacobsghhouse. state.mf.us>, Greg
Bowens <bowensg@mayor.ci.detrolt.mi.us>, "cocom25@worldnet.att.net” <cocom25@woridnet.ati.net>,
"Gerald D. Poisson™ <poissong@ce.nakiand.mi.us>, D Conaway <conawayd@co.pakland.mius>, Kan
Rogers <rogersk@co.oakland. mi.us>, "RCOC@RCOCWeb.org” <RCOC@RCOCWeh.org>,
“friedappel@acl.com” <friedappel@acl.com>, "immetan@aol.com™ <timmelton@aol.coms,
"amesf@co.oakland.mi.us" <amosf@ca.cakland. mi.us>, "cocom25@worldnet. att.net"
<cocom2i@worldnet.atl.net>, Dingeldey <dingeldeyn@cs.oakland.mi.us>, jeff gemitt
=gemitt@freepress.com, Bill O'Brien <JeiProj@acl.com>, "commuter@detnews.com”
<commuier@deinews.com=, Conyers <john.conyers@mail.house gov>, cperric

<cpemic@house stata.mi.us>, Dan Dirks <DDirks@ix.netcom.com>, David Sanders
<sanders@semcoy.org>, dwoodward <dwoodward@house.state.mius>, James Cramer
<james.cramer@fhwa dot.gov>, “King, Robert™ <rjking@dstnews.com>, Lam <lam@freepress.com=,
Laura Berman <LauraBe@aol.com>, Lynn Rivers <lynn.rivers@mail. house.gov>, Mari Ellis
<mellis@Canton-Ml.org>, Fete Waldmeir <PWaldmeir@aol.com>, rgosselin

<rgosselin@house state.mi.us>, "rovphi@ddot.cl.detroil. mi.us" <rovphi@ddet.ci.detroil.mi.us>, senator
<senatorilevin.senate.gov=, "Silverman, Mark {Detroit)” <msitvemman@Detmaint. DNPS.come, slevin
<slevin@mail.house gov>, transcommi@mail house.gov” <transcomm@mail house gove, Wilsona
<WilsenA@mayor.ci.detroit. mi.us>, WXYZ TV Delroit <talkback@wxyztv.com>. Bonior
<david.bonior@mail house.gov>, Bomar <bomars@ddot.ci.detroit. mi.us>, amy klein
<klein@freepress.coms>, Mayor Dennis Archer <lMayor@mayor.ci detroit.mi.us>, mogruder
~mcgrudengdfreepress. com>
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From: Bill Houghtan *:bhnughtnnm@hnrne com= -
To: <lopezjos@mdot.state.mi. s> ' :
Late: 32201 11:27AM -

Subject: Piease Read and Adwsa I-94 Feedback

Dear Mr, Lopez,

| fully support the pasition of Karen Kendrick-Hands {TRU) a5 stated in
the attached Detroit Fres Press Editarial of March 19, 2001 and ask that
my elected officials alsg suppart Karen's pasition. '

I-34 requires repairs; howsvear, the current plan to expand {-34 s a
wasie of money!

hitp:therww freep.com:80/voices/columnists/ehand 19_20010319.htm

Sincerely,

Bill Houghton

538 W. Marshall
Femdzale, Michigan 48220

o “kefkhands@voyager.net” <kdkhands@voyager.net>, meotranzit <Molranzit@aol.coms>,
"dbalch1@mediacne.net” <dbalchi@mediaone nat>, "mam@mich.com” <marp@mich.coms,
"slkhands@voyager.nat” <sikhands@voyager.net=, Dan Keifer <Dekeifer@saol.come, Sally Lawler
<slawlen@umich.edu>, citizensforbuses <citizensforbuses@aol.com>, hopeddetroit
<hopeddetroit@hoimall.com=, “Gerald D. Poissan® <poissong@@co.cakland.mi.us>, D Conaway
<gonawayd@co.cakland.mius>, Ken Rogers <rogersk@co.oakland. mius>, "RECOCE@RCOCWeb.org”
<RCOC@RCOCWeb.org>, “friedappelf@acl.com” <friedappel@acl.com=, timmeiton@aol.com”
<timmelton@aol.com>=, "amesf@co. oakland.mi.us” <amosi@eo.oakland. miuss,
“cocom2S@woridnet.atl.net” <cocom25@worldnet.att.net>, Dingelidey <dingeldeyn@co.oakland.mi.us>,
G-Hill <G-Hill@ci.detroit.mi us>, M-Mahaffey <M-Mahaffey@ci.detroit mi.us>», C-Cleveland
«C-Cleveland@ei detrait. mi us>, K-Cockrel <K-Cockrel@ci. detroit. mi.us>, 5-Cockrel
<5-Cockrel@ei.detroit mius>, K-Everetl <K-Everstif@cidetroit. mivus>, N-Hood
<N-Hood@ci.defroit. mius>, B-Scolt <B-Scott@ci.detroil.mi.us=>, A-Tinstey-Williams
<A-Tinstey-Wiliams@ci.detroit.mi.us>, Wilsona <\WilsonA@mayor.ci detroit. mt.us>, Mayor Dennis
Archer <Mayor@mayor.cl.detroit.mius>, Greg Bowens <bowensg@mayor.ci.detroil.mi.us>, Bill O'Erien
<JerProj@aol.com=, Bomar <bomars@ddot.ci.detroit. mi.us>, Bonfor <david. bonior@mail.house govs,
Carminz Palombo <palombo@semcog.org=, Carol Hopkins <Chopkins@co. wayne.mi.us>, Chuck
Stokes <wxyr@rust.net>, Claudia Berry <cherry@detroilchamber.com=>, "commuter@detnews.com”
<commuter@detnews.com>, Conyers <john.conyers@mail.house.gov>, Dan Dirks
<gmsmark@hotmail.com>, David Sanders <sanders@semcog.org>, "DEBBIE STABENGW®

