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I. Decision 

The Connecticut Department of Transportation (CTDOT) intends to continue with implementing 
the Proposed Action at the Stamford Transportation Center in Stamford, Connecticut.  The 
Proposed Action is to demolish the original 727-space parking garage that was opened in 1987 
(Original Garage), and to construct new parking facilities to increase the net supply of commuter 
parking by a minimum of 273 spaces through a public-private partnership development 
agreement that also provides the opportunity for Transit-oriented Development (TOD). The 
project will also provide improvements of vehicular and pedestrian circulation and access along 
Station Place, improved multimodal commuter amenities at the Stamford Transportation Center, 
and modernization of the Parking Access and Revenue Control System (PARCS).  The detailed 
project elements and requirements of the Proposed Action are documented in Request for 
Proposal STOD71312, available on CTDOT’s project website at: 
http://www.ct.gov/dot/cwp/view.asp?a=2288&q=512286. 
 
This decision is based on the Environmental Impact Evaluation (EIE) (Clough Harbour & 
Associates LLP, August 2012) that was prepared for the Proposed Action and the comments 
received during the public review period for the EIE, including the public hearing held on 
September 20, 2012.  A copy of the EIE Executive Summary is included in Appendix D.   
 

II. Statement of Environmental Impact 

There will be no significant impacts to the environment as a result of the Proposed Action.  All 
practicable means to avoid or minimize environmental harm have been adopted.  The mitigation 
measures identified in the EIE and, where applicable, in the responses to comments have been 
adopted.   
 

III. Summary of Consultation with Agencies and Other Persons 

Early EIE consultation with various agencies and the public began with the initiation of the 
public scoping process.  A Notice of Scoping for the Proposed Action was published in the 
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Environmental Monitor on May 8, 2012 (see 
Appendix B) and the 30-day public comment period ended on June 8, 2012.  A Public Scoping 
Meeting was held at the Stamford Government Center on May 24, 2012.   

Verbal and written comments were provided at the scoping meeting and written comments were 
received from agencies and the public during the comment period.  The following state agencies 
provided written comments:  Connecticut Department of Public Health and Connecticut 
Department of Energy & Environmental Protection.  All comments received during the scoping 
period are included in Appendix B.   

During the preparation of the document, all agencies with regulatory authority over resources 
within the study area were contacted.  Additionally, agencies that maintain data sources of 
information needed for the documentation were also contacted to obtain the background data.   

http://www.ct.gov/dot/cwp/view.asp?a=2288&q=512286
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A notice of the availability of the EIE and announcement of the Public Hearing were published 
in the Environmental Monitor on August 21, 2012.  Legal notices were also published in two 
local newspapers to announce the availability of the EIE and the Public Hearing date.  These 
newspapers included the Stamford Advocate (August 21, August 23, and September 9, 2012 
publications) and La Voz, a Spanish-language newspaper (August 23, August 30, and September 
6, 2012 publications).  A Public Hearing was held at the Stamford High School (55 Strawberry 
Hill Avenue, Stamford, Connecticut) on September 20, 2012, and the public review and 
comment period ended on October 5, 2012.  The EIE was available to the public during the 
review and comment period on the CTDOT website, at three locations in Stamford (City of 
Stamford clerk’s office, South Western Regional Planning Agency office, and Ferguson Public 
Library); at the Connecticut State Library in Hartford; and at CTDOT Headquarters in 
Newington. 
 
Oral testimony and written comments were provided at the Public Hearing and numerous written 
comments were submitted during the EIE public review period.  The following public agencies 
provided written comments: 

 Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection 
 Connecticut Department of Public Health: Drinking Water Section 
 South Western Regional Planning Agency 

 
Appendix C provides the transcript of the Public Hearing and copies of the written agency and 
public comments received by CTDOT.  This appendix also includes the responses to substantive 
comments. 
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1. Notice of Scoping – Environmental Monitor  
As required under the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act (CEPA), a Notice of Scoping was 
published in the Environmental Monitor on May 8, 2012.  The notice advertised the Public 
Scoping Meeting for May 24, 2012 and the close of the comment period on June 8, 2012.   

A copy of the May 8, 2012 issue of the Environmental Monitor obtained from the Council of 
Environmental Quality website is provided on the following pages.  
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2. Notice of Environmental Impact Evaluation – Environmental Monitor  
As required under the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act (CEPA), a Notice of 
Environmental Impact Evaluation was published in the Environmental Monitor on August 21, 
2012.  The notice advertised the Public Hearing for September 20, 2012 and the close of the 
comment period on October 5, 2012.   

A copy of the August 21, 2012 issue of the Environmental Monitor obtained from the Council of 
Environmental Quality website is provided on the following pages. 
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3. Legal Notices – Stamford Advocate and La Voz 
In addition to the Notice of Environmental Impact Evaluation (EIE) that was published in the 
Environmental Monitor on August 21, 2012, CTDOT had legal notices published in two local 
newspapers to announce the availability of the EIE for public review and comment and to 
advertise the Public Hearing date.  The two newspapers and respective publication dates for the 
legal notices included: 

Stamford Advocate: 
 August 21, 2012 
 August 28, 2012 
 September 9, 2012 

La Voz (Spanish-language newspaper): 
 August 23, 2012 
 August 30, 2012 
 September 6, 2012 

Copies of the legal notices and affidavits of publication in both newspapers are provided on the 
following pages. 
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1. Public Scoping Meeting Summary  
As required under the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act (CEPA), a Public Scoping Meeting 
was conducted for the project on May 24, 2012 at the Stamford Government Center.  The 
meeting was attended by five people, two of which provided verbal comments.   

A copy of the Public Scoping Meeting Summary, with attachments, is provided on the following 
pages.  
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2. Agency Comments 
As required under the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act (CEPA), a 30-day public comment 
period was provided during the Early Public Scoping process for the proposed project.  The 
comment period began May 8, 2012 and ended June 8, 2012 during which time two public 
agencies – the Connecticut Department of Health Drinking Water Section and the Connecticut 
Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (CTDEEP) – submitted comments to 
CTDOT.   

Copies of the agency comments are provided on the following pages.  
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3. Public Comments 
As required under the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act (CEPA), a 30-day public comment 
period was provided during the Early Public Scoping process for the proposed project.  The 
comment period began May 8, 2012 and ended June 8, 2012 during which time 65 individuals 
submitted written comments to CTDOT.  

Copies of the public comments are provided on the following pages.  It is noted that personal 
contact information has been redacted. 
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From: William Allyn [italia@optonline.net] 
Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2012 11:45 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: david.mccumber@scni.com 
Subject: Stamford Train Station Parking Facility 
 
Mr. Alexander, 
 
Do any of the august members of the Connecticut Council on Environmental Quality and the State Department of 
Transportation actually utilize the Stamford train station parking?  Have they ever considered a quarter of a mile 
walk in the rain, sleet or snow (like the beleaguered mailpersons) after a long work day in the City and an hour long 
plus ride on the not so comfortable trains?  For one of the most expensive commutes in the country, the only 
advantage besides frequent train service from New York City, is the location of convenient parking.  The garage is a 
shambles, but at least it is 
there, the greatest convenience to the commuter at its utmost.   This 
great asset should not be replaced to add additional shopping outlets. 
 
Bill Allyn 
65 Halliwell Drive 
Stamford, CT 06902 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: CoachAnnieU@aol.com [mailto:CoachAnnieU@aol.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 11:23 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: garage demolition 
 
and how do the disabled people get from new "temporary" locations to rr station? 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Richey, Keith - Xylem [mailto:Keith.Richey@Xyleminc.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 11:26 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
 
Dear Mr. Alexander, 
  
In my view, the parking garage is fine and should just be repaired as necessary.  If it does need to be replaced, 
which I doubt, then the new one should be in the same spot.  It is perfect where it is.  There is plenty of easy access 
for cars into and out of the garage and for people to and from the train station. 
  
With the limited resources available, what is driving this? 
  
Keith Richey  
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Klein, Dana [mailto:dana.klein@credit-suisse.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 11:37 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Demolition of Stamford Railroad parking garage 
 
Dear Mark, please do not demolish the Stamford Railroad Station Garage which will result in the loss of 720 
desperately needed parking spaces unless there is a truly viable plan for replacement parking for this volume of 
cars during the two year construction period.  Parking is already at capacity in Stamford and the surrounding 
railroad stations and the loss of this large number of spaces will result in chaos and massive inconvenience for 
commuters who already suffer exceedingly long commutes to work. 
 
Thank you for considering my views. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dana F. Klein 
45 Bridle Trail 
Darien, CT  06820 
Dana.klein@csg.com 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Gregory Shulas [mailto:gshulas@money-media.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 11:28 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Please abondon all plans to demolish the Stamford train station 
 
Please abandon all efforts to demolish the Stamford Train Station. This is not a well thought out plan that seems to 
serve special interests and not commuters. This is a huge huge step backward to both commuters and the City of 
Stamford and its interest. I ask that you postpone this project. It will create both chaos around the train station 
and potential safety issues as people rush from a further out location. Can you confirm you received my mention? 
 
Gregory Shulas  

New York, NY 10018  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: maureenv17@yahoo.com [mailto:maureenv17@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 12:24 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford parking garage project 
 
Hello-I am a daily commuter and cannot believe the proposed project for the parking garage. What is the point of a 

parking garage for commuters being so inconvenient for commuters? I don't understand this. Plus, if it's like other 

Connecticut transportation projects, it will take several years, not 2, to complete. Is there direction for people as to 

what to do in the meantime? Where are people to park? Overcrowd the Glenbrook and Springdale stations? Were 

these things even considered when planning this? Please give me some information on this and also, if there is 

someone else I should contact, please let me know. Thank you for your time. 

 

Sincerely, Maureen Morrison 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Darren Wendell [mailto:darrenwendell@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 1:05 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
 
Parking in Stamford for MetroNorth is already very crowded. With horrible traffic from I95 causing backups on 
local roads in the area, moving the train station parking anywhere that isn't adjacent to the station is a big mistake. 
By moving the parking up to 1/4 mile away you are encouraging residents to look at NY State as an alternative to 
living and paying taxes in CT. 
  
Please reconsider this plan and focus on putting more parking adjacent to the Stamford train station, not less and 
further away! 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Leslie Heyison [mailto:lheyison@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 7:15 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: Joseph A. Heyison 
Subject: Demolition of Stamford Parking Garage 
 
Thank you for leaving the flyer on our cars. I had no idea that CDOT was planning to demolition the parking garage. 
 
If the garage is demolished, I will probably opt to drive into NYC with my husband. There are so many transfers as 
it is and in bad weather, walkinh even a quarter of a mile is a real nuisance. 
 
Another option would be to park in another town's lot if that is feasible.  
 
Net, net, consider the move to another lot a quarter mile away to be lost revenue to the city of Stamford or 
possibly the state of Ct. 
 
Sincerely, 
Leslie Heyison 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Robert Sbarra [mailto:bobsbarra@msn.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 9:52 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W; ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Demolition of Transportation Center Garage 
 
I will keep this brief.The thought of building another garage up to 1/4 away makes no sense to me or many others. 

Being able to park at the station and be sheltered from the weather was and still is a great idea. Building a new one 

further away is form of government stupidity. The old ( current garage ) should be renovated. I had read that doing 

this is more expensive than building a new garage. You need to give people the choice of paying more to leave the 

garage where it is rather than move it. I am willing to pay more. If the garage is moved every politician involved will 

lose my vote in the next election. I am looking forward to the public hearing. 

 

Regards, 

Bob Sbarra  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: c_davis Davis [mailto:C_DAVIS@msn.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 3:40 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Garage at Trasportion Center 
 
One of the good things about Stamford is the relative ease of parking on the main line of Metro North.  This adds 
to the real estate value and adding any hassle and time to commutes tends to have a negative impact on property 
values.  Depending what level one is on in a garage, building a garage 1/4 mile from the station could add ten to 
fifteen minutes one way. If we take ten minutes and double it that is 20 minutes per day or 80 hours a year.     
  
Please take into account that there are those of us who cannot walk 1/4 mile without difficulty and inclement 
weather makes the challenge that much more difficult.    
  
Look at Greenwich and shopping is mainly on the Avenue not at the station.  Trying to build a destination for 
shopping while a nice idea is not realistic.  Take care of the commuters first and additional revenue should be 
secondary. 
  
Clark Davis 
312 Cascade Road 
Stamford, CT 06903 3034 
Tel:  203-329-1271 
Cell: 203-561-3635 
Fax:  203-968-9281 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Anthony Aulenti [mailto:aaulenti@tristate-envelope.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 9:13 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Stamford garage 
 
Obviously, the closer the parking is to the station -- the better.  Parking at a quarter mile distance to the trains is 
easily walkable.  However, in the interest of safety, there should be a visible police presence on the streets 
especially for the evening commuters. 
At this time, there is no police presence other than an occasional show of force for anti-terrorism purposes and 
they are always near the ticket sales or on the platforms.   
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Andrew.Holmes@hklaw.com [mailto:Andrew.Holmes@hklaw.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 2:15 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: FW: Stamford Garage 
 
Please include in official hearing file. 
 
Andrew S. Holmes | Holland & Knight 
Partner 
31 West 52nd Street | New York NY 10019 
Phone 212.513.3243 | Mobile 203.329.9289 (203.278.0537) andrew.holmes@hklaw.com |  
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: CTRailCommuterCouncil [mailto:ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 1:39 PM 
To: Holmes, Andrew S (NYC - X73243) 
Subject: RE: Stamford Garage 
 
Thanks Andrew.  We agree. 
 
Could you please re-send your comments as an e-mail to:  mark.w.alexander@ct.gov so they can be included in the 
official hearing file? 
 
Jim Cameron,  Chairman 
CT  Metro-North  Rail Commuter Council 
"Advocates for better rail services in CT" 
Web:              www.trainweb.org/ct  
E-Mail:           CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Blog:             “Talking Transportation” 
Phone:            203-655-0138 
Cell:             203-952-5758 
Twitter:          CTRailCommuters 
  
-----Original Message----- 
From: Andrew.Holmes@hklaw.com [mailto:Andrew.Holmes@hklaw.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 1:14 PM 
To: CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Stamford Garage 
 
Commonsense would dictate locating any new Parking Garage in the exact same location.  The footprint is already 
there, it is as close as possible to the tracks, etc.  If we don't replace the Garage what else would possibly go there? 
If during the demolition and re-construction period we have to temporarily park somewhere else, sobeit but there 
is a reason that the Garage was located where it is. Leave it there and make it bigger/taller (and more logically 
organized). 
Attorney Andrew Holmes 
Stamford Resident_ 
-------------------------- 
Andrew S. Holmes 
H+K 
Tel. 212 513 3243; 203 278 0537 
andrew.holmes@hklaw.com 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Gary Bologna [mailto:gbologna@alicart.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 9:08 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Garage 
 
Good morning, Mark. I would like to express my concern about the future of my daily commute from the Stamford 
train station to New York as regards parking and current garage reconstruction: 
  
Is the current garage really beyond repair or can a plan be developed to repair and refurbish it? 
  
Can a new garage site be found and a new garage built adjacent to or close enough to the current one to allow the 
current one to operate in the interim? 
  
What provisions will be made transport commuters from a temporary site to the current station if all other plans 
fail? 
  
I thank you for your concern on our behalf and plan to attend the public hearing in August. 
  
Regards, 
  
Gary Bologna 
Chief Operating Officer 
The Alicart Restaurant Group 
1501 Broadway, Suite 515 
New York, New York 10036 
p 212.675.7722 
f 212.675.9756 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Patrick Kierski [mailto:pkierski@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 8:24 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford garage 
 
Do not understand why few years after remodeling Stamford garage, someone decided to demolish it.  Shame!!!   
  
The garage location is perfect today, and construction should not be demolished.  Parking space is limited, but do 
not understand why drivers from NY, NJ or other  states have opportunity to purchase discounted monthly access. 
This privilege should be limited to Stamford residents only.  Other CT drivers should have also access to discounted 
access (as they pay CT taxes), but drivers from other states should pay  full price and find parking around the 
station.  When you go to visit any state  facilities always residents pay discounted price and visitors from other 
states full price.   
Stamford garage is for Stamford residents !!!!  As Stamford resident visiting Westport or Greenwich beach I need 
to pay extremely high price.  Why?  Stamford garage for Stamford residents. 
 
Patrick Kierski 114 Four Brooks Road Stamford, CT 06903 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Ken Heath [mailto:kenheath@optonline.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 7:35 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford garage 
 
Mark, 
 
Will the current garage be available while construction goes on at the new site?  In the good weather a quarter of a 
mile is fine but what about rain, snow, cold, heat? 
 
Why does the current garage need to be torn down? 
 
Thanks, 
 
Ken Heath 
kenheath@optonline.net 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Bill [mailto:bipp@optonline.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 4:36 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: STAMFORD GARAGE DEMOLITION 
 
Mark 
I received a notice on my windshield today that the old garage is going to be demolished. 
The parking will then be a nightmare. 
Why did not the state buy a piece of land next to the station and build a new garage before the demolished the old 
garage 
There is nowhere to park other than the garage.  This dumb move will bring the train station back to the early 60’s 
when there was no parking and what little parking there was it was dangerous to go to your car due to the drugs 
and theft in the area. 
What is your role to a solution to this problem? 
 
If not solution do not demolish the garage until you have a new garage built nearby. 
 
Bill Ippolito 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Partha Sarkar [mailto:psar@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 9:37 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W; ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Stamford garage to be demolished ? 
 
Hello Sir, 
 
My name is Partha Sarkar and I am a resident of Stamford. I park in the garage and take the train to work everyday. 
I just got to know that the garage would be demolished, a new garage will be moved a quarter mile from the 
current location and it can take a long time for this whole project to complete.  
 
Firstly, I don't see any apparent issues with the current garage service. It is clean, convenient, secure, friendly and 
well maintained. I am not sure what this demolition project is trying to fix. Secondly, it would create quite a bit of 
inconvenience for me and hundreds of people who park and commute everyday and I am not sure if there is any 
plan to help us with the parking service. Finally, I would like to know more about this initiative so that I can learn 
more and discuss this with others who share the garage everyday. Let me know what's the best way to find more 
details. 
 
Thanking you. 
Regards, 
Partha. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Rekha-Leigh [mailto:rlpunch@optonline.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 9:35 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Stamford Garage to be Demolished 
Importance: High 
 

Dear Mr. Alexander, 
 

I don’t mean to be rude and I’m sure your job at this point is a very difficult one with lots of email responses on the 
issue. 
Is this a joke!?!  
Stamford seems to have enough half attended restaurants and unoccupied housing?  
This current parking garage's location is the best thing this station has going for its commuters! It is extremely 
convenient and safe  – I am on the 6:25 or 6:30 a.m. every week day and I travel from work and meetings from NYC 
late at nights. Like many commuters I fly out quite often and to be able to park so conveniently and just wheel your 
luggage from car to train is magic.  
 

The new proposal makes absolutely no sense to me --  I will strong consider moving out of Stamford if this change 
occurs, and if I don’t – it makes way more sense to me to drive to city than park ¼  or ½  mile away from the 
station.   
I think the entire idea of more apartments and restaurants is utter rubbish!!! 
 

Let’s make it more difficult for the moderately income taxpayers of Stamford and pave the way for fat-cat 
developers! 
Again, so sorry - my anger is not directed towards you. 
 

Thanks for your time,  
RLP 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Maureen Morrison [mailto:maureenv17@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 2:06 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford parking garage project 
 
Hello-I am expressing more concerns about the demolition and rebuilding of the Stamford parking garage. Again, 
where will 1,500-1,700 people park in the meantime while the new garage is being constructed? I take a later train 
into work each day, the 11:39 from Glenbrook. Am I going to drive to that station to find it full every day and 
nowhere for me to park by that time because morning commuters need to park there, because they have nowhere 
else to park? Where will I go then? Have any of these details been considered?  
 
Why can't the best interest of the commuters be the number-one priority? We already pay through the roof to 
ride these trains, now we can't park comfortably to get to said trains. I don't understand why the state of 
Connecticut, whether it's the DOT or the legislature, insists on punishing people who commute into the city. We 
DO give money and taxes to Connecticut, give income tax to Connecticut. What do we get in return? Initiatives that 
constantly add to our commute and our costs to commute. And I feel all of these concerns fall on deaf ears and 
these e-mails will just end up being a waste of time to write. 
 
Sincerely, Maureen Morrison 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Neel Doshi [mailto:neel.doshi@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 9:12 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford train station garage demolition 
 
I am a monthly pass holder for the Stamford garage, which makes riding on the train back and forth to NYC very 
easy.  Naturally, I would like the shortest possible walk from the parking area to the train tracks.  What about the 
garages at RBS and UBS?  With the layoffs and transfer of jobs back into NYC (I am a former Stamford UBS 
employee), do they have extra parking spaces? 
 
Regards, 
Neel Doshi 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: scott keyes [mailto:scottkeyes@optonline.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 7:37 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford train station parking lot 
 
In response to the flyer at the train station: 
 
The parking ramp should be within 50 yards of the station and accessible to the station without going outside (at 
least a covered walkway). 
 
The idea of placing the parking ramp ¼-mile from the station is ABSURD!!!   I travel extensively.  Train stations 
around the world have parking garages attached (or very close) to the station.  The Stamford station should also 
 
Scott Keyes 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: john lawrence [mailto:jeslawrence@att.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 10:01 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: station parking plans 
 

Dear Mark Alexander, 
as a regular commuter since 1988, I am shocked by proposals to exchange station parking for other commercial 
locations, and asking station parkers to walk up to a quarter mile dragging suitcases through the rain...amazing!  
As the CTRCC press release, with which I completely agree,  noted:"One of the reasons that the Stamford rail 
station is so heavily used is that parking is abundant and adjacent to the station, steps away by covered bridges," ... 
"To allow developers to use the old garage site for shopping or offices and force commuters to walk a quarter mile 
is not fair, would discourage ridership and would be a sell-out to private interests."  
I urge you to understand how important this is to regular commuters...it is essential that convenient, affordable 
parking be at the station, not a fifteen minute walk away.... 
regards,  
John Lawrence 
Gatewood, Stamford, Ct 06901  
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Coblentz, Rosy (NYC-IPG) [mailto:Rosy.Coblentz@interpublic.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 11:36 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Demolition of 720 space parking garage 
 

Hi Mark, 
 

My name is Rosy Coblentz; I got the note about the demolition of the parking garage in Stamford. I 
I had waited 5 years in order to get a spot at this particular garage. I am very happy with the location, I am a 
working mom with little children that I have to drop off at school before I get to the train station, any minute 
counts for me,  I can’t and I am not  willing to walk farther my life is already hectic as it is and I don’t want to get 
worst. 
Please Do Not demolish the garage and please consider my petition. 
Thanks. 
Rosy Coblentz  
+1 212 704 1346 office 
Rosy.Coblentz@interpublic.com 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Nataliya Kozlova [mailto:rwomabroad@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 5:07 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: location of new garage of Stamford train statiom 
 

Dear sir,  
  

My name is Nataliya Kozlova. I'd like to sent my comment about location of new Stamford garage instead of old 
one. I and my family would like to park as closer as possible to Stamford train station. I think one quater of mile is 
too far and location of the garage right now is perfect. Many people need to commute every day and walk from 
the station to the garage everyday under different  weather conditions.  Also safety is important- it would be very 
uncomfortable walk too far at night. A replacement garage may be placed on the same location with extended 
area. 
  

Regards,  
Nataliya Kozlova 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Casey, Robert [mailto:Robert.Casey@us.cibc.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 12:54 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Parking Garage 
 
Mr Alexander: 
  
The DOT plan regarding the Stamford Parking Garage is ill-conceived and is a poor response to what was shoddy 
oversight to a even shoddier construction job when the garage was built. So now the DOT is going to rectify a 
mistake they made long ago with a new plan to move the garage 1/4 mile away and us the land for a for profit 
shopping complex? How to commuters fare under such a plan? Does the DOT even care? 
  
Robby Casey 
  
Robert W. Casey, Jr I Executive Director I Corporate Credit Products I Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce I 425 
Lexington Ave, NY NY 10017 I 212-885-4309 office I 203-918-2240 mobile I robert.casey@cibc.com 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Sandra Sondak [mailto:sandra.sondak@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 12:44 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: STAMFORD GARAGE 
 
Hi Mark, 
  
I just want to voice my opinion that is not necessary to demolish the old garage. What you can do is just re-
enforced the structure. I am sure there are ways to upgrade or strengthen the garage structure with much less 
hassle and money.  
  
I am a commuter and walking about a quarter mile would be a burden because I leave on a very early train and 
come back late. A lot of times, running to catch the train so that I can make it on time to the office. 
  
Please consider us commuter when you make the decision. 
  
Thank you. 
  
Sandra Sondak 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Frohn, Werner [mailto:Werner.Frohn@apg-am.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 12:19 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford MTA parking garage 
 
Dear Mr. Alexander, 
 
I am slightly concerned that this entire operation has been moving along with barely any information provision to 
train commuters. In some way we should be seen as “clients”. Correct? 
 
My daily commute is 1 hour and 15 minutes door-to-door one way and I am lucky to be immediately working 
around GCT. Imagine the people going to Wall street and potentially living in North Stamford, who will have a 2 
hour door-to-door commute one way. 
 
I would really hope that the new garage remains close to the station. Alternative solutions like a shuttle or rail 
support from the new garage to the station will just add another transfer point with potential delays, bottle necks 
and breakdown potential. And in our harsh climate, during many days it will be a hassle to walk. Do we really want 
to create another Staten Island or New Jersey like commute to Manhattan? One of the perks of remaining in 
Stamford has been the commutation connectivity. 
 
I hope that my concerns will be heard as input for your decision making on positioning the new garage. 
 
Best regards, 
Werner Frohn 
Senior Portfolio Manager 
Opportunity Fund 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Suzette Kolacki [mailto:suzette.kolacki@kkr.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 4:14 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford parking Garage 
 
Mark –  
I am writing in regard to the proposal to demolish the existing parking garage located in Stamford, CT, adjacent to 
the transportation center. WHAT ARE YOU THINKING???  I am very opposed to this structure being moved a ¼ mile 
from the station.  The parking garage is very convenient where it is.  I have an hour and a half commute every day 
and moving the parking garage will add another 20 minutes to an already long commute.  Please, leave the parking 
garage where it is.   
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Suzette Kolacki   
9 West 57th Street, Suite 4200 
New York, NY 10019 
Office: 212.271.9941 
suzette.kolacki@kkr.com| www.kkr.com 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

  

mailto:kathleen.hall@kkr.com
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From: Pittignano, Vincent [mailto:vincent.pittignano@citi.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 1:39 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
 
Mr, Alexander - is the entire garage being demolished or just part of the garage?  If just part of the garage, how 
many spaces will be left for parking? 
  
Vincent Pittignano 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Jeff Lewis [mailto:4jefflewis@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 1:36 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
 
I am writing to you because I understand that you are the correct person to communicate with about future plans 
for the Stamford parking garage.  If that is incorrect, would you please forward to the correct person?  
 
I use the station & garage daily, and no one can dispute that the Stamford garage needs help - and lots of it.  That 
said, there are many proposals I have read about that would involve moving parking to an alternate location, some 
very remote.  I therefore write to express my opinion that any garage plans must (1) have a new structure (if there 
is to be one) conveniently located for commuters/customers such that it is not a long walk from car to train, (2) 
allow people parking to connect to the station area above the tracks, and (3) be done in a way that does not 
disrupt the hundreds of people who currently use the station and garage.  These are important for the general 
commuters and more important particularly to elderly and physically handicapped,   I understand that what I am 
saying may in the eyes of some be mutually exclusive, but that does not mean that these priorities can be ignored.  
The current proposals to place parking 1/2 mile or more (when you take into account where the cars will be) is not 
acceptable from the users standpoint.   
 
Thank you,  
Jeff Lewis (67 East Lane, Stamford) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Ingram, Douglas - GCM [mailto:doug.ingram@baml.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 11:34 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
 
Mark, 
 
I just yesterday found out that the parking garage at the Stamford train station will be demolished?  While I have 
many questions, my first basic question is why?  That garage is the lifeblood for hundreds (maybe thousands) of 
commuters to NYC from Stamford on a daily basis.   
 
Are they planning to build a new one on the exact same site?  If not, what is expected to be built there?   
 
I have no idea where to build a new garage if not on the existing site – there is not much open space nearby to fit a 
garage the magnitude of which is required to handle the volume of commuters that use that garage daily.  Perhaps 
on the SW corner of Washington and Station Place (where there is currently a large hole in the ground and no 
construction taking place for the past several years)? 
 
Also, I would assume that if a new garage is to be built in a different location, the existing one will not be 
demolished until the new one is completed to avoid mass chaos and confusion for commuters, not to mention 
significant traffic snarl-ups all around the train station during rush hour.   
 
Thanks for your time.  Responses to any of these questions will be appreciated. 
 
A very concerned resident, commuter and husband / father of 3, 
Doug Ingram 
 
Douglas M. Ingram 
Managing Director 
Bank of America Merrill Lynch 
One Bryant Park 
New York, New York 10036 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Marge Lilienthal [mailto:lilienmw@optonline.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 4:18 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
 
As a 59 year old frequent commuter to NYC, I feel adamant that the parking for commuters must be at the train 
station and not a block or more away.  Working in the city requires adhering to time tables, occasionally adjusting 
schedules and altering times of travel; to have to add additional time to this commute is a hardship.  As a woman, I 
am also concerned about safety and the additional distance adds additional risk getting to and from one's car to 
the train.  The weather conditions also factor into my desire to having parking at the station; it is a great 
convenience not to have to weather the elements any more than necessary.   
 
The obvious argument for parking at the station is that this is a commuter hub.  People are going to the Stamford 
train station to travel or to pick up/drop off those who do travel.  Parking must be at that travel point not further 
away.  It is ludicrous to think of the train station as a "destination point" for shopping, dining or conference venue.  
The latter could certainly be a few blocks away! 
 
Lastly, I have noticed a number of my fellow commuters go through various surgeries or sustain injuries which 
required them to use crutches, walkers, or other aides in order to get themselves back to work.  How would these 
people or others with permanent disabilities fare with parking not immediately at the train station? 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
Marge Lilienthal 
(PLEASE DO NOT USE MY NAME) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Jack [mailto:jrbuchmiller@msn.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 8:04 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: STAMFORD PARKING GARAGE DEMOLITION 
 
It's so obvious it shouldn't even have to be said: rebuild the parking garage in the same damn place with the same 
parking capacity!!!  If you rebuild it a quarter mile away I will go to a different station and I will NEVER patronize 
any business occupying the old location -- and I'll be sure to write and tell them that before they sign the lease.   
 
They'd have to be stupid to rent space there anyway; you can't keep the businesses downstairs afloat as it is, and if 
commuter must walk 1/4 mile to & from their cars do you really think they're going to spend even more time to 
buy stuff they have to lug a 1/4 mile to their cars?   
 
