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Public and Agency Comments



Appendix D

Comments on City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project™

Environmental Assessment

Comments From: Source | Recommended | Main Points ERM Response
Alternative
Comments from Organizations
Citizens Regional Transit letter Enhance Ped Mall | Believes expansion of LRRT will increase Expanding LRRT may result in more workers using
Corp. number of pedestrians downtown LR, but would directly affect the number of
(55 members) pedestrians downtown
Buffalo Niagara Partnership | letter Shared Trackbed Returning traffic will improve visibility and | No response necessary
(3,500 members) accessibility/create a critical mass of people
New Millennium Group of email Shared Trackbed Provides their Long Term Vision for Main No response necessary
Western New York Street, supports LRRT, and opening all
(500 members) streets to two way traffic
Theater District Association | letter Shared Trackbed No response necessary
(65 members)
Buffalo Place letter Shared Trackbed No response necessary
(240 property owners)
Comments from Elected Officials
State Assemblyman Richard | letter No action Recommends improving rear facades on Agree this would be valuable, but would not revitalize
Smith Washington and Pearl Streets Main Street
State Assemblyman Sam letter Outside Trackbed, | Supports returning traffic to Main Street, No response necessary

Hoyt

Selected Blocks or
Shared Trackbed

concerned about cost




Comments From: Source | Recommended | Main Points ERM Response
Alternative
Comments from Individuals
Nathan C. Neuman Letter, Selected Blocks Allow traffic only on blocks w/o transit This would only allow traffic on 3 interrupted blocks
U. of Buffalo student public stations
hearing,
website
Lynda Stephens faxed No Action Believes benefits of returning traffic to Main | Provides little data to support her position
City resident memo Street are overstated.
Andrew R. Graham Letter and | Shared Trackbed Would like to add diagonal parking Tech Committee determined it was unsafe
downtown resident public
hearing
Marydel Bochnowich comment | Outside Trackbed Would prefer no on-street parking Tech Committee believes that on-street parking is
sheet or Shared Trackbed important component of plan
Deborah C. Sawyer comment | No-action Believes buildings along Main Street are too | Agree in part, but her position basically leaves the
sheet large to revive retail. alternatives of demolishing buildings or leaving them
vacant
William J. Magavern, 11 comment | Outside Trackbed Supports return of traffic along entire length | No response necessary
sheet or Shared Trackbed | of Main Street
Matt Balling comment | Shared Trackbed This alternative works well in Toronto No response necessary
sheet
Charles L. Gurney comment | Outside Trackbed Supports change No response necessary
sheet or Shared Trackbed
Harold L. Cohen comment | None indicated Thinks that converting other streets to two- Vaults and emergency access have been studied.
Dean Emeritus SUNY — sheet and way traffic has solved some of the problems | Traffic study took into consideration recent
Buffalo and downtown letter Recommends additional study on sidewalk conversion of streets to two-way

resident

vaults, emergency access, and new traffic
study




Comments From: Source | Recommended | Main Points ERM Response
Alternative
John Szlzepaniec comment | Shared Trackbed Recommends closing portions of Main Street | Possible, but probably difficult to implement and
sheet and | with closures 10-4 April-Sept. for pedestrians enforce
public
hearing
Bill Martin e-mail No action Recommends extending LRRT No response necessary
Joe Lippa comment | No-action Recommends opening all cross streets to Will not provide sufficient access or visibility to
Franklin St. business owner | sheet two-way traffic business to revitalize downtown
Gladys Gifford, Letter and | Enhance Ped Mall | Add bike lanes outside trackbed to this Continuous bike lanes outside trackbed would require
CRTC member public alternative relocation of existing transit stations.
hearing
Yuri Hreshchyshyn comment | Outside Trackbed Recommends constructing an enclosed ped Creative solution but would add considerably to
sheet walkway above the LRRT trackbed project cost
John Centurione fax Shared Trackbed Makes most sense No response necessary
Sheri and Greg Rehwoldt letter Enhance Ped Mall | Traffic will result in more accidents, trash, Should be no more than a typical street
downtown residents or No-action noise, and crime
Father Art Smith Letter and | Outside Trackbed, | Recommends incremental improvements to Recommend project be phased — would achieve same
St. Thomas Aquinas Church | public Selected Blocks or | see if they work first purpose as incremental improvements
hearing Shared Trackbed
Darran Simpson post card | Outside Trackbed Likes Toronto — will attract businesses to No response necessary
or Shared Trackbed | located on Main Street
Mr. Zakrzewski, Public Enhance Ped Mall | Ped mall not cause of problems on Main We believe ped mall did contribute to problems
CRTC member hearing Street
Chris ? Public Enhance Ped Mall | Need to spend money to maintain and No response required
LRRT system user hearing or No Action enhance LRRT system
Stuart ?, Public Outside Trackbed Downtown is dead and needs to be No response necessary
property landlord Hearing or Shared Trackbed | revitalized, traffic will help a lot




Comments From: Source | Recommended | Main Points ERM Response

Alternative
Dennis Galucki, Public Outside Trackbed Status quo doesn’t work. No action Under the no-action alternative bikes would not be
GBNRTC Bike Committee | Hearing or Shared Trackbed | alternative the best for bikes. allowed on Main Street.
Richard Coby, Public None indicated Do not lose parking existing parking spaces Will maintain on-street parking
Comm. For Better Buffalo Hearing in 700 block
Mike Niman Public Enhance Ped Mall | Ithaca has a successful ped mall College town with many students near ped mall
Buffalo State College hearing or No Action
instructor
Jack Maloney Public Enhance Ped Mall | Need to have more housing downtown Agree, but we believe that will not be sufficient to
downtown worker hearing or No Action revitalize Main Street
? Public Outside Trackbed Traffic flow is terrible downtown — put cars | No response necessary
Downtown resident hearing or Shared Trackbed | back on Main Street
? Public None indicated Dangerous to put bicycles on trackbed It is done in other cities successfully
GBNRTC bike committee Hearing
Alex Schmidt Public Outside Trackbed Need more people downtown — cars will help | No response necessary

Hearing or Shared Trackbed
Robert Peterson Public None indicated How will we measure success of project Success will be measured in terms of new jobs,
Buffalo resident Hearing decreased vacancy rates, assessed values, ped volumes
on Main Street, etc.

William Andrietti website Enhance Ped Mall | Likes not having traffic on Main Street No response necessary

or No Action
Katja Kliemann website Enhance Ped Mall | Keep the mall as is No response necessary

or No Action
Rob Handel website Shared Trackbed No response necessary
Phil Mogavaro website Shared Trackbed No response necessary
Robert Mink websitet Shared Trackbed No response necessary




Comments From: Source | Recommended | Main Points ERM Response
Alternative

Mmmgood802 website Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Rodolfo L. Villacorta, MD comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary
sheet

Doug Bean comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Eric Maver & Assoc. sheet

Chris Pinto comment | Shared Trackbed Clean up Main St. and Washington St. No response necessary

Behringer Diamonds, Inc. sheet

Diane Jones comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

EB Green’s Steakhouse sheet

Stephen P. Fitzmanrice comment | Shared Trackbed Want to insure safety if vehicular traffic is No response necessary

Marine Buffalo Associates sheet allowed under HSBC Building

David C. Schopp comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Legal Aid Bureau of Buffalo | sheet

Mary Clare Keenan comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Keenan Law Firm sheet

Thomas Zenger comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Downtown Graphics sheet

Kasemave Babel comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

EB Green’s Steakhouse sheet

Michelle M. Malone e-mail Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Condo Owner

Harold Kopp comment | Shared Trackbed Need to return traffic and parking to Main No response necessary

EMI Building sheet Street to attract retail

Wolfgang Wildder comment | Shared Trackbed Support vehicular traffic on Main Street No response necessary

Hyatt Regency Buffalo sheet




Comments From: Source | Recommended | Main Points ERM Response
Alternative

Ken Neufeld email Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Studio Arena

Keirsten Snell comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Buffalo Niagara Partnership | sheet

Chuck Kushner comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Tent City sheet

Carl Paladino fax Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Ellicott Dev. Co.

Paul Werthman, P.E. comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

Benchmark Engineering sheet

Mark Rodgers, Attorney comment | Shared Trackbed Without vehicle traffic, downtown has No response necessary

Rodgers & Coppola sheet deteriorated.

Maureen L. Norris comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

City Fashion/Kirat Inc. sheet

Peter C. Ronca comment | Shared Trackbed No response necessary

RACO sheet

Robert L. Miller comment | Shared Trackbed

Miller Gesko & Co. sheet

Paul Marzello comment | Shared Trackbed

D.F. Williamson Co. Inc. sheet

Joseph M. Ramanella comment | Shared Trackbed

Dogwoods & More sheet

Richard Vallone comment | Shared Trackbed

Hippodrome Billiard sheet

Academy




Comments From: Source | Recommended | Main Points ERM Response
Alternative

Naseem Malik comment Shared Trackbed

Royal Photo Lab, Inc. and sheet

Sizes for All, Inc.

Joan M. Millek comment Shared Trackbed Also need enhanced Pedestrian Mall

Definitely Buffan sheet

Michelle M. Malone email Shared Trackbed

Resident

Donald A. Acessi comment Shared Trackbed

Atty. at Law sheet

Len Amato comment Shared Trackbed

Zesto’s Food Court sheet

Irving Korn comment | Shared Trackbed

Seneca Industrial Center sheet

Melvyn Horwitz comment | Shared Trackbed

Horwitz & DiMatteo sheet

Keith Birzon comment Shared Trackbed

Sid Birzon, Inc. sheet

Laura Perry comment | Shared Trackbed
sheet

* Copies of these comments in their entirety are available at the offices of the Niagara Frontier Transportation Authority.
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CALVANESOS
COSMOPIOLITAN GRILLE
5185 TRANSIT ROAD @ MAPLE
WILLIAMSVILLE, NY 14221
tel: 716-633-6683 | fax: 716-633-1700

CITY GRILL
168 MAIN STREET @ SWAN
BUFFALO, NY 14202
rel: 716.856.2651 | fax: 716.852.4889

YA YA BAYOU BREWHOUSE
617 MAIN STREET @ THEATRE PLACE
BUFFALO, NY 1420}
rel: 716.854.¥a¥A | fax: 716.854.9295

BACCHUS
§6 WEST CHIPPEWA STREET
BUFFALO, NY 14202
tel: 716.854.WINE 9463

EXQUISITE CATERING
@ DELAWARE PARK CASINQ
716.8R3.5932

MAIN OFFICE

600 MAIN STREET
SUITE 804
BUFFALO, NY 14102
rel: 716-912-1500
fax: 716-856-5685

M A T E R E S TAURANTS. 1 NC

January 2,2002

[ am writing to you with the intention of gaining your support and
building consensus for the return of cars to Main Street, which
would increase accessibility and visibility to our storefronts. I
believe this project is the single most important step towards the
revitalization of our downtown as a strong vibrant core for Western
New York.

Recently, [ attended a presentation by Buffalo Place that addressed
the return of vehicular traffic to Main Street and provided
information on the four alternatives that are available. Alternative
#4 suggests two-way traffic on Main Street with vehicles sharing
the existing track-bed with Light Rail Rapid Transit (LRRT) cars.
This alternative appears to be the least disruptive to our businesses
with the greatest effect on downtown revitalization and has been
officially endorsed by Buffalo Place, Inc., and the Buffalo Niagara
Partnership. To review the entire analysis and the four alternatives
visit www.ci.buffalo.ny.us and click on “Vehicular Traffic to Main
Street”.

As a business owner of two restaurants on Main Street, [ have seen
too many revitalization efforts on Main Street stagnate, because
consensus was not reached. Consensus and action are
imperative; your response is vital. Public comment period has
been extended to January 10", Please respond with
immediacy.

We are the owners and operators of buildings and businesses on
Main Street, and our opinion matters. Please show your support
by checking next your preferred alternative...please consider
the benefits T have outlined for Alternative #4. Space is
provided for a position statement to communicate further concerns.
Feel free to contact me at any time.

Sincerely,

P2

Steve Calvaneso
Cell #: (716) 912-1500

stevecalvaneso(@aol.com




FROM :
FAX NO. : Nov. 12 2881 83:12AM P1

City of Buffalo Multi~-Modal Main .Street Access
and Revitaljzation Project

Please fax c/o Kelrsten Snell @ (716) 852~ 2751
. OR ; :
Emall vour comments to mamst.buffalo@erm com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

____Alt. #1 Enbancing the Pedestrian Mall
___Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
____Alt, #3 Traffic on selected blocks

_);_(_Alt #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
B trackbed

Additional Comments:
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CALVANESQ'S
COSMOPOLITAN GRILLE
5185 TRANSIT ROAD @ MAPLD
WTLLTAMSVILLE, NY 142210
rel: 716-633-6683 | fax: 716-633-2700

CITY GRJLL
265 MAIN STREFT @ §WaAN
EUFPALO, NY 14202
2l 716.656.2651 | fax: 776.552-4839

YA YA BAYOU BREWHQUSE
€17 MAIN SYREET @ THEATRE PLACE
DUFFALO, NY 14203
rel: 1685408 | o 716.854.9295

BACCHUWS
56 WEST CHIPFRWA, STREET
DUPFALO, NY 14201
rel: 706,354, %188 (9460

EXQUISITE CATERING
& DELANTARE PARK CASINO
716.683.5932

MAIN Qriice

6o MAIN STREET
SUITe Sogq
EUFFALO, NY 14201
tel- 716-912-1500
Jax: 716-856-5635
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/d Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
' SO

Email your comments to mainst. buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

—Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall

—Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT

—__Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks

X _Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sha ring LRRT
trackbed :

Additional] Comments:
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Name:
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
‘ OR e
Email your comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

__Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall
Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
____Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks .

x Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
trackbed '

Additional Comments:

Name:
David C, Schopp

Business:
The Lepgal Aid Bureau of Buffalo, Inc.

Address:
237 Main Street = Suire 1607
_Buffalo, NY 14203

Email: . d'scl‘}};jab_@le\‘tgalaidbu{f%&'_]?q.:_oyg"'__ .



City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
. ' OR :
Email your comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

____Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall
___Alt, #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks - ;
gmt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT

trackbed o

Additional Comments: //
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
_ OR :
Email yvour comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

____Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall

___Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT

_____Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks

_NAlt #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
trackbed '

Additional Comments:

Rodolfo L. Villacorta, M.D.

‘ 600 Main Street AI301
Name: Buffalo, NoY 14202 $52-3(53
Business:

Address:

Email:




City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
‘ .OR . ;
Ernanl your comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

___Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall
___Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
___Alp. #3 Traffic on selected blocks
It. #4 Two-way traffic sharmg LRRT
trackbed

Additional Comments:
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FROM

PE_BEHR INGER_DIAMONDS_INC. FAX NO. : 716-854-S465 Jan. 18 2083 vs:@2PM Py

City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

: Pfease fax c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852- 2761
, . OR
Email vour comments to mainst, buffalo@erm, com

Please check one of the following alternatlves.

At #1 Enhancmg the Pedestrlan Mall
— Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
—Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks

X _Alt, #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
trackbed '

Additional Comments:
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City of Buffalo Multi- -Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
OR -
Email your comments to mainst. buffalo@erm. com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

____Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall
___Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks
XAIt #4 Two-way traffic sharmg LRRT
trackbed

Additional Comments:

Name:
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FROM : FAX NO, Nov. 11 2881 82:21AM P1

ULTIMr\'rE'RESTAUILANTS.

City o fa ulti-Mo M Street Acce

and Bgvutallzgtmn Project

Please fax: ¢/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
OR

Email vour comments to mainst. buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

CAIVANTESOS
COSMOPOLITAN GRILLE
SI8S TRANSITC wOAD @ MapLy i i —Alt, #1 Enhandng the Pedestrian Mall

WILLIAMSVILLY, NY 14221 A“: 7 Two- Way traffic Separate from LRRT
kG669 | fx 7168131700 - #3 Traffic on selected blocks

- Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
268 s e o trackbed

NUFEALO, NY 14203
rel: 716.856.2651 | Sax 716.852.4880

Additional Comments:
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From: <Mmmgood802@aol.com>

To: ; <mainst.buffalo@erm.com>
Date: 1/7/03 10:50PM
Subject: Multi-Modal Main Street Access

January 8, 2003

Dear Sir or Madam:

As a condo owner living and working downtown, | would like to express my
opinion regarding Main Street Access. | am strongly in favor of Alternative
#4.

| attended the public forum held in October at Buffalo Library. | listened
to all the alternatives being presented. After giving this issue much
thought, | feel it is imperative that we reopen Main Street to vehicular
traffic; with continued use of the LRRT system.

After just three years of condo ownership, | have seen much growth in the
Main & Chippewa area. | truly enjoy the several new restaurants and night
clubs (Bacchus, YaYa Bayou Brewhouse, and The Sphere Entertainment Complex).

Reopening vehicular traffic can only be a "win-win" for all City of Buffalo
residents, but especially for those who work and live so close to Main
Street.

I can only image how many more people would also enjoy the new establishments
if only they could drive down Main Street and see the revitalization I've
seen for themselves.

Sincerely,

Michelle M. Malone
600 Main Street
Buffalo, NY 14202

CccC: <STEVECALVANESO@aol.com>
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CAIVANFSOS
COSMOPOLITAN GRILLE
5185 TRANSIT ROAD @ MAPLE
WILLIAMSVILLE, NY 14221
tel: 716-633-6683 | fax: 716-633-2700

CITY GRILL
268 MAIN STREET @ SWAN
BUFFALO, NY [4202
rel: 716.856.2651 | fax: 716.852.4889

SANA BAYOLU BREWTOUSE
G17 MAIN STREET @ THEATRE PLACE
BUEFALO, NY 14203
rel: 716.854.¥a¥A | fax: 716.854.9295

AT TS
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BUFFALO, NY 14202
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SUITE 8og
BUFFALO, NY 1.{201
tel: 716-912-1500
fax: 716-856-5685
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
OR
Email your comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

____Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall
____Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
___Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks
N Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT

' trackbed
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Cltv of Buffalo Multl Modal Mam Street Acceqs
‘ and Revutallzatlon Project

P[ease fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
OR
Emall your comments to mamst buffa/o@erm com

Please checl.c' one of the.fbllOWing alternatives:
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__Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
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fax: 716-45G-5685



From: Ken Neufeld <kneufeld@studioarena.com>

To: . “stevecalvaneso@aol.com" <stevecalvaneso@aol.com>
Date: 1/6/03 11:01AM
Subject: Traffic on Main Street

| got your paper on the change in Traffic and am responding both as the
Executive Director of Studio Arena and the President-Elect of the Theatre
District Association. TDA has come out for Option 4, and Studio Arena
supports this option as well.

| hope that we can count on your - or your designate- for participation at

TDA meetings. The Annual General Meeting is this Wednesday at 4:00pm at
Studio Arena. Meetings are generally on the second wednesday of the month at
noon at buffalo place offices.

Ken

Ken Neufeld

Executive Director
Studio Arena Theatre
716-856-8025 ext 1720
www.studioarena.org
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
OR
Email your comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com
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RESTAU ANTS

a

=

Please check one of the following alternatives:

CAIVANESO'S

";I‘S‘S“I‘;:L_';j]'“[;‘[)N@_";"j:,i:_' ___Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall
WILLIAMSVILLE, NY 1221 Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
ek 716:633-6683 | fx: 716-633-2700 Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks
- )~ Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
CITY GRILL trackbed

268 MAIN STREET (@ SWAN
BUFFALO, NY 14202
rel: 716.856.2651 | Jax: 116.852.4889

Additional Comments:
VA BAYOU BREWIIOUS]
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Please fax: ¢/o Kelrsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
OR
Emall your comments to malnst.buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:
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QEIE‘;T:IE;LLEDN@(’MFA{:.&E Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall
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£ 716-633-6683 | fav: 716-633-2700

Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks
R Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
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BUPFALO, NY 14102
el 716 856.2651 | fax: 716.852.4889
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761 ~&—
OR '
Email your cdmments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

——Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall
_Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
—Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks
Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
trackbed :

Additional Comments:
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: ¢/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
OR
Email your comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

____Alt, #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall

— Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT

___Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks

_K_Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
trackbed

Additional Com ents-
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Acress
and Revitalization_Project

Please fax c/o KEIrstr—;n Snell @ (716) 852 2761

OR
Emanl vour comments ta mainst. buffafo@erm com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

—_Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedastrian Mali - = - —
____Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
____Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks . - s

X Alt. #4 Two-way trafflc sharmg LRRT
trackbed .

Additional Comments:
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Kejrsten Snell @_(716) 852-2761
| - OR
Email your comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

____Alt, #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall
Alt, #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
Alt, #3 Traffic on selected blocks
Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT
trackbed ‘
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City of Buffalo y_lulti-Modal Main .Street Access
and Bevitalization Project 7

please fax: c/o Keirsten Snel
PLEY - OR
Email your comments to mains

1 3 (716) 852-2761

- buffalo@erm.com

Please check one of the foll

swing alternatives:
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
OR
Email your comments to mainst. buffa/o@erm com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

e - \ ——Al#1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall| R S
—Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
____Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks
Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharmg LRRT
trackbed

Additional Comments:
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

Please fax: c/o Keirsten Snell ® (716) 852-2761
| | | OR -

st.buffalo@erm.com

Email your comments £o main

Please check one of the following alternatives:

At #1 Enhancing the pedestrian Mall
__Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
Al #3 Traffic on celected blocks

% Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharing LRRT

trackbed

Additional comments:
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City of Buffalo Multi-Modal Main Street Access
and Revitalization Project

rsten Snell @ (716) 852-2761
OR
Email your comments to mainst.buffalo@er

Please fax: c/o Kei
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Please check one of the following alternatives:
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Allan Taylor mon
Regional Director DG;‘SME
NYSDOT Region 5 =5 ﬁﬁmm -
125 Main Street [ EROGRAN o |

Buffalo, New York 14203 timavsmarion

PEDE BT&W TRAN STRA i
Re: Buffalo, NY Cars Sharid] & No. NY-03-0428, NYSDOT P.I.N. 5822.12

Dear Mr. Taylor:

I strongly urge implementation of a full environmental impact study for the proposed project
Sharing the Trackbed Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project. I have
attached my comments which were submitted to sponsor, MPO, and consultants during the
public comment periods in February 2006 and December 2002. Other attachments support my
statements. It seems to me that a process of effective public involvement has not occurred in
development of the proposed project. In addition, I dispute the City of Buffalo F ebruary 3, 2003
SEQR Neg. Dec. which was done while important issues were unresolved.

Although stakeholder groups have enjoyed more involvement, “citizens” have not been
adequately engaged in development of the project, nor have their concerns been appropriately
addressed. A public meeting was held on December 5 , 2001, a conceptual design workshop with
breakout session recorders on January 28, 2002, and another public meeting on November 12,
2002. Alternatives outlined in the October 2002 Draft Environmental Assessment were
presented at the November 12, 2002 meeting but no preferred alternative was recommended.
Neither in the Draft EA nor at the November meeting did consultants respond to several
important concerns raised during the January design workshop including plans to dismantle the
award winning pedestrian/transit mall streetscape, designed by Toronto firm Moriyama and
Teshima. On February 1, 2006, a public meeting, actually a “walk-through”, was held to elicit
comments on streetscape and station design for the Shared Trackbed Plan.

Public concerns submitted following the November 2002 meeting were ignored and/or
misrepresented in a public comment summary table which was attached to the J anuary 2003
Final Environmental Assessment. The Final EA is essentially the same document as the October
2002 Draft EA except for inclusion of a Preferred Alternative - Sharing the Trackbed. (Refer to
my February 2006 comments for specifics.) After release of the J anuary 2003 Final EA, I
obtained from the City of Buffalo copies of public comments including letters, comment sheets,
email messages, and a business survey, also the comment summary table prepared by the
consultants and attached to the January 2003 Final EA. These items are enclosed. I was told by
the City representative who copied the materials for me that the J anuary 2003 Final EA did not
include copies of the public comments submitted following the November 2002 meeting, only a
summary table. None are attached to either the J anuary 2003 Final EA or the CD version of the
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August 2005 Final Draft EA. The latter was received from the MPO, Greater Buffalo Niagara
Regional Transportation Council.

Some of the issues which seem to require further study include: safety issues for bicycle riders,
pedestrians and vehicles, payback of federal dollars related to demolition of federally-funded
pedestrian/transit mall features, destruction of the award winning streetscape designed to
minimize wind effects without creating wind tunnels, impact of project on sidewalk vaults,
disruption during construction, impact on project of nearby Ellicott Street Project, and omission
of a designated bike path.

Hopefully through a full environmental impact study more appropriate alternatives will emerge
that will result in a greatly improved plan for Buffalo’s Downtown Main Street. Thank you for
considering my comments as you review this project. Please respond to my letter.

Yours truly,

f . ! /

Drepretec L dieiin

Lynda Stephens

Enc.



COMMENT SHEET

“CARS SHARING MAIN STREET ”
MAIN STREET MULTI-MODAL ACCESS AND REVITALIZATION PROJECT
NYSDOT P.I.N 5822.12
FTA No. NY-03-0428

PLEASE PLACE COMPLETED COMMENT SHEETS IN THE BOX AT THE REGISTRATION TABLE

BEFORE YOU LEAVE THE MEETING TONIGHT OR SEND TO THE ADDRESS ON THE BACK OF
THIS PAGE BEFORE FEBRUARY“B,?EDOS.

NAME: Lynda Stephens

ADDRESS 266 Hartwell Road

CITY Buffalo, NY zip 14216
EMAIL

COMMENTS February 15, 2006

This project needs an environmental impact study. Efforts to fastrack the process for development of a
project for returning vehicles to Main Street has resulted in a seriously flawed preferred alternative.

More specific comments are included in two attached documents which detail with specific references
some of the problems and issues related to the proposed project. My comments address both process
and product. There are six pages in total including this Comment Sheet form.