<DERBIE, STABENOW@EMAIL HOUSE GOV, dwoodward <dwordward@house state.mi.us>, Fred
Salmu <FSaimu@dicksonassociales.com=, gjacobs <gjacobs@house.state.mi.us=, James Cramer
<james.cramer@fhwa.dot.gov=, jeff gemitt <germitt@freepress.com>, Jeff-Rich leiman-doce
<rgil@mediaone.net>, "Jensen, Bamy™ <bjensen@oe. homecomm.net>, Jim Roble
<jroble@hetmail.com>, jscrant <jscrant@house. state.mius>, Kelly Thayer <kelly@miui.org=>, "King,
Robert” <jking@udetnews.com>, kkilpat <kkilpat@house.state.mi.us>, Knollenberg -

<Rep. Knollenherg@mail.house.gov>, Lam <lam@freepress.com™, Lynn Rivers
<iynn.nvers@mail.house.govs, Mary Kramer <mkramer@erain.com=, Maryann Marantetie
<IUSoccerog@anl.com=, megruder <megruderffreepress.com=, mdotdirector

smdotdirecior@mdst state.mius>, "Ms. Gayla Houser® <gayla@troychamber.com=, Pete Waldmetr
<PWaldmeir@aol.com>, rgosselin <rgosselin@house.state.ml.us>, fjohnson
<riohnson@nouse.stale mi.us>, "rovphi@ddot.cl.detrol.mi.us” <rovphi@ddot.ci.detroit. mius>, senator
<senator@ievin.senate.gov>, SenDDeGrow <SenDDeGrow@senate. state.mi.us>, SenPHefiman
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- <SenPHoffman@senate state mius>, SenSJohnson <SenSJohnson@senate.state. mi.us>, "Silverman* -~
Mark (Detroit)” <msilverman@Detmain T.DNPS.com>, slevin <slevin@mail.house gov=, tail :
<tait@semcog.org>, T Barwin <tbarwin@amerftech.net>, Tribune <editor@dailytribune.com=,
“franscomm@mail. house gov" <transcomm@mail.house gov>, WilsonA
<WilsonAgmayor.cl.detroil. mi.us>, “Battagiis, Anthony J° <anthony.battaglia@eds.com>, “Meyiand,

Kurl" <kurt.meyland@eds com=



i Jose Lopez - Re: Concerns with the 1-375 and [-64 Proposals Page

From: Brenda FPeek

To: Troy, Adam )

Pate: CBRAT 222AM

Subject: Re: Concems with the 1-375 and i-94 Proposals

Dear Mr. Adam: The director asked that | respand to your emait request. We appreciate all of your
supgestions and statemeants. { will forward this information to the study group &5 part of their Public
Information Program. We thank vou for your inquiry and remarks.

Brenda V. Peek, Communicatians
Metro Region

>>> Adamn Troy <Adamt@Wam.com> 03/0%/01 0Z-18FM >
Mr. Rosine

{ am not sure to whom 1 should direct my concems with the 1-375 and [-94
project proposals,

If you could please pass them along to the invoived parlies | would
appreciate it

-375

| have several reservations with the 1-375 proposal. Ropad bullding and
reconstriction has become

a major issue in our state. { feel that we need to reconsider the building
of new roads and offer other

means of transporiation as a viable option. [am a Detroit City Resident
and | have read several studies

stating how this wilt not be a benefit for Detroit. It will howaver benefit
those who would kike 10 get in and

out of Detroit espacially if the Casinos are iocated there. This is saother
spending of ransportalion funding

adventure that will not help the citizens of Detroit, | request that you
please look into altemative transportation.

{ have heard the age oid argument that density does not stipport mass
transportation, however without mass

transportation we will not have the growth in density. | think we need to
stand up and change the way we

think about spending and what aur cost to benefit ratie really is.

I-94

My soncem is thal we are not gaing to link downtown with Metro Airport. |
teel this should be added into

the proposal. If | were a foreign traveler ar business man wanting to spend
my time in Metre Detroit Downtown, '

I'would not be pleased with the cument options, The cab cost are enough to
send a message, shouling stay away

fram Detroit. | feel that this would be a vital link to making Detroit a

world class city. There are web pages

dedicated to informing foreign travelers what cities are travet friendly and
Detroit ranks worst on 2imost every one.

The concem is | want a better Detroit which will mean a better Michigan.
Today road building is out of hand, The -
karger the roads the larger the shift in population causing more roads to be
added. Please take a step 1o move Detroit

into the future and not inte the rebuiiding of antiquated roads,

Thank yau for your time.

Troy

Troy A. Adam
435 W, Willis
Detroit M1 48201