JRB 
 
P.S.  I'll start applying for parking at other stations this weekend.   
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Stephen H. Alpert [mailto:SAlpert@OSHR.COM]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 4:40 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Stamford Railroad Station Parking Garage 
 
Dear Mr. Alexander:  I am a daily commuter from the Stamford station and have held a monthly pass to the garage 
at the station for many years.  I am responding to the flyer left on my vehicle yesterday, advising of the impending 
demolition of the old parking garage and inviting me to send comments.  Here are my responses to the questions 
posed in the flyer: 
  
1.  "Where should the new garage be built?"   With all due respect, the answer seems absurdly obvious and simple 
to me.  The replacement garage must be built at the Stamford station, either on exactly the location of the 
demolished garage or on other adjacent land which will provide equally easy and convenient access to the 
Stamford station for all those who use the trains, whether daily commuters or infrequent Metro North or Amtrak 
users.   Any use or construction proposed for the location of the old garage that does not consist of a replacement 
garage would be inappropriate, inconvenience those who use the rails and discourage train usage out of Stamford 
station.  By way of analogy, I am confident that the CT Dept of Transportation would not consider removing the 
bus terminus/departure area from its current location adjacent to the station to a new location a "quarter mile 
from the station", for the simple reason that it would obviously inconvenience bus riders who use the rails and 
discourage bus commutation to and from the trains.  The thought is absurd and placing a new garage a "quarter 
mile from the station" is no less absurd.   
  
2.  "Where will you park when this is done?"  I assume that the question is where will I park after demolition of the 
old garage.  I have frankly been assuming that, as a monthly pass holder, I will be able to continue to use my pass 
in the "new" garage at the station and park there.  Please advise if that is not going to be the case, and if it's not 
going to be the case, I frankly have no idea at the moment what reasonably workable options might exist.   
  
3.  "How far are you willing to walk to the station?"  It is not clear to me whether the question is focused on (i) the 
period following demolition and prior to the opening of a replacement garage, or (ii) following opening of a 
replacement garage.   In any event, and in either case, I am not willing to undertake more that a relatively quick 
walk from remote parking to the station, say perhaps three to five minutes.  If this is not possible, then, unless I 
have continued access to the existing "new" garage at the station or to a private garage in close proximity and with 
reasonable rates, I will in all likelihood cease commuting from Stamford station. 
  
In closing, I am happy to incur some modest inconvenience during demolition and construction of a replacement 
garage as the price for a modern, quality replacement parking facility at the station.   I would add my observation, 
however, that people drive to and leave their vehicles at the Stamford station solely for the purpose of quick, 
easy access to the trains.  Siting of a new garage any place other than at the station would not satisfy that purpose, 
would inconvenience me and other rail commuters, discourage rail usage at a time when the State should be doing 
everything possible to encourage train usage, and would constitute the height of counterproductive transporation 
development, in my view.   
  
Thank you for your consideration.  Respectfully, Steve Alpert 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Craig Stevens [mailto:CStevens@hsksearch.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 10:38 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford RR parking garage 
Importance: High 
 
Mark Alexander, 
I am commute daily from Stamford to NYC over 15years I waited 3 years to get my parking pass for the garage to 
pay monthly; we should not have to walk any distance from the parking garage to the station. It should be the way 
it is now walk across to the tracks not ¼ mile away 
People who have a monthly passes where will we park now? Where do we go to have our voices heard? 
Sincerely 
Craig Koller 
300 East 42nd Street, 15th Floor 
New York, NY  10017 
212 661-5250 
212-490-5322 
cstevens@hsksearch.com 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: s heekin [mailto:heekinsh@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 10:20 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Train Station Parking 
 
Dear Mr. Alexander: 
 
I ask that the Department of Transportation keep as a top priority the needs and convenience of train commuters 
who park at the Stamford train station,  as DOT evaluates proposals to develop the current site and replace the 
existing facility. I am one of those commuters, and collectively we are a vital part of the Stamford community and 
economy.  Please do your utmost to look out for our considerations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Scott Heekin-Canedy 
94 Hobson Street 
Stamford, CT 06902 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Virginia.Lorenzo@thomsonreuters.com [mailto:Virginia.Lorenzo@thomsonreuters.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 5:06 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Train Station Project 
 
Project Description: The Connecticut Department of Transportation (Department) is proposing to replace the 
Department's original parking garage located at the Stamford Transportation Center in Stamford, CT through a 
public-private partnership agreement that will include Transit-Oriented Development (TOD). Up to $35 million 
dollars in bond proceeds are available from the State of Connecticut relative to the replacement garage. The 
original garage at the Stamford Transportation Center provides some 727 spaces and was constructed in the 
1980's, while a second garage provides an additional 1,200 parking spaces and will remain.  The public-private 
partnership will include demolition of the original multi-level parking garage and the creation of 1,000 (minimum) 
commuter parking spaces within a 1/4 mile of the Stamford Transportation Center, possible improvements to the 
Stamford Transportation Center, improvements to Station Place, and the construction of TOD components within a 
1/2 mile of the Stamford Transportation Center.  Prior to demolition of the original garage, at least 727 parking 
spaces will be provided in the vicinity. 
 
Comments: 
 
Based on the map of the ¼ mile radius of the current garage where do you propose to create a minimum of 1,000 
parking spaces?  The map shows space already occupied by 
RBS 
UBS 
New construction sites on Atlantic Street and part of the South End redevelopment 
A small, full commuter parking lot 
Commercial commuter lot on Atlantic Street 
New apartments on Atlantic Street 
Private homes 
Will the spaces that are “in walking distance” costs less? 
What do you define as the ‘vicinity’ for the 727 spaces that will available prior to the demolition of the original 
garage?  Will there be a significant reduction in the monthly/daily fees since we pay a  premium to park close to 
the station? 
Will the remaining garage spaces be restricted to Stamford residents who are long-time monthly permit holders? 
What research has been done to demonstrate that the already congested railroad station area will attract people 
shops, offices and other “TOD”?   
 
Stamford is a major rail hub for MetroNorth and Amtrak passengers and on-site parking is essential to the 
ridership.  I doubt that anyone in the CDOT or who has been involved in the proposal has ever been a commuter.  
Otherwise they would understand that a 15-20 minute walk to/from the station is a big deal – it’s adding 30-40 
minutes a day to an already long commute. 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Andy Devries [mailto:andy.devries@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2012 4:42 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: you have to be kiddin me 
 
Please don't demolish the stamford parking garage, it is in integral part of my commute. have you no shame?  
selling the prized land to one of Malloy or Pavia's developer buddies and making hundreds of commuters walk a 
quarter mile every day is just obnoxious and slap in the face to us tax payers.  -andy  
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: catlogking@aol.com 
To: Mark.W.Alexander@ct.gov 
Stamford should consider advanced technologies that are far more environmentally friendly than conventional 
garage structures including pre-fab parking systems such as MorePark which allows for temporary and long term 
parking solutions with a demountable structure, and automated parking which has the lowest carbon footprint of 
all systems 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Ross Taylor [mailto:rtaylor@somersetcap.net]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 1:36 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Comment on Stamford Train Station PArking 
 
If I were not able to park at the train station, it is unlikely that I would continue to use MetroNorth to commute to 
NYC.  As it is, the worst part of my day is leaving the train station and trying to get home.  I live north of the 
Merritt, and commute into NYC three days a week.  It routinely takes 25 minutes or more to get home, much of it 
spent trying to get past I-95 due to poor traffic management by the city of Stamford.  Having to walk any distance 
to get my car will add 5, 10 or even more minutes to that trip, adding that much time to my commute, and giving 
me days when it will take me almost as long to get off the train and get home as it does to get from my office to 
the station at Stamford.  That is not an attractive and acceptable alternative.   
 
For over 10 years I drove into Manhattan.  The trip in would take less than an hour (I currently leave my home 
around 6am), while the return trip would usually take me a bit longer.  Having to walk to get my car, especially in 
inclement weather, not only will add time, it will add meaningfully to the commutes discomfort (starting the day 
off soaked either by rain or sweat is not my idea of a “good time”).  Should I have to walk any distance to get my 
car, or should my car end up parked away from the train station on the “wrong” side of I-95, the train rapidly loses 
out to driving as the logical means I would use to get into NYC, especially as I have the luxury of determining if and 
when I work in NYC.  Not only would the total trip take less time on most days, it would also be a lot more pleasant 
(no rude passengers trying to fight you for space in a too small seat, or pretending to be asleep so as to give 
themselves room, a much more comfortable seat, and my car is simply in a lot better condition than any of the 
train cars I ride on, which are dirty and often in poor repair).  With the cost of travelling in by train coming in at 
over $400/month (including gas), there really is no difference in the overall price I would pay to drive versus taking 
the train, so convenience would be the determining factor, and forcing me to park away from the train station 
would be a decided factor against using the train. 
 
Ross Taylor 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Steven Higashide [mailto:Steven@tstc.org]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 4:30 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Comments on Notice of Scoping for Stamford Transportation Center 
 
Mark, 
 
On behalf of the Tri-State Transportation Campaign I am submitting the attached comments on the Notice of 
Scoping for the Stamford Transportation Center Parking and Transit Oriented Development.  
 
Best, 
 
Steven Higashide 
Federal Advocate 
Tri-State Transportation Campaign 
o: 212.268.7474 - c: 908.705.3665 - www.tstc.org  
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: CTRailCommuterCouncil [mailto:ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 2:41 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: FYI: COMMUTER COMMENT: Stamford garage 
 
From: DON & JEAN SHROPSHIRE [mailto:theshropshires@bellsouth.net]  
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2012 10:31 AM 
To: Jim Cameron; ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com 
Cc: L. Scott Frantz; senator@blumenthal.senate.gov; jean shropshire 
Subject: Re: COMMUTER ALERT: Stamford garage to be demolished 
 
how can anyone think of demolition of  ANYTHING related to the metro north rail way system when what you have 
already is in tremendous need of repair and general clean up.  
 
took the train from Cos Cob yesterday to Grand Central and back and couldn't believe the litter,debris, rusted 
infrastructure, graffi, unfinished painting of railings at the mamaroneck and mt. vernon east railroad stations, 
rough "road bed", noise etc. etc. etc.  
 
the neglect related to metro north is a disgrace. 
 
the conditions we have to put up with are more related to the 3rd world country. 
 
CLEAN UP AND REPAIR IS WHAT IS NEEDED AND URGENT. 
 
Demolition of the Stamford railway station should be LAST on the list. 
 
the shropshires, 4 sound shore drive, greenwich, ct.  
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Netzero [mailto:lisbetandbo@netzero.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2012 8:19 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Demolish Stamford Garage 
 
Dear Sir, 
I would like to sound my surprise to the demolishing of the Stamford train station parking garage and build shops 
and housing. 
I have a big problem understanding that building shops and housing at a train station can be successful. There are 
many commuters who uses the parking and it is difficult to understand why all these commuters should suffer. 
Why are the shops and housing not build on the place where the potential new parking lot is planned to be build. 
Taking the difficult financial times into consideration it seems to me to be a better solution to keep the parking 
garage as is and thereby save the the demolishing and rebuilding cost for the parking and only spend for the shops 
and housing at the planned new place for the parking. 
I certainly hope that the City will choose an acceptable solution, which is for the best of the current commuters 
and not a solution, which will be bad for the commuters and also financially looks as a bad idea. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
Bo Nicolaisen 
275 Fox Ridge Road 
Stamford CT 06903 
1 203 461 8356 
Sent from my iPad 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Sanzo, Jerome (Eurohypo) [mailto:jsanzo@EHUS.COM]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 2:57 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Demolition of Stamford Transportation Center Garage 
 
Dear Mr. Alexander, 
 
I have received a flyer at the Stamford Transportation Center Garage which states that the Garage is to be 
demolished and replaced at another location which may be moved up to a quarter mile away. Further, I am led to 
understand that the demolition and new construction will take at least two years. 
 
I have been parking at the Stamford Transportation Center Garage for at least 15 years because I commute by train 
to New York City from my home in North Stamford. I wish to strongly protest any relocation of the Garage. It is 
difficult enough dealing with the constantly delayed Metro North trains, as well as the logjam of downtown 
Stamford traffic every morning and evening. The proposal as I currently understand it would make my daily 
commute even more intolerable, and will lead me to strongly consider the alternative of driving by car on a daily 
basis to Manhattan.  
  
Thank you for your consideration,  
Jerome Sanzo 
jsanzo@ehus.com 
203-253-6543 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Rob [mailto:robertj.interport@rcn.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 3:01 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Parking garage demolition 
 
Mr. Alexander, 
 
I am writing to express my concern and disappointment in hearing about the planned demolition and relocation of 
the Stamford Train Station parking garage. 
 
I am a long time resident of Stamford, and have been commuting by rail to NYC daily for more years than I care to 
admit. It took years of waiting for a monthly parking spot in the garage until I finally got one, which made the long 
commute a little more bearable. I don't live that far from the station - I am south of the Merritt - and it still takes 
me about 1.5 hours door to door. Those in North Stamford have even longer commutes, I'm sure. If we were to 
lose those crucial parking spaces near the station and have to park farther away and deal with walking - especially 
in bad weather - it would add a tremendous burden on all of us who live in Stamford and commute to New York, 
and make our already long commutes even longer. 
 
Stamford seems to be enjoying a great period of growth, with more people moving to our great city. This will drive 
an increasing demand for convenient parking near the train station. As it is, it can be tough to find an available 
spot - I see the "Lot Full" sign often enough. I can't imagine what parking will be like if we lose 720 spaces. At a 
time when more parking is needed near the train, not less, we should be looking to expand the garage instead of 
demolishing it. I understand if the old section is in disrepair and needs to be replaced. If that's the case, then it 
should be repaired if possible, or replaced by an even larger capacity garage in the same location. Personally, I 
would not want to add a half mile round trip walk to my daily commute - 3 hours per day is long enough to spend 
just getting to and from work. If that was to happen, I would very seriously consider moving out of Stamford, as I'm 
sure many others would, too. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Rob Yakubovich 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Marina Feldman [mailto:mashaf77@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 8:48 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Public Garage 
 
Hello, 
  
Me and my husband are long time commuters working in NYC. The parking space we've got  is nothing better we 
can desire. it would be a huge problem not having that space. Summer or winter, rain-there is no problem to leave 
a car and jump into the train and coming come is so convenient. Please fight to leave the space as where it is now. 
Thank you 
Feldman's family. 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Cappetta, Michael [mailto:michael.cappetta@citi.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 8:33 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Received Your Flyer on My Car Window 
 
Mark: 
 
Demolishing that parking garage is just a big mistake.  I honestly feel the Stamford train station garage should be 
made bigger to accommodate more vehicles and make mass transportation more easily accessible for people. 
 
I use the Stamford Transportation center 5 or 6 days a week and have been parking in the garage for the past 10+ 
years. 
 
Honestly, that garage makes the transportation center useful and accessible; it's convenient, safe/secure, has 
walkways that connect from the garage to the station and ticket areas, etc.  It's perfect and reasonable priced. 
 
I personally have no choice, I need to ride the train to get to work, so I will use a garage no matter what is 
ultimately decided.   
 
You should endeavor to make parking at transportation hubs, as convenient as possible, to encourage use of mass 
transit.  Have people park 1/4 mile away and walk to the train station in the rain and snow is just not going to 
make mass transportation people's first thought. 
 
I encouraged more thinking on this matter. 
 
My personal view, the Stamford train station parking garage is a significant benefit to mass transportation use and 
should be retained.  Don't demolish it. 
 
Who else should I call to help get the message across. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mike Cappetta 
Michael.Cappetta@Citi.COM 
Mcappe1@sbcglobal.net 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Chris Orlando [mailto:corlando66@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Sunday, June 10, 2012 11:39 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Garage 
 
Mark - I hope this email finds you well. I think it was be a huge mistake moving the garage .25 miles from the 
station. That is the most ridiculous thing I have heard in a long time. Please reconsider this devasting move.  
Respectfully, 
Chris Orlando 
310.569.5484 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Erin Stevens [mailto:eestevens17@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 5:01 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Garage 
 
To whom it may concern: 
 
I wanted to get in touch regarding the Stamford Garage project. Based on the information I have received, it is not 
clear what the actual plan is. It concerns me greatly that the garage may be torn down, with no plan on where the 
new one would be built. 
 
Of course, ideally a garage would be built on the same spot, as I somewhat regularly use the current garage, and 
appreciate the convenience. As someone with a commute over 1.5 hours from door to door, having a close garage 
is important - it would deter me from using the station if I had to walk to get to the station (adding more time on 
to my commute).   
 
But, before I can truly comment and provide feedback on the proposal, I would need more information on what 
the true plan is.  
 
l feel you owe all involved a solid proposal/plan so we can provide appropriate feedback. Otherwise there are just 
a number of angry people on two sides objecting to something they don't fully understand.  
 
Please provide more information on the proposed plan as soon as possible so we can make an informed decision.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Erin Stevens 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: esther giordano [mailto:giordanoem@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Saturday, June 09, 2012 1:54 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W; Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Garage 
 
Dear Mr. Alexander, 

 

First I would like to say I just found out about this request and deadline for comments. It was not posted anywhere 

a regular user of the garage would see it. I just happened to take the elevator in the garage for the first time in 8 

months and see the notice. This suggests that there is no desire to know what the garage users and taxpayers think 

about the "government" plans. 

 

I am sure it has been said and you will here it again from me: 

Facts 

1) Many (such as myself) commuters are not handicapped but can not walk far, or take a lot of stairs without some 

pain or discomfort.  

2) Many (such as myself) pay the $8 and $10 per day rate, which on average of 240 working days amounts to 

$1,920 to $2,400 annually. 

    Folks at work can't believe the waiting list is soooo long and I have to pay soooo much. 

 

I am beyond distressed  and angry that the state would ever move parking away from the location it is in now. 
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Have you given any thought of the danger of walking, rushing or running to catch a train through snow, ice, wind, 

rainstorms and puddles during our various inclement weather? Have you thought of the destruction to a person's 

clothing in a 1/4 mile walk/run to the station? Have you thought of handicapped drivers making their train without 

any danger? Have you thought of the new pedestrian traffic this causes clashing with all the public bus, taxi and 

private pickup/ dropoff car traffic?  

 

To require parking away from its current location and have to go through the above dangers, expenses and 

inconveniences it better be FREE parking.  I doubt that will happen.  Right now I can walk into the train lobby and 

onto the track safely and quickly. I only need to cross parking garage traffic- not the street. I don't need to worry 

about slipping, sliding, falling or breaking any bones because of the weather. I am paying thousands of dollars and 

think that is the least I should get for it. By the way it really disturbs me that our enormous train ticket price 

increases are going to the general state budget - not our trains. This evening three train cars including the one I sat 

in did not have any lights or air conditioning- All for $270+ month. 

 

I can't imagine anyone wanting to live by the train tracks however if you need apartments and stores please fill in 

the hole on the corner of Washington Blvd or across our mall.  In fact new apartments just went up on Washington 

Blvd. near the corner of North street. Have they been filled already? 

Perhaps stores and apartments can be put on top of the new garage just like the Target store in downtown. 

 

The improvements which need to be made and which I have not heard any information on: 

 

1. Speed up the line of cars exiting the garage. It has taken as much as 20 minutes to get out. Perhaps swiping a 

credit or prepay card and having more lanes to exit. 

2. Place the ticket stand in a position where it does not make it difficult for cars entering and exiting at the same 

time. Currently you must drive on the left side to turn the car so the driver can reach the parking attendant. Worse 

case is a front end collision- best and most usual is a tie up of any traffic moving in or out of the garage. 

3.Currently people park their cars for picking up or dropping off passengers in the driving lanes which is not 

allowed, and on the side of the garage which is allowed. The street parking rules are not obeyed or enforced. 

Currently these people block the flow of traffic and the entrance and exits to the garage by taking up driving lane 

space. Do not allow any parking, picking up or dropping off on the road between garage and station. Perhaps make 

a cell phone parking area for these people like the airports have. They can walk the 1/4 mile since they are NOT 

PAYING for parking. 

4. Enforce driving rules or change the lights and lanes under the train track going south on Washington Blvd. Two 

lanes are needed to turn left into the station area so cars do not block Washington Blvd at the 95 entrance ramp. 

 

When I have other thoughts I will pass them on. Thank you for taking time to read this note. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Esther-Marie Giordano 

94 Strawberry Hill Ave  

Stamford, CT 06902 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Kapil Khetan [mailto:kapil.khetan@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 11:52 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: stamford garage 
 
Dear Mr. Alexander, 
 
Please don’t do anything stupid like moving the garage a ¼ mile away.   It is a horrible idea that will ultimately 
result in things worsening for CT as more people either give up or move to a more convenient place. 
 
Regards 
Kapil Khetan 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: adlaurem@aol.com [mailto:adlaurem@aol.com]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 5:48 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Garage-these comments are being sent on June 8th. 
 
You have got to be kidding. As it is, we have to cross the street in rain, ice and snow, with cars trying to run us over 
as if we are targets (especially the taxis--whose drivers got their licenses in a Cracker Jack box!), despite us walking 
in the crosswalk. The garage should be built on top of the train station so that we don't have to cross the street 
and we can simultaneously shelter passengers on the train platforms with the footprint of the new garage.  
 
Before I had a key card for the garage, I had to park in the Bell Street garage, and had to wait 15-20 minutes for 
their shuttle to take me to the station even at 6AM! That is an unacceptable additional amount of time to add on 
to a commute that is already much too long. My office will be moving from midtown to the Wall Street area within 
a year. Imagine a 15-25 minute ride to the train in my car, depending on traffic, followed by a 20-30 minute trip 
from a remote garage (including time for the shuttle to circle around), then a 5 minute trek to the platform and if 
the train is literally right there, a 45 minute trip to midtown, and then changing modes to subway, and add an 
additional 40 minutes downtown, followed by a 5 minute walk to work. That easily translates into a two hour plus 
commute one way using five modes of transportation, multiplied by 2, so that I'll spend a minimum of 4 plus hours 
commuting a day. This is torturous and wholly unacceptable. 
 
I'm not willing to walk one step further than I do now. Half the time the escalator is out of commission, and we 
have to walk up the equivalent of 3 flights of stairs too. How much do you want to torture commuters? What do 
you have against us anyway? Why do you have to demolish the garage that's there? Are you selling it and the land 
under it to a "connected" real estate developer, or some Scottish bank? 
 
This is insane and outrageous! 
 
Debra Winthrop Pollack 
203 358-8666 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Soule, Jeffrey [mailto:JSoule@ise.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2012 7:39 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking 
 
Mr. Alexander, 
 
Can you please confirm when we will no longer be able to park in the state garage at the Stamford train station? 
 
I just heard of the decision to demolish this garage. If the new parking facility is not going to be in the same space 
then why demolish the existing garage before the new one is built? 
 
I am a Connecticut resident and I am aware of our current financial status. Why would the state want to forgo over 
$1 million in revenue during a two year construction period? Wouldn't it make more sense to preserve the 
revenue during construction and build the new garage first? Who has the fiduciary responsibility to protect the tax 
payers of Connecticut? 
 
For me personally, this is an egregious decision that must be addressed. This will disrupt the lives of more than 700 
commuters and will add to our commute times and undoubtably increase our commuting cost. I am already 
stretched from a budgetary perspective and it will be difficult to manage any increases in my expenses.  I currently 
pay $70 per month for parking and it appears that the garage next door just raised their monthly fee to $100, so it 
is evident that there will be a negative financial impact on me. 
 
I pray that there will be some consideration for financial hardships of commuters before demolishing the Stamford 
train station garage. Please provide any additional details you have or a link to where I can stay abreast of these 
developments. Thank you.  
 
Regards, 
Jeff Soule 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: CTRailCommuterCouncil [mailto:ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 2:40 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: FYI: Stamford Parking Garage / Public Comment 
 
FYI…    JC 
 
From: Yelena kabilnitsky [mailto:lenakabi@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 11:21 AM 
To: CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Parking Garage 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
I am a handicapped commuter holding a monthly pass to the parking garage for many years.  My daily commute to 
work takes 2 hours and it is essential to me to get to work on time.  
You are announcing the upcoming demolition/construction of the parking garage and asking me where I will park. 
Let me ask you this question: where will I park my car while you undertake this project?  
When planning such projects the city or whoever is responsible for it should also plan and arrange for an 
alternative option for the commuters, especially those like me. Due to my serious low-back problem I am not 
capable of long walks, especially in bad weather conditions, and require a parking spot close to the station.  
I expect you to notify me in writing what your plans and intentions re my parking are. 
Thank you. 
Yelena Kabilnitsky 
Home: 203-327-6379 
Office: 646-696-2330 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Neal Bantens [mailto:nbantens@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 1:26 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
 
Dear Mr. Alexander, 
 
This is Connecticut civil planning at it’s finest. Thank you for the well prepared, thoughtful procedure of upgrading 
our parking facility. After years of enduring patch-work maintenance that is obviously not enough, we now have to 
add another half an hour to an hour in round trip hiking to our car on top of our 2 hours plus daily commute. And 
what about the handicapped and less physically capable commuters, how long will it take them to get to and from 
the lot? How many thousands of commuters will be doing this “walk” every day? Including all of the commuters 
that do not live here in Stamford. It’s not like we can go to their lots and park, where residency is required. And 
honestly, for how long?  
 
Is there no better alternative? Why was this parking displacement not considered when the building across 
Washington was demolished? That walk would have been far more reasonable, 1 block. The private construction 
could have been delayed until the new garage was constructed. And really, does this stagnate real estate market 
need any more empty spaces to fill? This procedure is inept and poorly planned. Please consider a less time 
consuming alternative, please. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Neal Bantens 
23 Brandt Road, Stamford CT 06905  
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Ken Seiter [mailto:kseiter@NASFT.org]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 11:20 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
 
Mark, 
I heard some concerning news regarding the demolition of the Stamford Parking Garage.  I have some questions: 
Why is it being demolished?  Seems ludicrous and will place a tremendous hardship on many in the community. 
Has any consideration been given to the mess it will create? 
When will this be happening? 
How long will it take? 
What do commuters do in the meantime? 
The Stamford station is a major transportation hub for the area and supports the many workers who need to travel 
to NYC daily in order to support themselves, families and the community.  It would be a travesty for us who are key 
constituents for the area and not very positive for our representation in government. 
 
Ken Seiter 
Chief Marketing Director 
National Association for the Specialty Food Trade, Inc. 
136 Madison Ave, 12th floor 
New York, NY 10016 
646-878-0104 
(F) 646-878-0204 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Laura Spichiger [mailto:spichige@optonline.net] 
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 9:47 AM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
 
I have been using the Stamford Parking Garage for almost 14 years.  
While the garage is in desperate need of repaid in some sections, the complete demolition of the site would cause 
enourmous traffic and delays for the thousands of commuters who depend on it.  I also think that this could 
potentially cause a dangerous situation for pedestrians, if not managed properly. 
 
I hope that a more commuter friendly solution can be found. 
 
Regards, 
 
Laura Spichiger 
16 Butternut Place 
Stamford, CT 06903 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: arbit71@optimum.net [mailto:arbit71@optimum.net]  
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2012 9:45 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage Demolition 
 

Dear Mark 
  

I, Asif Osman, as a 10 year commuter and user of the Stamford Garage am extremely concerned about the 
demolition, loss of parking spaces, the at least 2 year wait for a new garage and the distance I may have to walk to 
catch trains to NYC.  
  

A key appeal of Stamford as a town to raise my family was the easy access provided by the MTA and the 
convenience of parking. The proposed demolition and potential relocation of the garage will greatly inconvenience 
fellow commuters like myself and lessen the appeal of this great City to prospective residents. 
  

I appreciate your consideration of my concerns. Thank you. 
  

Asif Osman 
Stamford resident and homeowner 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Jeffrey Maron [mailto:jeffrey.maron@markitserv.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 5:00 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: 'cameron06820@gmail.com'; 'jr_maron@yahoo.com' 
Subject: Stamford Station Garage 
 
Mr. Alexander, 
I am writing to you as a Stamford resident and daily commuter on Metro North. I am also the holder of a monthly 
parking permit for the garage at the train station. 
I have been made aware that the Connecticut Department of Transportation is soliciting bids for the replacement 
of the older portion of the garage and that they are looking at sites for its replacement as far as a quarter of a mile 
away from the station. 
This is a step backward that will hurt Stamford and Connecticut overall. 
I moved to Stamford primarily because of its convenient access to commuter rail into NYC. Initially I did not have 
access to the garage due to the restricted number of parking spots available and as a result I drove into the city 
every day. However, when I received a monthly permit for the garage, assuring me of parking, I began to take the 
train daily. Perhaps the only benefit of the train station is the parking garage adjacent to the station and its 
covered access to the station and train platforms. 
While I appreciate that the State is looking to bring increased transit oriented development to Stamford, it is 
possible, and it should be the primary goal of this exercise, to combine parking directly at the station with what 
ever other development takes place on that site. 
A quarter of a mile walk in the rain (as we had all week) or the snow (as we have every winter), or summer heat is 
a significant deterrent to using Metro North or Amtrak from Stamford. It also adds a significant time premium to 
already long commute. It makes living in Westchester more attractive, and puts commuters like me back into their 
cars, adding more traffic to the already overwhelmed highways. 
A long walk will keep away vacationers or business travelers with luggage and families with children, especially in 
bad weather. 
We have a valuable asset in a state parking garage located immediately adjacent to the station and that's where it 
should stay. 
Regards, 
 
Jeffrey Maron 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: R Chabot [mailto:rodneychabot@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 12:21 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Station Garage 
 
The existing garage is perfectly located and ATTACHED UNDER COVER to the station.  How can you even consider 
taking away this convenience for an alternative up to 1/4 mile away?  A new expanded garage AT THE PRESENT 
LOCATION, with the same, convenient, undercover direct attachment to the station is the ONLY ALTERNATIVE you 
should consider.  When what we already have works as well as it does, it makes no sense to destroy it.  Why 
should train riders have to walk through rain and snow from a distant garage when the space by the station is 
already there?  PLEASE DON'T TAKE AWAY A GOOD THING!! 
Rodney Chabot 
Member and past Chairman 
Connecticut Rail Commuter Council  
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Lorraine Leonard [mailto:lorraineleonard@optonline.net]  
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2012 6:40 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Cc: 'Fred Leonard' 
Subject: Stamford Station Garage Parking 
 
I am completely opposed to commuters being asked to walk outside in the weather in order to get from the train 
to their car/s.  Suggesting that parking could be as far away as quarter mile is an insult to commuters and a 
discouragement to their living in Stamford versus other communities.   
The garage should be rebuilt where it is now, connected to the train and intelligent use of the airspace above it 
could provide housing, offices or whatever.  Retail could even be accommodated on the streetscape with a parking 
ramp leading up to the floor above for the parking levels.  
Offices and/or housing would be at a higher level producing pleasant views for the occupants and above the noise 
level of the station itself.   
A public/private partnership is fine as long as the “public” meaning commuter’s interests are served first.   
 
Lorraine Leonard 
The Lorraine Leonard Team, Keller Williams Realty 
60 Long Ridge Road, Suite 408, Stamford CT 06902 
Toll Free: 800-763-5484 
203-324-9600 
Lorraine@LorraineLeonard.com 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: O'Connell, Richard [mailto:richard.oconnell@credit-suisse.com]  
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2012 12:43 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Train Parking Garage Plans 
 

As a daily commuter from Stamford to New York, I have a vested interest in the ongoing functioning of the 
Stamford train station.  
 

I understand the need for a better parking garage at Stamford – the layout, the age, and the size all argue for an 
overhaul.  At a minimum, the pools of rainwater in the stairwells reek.  Furthermore, I know that change will 
involve some inconvenience – we have to demolish the existing structure to build a better one, and will have to 
park somewhere else in the interim. 
 