Implementation of an EIS will facilitate emergence of a better project, one that will make Buffalo and
the region proud. Good luck as you continue this effort.

PLEASE FOLD AS INDICATED ON THE BACK, TAPE AND MAIL OR FAX TO 716-656-1987

NFIA

Niagara Frontier Transportation Autharity
Serving the Niagara Region

e e ot bt
Wo're Daoawntownl




Vehicles on Main Street Shared Trackbed Project Comments
Lynda Stephens, 266 Hartwell Road, Buffalo, NY 14216
February 15, 2006

Inroduction/Need for EIS - I do not believe that any Vehicles on Main Street project should be
implemented until an Environmental Impact Study is completed. This process should include widely
publicized public hearings. My review of the October 2002 Draft Environmental Assessment, the
January 2003 Final Environmental Assessment, and the August 2005 Final Draft Environmental
Assessment for City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project suggests
that an Environmental Impact Study is required. I wish to have included with these comments my
December 12, 2002 comments on the October 2002 Draft Environmental Assessment.

1. Process problems - The project was initiated with a SEQR action that did not include adequate
scoping. Although the 2002 Draft EA states on page 1-10 that a public hearing will be advertised and
held, no such hearing was ever implemented. The January 2003 Final EA deletes references to “public
hearing”. Instead the January 2003 Final EA page 1-10 mentions a Public Information Meeting which
was held on November 12, 2002. In spite of various environmental issues unresolved at the time, the
City of Buffalo signed a SEQR Negative Declaration on February 3, 2003.

2. Inappropriate labeling - The consultants continuously mislabel the current mall “pedestrian mall”
when in fact it has always been a “pedestrian transit mall” which includes an above ground light rail
train. No explanation is given.

3. Data outdated and/or inadequate - Data used to support returning vehicles to Main Street is generally
old and seriously outdated; for example, at place employment-2000, living downtown-2000, building
usage-2001, property values-2002, DESMAN study of off-street parking spaces-2000. The data
presented to demonstrate promise of economic development as a result of returning cars to Main Street
is more of a nature of “by saying it makes it s0”, than by genuine relationships. Downtown Buffalo is
changing in many positive ways that are not reflected in the old data.

4. No public hearing - In the January 2003 Final EA, p. 1-10, section “Information Issues Workshop”
the numbers of people who received mail or email invitations to the December 5, 2001 workshop has
been changed from 3,000 noted in the October 2002 Draft EA to 4,000. The authors also have added
here three more groups of participants including the City’s Good Neighbors Planning Alliance
(GNPA). Atthat time the GNPA was in its formative stages and had not evolved to a stage that
allowed a meaningful interface. (I have been involved with the GNPA since its inception.)

5. Citizen input ignored - The January 2003 Final EA does not respond to citizen input. The January
2003 Final EA is materially the same as the October 2002 Draft EA with the exception of the reference
to a public hearing and the inflated public notification numbers. The Appendix B Public Meeting
(November 12, 2002) Comments summary chart, some citizen comments are mischaracterized.
Although not the only instance, my comments were misrepresented. I submitted three pages with
references listed on page three. I submitted via fax and via email. I have a copy of citizen comments,
received from City of Buffalo in 2003 upon my request. Only pages one and three of my comments
were included. However, the fax mark on my page three clearly shows “p. 3”, so all pages were
received. My page two contained references to errors in the 2002 Draft EA narrative regarding Denver
population in vicinity of the Denver pedestrian mall. The Draft EA Appendix A comparison chart
indicated pop. 16,000 for Denver in mall vicinity, but the narrative said 116,000. The Final EA and
the Final Draft EA both have the 16,000 changed to 116,000. I think someone read my page two.




6. SHPO - As of August 2005, SHPO had not responded with comments on the EA. Could it be that
the plan threatens the Urban Cultural Park/Theater District?

7. Federal payback - The EA’s do not discuss payback of federal dollars which will be required when
federally funded features of the original ped/transit mall are removed, especially stations and
streetscape features.

8. Safety — The Preferred Alternative Sharing the Trackbed is the least safe of the considered action
alternatives. Refer to Table 3-26 Modal Conflict Points. The Preferred Alternative presents bicycle
safety issues that have not been adequately addressed. The width of shared bike/car lanes was 11.5-12
ft. instead of preferred 14 ft., the authors make remarks that“skilled” bike riders can handle this (Aug.
2005 Final Draft EA, p. 3-47).

Other safety concerns not resolved include train rails becoming more slippery during cold weather.
Buffalo has many days of cold weather. Bicycle wheels can get caught in rail grooves. Access of
emergency vehicles will be impeded since they use trackbed now and there is minimal interruption
with trains. Also HSBC Building would have vehicular traffic flowing under their building.

9 Disruption due to construction — The Aug. 2005 Final Draft EA downplays the disruption issue. In
addition to disruption on each block, think “phased project” as in suggested annual increments: ten
blocks x ten years = extended disruption. Also many businesses have deliveries made by trucks using
Main Street. The delivery system disrupted on Main Street, combined with two-way streets on
Washington and proposed for Pearl Street, presents real concerns for efficient deliveries to businesses.

10. Unplanned traffic delays - The model WATSim does not consider accidents and car breakdowns.
However, these incidents can produce major delays which interfere with train schedules and can cause

gridlock. This issue has not been adequately addressed. Refer to August 2005 Final Draft EA page 3-
40.

11. August 2005 Final Draft EA 3.11 Cumulative Effects

This section seems so poorly developed, it demands an EIS. For example, re: Buffalo Intermodal
Transportation Center, the proposed project was an opportunity to introduce and focus on a new mode
of transportation, bicycles. Instead of planning a designated bike path, the plan calls for parallel
parking along Main Street which effectively eliminates that opportunity. The omission of a designated
bike path diminishes the efforts of Buffalo’s intermodal transportation efforts. Another major
development mentioned in this section is the Ellicott Street Project. Development of a two-way
Ellicott Street two blocks east of Main Street as a major north/south axis and the impact on the
returning vehicles to Main Street project has not been studied. Also the only cultural reference is to
historic buildings. No mention is made of cultural organizations, such as CEPA, Squeaky Wheel and
Arts Council whose facilities and offices front on Main Street. Access to these cultural organizations
will be impacted by construction and should be addressed.

12. Endangered species - The peregrine falcon resides in downtown Buffalo. During construction,
creatures that are food for the falcons may be affected. Instead of consultation with experts, the Aug.
2005 Final Draft EA just states there would be no impact or minimal impact.

13. Appendix B — The August 2005 Final Draft EA adds seventeen new names with Shared Trackbed
as recommended alternative; compare with January 2003 Final EA.



To: Commissioner Joseph Giambra, Dept. of Public Works, Parks & Streets, Room 502, City
Hall, Buffalo, NY 14202

Fax: (716) 851-5825 — 3 pages
E-mailed comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

From: Lynda Stephens
Date: December 12, 2002

Subject: Comments on City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization
Project Draft Environmental Assessment October 2002

I am a long time resident of the City of Buffalo and my small business is located in the
Allentown neighborhood. Since 1989, T have been an independent consultant, working on
numerous project teams with engineers, architects and a certified planner. My primary
consulting activities relate to preparation of grant applications. My project involvement has also
included preparation of environmental materials in compliance with NYS SEQR and with NEPA
(HUD guidelines) for rural municipal clients (outside of Erie County). I have never been a
consultant to the City of Buffalo or any of the identified project organizations. I have been a
member of the American Planning Association (APA) Western New York Section for over ten
years and for the past two years, also a national APA member.

I have reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) October 2002, and other materials
referenced in that report as well as pertinent newspaper articles. A reference list is attached at
the end of my comments. Note that the 1998 version of the GBNRTC sponsored Feasibility
Study mentioned in the DEA was not available; however, the March 2000 Final Report was
reviewed. Please consider the concerns listed below and include a response to the concerns with
subsequent reviews. Overall, the evidence does not support implementation of a large, multi-
million dollar infrastructure project at this time.

Environmental Review Process — Most environmental reviews are conducted after one proposed
alternative has been identified through an appropriate planning process. It is not clear why a
formal environmental review process was selected to substitute for a planning process. The
drawback of the current approach is that public officials and agencies are technically on record in
favor of action before rather than after the collection of relevant data and public review of
evidence and information. The effect of the approach adopted here is to gather momentum and
support for action that may not be advisable and indeed may not be supported by data or
evidence. This approach is also confusing to the general public who are not familiar with SEQR
and NEPA. The lead agency for this project has not been clearly identified. The scheduling of
comment period over the holiday season is unfortunate.

Draft Environmental Assessment October 2002 (DEA):
~ There is no clear reference to a separate engineering study to define the four alternatives

offered. The Feasibility Study did not study the Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall Alternative
or the No Action Alternative.

— The No Action Alternative has not been adequately evaluated. It is referred to as “baseline”
for environmental study. See related concern immediately following.



No assessment has been made regarding modification of the Moriyama & Teshima signature
streetscape of the pedestrian transit mall. Some features have already been removed. A
citizen request was made for such an investigation at the January 28, 2002 conceptual design
workshop. Participants in one of the focus groups supported a further look in order to avoid
the destruction of possible notable architecture. (Note that the Buffalo design, by this
Toronto firm, garnered two design awards for their Buffalo project, which is included on the
firm’s website. In 1987, this same firm began work selected in a competition to guide The
Niagara Parks Commission-Ontario in development of a 20-year plan and a 5-year action
plan for a 35 mile stretch along the Niagara River. That project was to protect the historical
and natural sites of the Niagara Parks while promoting economic renewal through tourism.
The planning area included Niagara Falls, Ontario.)

The DEA does not address issues of federal payback for structural changes to the pedestrian
transit mall which was built using vast federal funds. Contrast this omission to the inclusion
of this concern in the Feasibility Study March 2000, conducted by Erdman Anthony.

The DEA does not address how the City’s extensive sidewalk vaults will be impacted by the
various alternatives. This issue was extensively addressed in the Feasibility Study.

In the Needs section, page 1-6, the DEA cites surveys noting “poor access” and “perceived
safety concerns” as the most negative aspects of need for proposed action. However, this is
contradicted in the “Cars Sharing Main Street Staff Analysis August 2001, page 9 Provide
Vehicular Access to Adjacent Land Uses-“Downtown Buffalo is extremely convenient and
accessible, but perception...” There are probably ways to mediate public perception on
accessibility just as public perceptions on pedestrian safety downtown have changed for the
better as noted in the Downtown Buffalo Strategic Planning Update. Local real estate
person, Sheldon Berlow of Berlow Real Estate which does about 75 percent of brokered
retail site selection and leasing in Western New York, is on record stating that none of the
retailers his firm approached has made negative comments about no cars on Main Street or
about more parking (March 10, 2002 Buffalo News article). Mr. Berlow states that people
and people hours are key. Perhaps Buffalo Place could plan more events.

The Feasibility Study cites safety concerns for their studied alternatives, which are related to
some of the DEA proposed alternatives. Safety issues have not been adequately explored in
the DEA. Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 present dramatically increased Modal Conflict Points over
the current situation and Alternative 1. Alternative 4 Share Trackbed increases the risk
factors more than threefold and is the least safe alternative.

The DEA has omitted data, distorted data, and repeated data errors to support action
alternatives. Examples include the section Research on Other Communities Experience,
pages 1-6 — 1-7 where data for Denver pedestrian mall figures are listed as 116,000
employees within two blocks of mall and 30,000 residents within a five minute walk. DEA
Appendix A spreadsheet indicates 16,000 employees and that the 30,000 residents are
“within walking distance”. Note that this Denver information on the spreadsheet has
remained unchanged since presented in January 2002 with workshop materials. The error of
116,000 instead of 16,000 was prominently presented in January 28, 2002 workshop



narrative materials and was used to persuade participants that Buffalo was not like cities
with successful malls, e.g. Denver. Another example, regarding pedestrian counts:
statements on page 3-34 noting declining numbers of pedestrians at points along the mall do
not match the years or numbers displayed on Figure 3-5 on page 3-35 which shows an
increase at 12 of 17 sites in 2000 compared with 1999.

There is no effort to aggregate positive data regarding the current downtown situation. (The
pedestrian transit mall may have yet a chance for successful contribution to downtown
rebirth.) For example, in 1991 Class A vacancy rate was 20.3%, compared with January
1999 which improved to 11.9% (p. 6 in Staff Analysis). Also, since 1998 when CBD at-
place employment was 46,698, the picture has improved to 50,046 in 2000, a 7% increase in
two years. Also, Buffalo News article by Brian Meyer, March 12, 2002, reported new
Census shows downtown population increased to 3,200 from 2,600 in last decade, a 23%
increase with new residential units planned and under construction. On Table 3-1 on page 3-
7, the % change 1999-2000 for building usage/square feet on main street showed a net gain
of 8%, with only retail declining slightly. Restaurant and office space gained. (Be advised
that the remaining women’s clothing specialty stores on Delaware Avenue, i.e. Tegler’s, Par
Avion, Joseph’s, Evelyn’s, Papagallo’s, all closed during the period after the pedestrian mall
was completed, yet cars remain on Delaware.)

DEA predictions of economic improvements are generally speculative and use questionable
assumptions. Most predictions are not based on good data.

Reference List:

1. City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project Draft
Environmental Assessment October 2002

2.

3.

oo

\O

Cars Sharing Main Street Staff Analysis August 2001

Final Report Feasibility Study for Accommodating Motor Vehicles within the Pedestrian
Mall on Main Street City of Buffalo Erie County, New York March 2000, prepared by
Erdman Anthony; prepared for Greater Buffalo-Niagara Regional Transportation

Buffalo News March 10, 2002 article “Should we return cars to Main Street?”

Buffalo News March 12, 2002 article “Study under way on expanding housing downtown”

Art Voice December 13, 2001 article “Bringing Traffic Back to Main Street”

Website for Moriyama & Teshima Architects — http://www.mtarch.com

Return of Cars to Main Street Conceptual Design Workshop-J anuary 28, 2002

. Downtown Buffalo 2002! News — Special/April 2002
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From : Bill Banas <bill@banasclan.com>
To : Lynda Stephens <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>

cc: Pat McNichol <pat_mcnichol@lycos.com>,Jeremy Toth <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>,Nathan
" Neuman <ncneuman@yahoo.com>

Subject : Re: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo
Date : Tue, 08 Apr 2003 17:44:42 -0400
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Lynda,

We appreciate your interest and share your concerns about public input in
the downtown Main Street project. I have included the full text of the NMG
Transportation Action Group position statement below (which was submitted to
the project team and then to Buffalo Place when it was discvered that the
comments never made it into the record). Please contact me or Pat McNichol
(whom I've copied with this message) if you'd like to discuss this further.

- Bill .
N o7 el w(\’“‘ﬁawé"é” (\/
Bill Banas . . § e s
€kair, Trédnsportation Action Group =~
<:Zhe New Millennium Group of WNY, Inc..-

J1a —,L Cen § /‘ﬁ/f»é s ol .

W THINGOT S e OB o oo o
bill@banasclan.com
(716) 854-9283

The New Millennium Group of Western New York, Inc. (NMG) fully supports an
open and fair public process and would like to thank you for this
opportunity to comment on the Main Street Multi-Modal Access and
Revitalization Project. We applaud the efforts of city of Buffalo, Buffalo
‘Place, NFTA, and the State of New York on attempting to create a vibrant
downtown.

LONG TERM VISION

Our long-term vision of Main Street downtown is one that is full of people
and vitality, as it once was. Our vision includes ideas that are not new,
but takes many of the attributes of Buffalo's Main Street past and applies
them to our goals today.

Our long-term vision includes an uninterrupted facade of mixed~use buildings
that include apartments, condos, retail and office space. It consists of
wide sidewalks to allow for outdoor cafes and to give sense of easy passage
for the pedestrian. Our vision comprises of orderly rows of trees, possibly
double rows on each side of Main. Pedestrian amenities, such as street
furniture, would be plentiful to glve people places to congregate and
socialize. Public spaces would be meticulously planned and integrated to
provide occasional focal points and a sense of place. The sidewalks would be
illuminated mainly by storefronts and augmented with softer, focused light
from lampposts built on a smaller, human-sized scale. Of course the
MetroRail would be there to provide a means of easy transportation to, from,
and within downtown.

All streets would again intersect Main Street and be two-way. Reconnecting
Genesee Street to itself would restore Joseph Ellicott's radial street
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recreate Shelton Square, an important focal point and gathering place for
people.

METRORAIL

We fully support keeping MetroRail on Main Street. All four of the
alternatives do so. It is important to note that MetroRail is just one
ingredient needed for a successful Main Street. It is unfair to blame
MetroRail (or the pedestrian mall) for the demise of Main, especially given
the fact that no policy of the last 20 years has supported MetroRail. In
fact, most policy decisions have undermined MetroRail, such as the creation
of thousands of new parking spaces, failure to enforce the transit overlay
code, a nonexistent downtown housing policy, and other "hidden" subsidies
that create suburban sprawl. Even so, MetroRail still ranks as one of the
best public transit systems in the nation, with the third highest passenger
per mile ridership among other light rail systems (between 25 and 30
thousand passengers per day). MetroRail is the envy of Mayors of other
cities throughout the U.3. and is fundamental (but not sufficient) to a
vibrant Main Street. Indeed, given its success, we should be planning to
complete and expand MetroRail (as virtually all cities in the U.S. with
light rail are currently doing or planning to do).

We believe restoring auto traffic to Main will not necessarily lead to a
revitalized street. With Main Street being the exception, all streets
downtown have auto traffic, yet their condition is the same or worse than
that of Main Street. Indeed, when observing other downtowns and Main Streets
across the state and nation, the argument can be made that MetroRail may
have saved Main Street from further demise.

WHAT WE CAN ACCOMPLISH NOW

We can not accomplish everything overnight. However, this does not inhibit
us from eventually reaching the long-term goal of a thriving Main Street. By
having a long term "blueprint" in place, we can accomplish the vision in
phases.

The first phase should include opening up the cross-streets and making them
two-way. Currently, Main Street feels like a long canyon. By opening up the
cross streets, it will create shorter blocks and help Main Street "breathe.”

We praise the city of Buffalo for the recent conversion of Huron, Ellicott,
Franklin, and Washington streets to two-way traffic. Goodell, Tupper,
Mohawk, Swan, and Seneca streets should alsoc be converted to two-way.
One-way streets create a "rat maze" for people traveling into and within
downtown, which makes for difficult navigation. Two-way streets "calm
traffic" and provide better access and mobility.

If necessary, we would approve of opening Main Street to automobile traffic,
similar to Alternative #4, "Two-Way Traffic sharing LRRT." Streets in
Downtown Toronto provide one excellent example of how a shared roadway can
benefit all who use it. (Indeed, there are countless other good examples of
the "shared roadbed” across the U.S., Europe, and the rest of the world.)
When trolleys used to travel up and down Buffalo streets, automobiles and
carriages shared the road with them.

We oppose any plan that reduces the sidewalk width. An exception would be
made for parking lanes. In our opinion, Alternative #2, "Two-Way Traffic
Separate from LRRT," is unacceptable.

We would like to share the following specific suggestions for Alternative
#4. It should be noted that implementation of these types of details will
either '"make or break" the effectiveness of this project.

* Visual cues, such as bollards, should be used to protect pedestrians and
distinguish between the different modes of travel.

* Orderly rows (as opposed to random patches or pockets) of trees should be
planted, without exception. According to city code Chapter 467 (D), a
commercial establishment does not have the right to prevent trees from being
planted in front of their

storefront. Orderly rows of trees create a sense of place, calm traffic,
clean the air, and beautify the street. Trees should be planted in large
tree pits with protective grating. The verge, which is the area between the
curb and sidewalk, could be either grass or pea gravel. If a hard surface is
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will ensure good root health and significantly increase the chances of
large, mature trees developing. Also, double rows of trees should be
considered on blocks without a parking lane.

* Use of granite or brick pavers should be considered for the parking lanes
and crosswalks. These building materials are aesthetically pleasing, have a
traffic calming effect, and have longer life cycle (and lower cost) when
compared to asphalt.

+ Main Street needs to be "aerated” so that it can "breathe" again. Where
applicable, alleys should be restored or enhanced. Alleys help to service
buildings, create better access, and shorten blocks.

*+ Tllumination should be provided by standards of appropriate (human) scale
s character. Frequent, shorter, low-intensity lamps are preferable to fewer,
taller, high-intensity lamps. The light from the standards should be focused
downward onto the sidewalk where it is most useful, and to minimize light
pollution and glare.

* Recently, R/UDAT has identified the block between Goodell and Tupper
streets as having the most potential for downtown housing. Allowing for more
on-street parking will help alleviate the demand to demolish existing
buildings to create off-street parking. Main Street's large road width
allows for both a planted median and angled parking on this block (with
two-way traffic). Angled parking can provide up to 40% more on-street
parking.

Ultimately, the long-term vitality of downtown does not depend on whether
cars are allowed on Main Street. To create a 24-hour downtown, you need to
have residents living and working there.

We feel the first transportation step to a healthy Main Street should be
finishing the conversion of all streets to two-way traffic (including all
cross-streets). If it is deemed necessary by the community to open Main
Street to automobiles, then it must be done using Alternative #4, including
all the proper details, and giving the pedestrian the highest priority.

Bill Banas
Chairman, Transportation Action Group

Patrick McNichol
Co-Chairman, Transportation Action Group

The New Millennium Group of WNY, Inc.
(716) 854-9283

2

From: "Lynda Stephens" <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>
Date: Mon, 07 Apr 2003 12:14:02 -0400

A\

> To: bill@banasclan.com

> Subject: Fwd: Re: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo
>

>

>

> Please excuse the extra mess. to reach you regarding NMG position on this
> topic. Hope to hear from you. Lynda Stephens

>

>

>

>

>> From: "Jeremy Toth and Nava Fader" <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>
>> To: "Lynda Stephens"” <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>

>> Subject: Re: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo
>> Date: Sun, 6 Apr 2003 18:37:31 -0400

>

>> bill@banasclan.com

>>

5> —--e Original Message -----

>» From: "Lynda Stephens” <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>

>> To: <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>

>> Sent: Sunday, April 06, 2003 11:39 AM

>> Subject: Re: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo

Page 3 of 5
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>>

>>

>>> Thanks for your response. Bill's message was undeliverable. Can you
>> give

>>> me his correct e-mail address?
>>> Thanks

>>>

S>>

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>>> From: "Jeremy Toth and Nava Fader" <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>

>>>> To: "Lynda Stephens" <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>, <bill@banisclan.com>
>>>> Subject: Re: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo

>>>> Date: Fri, 4 Apr 2003 20:51:56 -0500

>>>>

>>>> Bill is better able to answer this as Transportation Action Group
>> Chair.

>>>>

SE5> - Original Message —~--—---

>>>> From: "Lynda Stephens" <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>

>>>> To: <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>; <bill@banisclan.com>

>>>> Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2003 1:07 PM

>>>> Subject: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>> Dear Mr. Toth and Mr. Banis,

>>>>> Hello, I am a person with concerns about the City's plan to return
>> cars

>>>> to

>>>>> Main St. and change the streetscape. I submitted comments to the
>> City

>>>> and

>>>>> their consultant, ERM by the deadline last Dec. 12. In the Final
>>>>> Environmental Assessment only the consultant's display of the

>> submitted

>>>>> public comments was attached. (The City staff person said he had
>>>> advised

>>>>> the consultant to attach comments in full which is the usual

>> procedure.)

>>>>> When I visited the City's Public Works Dept. to view the actual
>>>> submissions,

>>>>> some were missing and mine was missing a critical middle page. The
>> New

>>>>> Millennium Group of WNY e-mail was missing, although a student
>>>> member,Nathan

>>>>> Neuman, response was included among the originals. It seemed to me
>> that

>>>> Mr.

>>>>> Neuman's remarks were probably not the "official” NMG version.
>>>>> My comments were grossly mischaracterized. I wonder if yours were.
>> 1

>>>> have

>>>>> copied the consultant's distillation of your comments. I would be
>> most

>>>>> interested in reading your comments in complete form. I can e-mail
>> mine

>>>> to

>>>>> you if you like.

>>>>> ERM characterization of NMG of WNY comments:

>>>>> "Provides their Long Term Vision for Main Street, supports LRRT, and
>>>> opening

>>>>> all streets to two way traffic"

>>>>> 1 look forward to hearing from you.

>>>>> Lynda Stephens

>>>>>

SE3>>

>>>>> Add photos to your messages with MSN 8. Get 2 months FREE*.

>>>>> http://join.msn.com/?page=~features/featuredemail

>35>

S>>

>>>

”Jgennsg?cunnbox:FOOOOOOOOh&a=]596lad3a47864ale726a0le9beaa635&ansg=h48G104983837555&anm1=1]64939&den=4ﬂ%03
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=>>
>>> MSN 8 helps eliminate e-mail viruses. Get 2 months FREE*.
>>> http://join.msn.com/?page=Ffeatures/virus

>3

>>

>

>

>

> Help STOP SPAM with the new MSN 8 and get 2 months FREE*
> http://join.msn.com/?page=Ffeatures/junkmail

>
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COMMENT SHEET

“CARS SHARING MAIN STREET”
MAIN STREET MULTI-MODAL ACCESS AND REVITALIZATION PROJECT
NYSDOT P.I.N 5822.12
FTA No. NY-03-0428

PLEASE PLACE COMPLETED COMMENT SHEETS IN THE BOX AT THE REGISTRATION TABLE
BEFORE YOU LEAVE THE MEETING TONIGHT OR SEND TO THE ADDRESS ON THE BACK OF
THIS PAGE BEFORE AUGUST 18, 2006

NAME: Lynda Stephens

ADDRESS 266 Hartwell Road

CITY Buffalo, wy zp 14216
EMAIL Please contact me via regular mail.

Comments dated August 17, 2006 are attached, three
COMMENTS

pages. Sixty-one pages of supporting material
1s also attached including a one-page list of
the attachments.,

All materials submitted August 17, 2006.

e ;—.-v"‘““ 5
wi»(? —

o

PLEASE FOLD AS INDICATED ON THE BACK, TAPE AND MAIL OR FAX TO 716-656-1987

S

NFTA

Niagara Frontier Transportation Authorily
Serving the Niagara Repion

Wa'se Dewaltowel



Comments on “Cars Sharing Main Street” — Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization
Project NYSDOT P.I.N. 5822.12 FTA No. NY-03-0428

August 17, 2006

Lynda Stephens, 266 Hartwell Road, Buffalo, NY 14216

Why do we find ourselves facing the Shared Trackbed project moving forward through design
stages when the NEPA Environmental Assessment is not completed, the State Office of Historic
Preservation has not been heard from, and no NYS SEQR EIS has been done? Substantial public
monies have been expended for consultants to continue design of the Shared Trackbed Alternate.

PROCESS:

From the beginning, this project has been notable for lack of adherence to public input protocols;
refer to attached pages Federal Highway Administration Q&A, Questions 2 and 3. Indicators
discussed in Question 3 suggest that the public be involved at all stages of decision making,
There were no open public meetings until after the NYS SEQR environmental process had
begun. This project has been driven by Buffalo Place. It is not clear why this organization,
which is funded by the City to sponsor downtown events and interface with downtown
businesses, has taken the lead in promoting a major capital project. Buffalo Place involved some
stakeholders during information gathering in 2001. Then Buffalo Place staff obtained approval
of the Mayor of Buffalo for the City to be the lead agency for SEQR, beginning the
environmental process prior to open public meetings.

Following the December 12, 2002 deadline for comments on the October 2002 Environmental
Assessment, the January 2003 Environmental Assessment was released. The J anuary 2003 EA
included a preferred alternative, Sharing the Trackbed, referred to in the May 2006 EA as
“Shared Trackbed”. No public meetings were held to present the preferred alternative and on
February 3, 2003, the lead agency representative, Public Works Commissioner J oseph Giambra,
signed the N'YS State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR) Full Environmental Assessment
Form with determination of significance: Negative Declaration. The May 2006 Environmental
Assessment changes the reference for the October 2002 report from “Draft EA” to “Draft
SEQRA EIS”; see p. 1-11. Please be aware that the state’s EIS process has not been followed.
There have been no public hearings announced or held for this project.

There have been three public meetings (meetings defined as people in the same room with
discussion that is heard by all present) and then several what I call “walk-throughs”. These
“walk-throughs™ are advertised as public meetings, but are not “public meetings™ as is commonly
understood. Walk-throughs, where people move through a room to see design boards and can
talk with various consultants, are not true “public meetings”. The walk-through strategy is
designed to limit the public’s access to the comments and concerns of other people, thereby
limiting opportunities to become informed by various questions/criticisms and responses. The
public has had very limited access to other citizens’ comments/concerns. It appears that the
drivers of this project want to prevent the public from understanding the various alternatives and
examining the assumptions regarding project purpose and objectives. The January 2003 EA only
included a consultant matrix to summarize remarks that included some misrepresentations;
copies of citizen comments were not attached to the EA. How many other people, besides me,
went to City Hall to the Department of Public Works to obtain copies of other citizens’
comments and then learned about the misrepresentations? My February 22, 2006 letter included



in attachment section many citizens’ comments on the October 2002 Draft EA so that officials
could see the misrepresentation for themselves.

My August 17, 2006 comments are accompanied by copies of my February 22, 2006 letter sent
to Letitia Thompson, FTA Region 2 Administrator and to Allan Taylor, NYSDOT Region 5
Director. Attached to these letters and included again with these comments are my statements
from December 12, 2002 and F ebruary 16, 2006, with thirty-nine pages of documentation
backing up my concerns and complaints. A total of sixty-one (61) pages are attached. Twenty-
one (21) pages of other citizens’ comments in response to the October 2002 Draft EA are
included to demonstrate that substantial concerns articulated by citizens have been ignored. The
January 2003 Environmental Assessment is basically the same document as the October 2002
Draft Environmental Assessment. My concerns from December 2002 and February 2006 remain
concerns, mostly unaddressed by the design team.

PROMOTION:

From the beginning the project drivers, Buffalo Place and consultants, have referred to the Main
Street mall as the “Pedestrian Mall”. This is factually incorrect and a stunning example of a
“straw man” strategy which has included disparaging the “pedestrian mall”. The UMTA 1982
project name is “Main Street Rapid Transit Mall”; refer to attached May 2006 Table 3-2 of
downtown districts and properties listed or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.
The Toronto architect firm, designers the mall streetscape, called the mall the “Main Street
Transit Mall, Buffalo, New York”. The Moriyana & Teshima Architects webpage which
documents this is attached. The straw man strategy misrepresents the existing mall to the public,
many who were too young to have experienced the development of this huge transit mall project
or did not live in Buffalo at the time. My point: there is already a train on Main Street along with
delivery vehicles, police and emergency vehicles. There are also vehicles crossing Main Street
at several downtown streets. For a couple years, Buffalo Place even had a Main Street mini-bus
service for downtown workers who parked several blocks away from Main Strect. (This service,
in direct competition with the NFTA operated MetroRail, has been discontinued due to budget
constraints.)

The consultants persist in referring to Shared Trackbed as the “preferred alternative™. In fact, the
Shared Trackbed project is moving forward. At this point, Shared Trackbed is factually not an
alternative, it is a project under development.

CONCERNS:

My concerns remain the same as those I have already articulated: safety issues for bicycle riders,
pedestrians and vehicles; payback of federal dollars related to demolition of federally-funded
pedestrian/transit mall features; destruction of the award winning streetscape, including stations,
designed to minimize wind effects without creating wind tunnels; impact of project on sidewalk
vaults; disruption during construction; impact of project on nearby Ellicott Street Project; and
omission of a designated bike path.

In addition, I believe that Main Street should not be turned into a parking lot. We already have
an enormous amount of land in downtown Buffalo devoted to parking. Refer to attached map
distributed by The New Millennium Group. Please note that the desi gners of the mall streetscape
are superstars. Their award winning Buffalo streetscape has been allowed to deteriorate.
Moriyama and Teshima’s accomplishments include the Ontario Science Museum, the 1987



Niagara Parks 20 Year Plan and 5 Year Action Plan, and the South Shore Redevelopment in
Miami Beach, Florida. Also note that the mall is eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places; refer to May 2006 EA Table 3-2 attached.

Also duly noted is the SUNY Buffalo School of Architecture and Planning 3-D animated model
of the Shared Trackbed Alternative which I viewed on August 8, 2006. That presentation
incorporated consultant data. SUNYAR graduate students developed the animation model. The
model presents relatively few pedestrians walking the mall. Wasn’t the point to bring more
people onto Main Street? People, not parked or moving cars, drive demand for retail. In my
December 12, 2002 comments, I noted remarks of commercial real estate expert Sheldon
Berlow. He presented the “No” (to Should We Return Cars to Main Street?) opinion in an article
in the Buffalo News Viewpoints March 10,2002. That article is attached to these comments,
Documentation previously submitted and included again: samples of a downtown business
survey done by a local restaurant owner. His cover letter and ballot basically tell the participant
how to vote; that strategy is known as “stacking the deck™. Buffalo Place and the consultants

have relied heavily on responses to this flawed survey as they push the Shared Trackbed project
forward.

Another concern: consultants do not identify the supporters of Shared Trackbed who are “lenders
supporting local retailers” mentioned in paragraph “Provide Vehicle Access to Adjacent Land
Uses” on page 1-4 May 2006 EA. Lenders, i.e. financial institutions, are unnamed. A review of
section 6.0 References does not indicate lenders. However, on the “Cars Sharing Main Street”
brochure, distributed at the August 8, 2006 walk-through, I noticed that the Project Advisory
Committee included a representative of M&T Bank who is also on the board of Buffalo Place.

One of the stated purposes of the developing project is to stimulate economic development.
Please note that during the past four years very substantial development has occurred in
downtown and nearby neighborhoods. I doubt that the Shared Trackbed project has had
anything to do with this ongoing development. In fact, the disruption of construction will
discourage new businesses from establishing themselves on Main Street over the next several
years and the dust, etc. will be unpleasant for those who now live downtown. Some of the new

Main Street residential units are rental apartments, not owner occupied condos. Those tenants
may leave.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

Given the huge process flaws, misrepresentation to the public of the existing conditions, and lack
of proper public involvement, I recommend a “Time Out” and rethinking of the project. Citizen
input, previously ignored, should be considered. We need a better product. I recommend re-
opening project planning to mediate identified process flaws. The design work for the Shared
Trackbed project should be halted, stopping the flow of public monies to this ill-advised project.

Through inquiry, not in published reports, [ have learned that the existing transit system needs
substantial repairs; money is tight. Capital needs to accomplish these repairs should be
addressed with Congressional and state representatives. With the two control boards, Buffalo
and Erie County, local monies for extensive repairs will probably be impossible to obtain.



Lynda Stephens - Comments on “Cars Sharing Main Street”- August 17, 2006
ATTACHMENTS - sixty-one pages

Federal Highway Administration environmental public involvement Q& A #2 and #3

Full Environmental Assessment Form — Neg. Dec., signed by J oseph Giambra 2/3/03

May 2006 EA page 1-11; shows new language substituting Draft SEQRA EIS (dated October
2002) for Draft EA

May 2006 EA page 3-25, Table 3-2. Potential Impacts to NRHP Listed and Eligible Properties;
shows name of mall: Main Street Rapid Transit Mall (UMTA 1982).

Cars Sharing Main Street brochure — side showing Project Schedule and Project Advisory
Committee

Map — Downtown Buffalo Parking Lots & Ramps

Buffalo News article excerpt — March 10, 2002; shows No response to question: Should we
Return cars to Main Street? by Sheldon Berlow. :

Letter dated February 22, 2006 by Lynda Stephens to Letitia Thompson, FTA Region 2 and
Allan Taylor, NYSDOT Region 5 Director

Enclosures with February 22, 2006 letters:

Comment Sheet “Cars Sharing Main Street” cover sheet — dated F ebruary 15, 2006

Lynda Stephens February 15, 2006 Vehicles on Main Street Shared Trackbed Project Comments,
two pages

Lynda Stephens December 12, 2002 Comments on City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-Modal
Access and Revitalization Project Draft Environmental Assessment October 2002; 3 pp.

October 2002 Draft EA p. 1-10 and January 2003 Final EA p. 1-10 — Shows change of 3,000
stakeholders notified to 4,000. (2 pp.)

October 2002 Draft EA and J anuary 2003 Final EA table showing mall comparisons with Denver
number of office workers within two blocks 16,000 changed to 116,000

Denver facts Winter 2002-2003 from Denver website — Downtown (2001) Employment-1 13,000

Moriyama & Teshima Architects — two webpages showing list of projects including Main Street
Transit Mall, Buffalo, New York and awards for Buffalo project — printed 12/9/02

January 2003 Final EA Appendix B — Comments matrix summary — five pages included so
reader can compare matrix summary with attached original comments submitted.

Copies of comments submitted for comment period ending December 12, 2002 that portray
concerns and suggestions of persons, some not addressed or inadequately addressed;
not all comment sheets available are included. Comments included from:

Joel L.-Rue Franklin, Marydel Bochnowich, Deborah Sawyer, John Maloney, Nathan
Neuman, William Martin, Sheri and Greg Rehwoldt, Assembly Members-Sam Hoyt
and Richard Smith, Gladys Gifford, Harold Cohen-former Chair of SUNYAB Dept.
of Architecture & Planning, Father Art Smith, Yuri Hreshckyshyn.

Buffalo Niagara Partnership staff note dated J anuary 27, 2003 with copies of survey results
(Deadline for comments on October 2002 Draft EA was December 12,2002, then
extended to January 10, 2003.)

Ultimate Restaurants Inc. cover letter dated J anuary 2, 2002 stating that comment period
extended, etc. and sample survey response form — demonstrates “stacking the deck”.

The New Millennium Group-correspondence with Lynda Stephens — Initiated by Stephens
because the City Dept. of Public Works file did not include a statement from this Group

although they were listed as Group on the January 2003 Final EA Appendix Comments
matrix.
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Environment FHWA > HEP > Environment > Public > Legislation > Q&A

[2] What are some of the Key considerations in planning for effective public involvement?

An effective public involvement process provides for an open exchange of information and
ideas between the public and transportation decisionmakers. The overall objective of an
area's public involvement process is that it be proactive, provide complete information, timely .~
public notice, full public access to key decisions, and opportunities for early and continuing S
involvement (23CFR450.212(a) and 450.316(b)(1)). It also provides mechanisms for the e
agency or agencies to solicit public comments and ideas, identify circumstances and impacts
which may not have been known or anticipated by public agencies, and, by doing so, to build S

support among the public who are stakeholders in transportation investments which impact
their communities.

Six useful key elements in planning for effective public involvement are: (1) Clearly-defined
purpose and objectives for initiating a public dialogue on transportation plans, programs, and
projects, (2)ldentification of specifically who the affected public and other stakeholder groups
are with respect to the plan(s), program(s), and project(s) under development, (3)
Identification of techniques for engaging the public in the process, (4) Notification procedures
which effectively target affected groups, (5) Education and assistance techniques which
result in an accurate and full public understanding of the transportation problem, potential

solutions, and 6bstacies and opportunities within various i e-prebfem; and, (6)
Follow through by public agencies demonstrafing tha ecisionmakers seriously considered pe
public input. -

o  FHWAHome | HEP Home | Feodbagk | -
2 FHWA

United States Department of Transportation - Federal Highway Administration

htp://www.thwa.dot.gov/ environment/pub_inv/q2.htm 2/19/2006
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Environment FHWA > HEP > Environment > Public > Legislation > Q&A

[3] What are the indicators of an effective public involvement process?

A good indicator of an effective
feels it has opportunities to cont

public involvement process is a well informed public which
ribute input into transportation decisionmaking processes

FHWA Home | HEP Home | Feedback

United States Department of Transportation - Federal Highway Administration
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Appendix A
State Environmental Quality Review
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORR

Purpose: The full EAF is designed to help applicants and agencies determine, in an orderly manner, whether a project or action may
be significant. The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequently, there are aspects of
a project that are subjective or unmeasurable. It is ako understood that thase whao determine significance may have little of no formal
knowledge of the environment of may not be technically expert in enwvironmertal analysis. In addition, many wha have knowledge
in one particular area may not be aware of the broader concems affecting the question of significance.

The full EAF is intended-to provide a method wherebly applicants and agencies can be assured that the determination process
has been orderly, comprehensive in nature, yet fiexible enough to allow introduction of information to fit a project or action.

Full EAF Components: The full EAF is comprised of three parts:

Part1: Provides objective data and information about a giver project and Its site. By identifying basic project data, it assists
4 reviewer inthe analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3.

Fart 2: Focuses an idemtifying the range of possible impacts that may occur from a project or action. It provides guidance
as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to mioderate or whether it is a patentially-large impact. The
form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced.

Part 3: If any impact in Part 2 is identified as potentially-large, then Part 3 is usad to evaluate whether or not the impact is
actually important.

THIS AREA FOR LEAD AGENCY USE ONLY
DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE ~ Type 1 and Unlisted Actions

!dermfydéPm&msafEAFcomp!etedforﬁispmject Part‘1 Partz DPart3
. Upan review of the information recorded on this EAF {Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if appropriate), and any other supporting information, and

considering both the magnitude and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the lead agency that:
A. The project will not result in any large and important impact(s) and, therefore, is one which wi nothave a
significant impact on the environment, therefore a negative declaration wil be prepared.

E} B. Although the pro;ect could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a signiﬁcant effect
. for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures déscribed in PART 3 have been required, therefore
a CONDITIONED negative decleration will be prepared.*

Ej C. The project may result in ene or more large and impartant impacts that may have a significant impact on the
enviranment, therefore a positive declaration will be prepared.

*A Conditioned Negative Declaration is only valid for Unlisted Actions
Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project

. Name of Action
City of Buffalo

Name of Lead Agency
Joseph Giambra Commissioner of Public Works
_Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Tide of Responsibie Officer

ﬁgn&ﬁm of R'esponsablé Officer |n Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (If different from responsible otcer)

Hyes

: Page 1 of 21

website Date
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° Public Information Meeting — the Project Sponsors held a public information meeting
on the Drafi SEQRA EIS (dated October 2002) at the City of Buffalo’s downtown
library at LaFayette ‘Square o November 12,2002, The meeting was advertised if - -
the local papers and referenced on both the City of Buffalo and Buffalo Place’s
websites. In addition, all participants in the earlier two project workshops were
notified of the hearing by mail. Buffalo Place also notified over 2,000 property,
tenant, and neighborhood advocates by mail or email of the meeting. Approximately
100 people attended the meeting, which was covered by the Buffalo News and
videotaped and played on local television, The agenda for the public meeting
included a presentation on the purpose and need for the project and a summary of the
evaluation of each alternative. The public was invited to ask questions or provide
either written or oral comments. The public record officially remained open for 30
days until December 12, 2002, The Advisory Committee in making their
recommendation on a Preferred Alternative considered all comments received by
January 10. 2003, Over 40 comments were received either verbally at the public
meeting, by letter’or FAX to'the City of Buffalo; or via-email in-the project website.
A summary of these comments is included in Appendix B,

o Agency Informational Briefings - the Project Sponsors held informational briefings
regarding the proposed project on November 14 and 15, 2002 with the City of
Buffalo Common Council; the Buffalo Place Board and various committee members;
Buffalo’s congressional and State delegation representatives; the Greater Buffalo-
Niagara Regional Transportation Council Policy Committee; the Buffalo
Development Council, and the Buffalo-Niagara Partnership transportation committee.

Subsequently, the concent of restoring traffic to Main Street has been incorporated into
the Buffalo Comprehensive Plan (City of Buftalo, 2003).

.. - peleted: D EA ]
)

o ‘[Dimted: D

| Deleted: , although all comments
received by January 10, 2003 were
considered by the Advisory Commitice in
making their recommendation on a
Preferred Alternative.




Archaeological Resources

The extensive disturbance associated with the construction of downtown buildings, as

Historical Resources

None of the alternatives would directly affect any buildings listed in or eligible for listing
in the National Register (see Section 3.4 regarding building displacement). Table 3-2
describes the potential im bacts to eligible and listed properties in the Main Street Project
Area. The potential indirect effect of each alternative on historic resources is further
evaluated below,

Properties

Table 3-2, Potential ] mpacts Lo NRHP Listed aid Eligible

'l Formatted: Space Before: Q pt,
After: 0 pt

Eligible | Nolu ‘I | Formatted: Space Before: 0 pt,
After: 0 pt

No Impact | Formatted: Space Before; 0 pt,
After: 0 pt

Building
Brishane Building Eligible

(Kleinhans)

]

Positive Impact

' | Formatted: Space Before: 0 pt,
After: 0 pt

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ’ Formatted: Space Before; 0 p, |
After: 0 pt

ain-Genesee 2] @ N e Positive o ; - T
;:11111 '”,J(.H.L\LL, Eligible olmpact | Positive Impact None Required Formatted: Space Before: 0 ot
ole After: 0 pt
) n

enn oo HM—E&— T R,
500-318 Main No lmpact Positive Impact None Required « | - - Formatted: Space Before: 0 pt,
Street e After: 0 pt
Main Streef }'ug.a(le R.c‘:m)\-'ahon . Eligible | Nolmpact | Positive Impact None Required | Formatted: Space Before: 0 pt,

: Project (CDBG-1983) After: 0 pt
Coldome Bank 0 Impac alive Impact | None Required | | Formatted: space Before; 0 pr.
After: 0 pt
Buffalo Savines Bank Eligibl Positive fmpact
3ulfalo Savings Ban) i |b c Positive Impact { Formatted: Space Betorer g ot
N kot A ———— | After: 0 pt
Markel Areade seible | No lmpagt ¢ mpagt =
Buildine ' Formatted: Space Before: 0 pt,
S | Lised | Nolwpal Thregm—t——— | After: 0 pt
Shea’s Bulfalo Theater Listed Nolmpact | Positive Impact None Required «
e tiormatted: Space Before; 0 pt, ]
S &M\R M
Joseph Ellicott No Impact Positive Impact None Required« | After: 0pt
DRowntown Historic Formatted: Space Before: o pt, ]
District After: 0 pt
1 Distriel L

No Impact

1 Positive Impact None Required« -|- Formatted: Space Before: g pt,
Yistric After: 0 pt
Source: NFTA, 2006,
3-25
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__ By SHELDON BERLOW
Special to The News

When Buffalo's rapid transit Jine was
built, the Main Street pedestrian mall
was created to help downtown's already
threatened office and retuil core avoid
further decline. Did jt accomplish that?
No..Why not? The destruction of down-
towns in midsize U.S, cities, including
Buffalo, was already too firmly in place.

The decades-old national and re-
gional suburbanization policies of subsi-
dized rgad building and shopping mall
development, along with casy residential
subdivision building, were already
pulling thousands of people and busi-
nesses out of downtowns, and were just
too pewerful to stop,

This decline was exacerbated in Buf-
falo by a lack of commitment to signifi-

cant turnaround proje;

cts by the private

and public sectors

and the failure 1o ex-
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people, people,
lers will follow,

and then-mnore

The real answer is
people! Then the retai
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program, in-
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pent, and longer lasting,
ng the mall and tearin
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{0 create

people to
be mone
ldings for
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ive downtown. This would

much better s

g updated and beautified
than destroyi

ere must be a massive
Wake up Buffalo. Let’s use what we

have and build the future on it.
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more people will come
cluding public subsidie
good housin

more dirty, hostile parking lots.
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e in many
-related activities and he lives

brokerage finm. His office is downtown

commercial and industrial real estare
he has been activ

SHELDON BERLOW is senior director
of Berlow Real Estate, a Buffalo-based

in Buffalo.
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Yef muny people still blame the ;
pedestriari ~ mall i
for the demise of  Vehicle trafficis i
downtown, and not the magic '
believe that re- answer; Restor-
turning. traffic to ‘
Main Strect will 8 the beauty of
restore Lhe area to th_e mall, along
its former health.  with a program
Vehicle traffic is  to provide plen- .
not the magic an-  tiful rental and ;
swer.  Restoring condo housing,
the.beauty. of the is far more likely
to bringfife back

mall; along with a
program to pro- A

i to the city’s
core,

showing  downtown
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tination events to attract peoplé.

hes
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back-alley, back-door look
b
ays.
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day on the very nice Theodo

e, get the Hy
velt Plaza. Encourage restau

t entrance int

Add varied- food carts ag
people-attracting activities.
Will this turn downtown ardund b

For exampl
its Main Stree

hops to extend their

the sidewalks on nice d
snow immediately. Schedule mpre des-

improve its value and effe
Beautify it, update it and, m
tant, enlist the merchants’ coo
in accomplishing this goal.
ing second front door inst
mall clean, well lit and with
curity. Don't allow constructig
livery vehicles on the mall,
itself? No. But it will help b
community commitment.

vide ‘plentiful
rental and condo
housing, is far
more likely to bring life back 1o the city’s
core.

I the mall has failed to live up toits
promisc, much of its failure derives from
poorly thought-out public policy.

For example, parking rhat was origi-
nally envisioned to be constructed under
Lafayette Square along with the creation
of the pedestrian mall was never bujlt,
Instead, good buildings that could have
been converted to uses to strengthen
downtown were destroyed to create
more surface parking lots, contributing
to a pervasive sense of ugliness that cre-
ated a negative impression for those wha
ventured there,

Our firm, Berlow Real Estate, which
~does about 75 percent of brokered retail
sifeSeTection and leasing in

W Y ork, andWhich i roug. i retatl-
ers downtown in the past, continues to
try to bring more retailers to the down-
téwn area, But their consistent response
is that there are not enough “people
ours” downtown to support a store,
Nene of the retailers we ipproached
) commented negatively on the pedestrian
o ] mall concept, or made comments such
as;“if there were cars on Main Street” or

“ifthere was more parking,”

The issue was cle.arlm
— mere people to SAbp beyond the
lunch hour. Retailers are looking for
mare people living downtown and more
people using downtown more hours of
the day, The Butfalo Niagara Partner-
ship tried a retail campaign a couple of
years ago, and brought no new retailers
downtown. :
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266 Hartwell Road
Buffalo, New York 14216
February 22, 2006

Letitia Thompson

Regional Administrator

FTA Region 2

One Bowling Green

Room 429

New York, New York 10004-1415

Re: Buffalo, NY Cars Sharing Main Street FTA No. NY-03-0428, NYSDOT P.IN. 5822.12

Dear Ms. Thompson:

I strongly urge implementation of a full environmental impact study for the proposed project
Sharing the Trackbed Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project. T have
attached my comments which were submitted to sponsor, MPO, and consultants during the
public comment periods in February 2006 and December 2002. Other attachments support my
statements. It seems to me that a process of effective public involvement has not occurred in
development of the proposed project. In addition, I dispute the City of Buffalo February 3, 2003
SEQR Neg. Dec. which was done while important issues were unresolved.

Although stakeholder groups have enjoyed more involvement, “citizens” have not been
adequately engaged in development of the project, nor have their concerns been appropriately
addressed. A public meeting was held on December 5, 2001, a conceptual design workshop with
breakout session recorders on J anuary 28, 2002, and another public meeting on November 12,
2002. Alternatives outlined in the October 2002 Draft Environmental Assessment were
presented at the November 12, 2002 meeting but no preferred alternative was recommended.
Neither in the Draft EA nor at the November meeting did consultants respond to several
important concerns raised during the January design workshop including plans to dismantle the
award winning pedestrian/transit mall streetscape, designed by Toronto firm Moriyama and
Teshima. On February 1, 2006, a public meeting, actually a “walk-through”, was held to elicit
comments on streetscape and station design for the Shared Trackbed Plan.