I believe two goals should drive considerations for new plans: 
There is a massive backlog for monthly parking permits at the current garage, and frequently the garage is at 
capacity.  Metro North provides a truly effective mass transit solution, and the value of this should be maximized.    
As mass transit is a “green”, “eco-friendly” solution,  I believe it should be maximized.  Assuming that Stamford 
continues to grow, we will have even greater demand for parking at the train station in the future.  Therefore, our 
end state should have a far, far greater capacity than the current garage. 
If the end state requires a 5-minute longer walk than the current state,  this is adding 10 minutes a day x 1,000 
people x 250 days = 41,666 hours per year of basically wasted time.  While there is an argument that people need 
to exercise more, enforcing this by putting the parking garage far away seems unjustified (although perhaps 
putting the parking for Burger King a mile away would be a good idea).  The end state should have substantial 
parking at the existing location, convenient for commuters with luggage or in the rain. 
 

I would propose 
Pave the construction project to the west of the station and make it the “temporary” lot. 
Demolish the existing parking structure. 
Build a much, much bigger multi-function building.   
Resume construction on the site of the temporary lot. 
 

An alternative would be to build an “over the tracks” parking garage, which could be a permanent addition to the 
parking system.  This might require more engineering, and would require longer time before the demolition of the 
existing lot.  On the other hand, creating space “over the tracks” would essentially add valuable real-estate on a 
permanent basis. 
 

There may be objections to building a much larger structure: 
It’s just too big:  There is very little in the way of “local character”, given the run-down buildings nearby on Pacific, 
the new development occurring nearby, and the large Thompson building next door.  Old Greenwich may have a 
credible argument, but Stamford has large nearby office buildings etc. 
It’s too expensive: The carrying cost of parking spots should be fairly minimal – there’s no air conditioning, no 
carpet, no plumbing, just fluorescent lights.  Having 10 stories of underground parking instead of 5 should not be 
much more expensive.  Additionally, there is a chronic shortage of parking at nearby train stations.  By keeping a 
base rate of $70/mo for Stamford residents, and offering monthly parking to Greenwich/Darien residents for $140, 
the cost could be defrayed.  
We don’t need that many parking spots: Excess parking will drive greater demand for commuters to live in 
Stamford, which will fill the lots.  Announcing “There is a 3yr waiting list for a parking spot in Greenwich, but no 
waiting list in Stamford” will be a powerful selling point.   
 

In conclusion, I think there is a solid case for a much bigger parking structure on the same location.  I look forward 
to hearing more as the plans for the garage are finalized. 
 

Sincerely, 
-Richard 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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From: Davis, John [mailto:jdavis@endurancereusa.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2012 2:58 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Stamford Train Station Parking Garage 
 
Mark, 
 
This note is to confirm my objection to replacing the existing parking garage anywhere but the current site of the 
garage.  Commuting into NY is a significant effort for all who do and we cannot add to that burden by placing the 
new parking structure up to 1/4 of a mile away.  The new structure must stay at its current location.  I do not have 
an issue with a mixed use structure as long as train station parking is maintained at its current location. 
 
Regards, 
 
John Davis 
Daily Commuter to NYC    
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: MANABALA@aol.com [mailto:MANABALA@aol.com]  
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2012 8:41 PM 
To: Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Station Parking 
 
Mr. Alexander,  
What will the parking arrangements be for the handicap permit holders? Thank you. 
  
Malcolm Jacobs 

203-595-0038 

917-602-0444 (cell) 



Prepared by: 
Clough Harbour & Associates LLP 
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1. Introduction 
As required under the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act (CEPA), this document provides 
responses to comments that were submitted to the Connecticut Department of Transportation 
(CTDOT) during the public review period for the Environmental Impact Evaluation (EIE, dated 
August 2012) for the proposed Stamford Transportation Center Parking and Transit Oriented 
Development, State Project No. 301-047.   

Notice of the EIE availability was published in the Environmental Monitor on August 21, 2012, 
beginning a 45-day public review period that closed on October 5, 2012. 

A Public Hearing was conducted during this period on September 20, 2012 at the Stamford High 
School, 55 Strawberry Hill Avenue, Stamford, Connecticut.  Approximately 63 individuals 
attended the Hearing, of which 24 provided comments in the form of oral testimony.   

Throughout the 45-day comment period, CTDOT received comments from three public agencies, 
and 86 individuals or organizations.  These comments were provided in the form of written 
correspondence including emails, letters, and comment forms.   

The public review comments and responses are presented in the following sections of this 
document, summarized as follows: 

 Section 2.  Presents the correspondence submitted to CTDOT by public agencies during 
the public review period.  Responses are provided for any substantive comments 
contained in the agency correspondence. 

 Section 3.  Provides a summary of the public comments that were submitted by 
individuals or organizations as written correspondence or oral testimony at the Public 
Hearing.  The comments are organized into thirteen categories; each category includes a 
summary of the comments relating to that category, with corresponding responses.   

 Section 4.  Presents the written correspondence submitted to CTDOT by individuals and 
organizations during the public review period.  The substantive comments contained 
within the written correspondence are keyed (or cross-referenced) to the summary of 
public comments and responses provided in Section 3. 

 Section 5.  Presents the transcript from the September 20, 2012 Public Hearing.  The 
substantive comments provided via oral testimony are also keyed to the summary of 
public comments and responses provided in Section 3. 

2. Agency Comments and Responses 
Three public agencies submitted correspondence to CTDOT during the 45-day public review 
period, including: the South Western Regional Planning Agency (SWRPA); the Connecticut 
Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (CTDEEP); and the Connecticut 
Department of Public Health (DPH), Drinking Water Section.  This section presents the 
correspondence from each agency followed by responses to the substantive comments contained 
in each correspondence.  A “Response Key” is provided along the right side of each 
correspondence adjacent to the substantive comments and correlating to a numbered response 
that directly follows the correspondence.   
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 SWRPA Correspondence 
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Response Key 
 

SWRPA-1 
 
 
 
 

SWRPA-2 
 
 
 
 
 

SWRPA-3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SWRPA-4 
 
 
 

SWRPA-5 
 
 
 

 
 

SWRPA-6 
 
 
 
 
 

SWRPA-7 
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Responses to SWRPA Comments 
SWRPA-1. As stated in the EIE (See Sections 6 and 8), all applicable State and City 
regulations and permits will be obtained and complied with as part of the Proposed Action.    
Specific permits and certifications, such as those cited in the comment, will be determined as the 
Development Agreement is finalized and design of a preferred concept is progressed.  It is the 
State‟s position that local zoning requirements and approvals do not apply to any portion of the 
Proposed Action that is located on state-owned land.   

SWRPA-2. The EIE discusses that traffic impacts and mitigation of the Proposed Action will 
be further studied as necessary to address the specific configuration and access/circulation of the 
Proposed Action once the location and access characteristics are refined through the RFP 
selection process.  The scope of further study, which may include analysis of intersections 
beyond those studied in the EIE (such as those noted in SWRPA‟s comment), will be determined 
as part of the project design and in conformance with permitting requirements.    

SWRPA-3. Changes in pedestrian circulation through the Stamford Transportation Center, 
both during construction and in the final condition, will be affected by the details of the design 
concept (including location(s) of commuter parking, connectivity from parking and the TOD to 
the Stamford Station, and size, land-use mix and location(s) of the TOD) as well as the concepts 
for construction staging.  All of these factors are unknown at this time. However, the evaluation 
criteria of the RFP solicitation for the Proposed Action requires that proposers demonstrate the 
feasibility of their concepts to providing adequate pedestrian accommodations at all times.   

SWRPA-4. The Proposed Action requires that all of the existing commuter parking supply be 
maintained within a ¼-mile walking distance of the Stamford Transportation Center throughout 
the construction period, either in permanent or temporary facilities. Consequently, it is not 
expected that there will be a need or benefit to publicly subsidize shuttle operations from remote 
parking facilities.  If a shuttle service is proposed by the developer, they would be required to 
demonstrate to CTDOT that reliable and timely service could be achieved during the 
construction of the Replacement Parking, and it would be their financial responsibility to 
adequately fund the service.  

SWRPA-5. The parking demand for the TOD component of the Proposed Action, as 
described in Section 3.3.2.5 of the EIE, was estimated using the Urban Land Institute (ULI) 
Shared Parking Model.  This methodology  considers factors that affect parking demand such as 
[1] the relationships among the land uses of the TOD that can produce multi-purposed trips, [2] 
temporal (time-of-day and parking duration) characteristics that can affect shared parking 
synergies, and [3] mode share of non-automobile travel. For the purposes of the EIE, this model 
was applied to a conservative upper range of potential TOD development. The 2,185-space 
parking estimate does not represent a minimum design requirement for what should be provided 
for the Proposed Action, as the parking need will be dependent on the actual TOD configuration 
associated with the selected developer proposal.  The EIE does conclude that this parking 
demand for this upper range of TOD is 30% less than would otherwise be expected if the same 
amount of development were constructed in a non-TOD context.  The EIE also identifies 
strategies that can be considered in the design process to manage supply and price to achieve 
further reduction in demand which would then translate to a need for fewer spaces to be 
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provided, consistent with the goal of encouraging transit and non-motorized travel. The parking 
supply/demand at other sites within the vicinity of the Stamford Transportation Center was not 
investigated because the final configuration of the TOD in the Proposed Action is yet to be 
determined such that the sample results would be inconclusive in determining the parking supply 
to be associated with the Proposed Action.  

It is also noted that there is a difference between the parking supply needed to support the TOD 
development and the amount of traffic generated on a daily or peak-hour basis by the TOD. To 
illustrate the difference, consider a scenario of a resident of the TOD who uses the Metro North 
rail service to commute to work.  While this person‟s daily journey-to-work trip is made by 
transit, he/she may still want or require to own (and store) a vehicle on site for occasional use.  In 
this case, there is no peak hour traffic generated but it does not eliminate the parking demand. 
Specific parking requirements for the TOD component of the Proposed Action will be 
determined as detailed concepts are developed, and strategies can be employed to further reduce 
the TOD parking demand, as described in the EIE.   

The trip generation estimates described in the EIE (Section 3.3.2.3.2) considered an internal 
capture rate of 5% (not 20% as cited in the comment) because the conservative 5% rate is 
consistent with CTDOT‟s policy for development impact evaluations.  However the EIE does 
identify that continuing research on TOD traffic generation suggests that higher trip capture rates 
may be achieved in TOD developments depending on factors such as the size and mix of land 
uses. 

SWRPA-6. At a minimum, the Proposed Action will provide storage capacity for 50 bicycles.  
Opportunities to enhance this storage amenity, such as providing secure/sheltered bike parking, 
will be evaluated as part of the proposal review process and discussed during negotiations.   

SWRPA-7. The leading pedestrian interval was offered as a possible pedestrian enhancement 
at signalized intersections in the study area, and is also a recommended strategy from the 
Walkable Stamford study.  The specific implementation of this operational concept will be 
evaluated  in the context of the detailed traffic studies required for design and permitting and will 
be coordinated with the City‟s traffic engineering staff. 
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Response Key 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DEEP-1 
 
 
 
 

DEEP-2 

CTDEEP Correspondence 
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Response Key 

 

 

 

DEEP-3 

 

 

 

 

DEEP-4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

DEEP-5 

 

 

 

 

DEEP-6 
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Response Key 
 
 

DEEP-6 

 

Responses to CTDEEP Comments 
DEEP-1. The scoping comment letter from CTDEEP has been updated in Appendix B of the 
ROD to the June 2012 letter. 

DEEP-2. As stated in EIE Section 3.10.3, the consideration of proposal alternatives for new 
parking facilities and TOD sites in the Proposed Action will consider the proximity to regulatory 
flood zones including the 100-year flood zone to avoid placing new buildings in these areas to 
the greatest extent possible. 

DEEP-3. The comment is noted, and it is agreed that the TOD component of the Proposed 
Action is not anticipated to have high pollutant loads that would threaten the class GB 
groundwater at the site.  Considerations for siting areas for infiltration will consider existing soil 
or groundwater contamination from historical land uses. 

DEEP-4. The comment is noted. The RFP requires that the Selected Proposer for the Proposed 
Action be responsible for complying with all applicable environmental permits, including 
stormwater management. Appropriate mitigation strategies, including opportunities for 
alternatives such as green roofs and small-scale infiltration techniques, will be determined by the 
specific details of the Proposed Action.  

DEEP-5. The provision of electrical vehicle charging stations is a functional design 
requirement of the RFP for the Proposed Action. Charging stations are required to be provided at 
1% of the total commuter parking spaces at each new parking structure, with provision for future 
expansion. 

DEEP-6. CTDEEP recommendations for  use of best available controls on diesel emissions 
during construction are noted and these provisions will be encouraged to be used in the project 
construction contracts to the extent possible as the design of the preferred development concept 
is progressed.  The recommendations to post idling limit signs and to include language in the 
contract specifications similar to the anti-idling regulations of Section 22a-174-18(b)(3)(C) of 
the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies (RCSA) will be incorporated. 
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DPH Correspondence 

 
 
Responses to DPH Comments 

No responses required. 
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3. Summary of Public Comments and Responses 
Eighty-six individuals and organizations submitted comments to CTDOT during the 45-day 
public review period via emails, letters, comment forms, and oral testimony at the Public 
Hearing. 

These public comments generally related to substantive concerns about the Proposed Action.  A 
few comments related directly to the technical content of the Environmental Impact Evaluation 
(EIE) and the potential environmental impacts and associated mitigation measures presented in 
the document.  This section provides a summary of the substantive public comments and 
concerns relating to both the Proposed Action and the EIE content.  These comments have been 
organized into the following thirteen categories for the purposes of this summary (page 
references are shown in parentheses):  

A. Location of New Commuter Parking Facilities (pg. C-11 through C-14) 
B. Transit-oriented Development (pg. C-15 and C-16) 
C. Public Involvement Opportunities (pg. C-16 through C-18) 
D. Handicap Parking Accommodations (pg. C-18) 
E. Commuter Parking Supply (pg. C-19) 
F. Parking Management (pg. C-19 and C-20) 
G. Commuter Amenities and Facilities (pg. C-20 and C-21) 
H. Traffic Circulation and Access (pg. C-21 and C-22) 
I. Transportation Master Planning (pg. C-22 and C-23) 
J. Developer Selection Process (pg. C-23) 
K. Quality Assurance for Design/Construction (pg. C-24) 
L. Construction Impacts on Other Rail Stations (pg. C-24) 
M. Technical Comments on the EIE (pg. C-25 and C-26) 

Each of the above-listed categories (A through M) is detailed on the following pages and 
contains a summary of the public comments and concerns relating to that category, with 
corresponding responses.  The summary provided under each category was developed to capture 
the overriding themes of the comments and concerns that are contained in the correspondence 
presented in Section 4, and the oral testimony presented in Section 5.   
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A. Location of New Commuter Parking Facilities 
Summary:  Approximately 85% of the individuals and organizations (hereinafter referred to as 
“stakeholders”) who submitted comments to CTDOT during the public review period expressed 
concerns about the new commuter parking component of the Proposed Action.  The stakeholder 
comments and concerns relating to the commuter parking component are generally summarized 
by the following points:   

1) The new commuter parking facilities should not be moved further from the station and 
should remain at the current location of the Original Garage site because of the potential 
adverse effects on commuter travel and access to the Stamford Transportation Center and 
station that could result from moving the parking. 

2) There will be new hardships imposed on travelers moving between a new garage location 
and the station, such as: 

 Potential for increased exposure to inclement weather. 
 Potential for increased walk distance for persons traveling with luggage/bags or 

small children. 
 Potential for increased walk distance for persons with special health or physical 

needs (such as those with mobility impairments, or those who do not have handicap 
parking permits/plates; see comment category “D. Handicap Parking 
Accommodations” for a summary of comments specific to handicap parking 
concerns). 

 Potential for conflicts between vehicles/pedestrians at intersections. 

3) Commuting is “time-critical” and adding commute time by relocating parking will: 
 Negatively affect quality of life by reducing productivity and reducing time 

available for other activities/family. 
 Contribute to increased risk of missing train connections. 
 Negatively affect local property values. 
 Discourage commuter rail use at this station. 

4) There will be a public safety risk for commuters associated with walking from more 
distant parking facilities. 

5) Developer incentives should be provided to keep commuter parking where it is currently 
located, with “air-rights” provided for TOD above the parking. 

6) The temporary inconvenience of more distant parking during construction should not be a 
deterrent for retaining permanent parking at the current location. 

7) Construction staging should be considered to allow commuter parking to be maintained at 
the Original Garage site. 

Response:  The following numbered items are provided in response to the stakeholder comments 
and concerns presented under the summary section (above) for this category.  The numbers 
directly correlate to the similarly numbered comments and concerns.   
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1) It is not a requirement or stipulation of the Proposed Action to relocate new commuter 
parking facilities to a site other than the Original Garage site.  Instead, CTDOT‟s Request 
for Proposals (RFP) to private developers invites qualified proposers to offer 
development concepts that identify the best opportunity to replace and augment the 
commuter parking supply and to achieve other public transportation improvement 
objectives in a way that also provides the best value for the available public funds.  The 
RFP does require that the development concept must provide the new commuter parking 
facilities within a maximum ¼-mile limit.  This means that some, or all, of the 1000 or 
more commuter parking spaces required by the project could be relocated on the site of 
the Original Garage, or could be relocated to one or more other sites where the walking 
distance from parking to train service is comparable to the distance from the current 
commuter parking facilities serving the station (i.e., 600+/- feet, as measured from the 
center of the existing garage complex to the center of the Station terminal).   

In no case will the new commuter parking facilities be located further than ¼-mile away 
from the station.  Additionally, the RFP requires that the location of any new parking 
spaces created by the Proposed Action must be acceptable to CTDOT if the location is 
other than the site of the Original Garage.  These criteria provide the flexibility necessary 
to find effective and creative solutions that best meet the needs of the traveling public 
with the available public funding and which are consistent with locally- and regionally-
adopted transportation and community development plans.  As noted in the EIS (Section 
3.1.1.3), the Proposed Action is consistent with the City of Stamford‟s Master Plan for 
the Stamford Transportation Center area, which recommends that commuter parking be 
provided at multiple locations that are distributed throughout the area to spread demand 
across the transportation system. 

2) Through partnership with the private development community, the Proposed Action 
provides an opportunity to retain all or a portion of commuter parking at the site of the 
Original Garage, or otherwise proximate to the Stamford Station, that would not 
otherwise be reasonably feasible.  In this event, there will be no substantive change in the 
walking distance between parking and the station.  While the walking distance may be 
increased for some commuters as a result of the proposed project, all of the new parking 
to be provided as part of the Proposed Action will be located within a walking distance to 
the station that is within the ¼ -mile design threshold. 

The RFP‟s Functional Design Criteria require provisions for pedestrian accommodations 
for patrons of Stamford Station.  Facilities and design treatments to appropriately 
accommodate the mobility, access, and safety needs for people moving between the 
parking facilities and the train station will  include considerations of factors such as 
shelter from inclement weather, the range of pedestrian abilities and trip purposes, and 
safety.  Specific details of this accommodation cannot be determined until a developer 
and design concept are selected, but the RFP requires replacement of the elevated 
pedestrian walkway between the Stamford Station and the Original Garage with a 
walkway to connect Stamford Station to the Replacement Garage(s) or to the 2004 
Garage. 
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As described in the EIE, other transportation improvements are planned for the area 
around the Stamford Transportation Center that will further enhance pedestrian mobility 
and safety.  Major elements include an elevated pedestrian crossing at Washington 
Boulevard with direct connection to the southern train platform, and an extension of the 
east pedestrian bridge to connect the 2004 Garage to the northern train platform.  

3) The ¼-mile distance limit for the parking component of the project represents an outer 
boundary constraint for consideration of feasible concept proposals to the RFP. This 
should not be interpreted to suggest that all of the 727 parking spaces from the Original 
Garage and/or all of the additional commuter parking created by the project will be 
located at this distance.  The ¼-mile maximum distance will maintain commuter parking 
supply within reasonable proximity to the Station and provide flexibility in the design of 
the Proposed Action to address considerations of mobility, access, safety, feasibility, 
impacts and cost.  Even if parking is relocated, it is possible that the walking distance 
between new parking and the Stamford Rail Station will be comparable to the current 
condition such that there would be no impact to the average walking time.  The selection 
process enables the evaluation of proposals to consider the benefits and costs of parking 
supply and location, and its impact on walking distance, in conjunction with the other 
project objectives, purpose and need. 

While individual travel experience through the Stamford Transportation Center may be 
different for some people than it is today because of the location of parking, the goal of 
the project is that overall commuting time to and from the station remains the same or 
better than it is today.  Although specific changes in commuter patterns are difficult to 
project at present, the RFP requirements include elements to improve traffic circulation 
and reduce congestion, improve the parking access and revenue control system, and 
improve traveler information/wayfinding.  These improvements will positively affect 
commuter‟s ability to get to the garage(s), get in and out of the garage(s), and to locate an 
available parking space within the garage(s), which may improve the overall time to get 
to and from the station platform. 

The elements of the Proposed Action that could affect overall commuting time include: 
 Parking location and space allocation (Commuter and TOD). 
 Walking distance and context (traffic control strategies at intersections, grade-

separation of pedestrian facilities, grades along the walking pathway, etc.). 
 Parking system management improvements. 
 Access/circulation improvements for vehicles, pedestrians and bicyclists (including 

addressing congestion at taxi and kiss-and-ride staging areas). 

There are separate area projects that will address a variety of issues to improve 
efficiencies and reliability of travel around the Stamford Transportation Center.  These 
projects are as follows:  

 MNRR bridge improvement, Urban Transitway Corridor, and I-95 Interchange 
improvement projects which will improve traffic circulation and mobility to and 
from the Stamford Transportation Center and surrounding area. 

 Pedestrian bridge across Washington Boulevard with direct connection to the train 
platform. 
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 Extension of the existing pedestrian bridge from the 2004 Garage to cross the north 
tracks and connect to the northern train platform. 

 Provide a direct sidewalk connection to the east end of the south train platform 
 Improved wayfinding system and real-time traveler information system. 
 Traffic calming treatments and lighting improvements around the  Stamford 

Transportation Center. 

These combined actions are designed to enhance the quality, efficiency and safety of 
mobility and access for all users of the Stamford Transportation Center. 

4) The location of the Replacement Garage(s), and the convenience and safety of 
commuters moving between the garage(s) and the rail station, are of paramount 
importance in the evaluation and selection of the development proposals. The RFP 
evaluation criteria consider the overall commuter and pedestrian experience and the level 
of thoughtful design and programming of the proposal. The objective is to deliver a 
project that improves safety, convenience and efficiency for commuters. 

5) The selection criteria of the RFP states that the preference for a Replacement Garage is at 
a single location. The RFP also notes that the location of the Replacement Garage(s) is 
also very important in the selection process in terms of both vehicular access and the 
quality of the overall commuter and pedestrian experience.  A specific location is not 
prescribed for the Proposed Action in order to allow flexibility and creativity in the 
proposals so that opportunities, constraints and trade-offs can be appropriately vetted 
through the selection process.  

The RFP solicitation for the Proposed Action includes the ability to consider property 
transfers or agreements for air-rights for development to further the flexibility in 
identifying an appropriate design solution that best meets the project‟s purpose and need. 

6) The Proposed Action is designed to maintain the existing supply of commuter parking 
during construction because of the high value of transit ridership to the transportation 
system and to local/regional economies.  The alternative to replace commuter parking at 
the site of the Original Garage as a „public action only‟ is considered to not be a feasible 
alternative because of the lack of publicly-available sites for temporary parking within 
walking distance of the train station during the demolition and construction phases, and 
because of the added cost and logistical issues for providing more distant parking and 
shuttle transport.  

7) It is not feasible or cost-effective to maintain any amount of parking at the site of the 
Original Garage during demolition or construction activities due to safety, operational 
and logistical considerations.  However, the private-sector proposals for the Proposed 
Action are required to identify the feasible concepts for construction staging/sequencing 
and to maintain the current supply of commuter parking within the ¼-mile range during 
construction.    
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B. Transit-oriented Development 
Summary:  Approximately 27% of stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns 
about the transit-oriented development (TOD) component of the Proposed Action.  The 
stakeholder comments and concerns relating to the TOD component are generally summarized 
by the following points: 

1) The role of private-sector participation, in the form of TOD, in the replacement of the 
Original Garage structure is unnecessary or otherwise questionable.  

2) There is no apparent need or demand for more commercial, retail, or residential uses in 
the area of the Stamford Transportation Center. 

3) The potential traffic, parking, and economic impacts of TOD on the area of the Stamford 
Transportation Center will be unacceptable. 

Response:  The following numbered items are provided in response to the stakeholder comments 
and concerns presented under the summary section (above) for this category.  The numbers 
directly correlate to the similarly numbered comments and concerns.   

1) In addition to the advantages of private-sector participation in the proposed project, the 
TOD component of the Proposed Action is consistent with local, State, and regional long 
range transportation plans which encourage TOD in the area around the Stamford 
Transportation Center. 

CTDOT has provided the opportunity for TOD on State-owned property in the area of the 
Stamford Transportation Center as part of the Proposed Action to facilitate a financial 
partnership with a private-sector developer in order to: a) address the need to maintain 
commuter parking facilities within ¼ mile of the Stamford Transportation Center during 
the construction of new parking facilities; and b) minimize the State‟s financial 
contribution during design and construction.   

2) It is anticipated that market demand will ultimately dictate the need for various uses (in 
terms of retail, office, residential, or other uses) and the intensity of those uses (in terms 
of square feet or number of units) to be provided by the selected developer for the TOD 
component of the Proposed Action.  It is also anticipated that the selected developer will 
have considered market demands, as well as location and proximity to other proposed 
developments in the area of the Stamford Transportation Center, in the process of 
developing their proposal such that the proposed space will be tenant occupied.  Relative 
to the TOD component, the Department requires that it be provided in accordance with 
Section 13b-79kk of the Connecticut General Statutes.    

3) The traffic demand and parking demand estimates presented in the EIE were developed 
for the purpose of identifying the potential environmental impacts and mitigation 
strategies associated with the Proposed Action.  For this purpose, these estimates were 
based on a conservative upper range of development potential for the TOD component 
based on the conceptual proposals submitted by proposers in response to the 
Department‟s RFQ/CP.   

The estimated traffic demands assume a maximum reduction in trip generation of 20% 
for the TOD uses, consistent with current CTDOT practices for estimating potential 
traffic impacts of private development.  It is anticipated that actual trip generation from 



Appendix C   

Public Review Comments and Response 

   

C-16  Stamford Transportation Center Parking & TOD   

  Record of Decision 

TOD uses will be lower than these estimates due to the proximity of the rail and bus 
transit services, and due to enhancements for pedestrian and bicycle access in the area of 
the Stamford Transportation Center.  The potential effects that trip generation from TOD 
will have on specific locations and intersections in the area will be contingent upon the 
details of the design (such as site location and location of access drives) and the 
mitigation required by the Office of the State Traffic Administration‟s certification 
process for major traffic generators.   

The estimated parking demands consider the shared-use potential of the assumed TOD 
uses.  This parking estimate does not represent a requirement or even a target for what 
should be provided. These numbers also do not reflect parking supply and pricing 
strategies that could be applied to reduce the demand.  Ultimately, the parking supply 
needed to support the TOD will be dependent on the specific sizes, configuration and mix 
of uses, and subject to applicable state and local codes/ordinances.  Additionally, TOD 
does not by itself reduce parking demands; reductions can be realized by coupling TOD 
with parking management strategies to manage supply and parking pricing.   

A quantitative evaluation of the potential effect of the Proposed Action on local property 
values was not completed as part of the Environmental Impact Evaluation. 

C. Public Involvement Opportunities 
Summary:  Approximately 26% of stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns 
about the public involvement opportunities associated with the proposed project.  The 
stakeholder comments and concerns relating to public involvement are generally summarized by 
the following points: 

1) Public notices for the Public Scoping Meeting and the Public Hearing (conducted as part 
of the development of the Environmental Impact Evaluation), were not adequate. 

2) The process for selecting a preferred developer and design concept should be transparent 
and should involve public participation.  The public benefit of transparency should 
outweigh the value derived from the proprietary proposals.   

3) There is a desire for additional public involvement opportunities associated with the 
project. 

Response:  The following discussion points are provided in response to the stakeholder 
comments and concerns listed in the summary section (above).  These points are numbered to 
correlate directly to the points numbered under the summary section.  

1) The public involvement process for the project has followed the procedures and 
requirements of the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act (CEPA), as set forth by Public 
Act Number 02-121. This public involvement included the following: 

 The Early Public Scoping process was initiated by giving notice about the Proposed 
Action to the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), the Office of Policy and 
Management (OPM), and to other state agencies. A Notice of Scoping was 
published through the Environmental Monitor (http://www.ct.gov/ceq) on May 8, 
2012.  

http://www.ct.gov/ceq
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 The Early Public Scoping Process included a Public Scoping Meeting on May 24, 
2012.  This meeting was advertised in the Environmental Monitor in conjunction 
with the scoping notice.  

 The comment period was open until June 8, 2012 which satisfied the required 
minimum 30 days after the initial Notice of Scoping in the Environmental Monitor 
and exceeded the 5-day minimum period after the Public Scoping Meeting. 

 Through the Early Public Scoping Process, various written, email, and oral 
comments were received and documented from the public, the Connecticut Rail 
Commuter Council, and involved agencies. 

 An Environmental Impact Evaluation (EIE) was prepared which documented and 
addressed the comments or information received during the Early Public Scoping 
Process, and evaluated the substantive issues raised.  

 The EIE was distributed to state and local agencies, legislators and government 
officials for review and comment.  The EIE was also made available for stakeholder 
and public review on the CTDOT website; at three locations in Stamford (City of 
Stamford clerk‟s office, SWRPA office, Ferguson Public Library); at the 
Connecticut State Library in Hartford; and at CTDOT Headquarters in Newington.  
(See EIE Section 9 for a complete distribution list.) 

 A notice of availability of the EIE and a summary of it were published in the 
Environmental Monitor on August 21, 2012, and in the Stamford Advocate (on 
August 21, August 28, and September 9, 2012) and La Voz newspaper (on August 
23, August 30, and September 6, 2012).  The public review period started on the 
day the notice of availability was published in the Environmental Monitor.  

 The public comment period was open for the required 45-day period, which ended 
on October 5, 2012.  

 A Public Hearing was held on September 20, 2012.  This hearing was advertised in 
the Environmental Monitor, as well as in the Stamford Advocate and La Voz 
newspapers, on the same dates as the notice of availability for the EIE.  

Various media outlets, including the Stamford Patch and CT Post, had published articles 
describing aspects of the project throughout the period February 2012 through September 
2012.  These articles also announced the Public Scoping Meeting and the Public Hearing.  
On-line advocacy groups and blogs also provided a network that disseminated 
information and public discussion about the project.   

The Connecticut Rail Commuter Council distributed a flyer on automobiles parked at the 
Stamford Transportation Center during the Public Scoping comment period and also in 
advance of the Public Hearing. CTDOT also distributed a flyer at the Stamford 
Transportation Center during the EIE comment period inviting comments on the project. 

These various forms of communications have further expanded the opportunity to be 
informed of the project and to participate in the process by reviewing the Scoping and 
EIE materials and offering public comment. 
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Although the public involvement process for the development of the EIE has followed 
standard CEPA procedures and requirements, there were some public concerns expressed 
about the desire for more public outreach and involvement as part of this particular 
project.  In light of these concerns, and subsequent to the EIE process, CTDOT has 
undertaken the following initiatives to improve public involvement for this project: 

 CTDOT has created a project webpage that is accessible from their website 
homepage (Hyperlink).  The webpage provides links to the RFP, as well as other 
project information such as project scope, updates, Frequently Asked Questions, 
and project fact sheets. 

 CTDOT is soliciting additional public input on the project via their website and 
comment inbox at DOT.StamfordTOD@ct.gov.   

 CTDOT  is soliciting additional public comments through Stamford stakeholder 
representatives (see also Response C2, below). 

 CTDOT is requiring that the selected developer conduct a public information 
program during the design process (see also Response C3, below). 

2) A group of five community stakeholder representatives has been solicited to assist with 
the evaluation of the development proposals for the Proposed Action and to provide 
guidance in ensuring that the redevelopment best reflects local priorities and the needs of 
the community.  These representatives were selected based on their experience with the 
needs of the region‟s commuters and business community.  The formation of this group 
and naming of its members was officially announced by Governor Malloy on October 11, 
2012. 

3) CTDOT will require the Preferred Proposer to conduct a public information program 
during the design process for the Proposed Action.  Additionally, there may be other 
forums for public input at the local level pertaining to the aspects of the project that 
would be within the permitting jurisdiction of the City of Stamford.  Specifics about the 
schedule or forms of public input, if any, will not be known until a development 
agreement is finalized and the project moves forward to design. 

D. Handicap Parking Accommodations 
Summary:  Approximately 9% of stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns 
about the handicap parking accommodations and access to be provided with the proposed 
project.  The stakeholder comments and concerns relating to handicap accommodations are 
generally summarized by the following point: 

1) What is the impact of relocating the commuter parking on Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA) accommodations and accessibility for handicapped persons? 

Response:  The following discussion is provided in response to the stakeholder comments and 
concerns in the summary section (above).   

1) The ADA-accessible parking that is located in the Original Garage (26 spaces) will be 
relocated to the 2004 Garage prior to demolition of the Original Garage and maintained 
during the construction of the proposed improvements.  

  

http://www.ct.gov/dot/cwp/view.asp?a=2288&q=512286#Public_Input_Sought_on_Stamford_Parking_Garage_and_Transit-Oriented_Development_Project_at_Stamford_Transportation_Center
mailto:DOT.StamfordTOD@ct.gov
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E. Commuter Parking Supply 

Summary:  Approximately 10% of stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns 
about the commuter parking supply to be provided with the proposed project.  The stakeholder 
comments and concerns relating to the parking supply are generally summarized by the 
following point: 

1) The Proposed Action does not include enough new commuter parking spaces.  The 
project should include enough parking capacity to accommodate the existing permit wait 
list and to meet long-range projections of parking need. 

Response:  The following discussion is provided in response to the stakeholder comments and 
concerns in the summary section (above). 

1) The amount of new commuter parking spaces included in the Proposed Action (237 
spaces) represents the minimum requirement of the Proposed Action.  The actual supply 
made available to commuters could be greater, and will be determined through the 
selection of a preferred design concept and the final design process.  However, the added 
number of spaces prescribed by the Proposed Action is consistent with the Stamford 
Transportation Center Master Plan and other long-range transportation plans, as 
described in the EIE.  

The parking permit wait list is not a definitive indicator of actual parking demand for the 
Stamford Transportation Center because wait lists typically include people who may not 
use the space for daily commuting, people who are on multiple wait lists or who may be 
on the list for the Stamford station but have alternative accommodation (i.e., private 
parking, ride-sharing, etc.).  As discussed in the EIE, parking utilization data from 2010 
reported in a study by SWRPA indicates that the daily utilization of the existing parking 
facilities at Stamford Transportation Center is approximately 80%.  Although the parking 
permit wait list indicates strong demand for parking permits, using that number to define 
the demand for daily parking spaces could result in an over-supply of parking.  

F. Parking Management 
Summary:  Approximately 10% of stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns 
about the parking management aspects of the proposed project.  The stakeholder comments and 
concerns relating to parking management are generally summarized by the following points: 

1) The existing parking management system should be improved to provide better 
information to help motorists find available parking and to modernize the payment 
system to allow credit and pre-pay options. 

2) What will be the impact of the project on parking and train ticket prices? 

Responses:  The following discussion points are provided in response to the stakeholder 
comments and concerns listed in the summary section (above).  These points are numbered to 
correlate directly to the points numbered under the summary section.   

1) The Proposed Action includes provisions for an improved, state-of-the-art parking 
management system that will include credit card  and other modernized payment systems 
and will have the capability of providing real-time information about the availability of 
parking spaces. 
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2) The Proposed Action will not have an impact on the determination of parking fees or 
train ticket pricing.  Commuter parking and other public assets at the train station will 
remain under the control of CTDOT, including the commuter parking fees.  The State 
will continue to collect the revenues from the commuter parking and net revenues will be 
used for maintenance and improvements of stations and parking that the State maintains 
along the New Haven Line.   

G. Commuter Amenities and Facilities 
Summary:  Approximately 9% of stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns 
about the commuter amenities and facilities to be provided with the proposed project.  The 
stakeholder comments and concerns relating to commuter amenities are generally summarized 
by the following points: 

1) Station platform access should be improved. 

2) Maintenance issues with existing escalator/elevator equipment should be addressed to 
reduce service disruptions. 

3) Climate-controlled pedestrian accommodations and moving sidewalks or similar 
conveniences should be provided if parking is relocated. 

Response:  The following discussion points are provided in response to the stakeholder 
comments and concerns listed in the summary section (above).  These points are numbered to 
correlate directly to the points numbered under the summary section.    

1) Primary elements of the Proposed Action involve parking supply and management 
improvements, and Station Place improvements to improve accessibility, circulation and 
quality of service for vehicular traffic flow, taxi/shuttle and kiss-and-ride operations, and 
for pedestrians and bicyclists.  The Proposed Action will also be coordinated with other 
improvements to commuter amenities and facilities at the Stamford Transportation Center 
that are separately programmed and funded.  These other improvements were described 
in the EIE and include the following: 

 Extending the existing pedestrian bridge from the 2004 Garage over the north tracks 
and connecting to the northern train platform. 

 Constructing a pedestrian bridge over Washington Boulevard to provide a direct 
connection between the west side of Washington Boulevard and the south train 
platform. 

 Providing a direct sidewalk connection to the east end of the south train platform. 
 Expanding and enhancing the amenities at the platforms and wait areas. 
 Providing a real-time traveler information/train status information system. 
 Improving wayfinding signage. 
 Providing streetscape/landscape improvements, street lighting and traffic calming 

measures at various locations around the Stamford Transportation Center (a City-
funded initiative). 

These separate coordinated actions address a variety of issues that will achieve further 
efficiencies and reliability of travel at the Stamford Transportation Center that, in 
conjunction with the Proposed Action, will provide a better commuter experience. 
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2) Service issues related to existing escalator/elevator equipment will be reviewed by 
CTDOT with the facility maintenance providers to identify appropriate actions to reduce 
service disruptions.  These issues will also be reviewed in the context of new facilities 
that are included in the Proposed Action to maintain reliable operations. 

3) Considerations for pedestrian accommodations between the proposed new commuter 
parking facilities and the train station terminal and platforms will be included in the 
evaluation of proposals and as the design progresses to provide high quality 
accommodations consistent with the performance requirements of the project.  It is noted 
that the RFP requires replacement of the existing elevated pedestrian walkway between 
the Stamford Station and the Original Garage with a walkway to connect Stamford 
Station to the Replacement Garage(s) or to the 2004 Garage.   

H. Traffic Circulation and Access  
Summary:  Approximately 8% of stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns 
about traffic circulation and access associated with the proposed project.  The stakeholder 
comments and concerns relating to traffic circulation and access are generally summarized by the 
following points: 

1) Traffic access and circulation at the station should be improved to alleviate congestion. 

2) Changes to left-turn lane assignments at the intersection of Washington Boulevard and 
Station Place should be considered to improve traffic flow. 

3) A remote cell-phone waiting facility should be provided to reduce congestion at kiss-and-
ride areas.  

Response:  The following discussion points are provided in response to the stakeholder 
comments and concerns listed in the summary section (above).  These points are numbered to 
correlate directly to the points numbered under the summary section. 

1) Improvements to access and circulation along Station Place for vehicles, pedestrians and 
bicyclists, including addressing congestion at taxi and kiss-and-ride staging areas, is a 
primary objective of the Proposed Action.  The specific details of these improvements 
will be evaluated for each of the submitted development proposals responding to the RFP 
to identify the best concept for improving access and circulation, while also considering 
these improvements in the context of the parking improvements and other project 
objectives.   

In addition to the Proposed Action, several other projects, being advanced by the City of 
Stamford and CTDOT, will improve traffic flow and operations in the vicinity of the 
Stamford Transportation Center.  As described in Section 3.21.2.2 (Cumulative Impacts) 
of the EIE, these separate but coordinated projects include: 

 Stamford Urban Transitway Project. 
 MNRR Bridge Replacement Project. 
 Washington Boulevard Pedestrian Bridge. 

2) The development partner selected to advance a preferred concept to design will be 
responsible for conducting the necessary detailed traffic studies to identify changes to 
traffic flow patterns and volumes resulting from the detailed proposal and to obtain the 
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necessary Major Traffic Generator Certificate from the Office of the State Traffic 
Administrator and/or local applicable local City permits. This process will include the 
evaluation of geometric and/or traffic control improvements to address congestion and to 
mitigate the potential effects of the Proposed Action. 

3) Reducing congestion at the kiss-and-ride area is one of the objectives of the Proposed 
Action and is a requirement of the RFP.  Remote cell-phone waiting facilities can be 
effective staging areas that are typically employed at airports, where the road network 
surrounding the airport is more restrictive/controlled than is the case for the Stamford 
Transportation Center.  In urban settings, the street grid provides informal opportunities 
for people to wait at curbside along the many nearby local streets for train arrivals.  This 
context is likely to reduce the effectiveness of a formal, remote parking area dedicated to 
this purpose. 

I. Transportation Master Planning 
Summary:  Several stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns about the 
proposed project and how it relates to a broader scope of transportation master planning in the 
area.  The stakeholder comments and concerns relating to master planning are generally 
summarized by the following points: 

1) The Proposed Action does not consider long-term master planning for the Stamford 
Transportation Center. 

2) How is the Proposed Action being coordinated with the planning for a second train 
station in Stamford, and how does this potential second station affect the project‟s 

Purpose and Need? 

Response:  The following discussion points are provided in response to the stakeholder 
comments and concerns listed in the summary section (above).  These points are numbered to 
correlate directly to the points numbered under the summary section. 

1) As discussed in Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIE, the Proposed Action is consistent with the 
Stamford Transportation Center Master Plan that was prepared by the City of Stamford in 
2010.  This document identifies a preferred strategy for addressing long-range parking 
which recommends that parking at the Original Garage be replaced with a modest 
capacity increase but not concentrated at one location.  The Proposed Action is also 
consistent with State and regional long range transportation plans which also recommend 
a management approach for modest parking capacity increases and encourage TOD in the 
area around the Stamford Transportation Center. 

2) The Stamford East Main Street Transit Node Feasibility Study is being led by the South 
Western Regional Planning Agency (SWRPA) to investigate opportunities to create a 
community-based multimodal transportation facility to improve transit and promote 
transit-oriented development in the East Main Street neighborhood.  The study goals 
include investigation of the feasibility of  locating a facility in the vicinity of the future 
intersection of East Main Street and the Stamford Urban Transitway (which is 
approximately one mile east of the Stamford Transportation Center), and its ability to 
serve rail and/or bus operations.  The primary project study area encompasses a ½-mile 
radius of the rail overpass located at East Main Street near Myrtle Avenue.  The results of 
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this study will identify preferred land use and transportation strategies to accommodate 
growth in this area and to improve the livability of residents and workers in this 
neighborhood.  While the goals of integrated land use and transportation systems of this 
study are similar to and compatible with the goals and objectives of the Proposed Action 
for the Stamford Transportation Center, the outcome of the  East Main Street Transit 
Node Feasibility Study will not affect the Purpose and Need of the Proposed Action 
which are fundamentally to replace an aging parking structure, improve multimodal 
access and circulation at the Stamford Transportation Center, and to provide 
opportunities for TOD which enhances the multimodal public transportation services 
provided by the Stamford Transportation Center. 

J. Developer Selection Process 
Summary:  Several stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns about CTDOT‟s 
process for selecting a private developer to implement the proposed project.  The stakeholder 
comments and concerns relating to the selection process are generally summarized by the 
following points: 

1) The developer selection process scores the proposals in a way where the Financial 
Proposal outweighs the Technical Proposal, of which Commuter 
Safety/Convenience/Amenities represents a small portion of this category.  

2) The developer selection criteria should give priority to proposals that provide new 
commuter parking facilities at the site of the Original Garage. 

3) The selection of a preferred design concept should maximize responsiveness to commuter 
concerns. 

Response:  The following discussion points are provided in response to the stakeholder 
comments and concerns listed in the summary section (above).  These points are numbered to 
correlate directly to the points numbered under the summary section. 

1) The RFP submission by the developers involves two parts: a Technical Proposal and a 
separate Financial Proposal.  The screening of applicants will first be based on review 
and evaluation of the Technical Proposal.  The Financial Proposals will only be evaluated 
for those submissions that meet or exceed the requisite criteria for the technical aspects of 
the project.   

2) The garage location(s) are important and will be evaluated as described in the RFP along 
with the overall commuter and pedestrian experience. 

3) The assessment will consider commuter safety, convenience and amenities.  The 
priorities of commuters and other local interests will additionally be represented through 
the selection process by the community stakeholder representatives appointed by the 
Governor. 
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K. Quality Assurance for Design/Construction 
Summary:  Several stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns about assurances 
for the quality of the design and construction of the proposed project.  The stakeholder comments 
and concerns relating to quality assurance are generally summarized by the following point: 

1) How are design and construction quality going to be guaranteed for the 60-year design 
life of the project? 

Response:  The following discussion point is provided in response to the stakeholder comments 
and concerns listed in the summary section (above).   

1) The RFP evaluation criteria requires that the developer proposals demonstrate that all 
aspects of the transportation improvements associated with the Proposed Action will 
meet or exceed the performance criteria specified in the RFP in a manner that will create 
long-life construction and low life-cycle cost.  The performance criteria contained in the 
RFP requires a minimum service life of 60 years to be provided for all structural 
components.  The RFP requirements also include mechanisms to assure that necessary 
ongoing maintenance is performed.     

L. Construction Impacts on Other Rail Stations 
Summary:  One stakeholder who submitted comments expressed concerns about potential 
impacts to other commuter rail stations during construction of the proposed project.  These 
concerns are summarized by the following point: 

1) What is the impact on parking demand at other stations along the line during 
construction? 

Response:  The following discussion point is provided in response to the stakeholder concerns 
listed in the summary section (above).   

1) The Proposed Action is designed to maintain the same supply of parking serving the 
Stamford Transportation Center as currently exists at temporary or new permanent 
facilities that are located within a convenient 5-minute walking distance (1/4 mile) of the 
Stamford Transportation Center. Specific details and logistics for construction will be 
developed as the design is progressed after a preferred project concept is selected. The 
objective is to maintain the current parking supply at reasonable convenience and to 
maintain traffic access/mobility at the Station during construction to limit any incentive 
for existing commuters to divert to other stations.  As a result there should be no impacts 
to other stations along the line during construction.  
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M. Technical Comments on the EIE 
Summary:  Several stakeholders who submitted comments expressed concerns about some of 
the technical content of the EIE document.  The stakeholder comments and concerns relating to 
the EIE are summarized by the following points: 

1) The EIE did not adequately study the “Replace Original Garage on Existing Site” 
alternative. 

2) The EIE is inconsistent in the discussion of the availability of parking within ¼-mile of 
the train station when discussing the “Replace Original Garage on Existing Site” 
alternative and the Proposed Action.   

3) The impact of increased pedestrian/vehicle conflicts resulting from the Proposed Action 
are not adequately addressed in the EIE. 

Response:  The following discussion points are provided in response to the stakeholder 
comments and concerns listed in the summary section (above).  These points are numbered to 
correlate directly to the points numbered under the summary section. 

1) The “Replace Original Garage on Existing Site” alternative was evaluated by CTDOT to 
the extent necessary to conclude that it is not as cost-effective for CTDOT to deliver this 
alternative primarily because of issues related to the need to maintain the full supply of 
commuter parking within walking distance of the Stamford Station during construction.  
The statement in the EIE (Section 2.3) indicating that this alternative was not analyzed in 
detail refers to the fact that separate evaluations of the potential environmental impacts of 
this alternative were not conducted because the alternative was determined to not meet 
the proposed project‟s stated Purpose and Need.  Because the Proposed Action does not 
preclude commuter parking from being provided at the site of the Original Garage, the 
investigations and evaluations of the potential impacts of the project described in the EIE 
also encompasses the environmental impacts and mitigation that would result from such a 
scenario where the parking is replaced in whole or in part at this location.   

2) In describing the “Replace Original Garage on Existing Site” alternative, the EIE notes 
that this is not a feasible alternative because there is not sufficient space available to 
CTDOT within ¼ mile to accommodate temporary parking during construction.  In 
contrast, the EIE identifies a “Proposed Action Boundary” within the ¼ mile radius of the 
Stamford Transportation Center where the parking components of the Proposed Action 
will be acceptable.  The distinction between these alternatives are the issues of [1] 
control/ownership of the property, [2] ease/adaptability of sites for parking, and [3] cost 
for providing temporary parking use.  The Proposed Action provides flexibility for 
developers to use their properties for temporary parking as a benefit to their proposal.  
CTDOT would not have had the ability to use private property without additional cost.   

3) The EIE describes that the Proposed Action will increase pedestrian activity within the 
study area.  These increases are associated with the movement of people between the 
Stamford Train Station and the increased commuter parking spaces and the movement of 
people associated with the activities created by the TOD.  The specific impacts and 
potential mitigation will be dictated by the proposed location(s) of new commuter 
parking spaces and the size, location and land-use characteristics of the TOD.  The EIE 
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assessed the upper range of potential TOD development as represented by the initial 
concepts submitted by developer teams in response to the RFQ/CP. 

The EIE also identifies the permitting processes that will need to be complied with as the 
project moves forward through the design process.  As required by the RFP criteria for 
developer selection, the developer will be responsible for providing detailed traffic 
evaluations of the preferred concept as part of the applicable state and local permitting at 
which time a more refined evaluation of design elements to accommodate the levels of 
projected pedestrian movements and interactions with other traffic can be more 
appropriately assessed by the permitting agencies.  
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4. List of Public Comments Keyed to Responses 
Throughout the 45-day public comment period from August 21 to October 5, 2012, 62 
individuals and organizations submitted comments to CTDOT via emails, comment forms, and 
letters.  This section presents the written correspondence submitted to CTDOT listed in 
chronological order.  Where applicable, substantive comments contained within the written 
correspondence are keyed (or cross-referenced) to the summary of public comments and 
responses provided in Section 3.  It is noted that personal contact information has been redacted. 
 
 

From: Ralph Scott <rscott271@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2012 3:33 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Train Station Parking 

Two thoughts: 

1. Parking should remain where is, closest to the trains. However, there is much unused space to 
make each floor of the lot larger. The upper floors of the lot should cantilever over the train 
station roadway that parallels the tracks on the south side. Having that road protected from the 
elements would be helpful also. Also add a couple more floors up.2 

2. Possible idea: For a new building near the lot. Have the builder build the lower parking area of 
the building and then temporarily stop. Temporally use that as train parking while the old lot is 
rebuilt. When the new lot is done the builder puts on the office part of the building. Builder is 
given incentives to do this: property tax abatement, tax credits, etc. to make it worth his while. 
Maybe a zoning variance for size, etc. 

Ralph Scott 

Stamford 

 

From: "Carolyn Nadel-Farin" <cnadel6219@optonline.net> 
To: dot.environmentalplaning@ct.gov 
Date: Mon Aug 27 17:19:25 EDT 2012 
Subject: new garage in Stamford 

As a female who parks my auto at the rail station garage in Stamford, I believe that safety and 
proximity to the train are the most valuable assets of the garage. Convenience and safety 
outweigh every other consideration. Sometimes I come home from NYC late at night. Many 
people do that. This is a bedroom community for many of us voters. I do not want to risk my 
safety and maybe my life because of someone's idea they would make money from shops in the 
station. Please have well lit parking within steps of the trains and a covered walkway, as exists 
now, in our new parking facility. Thanks. Carolyn Nadel 
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From: Philip Farin <rwc5@optonline.net> 
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2012 5:39 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Comment on Stamford Transportation Plan 

Do we really need more shopping at the Stamford Transportation Center at the expense of 
commuter convenience and safety? 

If the objective of the Department of Transportation is more parking spaces, why not simply 
provide more spaces near the station?  

The farther from the station these spaces get placed the greater the chance for safety/security 
issues. When I come back to Stamford late at night, I would rather not have to "run a gauntlet" to 
get to my car. 

Philip Farin 

 

From: Allen Krim <allenkrim@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2012 7:36 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford RR Parking 

It is essential that the current parking garage location be maintained and enlarged and that any 
development be on top of the garage or on adjacent land. The primary purpose of the railroad 
station and immediate environs is to serve the riders of the railroad. It is unacceptable to reach 
for some financial increment to utilize that location and push train riders to walk up to a quarter 
mile to the station. 

Again – do not move parking away from its current location. 

Allen Krim 17 Doral Farm Rd, Stamford, ct 06902 

 

From: Adam Ditsky <aditsky@ditsky.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 10:04 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Transportation Center Garage 

To Whom It May Concern: 

There is no way parking spots should be relocated to a further distance at the Stamford Train 
Station. I currently park down the street from the station because of the waiting list for the 
garage so I have firsthand experience with how much time the walk wastes. 

I park at the closest outdoor lot to the train station located on Atlantic. It takes me 5 minutes to 
walk form my car to the train platform, and I walk at a solid pace. If I parked in the garage, it 
would take me 1 minute to get to the platform. By forcing people to park up to a quarter mile 
away, if the garage is relocated, 4 minutes per train ride, or 8 minutes/day, is added to the 
commute. That’s 40 minutes per week or 2000 minutes per year (if one works 50 weeks). That’s 
also 33 hours per year. By moving the garage, which I have been counting on getting a spot in at 
some point, you essentially add an entire work week’s worth of time to a commute. That is not 
fair to the commuters. Convenience should be the first priority. 

If developers want mixed use, perhaps they should build a taller building and incorporate stores, 
restaurants, etc. into a building that has parking, but to relocate the parking altogether or lessen 
the # of spots in their current location is simply not practical. 

Thanks  
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Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 11:01 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Comments on Stamford Railroad Station garage 

To: Mark Alexander 
Transportation Assistant Planning Director 
Connecticut Department of Transportation 
2800 Berlin Turnpike, Newington, CT 06131 

Dear Mr. Alexander: 

I would like to offer my comments on the proposed redevelopment of the Stamford 
Transportation Center. I strongly believe that parking should not be relocated and should remain 
where it is now, except with more spaces added. The retail and commercial spaces can be 
located ¼ mile away where parking was supposed to go. It is much more important and makes 
much more sense for parking to be at the station, vs. having retail, residential, etc. there. 

Even if parking were located ¼ mile away, the area is not the safest and I have grave concerns 
about walking in the area at night alone, as I often return from Manhattan after dark. This is 
another reason why it makes much more sense to have parking on‐site. 

Sincerely, 

Anna Ongpin 
Stamford, CT 06903 
Anna.ongpin@gmail.com 

 

From: Cali, Joseph J. <jcali@kirkland.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 11:41 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Rail Garage: Mark Alexander, Transportation Assistant Planning Director, 

Dear Mr. Alexander: 

In response to an article in the August 26, 2012 Stamford Advocate, I write to share my 
comments regarding the replacement of the 1987 garage. 

I cannot see any value or benefit for the commuter in relocating the parking garage from its 
current site. The convenience and safety for a commuter of having a parking garage connected to 
the train station by enclosed walkways is priceless. 

Moreover, one of the reasons I chose to purchase a home in Stamford was the availability ample 
parking at the station. I do not want to walk a quarter of mile, or so, in the blustering sun, 
pouring rain, or snow storms to catch a train. 

As you are aware, there is plenty of property in Stamford that is in sore need of redeveloping. 
This proposal to relocate this site of this garage is misguided and should be abandoned. It adds 
no value or benefit to the hundred of persons who commute daily to and from the Stamford 
Station. 

Lastly, thank you for seeking comments from those who use the garages at the Stamford 
Transportation Center. Common sense dictates that the 1987 garage be rebuilt or repaired in its 
current location.  

mailto:Anna.ongpin@gmail.com
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From: Vlad Landres <vlad_landres@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 8:14 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Feedback on Stamford railroad station parking 

Dear Sir or Madame, 

My wife commutes from Stamford to Grand Central on a daily basis. I also commute to Grand 
Central on certain occasions. We are extremely concerned about the plans to move public 
parking away from its current location. We feel very strongly that the current parking building 
should be rebuilt on the same spot, possibly using the same footing. 

Today when environmental and energy independence needs call for the increase in public 
transportation, creating obstacles to commuters is counter-productive and is not in best public 
interest. Moving Stamford public railroad parking building from its current location even by a 
hundred yards is simply out of question! 

Sincerely, 

Vladimir & Galina Landres, 
119 Wildwood Road, Stamford CT 06903 
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From: Dona Lessow <dlessow@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, September 14, 2012 9:35 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Plan to move train station parking garage 

Hello, 

As a senior, I would like to object to moving the parking garage 1/4 mile from the train station. 
I'm sure you will have parking spaces for the handicapped at the station, but (1) will you have 
enough; and (2) what will those of us who are not as mobile as we used to be but we cannot be 
considered handicapped do? I cannot walk that distance in good weather much less bad weather 
conditions. 

The current parking garage, although cumbersome, is convenient, has plenty of handicap spaces 
and is accessible to the station. If we cannot find parking, we do have a second option in Metro 
Center next door to the parking garage. Please reconsider the plan for those of us of any age who 
need the convenience of the current garage. 

Thank you. 

Regards, 

Dona Lessow 
dlessow@gmail.com 

 
  

mailto:dlessow@gmail.com
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From: Dev Ashish <ashishd1@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September 15, 2012 7:11 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning; Alexander, Mark W 
Subject: Fwd: CT DOT plans for the Stamford Parking Garage 

Hello, 

In response to Martin Cassidy's article in Stamford Advocate, I'm sending my comments below as 
another Stamford resident who opposes the DOT's decision to relocate the parking garage at the 
Stamford train station, 

-- Dev 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dev Ashish <ashishd1@gmail.com> 
Date: Thu, Aug 9, 2012 at 5:27 AM 
Subject: CT DOT plans for the Stamford Parking Garage 
To: Gerald.fox@cga.ct.gov, michael.molgano@housegop.ct.gov 
Cc: CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 

Hello, 

I'm writing to you after having read the CT DOT commissioner's article in the newspaper about 
the proposed plans for replacing the Stamford Train Station. I have also read other articles linked 
here. 

I have to voice my complete dissent to the plans to demolish the garage, make the space 
available to retail, and relocating the garage farther away from the station. Has there been any 
effort made to circulate a questionnaire to the Stamford commuters at the train 
station/platform/cars during peak hours asking for their opinion? After all, MNR does this 
regularly to inform us about various things, like explanations for service disruptions and others. 

I've been a Stamford resident for 12 years now. The commute time to NYC and relatively easy-to-
find parking in the garage, albeit on daily payment, were important factors for me in choosing to 
live in Stamford. I also know some people who drive down from nearby towns to Stamford to 
park at the garage. 

By moving the garage, CT DOT will, among other things, increase the commute time for all users 
of the garage. Others will also not appreciate having the garage taken away after being on the 
waiting list for it for 2.5+ years. 

Will the DOT provide covered walkways to the proposed garage(s) to help us deal with bad 
weather? What about easing the pedestrian chaos and improving safety during peak hours with 
folks from RBS/UBS/downtown running to catch their trains? Are handicapped commuters 
supposed to just deal with it? 

I'm sure such points have come up during your meetings. Nonetheless, I thought I should 
reiterate at least some of them. 

Thanks and regards 
Dev 
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From: Ted <tedcycle@aol.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September 15, 2012 11:48 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Att: Mark Alexander 

The DOT's plan for redevelopment at the Stamford RR station ignores the needs of a great 
number of Stamford and other Connecticut residents who use the station every working day. 
One of the main reasons I moved to Stamford many years ago was the convenience of the daily 
commute to NYC. Please consider the needs of commuters as well as their contributions 
(financial and otherwise) to the community. Ted Shiffman, Stamford, CT 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

From: Tutun, Mark [mailto:MTutun@oconnorcp.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 17, 2012 10:14 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: transportation center hearing: attention Mark Alexander 

I will not be able to attend such an important public hearing. The challenges of the day should 
begin at work, not getting to work. 

I have previously submitted my comments suggesting that the parking garage should be re‐built 
at its current location, or over the highway above the bus terminal or take the vacant lots on 
either the east or west side of the transportation center. To put that much parking any further 
from the station costs the commuter valuable time, discourages using mass transit, and adds to 
the exposure to the weather and safety of the commuter. 

Additionally, no matter what you decide, the traffic around the train station must be improved. 
The current areas for pick up/drop off create enormous bottlenecks, as well as the bottlenecks at 
Washington Blvd and the new transit way. 

And lastly as long as got me started, perhaps you can order escalators that work more than 50% 
of the time. Many commuters cannot negotiate the stairs that well and the elevators do not put 
you at all the tracks. The committee should hang around there in the morning or evening and see 
what the commuter is going through. 

We should encourage mass transit by making the commuting experience convenient and not a 
hassle. 

Thank you for your attention to this most important matter. 

 

From: Angela Ferrara [mailto:a.ferrara@tmdre.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 17, 2012 1:38 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Garage Parking Lot 

I am a Stamford resident for the past 18 years. Even back then, it took me about a year to finally 
get a space at the train station. The cost is expensive but worth it because of its location at the 
station. There are many nights when its dark at 5pm and/or when there are late nights at work 
which make the walk to the car a bit frightening but if the existing station is taken down and you 
need to walk ¼ mile to your car, that walk could be very intimidating at best. Please reconsider 
this proposal as it will affect the lives of many Stamford commuters! 

Angela Ferrara 
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From: MANABALA@aol.com [mailto:MANABALA@aol.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 17, 2012 2:20 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 

Mr. Alexander, 

If the parking is moved 1/2 mile from the station, what arrangements will be made for the 
monthly commuters who have DISABILITY PARKING PERMITS? Appreciate knowing your thoughts 
in this matter. Thank you. 

Malcolm Jacobs 
203-595-0038 
917-602-0444 (cell) 

 

From: Laura Spichiger [mailto:spichige@optonline.net] 
Sent: Monday, September 17, 2012 3:52 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Transportation Center Parking 

I strongly support the construction of a new parking facility on the exisiting garage footprint. 
While inconveniencing the commuters for some period of time during construction is 
unavoidable, asking the thousands of commuters to walk 1/4 mile to the train station from a new 
location would be a terrible decision. There is definitely room for improvement with regard to 
the traffic flow on the south side of the station and forcing more pedestrians into the traffic flow 
would only result in more accidents and potential injuries. 

I would strongly discourage any additional commercial development in the near vacinity of the 
train station. During high traffic periods, the congestion is already overwhelming. Adding to the 
traffic due to additional commercial establishments would only inconvenience the commuters 
rather than provide any additional conveninces. 