Public concerns submitted following the November 2002 meeting were ignored and/or
misrepresented in a public comment summary table which was attached to the J anuary 2003
Final Environmental Assessment. The Final EA is essentially the same document as the October
2002 Draft EA except for inclusion of a Preferred Alternative - Sharing the Trackbed. (Refer to
my February 2006 comments for specifics.) After release of the J anuary 2003 Final EA, I
obtained from the City of Buffalo copies of public comments including letters, comment sheets,
email messages, and a business survey, also the comment summary table prepared by the
consultants and attached to the January 2003 Final EA. These items are enclosed. I was told by
the City representative who copied the materials for me that the J anuary 2003 Final EA did not
include copies of the public comments submitted following the November 2002 meeting, only a



summary table. None are attached to either the J anuary 2003 Final EA or the CD version of the
August 2005 Final Draft EA. The latter was received from the MPO, Greater Buffalo Niagara
Regional Transportation Council.

Some of the issues which seem to require further study include: safety issues for bicycle riders,
pedestrians and vehicles, payback of federal dollars related to demolition of federally-funded
pedestrian/transit mall features, destruction of the award winning streetscape designed to
minimize wind effects without creating wind tunnels, impact of project on sidewalk vaults,
disruption during construction, impact %1:{ project ori]? nearby Ellicott Street Project, and omission

of a designated bike path.

Hopefully through a full environmental impact study more appropriate alternatives will emerge
that will result in a greatly improved plan for Buffalo’s Downtown Main Street. Thank you for
considering my comments as you review this project. Please respond to my letter.

Yours truly,

Lynda Stephens

Enc.



266 Hartwell Road
Buffalo, New York 14216
February 22, 2006

Allan Taylor

Regional Director
NYSDOT Region 5

125 Main Street

Buffalo, New York 14203

Re: Buffalo, NY Cars Sharing Main Street FTA No. NY-03-0428, NYSDOT P.I.N. 5822.12

Dear Mr. Taylor:

[ strongly urge implementation of a full environmental impact study for the proposed project
Sharing the Trackbed Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project. I have
attached my comments which were submitted to sponsor, MPO, and consultants during the
public comment periods in February 2006 and December 2002. Other attachments support my
statements. It seems to me that a process of effective public involvement has not occurred in
development of the proposed project. In addition, I dispute the City of Buffalo February 3, 2003
SEQR Neg. Dec. which was done while important issues were unresolved.

Although stakeholder groups have enjoyed more involvement, “citizens” have not been
adequately engaged in development of the project, nor have their concerns been appropriately
addressed. A public meeting was held on December 5, 2001, a conceptual design workshop with
breakout session recorders on January 28, 2002, and another public meeting on November 12,
2002. Alternatives outlined in the October 2002 Draft Environmental Assessment were
presented at the November 12, 2002 meeting but no preferred alternative was recommended.
Neither in the Draft EA nor at the November meeting did consultants respond to several
important concerns raised during the J anuary design workshop including plans to dismantle the
award winning pedestrian/transit mall streetscape, designed by Toronto firm Moriyama and
Teshima. On February 1, 2006, a public meeting, actually a “walk-through”, was held to elicit
comments on streetscape and station design for the Shared Trackbed Plan.

Public concerns submitted following the November 2002 meeting were ignored and/or
misrepresented in a public comment summary table which was attached to the J anuary 2003
Final Environmental Assessment. The Final EA is essentially the same document as the October
2002 Draft EA except for inclusion of a Preferred Alternative - Sharing the Trackbed. (Refer to
my February 2006 comments for specifics.) After release of the J anuary 2003 Final EA, I
obtained from the City of Buffalo copies of public comments including letters, comment sheets,
email messages, and a business survey, also the comment summary table prepared by the
consultants and attached to the January 2003 Final EA. These items are enclosed. I was told by
the City representative who copied the materials for me that the J anuary 2003 Final EA did not
include copies of the public comments submitted following the November 2002 meeting, only a
summary table. None are attached to either the J anuary 2003 Final EA or the CD version of the



August 2005 Final Draft EA. The latter was received from the MPO, Greater Buffalo Niagara
Regional Transportation Council.

Some of the issues which seem to require further study include: safety issues for bicycle riders,
pedestrians and vehicles, payback of federal dollars related to demolition of federally-funded
pedestrian/transit mall features, destruction of the award winning streetscape designed to
minimize wind effects without creating wind tunnels, impact of project on sidewalk vaults,
disruption during construction, impact on project of nearby Ellicott Street Project, and omission
of a designated bike path.

Hopefully through a full environmental impact study more appropriate alternatives will emerge
that will result in a greatly improved plan for Buffalo’s Downtown Main Street. Thank you for
considering my comments as you review this project. Please respond to my letter.
Yours truly,

%’4/’ WZ@V/WJ\MW

Lynda Stephens

Enc.



COMMENT SHEET

“CARS SHARING MAIN STREET ”
MAIN STREET MULTI-MODAL ACCESS AND REVITALIZATION PROJECT
NYSDOT P.I.N 5822.12
FTA No. NY-03-0428

PLEASE PLACE COMPLETED COMMENT SHEETS IN THE BOX AT THE REGISTRATION TABLE

BEFORE YOU LEAVE THE MEETING TONIGHT OR SEND TO THE ADDRESS ON T1E BACK OF
THIS PAGE BEFORE FEBRUARY(16,)2006,

NAME: Lynda Stephens

ADDRESS 266 Hartwell Road

CITY Buffalo, NY zip 14216
EMAIL

COMMENTS February 15, 2006

This project needs an environmental impact study. Efforts to fastrack the process for development of a

project for returning vehieles to Main Street has resulted in a seriously flawed preferred alternative.

More specific comments are included in two attached documents which detail with specific references
some of the problems and issues related to the proposed project. My comments address both process

and product. There are six pages in total including this Comment Sheet form.

Implementation of an EIS will facilitate emergence of a better project, one that will make Buffalo and

the region proud. Good luck as you continue this effort.

PLEASE FOLD AS INDICATED ON THE BACK, TAPE AND MAIL OR FAX TO 716-656-1987

Niagara Frontier Transportation Authority
Serving the Niagars Region

re fowniowan!



Vehicles on Main Street Shared Trackbed Project Comments

Lynda Stephens, 266 Hartwell Road, Buffalo, NY 14216
February 15, 2006

Inroduction/Need for EIS - I do not believe that any Vehicles on Main Street project should be
implemented until an Environmental Impact Study is completed. This process should include widely
publicized public hearings. My review of the October 2002 Draft Environmental Assessment, the
January 2003 Final Environmental Assessment, and the August 2005 Final Draft Environmental
Assessment for City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project suggests
that an Environmental Impact Study is required. Iwish to have included with these comments my
December 12, 2002 comments on the October 2002 Draft Environmental Assessment.

1. Process problems - The project was initiated with a SEQR action that did not include adequate
scoping. Although the 2002 Draft EA states on page 1-10 that a public hearing will be advertised and
held, no such hearing was ever implemented. The January 2003 Final EA deletes references to “public
hearing”. Instead the January 2003 Final EA page 1-10 mentions a Public Information Meeting which
was held on November 12, 2002. In spite of various environmental issues unresolved at the time, the
City of Buffalo signed a SEQR Negative Declaration on February 3, 2003.

2. Inappropriate labeling - The consultants continuously mislabel the current mall “pedestrian mall”

when in fact it has always been a “pedestrian transit mall” which includes an above ground light rail
train. No explanation is given.

3. Data outdated and/or inadequate - Data used to support returning vehicles to Main Street is generally
old and seriously outdated; for example, at place employment-2000, living downtown-2000, building
usage-2001, property values-2002, DESMAN study of off-street parking spaces-2000. The data
presented to demonstrate promise of economic development as a result of returning cars to Main Street
is more of a nature of “by saying it makes it so”, than by genuine relationships. Downtown Buffalo is
changing in many positive ways that are not reflected in the old data.

4. No public hearing - In the January 2003 Final EA, p. 1-10, section “Information Issues Workshop”
the numbers of people who received mail or email invitations to the December 5, 2001 workshop has
been changed from 3,000 noted in the October 2002 Draft EA to 4,000. The authors also have added
here three more groups of participants including the City’s Good Neighbors Planning Alliance
(GNPA). At that time the GNPA was in its formative stages and had not evolved to a stage that
allowed a meaningful interface. (I have been involved with the GNPA since its inception.)

5. Citizen input ignored - The January 2003 Final EA does not respond to citizen input. The January
2003 Final EA is materially the same as the October 2002 Draft EA with the exception of the reference
to a public hearing and the inflated public notification numbers. The Appendix B Public Meeting
(November 12, 2002) Comments summary chart, some citizen comments are mischaracterized.
Although not the only instance, my comments were misrepresented. I submitted three pages with
references listed on page three. I submitted via fax and via email. I have a copy of citizen comments,
received from City of Buffalo in 2003 upon my request. Only pages one and three of my comments
were included. However, the fax mark on my page three clearly shows “p. 37, so all pages were
received. My page two contained references to errors in the 2002 Draft EA narrative regarding Denver
population in vicinity of the Denver pedestrian mall. The Draft EA Appendix A comparison chart
indicated pop. 16,000 for Denver in mall vicinity, but the narrative said 116,000. The Final EA and
the Final Draft EA both have the 16,000 changed to 116,000. I think someone read my page two.




6. SHPO - As of August 2005, SHPO had not responded with comments on the EA. Could it be that
the plan threatens the Urban Cultural Park/Theater District?

7. Federal payback - The EA’s do not discuss payback of federal dollars which will be required when

federally funded features of the original ped/transit mall are removed, especially stations and
streetscape features.

8. Safety — The Preferred Alternative Sharing the Trackbed is the least safe of the considered action
alternatives. Refer to Table 3-26 Modal Conflict Points. The Preferred Alternative presents bicycle
safety issues that have not been adequately addressed. The width of shared bike/car lanes was 11.5-12

ft. instead of preferred 14 ft., the authors make remarks that“skilled” bike riders can handle this (Aug.
2005 Final Draft EA, p. 3-47).

Other safety concerns not resolved include train rails becoming more slippery during cold weather.
Buffalo has many days of cold weather. Bicycle wheels can get caught in rail grooves. Access of
emergency vehicles will be impeded since they use trackbed now and there is minimal interruption
with trains. Also HSBC Building would have vehicular traffic flowing under their building.

9. Disruption due to construction — The Aug. 2005 Final Draft EA downplays the disruption issue. In
addition to disruption on each block, think “phased project” as in suggested annual increments: ten
blocks x ten years = extended disruption. Also many businesses have deliveries made by trucks using
Main Street. The delivery system disrupted on Main Street, combined with two-way streets on
Washington and proposed for Pearl Street, presents real concerns for efficient deliveries to businesses.

10. Unplanned traffic delays - The model WATSim does not consider accidents and car breakdowns.
However, these incidents can produce major delays which interfere with train schedules and can cause

gridlock. This issue has not been adequately addressed. Refer to August 2005 Final Draft EA page 3-
40.

11. August 2005 Final Draft EA 3.11 Cumulative Effects

This section seems so poorly developed, it demands an EIS. For example, re: Buffalo Intermodal
Transportation Center, the proposed project was an opportunity to introduce and focus on a new mode -
of transportation, bicycles. Instead of planning a designated bike path, the plan calls for parallel
parking along Main Street which effectively eliminates that opportunity. The omission of a designated
bike path diminishes the efforts of Buffalo’s intermodal transportation efforts. Another major
development mentioned in this section is the Ellicott Street Project. Development of a two-way
Ellicott Street two blocks east of Main Street as a major north/south axis and the impact on the
returning vehicles to Main Street project has not been studied. Also the only cultural reference is to
historic buildings. No mention is made of cultural organizations, such as CEPA, Squeaky Wheel and
Arts Council whose facilities and offices front on Main Street. Access to these cultural organizations
will be impacted by construction and should be addressed.

12. Endangered species - The peregrine falcon resides in downtown Buffalo. During construction,
creatures that are food for the falcons may be affected. Instead of consultation with experts, the Aug.
2005 Final Draft EA just states there would be no impact or minimal impact.

13. Appendix B ~ The August 2005 Final Draft EA adds seventeen new names with Shared Trackbed
as recommended alternative; compare with January 2003 Final EA.



To: Commissioner Joseph Giambra, Dept. of Public Works, Parks & Streets, Room 502, City
Hall, Buffalo, NY 14202

Fax: (716) 851-5825 — 3 pages

E-mailed comments to mainst.buffalo@erm.com

From: Lynda Stephens

Date: December 12, 2002

Subject: Comments on City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization
Project Draft Environmental Assessment October 2002

I .am a long time resident of the City of Buffalo and my small business is located in the
Allentown neighborhood. Since 1989, I have been an independent consultant, working on
numerous project teams with engineers, architects and a certified planner. My primary
consulting activities relate to preparation of grant applications. My project involvement has also
included preparation of environmental materials in compliance with NYS SEQR and with NEPA
(HUD guidelines) for rural municipal clients (outside of Erie County). I have never been a
consultant to the City of Buffalo or any of the identified project organizations. I have been a
member of the American Planning Association (APA) Western New York Section for over ten
years and for the past two years, also a national APA member.

I have reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) October 2002, and other materials
referenced in that report as well as pertinent newspaper articles. A reference list is attached at
the end of my comments. Note that the 1998 version of the GBNRTC sponsored Feasibility
Study mentioned in the DEA was not available; however, the March 2000 Final Report was
reviewed. Please consider the concerns listed below and include a response to the concerns with
subsequent reviews. Overall, the evidence does not support implementation of a large, multi-
million dollar infrastructure project at this time.

Environmental Review Process — Most environmental reviews are conducted after one proposed
alternative has been identified through an appropriate planning process. It is not clear why a
formal environmental review process was selected to substitute for a planning process. The
drawback of the current approach is that public officials and agencies are technically on record in
favor of action before rather than after the collection of relevant data and public review of
evidence and information. The effect of the approach adopted here is to gather momentum and
support for action that may not be advisable and indeed may not be supported by data or
evidence. This approach is also confusing to the general public who are not familiar with SEQR
and NEPA. The lead agency for this project has not been clearly identified. The scheduling of
comment period over the holiday season is unfortunate.

Draft Environmental Assessment October 2002 (DEA):
~ There is no clear reference to a separate engineering study to define the four alternatives

offered. The Feasibility Study did not study the Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall Alternative
or the No Action Alternative.

— The No Action Alternative has not been adequately evaluated. It is referred to as “baseline”
for environmental study. See related concern immediately following.



No assessment has been made regarding modification of the Moriyama & Teshima signature
streetscape of the pedestrian transit mall. Some features have already been removed. A
citizen request was made for such an investigation at the J anuary 28, 2002 conceptual design
workshop. Participants in one of the focus groups supported a further look in order to avoid
the destruction of possible notable architecture. (Note that the Buffalo design, by this
Toronto firm, garnered two design awards for their Buffalo project, which is included on the
firm’s website. In 1987, this same firm began work selected in a competition to guide The
Niagara Parks Commission-Ontario in development of a 20-year plan and a 5-year action
plan for a 35 mile stretch along the Niagara River. That project was to protect the historical
and natural sites of the Niagara Parks while promoting economic renewal through tourism.
The planning area included Niagara Falls, Ontario.)

The DEA does not address issues of federal payback for structural changes to the pedestrian
transit mall which was built using vast federal funds. Contrast this omission to the inclusion
of this concern in the Feasibility Study March 2000, conducted by Erdman Anthony.

The DEA does not address how the City’s extensive sidewalk vaults will be impacted by the
various alternatives. This issue was extensively addressed in the Feasibility Study.

In the Needs section, page 1-6, the DEA cites surveys noting “poor access” and “perceived
safety concerns” as the most negative aspects of need for proposed action. However, this is
contradicted in the “Cars Sharing Main Street Staff Analysis August 2001, page 9 Provide
Vehicular Access to Adjacent Land Uses-“Downtown Buffalo is extremely convenient and
accessible, but perception...” There are probably ways to mediate public perception on
accessibility just as public perceptions on pedestrian safety downtown have changed for the
better as noted in the Downtown Buffalo Strategic Planning Update. Local real estate
person, Sheldon Berlow of Berlow Real Estate which does about 75 percent of brokered
retail site selection and leasing in Western New York, is on record stating that none of the
retailers his firm approached has made negative comments about no cars on Main Street or
about more parking (March 10, 2002 Buffalo News article). Mr. Berlow states that people
and people hours are key. Perhaps Buffalo Place could plan more events.

The Feasibility Study cites safety concerns for their studied alternatives, which are related to
some of the DEA proposed alternatives. Safety issues have not been adequately explored in
the DEA. Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 present dramatically increased Modal Conflict Points over
the current situation and Alternative 1. Alternative 4 Share Trackbed increases the risk
factors more than threefold and is the least safe alternative.

The DEA has omitted data, distorted data, and repeated data errors to support action
alternatives. Examples include the section Research on Other Communities Experience,
pages 1-6 — 1-7 where data for Denver pedestrian mall figures are listed as 116,000
employees within two blocks of mall and 30,000 residents within a five minute walk. DEA
Appendix A spreadsheet indicates 16,000 employees and that the 30,000 residents are
“within walking distance”. Note that this Denver information on the spreadsheet has
remained unchanged since presented in January 2002 with workshop materials. The error of
116,000 instead of 16,000 was prominently presented in J anuary 28, 2002 workshop



narrative materials and was used to persuade participants that Buffalo was not like cities
with successful malls, e.g. Denver. Another example, regarding pedestrian counts:
statements on page 3-34 noting declining numbers of pedestrians at points along the mall do
not match the years or numbers displayed on Figure 3-5 on page 3-35 which shows an
increase at 12 of 17 sites in 2000 compared with 1999.

There is no effort to aggregate positive data regarding the current downtown situation. (The
pedestrian transit mall may have yet a chance for successful contribution to downtown
rebirth.) For example, in 1991 Class A vacancy rate was 20.3%, compared with January
1999 which improved to 11.9% (p. 6 in Staff Analysis). Also, since 1998 when CBD at-
place employment was 46,698, the picture has improved to 50,046 in 2000, a 7% increase in
two years. Also, Buffalo News article by Brian Meyer, March 12, 2002, reported new
Census shows downtown population increased to 3,200 from 2,600 in last decade, a 23%
increase with new residential units planned and under construction. On Table 3-1 on page 3-
7, the % change 1999-2000 for building usage/square feet on main street showed a net gain
of 8%, with only retail declining slightly. Restaurant and office space gained. (Be advised
that the remaining women’s clothing specialty stores on Delaware Avenue, i.e. Tegler’s, Par
Avion, Joseph’s, Evelyn’s, Papagallo’s, all closed during the period after the pedestrian mall
was completed, yet cars remain on Delaware.)

DEA predictions of economic improvements are generally speculative and use questionable
assumptions. Most predictions are not based on good data.

Reference List:

1. City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project Draft
Environmental Assessment October 2002

2.

3.

\O

Cars Sharing Main Street Staff Analysis August 2001

Final Report Feasibility Study for Accommodating Motor Vehicles within the Pedestrian
Mall on Main Street City of Buffalo Erie County, New York March 2000, prepared by
Erdman Anthony; prepared for Greater Buffalo-Niagara Regional Transportation

Buffalo News March 10, 2002 article “Should we return cars to Main Street?”

Buffalo News March 12, 2002 article “Study under way on expanding housing downtown”

Art Voice December 13, 2001 article “Bringing Traffic Back to Main Street”

Website for Moriyama & Teshima Architects — hitp://www.mtarch.com

Return of Cars to Main Street Conceptual Design Workshop-January 28, 2002

. Downtown Buffalo 2002! News — Special/April 2002



Oct. 2oz Dract £ 4

attended these informational meetings, where the attendees were informed about the
Main Street revitalization process, invited to submit issues of concern, and given the
opportunity to provide their opinions on the development of alternative design ideas.

Information/Issues Workshop — a public workshop was held at the Market Arcade
Film and Arts Center on Main Street in Buffalo on December 5, 2001 to provide
background information on the purpose and need for the study and to identify issues
and concerns that would need to be addressed as part of the environmental
assessment. This Workshop was advertised in The Buffalo News, Business First
(Buffalo’s Business J ournal), the Buffalo Rocket, Metro Co i ws, and
several additional neighborhood newspapers. Approximatelz 3,000’52{eh01ders also
received mail and/or email invitations to the workshop, using various existing email
lists (property owners, downtown tenants, downtown interest groups, participants in
the City Downtown Strategic Plan, the disabled community, local professional groups
including Planners Architects and Engineers and a public transit interest group).
Approximately 120 people attended the workshop. Drawings illustrating the four
action alternatives were available for public review. The workshop was also
videotaped and played on local television for approximately one month.

Newspaper Article — following the Information/Issues Workshop, ArtVoice, a local
weekly newspaper in the Buffalo area, ran a cover story on the workshop and other
community’s experiences with pedestrian malls.

Conceptual Design Workshop — a second public workshop was held at the Erie
Community College in downtown Buffalo on January 28, 2002 to help develop
conceptual designs for the four project alternatives that were developed based on
public comment at the first workshop. This workshop was also advertised in several
newspapers, all participants from the first workshop received invitations in the mail,
and approximately 2,000 other interested persons received notice of the workshop via
mail and email. Approximately 130 people attended the workshop. This workshop
was also videotaped and featured on the local government television station for
approximately one month.

Public Hearing — the Project Sponsors plan to hold a public hearing on this Draft EA
a ocation that is yet to be determined. The hearing will be advertised in
the local papers in accordance with the requirements of the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act and referenced on both the City of Buffalo and
Buffalo Place’s websites. In addition, all participants in the earlier two project
workshops will be notified of the hearing by mail. The agenda for the Public Hearing
will include a presentation on the purpose and need for the project and a summary of
the evaluation of each alternative. The public will be invited to ask questions or
provide either written or oral comments. The public record will remain open for at
least two weeks after the Public Hearing.

A Final EA will be prepared after the public hearing that will specifically address all
comments received on the Draft EA and select a preferred alternative.

AN
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people attended these informational meetings, where the attendees were informed
about the Main Street revitalization process, invited to submit issues of concern, and

given the opportunity to provide their opinions on the development of alternative
design ideas.

Information/Issues Workshop — a public workshop was held at the Market Arcade

Film and Arts Center on Main Street in Buffalo on December 5,2001 to provide

background information on the purpose and need for the study and to identify issues

% and concerns that would need to be addressed as part of the environmental
assessment. This Workshop was advertised in The Buffalo News, Business First
(Buffalo’s Business Journal), the Buffalo Rocket, Community News, and

g several additional neighborhood newspapers. Ové; 4,000'pgople also received mail
and/or email invitations to the workshop, using varions eXisting email lists (property
owners, downtown tenants,|community-based organizations) downtown interest _

~groups, participants in the City Downtown Strategic Plan; the City’s Good Nei ghbors ™

= Planning Alliance, the disabled community, local professional groups including =~
planfiers, architecis, and engineers, the [an-users on the City’s Intranet System;and a
public transit interest group). Approximatély 120 pedple attended the workshop.

g Drawings illustrating the four action alternatives were available for public review.

The workshop was also videotaped and played on local television for approximately
one month.

Newspaper Article - following the Information/Issues Workshop, ArtVoice, a local
weekly newspaper in the Buffalo area, ran a cover story on the workshop and other
community’s experiences with pedestrian malls.

Conceptual Design Workshop — a second public workshop was held at the Erie

g Community College in downtown Buffalo on January 28, 2002 to help develop
conceptual designs for the four project alternatives that were developed based on
public comment at the first workshop. This workshop was also advertised in several
E newspapers, all participants from the first workshop received invitations in the mail,
and approximately 2,000 other interested persons received notice of the workshop via
mail and email. Approximately 130 people attended the workshop. This workshop
E was also videotaped and featured on the local government television station for
approximately one month.