PLEASE THINK OF THE COMMUTERS WHEN MAKING THESE DECISIONS RATHER THAN THE 
DEVELOPERS. 

Regards, 
Laura Spichiger 
16 Butternut Place 
STamford, CT 06903 
(203)329‐9013 

 

From: SBrace1944@aol.com [mailto:SBrace1944@aol.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 17, 2012 5:37 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford train station parking 

I am not a commuter but I realize how important parking at the train station is. Moving the 
parking away from the station would not benefit Stamford and would be a hardship for 
commuters. You have one chance to get this right...please can we use logic over greed. 
Susan Troy-Brace 
Stamford, CT 
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From: Cappetta, Michael [mailto:michael.cappetta@citi.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 17, 2012 6:01 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: Fleming, Kevin 
Subject: RE: Stamford Parking Garage and TOD Public Hearing 

Gentlemen: 

Thank you for giving me this opportunity to submit comments. I apologize, as I am a commuter, I 
will not be able to attend the session on 9/20 at 7 PM. 

I am concerned about the Transportation Center / Parking Garage and Transit Oriented 
Development plans. 

Primarily, the Stamford Railroad station has a terrific convenient setup with the garage several 
dozen yards from the tracks and the station. 

Any new development of a parking garage should maintain this convenience. Should a new 
garage be located up to a ¼ mile away, it would be a detriment to its use. I for one, would not 
want to walk a ¼ from a separate garage to the train station in the snow or rain or through un‐lit 
dangerous areas. 

Further, as we are all aware Stamford is a growing community and the train station, inclusive of 
the garage is a key economic driver for the community bringing in skilled workers and helping 
those with skills commute to other towns /cities to work. We all want people to use mass 
transportation more, it’s good for the community, environment, etc. 

The best plans for the new Railroad station garage would be one that emphasizes convenience, 
safety of commuters and ease of access to the garage and other facilities. 

Appreciate your consideration of my input. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Cappetta 
42 Briar Woods Trail 
Stamford, CT 

 

From: Scott Keyes [mailto:scottkeyes@optonline.net] 
Sent: Monday, September 17, 2012 9:14 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford garage 

Moving the parking ramp away from the station (1/4 mile) is ridiculous!!!!! 

We live in Stamford for easy access to NYC via train. I take the train each week 

The new parking ramp needs to accommodate all those on the monthly waiting list AND a lot 
more. The ramp needs to be next to the station (within 200 feet) 

Scott Keyes 
57 chesterfield road 
Stamford 
. 

Sent from my iPad 
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From: David Tunick [mailto:dtunick@tunickart.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2012 7:47 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Comment on moving Stamford train station parking garage 

I am a 68-year-old lifelong Connecticut resident, taxpayer, voter, and daily Stamford MetroNorth 
commuter to New York and Amtrak business passenger. I hope to go on working another ten or 
twenty years. I have a few crushed and ruptured disks so that walking distances causes some 
pain; carrying my briefcase is a strain – the two combined are best avoided. Moving the Stamford 
train station parking garage anywhere but just proximate to the station itself would be a 
hardship for me. 

Whether or not someone is a Super Adult (which I prefer to Senior Citizen), a mother with kids 
and gear in tow, a commuter in a rush, a resident worried to death about property values 
plunging even more because of the garage move, a Sunday Broadway matinee ticketholder 
looking for convenience and not a long walk, or just about anyone else who wishes to take the 
train rather than drive - transplanting the station parking does not make sense, except maybe to 
those who don’t take the train. 

I understand that a redevelopment is intended. Would this not be the time to step back and take 
a look at the station itself, access to the station, and the area surrounding the station? Let’s face 
it: the Stamford Train Station, the way it is now, is less than ideal, both in practical terms and 
architecturally. Access on both sides is choked (under the bridges, the taxis, cars waiting for 
passenger pick-up, etc.), and the area is ripe for development – commercial as well as residential, 
especially as the market improves. Right now it feels blighted and has almost a third world 
feeling. It certainly is not up to representing the state as its first significant commercial gateway, 
our first express stop. It should be a quality train station, an introduction to Connecticut that we 
can all be proud of, sleek and comfortable in its use. A parking garage that requires any kind of 
walk does not fit this description. But that's only a small part: anything less than a complete 
overview, master plan, and execution of the Stamford Train Station and surrounding area would 
not serve Stamford nor the State of Connecticut. 

David Tunick 

71 Saddle Rock Road 
Stamford, CT 06902 

Tel: R 203-3250416 

C 203-921-7348 
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From: Hilary Schwartzberg [mailto:hilary.schwartzberg@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2012 5:16 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Train Station Parking Garage 

To Whom It May Concern: 

My husband and I are writing to express our opposition to the proposal to eliminate the parking 
garage adjacent to the Stamford Transportation Center.  First, it is highly concerning that the 
DOT has been planning to eliminate the garage without giving appropriate public notice of its 
intentions. A decision of this magnitude should be made only when all opinions have been heard, 
as is the purpose of a public comment period. We learned of this plan only as a result of an email 
sent to us by a real estate broker, Thomas Kijek, another concerned individual and resident of 
Stamford. The period for public comments should be extended and more sufficient notice should 
be provided to the citizens of Stamford, so DOT can proceed with a more clear idea of the impact 
such a decision will have on the city and its multitude of commuters, including ourselves. We 
plan to inform everyone we know in person, via email, and via social media of this misguided 
plan - we are confident that doing so will bring forward more commuters who share our opinion 
and oppose this proposal. 

My husband and I chose to move to Stamford because we wanted the best of both worlds that 
Stamford offers: suburban lifestyle and easy commuting to New York City for our very demanding 
and time consuming jobs. Adding any time at all to our daily commute will make an already day 
and commute even more taxing. As a couple who has a monthly pass in the Bell Street garage, 
we walk between the garage and the train station every day. This walk between Bell Street and 
the train station is longer than the "five minute walk" that proponents of tearing down the 
garage have promised commuters. Additionally, we are on the waiting list for the current garage, 
a waiting list that is over 1000 people long and which can last up to five years. This underscores 
the need for more immediately accessible commuter parking, not none, as the current plan 
would allow for. May we add, that prior to purchasing our home, we made the decision not to 
move to Darien in order to save the five to ten minutes of our commute each morning and 
evening. By taking away the parking at the train station, any advantage to our living in Stamford 
will have been eliminated. Surely, this will factor into any moving plans and decisions that our 
family makes going forward.  

When construction in the lot next to the transit station began recently, we were not the only 
commuters who were excited to have more parking immediately adjacent to the train station. 
However, we now understand that this construction is actually a sad and insufficient 
replacement for the current garage. Failing to account for the 

needs and desires of the commuters who reside in Stamford is a decision that the City of 
Stamford and the State of Connecticut is a mistake. The City of Stamford already has substantial 
vacancies in its commercial spaces and needs no more commercial buildings at this time. 
Construction of a substantial number of residential units is already under way. This will attract 
even more commuters who will need more parking, not less. Additionally, those individuals 
considering moving to Stamford who would be commuters will choose to live in other cities and 
towns that provide parking immediately adjacent to the trains. 

We urge you to reconsider the plan to eliminate parking immediately adjacent to the 
transportation center, as its negative effects will far outweigh any positive ones of adding any 
commercial space. 
 
Sincerely, 

Hilary M. Schwartzberg, Esq. 
Daniel T. Saltus, Esq. 
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From: Ross Taylor [mailto:rtaylor@somersetcap.net] 
Sent: Thursday, September 20, 2012 9:37 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking 

It is my strongly held belief that moving parking away from the Stamford train station to a 
location as much as five blocks distant will hurt all residents of Stamford, and the City itself. 
Adding time to the commute will reduce the attractiveness of Stamford as a home for 
commuters, which will result in reduced property values (especially among higher end properties 
in North Stamford and Shippan, which most directly compete with our neighboring communities 
of Greenwich, Darien and New Canaan) and thus reduced tax revenues. Real estate in Stamford 
has sold at a discount to comparable properties in neighboring communities for as long as I have 
lived here (1986), and it is time that the City take steps to close that valuation gap, rather than 
allow ill‐conceived moves that will only widen it. Closing the gap will allow for more money to 
fund the services residents expect of a city the size of Stamford, while also providing a way to 
deal with the massive debt burden (including unfunded public pension obligations) that is 
already hanging over the City. 

Anyone who commutes knows that time is critical. Moving parking five blocks away will add 10 
minutes or more to each side of a daily commute. For me, this will take what is already an 
investment of 3 hours a day commuting to one that is nearly 3 and a half hours. Additionally, 
since the weather is rarely perfect, it will mean that I will more often arrive at the office wet (be 
it rain or sweat‐soaked), uncomfortable (be it hot or cold) and no longer dressed for success. Add 
in the fact that anywhere that parking is moved will create new traffic bottlenecks (which could 
add even more time to one’s commute) and you have an idea where the only winners will be 
developers, out of town reverse commuters who can avoid going into Stamford entirely, even 
though they work here, and the agency that is able to sell the property. Residents of Stamford, 
whether they use the train station or not, will all be losers. 

An added concern is that, given the high probability that UBS will be largely or completely 
vacating its current building in the next 10 years (I am in the Financial industry and this is the not 
so secret dirty little truth that all know but no one seems to want to acknowledge), and the 
number of other projects being constructed close to the train station, we could easily be looking 
at another “lost decade” for the City should we not be able to adequately fill the new commercial 
space with businesses paying their full tax load. Too often we have relied on tax abatement 
gimmicks to attract new businesses to town, or to keep the one’s we already have. I have yet 
been able to find one Stamford or State official who can show that the “incentives” given out to 
these lucky businesses to locate in my city have actually increased the value of my home, 
improved the quality of my life, or reduced my tax burden. If anything, they have led to a city 
that is suffering from increased traffic congestion, has had to add additional resources 
(particularly fire) to service these new businesses while receiving little true economic benefit. 
Our infrastructure is already insufficient to meet the demands our current commercial and 
residential base is imposing on it. Adding more development, particularly below I‐95, without 
first addressing the problems prior development has created is only going to make these 
problems worse, and make our neighboring communities all that more attractive when people 
look for a place to live. It is time that Stamford start to be run for its residents, instead of 
developers and outsiders who make use of “pay to play” tactics to further their own interests. 

Ross Taylor 
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From: Paul E. Knag [mailto:PKNAG@murthalaw.com] 
Sent: Thursday, September 20, 2012 2:27 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 

Please note that I, like most residents and workers in Stamford, strongly oppose any relocation of 
the existing parking garage at the railroad station. 

Having parking that is at the station rather than blocks away is critical to the effective utilization 
of the Stamford station and rail network. 

We will hold all relevant politicians responsible if, instead, you place the interests of these crony 
capitalists over the interests of the public. 

Paul E. Knag 
Partner 
pknag@murthalaw.com 
Murtha Cullina LLP | Attorneys at Law | www.murthalaw.com 
177 Broad Street | Stamford | CT | 06901 
Direct: 203-653-5407 
Fax: 860-240-5711 

Mobile: 203-561-6438 
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From: christineshall@gmail.com [mailto:christineshall@gmail.com] On Behalf of C Hall 
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2012 7:42 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford train station garage 

Please don't move Stamford train stn parking lot. Moving the parking lot away from the train stn 
is NOT an improvement. 

What we need is slightly larger spaces, especially in the "red" section, more monthly passes, and 
a vendor who takes credit cards. The current vendor only takes cash and checks. That's 
ridiculously 1970s technology. Are they paying any tax on the cash they take in??? 

Thank you. 
-- 
Christine Hall 
Freelance Editor 
P.O. Box 3041 
Stamford CT 06905 
christine.shepard.hall@gmail.com 

+1 203 524 3778 

 

From: Rica Mendes [mailto:ricamb@optonline.net] 
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2012 7:39 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Transportation Garage 
Importance: High 

Moving the Garage from being onsite next to the Stamford Train Station to ¼ mile away is utterly 
foolish. Between day to‐day commuters and those that travel occasionally with luggage etc, that 
¼ mile distance will create a genuine hardship. There are also many of us that wouldn’t qualify 
for handicap parking, but due to health issues (I’m a recent cancer survivor, and chemo has made 
longer walks, including ¼ mile challenging) and injuries that wouldn’t qualify one for a handicap 
space, for whom that ¼ mile would be preventative. 

Rica Mendes 
ricamb@optonline.net 
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From: adlaurem@aol.com 
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2012 12:58 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 

No, No, No. Any OTHER state or city department of transportation would be scrambling to 
OBTAIN property adjacent to a train station for convenient commuter parking--but the CDOT 
can't wait to take it away? Does this make sense at all? No. Let the mixed-use development be 
placed 1/4 mile away from the station at the site you want to stick the commuters. As it is, during 
inclement winter weather, I pray that I don't fall on ice, or be mowed down by one of the 
Stamford taxis that make their home in the station's garage as I cross the street before dawn at 6 
AM when my commute takes place. (Why do the taxis get to stay in the garage and take up room 
there anyway? There is a whole open air area in the garage that could be (and used to be--before 
taxis) used by commuters for parking.) And now, you want me to walk UP TO 1/4 MILE EXTRA TO 
GET TO THE TRAIN STATION? NO WAY! 

My husband and others I know are handicapped, and he (who has a knee replacement and a 
degenerative disease in his joints) can't walk 1/4 mile--repeat--THEY ARE HANDICAPPED AND 
NEED THE GARAGE TO BE AT THE STATION. If you live in North Stamford, it can take up to 40 
minutes to commute from High Ridge or Long Ridge Road in the morning, then it takes 10 
minutes to park and walk to the platform, and 48 minutes for the express to GCT. If you work on 
Wall Street, add 30-40 minutes more to the commute time. That means that WITHOUT any 
further inconvenience, the commute takes in excess of 2 hours each way. That's over 4 HOURS A 
DAY COMMUTING! Do you want us to endure even more punishment? 

Before I earned my parking spot in the garage (my wait was 2 years) I had to park in the Bell 
Street Garage, which is probably 1/4 mile away from the train. They ran a shuttle to the station, 
but the shuttle was unreliable, hardly ever there, and if you had to wait for it, it could take 25 
minutes for it to return, and then 5 minutes to drive to the station, adding 30 minutes to this 
commute. Many times I had to guess if the shuttle was about to arrive or if it had just left, and 
then, based on the weather, and how late I could be for work, I might walk to the station. This 
was never pleasant, as it is not the best neighborhood, and I feared for my safety. Wait and take 
the shuttle or walk and risk your life and limb, either way add 30 minutes to the already 2+ hour 
commute each way. With you planned new offsite garage, you would have us commute 5 HOURS 
PER DAY. This is unacceptable--REAPEAT, UNACCEPTABLE!!! 

This plan was very ill-conceived, and the fact that the fate of commuters who already use the 
station is in the hands of people (YOU) who would count our interests as only 1/3 of the factors 
in weighing whether or not to give some sweetheart deal to a real estate developer instead of 
thinking of the welfare of all of the citizens of Stamford is probably ultra vires and needs to be 
enjoined if you don't come to the conclusion not to build a new garage in a less convenient 
location for already harried and exhausted (and sometimes handicapped) commuters.  

Why can't you build a new commuter garage ON TOP of the station, or even spanning I-95, the 
way roadside rest areas are built over autostrasses/autostradas in Europe? And why can't you 
make it really big so that it not only accommodates existing demand, but demand 50 years into 
the future? That way, when this new garage is finished, you can knock down the existing garage, 
and let your real estate developer have the site for his TOD. 

Thank you for your attention. Please actually read this comment again so that you can absorb all 
of the information I have imparted to you. Also, always have the best interests of the commuting 
public at heart; your greed surrounding this stupid plan of yours to give away the best location 
for the commuter garage in Stamford is not becoming to a public agency. 

Debra Winthrop Pollack 
adlaurem@aol.com 

mailto:adlaurem@aol.com
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From: Anurag Jain <anuragjain3@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2012 8:28 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Parking garage at Stamford station 

There will be an adverse affect on my commute to New York City if you move the parking. Your 
plan is not useful for the citizens and are not in best interest of the community. 

If you continue with the plan I will have no choice but to move out of CT. Please look beyond 
immediate financial gain. 

Thanks 
Anurag Jain 
29 Hazelwood Lane 
Stamford CT 06905 

 

From: Scott Keyes <scottkeyes@optonline.net> 
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2012 9:00 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Garage 

To whom: 

I take the train from Stamford to NYC every week. The garage needs to be at the train 
station….no question….who could possibly consider another alternative. 

Look at Europe. Go to any major city….anywhere. Parking is AT THE STATION. Why? Because then 
people use it. 

I live in Stamford. Stamford is thriving because of the train station. We need more convenient 
parking of commuters not less…… 

I understand there are over 800 people on the waiting list. Does not that tell you something 
about the success of the current configuration!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Scott Keyes 
57 Chesterfield Road 
Stamford, CT 
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From: Mike Barbis <mike@mikebarbis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2012 9:43 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Train Station 

CT Department of Transportation: 

Have you completely lost your minds???? Could you please explain why you would move the 
Stamford train station parking garage a ¼ mile away from the station platforms? 

Let me ask you a few more questions: 

1. Are you from anywhere in Fairfield County? 
2. Have you ever commuted on Metro North? 
3. Would you just try to commute for one day? 

I think you need to be able to answer YES to those three questions before you should be in a 
position to make a decision about the Stamford train station’s parking garage …. You cannot 
unilaterally decide to move this garage away from its current location. 

Please re‐consider the very ill conceived idea to move the existing garage. While it is in bad 
shape, it should be rebuilt in the current location. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Barbis 

 

From: Patrick Steele <psteele235@aol.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2012 11:48 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 

This is the most insane idea I have heard of for a long time. 

Come on DOT ‐ put yourselves in the place of the users of the station and garage and use the 
common sense God gave you! 

If you can not come up with a better idea than this, and allow the users to have meaningful 
input, then maybe the users should be making these decisions and not you. 

Patrick 

Patrick Steele 
203 866 5402 (o) 
203 856 3689 (m) 
Via iPad 
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From: Nora King <nora@norakingandco.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2012 11:53 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: mike@mikebarbis.com; 'Sen. Duff, Bob'; 'John Igneri' 

Have you lost your minds? Why would you move the Stamford Train Station parking ¼ mile away. 
I think someone needs to look at the people that work for the DOT and question all of their skill 
levels. They obviously do not have the business acumen to make many of the decisions they are 
making in the past few years. They seem to not understand traffic calming and the importance of 
public transportation. 

Another bad decision is the lowering of the road under the Rowayton Bridge. This is ludicrous. 
Let’s let cars move faster in a pedestrian area. What happened to the concepts of foot paths and 
walkways? 

I think these bad decisions now need to be escalated to Gov. Malloy because there is no way he 
would think moving the train station parking in Stamford ¼ of a mile is a good one. 

Regards, 
Nora 

Nora king and co., llc 
17 Covewood drive 
Rowayton, ct 06853 

www.norakingandco.com 
nora@norakingandco.com 

203-866-6777 office 
203-952-8413 cell 
203-866-1997 fax 

 

From: Ted Shiffman <tedcycle@aol.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2012 9:36 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 

It's time for the State to be more concerned with those who use the garage every weekday 
rather than the builders who will be getting rich off the system. Governor Malloy should step in 
and make sure this project never gets off the ground. 

Ted Shiffman 

Sent from my iPad 
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From: Aviva Budd <abudd@avivarealty.com> 
Sent: Sunday, September 23, 2012 12:18 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 

To whom it may concern: 

I travel to NYC frequently by rail and was a daily commuter to NYC by rail. The convenience of the 
parking facility to the Train station has supported the development of Stamford. Relocating a 
material portion of the parking to within ¼ mile will , predictably, negatively affect the 
convenience of living in Stamford and working in NYC. Many of our residents work in NYC and it 
is short sighted to trade an essential facility location for just another office building. The office 
building development in retrospect will have less of an impact on Stamford economic 
advancement then maintaining a convenient commuter experience. There are many office 
building development sites in Stamford and surrounding the train station. For the State to raise 
funds in this way is not wise. It would be better to raise the parking fees and maintain and 
improve the commuting experience. 

Aviva Budd 
Retired Real Estate Development Attorney 

 

From: Michael Cappetta <mcappe1@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Sunday, September 23, 2012 5:25 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Transit Oriented Development Bad Idea at Stamford RR Station 

Gentlemen: 

Thank you for allowing me to comment on the Transit Oriented Development program. Just to 
say this bluntly, this is a bad idea. The one thing making the Stamford Railroad Station really 
great to use is the proximity of parking. 

I am a regular commuter, been doing it for 20 years. If you moved the garage a quarter mile 
away, I will use Stamford to commute. I will either drive to New York, or go to a different train 
station. 

If you commute and understand just how important convenience is during the commute you can 
appreciate how another quarter mile walk 2 times per day is a big deal. Imagine doing it in the 
rain and snow each morning and evening for 20 years. It’s going to suck. 

Plain and simple. Don't do this to us, the regular commuters. 

Did you ever consider asking us what we need in a train station or a parking garage. I am sure you 
would get some very good ideas about how to make things even better. Talk to us more, and 
listen to the feedback and ideas to make the railroad station and garage better for the 
community. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Cappetta 
42 Briar Woods Trail 
Stamford, CT 06903 
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From: Jennifer Sclar <jensclar@optonline.net> 
Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 1:09 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: Kevin O'Brien 
Subject: Comment on Stamford Station Garage 

To whom it may concern: 

It is my understanding that you are still soliciting comments on the proposal to move the current 
garage to a location within 1/4 mile of the station and replace the existing garage site with retail 
space. We moved to Stamford 9 years ago in order to live in a vibrant community that would 
allow my husband and I to easily commute to our jobs in the City. The availability of convenient 
parking and multiple express trains made Stamford a perfect choice. Quite simply, if the parking 
garage is moved and we find ourselves adding a 10 minute walk (often in inclement weather) to 
either side of our commute, we will move. Part of what attracts commuters to Stamford is the 
fact that it is an easily accessible transportation hub. If you take that away it will be become 
increasingly likely that commuters will forego Stamford in favor of surrounding towns (where 
public schools are excellent and parking is convenient to the train). Commuters don't need retail 
shops next to the train station, they need parking. The town destroys one of its great advantages 
over surrounding towns at its great peril. 

Sincerely, 
Jennifer Sclar and Kevin O'Brien 
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From: CAROL FEENEY <cafeeney@optonline.net> 
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 1:16 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: parking garage 

The parking garage at the Stamford Train Station needs to be AT the Stamford Train Station, not 
a quarter of a mile away. Commercial development is not what the riders need or want. 

Get real! 

Carol Feeney 

 

From: Diana Toomey-Wilson <dianatoomeywilson@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:46 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Train Station Parking 

Dear Mr. Alexander, 

Not to raise the 'sexual discrimination' flag, but as a woman I feel that a quarter mile walk to my 
car in the dark is very insecure. Would you want that for your wife, daughter or mother? The 
proposed location would discourage commuting for me, or at least limit my flexibility to work 
late, neither of which would enhance my career opportunities. Please think through the needs of 
all the constituents who would patronize the lot, I'm sure then you'll understand best how it 
needs to be designed. 

Respectfully, 

Diana Toomey‐Wilson 
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From: Betty Sheets <bettymsheets@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September 29, 2012 9:01 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 

I read with amazement that the new parking garage being planned for Stamford would be 
located a "quarter mile or less" from the train station. To move the garage from its existing 
location will SUBSTANTIALLY reduce its usefulness. A quarter mile on top of the already lengthy 
commute from home to New York office could well be the straw that breaks the camel's back, 
even in sunny weather. In rain, forget it! To put a mix of residental, office and retail space 
between the train station and the new parking facility really makes no sense. 

Betty Sheets 
Stamford resident 

 

From: Deborah Doane <ddoane1@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 3:14 PM 
To: DOT Stamford.TOD; DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Train Station Parking Garage 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I have been reading about the upcoming deadline for developers to submit plans for 
redeveloping the parking garage at the Stamford Train Station and I am gravely concerned about 
the lack of transparency the DOT has provided to the public and ridership of MetroNorth trains. 

Any plan that suggests parking should be further from the Ticket Office is completely flawed and 
should be considered unworkable. As a commuter, I dealt with a good deal of inconvenience 
while the 2nd garage was being completed and attached to the rear of the original parking 
garage. I cannot imagine what it would be like if the parking is moved away from its current site. 

Please provide us, the public and ridership, with ongoing communication as to the status of the 
plans for the garage. And do not even consider putting it in a different spot, no matter how 
inconsequential the distance. If you were commuting regularly you'd know how important every 
minute is! 

Regards, 

Deborah Doane 
163 Turner Road 
Stamford, CT 06905 
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From: Brian McDermott <bmcdermott34@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 9:00 AM 
To: DOT Stamford.TOD; DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

I have been reading about the upcoming deadline for developers to submit plans for 
redeveloping the parking garage at the Stamford Train Station and I am gravely concerned about 
the lack of transparency the DOT has provided to the public and ridership of Metro North trains. 

I strongly urge you NOT to locate the garage away from the immediate station grounds. The 
garage should be no further from the station than its current location. I understand that you may 
want the garage above or below commercial space and that might be a fine idea to generate 
income that would work well for both the commuter and your budget. However the garage 
should NOT be moved a quarter mile away as I've been reading in the papers. The average 
commute is probably 1.5 hours each way, leaving about 2.5 hours free time at the end of the 
day. Take away another 7 minutes for a shuttle on either side of the commute and you take away 
greater than 10% of the commuter's precious free time. The idea is, quite frankly, outrageous to 
anyone who's had to commute. 

A commuter's life is already difficult, don't add another leg to his commute. 

Regards, 

Brian McDermott 
163 Turner Road 
Stamford, CT 06905 

 

From: Anurag Jain <anuragjain3@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 4:32 PM 
To: StamfordTOD, DOT; DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com; michael.molgano@housegop.ct.gov 
Subject: Comment on CDOT's plans to demolish the old garage at Stamford's rail station 

Dear Mr. Mark W. Alexander: 

Please consider this as a request to abandon your plans to demolish the old garage at Stamford's 
rail station. This will impact my daily commute and surely for my fellow commuters who park 
their vehicle at the Stamford garage. Moving it to any other location will increase the commute 
time and walking to train station will burden the commuters with wasted productivity. Other 
towns like Fairfield are moving to add more parking spots closer to the train station, however 
you're moving in a completely opposite direction. 

You are completely aware that this is not in best interest of the community and I urge you to 
leave your personal interests and short term gains out of this project and do what is good for the 
community. If you're not convinced, please come down to the train station during peak hours 
and see how the garage touches the commuters every day. 

We call Stamford home and this garage has been part of the living experience. How will you feel 
if someone came along and took your garage away from your home? 

A daily commuter from Stamford to New York City. 

Thank you! 
Anurag Jain 
29 Hazelwood Lane 
Stamford, CT 06905 
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From: CoachAnnieU@aol.com 
Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 4:47 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: garage plan 

and please explain what will happen to the people who park in the handicapped spaces and will 
truly not be able to walk less than 1/4 mile. people movers? i thought not. some of us depend on 
the spots in the station to be able to commute and therefore keep our jobs. 

ann wright 
203 323-5667 
coachannieu@aol.com 

 

From: Caroline Schroeder <schroecr@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 5:29 PM 
To: StamfordTOD, DOT; DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 

To whom it may concern: 

Please do not move the parking garage another quarter of a mile away from the train station.  I 
am a working Mom commuting every day to NYC. I spend almost 3 hours a day commuting. 
Having to park farther will add another 30 minutes to my commute, which will mean I will spend 
even less time with my kids at night. I beg you, please don't do that! 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Caroline Schroeder 
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From: Rachel Lussier <rachel@rachellussierart.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 8:36 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning; StamfordTOD, DOT 
Cc: Jim Cameron 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage: No more short-sighted development 

Dear Connecticut (& Stamford) Department of Transportation, 

I am writing to express my disapproval of the possible relocation of the current Stamford 
commuter parking facility. The LAST thing Stamford (or the State for that matter) needs right 
now as another ill‐conceived development. There is currently an over abundance of both 
residential and commercial properties in the downtown vicinity. Adding more will only hamper 
the strength and stability of the new & vacant properties in the region, I.E. Trump Apartments, 
South‐End Development, etc.  

I have lived in Stamford long enough to see the effects of the shortsighted building projects that 
have taken place over the past several decades. The piece‐meal approach has left Stamford with 
poor road & traffic patterns, inconvenient parking, little or no consideration for pedestrian 
access, etc. I believe this lack of planning is at the heart of why many businesses in downtown 
Stamford fail to survive.  

They way to financial success for both the State & the city of Stamford is good INFRASTRUCTURE: 
better commuter facilities, better roads, better parking, better pedestrian pathways. Rebuild the 
current garage in the same location but bigger and charge more per month if necessary. To do 
otherwise would undermine the attractiveness of Stamford (or the State) as a satellite to the 
tri‐state business community. 

Slow and steady wins the race. 

Rachel Lussier 

 

From: cindy fong <kktfong@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 9:00 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Comment on Stamford parking garage 

I would like to comment on options currently considered to replace the parking garage at the 
Stamford Transportation center. I am a daily commuter and would like to strongly recommend 
that any new development plan should keep the garage in the current location. I am 
handicapped and dependent upon the escalators and elevators that connect the parking garage 
to the train station to get me to the station safely and efficiently. Even though it stipulates that 
any new development requires that the garage location be within <0.25 of a mile from the 
station, moving the garage from it's current location would present an added burden for 
someone who has limited mobility. 

Please consider the importance of accessibility for this garage for someone who is so dependent 
upon it. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Cindy Fong 
4 Fitch Lane 
Riverside, CT 06878 
203-344-1040 
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From: Ken Neuhaus <kneuhaus133@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 12:42 PM 
To: StamfordTOD, DOT; DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: carlo.leone@cga.ct.gov; michael.molgano@housegop.ct.gov 
Subject: Proposed Stamford Garage Demolition 

Your proposal for the demolition of the Stamford garage and its relocation a quarter mile away 
represents a SIGNIFICANT DISSERVICE not only to commuters, but to the entire community. A 
significant aspect of Stamford's attractiveness is the relative ease of commute to NY -- frequency 
of train service and adjacent parking. Stop insulting our intelligence by stating that "...overall 
commuting time -- to and from the station--remains the same or better than it is today" and 
"...financial considerations do not outweigh customer and convenience..." 

The proposed relocation not only adds precious minutes to the commute, but will also require 
commuters to go from their car to the rail line unprotected from the elements and across a 
major thoroughfare. I suggest you take the time to walk the distance -- imagine doing this at 630 
or 7AM, in the winter when it is dark, cold and snowy and you are dodging other cars racing to 
the garage so that their occupants can make the train. The commute will be longer, more 
inconvenient and could well become a significant public safety issue. 

This also does not bode well as potential residents investigate Stamford as a prospective 
residence. You are eliminating one of the few assets that Stamford has in comparison to other 
communities along the Metro North New Haven Line corridor. Why can't developers use the 
footprint of the proposed parking lot as the foundation for their new building - it is only a quarter 
mile from the current location? If the current Stamford parking lot must be used, why can't the 
developer be required to incorporate commuter parking in the new building. 

If our elected representatives can be this shortsighted and oblivious to an issue of such 
importance to the community, then perhaps we should find new representatives. 