Public Information Meeting ~fhe Project Sponsors held a public information meeting
o theDr " at the City of Buffalo’s downtown library at Lafayette Square on
November 12, 2002. The meeting was advertised in the local papers and referenced
on both the City of Buffalo and Buffalo Place’s websites. In addition, all participants
in the earlier two project workshops were notified of the hearing by mail. Buffalo
Place also notified over 2,000 property, tenant, and neighborhood advocates by mail
or email of the meeting. Approximately 100 people attended the meeting, which was
covered by the Buffalo News and videotaped and played on local television. The
agenda for the public meeting included a presentation on the purpose and need for the
project and a summary of the evaluation of each alternative. The public was invited
to ask questions or provide either written or oral comments. The public record
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Winter - 2002-2003

DENVER PUBLIC ScHOOL ENROLLMENT (2001): 72,437
HicH SchooLs: 10
MIDDLE SCHOOLS: 18
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS: 87

SHOPPING CENTERS: 58
RESTAURANTS: 700+

DENVER:
Date Founpen: 1858
DATE INCORPORATED: 1861
GOVERNMENT: Mayor / Council
LAND AREA: (square miles) 154.63

(acres) 98,963

LaTTTUuDE; 39°43'N
Lonerrupe: -104°58' W
ELEWTION: (feet above sea level) 5,280
LOWEST POINT; (feet ahove sea level) 5,140
HIGHEST POINT: (feet ahove sez level) 5,672
Riverg: South Platte, Cherry Creek
AVERAGE ANNUAL RAINFALL: (inches) 15.4
AVERAGE ANNUAL SNOWFRALL: (inches) 55.4
AVERAGE FEBRUARY TEMPERATURE: 33°F
AVERAGE AUGUST TEMPERATURE: T2F
AVERAGE GROWING SEASON: (days) 165
AVERAGE SUNSHINE: (days) 300+

MUNICIPAL PARKS AND RECREATION:
PARK AREA; (acres) 5,100
Parxs: 301
GoLr CourSES (public and private): 15
PARKWAYS: (miles) 100
RECREATION CENTERS: 29
SWIMMING PouLs: 19
HIKE-BIKEWAYS: (imiles) 135
MOUNTAIN PARKS: (acres) 13,600
Praying FreLos: 325
TENNIS COURTS: (77 Lighted) 143

ATTENDANCE AT DENVER CULTURAL Faciiimies Visirors (2001):
ART MUSEUM: 555,039
Boranic Garoens: 440,445
MUSEUM OF NATURE AND SCIENCE: 1,670,456

CONVENTION FACILITIES (2001):

CONVENTIONS: 45
DELEGATE ATTENDANCE: 190,063

300,000
SEATING CAPACITY:

INVESCO FIELD AT Mie Hich: 76,125
— T eU A LR

Pepst CenTER; 17,600 - 20,000
Coors FreLp: 50,200
RED ROCKS AMPHITHEATER: 9,450
— 9850

COLORADO CONVENTION CENTER: (exhibit square feet)

Denver Couseun: 11,500
DENVER PERFORMING ARTS CompLex: (PLEX) 9,075
AUDITORIUM THEATER: 2,065
BOETTCHER CONGERT HALL: 2,634
STOCK SHOW COMPLEX: 10,177

DENVER EMPLOYMENT (2000):
JoBs 18 DEnvER: 468,392
PERCENT OF METRO AREA: 53.3%
LARGEST EMPLOYMENT SECTORS: Services, Government, Retail
MAJoR INDUSTRIES: Communications, Utilities, Transportation

{ENT RATE (2002): 4.5%
Downtown (2001):

TOTAL FLOORSPACE: (square feet)

113,000
45,000,

OFFICE: (square feet) 25,000,000
RETAIL: (square feet) 2,800,000
HoTEL Rooms: 5,329
ASSESSED VALUATION (2001): $7,885,465,670

N\’

DENVER Z00: 1,723,234
DENVER PusLIC Lisrariss (2001): 23

CIRCULATION: - 12,486,851
UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES: 14
L

DisTRICTS: 42
STRUCTURES: 305

[»

HISTORIC LANDMARK DestGnations (Jwusry 2003):

REGISTERED NEIGHBORHOOD ORGANIZATIONS (2001): 204




g and Urban Design

Niagara Parks: A 100-Year
Vision '

' Meewasin Valley Project

Medstar, Rivadh, Saudi Arabia

Main Strest Transit Mal,
Buffalo, New York

Torc_mto Transit Commission
Leslie Station

South Shore Redevelopment,
Miami Beach, Florida

Thunder Bay Waterfront Study

Scarborough City Centre
Planning Studies

| Schools | University | Corporate Learning | Libraries | Ats |
| Planning and Urban Design | Government | Commercial and Office | Entertainment and Leisure |

otes | Current | /N
| Address | Staff | Site Map |

&

iy

http://www.mtarch.com/plan.htm! 12/9/02



in Street Transit Mall Page | of ]

EB Moriyama & Teshima Arc
, P
Main Street Transit Mall, Buffalo, New York

hitects

The Main Street Mall is a light-rail transit line and pedestrian precinct along Main Street in
downtown Buffalo, New York. A comfortable, safe, nearly continuous urban system for
pedestrian, bus, and transit interchanges, it spans the Central Business and Theatre Districts
connecting transit stations and bus stops with public activity areas, waiting areas, plazas,
parks, sidewalks, paths, and landmarks. Entertainment activities (shopping, theatre,

exhibitions, even the transit experience itself) along the transit corridor encourage the private-
sector development needed to sustain increased transit usage.

Our mandate was the design and physical implementation of the Mall, the healing of Main
Street, and the start-up of the transit system. We consulted with over 600 people before
arriving at a preferred design alternative for the Mall. Since construction of the Mall began, the

transformation of Main Street into an activity-generating mall has been the catalyst for broad
continuing programs o revitalize downtown Buffalo.

Awards

e Canadian Society of Landscape Architects Regional Citation

e Association of Consulting Engineers of Canada Award of Excellence for
Soft Engineering

Niagara Frontier Transportation Authority Site

| Planning | Niagara Parks | Meewasin Valley | Medstar | Main Street Transit Mall | TTC Leslie Station |
| South Shore Redevelopment | Ramsey_ Lake | Thunder Bay Waterfront | Searborough City Centre |

| Flrm l'Pgéﬁ[é | Services ]'élien_t Quotes | C,u(_ién,t] Gallewvlb News | Case Studies | History |
| Address | Staff | Site Map |

T
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COMMENT SHEET
MAIN ST. MULTI-MODAL ACCESS & REVITALIZAT ION PROJECT

Please submit comments before December 12, 2002 to:

Joseph N. Giambra, Commissioner

Dept. of Public Works, Parks & Streets

Room 502, Lny Hall

Buffalo, Ncw York 14202

FAX: (716)851-5825
Or Email at;

Mainst.buffalo (@erm,com
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COMMENT SHEET
MAIN ST. MULHnMODAL ACCESS & REVIT, ALKZATEON PROJECT
Please submit comments before December 12, 2002 to: |

Joseph N. Giambra, Commissioner

Dept. of Public Works, Parks & Streets
" Room 502, City Hall

Buffalo, New York 14202

FAX: (716)851-5825
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Ghasemi,Seyed

From: Giambra,Joe

Sent: Sunday, December 08, 2002 3:26 PM
To: Ghasemi, Seyed
Subject: FW: EA - traffic on Main St.

----- Original Message---—-

From: Debra L. Chernoff [mailto:dchernoff@buffaloplaceCom]
Sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2002 3:21 PM

To: 'Mary Martino e-mail": '‘Commissioner Joe Giambra'; 'Larry Rubin
e-mail’; 'Mike Schmand'; 'EA Email Comment Mailbox'

Cc: 'john_j‘mafoney@fanniemae.Com'

Subject: FW: EA - traffic on Main St.

John J..Maloney provided the following comment regarding the Multi-Modal
Main Street Access and Revitalization Project; and requested that it be
forwarded to you. I've also included the ERM email address so this will be
included in their collection of comments for the final EA.

! .MTP:john_j_maloney@fanniemae.Com]
Deceniber 03, 2002 2:05 PM

To: dchernoff@buffaloplace.com

Subject: EA - traffic on Main St.

Dear Committee:

I'would like to offer official comments on the Environmental Assessment
on the guestion of returning traffic to Main St. | am writing solely as

a downtown office worker and professional urban planner and not in any
Capacity as an employee of my company, Fannie Mae.

I would strongly urge you to approve the alternative calling for the
enhancement of the current pedestrian/transit mall. Returning traffic
to Main St. under any of those alternatives is a mistake. Current
retailing, property value and other indicators of downtown vitality have
nothing to do with traffic on Main St. I urge your decision for
enhancing the mall based on several inaccuracies in the current study
that imply that lack of traffic is a problem that needs to be rectified.
There are the following mistaken suppositions in the report

1. Decreases in retailing, occupancy rates and property values are a
result of the lack of traffic. THIS |S A MISTAKE, Through my work | am
involved with all of the major and midsize cities in upstate NY. They

all have the same problemis with lack of retail downtown, falling
OCcupancy rates and values (generally). Itis due to loss of economic
power and population (generally and in the downtown core in

particular). During the session in the library, the consultant

mentioned that Syracuse retail is somewhat more vital and that they have
traffic on all their downtown streets. It was implied that traffic on

their streets helped. This is not the case. Why better numbers in
Syracuse and not Rochester? Syracuse |s the one major city that has had
a slight increase in jobs in their metro area and in the city. That,

plus an almost 100% 0ccupancy rate in their downtown/Armory
Square/Franklin Square neighborhoods and the proximity of the Carousel
Center Mall to their downtown alf contribute to this; not because they
have traffic on their Main St. Once a critical mass of people is living

1



in and near downtown, the retail will follow. Be patient. With 600
households in the nearby Homeownership Zone, buildings just beginning to
be rehabbed in downtown, Bioinformatics development about to take off
and the nearby West Side neighborhood, things will begin to turn around.

N.B. I think if you look back at the environmental work done for the
trolley project you will see that the cessation of traffic and
institution of trolley service and a pedestrian mall were expected to
serve as catalysts for Main St. revitalization!

2. Anecdotal and other evidence that retail suffers due to lack of

access in front of downtown stores/restaurants. THIS IS A MISTAKE.
There is more than anecdotal evidence that if there is a compelling
reason to find a store/restaurant that this is not an impediment,

Witness Shea's/theater events,, Chippewa and other successful activities
on Main St. Money you will eventually seek would be better spent on
enhancing the mall and the rear side for accessing SOME of the buildings
on Pearl and Washington St.

3. Limited parking and/or traffic on Main St. would significantly

enhance retailing. Give me a break! THIS IS AMISTAKE. A small number of
cars going by and the ability to park-only 6-8 in certain blocks is not ‘

the linchpin that will turn Main St. healthjer! It is ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT GENERALLY and DOWNTOWN HOUSING IN PARTICULAR that are the
answer. These "bring the traffic back" alternatives will cost

significantly more money than mall enhancement; with little empirical

data to support such a cost. Money that becomes available in the future
would be better spent on supporting housing and ecohomic opportunities

in or near the central core (i.e. parking for housing rehabs, actual

investment in the housing project or its streetside physical

improvements within the Buffalo Place foot printetc..

Finally earlier in my career, | co-authored three Environmental Impact
Statements (E1S), that were noted by HUD.as models of how these ful|
blown assessments should be done. Although the process purports to be
objective and staff try to maintain that objectivity, there is always an
inbred bias, i.e. we wouldn't be considering a change if their wasn't a

bias toward the need for change. Buffalo Place does an EXCELLENT job
with its marketing, maintenance and research work. However, when
success is also tied to how vital the retail sector and downtown
neighborhood is, there is a propensity by consultants and staff to come
up with strategies to do SOMETHING - usually more dramatic than less so
as to make a change. In this case make a less dramatic change by
obtaining any monies to enhance the mall, help with rear access issues

in some blocks and to aid downtown development projects.

The mall enhancement alternative is preferred for the following reasons

1. Enhancing the current mall will make it a more livable place for the
slowly growing downtown neighborhood and an even better event venue for
the many wonderful Buffalo Place events and festivals.

2. Reduced traffic will enhance the mall generally. Less need tc be on
guard for those Coach and other vehicles.

3. Once a critical mass is reached and there is a downtown neighborhood
with new retail serving them, plus the daily office "residents", you

will have a ONE OF A KIND unigue neighborhood - not only convenient
downtown, but with its own free rail transit, farmers market, concerts

efc. etc., buffered and complemented by beautiful enhancements to the
mall.

Finally, since the study avoids or cannot address full cost alternatives
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funds available for immediate implementation. Rather, the study will be
used as background data/template to "apply" for future pots of State and
Federal money. That makes it especially important to make the right
decision for the City and mall's future. Don't be blinded to have

something more visible done just to try and show accomplishment of some
sort. Rather, work on housing and economic development that fosters your
goal for genuine retail vitality downtown.

Thank you for your consideration. Ms. Chernoff, | would ask that Ms.
Gioia, Comm. Giambra, Comm. Ruben, Mr Schmand and the others at the
hearing be sent a copy of this via e-mail at your convenience. Could

you copy me on that? Thank you.

Sincerely,

John J. Maloney

Fannie Mae - Western and Central NY Partnership Office
Suite 1370 - Key Center

Buffalo, NY 14202



Nathan C. Neuman

68 Shoreham Parkway

Buffalo, New York 14216-2203
Home: (716) 875-4906

Cell: (716) 578-4653

Email: ncnenman@yahoo.com

Joseph N. Giambra

Commissioner, Department of Public Works
502 City Hall

Buffalo, New York 14202

Mr. Giambra:

While the debate continues concerning the Main Street Multi-Modal Access and
Revitalization Project I feel that it would be in the best interest of all parties involved to
enact a compromise that would allow for the partial return of vehicular traffic to Main
Street while maintaining part of the existing pedestrian mall. This would fulfill, to at
least some extent, the economic impacts that vehicular traffic, would have if returned,
while maintaining the social benefits of an accessible pedestrian environment. Although
iitially similar, my proposal differs from the currents ‘traffic on selected blocks’
alternative. My recommendation consists of the following:

-The current pedestrian mall will see traffic restored only on those blocks that
do not have LRRT stations. This would allow a sufficient right of way for all three modes
of transportation (pedestrians, trains, autos). Auto lanes would be accompanied by curb-
side parking in select areas.

-The blocks that currently have LRRT stations would continue to prohibit auto
traffic (except by special permit) and would be enhanced with pedestrian oriented
development (i.e. trees, benches, etc.). This would maintain the comfortable pedestrian
friendly environment that currently exists.

-All of the streets that are cut of by the pedestrian mall would again be
connected (Mohawk and Eagle in the short-term and Erie and Genesee in the long-term).
This would enhance access and visual perceptjon of Main Street.

-The relocation of Seneca Street LRRT Station to the south side of Seneca

Street, in front of the HSBC Center. This would open up the block between Seneca and



Swan Streets to traffic to accompany the street-front retail that does and could exist there.
The relocated station would not affect traffic patterns because auto traffic is prohibited on
the road that runs between Seneca and Exchange Streets (underneath the HSBC center).

-The current rail bed would be modified to allow Metro Bus traffic and Metro
Bus traffic only. This would encourage the diversion of Metro Bus routes/traffic off
surrounding streets and back onto Main Street bringing an increase in the amount of
people to the transit stops along the street, thus emphasizing the term 'transit mall’. Since
they are utilizing the rail bed, Metro Busses would travel in the sections that are both
closed and open to auto traffic.

-The 700-block of Main Street will be restored to two-way traffic with curb-side
parking on each side accompanied by a center median.

Regardless of what proposal is eventually selected there must be an emphasis
that vehicular traffic belongs on Main Street only for business relating to the
establishments on Main Street as opposed to emphasizing Main Street as a major
transportation artery. This would be encouraged by allowing traffic on every other block,
although it doesn’t have to be strictly on every other block, blending two blocks at a time
would still serve the purpose.

I ask you to please review and evaluate the feasibly of my recommendations. [
am not looking for compensation or attention, if all you give is your consideration that
would be admirable. Thank you for taking the time to read my recommendations, it is
greatly appreciated. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any additional

comments or questions.

Sincerely,

Nathan C. Neuman
-UB School of Planning
-New Millennium Group



Subject: DELIVERY FAILURE: User www.Mainst.buffalo
(WWW.Main-st;buﬁaka@erm.cem}z not listed in public Name & Address Book
Date: Tue, 05 Nov 2002 13:49:17 -0500
From: Postmaster@erm.com
Reply-To: dolybil@localnet.com
Organization: home
To: Bill Martin <dolybil@localnet. com>

Your message
Subject: Revitalization of Main St.
was not delivered to:

www.Mainst.buffalo@erm. com

because:

User www.Mainst.buffalo (www.Mainst.buffalo@erm.com) not listed in public Name & A

Reporting-MTA: dns;mercury.erm.com

Final-Recipient: rfc822;www-Mainst.buffalo@erm.com
Action: failed
Status: 5.1.1

Diagnostic-Code: X-Notes; User www.Mainst.buffalo (www;Mainst.buffalo@ermwcom) not 1

Subject: Revitalization of Main St.
Date: Tue, 05 Nov 2002 13:49:17 -0500
From: Bill Martin <dolybil@localnet. com>
Organization: home
To: www.Mainst.buffalo@erm.com

Rather than open Main St. to traffic » extend mainline rapid
transit to at least two or three more directions to beyond city limits

Sheriff's Patrols. Do not build anymore parking ramps or lots downtown
and close some of the present ones. In their place build shopping plazas
+ residential housingand business office buildings rthereby creating
jobs both during and after and help cut smog and other pollutants in our
enviroment. To help pay for this pry some of the money that the NFTA is
sitfing on as the T does stand For transportation.

William Martin

59 Allegany sSt.
Buffalo 14220
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December 4, 2002

Joseph N. Giambra

Public Works Commissioner
Room 502

City Hall

Buffalo, NY 14202

Dear Mr. Giambra:

[ am writing in regards to the article that appeared in the Buffalo News about the
proposed changes to Main Street’s pedestrian mall.

[ live in the City Center condominiums, which is located Jjust off the comer of Chippewa
and Main Streets. I want you to know how much we enjoy living on the mall — especially
as it doesn’t have car and bus traffic. It’s quiet, clean, and no one has to worry about
getting hit by a moving vehicle.

I'm surprised that those attending the hearing assume that few use the mall. During
business hours, it is very much used — at least in my block of it. As I work from home, I
daily see employees from area businesses walking the strip, on their way to lunching at
T.G.LF. or the Bijou. And every single night people make their way to the Market Arcade
to catch the latest movie, to attend a theater performance, or to dine at the Ya Ya
Brewhouse. As the rails load and unload at the mall stations every 15 minutes, there is a
steady flow of visitors to the area.

Please don’t allow cars and buses to share the track bed with the light rail trains. And
please don’t add parking spaces — if you do so, the Chippewa bar-hoppers will
completely erode the peaceful atmosphere we Main Street home-owners cherish. There

would be more accidents, trash, noise and crime.

Thank you.

ﬂm @&“&\@XV e oy 7

Sheri and Greg Rehwoldt
600 Main Street

Unit 704

Buffalo, NY 14202
716/602-1052
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December 2, 2002
Joseph Giambra
Commissioner, Department of Public Works
Buffalo City Hall
Buffalo, NY 14202

Dear Commissioner Giambra:

As per the information provided at the November 12% public hearing regarding the proposal to re-
introduce cars to the pedestrian mall section of Main Street, I wish to confirm my support for this
initiative.

As you may recall, [ secured the funding for the first study to get this project underway. Although I have
not reached a conclusion as to which of the three proposals I favor (excluding the option to enhance the
pedestrian mall), I believe that there is value in returning cars to Main Street. However, [ am concerned
about the extremely high cost associated with each of the proposals, and believe that we must undertake
an in-depth cost benefit analysis before we proceed with any of the three proposals.
’-—’MN\_W*“W

As always, please feel free to call me if you have any questions regarding this matter. 1 look forward to
our continued collaboration on this and many other important initiatives.

SAM HOYT
MEMBER OF ASSEMBLY

SH:sjmk
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Assemblyman 146th District Subcommittee on Wildlife Management

November 22, 2002

Mr. Joseph N. Giambra
Commissioner

Dept. of Public Works
Room 502, City Hall
Buffalo, NY 14202

the informational meeting on the possibilities of opening Main
Street to traffic.

Briefly, I am opposed to having any traffic outside of the Transit and emergency vehicles
on the section of Main street that has rapid transit.

The City and other agencies have done an excellent job improving this section of Main
Street and making it pedestrian friendly which I feel should not be altered. I would support a
review of using the existing back yard infrastructure to carry vehicular traffic with an emphasis
on improving the facades on the current rear sides of the existing structures. This would be cost
effective and would allow all types. of transportation modes to access the Theater District and
adjacent business operations.

If you would like to discuss this cption further please feel free to contact my office at
your earliest convenience. I look forward to hearing from you in the near term.

Sincerely,

Richr A. Smith
ASSEMBLY MEMBER

RAS:Ijc

Room 618, Legislative Office Building, Albany, New York 12248, (518) 455-4462, FAX (518) 455-5560



174 Capen Boulevard

i Amherst, NY 14226
MNovember 21, 2002 /W/

Jeoseph N. Giambra, Commissioner
epartment of Public Works
Room 502, City Hall

Buffalo, NY 14202

rear Mir. Giambra:

Please enter the following statement into the pablic record, concerning the proposed "City of Buffzlo Main Styeet
hinlti-Modal Access and Revitalization Project.”

Plicase consider two major concerns I have, regarding this project.

A.. At the public hearing on November 21, 2002, I listened carefully to the consultant and to al] fifteen speakers
from the pablic. The bicydlist, Joe Kelly, canght my attentioa since I also enjoy bicycling in the city and
umnderstand the danger when a bicycle altempis 1o cross ratffoad tracks. Theé consultant persuaded me that sidewalls

czn be oo wide, with no comfortable “pedestrian congestion:
Therefore, I propose the following alteration to the project:
Install paved bicycle-only lanes on either side of the existing light rail racks.

Swuch bicycle lanes can be as parrow as four fect wide. Their widthi can be carved out from the o-wide sidewalks, ag
presently configured. The existing curbs can be maintained; an additional curb would be installed between the
bicycle lane and the sidewall.

This suggestion @mﬂd be most practical for Alternative One, but could be adapted in the other alternatives.
It would solve safety problems for bicyclists, while Improving "pedestrian congestion.”

B. [ took Ms. Chernoff's suggestion, and studied the "Draft Environmental Assessment® in the library, Concerning
left-hand turns, I was alarmed to see the sentesnce, on 2-4, “therefore, this turning movement would only be allowed
uxder any of the alternatives...® Is this an erfor?

R@WmthepoianeAssmmentfaﬂedtoanswermqusﬁoaspmdmEhe-hearing,oaﬂceming the cost of the
project. Thechartofﬁmtedooms,on}S& raimmquu%tﬁoﬂsthagnitanswm There is no indication on that
page of where the moniés are to be found. WhatpmﬁmisexpecsedmmmefrmnFedem,NY&‘[ocal revenues?

When will detailed o&m figures be available? Who will bear the additional o&m costs?

Thank you for your atfention.

Sincerely,
@%ﬂ At
Gladys Gifford

ce: Dennis Galuki, GBNRTC Bike-Ped
Laura McDade, LWVBN President



E. Edward Deutschman, Chairman
Richard A. Olday, Vice Chairman
Gregory P. Stein, Secretary

Alvin I. Schuster, 73 reasurer
Gladys Gifford, Executive Director

CITIZENS REGIONAL TRANSIT CORPORATION P O Box 1186 / Buffal » New York 14231-1186/ 716-634-2412 / juno.
g e ete@juno.com

Joseph N. Giambra, Commissioner
Drepartment of Public Works
Roem 502, City Hall

Buffalo, NY 14202

Prear Mr. Giambsa:

PEecase enter the following statement info the public record, concerning the proposed “City of Buffalo Main Sireet
Miulti-Modal Aecess and Revitalization Project.” The Citizens Regional Transit Corporation (CRTC) adopted this
statement at its regular monthly meeting, March 19, 20802, as follows:

CRTC endorses Alternative One, “Retain and Enhance the existing Pedestrian Mall.” This alternative keeps cars off
Miain Street, while encouraging enhancement of the existing pedestrian mall, making the rail stations more wind and
weatherproof, addressing securily issues (especially increasing lighting levels), and providing pedestrian amenities.

Rationale:

CRTC’s vision is to expand Metro Rail. When implemented, the pumbers of pedestrians passing through downtown
Buffalo will double or triple, making the downtown area imresistible to businesses and developers. We feel that the

enthancement of the pedesirian mall is the best alternative, in preparation for the future expansion of Metro Rail.

CRTC opposes the re-introduction of cars since the potential for auto interference with rail schedules is a major
concern. Safety and traffic flow for the light rail fine would be compromised. Further, the problems of handicapped
access to the trains will be exacerbated with increased auto traffic.

CRTC has serious objections to the other three alternatives as well. All of them are more expensive (o engineer and
to build than is Alternative One. For downtown Buffalo, we recommend that monies be spent io refurbish and
LERXpIOve existing assets, in an effort o enhance the area

CRTC finds that the increased auto exhaust potlution at the sireet level would seriously degrade both the
environment of the pedestrian mall and of the whole downtown. We are concerned with the potential health

problems which reintroduction of car traffic would bring io the people who plan to live in new and refurbished
residenlial areds of downtown Bulfalo.

Thank you for your attention.

Stncerely,

Gladys Gifford, CRTC Executive

Executive Board: Joan K. Bozer/ E. Edward Deutschman, Jr. / Gladys Gifford / Robert W. Lenz / Valerie G. Moliterno / Richard A. Olday
Alvin J. Schuster / Gregory P. Stein / Hector G, Titus / John A, Weiksnar / Lewis G. Harriman, Jr. Chairman Emeritys
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To: Buffalo Place and other Participants
From: Prof, Harold 1. Cohen

As a past member of the planning of the pedestrian mall (representing the Mayor’s Ofhice) strongly
suggest you check the following:

1) Before we could start the rail system we to reinforce with heavy steel gitders, all the deteriorating
beams that help up the sidewalks in front of each building of Main Street, They were reinforced to
hold up under fire and police trucks - not additional continuous traffic,

2) Special consideration was given to make sure full access was available to berween 1 - 3 fire department
vehicles on either side.

3) Have you evaluated the need for vehicular traffic in light of the changing mode and those in process?
LE. making Main Street now to accommodate increased housing not department stores or commercial
enterprises.

4) Have you reevaluated the traffic since many streets have now become two ways, making for new traffic
patterns downtown?

I can be reached ar 847-8690. Ilive ar 600 Main Street, Buffalo NY
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450 Abbott Road Buffalo, New York 14220-1796 Phone 716-822-1250
FOUNDED 1920

December 12, 2002

Mr. Joseph Giambra, Commissioner
Department of Public Works

Room 502

65 Niagara Square

Buffalo, NY 14202

Dear Mr. Giambra:

I don’t know how much impact, if any, a letter like this has on your office and your
decision-making process regarding the Main Street Multi-Modal Access Project,
but | felt compelled to write to you after the public information meeti ng that took
place in the Buffalo Public Library on November12th. = - S

Given the current condition of city politics, and the economy being what'it is, we
have to be so careful in making. decisions and changes that affect the entire
Western New York area.

For many reasons, including those | mentioned above, we continually lose our
young work force to other cities with so much more vision and with so much more
development than we have been able to see here in the City of Buffalo.

I have several points that | would like to make as you bring closure to the
transportation project.