Sincerely, 
Ken Neuhaus 
-- 
Ken Neuhaus 
H: (203) 323 1902 
C: (203) 273 9049 
 
  



Appendix C   

Public Review Comments and Responses 

C-70  Stamford Transportation Center Parking & TOD   

  Record of Decision 

Response Key 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A-3 

 

 

 

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 1:35 PM 
To: StamfordTOD, DOT; DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: ctrailcommutercouncil@gmail.com; carlo.leone@cga.ct.gov; scott.frantz@cga.ct.gov; 
gerald.fox@cga.ct.gov; william.tong@cga.ct.gov; patricia.miller@cga.ct.gov; 
michael.molgano@housegop.ct.gov; livvy.floren@housegop.ct.gov; 
terrie.wood@housegop.ct.gov 
Subject: COMMUTER ALERT: Stamford Garage 

To the Dept of Transportation of Stamford, CT - 

It has been encouraged that commuters from Stamford, like me, voice our opinions regarding the 
potential new development of the Stamford Garage. 

It has been publicized that the Stamford garage may potentially be relocated to a different place 
as far as 1/4 of a mile away from the train station. 

My opinion is that it would add time to my commute, maybe up to 10 minutes depending on the 
new garage architecture/configuration. 

It has also been promised that time to commute from our homes to the garage will not be 
changed. Well, even if that's true, I still have to add the incremental time from the garage to the 
platform to my entire commute. 

Being a Stamford resident that pays state and local taxes, but do not benefit from the Stamford 
public school system due to its quality, the math will become a lot easier for me to move to a 
place such as New Canaan, Darien (then with a similar total commute time as Stamford) or to 
Greenwich (then with lower total commute time than Stamford). In these towns I can have my 2 
kids in the public school system and save a great deal of money. The time difference wasn't 
worth before, but now it may as well be. 

When I moved to Stamford from NYC, I always gad the argument that Stamford is an express 
station and should not be compared to Greenwich/New Canaan/ Darien. By moving the garage, 
this is exactly what is being done. Now these towns will have comparable or better commutes. 

Stamford will end up emptying and that is not good for business, municipal revenues and real 
estate values. Socio-economic problems and increased crime will follow. 

In short, the DOT should focus on making Stamford more attractive rather than less attractive 
for families that commute (higher income, more tax revenue, better real estate markets). If 
Stamford becomes less attractive, I'll probably move. And many neighbors like me (commuters 
with kids in private schools) will move too. Please take that into consideration for a long term 
plan for Stamford. 

Best regards, 
Nelson Andrade 
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From: Jeff Lewis <4jefflewis@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 2:30 PM 
To: StamfordTOD, DOT; DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: michael.molgano@housegop.ct.gov; CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Fwd: Stamford Parking Garage 

I am re-submitting comments previously sent to Mr. Alexander. 

Thank you 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Jeff Lewis <4jefflewis@gmail.com> 
Date: Wed, Jun 6, 2012 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage 
To: Mark.W.Alexander@ct.gov 

I am writing to you because I understand that you are the correct person to communicate with 
about future plans for the Stamford parking garage. If that is incorrect, would you please forward 
to the correct person? 

I use the station & garage daily, and no one can dispute that the Stamford garage needs help - 
and lots of it. That said, there are many proposals I have read about that would involve moving 
parking to an alternate location, some very remote. I therefore write to express my opinion that 
any garage plans must (1) have a new structure (if there is to be one) conveniently located for 
commuters/customers such that it is not a long walk from car to train, (2) allow people parking to 
connect to the station area above the tracks, and (3) be done in a way that does not disrupt the 
hundreds of people who currently use the station and garage. These are important for the 
general commuters and more important particularly to elderly and physically handicapped, I 
understand that what I am saying may in the eyes of some be mutually exclusive, but that does 
not mean that these priorities can be ignored. The current proposals to place parking 1/2 mile or 
more (when you take into account where the cars will be) is not acceptable from the users 
standpoint. 

Thank you, 
Jeff Lewis (67 East Lane, Stamford) 
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From: Sanzo, Jerome (Eurohypo) <jsanzo@hypothekenbankfrankfurt.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 3:30 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning; DOT Stamford.TOD 
Cc: William.Tong@cga.ct.gov; CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Stamford Station Garage and Transit Oriented Development - Request for Comments 
Importance: High 

I am writing concerning the request for proposals concerning the Stamford Transportation 
Center Garage and the proposed Transit Oriented Development Project. I have been commuting 
from Stamford Station for over 25 years and I currently have a space in the Garage for which I am 
paying $70/month. I strongly object to any proposals to relocate the Garage from its existing site. 

At the present time, it takes me between 25-30 minutes EACH way from my home in North 
Stamford to navigate through downtown Stamford traffic and find a space in the existing Garage. 
The Department of Transportation and the City of Stamford have collectively ignored the 
requirements of growing traffic volume in downtown Stamford, particularly around the Train 
Station. For example, there is no delicate way to put this: Station Place is simply a mess at any 
time of day. Clearly nobody in the local or state government has put any thought into traffic 
patterns or the volume of traffic there. Therefore, to consider MORE density through some sort 
of Transit Oriented Development, which would mean more residential near the Station, more 
retail, and therefore MORE traffic, is ludicrous and irresponsible. In addition, to move the Garage 
further away from the Station and platforms is to show a complete lack of consideration for 
those commuters who rely on timely commutes to and from their jobs, for which they have the 
"privilege" of paying taxes to the States of Connecticut AND New York, as well as property taxes 
to Stamford. 

It is my view that the Department of Transportation’s role should not be to play commercial real 
estate developer. Instead, the DOT should be focused on ways to improve the quality and 
quantity of mass transit in Fairfield County. Instead the quality has obviously deteriorated during 
my commuting life from Fairfield County to New York City over the past 25 years. The winter of 
2010-2011 was particularly abysmal for train commuters into and out of Stamford. The trains 
currently are unreliable, unpleasant, and increasingly more expensive. Why is the DOT not 
focused on improving the quality and quantity of train travel in Connecticut? 

Currently my monthly commuting costs are approximately $348/month including the monthly 
train ticket and monthly parking at Stamford Transportation Center Garage. All this gets me is the 
likelihood of standing room only trains during the morning rush hour, and an approximately 1 ½ 
hour door-to-door commute EACH way. IF the DOT decides to increase the time of my commute 
and increase the cost of parking, at what point do you think it will be a rational choice for me to 
drive into New York City every day? I may find I could save money and I would definitely save 
time. Isn’t this the opposite of what the DOT should be encouraging? 

Thank you for your consideration of my opinions. 

Sincerely, 

Jerome Sanzo 
52 Davenport Ridge Road, 
Stamford, CT 06903 
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From: Gregory Shulas <gshulas@money-media.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 3:40 PM 
To: StamfordTOD, DOT; DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Opposition against current Stamford Garage Reconstruction Plan 

I am asking the DOT and the state to modify its current plans to demolish and reconstruct the 
Stamford parking garage near the Stamford Train station. These plans would result in a 
relocation of parking space for commuters to a location potentially a quarter of a mile away from 
the train station. It is clear that this is a new inconvenience to commuters and favors a private 
developer. The state should be trying to make our commute easier, not harder. I ask that the 
plan be modified to ensure existing parking spaces for commuters remain. The changes will 
prolong commute times and potentially cause us to miss trains. You should not relocate parking 
spaces further away. Your job should be to improve our commute, customers are supposed to 
come first, not developers. This is a premiere train station too so these changes are a huge step 
back that will be further magnified. I would ask for you to be more transparent too. This whole 
process has the aura of secrecy. For example, at your public hearing, you don’t mention in your 
main summary page that spaces will be moved. You just say things like intermodal development 
and other engineering speak terms  

These are my personal views and do not represent any views of my employer. 

Gregory Shulas 
Money-Media Interactive Editor 
Product Enhancements, Associate Editor 
Catalyst 
Office: 212 542 1220 
Mobile: 203 915 9929 
Fax: (646) 607-9230 
gshulas@money-media.com 

 

From: William Allyn <italia@optonline.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 4:18 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Train station parking garage 

Gentlemen: 

Since the Stamford train station parking garage was open, more than 20 years ago, despite the 
construction delays due to faulty construction, we have used the parking facility as a safe and 
convenient way to travel, either into New York city as a commuter, or as an AMTRAK passenger. 
Initially, our parking space was more than 100 yards away, subject to inclement weather, rain, 
snow, ice and wind, and the occasional vandal. My car was broken into and windows smashed. 
We cannot stress enough how important the location of the garage is, both for safety and 
proximity to the train. As tax paying residents (City, State and Federal), we cannot understand 
the logic of moving the parking garage more than a quarter of a mile away. More than likely, a 
half mile away. 

Reconstruction of the garage is obviously needed, but convenient parking is essential for those 
individuals who travel every day into New York and beyond. Its favorable location cannot be 
denied, and those of us who will continue to pay for its upkeep, should be considered FIRST, 
rather than the consideration of revenue generated by a high rise and/or retail space. 

Joyce and Bill Allyn 
Halliwell Drive 
Stamford 
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From: david.lucey@barclays.com 
Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 6:10 PM 
To: StamfordTOD, DOT; DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com; lile.gibbons@housegop.ct.gov; david.lucey@mac.com 
Subject: Commuter upset about Stamford Train Station plans 

My Friends and I take the 5:41am express train every day parking in the Stamford lot and 
returning around 7pm. 

Several considerations from our perspective: 

1/ Our daily trip door to door is already a challenging 2 hrs 30 mins round trip so the additional 
half mile round trip (about 10 additional minutes walking time) would add to the 2 miles total we 
already walk to/from GCT to our offices. Under certain weather conditions, this would be 
onerous and the safety of the area after dark (when we will be walking for much of the year) is a 
concern. 

2/ James Redeker has written in his September 28th press release that financial considerations 
do not outweigh customer priorities. However, the RFP states in item 11.2 that ” the Financial 
Proposal will have 66% of total available points” with the “Technical proposal” composing 34% 
(with “Commuter Safety, Convenience and Amenities” represents only a small part of this 
category), so this seems to be the source of the distrust. 

3/ In my opinion, the appearance of making such an important decision away from public 
scrutiny carries with it a presumption that something is not right. Transparency should outweigh 
any value which could be derived from any “proprietary” bids especially considering the poor 
track record of the 1987 station construction and original parking lot which was in need of 
replacement after only a couple of decades. 

4/ We understand that there may be a need to replace the garage, but the handling has left us 
with a period of uncertainty about the security of our parking which we have held and paid for 
consistently many years. Do we hold priority rights on any new spaces allocated? Why rush to 
move ahead before alternative options have been better prepared and clearly explained? 

5/ The infrastructure immediately around the station already is insufficient to handle current 
volumes, so the idea of additional retail, housing and office space makes no sense. There are 
already large new developments at Harbor Point, across from the station on Washington Blvd, on 
Washington Blvd down towards Tresser and on Atlantic between Federal and Tresser so it is very 
difficult to understand why additional non transport/parking related capacity is even allowed for 
consideration at the expense of at least 1500 daily commuters.  

The Fairfield County I‐95 corridor already has very significant traffic congestion issues, so please 
don’t punish those of us who already spend more than $3500 per year to leave our cars behind. 
If anything, there should be a greater effort to incentivize more people to travel to work on 
public transportation as we do! 

David Lucey 
Barclays | EMEA Equity Sales 
Office: +1- 212-528-3402 
Cell: +1-917-854-6420 
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From: Terry Grossman <tcgman@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 6:10 PM 
To: StamfordTOD, DOT; DOT Environmental Planning; CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Cc: carlo.leone@cga.ct.gov; scott.frantz@cga.ct.gov; Gerald.fox@cga.ct.gov; 
William.Tong@cga.ct.gov; Pagtricia.Miller@cga.ct.gov; michael.molgano@housegop.ct.gov; 
Livvy.Floren@housegop.ct.gov; Terrie.Wood@housegop.ct.gov 
Subject: STAMFORD TRAIN STATION PARKING GARAGE 

To: Connecticut Officials, 

The location of the parking garage at the Stamford Train Station has been a tremendous asset in 
the growth of Stamford. Replacing the old garage with anything other than another garage would 
be a travesty.  

Adding more time to commutes for no reason other than to have more commercial and 
residential development doesn't make sense The area between the train station and the Long 
Island Sound is currently undergoing tremendous development of both commercial and 
residential structures. There is no need to make commuters suffer. 

I hope smart minds prevail because the efforts made by our elected officials regarding the 
location of the new garage won't be forgotten. The garage is an extension of the commuters 
home.  

Also, over the years, has not there been a move to make public transportation more popular so 
as to relieve the roads of congestion. Moving the garage would seem to contradict that goal as 
more commuters refuse to huff and puff that extra distance every day. 

As a Stamford resident, I implore you not to mess with OUR ASSET. 

Yours truly, 

Terry Grossman, Stamford resident 
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From: kori meyers [mailto:wkmeyers@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 11:59 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning; michael.molgano@housegop.ct.gov 
Cc: CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com 
Subject: Stamford Rail Station Garage 

Dear Representative Molgano and all those involved in this proposal, 

I am responding to the Connecticut DOT letter "Connecticut DOT Wants to Hear from You!" 

I am very disturbed about the proposal concerning the DOT Transportation Project. 

As both a tax payer and a 13 year commuter from the Stamford Train Station, I do not believe 
that this proposal will in ANY way better service Metro North customers. In fact, it will make 
commuting far more difficult. 

The letter states, "Our goal is that the overall commuting time -- to and from the station -- 
remains the same or better than it is today". How is that possible????? 

Having a new garage 0.25 miles farther away from the existing one (and that is measured from 
the beginning of the lot, NOT the end) will increase travel time for current and future 
commuters. It is impossible to claim that is will not when the walk is at least .25 miles farther 
away. 

Furthermore, the letter continues, "Financial considerations do not outweigh customers and 
convenience..." This is a blatant lie. The city officials are clearly searching for development 
projects in that particular space as they believe it can bring in more revenue than elsewhere. 
There are empty places in Stamford near the station that will NOT inconvenience current MTA 
customers, so why aren't they being proposed for development? It is clearly ALL about financial 
considerations. 

This has been pushed through citizens without any real discussion or vote to gauge the needs 
and desires of the citizens. The city/state officials are supposed to represent the interest of their 
constituencies and this clearly is an underhanded way of pushing through a government agenda. 
This is directly against the responsibilities of our elected officials. 

This letter (Connecticut DOT Wants to Hear from You!) is deceitful and misrepresents the true 
needs of the citizens; clearly putting the needs of our politicians ahead of their constituencies. 

I will NEVER vote for ANY official engaged in this disturbing and deceitful plan! 

Feel free to contact me. I look forward to your response. 

Sincerely, 
Bill Meyers. 
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Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 3:07 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning; DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: 'CTRailCommuterCouncil@gmail.com'; 'carlo.leone@cga.ct.gov'; 'scott.frantz@cga.ct.gov'; 
'Gerald.fox@cga.ct.gov'; 
'William.Tong@cga.ct.gov'; 'Patricia.Miller@cga.ct.gov'; 'michael.molgano@housegop.ct.gov'; 
'Livvy.Floren@housegop.ct.gov'; 'Terrie.Wood@housegop.ct.gov' 
Subject: Stamford Station Parking Garage Proposed Relocation 

State of Connecticut DOT: 

I live in Stamford, CT and commute to Manhattan daily. I am writing to express that I, like the 
rest of my fellow commuters are vehemently opposed to Stamford train station’s parking 
garage being relocated to any other location than where is it. 

This all comes down to dollars and cents. The DOT needs money, has a piece of expensive land it 
can sell for a huge profit and the hell with who it effects. The DOT serves the people of the State 
of Connecticut and the city of Stamford. The DOT’s proposal to move the Stamford train station 
parking garage up to a ¼ mile from the train station, clearly is not serving the city of Stamford. 
The DOT is obviously not acting in the city of Stamford’s best interest. Instead, the focus is on 
the tremendous profit to be made at the city of Stamford’s expense, so the DOT can balance 
their state budget.  

DOT, find another way to balance your budget ‐ one that’s not at the expense of Stamford 
commuters!! Stamford commuters obviously live in the State of Connecticut too –we HAVE TO 
BE CONSIDERED!! LEAVE THE STAMFORD TRAIN STATION PARKING GARAGE WHERE IT IS!! 

Sincerely, 
Suzette Kolacki 

Suzette Kolacki 
9 West 57th Street, Suite 4200 
New York, NY 10019 
Office: 212.271.9941 
suzette.kolacki@kkr.com| www.kkr.com 

 

From: Linda Pastore [mailto:linda.pastore@pb.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 4:07 PM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Subject: Stamford Parking Garage Development 

Dear Mr. Alexander: 

For your review, I have attached our company's comments related to the Stamford Parking 
Garage Development. 

If you have any questions regarding the attached, please contact Maureen Fahy at 203‐351‐6663. 

Thank you. 

Linda Pastore 
Executive Assistant to 
Maureen Fahy, VP Global Real Estate 
 
  

http://www.kkr.com/
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From: Silber, Jerry [mailto:jerry.silber@citi.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 9:30 AM 
To: DOT Environmental Planning 
Cc: Alex Karman; Amanda Kennedy; Arthur Selkowitz; Bernie Teig (PENNTAX@aol.com); Bob 
Karp; Bob Raymond (robert.raymond@gmail.com); Celeste Johnson; Charles Glaser 
(pferderman2@hotmail.com); Charles Pia; Christie Fountain; Cora Santaguida; Cynthia Reeder; 
Dan Burden (dan@walklive.org); David Bedell; David Kooris; David Kweskin 
(David.kweskin@gmail.com); David Martin (dmartin@michaelallencompany.com); David Stein 
(davidstein@optonline.net); James Grunberger (jamesgrunberger@hotmail.com); Jill Smyth 
(jgsmyth@msn.com); John Smith; Josh Lecar (jlec2362@aol.com); Josh Lecar 
(lecar@keepstamfordmoving.org); Julia Brennan; Kathy Kligler; Mani Poola  
(mpoola@ci.stamford.ct.us); Michael Brown (michaeldbrown428@gmail.com); Michael 
Wiederlight; Milton Puryear; Mitch Kaufman; Phil Steinberg; Sheila Williams-Brown; Silber, Jerry ; 
Vahid Karimi (vkarimi@vhb.com); Virgil Delacruz  
Subject: Stamford Transportation Center Parking & TOD project 

Mark, 

Enclosed is our guidance on the Stamford Transportation Center project from a group of citizens 
who are looking to make Stamford and Connecticut overall an enjoyable place to live for 
ourselves and future generations. 

Thanks for your consideration. 

Jerry  

mailto:davidstein@optonline.net
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5. Public Hearing Transcript and Comments Keyed to Responses 
On September 20, 2012, CTDOT conducted a Public Hearing at the Stamford High School, 
located at 55 Strawberry Hill Avenue, Stamford, Connecticut.  Approximately 63 individuals 
attended the Hearing, of which 24 provided comments in the form of oral testimony. 

The following section provides a copy of the Hearing transcript, with oral testimony beginning 
on page 148.  Where applicable, substantive comments provided in the oral testimony are keyed 
(or cross-referenced) to the summary of public comments and responses provided in Section 3.   
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   . . .Verbatim proceedings of a 1 

hearing before the State of Connecticut, Department 2 

of Transportation, in the matter of Stamford 3 

Transportation Center Parking and Transit Oriented 4 

Development, held on September 20, 2012 at 7:00 5 

p.m. . . . 6 

 7 

 8 

 9 

   MR. ROBERT IKE:  -- Department of 10 

Transportation.  I will serve as the moderator for 11 

tonight‟s public hearing.  I‟d like to introduce 12 

the individuals, who are here this evening to make 13 

presentations and listen to your comments and 14 

concerns. 15 

   Mr. James Redeker, Commissioner of 16 

Transportation, Mr. Jeffrey Parker, Project 17 

Manager, Clough Harbor & Associates, Mr. Mark W. 18 

Alexander, Transportation Assistant Planning 19 

Director, Mr. Ted Nezames, Transportation Principal 20 

Engineer, and Mr. Scott Hill, Manager of Bridges 21 

and Facilities. 22 

   We also have a litany of DOT staff, 23 
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and I don‟t want to miss anybody, but we have Mr. 1 

Gene Colonese, our Rail Administrator, Mr. Mark 2 

Rolfe, our Construction, our District III District 3 

Engineer, and we also have Mr. DelPapa and Mr. 4 

Olmstead and Ms. Kissane from our Office of 5 

Planning and Bridges and Facilities.  We have our 6 

DOT technicians. I want to recognize them. 7 

   We are meeting with you this 8 

evening in order to discuss the Department‟s 9 

Environmental Impact Evaluation, EIE, of the 10 

Stamford Parking Garage and Transit Oriented 11 

Development, TOD, project here in Stamford, State 12 

Project No. 301-0047. 13 

   I would like to emphasize that no 14 

final decision has been made on this document.  15 

That is why we are here this evening, to gather 16 

your input, in order to help us reach a final 17 

decision. 18 

   This public hearing is conducted in 19 

accordance with the Connecticut Department of 20 

Transportation‟s Policy, entitled “Public 21 

Involvement Guidance Manual, Revised 2009.” 22 

   This hearing concerns the 23 
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Connecticut Environmental Impact Evaluation 1 

Document for Project No. 301-0047, prepared 2 

pursuant to the regulations of Connecticut State 3 

Agencies, Sections 22a-1a-1 to 12, inclusive. 4 

   The document is available for 5 

public inspection at the following locations, 6 

Stamford Town Clerk‟s Office, 888 Washington 7 

Boulevard, Stamford, Connecticut, 06901, Ferguson 8 

Public Library, One Public Plaza Library, Stamford, 9 

Connecticut, 06904, Southwestern Regional Planning 10 

Agency, 888 Washington Boulevard, Third Floor, 11 

Stamford, Connecticut, 06901, and the Connecticut 12 

Department of Transportation, 2800 Berlin Turnpike, 13 

Room 2155, Newington, Connecticut, 06131. 14 

   The document is also available 15 

online at www.ct.gov/environmentaldocuments.  16 

Written comments may be submitted either at this 17 

public hearing, or be mailed, delivered, or e-18 

mailed to DOT.environmentalplanning@ct.gov on or 19 

before October 5, 2012 to the attention of Mr. Mark 20 

W. Alexander, Transportation Assistant Planning 21 

Director, Rural Policy and Planning, Connecticut 22 

Department of Transportation, 2800 Berlin Turnpike, 23 
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Newington, Connecticut, 06133. 1 

   I will now discuss the format for 2 

tonight‟s hearing, then, I will turn the podium 3 

over to presenters.  I will, then, moderate the 4 

hearing as we listen to your comments. 5 

   My intent is to conduct a fair and 6 

orderly hearing tonight, by following a particular 7 

format.  We would appreciate your patience during 8 

my remarks, as well as the presentations to follow, 9 

by holding your remarks and comments until this 10 

portion of the hearing has been completed. 11 

   We will be happy to remain here 12 

this evening until everyone has had a reasonable 13 

opportunity to speak. 14 

   Experience has shown that audible 15 

recordings can only be made if the person making a 16 

statement uses the microphone connected to the 17 

recording equipment.  A microphone has been set up.  18 

If you wish to make a statement, please come to the 19 

microphone after I read your name from the sign-up 20 

sheet. 21 

   Please introduce yourself, and, if 22 

you are representing an organization, please give 23 
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its name, as well.  If you didn‟t sign up to speak 1 

and a question comes to mind, feel free to raise 2 

your hand.  After I go through the speaker sign-up 3 

sheet, I‟ll be happy to recognize you. 4 

   For those individuals, who have a 5 

prepared statement, you may read it into the record 6 

if you so desire, however, if the statement is 7 

lengthy, you are asked to offer a written copy of 8 

the statement for the record and give a brief 9 

summary of its contents. 10 

   Such attachments to the record 11 

carry as much weight as the transcribed verbal 12 

testimony received here tonight when the transcript 13 

is reviewed.  A reasonable amount of additional 14 

time will be allotted for this purpose. 15 

   As a result of the information that 16 

you might learn at tonight‟s hearing, you may wish 17 

to make additional comments on the Connecticut 18 

Environmental Impact Evaluation document.  This 19 

information is also available in the handout, which 20 

you should have received when you entered the room 21 

tonight. 22 

   The deadline for the receipt of 23 
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comments on the EIE is October 5, 2012.  Written 1 

statements or exhibits must be postmarked by this 2 

date and must be reproducible in black and white on 3 

not larger than eight and a half by 11-inch paper. 4 

   This information will be made part 5 

of the public hearing record and will be considered 6 

in the same regard as oral statements. 7 

   At this point, I will turn the 8 

podium over to the Commissioner, Mr. Redeker, for 9 

opening remarks. 10 

   MR. JAMES REDEKER:  Thank you so 11 

much, and let me first welcome you all here and 12 

express my appreciation for you taking time out of 13 

busy schedules to be here and present your 14 

opinions, or observe, or whatever your intentions 15 

are, but I‟m here to listen. 16 

   I want to set this groundwork a 17 

little bit more clearly, perhaps.  This is a 18 

hearing about a document, called an EIE, and we‟ll 19 

talk about what that is, so you understand it.  It 20 

may be hard to figure out how you can actually 21 

comment on that document, and you may not want to. 22 

   You may want to talk just about 23 
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your concerns about Stamford Transportation Center, 1 

parking concerns, service concerns, frankly, 2 

whatever is on your mind, and we‟re here to listen, 3 

so we‟ll be here as long as we need to be here 4 

tonight. 5 

   I think those of you, who have been 6 

with me before, you‟ll know that that is my -- 7 

that‟s my motto.  That‟s how I behave.  That‟s how 8 

I believe.  We do the best job as listening. 9 

   With that, I think I‟d like to take 10 

a few minutes to just paint the picture, and I hope 11 

make sure that there‟s a factual basis for all of 12 

our comments, and that maybe I can answer some of 13 

your questions or issues that are out today in the 14 

public, whether that‟s through the press, or 15 

through hearsay, or through other documents.  I 16 

just want to set the stage first. 17 

   Stamford parking facility, the old 18 

parking facility has been deteriorating, and the 19 

Department knows and has done studies that say it 20 

is not cost-effective to invest in that structure 21 

to rehabilitate it.  It‟s just not worth the money, 22 

and, so, we, years ago, embarked on a design 23 
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process to replace that deck in kind at the 1 

location, so that became the basis for a design 2 

effort and a cost estimate for what it would take 3 

for the Department to actually find alternative 4 

parking while we demolished an old facility and 5 

rebuilt that facility. 6 

   If you will, that became the 7 

benchmark test for whether it made sense for the 8 

Department to move forward.  Frankly, the answer is 9 

no.  10 

   For the DOT to do that we found was 11 

not a cost-effective strategy from a cost 12 

perspective or from a timeliness perspective. 13 

   It‟s pretty obvious that it takes 14 

the DOT a long time to do projects.  Frankly, I 15 

think we‟re out of time.  We‟ve taken too long re-16 

judging and trying to figure out how to deliver 17 

this project, and, so, we‟ve embarked on a 18 

technique that we‟re calling transit-oriented 19 

development to ask the private sector to partner 20 

with us, us as a financial partner, the private 21 

sector coming with ideas on how to deliver the best 22 

facility with 1,000 or more parking spaces, 23 
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improvements to the overall customer experience, 1 

and you‟ll hear me say many times tonight the 2 

primary purpose of what we‟re doing is for the 3 

commuters. 4 

   So it‟s improved conditions in the 5 

Transportation Center.  That‟s the station, that‟s 6 

the area around it, that‟s the parking facility, 7 

that‟s Station Place, that‟s for taxicabs, for 8 

buses, that‟s about customer information, that‟s 9 

about platform access at egress, so it‟s improving 10 

the overall condition. 11 

   What we‟ve asked, essentially, is 12 

the private sector set of proposers to give us 13 

ideas and proposals to deliver 1,000 or more 14 

parking spaces, so that‟s an increase over what we 15 

have today.  They‟ll have to demolish the old deck, 16 

so that that gets out of the way, and deliver as 17 

much as they can to meet a set of established 18 

criteria to improve the commuters‟ experience in 19 

and out of that facility, whether that‟s driving 20 

in, or walking in or out, or just using the overall 21 

facility, itself. 22 

   And I think you‟ll admit, because 23 
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I, too, I‟m a 35-year commuter by train before I 1 

moved to Connecticut, where I can‟t, but I think 2 

you‟ll agree with me that the Transportation 3 

Center, itself, can certainly use improvements to 4 

that facility and the conditions around it. 5 

   So the first point I want to make 6 

is that the approach we‟re taking is different and 7 

new.  It is essentially, if you think about a 8 

different buzz word, it‟s a public/private 9 

partnership, where we‟re asking the private sector 10 

to come to the table, match the 35 million dollars 11 

that were coming in as a state contribution to the 12 

project, and bring their own capital, but, more 13 

importantly, bring their ideas on what the best 14 

solutions are going to be for parking, for the 15 

station area, and whatever other development fits 16 

within the context of Stamford. 17 

   Where did this all come from?  18 

Well, first of all, we tried to solicit proposals 19 

that were public proposals, and I know one of the 20 

issues is why is this such a confidential process? 21 

   Well it was two and a half years 22 

ago, when the DOT put out a request for expressions 23 
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of interest to the general contracting community 1 

that would have been public proposals. 2 

   The answer to how many did we get 3 

was zero, and, when we went back to the developer 4 

community and asked why did nobody submit a 5 

proposal, the answer was, well, our proposals have 6 

value.  We have our ideas embedded in them, and if 7 

we give up those ideas, then, frankly, either you 8 

pay for those ideas, or we‟re not giving them out 9 

for free. 10 

   So the process we‟re using is one 11 

that‟s essentially collecting proposals, 12 

confidentially reviewing them, and then selecting 13 

the best, selecting the best value from the value 14 

proposition that first, first and foremost meets 15 

the customers‟ needs, meets the commuters‟ needs. 16 

   All the criteria that gets screened 17 

first are about the convenience, about the 18 

experience, about the betterments, frankly, about 19 

how the parking facility is managed. 20 

   Along with the proposal comes a 21 

state-of-the-art parking management system.  We 22 

hope that it will set the tone, set the bar for 23 
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every parking facility in Connecticut, because 1 

there are ways to do parking management that‟s 2 

better than what we do today. 3 

   I don‟t think anybody would argue 4 

that, you know, there are spaces available many 5 

days in many parking lots, including Stamford, and, 6 

yet, there‟s a waiting list. 7 

   Well I would posit to you that a 8 

waiting list is maybe a measure of something, but 9 

it‟s not a measure of demand, even in Stamford, but 10 

let me give you another example on why I believe 11 

that. 12 

   We just opened, as the Department, 13 

a brand new station in Fairfield, called Fairfield 14 

Metro, and we still have, at Fairfield Metro, over 15 

how many permits, outstanding waiting list, Gene, 16 

1,000 or more? 17 

   All right, so, Fairfield, itself, 18 

still has over 1,000 people on a waiting list.  We 19 

built a new parking station, parking lot that has 20 

1,400 spaces, and they‟re half empty, but there‟s 21 

1,000 people on a waiting list, so the issue is not 22 

necessarily a waiting list. 23 
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   The issue is managing the use of 1 

that facility and how many spaces can be filled.  I 2 

understand that there‟s a waiting list in Stamford, 3 

and I‟ll do everything I can to get rid of it, but 4 

I don‟t think that‟s a good measure of what our 5 

problem is. 6 

   I do think we have to manage it 7 

better, and a state-of-the-art management system 8 

will come with this proposal. 9 

   Also comes with the proposal an 10 

immediate takeover of the operating and maintenance 11 

of the parking and of the station facility.  The 12 

guarantee that through the construction of the 13 

project, through all of the transition and the 14 

final implementation, we can hold the vendor 15 

accountable to the customers and to us for the best 16 

possible experience during that. 17 

   So that‟s sort of the concept.  18 

We‟re asking for money, we‟re asking for ideas, 19 

we‟re asking for a parking facility that gets 20 

delivered with 1,000 or more spaces, and we‟re 21 

asking for that to be done within three years of 22 

the date of notification. 23 
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   Let me make other things clear.  1 

First, it‟s been said that building parking on the 2 

existing location is precluded, not allowed.  Not 3 

true.  We‟ll go through the EIE and show and 4 

demonstrate that we, the DOT, ruled out our action, 5 

the DOT building a deck on that facility and 6 

demolishing, at that location, demolishing the old 7 

one, because for us to do it would take too long 8 

and be too costly. 9 

   We don‟t want to do that.  It‟s not 10 

fair to the taxpayers, it‟s not fair to the users 11 

to take too long and spend too much money.  That 12 

was rejected as a strategy, but it‟s on the table 13 

for the private sector to propose, so I wanted to 14 

make sure that was clear. 15 

   You also, I think, have heard that 16 

somewhere in this process we‟re going to add not 17 

just 1,000 parking spaces, but up to 2,000 more to 18 

support the development. 19 

   I must say that‟s a confusing issue 20 

to understand, but the way this process works in an 21 

EIE is that we took proposals, several of them, 22 

that became qualified as potential bidders, and 23 
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they proposed things. Frankly, some of the ideas 1 

were rather bold, but I would think that, I‟m going 2 

to suggest that many of them may not be achievable 3 

within the 35 million dollars that we‟re going to 4 

offer as an incentive. 5 

   What we have right now is a maximum 6 

exposure of all of the proposals, and that‟s what 7 

we‟re here talking about tonight, is what is that 8 

maximum impact that the maximum kind of a 9 

development could be, based on what we first saw, 10 

but we don‟t have any proposals yet, not any real 11 

proposals, grounded in real dollars. 12 

   We‟re not going to get those for a 13 

couple of weeks yet, which is why we‟re here, to 14 

make sure that we get your input that can help 15 

shape those ideas in our decision-making. 16 

   Now let me spend a few minutes on 17 

just where we‟ve been, in terms of public 18 

listening, and why we‟re still here listening, and 19 

why we‟ll always be listening. 20 

   We started years ago designing a 21 

replacement facility, and we shared that with the 22 

community, we shared that with the Commuter 23 
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Council, we shared it with the business community.  1 

We‟re not doing that, but we shared it. 2 

   Our failed attempt at an expression 3 

of interest led us to start all over again, and we 4 

partnered with the City of Stamford, where the City 5 

led an effort, led by a consultant, called Stantec, 6 

to actually envision what should happen in a 7 

Stamford Transportation Center, and it proposed 8 

1,000 or more parking spaces, and it proposed them 9 

near the station, and it proposed information 10 

system benefits, and it proposed better parking 11 

management, and it proposed new access and egress 12 

to platforms.  It was quite a vision, and it set 13 

forth a set of objectives. 14 

   It was those objectives that we put 15 

in the request for proposals.  That process 16 

included the business community, the City, the 17 

Commuter Council, residents, in terms of shaping 18 

that, so we started with the premise that that was 19 

an effort that represented a lot of input and a lot 20 

of shaping of a vision for that facility. 21 

   We have, since then, also reached 22 

out.  We had one other previous environmental 23 
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hearing, and I appreciate the fact that the 1 

Commuter Council actually requested an opportunity 2 

to put windshield surveys out and put out e-mail 3 

blasts and get input.  All of that feedback is in 4 

our record, and it‟s been shared with the 5 

proposers. 6 

   I spent a lot of time with the 7 

Commuter Rail Council, maybe not as much as I used 8 

to, but I pretty much have gone to every meeting 9 

for three years. If not me, Gene has always been 10 

there representing the rail system. 11 

   What I will say, too, is that the 12 

Commuter Council representing commuters actually 13 

has put together a resolution that says the parking 14 

must be where the current parking facility is, and 15 

we put that in the request for proposal, so every 16 

proposer knows the will of the Rail Commuter 17 

Council. 18 

   We have been listening, but there‟s 19 

always time to listen and always more to do.  My 20 

commitment is that we want to choose the best 21 

facility, with the best benefits for customers and 22 

commuters, and once passes that screen, if we can‟t 23 
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get a deck for parking that gets us 60 years of 1 

life, that‟s our standard, not 10, not 20, not 50, 2 

60, with the best possible management practices, 3 

with the best customer experience and the best 4 

convenience, we‟re not even going to evaluate the 5 

proposal. 6 

   But when we select a proposal that 7 

may make that screen, we‟re going to make sure that 8 

we get the best value for the commuters, the best 9 

value for the City, the best value for the DOT, and 10 

the best value for all the taxpayers of the State 11 

of Connecticut, because, after all, these are 12 

facilities that are publicly funded. 13 

   And I pledge to you that we will 14 

not do anything that does anything, but be a good 15 

steward with all of our interests. 16 

   I will admit to you that this 17 

process, this environmental document may be 18 

confusing, so I want to make sure we shape that a 19 

little bit better, and we‟ll have a presenter do 20 

that quickly to help you form that opinion, but, 21 

remember, your comments tonight are not limited to 22 

any topic at all. 23 
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   They should be about the railroad 1 

and the system in Stamford.  That would be nice, 2 

but, frankly, I‟m listening, and I‟ll be here as 3 

long as we need to be here to hear out all of your 4 

ideas and opinions. 5 

   So, with that, I thank you for 6 

being here. I welcome all the opportunities I can 7 

to see commuters personally and to listen and hear 8 

your concerns. 9 

   Frankly, as I said, as a lifelong 10 

commuter, myself, I believe that I have, just 11 

because of my nature, customers‟ interests at 12 

heart, but there‟s nothing like listening to you, 13 

personally, to shape, to redirect, or to let me 14 

know what I‟m missing. 15 

   With that, I pledge to you that the 16 

outcome of this process will be far better than 17 

what is there today, will be enduring, and will be 18 

delivered in a way that the customers, the 19 

commuters will have a positive experience, not just 20 

when it opens, but every year, because we have a 21 

guaranteed performance set of metrics that mandate 22 

that this facility stays in top shape and meets the 23 
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customers‟ needs forever as part of this deal. 1 

   That‟s how we‟ve approached it.  I 2 

just wanted to share those thoughts with you.  If 3 

we‟ve missed things that need clarification, we 4 

have one more presentation.  We‟ll get into 5 

questions and comments after that.  Again, thank 6 

you for being here. 7 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, Commissioner.  8 

We will now have an overview of the document from 9 

Mr. Jeffrey Parker.  Mr. Parker? 10 

   MR. JEFFREY PARKER:  The 11 

presentation that we have will give a few more 12 

details about the project and about where we are 13 

relative to the actual environmental review process 14 

that we‟re completing on this part of the project.  15 

   We‟ll talk a little bit where we 16 

are in that process.  We‟ll also go through more 17 

details of the proposed action, which really is 18 

what the project is, in terms of the environmental 19 

document. 20 

   The actual environmental document, 21 

the Environmental Impact Evaluation that we 22 

completed, we‟ll talk about some of the details of 23 
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that.  In particular, some of the noteworthy 1 

impacts, as well as potential impacts, as well as 2 

the potential mitigation for those impacts 3 

associated with the proposed action or the project, 4 

and we‟ll talk about the next steps in the process 5 

that we‟re undertaking here, and then we‟ll go 6 

right to the public comment period. 7 

   The environmental review process, 8 

which this hearing is a part of, is defined by the 9 

Connecticut Environmental Policy Act.  It‟s 10 

conducted early in the project development process, 11 

meaning that we do this before we get into detailed 12 

design to understand what the potential impacts 13 

relative to the environment could be associated 14 

with the project. 15 

   This process includes a public 16 

scoping.  We had a meeting, a public scoping 17 

meeting in Stamford at the Government Center back 18 

in May, on May 24th.  There was a comment period 19 

associated with that.  We received about 60 20 

comments from the public at that point. 21 

   We developed a -- we addressed a 22 

number of those comments.  We addressed those 23 
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comments with a frequently-asked question document 1 

and posted that to the DOT website, then we 2 

continued with our Environmental Impact Evaluation, 3 

which is the development of the actual document 4 

that we have available for full review. 5 

   That was made available to the 6 

public on August 21st.  There‟s a 45-day comment 7 

period that goes along with that document.  This 8 

hearing takes place during that comment period, so 9 

we‟ll hear comments tonight.  We‟ll get some more 10 

written comments. 11 

   Ultimately, we‟ll respond to those 12 

comments, develop a record of decision, as it‟s 13 

called, that looks at how the proposed action 14 

addresses the needs of the project, and that gets 15 

submitted to the Office of Policy and Management 16 

for determination of adequacy relative to the 17 

environmental process. 18 

   Now the project location, Stamford 19 

Transportation Center, specifically, the parking 20 

garage complex, which is two pieces, most 21 

specifically, the original garage.  The original 22 

garage was open in 1987.  There are 727 parking 23 
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spaces in the original garage structure.   1 

   The 2004 garage expansion was built 2 

right adjacent to that garage that provided an 3 

additional 1,190 parking spaces for the 4 

Transportation Center. 5 

   The Transportation Center also 6 

includes the station, itself, as well as the 7 

platforms and the surface parking lot located on 8 

South State Street. 9 

   Now as far as the purpose of the 10 

garage, the Commissioner did a great job describing 11 

why we‟re doing this project and why it‟s needed.  12 

We need to replace the original garage structure.  13 

The original garage structure, which is a 727-space 14 

garage, has a high maintenance cost associated with 15 

that.  That needs to be replaced. 16 

   At the same time, we want to expand 17 

availability of parking, increase the parking 18 

that‟s currently available at the original garage 19 

by 35 percent, add an additional 273 spaces, 20 

provide at least 1,000 spaces minimum with the new 21 

parking facilities. 22 

   At the same time, look at Station 23 
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Place and look at accommodations for bicycles, 1 

pedestrians, taxis, drop off areas.  In a broader 2 

sense, really improve the commuter experience at 3 

the Transportation Center. 4 

   Other needs, the project needs to 5 

demolish the original garage at the same time.  The 6 

key thing of this project is to maintain parking, 7 

maintain parking that‟s impacted in the original 8 

garage, so if there‟s a space impacted, it needs to 9 

be provided somewhere else, and it needs to be 10 

maintained, and it needs to be maintained within a 11 

quarter mile of the Transportation Center. 12 

   We also need to construct new 13 

parking.  Again, a minimum of 1,000 spaces within a 14 

quarter mile of the station and to overall improve 15 

access circulation on Station Place. 16 

   The Commissioner talked a lot about 17 

the financial aspects of the project.  The need of 18 

the project really is to provide the best value for 19 

taxpayers, for commuters at the least public cost, 20 

and, right now, the cost is 35 million dollars for 21 

design and construction for the garage 22 

improvements, and, really, that‟s the funds, public 23 
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funds that are committed, that could be committed 1 

to the project, as well, providing opportunities 2 

for transit-oriented development that will be a 3 

benefit to the local economy. 4 

   Now the alternatives that we had to 5 

consider during the environmental process in the 6 

development of the EIE included four alternatives, 7 

really looking at the no action, which is only 8 

providing minor maintenance improvements to the 9 

original garage structure, which doesn‟t address 10 

the high maintenance cost, which doesn‟t provide 11 

expanded parking, so it really doesn‟t address the 12 

needs of the project. 13 

   The repair in the original garage, 14 

again, it‟s not a cost-effective measure.  It only 15 

extends the service life about 10 to 15 years, and 16 

it doesn‟t expand parking. 17 

   Replacing the original garage on 18 

the existing site, the Commissioner talked about 19 

the issues with that.  It‟s really not a cost-20 

effective solution to do, replacing the original 21 

garage on site, and the issues with maintaining 22 

parking to address those is not cost-effective. 23 
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   Now the proposed action for the 1 

Environmental Impact Evaluation that we developed 2 

is replacing the original garage in conjunction 3 

with a TOD component, which involves addressing the 4 

need to maintain parking during construction by 5 

involving a private partner. 6 

   TOD, in general, Transit-Oriented 7 

Development, in general, is defined by the 8 

Connecticut General Statutes, and really what it 9 

is, the official definition is up on the screen, 10 

but it‟s residential, commercial, retail, office-11 

type development, in close proximity to transit 12 

services, within a half mile of transit services, 13 

and really the development is provided in close 14 

proximity to transit to encourage the use of 15 

transit, specifically, for this project, looking at 16 

development or supporting development opportunities 17 

in close proximity to the station. 18 

   Now the proposed action, really the 19 

project that we looked at and evaluated, which is 20 

replacing the original garage in conjunction with 21 

TOD, that‟s the proposed action.  22 

   There are four major components, 23 
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four main components that we looked at in the 1 

document.  Facilities to maintain parking, again, 2 

those have to be provided within a quarter mile of 3 

the station. 4 

   Providing new and expanded parking 5 

facilities, those have to be provided within a 6 

quarter mile, and those will be 1,000 spaces or 7 

more. 8 

   Another component is private sector 9 

TOD, and, then, as well, Station Place 10 

improvements.  We‟ll go into a little bit more 11 

detail about each of those and how those were 12 

looked at in the document.  Those were based on the 13 

concept proposals that were submitted, the initial 14 

concept proposals that were submitted to DOT in 15 

April of this year. 16 

   Now this graphic shows the proposed 17 

action boundary, and the proposed action boundary 18 

is that dashed orange line, and it really 19 

encompasses all the components of the proposed 20 

action, being the facility is to maintain parking, 21 

the new parking, the TOD.   22 

   Again, that border encompasses all 23 
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of those components, based on the initial proposals 1 

that we received, and you can see all those are 2 

proximate to the station.  They‟re all located 3 

within a quarter mile boundary of the station. 4 

   A little bit more specifically, the 5 

proposed action of the facility is to maintain 6 

parking.  The requirement, again, is to mitigate 7 

for any lost space in the original garage 8 

throughout the demolition of the garage and 9 

throughout construction, and those have to be 10 

provided within a reasonable walking distance of 11 

the station within a quarter mile. 12 

   Now based on the proposals that we 13 

received, the initial proposals, those facilities 14 

maintaining parking can be provided in one location 15 

within the proposed action boundary, or in a number 16 

of locations within the proposed action boundary. 17 

   The new commuter parking 18 

facilities, again, the requirement is for 1,000 19 

spaces at a minimum, those within a quarter mile 20 

walking distance of the station. 21 

   Based on the proposals that we 22 

received, it included a single garage on the 23 
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existing site, or parking facilities on multiple 1 

sites within the proposed action boundary. 2 

   The private sector TOD, the 3 

Transit-Oriented Development, the requirement was 4 

that the development has to be provided in 5 

accordance with the Connecticut General Statutes 6 

that we put up a couple of minutes ago within a 7 

half mile of the center. 8 

   Now, based on the original 9 

concepts, it could include some small scale retail 10 

closely proximate to the station.  It could also 11 

include some large scale mixed use development on a 12 

number of locations within the proposed action 13 

boundary, and that was up to, based on the initial 14 

proposals, up to a million square feet of 15 

development situated on a number of different 16 

locations. 17 

   The Station Place improvements, the 18 

requirement, based on the request for proposals, is 19 

to really improve the station experience for the 20 

commuters overall, including addressing pedestrian 21 

and bicycle needs, drop off locations, kiss and 22 

ride, as well as taxi cue areas. 23 
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   Now the Environmental Impact 1 

Evaluation, the actual document that we developed, 2 

looked at the proposed action.  It looked at those 3 

four major components of the proposed action, in 4 

terms of a number of evaluation categories. 5 

   There were 23 categories that we 6 

looked at.  We‟re not going to talk about all of 7 

them in detail. We‟ll highlight a few of the 8 

noteworthy ones.  I have them organized in the 9 

presentation.  We‟ll look at them in groups. 10 

   The first group, Land Use and 11 

Transportation Categories, we looked at the 12 

proposed action, how it fits within the context of 13 

the area, in terms of the City‟s existing land use 14 

patterns, the existing zoning. 15 

   How is the proposed action, how 16 

does it fit within other plans for the area, being 17 

the State Conservation and Development, the 18 

regional plans, the City‟s plans.  The City has a 19 

Stamford Transportation Center master plan that 20 

looks at expanded commuter parking that looks at 21 

development opportunities within the station, so, 22 

certainly, this action is consistent with those 23 
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plans.   1 

   Transportation components, traffic 2 

and parking, pedestrian and bicycle considerations, 3 

local transit, what is the existing system?  We 4 

looked at that, and how does the proposed action 5 

potentially impact the existing system, both 6 

positively and negatively? 7 

   We‟ll talk about traffic.  We‟ll 8 

talk about pedestrians and bicycles quickly.  9 

Traffic, potential impacts, we analyzed 21 10 

intersections within the station area.  Those are 11 

shown as green dots on the map. 12 

   What we recognized certainly with 13 

expanded parking and with development opportunities 14 

in the area there will be some level of increased 15 

traffic.  The impacts of that will have to be 16 

determined, as design advances and details are 17 

developed, but we anticipate some localized traffic 18 

impacts in the vicinity of any access points to new 19 

development, access points to future parking 20 

locations. 21 

   As far as mitigating potential 22 

traffic impacts, transit-oriented development by 23 
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its nature, being in close proximity to transit, 1 

helps reduce a number of vehicle trips.  People can 2 

use transit to get to work, or they can take the 3 

transit from where they live and not get into a 4 

car, so, by nature, transit-oriented development 5 

helps mitigate traffic impacts that would otherwise 6 

be associated with development. 7 

   There‟s going to be localized 8 

intersection improvements, or driveway 9 

improvements, as required to address traffic 10 

operational issues.  Again, those will be 11 

determined later on, as design advances. 12 

   Pedestrian and bicycle 13 

considerations, Station Place improvements, the 14 

requirements of the project we‟re really looking at 15 

a positive effect on bicyclists and pedestrians, 16 

enhancing pedestrian safety, enhancing pedestrian 17 

connectivity to the station, as well as providing 18 

bike facilities. 19 

   Some other potential impacts, 20 

increase walk time.  If the parking location 21 

distance from the center increases, you could 22 

increase walk time for some commuters, and there 23 
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would be some increased bicycle and pedestrian 1 

activity in the area associated with future 2 

development, the TOD development that comes along 3 

with the project. 4 

   Potential mitigation for impacts, 5 

improving accommodations for pedestrian safety and 6 

connectivity from parking to the station, and that 7 

looks at, you know, looking at intersections and 8 

improving safety there, providing a pedestrian 9 

bridge.  If there‟s parking relocated on the 10 

existing site, there would be a new pedestrian 11 

bridge that connects to the station, as there is 12 

one there now that would be replicated. 13 

   Bike accommodations could be 14 

enhanced, bike lockers, new bike racks are 15 

potential improvements there, and other bike 16 

accommodations on the roadway, similar to what‟s on 17 

the urban transit way.  There‟s a bike lane there.  18 

There‟s opportunities for enhanced bicycle 19 

connections to the station. 20 

   The second group of categories that 21 

we looked at, environmental resources.  We looked 22 

at the proposed action, in terms of air quality and 23 



  Appendix C   

  Public Review Comments and Responses 

 

Stamford Transportation Center Parking & TOD  C-139 

Record of Decision 

Response Key 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

noise.  Are there air pollution issues?  Are there 1 

noise pollution issues?  Water quality?  How does 2 

it affect surface water, flood plains, wetlands, 3 

endangered species?  What are the resources in the 4 

area?  What‟s the proposed action?  How might that 5 

affect those resources? 6 

   Subsurface conditions, as far as 7 

soils and geology and hazardous materials, we 8 

looked at those. We‟ll talk about just a couple in 9 

a little bit of detail, just to give you some idea 10 

of what‟s in this document. 11 

   Water quality, looking at primarily 12 

runoff from new impervious surfaces that might be 13 

associated with new parking surfaces or new 14 

rooftops associated with development.  There‟s a 15 

potential increase in storm water runoff from those 16 

areas. 17 

   This is an urban area.  There‟s a 18 

lot of impervious surface, so we don‟t know if 19 

there‟s going to be an increase in the area and 20 

there‟s going to be an effect.  We don‟t know that 21 

for sure. 22 

   Those determinations are to be made 23 
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later on.  If there are impacts, those specific 1 

measures to mitigate impacts would be developed 2 

along with the design, in accordance with the 3 

Connecticut standards. 4 

   The evaluation also identified the 5 

South End Historic District, which is in -- part of 6 

that district overlaps the boundary for the 7 

proposed action, and there a couple of resources 8 

within that boundary. 9 

   There is potential for either 10 

physical impacts, or indirect impacts, such as 11 

visual impacts to existing structures.  Again, the 12 

impact determination will come later on, once 13 

there‟s a concept that gets advanced through a 14 

design. 15 

   As far as mitigation, we‟re working 16 

with the State Historic Preservation Office and 17 

identifying appropriate measures, as required to 18 

address any potential impacts. 19 

   We looked at some other evaluation 20 

categories, socioeconomic resources as a proposed 21 

action affecting any low-income or minority 22 

populations.  Other aesthetic issues with the 23 
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proposed action, does it affect visual resources?  1 

Energy use, public utilities and services, what are 2 

they in the area?  How does the proposed action 3 

affect those? 4 

   All those were looked at in the 5 

document. What we‟ll talk about quickly is just the 6 

construction related impacts, if those construction 7 

period impacts are temporary to the project, what 8 

could occur during construction. 9 

   There‟s a list here of the 10 

construction-related impacts.  We‟ve identified 11 

these areas.  They‟re outlined in the document, so, 12 

certainly, if you want to see more detail in these, 13 

you can go into the EIE and read about it. 14 

   We‟ve identified potential impacts 15 

during the construction period.  These would be 16 

temporary, associated with traffic, with parking, 17 

air noise, some of the storm water runoff potential 18 

issues there, safety, utilities, so we looked at 19 

all those. 20 

   We‟ll talk about traffic, parking 21 

and safety just in a little detail here.  Traffic, 22 

there will be a traffic management plan.  It‟s part 23 
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of the requirement for the contractor, so 1 

construction would be phased.  Access would be 2 

maintained on Station Place.  It might be changed a 3 

little bit from what it is today, certainly to 4 

accommodate the construction, demolition of the 5 

garage, the original garage, and new construction 6 

in the area. 7 

   Parking, we have noted this a 8 

number of times, will have to be maintained within 9 

that quarter mile radius of the Transportation 10 

Center. 11 

   Of particular concern, handicap 12 

accessible spaces.  We‟ve had a number of questions 13 

about how will handicap accessibility be 14 

accommodated.  Any spaces that are currently in the 15 

original garage that are handicap accessible, those 16 

will be put into the 2,004 garage immediately 17 

adjacent.  There will be no handicap spaces that 18 

are removed through that quarter mile distance.  19 

That just doesn‟t make sense to do that. 20 

   As well, there will be updates 21 

provided.  A requirement of the project is to have 22 

public updates provided about, you know, what the 23 
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construction is going on, where there‟s going to be 1 

accommodations for parking. Safety, certainly safe 2 

construction practices will be implemented 3 

throughout construction. 4 

   The document also looks at a cost 5 

benefit analysis.  Public cost, 35 million dollars, 6 

and that‟s for the construction of the garage 7 

improvements, the design and construction. 8 

   A number of benefits are outlined 9 

in the document, as well.  Overall, improving the 10 

customer experience with the Station Place, with 11 

the new parking, with the expanded parking 12 

opportunities, addressing the service life issues 13 

of the original garage and providing a facility 14 

that‟s going to last for at least 60 years, 15 

providing the additional 273 spaces at a minimum to 16 

accommodate 1,000 parking spaces, minimizing public 17 

cost by involving a private partner.   18 

   Employment opportunities could be 19 

created, associated with the project through some 20 

development opportunities that are created, and 21 

encouraging transit use, which is a good thing. 22 

   Beyond the Environmental Impact 23 
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Evaluation, the document that we developed, 1 

certainly, as the project moves forward through 2 

design and towards construction, various permits 3 

and certifications will have to be attained for the 4 

state.  That includes permits for the environmental 5 

issues through the Connecticut Department of 6 

Environmental Energy, Environmental Protection.   7 

   A major traffic generator 8 

certificate, if there‟s a lot of traffic 9 

generation, now have to be obtained.  The City of 10 

Stamford has their own process, site plan approval, 11 

Zoning Board approval.  Elements of the project 12 

might have to go through that part of the process, 13 

and building permits will have to be obtained. 14 

   Now what happens next, there‟s a 15 

comment period that remains open after tonight, so, 16 

certainly, we‟ll hear comments tonight.  There are 17 

comment forms on hand people can fill out.  If they 18 

don‟t want to speak tonight, they can fill out 19 

comment forms.  That will continue.  The comment 20 

period will continue through October 5th. 21 

   Upon that time, we‟ll respond to 22 

the substantive comments, develop a record of 23 
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decision, which will be completed by the end of 1 

this year.  We‟ll move forward with their selection 2 

of a preferred developer, and then the project will 3 

move into design hopefully next year. 4 

   Just a reminder here, comments can 5 

be submitted to the State at this address.  As 6 

well, it can be submitted via e-mail.  That 7 

concludes the presentation. 8 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, Mr. Parker.  9 

We will now go to the speaker sign-up sheet, but, 10 

for housekeeping purposes, I must announce, if 11 

you‟re not able to give oral testimony, because all 12 

oral testimony has to be done at the microphone, 13 

because we have to produce a transcript of the 14 

hearing, you will, again, as the Commissioner 15 

indicated and Mr. Parker indicated, there is a 16 

comment period until October 5, 2012, so if you‟re 17 

not in a position to give oral testimony, you have 18 

until October 5, 2012 to give written comment, and 19 

that written comment is held in the same regard 20 

when the transcript is reviewed as oral testimony. 21 

   One last housekeeping.  We have a 22 

three-minute time limit on all first-time speakers.  23 
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After we go through the speaker sign-up sheet, 1 

anyone, who would like to speak a second time, will 2 

be given a reasonable amount of time to speak. 3 

   We will stay here this evening 4 

until everyone has had their say.  Now we have two 5 

elected officials.  Any other elected or appointed 6 

officials, federal, state, or local, who would like 7 

to speak?  We have two signed up.  Representative 8 

Tong, please come to the microphone and give your 9 

name and address for the record, please. 10 

   MR. WILLIAM TONG:  Thank you.  11 

State Representative William Tong.  I live at 99 12 

Chestnut Hill Road in Stamford, and I represent the 13 

147th District in the Connecticut House of 14 

Representatives. 15 

   I want to thank everyone for being 16 

here tonight, not just the gentlemen here to answer 17 

our questions and to listen, but everybody else in 18 

the room. I suspect there are more people, who will 19 

be here, but they‟re on their way home, going 20 

through the station we‟re here to talk about. 21 

   A couple of quick thoughts I just 22 

want to share, frankly, on my own behalf and on 23 
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behalf of all the people that live in this city and 1 

commute through this train station. 2 

   Before I became a legislator, I was 3 

a commuter, and, for three years plus, my wife for 4 

four years, we commuted in and out of Grand Central 5 

Station, in and out of Stamford.  We actually took 6 

the bus down Long Ridge Road to get to the station, 7 

and, so, we lived that station. 8 

   And I can tell you that the reason 9 

why we‟re so frustrated and we really want more 10 

information is because we want to make sure you all 11 

understand how precious every minute is in our 12 

community.   13 

   Every minute is precious, because 14 

it takes us away from our jobs, it takes us away 15 

from our errands, but it takes us away from our 16 

families, so, on the front and on the back, every 17 

minute we have to spend getting to and from that 18 

station is every minute we diminish the quality of 19 

our lives with our families, so I implore you to 20 

take that into account. 21 

   Two more things.  The people here 22 

in this room, the commuters on those trains, they 23 
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have to be part of this process.  They have to be 1 

included and given a concrete, substantive role to 2 

participate, and to weigh in, and to be a, to 3 

borrow a presidential term, a decider, okay?  That 4 

has to happen. 5 

   The final point I‟ll make is, 6 

Commissioner, you and I have spoken today, we‟ve 7 

spoken a lot about this, there have been a lot of 8 

phone calls going back and forth between us, and 9 

you, and the Executive Branch, you often hear in 10 

these discussions about stakeholders, all the 11 

stakeholders need to be at the table.  We need to 12 

include the stakeholders. 13 

   From our perspective, these are the 14 

stakeholders.  The people that use that station, 15 

the commuters are the key stakeholders, and it‟s 16 

because -- not because we see this as an incredibly 17 

valuable piece of real estate or because it‟s the 18 

jewel, right, in all the property that DOT manages 19 

across the state, but it‟s because it‟s our home.  20 

This is our home, and that gives us the right to be 21 

first and foremost among the stakeholders, so 22 

please keep that in mind as you move forward.  23 
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Thank you. 1 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  2 

(Applause)  Just give your name and address for the 3 

record, please. 4 

   MR. GERALD FOX:  Thank you.  My 5 

name is State Representative Gerald Fox.  I live at 6 

66 Fairview Avenue here in Stamford. 7 

   In echoing Representative Tong‟s 8 

comments, the most important consideration needs to 9 

be towards those, who use the station the most, and 10 

that‟s the commuters, and that‟s the convenience to 11 

the commuters. 12 

   Commuting is hard.  Many people 13 

spend all week getting up when it‟s dark and 14 

getting home when it‟s dark, and, as William just 15 

stated, every minute is precious. 16 

   Now I recognize and I saw that 17 

there was, you know, the quarter-mile radius, which 18 

is flashed up there, in terms of potential bids 19 

towards the parking, but having seen certain 20 

proposals prior to the bidding process from some of 21 

the adjoining landowners, in terms of what they 22 

want to do, there is absolutely no reason that I 23 
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can see why the parking cannot either be at the 1 

current location, or at the same distance as the 2 

current location currently exists, or even closer, 3 

and that needs to be the priority, and there‟s 4 

really no reason why the project can‟t proceed 5 

while still having parking at the same location or 6 

closer. 7 

   Also, I want to first thank the 8 

Commissioner and the DOT.  I meant to do that.  I 9 

also want to thank the Connecticut Commuter Council 10 

for their involvement not only in this hearing, but 11 

in the commuter process. 12 

   I have found that I can learn more 13 

about parking at a train station garage in talking 14 

to a commuter for 15 minutes than I can listening 15 

to a number of other people talk about how things 16 

work. 17 

   They know the fastest way in, the 18 

fastest way out, how much time they have, but we 19 

don‟t want that to be a frantic process.  We want 20 

it to be a process that they can rely on, they can 21 

count on having a place, and they can count on the 22 

time from when they leave their house to when 23 
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they‟re going to be on the platform waiting for the 1 

train. 2 

   I‟d also like to echo the comments 3 

regarding stakeholders.  The bids, as I understand 4 

it, are going to be completed around October 9th, 5 

or at least entered around October 9th.  After that 6 

process, I‟m sure there will be a vetting period, 7 

but it‟s extremely important to have commuters 8 

participate in that process. 9 

   The commuters, as I said, are the 10 

ones who know and understand whether something is 11 

really going to work.  I know there will be a 12 

committee established.  I would ask that commuters 13 

be appointed to that committee. 14 

   And, also, and, lastly, because I 15 

know there‟s a lot of people here, and these are 16 

the people that you really need to hear from, the 17 

public input, when a plan is decided upon, when 18 

you‟ve narrowed down your decision and you‟ve made 19 

efforts to determine who is a real proposal and who 20 

is not, there really does need to be public input. 21 

   People really do need to see what 22 

it is you‟re talking about.  We‟re talking about 23 
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taxpayer dollars here.  We‟re talking about up to 1 