8 We cannot forget the importance of extending our transportation system to the
suburbs. There’s no reason why we should not be thinking “big” about
connecting to Ellicottville, for example, and Amherst and beyond.

@ [t doesn't make sense to develop the proposed section of Main Street if there
is no business there or parking available. Evenif business is there, to have
no parking available makes no sense. e




-

B Wouldn't it make more sense to develop housing on streets parallel to Main
Street to have some life in the city? And then to develop the transit system?

B If you choose to go with an alternative suggested, it seems to me a
combination of all of them would make the most sense. Keep the pedestrian
areas and develop them; and, allow for cars and other shared traffic as well as
parking.

B Finally, why not test the waters. Try changing traffic patterns in small
increments that are not so costly and then go with what works best.

We cannot afford to do a major transportation project all at once at such huge cost
if we don't look at the bigger picture and really hit at the heart of our city’s real
problems: government, the economy, people leaving, lack of collaboration with the
county, obstructionism, etc. One small fix of the current transportation system is
not going to make that big a difference unless some of the other points | make are
taken into consideration.

I wish you well on the project and hope that whatever happens will bring more life
and vitality to the City.

Sincerely yours,

Father Art Smith, Pastor

cc: Mayor Masiello, Mary Martino
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UL T I M AT E RESTAUR/\NTS.!NC.

January 2, 2002

I am writing to you with the intention of gaining your support and
building consensus for the return of cars to Main Street, which
would increase accessibility and visibility to our storefronts. I
believe this project is the single most important step towards the

revitalization of our downtown as a strong vibrant core for Westemn
New York.

Recenﬂy, I attended a presentation by Buffalo Place that addressed
the return of vehicular traffic to Main Street and provided _
information on the four alternatives that are available, Alternative

**osn«cc;\[gﬁiiloémuﬁ #4 suggests two-way traffic on Main Street with vehicles sharing
Lsms rrene i GRILL the existing t-rack'-bed with Light Rail Rapid Transit (LRRT) cars.
FILLIMSVILE, NY 14221 This alternative appears to be the least disruptive to our businesses

1 - - . " - « . ) . . .. Y
HOEISE | f 76635700 with the greatest effect on downtown revitalization and has been

officially endorsed by Buffalo Place, Inc., and the Buffalo Niagara

268 a::;gilétw,&rx Partnership. To review tlie entire analysis and the four altérnatives
BUFFALO, NY 14202 ' visit www.ci.buffalo.ny.us and click on “Vehicular Traffic to Main
{: 716.856.2651 | fax: 716.852.4885 Stre'et” . : ’ : '
A YA BAYOU BREWHOUSE As a business owner of two restaurants on Main Street, [ have seen
‘7 MAIN STREET @ THEATRE PLACE S . . . . :
BUPEALO, 1Y 1420y . too ma-ny,lewtahzatlop efforts on Main Street stagnate, because
F 716854 vava (| fax: 716.854.9205 consensus was not reached. Consensus and action are
— imperative; your responsg’is vital. Public comiment period has
RACCHUS been extended to Januarx 10", | ’lease respond with

56 WEST CHIPPEWA STREET
BUFFALO, NY 14201
tel: 716.854.WINE (9463)

— We are the owners and operators of buildings and businesses on

immediacy.

EXQUISITE CATERING Main Street, and our opinion matters. Please show your.support
@ DELAWARE MARK CASING by checking next your preferred alternative...please consider
716-BEy 5932 the benefits I have outlined for Alternative #4. Space is

provided for a position statement to communicate further concerns.
Feel free to contact me at any time.

S incerely,

e —

Steve Calvaneso
Cell #: (716) 912-1500
stevecalvaneso@aol.com

MAIN QFFICE

60O MAIN STREET
SUITE 8§04
BUFFALO, NY id102
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Citv of Buﬂ%‘aio Multi- ModaE Mam Street Access
and Revitalization Project

‘Please fax _[o Kelrsten Snell.@ (716) 852 2761
OR
Emall your comments to mainst. buffa/o@erm com

Please check one of the following alternatives:

—Alt. #1 Enhancing the Pedestrian Mall

—Alt. #2 Two-way traffic separate from LRRT
____Alt. #3 Traffic on selected blocks

x__Alt. #4 Two-way traffic sharmg LRRT 4»5_@[4
trackbed

Additio/mal Comments:
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From : Bill Banas <bill@banasclan.com>
To : Lynda Stephens <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>

ce Pat McNichol <pat_mcnichol@lycos.com>,Jeremy Toth <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>,Nathan
" Neuman <ncneuman@yahoo.com>

Subject : Re: Returning cars to Main St, Downtown Buffalo
Date : Tue, 08 Apr 2003 17:44:42 -0400

Reply| | Reply Al] [Forward | | Delete | [Put in Folder... %

Printer Friendly Version
Lynda,

We appreciate your interest and share your concerns about public input in
the downtown Main Street project. I have included the full text of the NMG
Transportation Action Group position statement below (which was submitted to
the project team and then to Buffalo Place when it was discvered that the
comments never made it into the record). Please contact me or Pat McNichol
(whom I've copied with this message) if you'd like to discuss this further,

- Bill

Bill Banas
_—Chair, TransportationmAczign*QEQUP
._The New Millennium Group of WNY, Iho
www.\ﬁﬁabh*l-ing\:?f\ g O \_’&'ch lf "
bill@banasclan.com T

(716) 854-9283

ﬁ/g, T CC‘,»(/\W;‘*L’- {7' \FO'\“{‘V@H—/ ecf 4

ot ¢ onside IF@&‘"/—

The New Millennium Group of Western New York, Inc. (NMG) fully supports an
open and fair public process and would like to thank you for this
opportunity to comment on the Main Street Multi-Modal Access and
Revitalization Project. We applaud the efforts of city of Buffalo, Buffalo
Place, NFTA, and the State of New York on attempting to create a vibrant
downtown.

LONG TERM VISION

Our long-term vision of Main Street downtown is one that is
and vitality, as it once was. Our vision includes ideas that are not new,
but takes many of the attributes of Buffalo's Main Street past and applies
them to our goals today.

Our long-~term vision includes an uninterrupted facade of mixed-use buildings
that include apartments, condos, retail and office space. It consists of
wide sidewalks to allow for outdoor cafes and to give sense of €asy passage
for the pedestrian. Our vision comprises of orderly rows of trees, possibly
double rows on each side of Main. Pedestrian amenities, such as street
furniture, would be plentiful to give people places to congregate and
socialize. Public spaces would be meticulously planned and integrated to
provide occasional focal points and a sense of place. The sidewalks would be
illuminated mainly by storefronts and augmented with softer, focused light
from lampposts built on a smaller, human-sized scale. Of course the
MetroRail would be there to provide a means of easy transportation to, from,
and within downtown.

All streets would again intersect Main Street and be two-way. Reconnecting
Genesee Street to itself would restore Joseph Ellicott's radial street
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~recreate Shelton Square, an important focal point and gathering place for
people.

METRORAIL

We fully support keeping MetroRail on Main Street. All four of the
alternatives do so. It is important to note that MetroRail is just one
ingredient needed for a successful Main Street. Tt is unfair to blame
MetroRail (or the pedestrian mall) for the demise of Main, especially given
the fact that no policy of the last 20 vears has supported MetroRail. In
fact, most policy decisions have undermined MetroRail, such as the creation
of thousands of new parking spaces, failure to enforce the transit overlay
code, a nonexistent downtown housing policy, and other "hidden" subsidies
that create suburban sprawl. Even so, MetroRail still ranks as one of the
best public transit systems in the nation, with the third highest passenger
per mile ridership among other light rail systems (between 25 and 30
thousand passengers per day) . MetroRail is the envy of Mayors of other
cities throughout the U.S. and is fundamental (but not sufficient) to a
vibrant Main Street. Indeed, given its success, we should be planning to
complete and expand MetroRail (as virtually all cities in the U.S. with
light rail are currently doing or planning to do).

We believe restoring auto traffic to Main will not necessarily lead to a
revitalized street. With Main Street being the exception, all streets
downtown have auto traffic, vet their condition is the same or worse than
that of Main Street. Indeed, when observing other downtowns and Main Streets
across the state and nation, the argument can be made that MetroRail may
have saved Main Street from further demise.

WHAT WE CAN ACCOMPLISH NOW

We can not accomplish everything overnight. However, this does not inhibit
us from eventually reaching the long-term goal of a thriving Main Street. By
having a long term "blueprint" in place, we can accomplish the vision in
phases.

The first phase should include opening up the cross-streets and making them
two-way. Currently, Main Street feels like a long canyon. By opening up the
Ccross streets, it will create shorter blocks and help Main Street "breathe."

We praise the city of Buffalo for the recent conversion of Huron, Ellicott,
Franklin, and Washington streets to two~way traffic, Goodell, Tupper,
Mohawk, Swan, and Seneca streets should also be converted to two-way.
One-way streets create a "rat maze" for people traveling into and within
downtown, which makes for difficult navigation. Two-way streets "calm
traffic” and provide better access and mobility.

If necessary, we would approve of opening Main Street to automobile traffic,
similar to Alternative #4, "Two-Way Traffic sharing LRRT." Streets in
Downtown Toronto provide one excellent example of how a shared roadway can
benefit all who use it. (Indeed, there are countless other good examples of
the "shared roadbed” across the U.S., Europe, and the rest of the world.)
When trolleys used to travel up and down Buffalo streets, automobiles and
carriages shared the road with them.

We oppose any plan that reduces the sidewalk width. &n exception would be
made for parking lanes. In our opinion, Alternative #2, "Two~Way Traffic
Separate from LRRT," is unacceptable.

We would like to share the following specific Suggestions for Alternative
#4. It should be noted that implementation of these types of details will
either "make or break" the effectiveness of this project.

* Visual cues, such as bollards, should be used to protect pedestrians and
distinguish between the different modes of travel.

* Orderly rows (as opposed to random patches or pockets) of trees should be
planted, without exception. According to city code Chapter 467 (D), a
commercial establishment does not have the right to prevent trees from being
planted in front of their

storefront. Orderly rows of trees Create a sense of place, calm traffic,
clean the air, and beautify the street. Trees should be planted in large
tree pits with protective grating. The verge, which is the area between the
curb and sidewalk, could be either grass or pea gravel. If a hard surface is
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will ensure good root health and significantly increase the chances of
large, mature trees developing. Also, double rows of trees should be
‘considered on blocks without a parking lane.

* Use of granite or brick pavers should be considered for the parking lanes
and crosswalks. These building materials are aesthetically pleasing, have a
traffic calming effect, and have longer life cycle (and lower cost) when
compared to asphalt.

* Main Street needs to be "aerated" so that it can "breathe" again. Where
applicable, alleys should be restored or enhanced. Alleys help to service
buildings, create better access, and shorten blocks.

* Tllumination should be provided by standards of appropriate (human) scale
& character. Frequent, shorter, low-intensity lamps are preferable to fewer,
taller, high-intensity lamps. The light from the standards should be focused
downward onto the sidewalk where it is most useful, and to minimize light
pollution and glare.

* Recently, R/UDAT has identified the block between Goodell and Tupper
streets as having the most potential for downtown housing. Allowing for more
on-street parking will help alleviate the demand to demolish existing
buildings to create off-street parking. Main Street's large road width
allows for both a planted median and angled parking on this block (with
two-way traffic). Angled parking can provide up to 40% more on-street
parking.

Ultimately, the long-term vitality of downtown does not depend on whether
cars are allowed on Main Street. To create a 24-hour downtown, you need to
have residents living and working there.

We feel the first transportation step to a healthy Main Street should be
finishing the conversion of all streets to two-way traffic (including all
Cross-streets). If it is deemed necessary by the community to open Main
Street to automobiles, then it must be done using Alternative #4, including
all the proper details, and giving the pedestrian the highest priority.

Bill Banas
Chairman, Transportation Action Group

Patrick McNichol
Co-Chairman, Transportation Action Group

The New Millennium Group of WNY, Inc.
(716) 854-9283

From: "Lynda Stephens"” <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>
Date: Mon, 07 Apr 2003 12:14:02 -0400

To: bill@banasclan.com
Subject: Fwd: Re: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo

Vv VVVVYYV VYV

Please excuse the extra mess. to reach you regarding NMG position on this
topic. Hope to hear from you. Lynda Stephens

vV vV V VYV
Vv

From: "Jeremy Toth and Nava Fader" <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>

To: "Lynda Stephens" <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>
Subject: Re: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo
Date: Sun, 6 Apr 2003 18:37:31 -0400

VvV vV Vv
vV VvV VvV

v
v

bill@banasclan.com

\
\

\
\

————— Original Message --~--—

>> From: "Lynda Stephens" <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>

>> To: <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>

>> Sent: Sunday, April 06, 2003 11:39 aM

>> Subject: Re: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo

~../getmsg?curmbox=F000000001&a=15961ad3a47864ale72eall e9beaad35&msg=MSG1049838375.55&start
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=1164939&len=4/9/03
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S>>

o>
>>> Thanks for your response. Bill's message was undeliverable. Can you
>> give

>>> me his correct e-mail address?
>>> Thanks

>>>

>>>

>>»

>>>

55>

>35>

»>>> From: "Jeremy Toth and Nava Fader" <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>

>>>> To: “"Lynda Stephens" <stephenslynda@hotmail.com>, <bill@banisclan.coms
>>>> Subject: Re: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo
>>>> Date: Fri, 4 Apr 2003 20:51:56 -0500

>>>>
>>>> Bill is better able to answer this as Transportation Action Group
>> Chair.

>35>

SE>> ——ms Original Message —----

>»>> From: "Lynda Stephens” <stephenslynda@hotmail.corm>

>>>> To: <jtoth@net.bluemoon.net>; <bill@banisclan.com>

»>>> Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2003 1:07 pM

>>>> Subject: Returning cars to Main St. Downtown Buffalo

>>5>

>>>>

»>>>> Dear Mr. Toth and Mr. Banis,

>>>>> Hello, I am a person with concerns about the City's plan to return
>> cars

>>>> to

»>>>>> Main St. and change the Streetscape. I submitted comments to the
>> City

>>>> and

>>>>> thelr consultant, ERM by the deadline last Dec. 12. 1In the Final
>>>>> Environmental Assessment only the consultant's display of the

>> submitted

>>>>> public comments was attached. (The City staff person said he had
>>>> advised

»>>>>> the consultant to attach comments in full which is the usual

»>> procedure.)

>>>>> When I visited the City's Public Works Dept. to view the actual
>>>> submissions,

>>>>> some were missing and mine was missing a critical middle page. The
>> New

>>>>> Millennium Group of WNY e-mail was missing, although a student
>>>> member,Nathan

»>>>>> Neuman, response was included among the originals. Tt seemed to me
>> that

>>>> Mr,

»>>>> Neuman's remarks were probably not the "official" NMG version.

>>>>> My comments were grossly mischaracterized, 1 wonder if yours were.
>> T

>>>> have

>>>>> copied the consultant's distillation of your comments. I would be
>> most

>>>>> interested in reading your comments in complete form. I can e-mail
>> mine

>>>> to

>>>>> you if you like.

»>>>>> ERM characterization of NMG of WNY comments:

>>>>> "Provides their Long Term Vision for Main Street, Supports LRRT, and
>>>> opening

»>>>> all streets to two way traffic"”

»>>>> 1 look forward to hearing from you.

>»>>> Lynda Stephens

S>3 ;

>>>>>
>>>>> Add photos to your messages with MSN 8. Get 2 months FREE*,

>>55> http://join.msn.com/?page=features/featuredemail
S>>>>

S>>

>>>
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Gladys Gifford, President

Seth C. Triggs, Vice President
Elizabeth M. Howell, Secretary
Alvin J. Schuster, Treasurer

\/

FTA /17
CITIZENS REGIONAL TRANSIT CORPORATION P O Box 1186 / Buffalo, New York Tk 2372_ /7164852 crtc@citizenstransit org
. o } |
December 6, 2006

Latisha Thompson, Regional Director
Federal Transit Administration, Region I
1 Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson:

Under your direction the FTA is reviewing the Environmental Assessment (EA) for the
Main Street Multimodal Revitalization and Access Project in Buffalo, NY, commonly referred to
as “Cars Sharing Main Street.” At issue is whether the project qualifies for a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI).

I serve as President of the Citizens Regional Transit Corporation (CRTC), a nonprofit
grassroots organization that advocates for expansion of the light rail system in Buffalo. We are
concerned with the impact that the Cars Sharing Main Street project will have on the economic
vitality and livability of downtown Buffalo.

The CRTC objects to the plan to remove the Theater District Station from the proposed
project. The existing light rail system must be expanded, not reduced!

The proposed project offers a welcome opportunity to enhance the transit stations,
thereby making the whole of downtown Buffalo into a transit-oriented development. However,
the EA does not address two significant questions that should be answered to qualify for a FONSI:

Does the proposal to eliminate the Theater District Station have a negative impact on
current and future residents living in the immediate area of the current station?

Does the proposal to eliminate the Theater District Station have a negative impact on
current transit riders, especially the young and the transit-dependent who currently use the
station? ‘ -

Downtown Buffalo is enjoying a resurgence in residential life which depends on the light
rail system for personal mobility. This project must fulfill the intended goals stated in the “Final
Design Report” which include: “Increase Multi-Modal access options and Light Rail Rapid Transit
ridership, Simplify access to downtown, Encourage public/private economic development...” The
CRTC urges you to insist that the Theater District Station remain in the project, as an essential
component to reach those stated goals for the project.

Sincerely,

Gladys Gifford, President

cc: Gregory Stamm, NFTA
Hon. Byron Brown, City of Buffalo

Executive Board: Joan K. Bozer / E. Edward Deutschman / Gladys Gifford / Elizabeth M. Howell /
Jack Howell / Richard A. Olday / Alvin J. Schuster / James W. Smyton / Gregory P. Stein / Seth C. Triggs )
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Latitia Thompson

Regional Director _

Federal Transit Administration
Region II '

1 Bowling Green, Suite 429
New York, NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thé.mpsc-n: _

Tam writing to you to express serious concerns about a proposal to close a Metro B
Rail station proximate to the Ellicdtt Commons, a new transit-oriented, mixed-use- -
community my company has been developing in the Ellicott Street corridor in downtown
Buffalo, New York. Your office is reviewing the Main Street Multi-Modal Access and
Revitalization Proj ect, which calls for removing the Theatre station, a proposal that
would put our development out-of-range of the Metro Rail. ’ S
Ibelieve very strongly a proposal to remove the Theatre station, if enacted, would
threaten our property values and negatively impact the quality-of-life and convenience to
transit of our residential, retail and office tenants. Iadvise that your office fully review
the potential environmental, social and economic development impacts of this proposal to" -
remove the Theatre station before issuing a decision on the project.

Sincerely,
. P

Rocco R. Termini
Managing Member

489 ELLICOTT STREET BUFFALO, NEW YORK 14202
office: 716.842.1938 cell: 716.861.5385 email: rtermini@wnylofts.com



December 15, 2006

Latitia Thompson . FTa / TRO-2
Regional Director 2l ‘
Federal Transit Administration, Region II - B Ay s

1 Bowling Green, Suite 429
New York, NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson,

We hope this letter finds you well. While we generally support and applaud the efforts of many to
revitalize downtown Buffalo, my colleague and I, after due diligence, have concluded that the recent
proposal to close the Theatre District Metro Rail station (as part of the Main Street Multi-Modal
Access and Revitalization Project in downtown Buffalo, NY now under review by the Federal Transit
Administration) limits access and convenience of the light rail rapid transit system and diminishes the
value it provides residents of our city and region.

We both have long advocated for enhancing environmental supports that facilitate improved access
and connectivity for pedestrians and cyclists to increase the health and quality of life of our region. We
believe that the Theatre District Metro Rail station removal does not meet this objective. Nor does it
meet the objective of The Queen City Hub, the national APA award winning regional action plan for
Downtown Buffalo and the explicit goals of the City of Buffalo’s Main Street Multi-Modal Access and
Revitalization Project Environmental Assessment (May 2006) which states its goals as threefold; to
stimulate economic development, increase multimodal access options and transit ridership and improve
the quality of life for users of downtown Buffalo.

Recognizing the high usage of the Theatre District Metro Rail station (644,856 boardings and
alightings annually), and the distance that will be created in the current plan for its removal to the next
closest station (Allen/ Medical Station) many theatre patrons, especially older adults and residents in
the downtown housing projects, will be negatively impacted. It is our understanding that the decision
to remove the station did not occur publicly until this past August (2006) and the end users, who were
mentioned above, were not surveyed in the decision to remove the station which will reduce their
access. '

As your office continues to review the Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Main Street Multi-
Modal Access and Revitalization Project, we hope that you will take into consideration the stated goals
for this major infrastructure project, the needs of the public who use the station and if these goals and
the public's needs will be met through the implementation of the current design that removes the
Theatre District Metro Rail Station.

Sincerely,
Phil Haberstro Justin Booth

Executive Director Environmental Director




‘i?. -~ Latitia Thompson ‘ ' December 9, 2006

Regional Director - Federal Transit Administration, Region IT 721 /T
1 Bowling Green, Suite 429 ’ 0 0F RO‘E
New York, NY 10004-1415 Cry 4,
- : _ [: 2
&

Dear Ms. Thompson,

I'am a resident of the Ellicott Lofts in downtown Buffalo, located less than a five-
minute walk from the Theatre Metro Rail station, now being considered for closure under
the Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project under review by your

- office.

Nearly 1,000 new residents have settled in the Theatre Historic District area within the
last five years alone. Many of these residents, including myself, would lose their
adjacency to the Metro Rail if the popular Theatre station is closed.

Many of my neighbors cite the easy convenience to the Metro Rail as one of the great
attractions of downtown living, allowing people to walk more, use transit frequently, and
depend on cars less.

New retail venues, such as the Washington Market, are opening up within a five-
minute’s walk of the Theatre Metro station. Many of those retail venues, existing and
potential, would lose their adjacency to the Metro Rail with the closing of the Theatre
station.

As a person who has been able to depend on my automobile less because of my
proximity to transit, I believe the easy availability of public transportation is an important
aspect of improving air quality and reducing the emission of greenhouse gases.

As a resident who believes I represent the views of many of my neighbors in the
Ellicott Commons area, I ask the Federal Transit Administration to consider the
following concerns before moving forward on a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) for the project:

* Will removing the station and placing new residents more distant from high-quality
transit have a negative impact on the quality of life of downtown?

» Will closing the Theatre station have a negative impact on foot traffic to those new
retail venues?

* Will removing the station undermine conditions for continued investment in new
housing construction in the Theatre Historic District area and the Ellicott/Genesee
Street corridor, both identified by the city’s Queen City Hub Plan as priority areas
for neighborhood development?

* Will removing the Theatre Metro station discourage use of public transportation
and encourage other modes of transport, such an automobile use, that contribute
to negative environmental conditions regionally and globally?

Thank you for listening to our questions and I look forward to seeing how they are -
addressed.

Sincerely, :
Nare@ By Y,
Nancy Siegel J

489 Ellicott St.Apt. 4
Bufalo, NY 14203

e-mail: Nansieg@aol.com




Latitia Thompson

Regional Director, Federal Transit Administration, Region II
- 1 Bowling Green, Suite 429 '
New York, NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson

I am writing to you on a most urgent matter. As a resident of the downtown core in the
- City of Buffalo I am greatly disturbed by the City of Buffalo’s decision as part of the plan
to reopen Main St. to traffic, to eliminate the Theater District Metro-Rail station.

As one who has spent much time researching this issue, I have posed a series of concerns
and questions to the decision makers and have been either ignored or met with a hostile
response.

Specifically:

1. Why would they eliminate a station that served 644,000 people last year?

2. Why would they create a 3600 foot gap between stations when most new housing
that is going up is located in this gap? '

3. Why were no residents surveyed for their opinions during the planning process?

4. Why was the advisory committee that made this decision comprised of only
business owners or managers of businesses?

5. Why must the supposed need for parking spaces and limousine drop off points for
the theater receive more priority than the needs of residents and others who, due
to choice or economic need, do not or wish to use an automobile?

6. Why are businesses being allowed to essentially “sanitize” this Theater District of
minorities and young adults — the typical user of this transit system, in order to
supposedly make it less threatening for suburban users of the theaters? I base this
on comments made by those pushing for the relocation of the station.

Given how closed the process has been to residents and the failure of those same decision
makers to accept any input for a compromise, I feel that the FTA should stop this process
until the above questions are adequately addressed.

Sincerely,
S\ < N,

S}\(;Vzk S@ege (

489 Ellicott St Apt 4

Buffalo, N.Y. 14203

e-mail: shsiegel@niagara.edu
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December 11, 2007

Letitia Thompson o S
Regicnal Dirsctor, Federal Transit Administration, Region I
1 Bowling Green, Suite 429 S
New York, NY 10004-1415

VIA EMAIL THROUGH anthony. carr@dot.gov
© . VIAFACSIMILE - .

* RE:Main Straét MultiModal Access and Revital@zation Project, Buffalo

Dear ids. Thompson:

! understand an FTA decision on the above-referenced project is imminent. As knowledge spreads of the proposed closure of
orte of Buifalo's Metrorail stations, indeed, the gateway station into and out of downtown, citizens are becoming alarmed by the
praposed action itself and the lack of meaningful public disc'us‘sion and input.

 The locaily designated Theater Historic District has much 10 lose if the so-called “Theatre Station” is eliminated. There has beer
much residential growth in the area recently, with room for more, Much of that is predicated on having a rail station within effec.
tive walking distance’ of residences and other points of origin and destination. The historic district is composed largely of, and
the Theatre Station serves, buildings built between 1895 and 1925, the peak yedrs of the American downtown, when electrified
trolley service led to great concentrations of services in @ relatively small area. Today, those buildings are being converted to
residential uses, including the most costly new rentals in the Buffalo area, directly adjacent to the station. in the Pierce Building.
The. streetfront theaters, restaurants, and clubs in the two-block long historic district also provide muchneeded evening usage

of the transit systern.

Conversely, “only” one $top south, the heighborhood changes drastically. The Fountain Plaza station there i enveloped by two

- Urban-Renewal-style offica blocks isolated within their plazas, attracting only office workers. AL night, it is 2 dead zone. It is here
that project proponents hope Theatre Station patrons will go in undiminished numbers once the Theatre Station is demolished.
That, as any serious urban geographer ‘will tell you, will not happen. Many passengers will simply stop using the metrorail alto-
gether, leading to fewer patrons and people on the streets of the Theater District. This can only negatively effact the financial
viability of these historic buildings, and other pre-auto-era butldings on the adjacent blocks.

. The Campaign for Greater Buffalo History, Architecture and Culture, a non-profit preservation and planning organization there-
fore has a strong intarest in the Main Street MultiModal Access and Revitalization: Project now under review by your office,
Members who lived in the area first alerted us to the problem. We aré concemad that despite prudent and feasible ftematives
for reestablishing a new &tation area only 227 feet south of the existing Metrorail Theatre Station, or leaving things as thay are
on that block, plans are to demolish the station altogether and not replace it. '

. We urge the FTA to thoroughly investigate, before ahy deéiéion's are rmade to advance the project, the impact the removal of the
Theatre Station would have on pedestrian accessibility and usage to transit and the continued viabifity and redevelopment of his-
toric resources in the Theater Historic District. S :

- Thank you. -

rey

- Tk TSR
Executive Director

The Gampaign for Greater Buffalo History, Architecture & Culture
A2 Tracy Street, Buffalo, NY 14201- sPhone & Fax 716-854- 3749 » CAGB@aol.com




L FROM ‘Campaign For Buffalo H,ARC FRX NC. :?168543138 Dec. 12 2086 G5:87PM  pq

~ Chris Hawley

257 Summer St, Apt 4
Buffalo, NY 14222-2]191
(716) 984-5664 -

~ chrishawley@buffalo.com

December 9, 2006

Latitia Thompson

- Regional Director . -
Federal Transit Administration, Region II
1 Bowling Green, Suite 429 -~

New York, NY 10004-1415

 Re: Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project , Buffalo, NY
. URGENT : _ .

| Dear Ms. Thompson, -

T have several concerns for the Federal Transit Administration as it moves forward on its
review of the above-referenced Environment Assessment (EAY, which I ask 10 be
considered which may affect the issuance of a Finding of No Significant Impact

* (FONSI). I am a city planner employed in the 600 Block of Main Street in Buffalo, New

- York. The so-called Theatre station of Metro Rail is in front of the building where I work.

1) Studies on pedestrian use of transit stations appear to show that distance is the single
most important factor in the attracting patronage of transit systems. Closing the Theatre

‘Metro station would increase walking distances to Metro Rail stations from a rapidly-
developing corridor of downtown, particedarly the 700 Block of Main Street and the
Ellicott Street corridor. In addition, the closure of the Theatre Station would put many
current and funure downtown residents and patrosis beyond than the typical “five-minute
walk” catchment area now covered by the existing Theatre station. Wil removing the
‘Theatre Station negatively affect patronage of the transit system? Will the diminished
adjacency to transit.cause péople to walk less, use cars more often, thus also raising
environmental and social impact concerns? '

2) If the Theatre station is removed, in its’ place will be curbside parking and two drop-off
zoues for limousines. Are there environmental justice concerns raised by the unnecessary
removal of transit access for the encouragement of auto- and limousine-access used by
likely higher-income residerits who do not customarily use transit?

3) There Were over 644,000 passengers at the Theatre station in 2005, according to the
Niagara Trontier Transportation Authority. Wil removing the Theatre station impose an
unnecessary hardship on those 644,000 transit ;passe‘ngers? Will removing the Theatré
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station impair the convenience and attraction of the Metro Rail?

'4) Planning studies find that transit stations have the bighest economic impact within a
‘quarter-mile radius of the station. Wil removing the Theatre station diminish the
econemic potential of areas of downtown that now enjoy adjacency to the Theatre
Station, such as the 700 Block of Main Street and the Ellicott Street corridor, now both
undergoing considerable new deévelo pment and population growth? If the Theatre station
is removed, would the areas that are beyond the quarter-mile radius of the proposed
Fountain Plaza station, see a drop in locational and investment value?

dortant project goals iden_ﬂﬁéd by the Main Street Multi-
Modal Access and Revitalization Project is “increasing multi-modal aceess options.”
Does the current plan incredse access to transit? Does closing the Theatre Metro Station,
used by 644,000 passengers EVEry year, increase aceess to transit?

5) Among the three most impc

6) Community planning doomﬁents, such as the award-winning Queen City Hub Plan for
downtown Buffalo, citc the expansion of the Metro Rail as a key strategy in uplifting the
city’s economy and quality-of-life. How does the proposed closure of the Theatre
station, essentially a retraction of the Metro Rail, comply with the goals of community
plamling.dogunients_ that call for the expansion of the Metro Rail?

7) The Queen Ciry Hub Plan (2003) identifies the 600-800 Blocks of Main Street as one
.of the top four priority areas for neighbothood development and residential construction
in downtown Buffalo (page 8). Is the removal of the Theatre Metro station, which is the

- oaly transit station that exists in those blocks, consistent with the stated objectives of the

Queen City Hub Plan and the contisved viability of planned land wses in the 600, 700 and

800 Blocks of Main Street? "

8) Sections 3 and 5 of the Urban Mass Transportation Act require that federally funded
transit projects be consistent with official plans for the comprehensive. development of an
area, as well as with a community’s goals and objectives. Land use impacts would be -
considered significant if they are iniconsistent or non-compliant with current land use
Pplans or policies applying to the area, or would preclude the viability of existing land use,
Residential development in the 600 and 700 Blocks of Main Street and in the Ellicott
Street corridor have, in part, been predicated on convenience to the Theatre Metro Rail
station. Removal of the Theatre station would create a 3650-foot gap in transit access (the
distance between the Fountain Plaza and- Allen/Hos pital stations) along a high growth
corridor of Main Strect. s removing the Theatre station consistent with planned
expansion of higher-density and mixed-use residential development in the Theatre -
Historic District area? o : :

9) The GBNRTC 2025 Long Range Transportation Plan states as two regional objectives:
1) support existing and future economic development activities, and 2)improve
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transportation and land-use connection. These goals place high priotity on smart growth

practices that improve access in urban core areas, support urban reinvestment and infii]

development, and take advantage of existing infrastructure. The Theatre Metro station

improves access to the Theatre Historic District arey, is already supporting urban
reinvestment and infill development, and represents existing transit infrastructure. Is the
proposed removal of the heavily-used Theatre Mctro station consistent with the stated
goals of the GBNRTC 2025 Long Range Transportation Plan?

10) Is the removal of Theatre station consistent with the.goals of the Environmental
- Assessment (EA) for the Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project:

e‘c’onomifz_deveelc»fprnent.1 increase 1htdti~modal access oplions and wansit ridership, and

quality-of-life? - A o :

Thank you kindly for listening to my concerns.
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Latitia Thompson . December 9, 2006
Regional Director - Federal Transit Administration, Region I

1 Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson,

I'am a resident of the Ellicott Lofts in downtown Buffalo, located less than a five-
munute walk from the Theatre Metro Rail station, now being considered for closure under
the Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project undet review by your
office.

Nearly 1,000 new residents have settled in the Theatre Historic District area within the
last five years aloge. Many of these residents, including myself, would lose their
adjacency to the Metro Rail if the popular Theatre station is closed. '

Many of my neighbors cite the casy convenience to the Metro Rail as one of the great
attractions of downtown living, allowing people to walk more, use transit frequently, and
depend on cars less. ;

New retail venues, such as the Washington Market, are opening up within a five-
minute’s walk of the Theatre Metro station. Many of those retail venues, existing and
potential, would lose their adjacency to the Metro Rail with the closing of the Theatre
station.

As a person who has been able to depend on my automobile less because of my
proximity to transit, I believe the easy availability of public transportation is an important
aspect of improving air quality and reducing the emission of greenhouse gases.

As aresident who believes I represent the views of many of my neighbors in the
Ellicott Cornmons area, I ask the Federal Transit Administration to consider the
following concerns before moving forward on a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) for the project:

* Will removing the station and placing new residents more distant from high-quality
transit have a negative impact on the quality of life of downtown?

» Will closing the Theatre station have a negative impact on foot traffic to those new
retail venues?

¢ Will removing the station undermine conditions for continued investment in new
housing construction in the Theatre Historic District area and the Ellicott/Genesee
Street corridor, both identified by the city’s Queen City Hub Plan as priority areas
for neighborhood development?

¢ Will removing the Theatre Metro station discourage use of public transportation
and encourage other modes of transport, such an automobile use, that contribute
to negattve environmental conditions regionally and globally?

Thank you for listening to our questions and I look forward to seeing how they are
addressed.

Sincerely, v
Nonpn Q. A\Jé&&
Nancy Siegel

489 Ellicott St.Apt. 4
Bufalo, NY 14203

e~-mail: Nansiep@aol.com
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Latitia Thompson

Regional Director, Federal Transit Administration, Region 11
1 Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson

] am writing to you on a most urgent matter. As a resident of the downtown core in the
City of Buffalo I am greatly disturbed by the City of Buffalo’s decision as part of the plan
to reopen Main St. to traffic, to eliminate the Theater District Metro-Rail station.

As one who has spent much time researching this issue, I have posed a series of concerns
and questions to the decision makers and have been either ignored or met with a hostile

response.
Specifically:

1. Why would they eliminate a station that served 644,000 people last year?

2. Why would they create a 3600 foot gap between stations when most new housing
that is going up is located in this gap?

3. Why were no residents surveyed for their gpinions during the planning process?

4. Why was the advisory comunittee that made this decision comprised of only
business owners or managers of businesses?

5. Why must the supposed need for parking spaces and limousine drop off points for
the theater receive more priority than the needs of residents and others who, due
to choice or economic need, do not or wish to use an automobile?

6. Why are businesses being allowed to essentially “sanitize” this Theater District of

minorities and young adults — the typical user of this transit system, in order to
supposedly make it less threatening for suburban users of the theaters? I base this
on comments made by those pushing for the relocation of the station.

Given how closed the process has been to residents and the failure of those same decision
makers to accept any input for a compromise, I feel that the FTA should stop this Process
until the above questions are adequately addressed.

Sincerely,

&S%;B‘Ségelﬁ

489 Ellicott St Apt 4
Buffalo, N.Y. 14203
e-mail: shsiegeltDniagara edu
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Brigid Hynes-Cherin - Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green

Room 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Re: City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-modal Access and Revitalization Project
Dear Ms. Hynes-Cherin,

As the Director of the Buffalo Niagara Convention Center and a member of the Cars Sharing
Main Street Advisory Committee, I would like to reiterate my approval of this critical project
for downtown Buffalo. I am writing to express my strong support of the plan to return
vehicular traffic to Main Street in downtown Buffalo, including combining the Theatre and
Fountain Plaza Metro Rail Stations south of Chippewa Streets.

Downtown Buffalo needs the access and vitality that automobile traffic can provide to Main
Street, as soon as possible. We have seen property values fall and vacancy increase since the
pedestrian transit mall opened in 1987. Even new buildings have difficulty ‘securing
storefront tenants when potential patrons can’t easily see the business. ' '

Pedestrian traffic, additional on street parking and vehicular traffic on Main Street and the
positive impact this change would have on existing and potential new business would enhance
Buffalo’s tourism product. Visitors and Convention Delegates to Buffalo will have easier
access to the premier street in downtown Buffalo.

Returning traffic to Main Street as soon as possible is the absolute priority!

- The Theatre Station issue is one of cost vs. benefit. The roadway around the portal and the

train safety zone preventing automobiles from following the train underground cause any
Theatre Station to move further south. On the outbound side a Theatre Station would only be
two station lengths from the Fountain Plaza Station. On the inbound side, the stations would
be 750 feet apart, measured platform to platform, a three-minute walk.

The incremental cost to include the Theatre Station in 2008 construction would be over two
million dollars, a 25% increase over available funds. It Jjust doesn’t seem to be a good use of
public resources to build Metro Rail Stations so close together. Further, if our region had to
secure additional funding it would slow the project and the improved development of Main
Street. - o ‘ ’ o .

Convention Center Plaza
Buffalo, New York 14202

TEL

FAX

TOLL FREE
WEB

716 855 5555
716 855 3158
800 995 757

[o]

www. buffaloconvention.com

i



In addition to budget and proximity, removing the Theatre Metro Station will make it possible
for the City to offer an official bike path on Main Street that will serve as a link between the
Buffalo Niagara Medical Campus area and the Erie Canal Harbor area via Chippewa and
Pear] Streets. A bike path would not be possible in a station area.

Thank you for considering this opinion in the Environmental Review process.

Facility Director
Buffalo Niagara Convention Center

PM/lc




Seth CTrgas

243 Franklin 5t #2
£, BuffaloNY 14202
TA/ TRO- 2
| atisha Thompso IA s,
Regional Director

Fedeal Taasi Mministration , RegiondT |
1 Bowling Green Suite 429
New York RY 10004-1415

.December 8,2006

Dear Ms Thomyson

| am 3resiaurt of downtowa Buffalo,NY. Recently, 3 proposal was made
“to temove my local MetroRail staton ma'kf) as part of the Man Steet
Muki-Modal Access and Revitalization Project. “This project Is designedto
replice the pedestrian mall on Main Street in downtowa BuPhdo witha mixed
automotiveand light il Coadusy, and Is cusrently Undar review by yowroffice.

Howeves; certala Imvests wave added afeature to this peoject ( dh‘:f—-
eresrtly fromie oclginal preoposap that actually cemoves the Theate~ Dis -
Telet stativo. TThis cesubts ina gap between stations of 34 cfamile, and
sigaificaatly l@agtiens the commute and distanceto te statioaforall
ALLEN- L]] affected residerts Wrthin tee catchmert aed. of Tre existing
&éﬁ%{' @io?) Theater Station. Additionally; Significant new and planned
VIRGINIA ST § development in e Theates Histode Dfsﬁif‘t' wowld be isolafed
oo g | S5 Pom P Inceasingly well-uitilized Metro Rail system,and that

sgielyiolates Wodem planning practice of developing arowld
St traln statios.

X3 |
s‘wposzsr / “The sttuatton by itself was distessig ) but then | kearnedthat
THeRER.  Te station is belng cemoved 1o Facilitate, of all things, Curb—
RN axp Side accessFor [impusines of thester paitonsm e strect.
A[ST en Thls s despite He factthat He om jortreatess on the street

szth{m Storwstop  already hwve streetside entances on other Streets such 2
%w e t :\’.‘hg{;"}h _ Washington
N
moﬁ?&#ﬁ. " | moved 1o dowatown Buffals Spct}ﬁcany - Talke adm—nje
FRITNE FOMMEL o -the, siperior publictensit access. NowHhis superior public
‘tanslt access \s beiog clpped out from unde me— slsted o be taken away thet Is.
vyl \ .
And 1ts arguably For the benefit of hlghes -income nontesidemts that spend Farless

time intre ana than e existirg residens.




[ 31so Fall v recodnize howr ‘ it
removtng a Hlghly-used traggrt Statin—a key amenfty fay-
many o+ us who Comwvhﬁjbbsads& 0f dowrTtoun— bene fits 1, resicete of i :fyea./
alsofail togee how ellmloating 41 TROSH Statily, increases Mu)'HrYwdalacgcsg
parhearly o transit as calied £, Inthe eaviconmenral assessmiort (a for tic. Maj
Street Mukti-Mdal Access 3 Revitalization Project. Nk

As an Afdan-Avedsn residert saved by tie Thester stathg ] am parttwanly jaerasted
in haw B Eaviconmeral Assesspunt (En) addresses prinital high and advese envicanwrental
effects, includlog sacial and economtz.effects on mlaocity and \ow-income popuathers.

As required by NEPA 3y 23 U.SC.-109 (h), impactson alf communittes irrlud)ng mia-
Oority and low-income. COMMunttes g5t be ructicely identificd and addressed ac pactof
any evironmurtal reylew. |

At the stact of the planning pr PR Plannery must dctrmine whether Envimnmertal

Justice Psgyes exist3n 4 Use data and phlo-informatierty: 1) determine beretits +ogpd

potential Negative impacts paq minoctty populahonS aad |ow-tacome, posulatuns from
n‘vesf-wm- b actions / 3 quantPy expected opfec < (total, positive KJMQW\D)

and Ar‘spcopor‘hoaa-}dy highand adveze efpecrs on minority popatlons ad |ow- ncome

P opulata §)¥d 3) determice e approprlate conrse bf'acﬁml Whether Tt BYoidaace, min-
imlzatien or MF‘HQB‘HOG . .Tiﬂ?_ V1 ad Eavironmental Justiee appltesToall PY&qm‘ng w4 prode.d‘
deveSoprvestt Prvgamsollcies an g activities oPte Fedval Trasit Adwidistration. Sofar [ mot
Seen evidence ~Hhstthis process has occurredia te current EA for e Main S‘l'f\:deR}cd/ p—
tlewarly asit pertalne Toieremorat pf Thedter stat, .

“Twe are sevwal Envie oomental Justtee ancerns | am requestiog you offlee dddress before
tle issuagee of 3 FONS| ( Findlag of No Sigaificant lmpact) fortie Main Street Mutti -Moda)
Access and Revftalizaiton ProJect: . '
I. Wowd tve propused emoval of e The ster Metre Rail statloq paswit o Increased +afAc
Congestibn, tsdlatbn, exdusm, oc sepaation of minor/-'[—y & Tow-income indiig uats within
3 @iren communlty, or frome bmadgn communfry>
2. Wowd the propused removal of Theater Statian reswit in tre deniy/ of) Peduction i 100 signkrEart

delay intrerecerprof benefitsof DoT Programs, policles 0/ actiyitr ;
iaw;i\fw come. lod1Veduale 3 yrems; po VITTeS for minoerty and
3. Would the Pl°PoSed rempal of Trester StatMi resu+ inHe dlsnuptiog Pt Theater Historic Distticts
econamlc via b“ﬁ’\/ for +e cammuni‘/y or T Commwyh‘y COhesin 2
4, Wowd the Froposed removal of YicTheater Stathor pesi+ in discuption of -He availavility of The )
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" Thank you ahcad of Hae for addressing My chncerns.

£h C1er
RecHaa 23S ogtor  (2)
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Chris Havﬂg
257@3:2@3; s’t/‘,¢§t 4
Buffalo/8Y,]42272391
(716) 9845664 4
chrishawley@butfdls. g

December 9, 2006

Latitia Thompson

Regional Director

Federal Transit Administration, Region II
1 Bowling Green, Suite 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Re: Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project , Buffalo, NY
URGENT

Dear Ms. Thompson,

I have several concerns for the Federal Transit Administration as it moves forward on its
review of the above-referenced Environment Assessment (EA), which I ask to be
considered which may affect the issuance of a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI). I am a city planner employed in the 600 Block of Main Street in Buffalo, New
York. The so-called Theatre station of Metro Rail is in front of the building where I work.

1) Studies on pedestrian use of transit stations appear to show that distance is the single
most important factor in the attracting patronage of transit systems. Closing the Theatre
Metro station would increase walking distances to Metro Rail stations from a rapidly-
developing corridor of downtown, particularly the 700 Block of Main Street and the
Ellicott Street corridor. In addition, the closure of the Theatre Station would put many
current and future downtown residents and patrons beyond than the typical “five-minute
walk” catchment area now covered by the existing Theatre station. Will removing the
Theatre Station negatively affect patronage of the transit system? Will the diminished
adjacency to transit cause people to walk less, use cars more often, thus also raising
environmental and social impact concerns?

2) If the Theatre station is removed, in its place will be curbside parking and two drop-off
zones for limousines. Are there environmental Justice concerns raised by the unnecessary
removal of transit access for the encouragement of auto- and limousine-access used by
likely higher-income residents who do not customarily use transit?

3) There were over 644,000 passengers at the Theatre station in 2005, according to the
Niagara Frontier Transportation Authority. Will removing the Theatre station impose an
unnecessary hardship on those 644,000 transit passengers? Will removing the Theatre



station impair the convenience and attraction of the Metro Rail?

4) Planning studies find that transit stations have the highest economic impact within a
quarter-mile radius of the station. Will removing the Theatre station diminish the
economic potential of areas of downtown that now enjoy adjacency to the Theatre
station, such as the 700 Block of Main Street and the Ellicott Street corridor, now both
undergoing considerable new development and population growth? If the Theatre station
is removed, would the areas that are beyond the quarter-mile radius of the proposed
Fountain Plaza station, see a drop in locational and investment value?

5) Among the three most important project goals identified by the Main Street Multi-
Modal Access and Revitalization Project is “increasing multi-modal access options.”
Does the current plan increase access to transit? Does closing the Theatre Metro station,
used by 644,000 passengers every year, increase access to transit?

6) Community planning documents, such as the award-winning Queen City Hub Plan for
downtown Buffalo, cite the expansion of the Metro Rail as a key strategy in uplifting the
city’s economy and quality-of-life. How does the proposed closure of the Theatre
station, essentially a retraction of the Metro Rail, comply with the goals of community
planning documents that call for the expansion of the Metro Rail?

7) The Queen City Hub Plan (2003) identifies the 600-800 Blocks of Main Street as one
of the top four priority areas for neighborhood development and residential construction
in downtown Buffalo (page 8). Is the removal of the Theatre Metro station, which is the
only transit station that exists in those blocks, consistent with the stated objectives of the
Queen City Hub Plan and the continued viability of planned land uses in the 600, 700 and
800 Blocks of Main Street?

8) Sections 3 and 5 of the Urban Mass Transportation Act require that federally funded
transit projects be consistent with official plans for the comprehensive development of an
area, as well as with a community’s goals and objectives. Land use impacts would be
considered significant if they are inconsisient or non-compliant with current land use
plans or policies applying to the area, or would preclude the viability of existing land use.
Residential development in the 600 and 700 Blocks of Main Street and in the Ellicott
Street corridor have, in part, been predicated on convenience to the Theatre Metro Rail
station. Removal of the Theatre station would create a 3650-foot gap in transit access (the
distance between the Fountain Plaza and Allen/Hospital stations) along a high growth
corridor of Main Street. Is removing the Theatre station consistent with planned
expansion of higher-density and mixed-use residential development in the Theatre
Historic District area?

9) The GBNRTC 2025 Long Range Transportation Plan states as two regional objectives:
1) support existing and future economic development activities, and 2) improve:



transportation and land-use connection. These goals place high priority on smart growth
practices that improve access in urban core areas, support urban reinvestment and infill
development, and take advantage of existing infrastructure. The Theatre Metro station
improves access to the Theatre Historic District area, is already supporting urban
reinvestment and infill development, and represents existing transit infrastructure. Is the
proposed removal of the heavily-used Theatre Metro station consistent with the stated
goals of the GBNRTC 2025 Long Range Transportation Plan?

10) Is the removal of Theatre station consistent with the goals of the Environmental
Assessment (EA) for the Main Street Multi-Modal Access and Revitalization Project:
economic development, increase multi-modal access options and transit ridership, and
quality-of-life?

Thank you kindly for listening to my concerns.
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February 5, 2007

To: Brigid Hynes-Cherin - Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green

Room 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

From: Michael R Militelio Owner Bijou Grille

643 Main Street

Buffalo, 14202

Re: City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-modal Access and Revitalization
Project 7

Dear Ms. Hynes-Cherin, .

The Militello family has been a part of the dinning and entartainment
landscape for over 30 years. We have owned the BIIOU GRILLE for 17
years and feel very strongly that if a change is not made soon, (to
bring traffic back on Main) the consequences will be dire. Therefore, 1
am writing in support of the plan to return vehicular traffic to Main
Street in downtown Buffalo, including combining the Theatre and
Fountain Plaza Metro Rail Stations south of Chippewa Streets.

Downtown Buffalo needs the access and vitality that automobile traffic
can provide to Main-Street, as soon as possible. We have seen -
property values fall and vacancy increase since the pedestrian transit
mall opened in 1987, :

Even new buildings have difficulty securing storefront tenants when
Potential patrons can't easily see the business.

The Theatre Station issue is one of cost vs. benefit. The roadway

~around the portat and the train safety zone preventing automobiles

“Something fresh is always needed”

p.2

|




Feb 07 07 12:52p michael militello 7168359371 3

~2- February 7, 2007

from following the train underground cause any Theatre Station to
move further south. On the outbound side a Theatre Station would
only be two station lengths from the Fountain Plaza Station. On the
inbound side, the stations would be 750 feet apart, measured platform
to platform, a three-minute walk. |

The incremental cost to include the Theatre Station in 2008 :
construction would be over two million dollars, a 25% increase over !
available funds. It just doesn't seem to be a good use of public |
resources to build Metro Rail Stations so close together. Further, if ourff
region had to secure additional funding it would stow the project and
the improved development of Main Street.

In addition to budget and proximity, removing the Theatre Metro ..
Station will make it possible for the City to offer an official bike path on:
Main Street that will serve as a link between the Buffalo Niagara ]
Medical Campus area and the Erie Canal Harbor area via Chippewa and
Pearl Streets. A bike path would not be possible in a station area. !

Thank you for considering this opinion in the Environmental Review
process.

Sincerely, .

/,/"", L
C <

g T uS———

-':?ff.wifya’*f’;’——-ﬁ —_—

Owner Bijou Grille




SENECA ONE REALTY LLC

January 29, 2007

Letitia A. Thompson
Regional Administrator Region II
Federal Transit Administration
One Bowling Green

. Room 429
New York, NY 10004-1415

Re: Theater Metro Rail Station-Car Sharing Main Street Project
Dear Ms. Thompson,

I have been a member of the Car Sharing Main Street Advisory Committee for the last
two years. Before getting into the question at hand I would like to clarify that I am an
advocate of mass transit. [ have taken the Metro Rail to work in downtown Buffalo from
the suburbs for 8 years. In addition to that I grew up in New York City where my family
did not own a car. As a result we took a bus or the subway whenever we needed to get
some place. I also understand that if Buffalo is to grow and prosper we must look to
mass transit to ease the traffic congestion that would otherwise come along with this
progress.

I am also a member of the Board of Directors of Buffalo Place. Buffalo Place is the
organization charged with among other things planning and improving the central
business district. Irun the largest commercial office building in downtown Buffalo and
am painfully aware that the Metro Rail System cannot exist on its own. We need to bring
other modes of transportation to Main Street. After the system being in place for twenty
years we are now finally achieving rents of the level that predated the installation of the
Metro Rail System.

A question has been raised in regards to the proposed removal of the Theater Place Metro
Rail Station as a result of the re-introduction of vehicular traffic to Main Street. This is a
straightforward cost vs. benefits question. The Cars Sharing Main Street Advisory
Committee consists of residents, merchants, theater operators, as well as owners of
commercial office buildings, and other businesses. As such there is a wide range of
opinion. We all came to the consensus that it makes sense to remove the Theater Place

Station. In addition the Niagara Frontier Transportation Agency, the agency responsible .

for operating the Metro Rail System is also on our Advisory Committee. They have no
objection to the removal of this station. In fact they have stated that it will help speed up
service for the entire system.

OWNER AND OPERATOR OF ONE HSBC CENTER

ONE HSBC CENTER, SUITE 2800, BUFFALO, NEW YORK 14203 - 2897 716/853-4944 FAX: 716/847-6721




SENECA ONE REALTY LLC

In our Advisory Committee meetings we determined that it would be impractical to have
both the Theater Place Station as well as the Fountain Plaza Train Station 350 feet apart
from each other. Going through this process, we spoke with residents, merchants, and the
theater operators adjacent to the Theater Place Station. While they acknowledge that it is
important for their patrons to reach the theater by the Metro Rail System, it’s more
imperative for them at this point to have a vehicular pick up/drop off zone adjacent to the
theater than to have the Theater Place Station in place. The residents and restaurants
operators don’t see any downside to removing the station. On the other hand, the
property owners and major companies adjacent to the Fountain Plaza Station have been
very vocal in their support for maintaining their station as it is now. Thousands of people
work in the buildings adjacent to this station and therefore it is imperative they have
access to the train station. Simply put you have two train stations 350 feet away from
each other. The individuals served by these stations want the Theater Place Station
removed and the Fountain Plaza Station to remain.

I am mystified by the efforts of the Save Our Stations group. The issues they raise
amount to tempest in a teapot. If they are successful, they could halt this project
indefinitely and eliminate the planned bike path. In addition, the public would not be
served well with an additional 2.2 million dollars spent to have a train station 350 feet
away from another station. Previously I mentioned the diverse stake holders that make
up the Cars Sharing Main Street Advisory Committee. I don’t know the make up of the
Save Our Station group. However, it’s very disturbing that they can’t grasp the logic of
our decision after we’ve taken the time to meet with them and explain the situation in
depth.

We trust that you understand that the Cars Sharing Main Street Advisory Committee has
made an informed, practical, and cost effective decision to eliminate the Theater Place
Station in this first phase of the Car Sharing Main Street project. As someone who is
directly affected by the lack vehicular traffic on Main Street, I ask that you approve the
first phase of the Car Sharing Main Street so that this long awaited project may begin.

Sincerely,
Seneca One Realty LLC

N

Stephen P. Fitzmaurice
Chief Operating Officer

OWNER AND OPERATOR OF ONE HSBC CENTER

ONE HSBC CENTER, SUITE 2800, BUFFALO, NEW YORK 14203 - 2897 716/853-4944 FAX: 716/847-6721



MsT Bank Corporation

One M&T Plaza, Buffalo, NY 14203, 716 842 5887

Michael S. Piemonte
Senior Vice President

February 1, 2007

Brigid Hynes-Cherin - Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green

Room 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Re: City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-modal Access and Revitalization Project

Dear Ms. Hynes-Cherin,

My name is Michael Piemonte and | am the president of the Board of Trustees at Studio Arena. | am
writing in support of the plan to return traffic to Main Street in downtown Buffalo, including combining the
Theatre and Fountain Plaza Metro Rail Stations south of Chippewa Streets.

I believe re-opening Main Street for cars, busses, etc., will greatly improve the economic vitality of
Downtown Buffalo. | think we all agree this is something the area needs desperately. As | understand it,
the cost of not combining these two stations is more than $2 million. Personally, | do not see the benefit
of keeping two stations that would be a few hundred feet apart.

Maintaining the Theatre station would also appear to prevent construction of a bike lane on Main Street.
The bike path is also something | strongly support.

Thank you for considering this opinion in the Environmental Review process.

Sincerely,



"DSRICTY

ASSOCIATION ™
January 31, 2007

Letitia A. Thompson

Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

1 Bowling Green, Room 429

New York NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson:

As President of the Theatre District Association of WNY, T would like to advise you of
our full support of the Cars Sharing Main Street Project and the recommendation of its
Advisory Committee to combine the current Theatre District and Fountain Plaza stations.
In mid-2006, the Theatre District Association Board had a detailed presentation on the
final design recommendations including the consolidation of rail stations. We had
considerable discussion and the final result was to pass a resolution fully supporting the
recommendations of the Advisory Committee.

The Theatre District Association represents 43 commercial and not-for-profit businesses
and theatres that are located in the Theatre District. It is the feeling of the Board and
membership that this consolidation will have a very positive influence on activity and
operation of Buffalo’s Theatre District. Thank you for your concern on this issue.

Sincerely,
' .\x. {a" o '/:‘7

Anthony C. Conte
President

PO BOX 504 x BUFFALO, NY 14205
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January 31, 2007

Letitia A. Thompson

Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

1 Bowling Green, Room 429

New York NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson:

I am writing regarding the Cars Sharing Main Street Project being managed by the
City of Buffalo. This project will restore traffic to the current pedestrian mall in

downtown Buffalo. An issue has arisen regarding the project management decision

to combine the current Theatre District station and Fountain Plaza station into one
station located roughly 350’ south of the current Theatre District stations.

As President of Shea's Performing Arts Center, the largest theatre in Buffalo’s
Theatre District, we fully support the Committee’s recommendation to combine
these stations. Over the course of a year, we attract between 250,000 to 300,000
patrons to our theatre and develop an economic impact of approximately
$85,000,000. We have polied the patrons of the theatre and find no objection to
combining these stations.

This action will improve access to all the theatres in the 600 block of Main Street
for both patrons with disabilities and our regular patrons. It will allow daytime
parking and evening drop off at the front entrance of all the theatres along Main
Street. We feel that this is an important benefit that we could provide to our
patrons and far outweighs the minor inconvenience that relocating these stations
will create. Thank you for your kind attention.

Sincerely,

-\.\\\ Ve -~ ? .
Anthony C. Conte
President
ACCmbd




January 31, 2007

We’re Downtown!

Brigid Hynes-Cherin - Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green

Room 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Re: City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-modal Access and Revitalization Project
Dear Ms. Hynes-Cherin,

| am writing to you as the Chairman of Buffalo Place, the downtown Buffalo business improvement
district, and as the chairman of the committee appointed by the Mayor of Buffalo to represent the interests
of downtown stakeholders as it relates to the above referenced project. | and the organization/parties |
represent support the plan to return vehicular traffic to Main Street in downtown Buffalo, including
combining the Theatre and Fountain Plaza Metro Rail Stations south of Chippewa Streets.

Downtown Buffalo needs the access and vitality that automobile traffic can provide to Main Street as soon
as possible. We have seen precipitous drops in property values and building occupancy since the
pedestrian transit mall opened in 1987, eliminating vehicular access to the front doors of our Main Street
properties.

As for combining the Theatre and Fountain Plaza stations, the engineering implications of the required
relocations were we to retain the Theatre District stations are such that retention is absurd. The roadway
around the portal and the train safety zone preventing automobiles from following the train underground
require any Theatre Station to be repositioned south of the existing stations. A repositioned northbound
Theatre Station would be at best only two station lengths from the Fountain Plaza Station. On the
southbound side, the stations would be 750 feet apart, measured platform to platform, a couple minute
walk at most. ‘

The immediate stakeholders, including the theatres in the adjacent theatre district, do not want the
stations in their block. They rather have the loading and unloading zones for patrons who arrive by car.
They and other businesspersons in downtown like the idea that those who would utilize public transit for
access to the Theatre District would still have only a short walk to any venue in the district, but one that
‘would expose them to our historic architecture and nearby supporting retail.

Removing the Theatre Metro Stations will make it possible for the City to offer an official bike path on
Main Street, a path that will serve as a link between the Buffalo Niagara Medical Campus area and the
Erie Canal Harbor area via Chippewa and Pearl Streets. A bike path would not be possible in this block
were we to retain the stations.

The above reasons and about two million more (the cost implications) have us solidly in favor of the
consolidation of the Theatre District stations and the Fountain Plaza stations. Thank you for considering
this opinion in the Environmental Review process. We look forward to a speedy approval of the
Environmental Assessment and the advancement of this much-anticipated project.

Sincerely,

/M

Keith M. Belanger
Chairman

671 Main Street / Buffalo, New York (4203 / 716-856-3150 / Fax: 716-852-8490 / www.buffaloplace.com
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Wiiliam .J. Jones
600 Main Street
Buffato, NY 14202

January 31, 2007

Brigid Hynes-Cherin - Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green

Ro0m 429

Moew York, NY 10004-1415

e City of Buffalo Main Street Mult-modal Access and Revitalization Project
Prear Ms. Hynes-Cherin,

As a resident of 600 Main Street, | am writing in support of the plan to return vehicuar traffic to
Main Straet in downtown Buffale 1 have lived on this corner of Main and Chippewa for over
tweve years. | have also spent several years waorking as a volunteer citizen on the design
committee for this projact. With that fact in mind, 1 would like to state my support for combing the
Meatre and Fountain Plaza Metro Rail Stations south of Chippewa Stieet.

The additional access and wvitality that automobile traffic can provide to Main Street is
desperately needed. Most store fronts in this part of Main Street remain empty while other
seciions of cur City flourish. We need the twenty four hour a day activily vehicular traffic can
povide.

The Theatre Station removal makes sense from a taxpayer's point of view as well. The cost to
reourniain this un-needed station will go on forever. Having two stations so close to one another
makes no sense. Offen times, wher | ride the train, people are annoyed or get a laugh about
the close proximity of these two stations. | would also say that retal first floor businesses will do
lar better with the planned new design eliminating the Theatre Station. The Fountain Plaza
Stadion provides a much more practical place to have the tram stop and theve is no ground fHoor
space negatively affected by it

It s my understanding that the Theatre Station construction would be over tweo miflion dollars. it
just doesn't seem o be a good use of public resources to build and mamian un-needed
siations, Furthermore, the additional funding reguired will slow this project and the further
daveloprnent of Main Street

“Thank you for taking the time (o read my thoughts on this very important project.

Sincerely,

5 3 & ,//
\. M '}&ﬂd —
Willlam 1. Jones

91002/008
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Buffalo’s Nationally Recognized Producing Theatre

January 26, 2007

Ms. Letitia A. Thompson

Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green

Room 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

RE: Returning Motor Vehicle Traffic to Down Town Main Street
Dear Ms. Thompson:

As Artistic Director and CEO of Studio Arena Theatre, located at the corner of Tupper
and Main, I support the current effort to enable cars to return to Main Street! The Theatre
District does what it can but with an influx of thriving downtown businesses, which can
only happen when we return traffic to downtown Main Street, the area would have an air
of excitement to it that would enhance the Theatre experience for our patrons, and inspire
them to stay in the area longer and spend more dollars. In turn, it would boost ticket sales
for all District Theatres, generating further revenue for the region. With the new medical
core located mere blocks away, and new luxury housing in the area, this would be one
more needed boost to create a Downtown that could become a beacon for all Western
New Yorkers and generate the excitement that a City like Buffalo should have in its
downtown core.

Thank you.

¢

710 Main St. | Buffalo, NY 14202-1990
Administration (716) 856-8025 | Ticket Services (716) 856-5650 | 1(800) 77-STAGE | Fax (716) 856-3415 | email studio@studioarena.com | website www.studioarena.org



e Spaulding Group

10 Maple Drive
Orchard Park, NY 14127
716.662.5030

January 24, 2007

Letitia A. Thompson, Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green, Room 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Re: Cars Sharing Main Street

Dear Ms. Thompson:

The project is called “Cars Sharing Main Street” and that is exactly what Main Street
needs in the Theater District. Cars and their associated drop offs and parking sharing
the space with a light rail and their passengers. Nearby transit stops allow for sharing.
Transit stops within the Theater District drastically reduce the availability to share the
area with cars and the economic benefits related to having the cars on Main Street.

I have worked in the District for over 25 years and know this to be an undeniable fact. I
have owned a building in the District for over 15 years and understand all too well the
hardships of not sharing Main Street with cars.

I completely support this project and eliminating/combining the Theater District station
with the Fountain Plaza Station. Sharing is the goal of this project.

If you need any further factual background information from me please let me know.

Sincerely,

Partner
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January 22, 2007

Letitia A. Thompson

Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green, Room 429
New York, NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson,

I am a theatre operator in the Theatre District of Buffalo New York. I write
in support of the design proposed for the City of Buffalo Main Street Muiti-
Modal Access and Revitalization Project, including its proposal for location of
light-rail stations.

Since I founded my company in 1980 I have seen it through some very hard
economic times and witnessed my City make some terrible decisions. Now,
finally, we have decided to correct one of the gravest mistakes of the past by
restoring the functionality, importance and vitality of our Main Street.

Unlike so many municipal initiatives in the past, this effort has proceeded in
a remarkably inclusive way. Input has been sought from every corner of our
community, and, when offered, it has been thoroughly considered and often
integrated into the project design. I know firsthand that merely asking to be
part of the process is the only key that was necessary to opening the door to
participation.

I firmly believe that this project is essential for the healthy future of not only
our downtown, but of our entire city and I as firmly believe that the design
which you have before you is the result of a most inclusive and intelligent
development process. Please give it your speedy approval.

Sincerely,

Neal Radice
Executive Director



BUFFALO NIAGARA

PARTNERSHIP

WWW.THEPARTNERSHIP.ORG

January 29, 2007

Ms. Letitia A. Thompson

Regional Administrator

Region 2 Federal Transit Administration
One Bowling Green, Room 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson:

The Buffalo Niagara Partnership, a tenant on Main Street in the Theatre District, supports
the Cars on Main Street project. The Partnership, whose mission is to otganize and
undertake actions to expand private sector jobs and stimulate investments in the Buffalo
Niagara region, supports all reasonable efforts to reinvigorate and rebuild downtown
Buffalo’s urban core. We believe that returning cars to Main Street offers an oppottunity to
stimulate such an outcome and have included it in the 2006 and 2007 Regional Agenda.

In addition, the project should move forward as soon as possible with the removal of the
Theatre Metro Station. The Partnership agrees with the Cars Sharing Main Advisory
Committee that the project should move forward without the additional cost of $2.2 million
to replace the Theatre Metro Station. It would be impossible to secure a 25% increase in
project funding with out indefinitely delaying the statt of construction.

In addition to budget considerations, removing the Theatre Metro Station makes it possible
for the City to offer an official signed bike path on Main Street that will serve as a link
between the Buffalo Niagara Medical Campus atea and the Erie Canal Harbor area via
Chippewa and Pearl Streets. By doing so, the project has much increased value to the tenants
and property owners on Main Street.

We urge the Federal Transit Administration to proceed with completing the federal
environmental review process so the City can access federal funding and statt final Theatre

District design.

Sincetely,

B

Andrew Rudnick
President and CEO

665 Main Street » Buffalo, NY 14203 « (716) 852-7100 « www.thepartnership.org



Coruccl & GALLAHER, P.C.

Direct Dial: (716) 854-8671
Email: ajc3@colucci-gallaher.com

January 30, 2007

Brigid Hynes-Cherin - Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green

Room 429

New York, New York 10004-1415

Re: City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-modal Access and Revitalization Project
Dear Ms. Hynes-Cherin:

I am President and Vice-Chairman of Buffalo Place, Inc. I am writing in support
of the plan to return vehicular traffic to Main Street in downtown Buffalo, including
combining the Theatre and Fountain Plaza Metro Rail Stations south of Chippewa Streets.

Downtown Buffalo needs the access and vitality that automobile traffic can
provide to Main Street, as soon as possible. We have seen property values fall and
vacancy increase since the pedestrian transit mall opened in 1987. Even new buildings
have difficulty securing storefront tenants when potential patrons can’t easily see the
business.

The Theatre Station issue is one of cost vs. benefit. The roadway around the
portal and the train safety zone preventing automobiles from following the train
underground cause any Theatre Station to move further south. On the outbound side a
Theatre Station would only be two station lengths from the Fountain Plaza Station. On
the inbound side, the stations would be 750 feet apart, measured platform to platform, a
three-minute walk.

The incremental cost to include the Theatre Station in 2008 construction would be
over two million dollars, a 25% increase over available funds. It just doesn’t seem to be
a good use of public resources to build Metro Rail Stations so close together. Further, if
our region had to secure additional funding it would slow the project and the improved
development of Main Street.

2000 LIBERTY BUILDING+424 MAIN STREET*BUFFALO, NEW YORK 14202-3695
Telephone (716) 853-4080<Facsimile (716) 854-4070-www.colucci-gallaher.com



cCoruccl & GALLAHER, P.C.

January 30, 2007
Page 2

In addition to budget and proximity, removing the Theatre Metro Station will
make it possible for the City to offer an official bike path on Main Street that will serve
as a link between the Buffalo Niagara Medical Campus area and the Erie Canal Harbor
arca via Chippewa and Pearl Streets. A bike path would not be possible in a station area.

Thank you for considering this opinion in the Environmental Review process.

Very truly yours,

Anthony J. i, 111
for CoLuccl & GALLAHER, P.C.
krt



February 8, 2007

Brigid Hynes-Cherin - Regional Administrator for Region 2
Federal Transit Administration

One Bowling Green

Room 429

New York, NY 10004-1415

Re: City of Buffalo Main Street Multi-modal Access and Revitalization Project
Dear Ms. Hynes-Cherin,

I'am writing in support of the plan to return vehicular traffic to Main Street in downtown Buffalo,
--including combining the Theatre and Fountain Plaza Metro Rail Stations south of Chippewa
Streets.

Downtown Buffalo needs the access and vitality that automobile traffic can provide to Main
Street, as soon as possible. We have seen property values fall and vacancy increase since the
pedestrian transit mall opened in 1987. Even new buildings have difficulty securing storefront
tenants when potential patrons can’t easily see the business.

The Theatre Station issue is one of cost vs. benefit. The roadway around the portal and the
train safety zone preventing automobiles from following the train underground cause any
Theatre Station to move further south. On the outbound side a Theatre Station would only be
two station lengths from the Fountain Plaza Station. On the inbound side, the stations would be
750 feet apart, measured platform to platform, a three-minute walk.

The incremental cost to include the Theatre Station in 2008 construction would be over two
million dollars, a 25% increase over available funds. It just doesn’t seem to be a good use of
public resources to build Metro Rail Stations so close together. Further, if our region had to
secure additional funding it would slow the project and the improved development of Main
Street.

In addition to budget and proximity, removing the Theatre Metro Station will make it possible for
the City to offer an official bike path on Main Street that will serve as a link between the Buffalo
Niagara Medical Campus area and the Erie Canal Harbor area via Chippewa and Pearl Streets.
A bike path would not be possible in a station area.
Thank you for considering this opinion in the Environmental Review process. _
Sincerely,

ALBZERT 2AMIA

SWES Yy, = -
Signature / >eLr (D"D W&V/anﬂﬁ,O@>



Cars Sharing Main Street Advisory Committee Position on
Theatre District Station
December 4, 2002

Background

The Cars Sharing Main Street Project is a cooperative project sponsored by the City of Buffalo,
NFTA and Buffalo Place Inc. The City of Buffalo is the lead agency, and the Brown
Administration has identified this project as their highest priority. The City created an Advisory
Committee of property, resident and business owners to provide guidance during the design
process.

The City, NFTA and Buffalo Place have worked continuously to return vehicular traffic to Main
Street since 1997. The commitment to retain the Metro Rail System on Main Street was made
in 2000. The preferred alternative of automobile and Metro Rail vehicles sharing the trackbed
was selected in 2002, after an extensive public Environmental Review process selected the
alignment that most favored pedestrian use of Main Street while achieving project goals.

Construction funding became available for a $6 million first phase of construction in 2005,
through the efforts of Congressman Brian Higgins, and US Senators Charles E. Schumer and
Hillary Rodham Clinton. The design master plan for Main Street was developed over a year-
long Preliminary Engineering contract completed in August 2006. The New York State
Legislature provided $8 million this summer for a Lower Main Street phase. An additional $1
million was obtained through a Transportation Enhancement Program Grant for phase 1.

One of the most difficult elements of the preliminary design process is to develop a buildable
project that can be constructed at the funding levels available to the City and NFTA. Many
aspects of Main Street will not be adjusted because the cost is more than could be secured.
For example, trackbed rail and curbing will not change, instead pavement will be patched.

Theatre Station Issue

The Theatre Station issue is really one of cost vs. benefit. The portal curbing and protection
need to be lengthened south to create a safety zone where inbound train and automobile
operators can view each other through side and rear view mirrors, and outbound trains can
pause while cars behind the train proceed on the road around the portal. This will keep cars
from following the train into the tunnel. The longer portal results in the roadway around the
portal being placed where current Theatre Metro Station boarding areas are located.

If there were to be a Theatre Station the boarding areas would have to be moved south, putting
them within 350 — 400 feet of the Fountain Plaza Station. If you measure platform to platform,
the Fountain Plaza Station is just 750 feet further south (1/8 mile) on the inbound side and 650
feet south on the out bound side. In this location the outbound station is adjacent to the Bijou
Cafeé, creating a 10-foot wide sidewalk which may be too narrow. To avoid this problem the
station could be moved an additional 110 feet south, putting it within two station lengths of
Fountain Plaza.

The Cars Sharing Main Advisory Committee reviewed the Theatre District Station for several
months. . The station was discussed with 600 and 700 block property and business
representatives at two additional meetings. There was either a preference to remove the
Theatre Station or agreement that retaining the station wasn't worth the cost, given nearness to
Fountain Plaza. The priority to all was that vehicular traffic return to Main Street as soon as
possible.



A Theatre Metro Rail Station would cost an additional $2.2 million over the current Cars Sharing
Main plan. The Cars Sharing Main Advisory Committee did not believe this cost was justified so
close to the adjacent station. The average distance between stations on the surface section of
Metro Rail will be 1000 feet from platform to platform.

The Theatre District phase of Cars Sharing Main Street is budgeted at $8 million (plus a 20%
local match which would cover the 20% “soft” costs.) If stations were to be built in the Theatre
District, a reduction of $2.2 million in other project costs is not possible to accomplish. Likewise,
it would be impossible to secure a 25% increase in project funding with out indefinitely delaying
the start of construction.

In addition to budget and proximity considerations, removing the Theatre Metro Station makes it
possible for the City to offer an official signed bike path on Main Street that will serve as a link
between the Buffalo Niagara Medical Campus area and the Erie Canal Harbor area via
Chippewa and Pearl Streets. The design team had determined that an official bike lane could
not safely pass by a Metro Rail station without conflict with either pedestrians or the rail, which
can catch narrow bicycle tires. The bike lane on Main between Edward and Chippewa made it
possible to route bikes to Pearl Street while avoiding a turn at the difficult intersection at
Edward, Pearl, Main and Goodell. The City anticipates building connecting bike lanes on Pearl
and on Main Street north of Goodell during future construction projects.

Why return Cars to Main Street? g
— Facility Age — After 20 to 25 years capital repair is needed regardless of design :
— Loss of Value — Main Street Corridor values have dropped by 54% since auto access was

removed in 1984. The City and the larger downtown also lost value but only half as much.
— Loss of occupancy — Main Street vacancy increased by 25%, especially storefronts. Even

new buildings are unable to secure first floor tenants.
~  Other cities benefited from returning access - 90% experienced increased occupancy,

investment, value and sales.
~ Automobile access will provide year round activity on the premier street in Downtown

Buffalo, and bring us closer to the 24/7 goal of the Queen City Hub.

Other City Examples

The spacing between stations in cities with “streetcar” systems was used as a model by the
Save our Station Committee. The Cars Sharing Main Advisory Committee appreciated the
benefits of street cars systems, such as shorter station length, increased frequency of service,
and the methods for disabled boarding, but found that safety and cost considerations made it
impossible to adopt these configurations. The following station spacing was collected from _
cities with “light rail transit” and either free-fare or car-free pedestrian/transit zones: 1

City Name of System Transit Spacing between Stations Source
Organi- Free Fare / No Downtown Out of
zation Car Zone Downtown
Salt Lake TRAX UTA 1410 1410 1 mile plus 1
SanJose LRT VTA 1400 2600:1/2 mile 2
Dallas Red and Blue lines DART 1600 22001- 2 miles 3
Baltimore Howard Street MTA 3812 4
Buffalo . Metro Rail NFTA 1032 3034’ or V2 mile
Sources

1. Jeff LaMora, Rail Service Project Administrator

2. http://www.vta.org/schedules/VTA Bus Rail July086.pdf

3. http://www.dart.org/maps . asp?zeon=stationlocationmaps and Yahoo maps
4. _hitp//www.gmap-pedometer.com/ for Howard Street, downtown Baltimore