35 million, and it‟s very important that we have a 2 

public process, where all of the stakeholders, 3 

whether they be the Commuter Council, SWRPA, or any 4 

member of the public, the Chamber is also 5 

represented, it‟s extremely important that they be 6 

part of this process. 7 

   I can say that I was up at the 8 

Legislative Office Building yesterday for a 9 

Transportation Committee hearing.  I‟ve spoken to 10 

the Chairman there.  He‟s willing to have a hearing 11 

in Stamford, which may be a good way to present a 12 

proposal, as well as to allow for public comment. 13 

   There‟s 16 out of 37 Transportation 14 

Committee members, who live in Fairfield County or 15 

represent Fairfield County, and they all have an 16 

interest in representing their constituents. 17 

   I thank you all for being here this 18 

evening.  I know we‟re going to continue this 19 

dialogue, and I look forward to hearing the 20 

comments as we go forward. 21 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you very much, sir.  22 

(Applause)  The first speaker on our sign-up sheet 23 



  Appendix C   

  Public Review Comments and Responses 

 

Stamford Transportation Center Parking & TOD  C-153 

Record of Decision 

Response Key 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

-- are there any other elected state, federal, or 1 

local appointed elected officials?  Okay, seeing 2 

none, we will move to Mr. Rodney.  We do have one 3 

more.  Excuse me. Yes?  You have to come to the 4 

microphone and give your name and address for the 5 

record. 6 

   MR. BARRY MICHELSON:  I‟m Barry 7 

Michelson. I presently serve on the Zoning Board 8 

here in Stamford.  I‟m a candidate for the State 9 

Senate. 10 

   MR. IKE:  Excuse me, sir.  Please, 11 

may I have your address, please? 12 

   MR. MICHELSON:  Oh, 111 Idlewood 13 

Drive, Stamford, Connecticut.   14 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you. 15 

   MR. MICHELSON:  Okay.  I understand 16 

this hearing is to review and comment on the 17 

environmental impact of Stamford train station.  18 

I‟m glad it‟s kind of going in the direction of 19 

human impact on the citizens of Stamford. 20 

   It seems that the taxpayers and 21 

citizens of this city are under assault by 22 

Hartford.  It wasn‟t too many months ago we were 23 



Appendix C   

Public Review Comments and Responses 

 

C-154  Stamford Transportation Center Parking & TOD   

  Record of Decision 

Response Key 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A-1 

 

 

 

 

 

here to express our concern with a 16 percent 1 

commuter increase in fares, after having received 2 

some of the largest tax increases in our state‟s 3 

history. 4 

   Parking is a very simple matter.  5 

We provide parking at the railroad station to 6 

encourage commuters to use mass transit.  We make 7 

the facilities safe, attractive, convenient.   8 

   If demand develops, we have a 9 

population that‟s drawn to the convenience.  10 

Quality of life decisions are made to buy a home, 11 

to start a family, and they‟re all contingent on 12 

the ability to earn income, the ability to get to a 13 

job or place of employment. 14 

   It‟s interesting you mentioned 15 

Fairfield. That‟s a project or an area I‟m 16 

intimately familiar with. Parking there is also 17 

very simple, and we did have the waiting list.  I‟m 18 

familiar with the Fairfield waiting list. 19 

   To solve that problem, we ran a 20 

shuttle bus, or shuttle bus was run, and we 21 

discounted the shuttle bus, because commuting was a 22 

time factor.  It‟s time sensitive. 23 
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   People want to be able to know they 1 

can get to work, get to work quickly.  They‟re 2 

commuting at 6:00 in the morning, 7:00 in the 3 

morning, sometimes not getting home until 6:00, 4 

7:00, 8:00, 9:00, 10:00 at night. 5 

   The further or more inconvenient 6 

you make the parking the less desirable it is.  7 

It‟s absolutely crucial that the parking be as 8 

close, convenient, and as safe to the facilities of 9 

the railroad station as possible. 10 

   As far as you mentioned the waiting 11 

list is an only criteria, well, there was always 12 

the issue that commuters didn‟t want to park at the 13 

Bridgeport facilities, and I believe that the 14 

answer to that, because there was discussion for 15 

maybe two decades, about putting another station at 16 

the Block Rock section, that‟s not exactly a 17 

convenient location to where the commuting 18 

populations of Fairfield are, which would be more 19 

in the Greenfield Hill and Southport sections.  20 

That‟s where the waiting lists are, so I‟m sure 21 

that‟s why there‟s still the waiting list, and 22 

that‟s why you have the kiss and rides.   23 
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   I‟m not sure if they‟re still 1 

operating that shuttle system, but that was heavily 2 

discounted, because of the additional 20 minutes to 3 

a half hour that are provided to the commute time. 4 

   I want to thank you, gentlemen, for 5 

coming here.  I want to thank you for giving me the 6 

opportunity to speak, but it‟s really crucial to 7 

have a successful parking program that can be 8 

located and is to be as convenient as possible to 9 

the railroad.  Thank you. 10 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  We‟ll 11 

now go to the speaker sign-up sheet.  Mr. Rodney?  12 

Please give your name and address for the record, 13 

please, sir. 14 

   MR. RODNEY CHABOT:  I‟m not Mr. 15 

Rodney.  I‟m Mr. Rodney Chabot. 16 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you. 17 

   MR. CHABOT:  And I live at 159 18 

Ponus Ridge Road in New Canaan, and I want to thank 19 

you for having this meeting.  I appreciated what 20 

Commissioner Redeker said about, first and 21 

foremost, we must meet the customer needs, and, to 22 

do that, we need a parking facility right where it 23 
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is. 1 

   The one we have is attached to the 2 

station by a walkway that‟s covered.  You don‟t go 3 

out in the weather, and it‟s super convenient, and 4 

we want to keep something that‟s good.  Why take 5 

away something that‟s so successful? 6 

   Everybody likes the convenience of 7 

this walkway and the convenience of the existing 8 

garage, and the new replacement should be in the 9 

same place. 10 

   If it‟s not in the same place and 11 

people have to walk a quarter mile, as been 12 

mentioned already, it will detract from the 13 

attractiveness of the station, the usefulness of 14 

it, and discourage rail use, rather than encourage 15 

it. 16 

   I personally go to Boston every 17 

once in a while and Washington on the train using 18 

Amtrak, and I don‟t want to lug a suitcase a 19 

quarter mile from the parking garage if it‟s 20 

somewhere else through snow and crossing streets to 21 

get to the station.  I might just as well drive to 22 

Boston if I‟m going to get myself rained or snowed 23 
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on and all that. 1 

   I think the top priority should be 2 

to keep the station in place and not a quarter mile 3 

away.  It just doesn‟t make sense. 4 

   Temporary parking can be put in 5 

outlying places for the three years, or whatever it 6 

takes to build.  I‟ll certainly be happy to put up 7 

with inconvenience for a few years, so we can 8 

demolish the existing garage and put a new one in 9 

the same place. 10 

   Make it higher to hold the 1,000 11 

cars, which we need to do.  That‟s fine, but, then, 12 

I know that there will be light at the end of the 13 

tunnel, and the garage will be right where it is 14 

now. 15 

   The DOT is a Department of 16 

Transportation. They should be encouraging rail use 17 

and making the train as attractive as possible and 18 

not have parking farther away to make the train 19 

less attractive, so I think it‟s a mistake to even 20 

think about putting it somewhere else, when we 21 

already have such a good facility right now. 22 

   I‟ll give you an example of what my 23 
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little town of New Canaan has done.  We had a 1 

lumber yard right next to the railway station.  It 2 

went out of business, and our town went out and 3 

bought that lumber yard before a developer could 4 

put this, quote, “transit-oriented development” 5 

stuff, a huge apartment complex there, which would 6 

have taken away a lot of parking.  Now, because the 7 

Town of New Canaan did this, we have the parking 8 

right by the station, and I would like to see 9 

Stamford do exactly the same thing, take advantage 10 

of the land that‟s there right now, don‟t waste it 11 

as apartments, which takes it away from parking, 12 

which the people need.   I thank you very much.  13 

(Applause) 14 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir. 15 

   MR. CHABOT:  Any questions? 16 

   MR. IKE:  Our next speaker is Chris 17 

Cryder.  Please come to the microphone, give your 18 

name and address for the record, please. 19 

   MR. CHRIS CRYDER:  Hello.  My name 20 

is Chris Cryder, 142 Temple Street, New Haven, and 21 

I‟m an Outreach Associate with Connecticut Fund for 22 

the Environment, CFE, an organization dedicated to 23 
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protection of our land, air and water resources in 1 

Connecticut and the Long Island Sound watershed 2 

area. 3 

   We also coordinate a broad 4 

stakeholder‟s group, called Growing Connecticut 5 

around Transit, which is working to advance 6 

transit-oriented development, TOD, in the state. 7 

   CFE supports efforts to reverse our 8 

state‟s continuing trend of sprawling growth by 9 

increasing our focus on sustainable growth around 10 

transit.  We believe the environmental impacts of 11 

this project will most likely be minimal, and we 12 

want to stress that if we look at the larger 13 

picture for the Stamford Transportation Center, 14 

which we must do, we must look at it holistically, 15 

the opportunity for transit-oriented development 16 

has the possibility of creating a livable and 17 

vibrant station area, with sufficient and 18 

convenient parking to meet everyone‟s needs. 19 

   The footprint here to do this work 20 

holds enough land, enough area to achieve that.  If 21 

well-planned, the redevelopment concept has the 22 

potential to solve current circulation problems and 23 
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improve access for all types of commuters, car, 1 

bus, pedestrian and bicycle. 2 

   We have to keep in mind that the 3 

numbers of commuters by bus, pedestrian and bicycle 4 

actually outnumber those of car commuters, so we 5 

have to keep all of those in mind as we move this 6 

planning forward. 7 

   We do look forward to hearing about 8 

the different proposals for transit-oriented 9 

development at the train station as the RFP process 10 

proceeds, and hope and expect Conn DOT will 11 

encourage even a greater level of public 12 

participation moving forward. 13 

   Finally, we support the 14 

continuation of this process, and we do praise Conn 15 

DOT for looking creatively at the potential of 16 

transit-oriented development at this station, as 17 

well as public/private partnerships to leverage 18 

scarce financial resources.  Thank you. 19 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  20 

(Applause)  Our next speaker, Jim Cameron.  Please 21 

give your name and address for the record. 22 

   MR. JIM CAMERON:  Good evening.  23 
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Jim Cameron, 55 DuBois Street, Darien, Connecticut.  1 

I‟m the Chairman of the Metro North Commuter Rail 2 

Council, but I‟m speaking here tonight as an 3 

individual. 4 

   We‟ve heard a lot this evening 5 

about time and how precious it is to commuters.  My 6 

first comment really deals with the timing of this 7 

process.   8 

   We have known, on the Commuter 9 

Council, that the old garage would need to be 10 

demolished for five years, but this this evening is 11 

the first time that the DOT has sought public 12 

commuter input on this process. 13 

   The fact that there are as many 14 

people here this evening, I think, is a result of 15 

the efforts of the Commuter Council, the media 16 

coverage we‟ve got, with no thanks to the DOT. 17 

   If the DOT really cared about what 18 

commuters felt, there would be signs up in that 19 

parking garage for the past week, announcing that 20 

this hearing would occur.  (Applause) 21 

   So the other timing issue is that 22 

the RFP bids are in the works.  They‟re due four 23 
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days after the comment period for this commentary 1 

has ended. 2 

   The bids are being worked on now.  3 

The time for public input would have been a year 4 

ago, before the RFP was issued, not while it is 5 

already in process. 6 

   It‟s a done deal.  The 7 

specifications are defined by the DOT, without 8 

public input.  The designers and the developers are 9 

coming up with their ideas.  Once they are in the 10 

hands of the DOT, they go behind closed doors, 11 

through a secret negotiation process, with no 12 

public input, and the final decision is announced 13 

by the DOT. 14 

   I‟m confused by a couple of things 15 

in this environmental impact report, which I have 16 

read in great detail.  I called Mr. Alexander to 17 

make sure I understood it correctly. 18 

   One of the first things I was 19 

concerned about was, and Mr. Parker, I think, laid 20 

it out rather well, there were four alternatives 21 

considered.  One, doing nothing, one, repairing the 22 

garage, the third, replacing the garage where it 23 
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is, which has been the preferred response of the 1 

Commuter Council, and the fourth was replacing the 2 

garage somewhere within a quarter mile. 3 

   On page 2-2 of this document, it 4 

says, in looking at the alternative, replacing the 5 

garage on the existing site, this alternative was 6 

determined to not be feasible and would not meet 7 

the project‟s purpose and need, and, thus, was not 8 

analyzed in detail.  (Applause) 9 

   I asked Mr. Alexander, if you 10 

haven‟t analyzed the proposal, you cannot make this 11 

environmental impact statement effective. 12 

   I‟m hearing Commissioner Redeker 13 

say that that alternative is still on the table.  14 

Mr. Parker said the opposite, so I‟m confused about 15 

whether that‟s on the table or not. 16 

   Let me just finish, and I‟ll be 17 

glad to listen to your response.  18 

   MR. REDEKER:  Let me just clarify 19 

that. 20 

   MR. IKE:  This is Commissioner 21 

James Redeker. 22 

   MR. CAMERON:  And this isn‟t eating 23 
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into my three minutes, right? 1 

   MR. REDEKER:  No, not at all.   2 

   MR. CAMERON:  Okay. 3 

   MR. REDEKER:  But I think I need to 4 

clarify the question.  I did talk to this in the 5 

beginning, and I‟ll just restate it. 6 

   The proposers have the option to 7 

recommend a parking garage at the current location, 8 

if that is the best choice for them. 9 

   The document that you‟re reading 10 

from said the Department of Transportation 11 

concluded that the Department of Transportation 12 

could not deliver a parking garage at the current 13 

location in a feasible manner that was cost-14 

effective. 15 

   We rejected an action taken by the 16 

DOT in favor of a public/private partnership, 17 

because we believe, wholeheartedly, that it could 18 

be done more cost effectively and faster and better 19 

than we can, and that‟s the fundamental premise for 20 

the entire procurement that we‟re doing. 21 

   MR. CAMERON:  However, if that 22 

alternative was not addressed in this environmental 23 
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impact report, you need to do a new environmental 1 

impact report, if that‟s the proposal that‟s 2 

approved, correct? 3 

   MR. REDEKER:  If a parking garage 4 

is replaced in kind in the current location, it is 5 

not creating new impacts, so there‟s no need for a 6 

detailed analysis, so the document can stand. 7 

   MR. CAMERON:  Great. 8 

   MR. IKE:  Give your name again for 9 

the record, please, sir? 10 

   MR. CAMERON:  Mr. Cameron from 11 

Darien.  Transit-oriented development is defined by 12 

the state as a project within a half-mile radius of 13 

the train station or transit site. 14 

   Why not find a site of land within 15 

a half mile of the train station and put up your 16 

TOD project there, leave the parking at the train 17 

station, where commuters need it the most?  18 

(Applause) 19 

   What you did look at in your 20 

scoping, based on the conservative upper 21 

development range of what was proposed initially in 22 

the RFQs, was up to a million square feet of 23 
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development, 400,000 square feet of residential 1 

units, a half million square feet of offices, 2 

100,000 square feet of retail, and this document, 3 

created by your agency, Commissioner, says a 4 

building that size would require 2,185 parking 5 

spaces. 6 

   How is that transit-oriented 7 

development? Tear down a garage to build another 8 

garage three times as big to put a 20-story 9 

building on top of that?  It just doesn‟t seem to 10 

make sense. 11 

   The other thing you did not 12 

mention, Mr. Parker hinted at, was, and you made it 13 

very clear in the RFP, that the City of Stamford 14 

has absolutely no say on what you build on state 15 

land. 16 

   And all the work by Stantec and by 17 

the City of Stamford in developing the South End is 18 

going to fly in the face of what you come up with 19 

if you do not include the City of Stamford and its 20 

Planning and Zoning Department in evaluating the 21 

project that‟s finally approved. 22 

   I hope I‟m hearing you say this 23 
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evening that replacing the garage in the current 1 

location is still a possibility.  I‟m also hoping 2 

that you‟re saying that you‟re going to include the 3 

public commuters, the stakeholders, the City, local 4 

businesses in reviewing the proposals that you 5 

receive before you announce your final decision.  I 6 

think the commuting public deserves no less. Thank 7 

you.  (Applause) 8 

   MR. IKE:  The gentleman with the 9 

young child, if you‟d like to come now, we will 10 

accommodate you.  This gentleman has a young child.  11 

He needs to get his child home.  We indicated we‟d 12 

let him speak.  Please give your name and address 13 

for the record, please. 14 

   MR. GREG SHULAS:  Thank you.  Greg 15 

Shulas, 22 Radio Place, Unit 13, Stamford, 16 

Connecticut.  I just, you know, in planning this 17 

project, I just really do hope you keep in mind the 18 

commuters‟ experience. 19 

   The main presenter here talked 20 

about how the goal of this is to create a better 21 

experience for the commuter.  I think, right now, 22 

if you talk to a lot of commuters and surveyed 23 
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them, the idea of walking one-fourth of a mile to 1 

the train station and parking there it is going to 2 

add to their day.  It is going to make for a longer 3 

commute. 4 

   It could cause them to miss a 5 

train.  I think it could cause environmental 6 

problems, too, in terms of safety, traffic around 7 

the site, so I just want you to think of the 8 

commuter experience.   9 

   I think, really, as many people 10 

said, the best idea is to keep parking, public 11 

parking where it is. Don‟t replace the old Stamford 12 

garage with a development. Put in, you know, better 13 

parking there.  Keep parking parking, and find a 14 

commercial site nearby. 15 

   I think we all support commercial 16 

development here.  We just don‟t want it where the 17 

existing parking is.  I think that‟s very 18 

important, and I want you to keep a transparent 19 

process for this. 20 

   I do feel there needs to be better 21 

transparency about this, you know, I‟m hearing, 22 

because of Jim Cameron, not because of, you know, 23 
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there‟s not signs in the Stamford train station or 1 

in Glenbrook train station.  2 

   There needs to be better 3 

communication, and I think it‟s something we can do 4 

pretty easily.  Going forward, I just hope that 5 

we‟re more transparent.  I hope that we make sure 6 

we‟re keeping parking where it is. 7 

   If we have a commercial property, 8 

do it nearby, but not where we have it.  It works.  9 

If it‟s broke, don‟t fix it.  Thanks for your time, 10 

and I appreciate it.  (Applause) 11 

   MR. IKE:  Mike Young?  Please come 12 

to the microphone and give your name and address 13 

for the record. 14 

   MR. MICHAEL YOUNG:  Good evening.  15 

I‟m Michael Young.  I live at 463 Cove Road in 16 

Stamford.  I travel for business at different hours 17 

and typically encounter a full parking lot later in 18 

the morning. 19 

   I pay a lot of taxes to 20 

Connecticut.  I have had to walk from the Rich 21 

Forum a lot to the train station in all kinds of 22 

horrible weather.  Promised shuttles never 23 
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materialize. 1 

   I am not pleased with Connecticut 2 

DOT‟s treatment of Fairfield County, in general, 3 

and Stamford, in particular.  Compared to the rest 4 

of the state, we are under-supported in highways 5 

and transit. 6 

   Hartford collects our taxes and 7 

gives little in return.  Taking the physical taking 8 

of our train parking garage for a money-making 9 

venture is short-sided and stupid. 10 

   I condemn the DOT‟s current agenda.  11 

I find the let them walk a quarter of a mile 12 

attitude repugnant.  I ask all in attendance to 13 

contact their state representatives in this matter. 14 

   To close, I want to say my brother 15 

used to live here in Stamford.  He works on Wall 16 

Street.  He made a lot of money.  He pays a lot of 17 

taxes to Stamford.  He doesn‟t live in Connecticut 18 

anymore, because of the transit.  Thank you.  19 

(Applause) 20 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  Thank 21 

you.  Our next speaker, I don‟t want to mess your 22 

name.  Please come to the microphone.  54 Durant 23 
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Street.  Give your name and address, please.  1 

Ma‟am, I‟m sorry. 2 

   MS. ZOILA ATENCIO:  My name is 3 

Zoila Atencio.  I live at 54 Durant Street.  I 4 

moved to Connecticut in 2009.  I put my name on the 5 

waiting list for two years.  In the beginning, I 6 

rented the space in that 400 Atlantic, what is 7 

(indiscernible) in the corner. 8 

   I used to walk from there to the 9 

train.  I take the train at 5:00 in the morning 10 

every day, okay?  So I almost got hit one time, 11 

then I moved to 700 with the new one they put up in 12 

2010, I think, at 700 Atlantic.  It‟s over there 13 

prostitution and everything.   14 

   One day, I was waiting in the red 15 

light, almost somebody trying to get inside my car, 16 

and I was alone.  It‟s scary.  Did you say half a 17 

mile?  Do you believe, when it‟s raining, pouring, 18 

walk?  I walk.  That‟s why I‟m telling you today 19 

how is that one. 20 

   When it‟s snowing, when it‟s icy, 21 

when people are going to fall, to whom they going 22 

to put the lawsuit?  To the City, to Stamford, not 23 
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to you. 1 

   And, so, now I was thinking about 2 

the construction they‟re going to put all those 3 

things.  Do you make a survey of how many people 4 

are sick, they have to commute, and, with those 5 

things, their health is going to get worse? 6 

   This is really serious matter.  7 

That‟s why I‟m here today.  And I take the train 8 

every day at 5:00 in the morning.  It‟s a couple of 9 

people.  There‟s like 50 people right now.  It‟s 10 

growing up, you know?  And I‟m going to be taking 11 

this train for 30 years, because I‟m young to be 12 

retired.  This is really serious.  Please, take 13 

into consideration the Stamford the residents over 14 

here. 15 

   A lot of people from New York we 16 

moving over here, because we want to be peaceful.  17 

We pay too much in taxes in taking over there $278, 18 

and then we going to pay the parking space.  Now we 19 

going to walk a half mile in 20 degrees freezing, 20 

with the high heels in the ice?  It‟s really 21 

serious this one.  Thank you very much.  (Applause) 22 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you.  Our next 23 
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speaker, Tom Kijek.  Please come to the microphone 1 

and give your name and address for the record, 2 

please. 3 

   MR. TOM KIJEK:  Good evening.  I‟m 4 

Thomas Kijek, a lifelong resident of Stamford.  I 5 

was born and raised here.  I‟m a realtor with 6 

William Raveis Real Estate, and I can tell you 7 

right now that the proposal that you are putting 8 

forth in Stamford will devalue the property values 9 

so drastically, which are so depressed now from the 10 

market that we are in. 11 

   It‟s absolutely deplorable what you 12 

are trying to propose on our residents and property 13 

owners here in town.  (Applause)  And I thank you 14 

for being here to listen to us. 15 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  Myra, 16 

please come to the microphone and give your name 17 

and address for the record, please? 18 

   MS. MYRA KIJEK:  Good evening.  19 

Thank you for being here, and thank everybody for 20 

their input.  I was a commuter -- 21 

   MR. IKE:  State your name and 22 

address for the record. 23 
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   MS. KIJEK:  Oh, I‟m so sorry.  Myra 1 

Kreiman Kijek at 448 Hunting Ridge Road in 2 

Stamford. 3 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you. 4 

   MS. KIJEK:  I commuted for over 30 5 

years from North Stamford into New York City and to 6 

various locations in the City, adding yet more 7 

commuting time to the day. 8 

   As Representative -- I forget his 9 

name, but he said every second is precious.  When I 10 

started to commute, it took me perhaps 12 to 15 11 

minutes to get from North Stamford down to the 12 

train station. 13 

   When I stopped commuting, if I 14 

didn‟t leave 30 to 40 minutes, I could not 15 

guarantee I would get the train I needed, because I 16 

had to find a parking spot in an often crowded 17 

garage, sometimes drive around and around until I 18 

found a spot, and then walk not a quarter mile, not 19 

a half a mile, probably not even an eighth of a 20 

mile, yet that takes time to get down to the 21 

correct platform and catch the train. 22 

   When I got into Grand Central, I 23 
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might have to go to the West Side, and then take 1 

another train, and then walk some more, so, 2 

actually, it adds a lot of time. 3 

   And to consider that current 4 

commuters might have to walk a quarter of a mile in 5 

an unknown direction at the moment, or perhaps take 6 

a shuttle bus, adding yet more time. 7 

   And some of the outlying areas I 8 

see in that circle, I had an occasion to speak to 9 

an officer on the Stamford police force, and we 10 

were just, in the course of my work, and he 11 

mentioned one of the streets I see there, and he 12 

said, you know, when I know people, I advise them 13 

to take cabs, if they want to move into that area, 14 

because, right now, in the evening, it‟s still a 15 

little dicey. 16 

   The woman, who spoke before us, who 17 

said she gets the train at 5:00 in the morning, I 18 

used to work in journalism, and I had -- if I took 19 

a train at 8:00, 9:00, that was normal for me.  I 20 

would get into the Stamford train station at 10:00, 21 

sometimes even later.  I would walk to my car.  I 22 

would still be a little nervous. 23 
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   To think that I might have to take 1 

a cab or to walk through surrounding areas doesn‟t 2 

make sense to me, and I think that the commuters, 3 

although I no longer am a full-time commuter, I 4 

think commuters deserve parking that is convenient, 5 

that is pleasant, that is clean, that is kept up, 6 

and that a TOD within a half a mile away would 7 

probably be welcome to most commuters, but I think 8 

we really need a place that is close to park our 9 

cars.  Thank you, all.  (Applause) 10 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you.  Our next 11 

speaker is Jack.  Just give your name and address 12 

for the record, sir. 13 

   MR. JACK CONDLIN:  Good evening.  14 

My name Jack Condlin.  I‟m the President of the 15 

Stamford Chamber of Commerce.  I‟m also a resident 16 

of the City of Stamford, and I‟d like to thank the 17 

Commissioner and the Master of Ceremony for 18 

inviting us all here. 19 

   First, I will tell you I‟m not a 20 

commuter. I live and work in Stamford.  I‟m very 21 

proud of that, too.  It was a decision I made 31 22 

years ago, and it was probably the best decision I 23 
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ever made in my life. 1 

   Now you‟ve taken and turned a 2 

parking garage issue into an economic development 3 

issue, okay, and a master plan issue, and it‟s 4 

being really done outside the Land Use Boards. 5 

   I think my only advice is let the 6 

developers know that whoever is chosen, you‟re 7 

going to have to go through Stamford‟s Land Use 8 

Boards, and there‟s plenty of developers in 9 

Stamford that will explain how difficult of a 10 

process that is, and it can take years to get 11 

through that. 12 

   This process is just upside down.  13 

The assignment was really to solve the train 14 

station parking. You‟re dictating to Stamford its 15 

residents, commuters and the business community. 16 

   If you‟re waiting until a developer 17 

is chosen and then it‟s like, okay, now we can go 18 

public, you know, no pun intended, the train has 19 

left the station at that point.  There‟s no 20 

opportunity to have input in the process. 21 

   If you look at what Stamford has 22 

gone through in the past eight years in the 23 
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development of the South End, what‟s taken place 1 

within the downtown in the central business 2 

district? 3 

   There was a tremendous amount of 4 

community input, and, as a result, they ended up 5 

getting a well-thought-out, well-engineered plan of 6 

development.  This site was really designed as a 7 

parking garage.  Anything else is really not good 8 

planning. 9 

   I mean you‟re trying to put a 10 

square peg in a round hole, guys.  It just is like, 11 

okay, let‟s develop it.  That doesn‟t make sense.  12 

And then you talk about the housing.  Where is the 13 

demand? 14 

   There are 4,000 units of housing 15 

being built in the downtown.  There are thousands 16 

of other units being built.  I‟m sorry, 4,000 in 17 

the South End and 1,000 in the downtown. 18 

   The demand is parking.  It‟s not to 19 

build more housing around that.  There‟s plenty of 20 

housing that is being built, you know?  I mean this 21 

whole process is sort of the equivalent is the tail 22 

is wagging the dog, and, I mean, my recommendation 23 
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or my comment would be I think what we need to do 1 

is go back the drawing board and start being a lot 2 

more inclusive with what‟s going to happen on this 3 

site, because 25 years ago, there was a lot of 4 

study that was done.  They rebuilt the train 5 

station and put the parking garage there. 6 

   Well it‟s 18 years later, and we‟re 7 

already talking about tearing it down, so, I mean, 8 

that kind of doesn‟t make sense to me.  Having a 9 

parking garage anywhere, but the present location, 10 

just doesn‟t make sense, guys, and I think, you 11 

know, I understand the economics and all of that, 12 

but I think it‟s like go back to the drawing boards 13 

and figure out a better way.  Thank you. 14 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  15 

(Applause)  Our next speaker is Mark.  Yes, sir.  16 

Please come to the microphone.  Mark Holzweiss.  17 

Just give your name and address for the record, 18 

please, sir. 19 

   MR. MARK HOLZWEISS:  How are you 20 

doing?  My name is Mark Holzweiss.  I live at 260 21 

Silver Hill, Stamford.  I‟ve lived in Stamford the 22 

majority of my life.  I‟ve commuted to New York 23 
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City for over 10 years. 1 

   I‟d like to thank the DOT for 2 

coming.  As a lot of people have said, I hope that 3 

our comments and everyone and our public officials 4 

and city officials really have a say in it.  I‟d 5 

like to be a part of any decision, or any 6 

proposals, or anything like that.  I think I‟ve got 7 

a good eye, and, you know, to listen to everything 8 

for it. 9 

   To say that the parking garage has 10 

to be a parking garage, you know, show me some 11 

options.  I‟ve got some ideas and everything else, 12 

and there‟s been a lot of ideas out there. 13 

   I came here tonight.  I had plenty 14 

of other commitments.  I found out about this about 15 

a week ago, and I said it‟s so important for me to 16 

be here and to voice my opinion that I have to be 17 

here to speak up for the thousands of other people 18 

that park in the Stamford garage currently, so I‟m 19 

here. 20 

   Sorry.  I was just writing down 21 

some of my notes.  Currently, I have up to about an 22 

hour and a half commute every day currently, okay, 23 
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so, that‟s three hours of my day, and I currently 1 

park in the new side of the garage every day.  I‟m 2 

a creature of habit. 3 

   To add another five minutes on, 10 4 

minutes, you know, I would hate to say could we 5 

force you to move and park a quarter mile away from 6 

where you currently, you know, work and everything 7 

else?  It wouldn‟t be fun, because you‟re not just 8 

parking a quarter mile away.  You‟re parking up to 9 

-- and I‟ve heard a quarter mile and a half mile.   10 

   Probably like a little 11 

clarification of that, but, you know, not only 12 

could we be parking a quarter mile away, we also 13 

have to get to the platform, and it could be cold.  14 

It could be very hot.  I‟m carrying briefcases, 15 

computers, and material I‟m taking home from the 16 

office. 17 

   Okay, I‟ve parked a quarter mile 18 

away.  Hey, I just missed the train, okay?  And if 19 

it‟s not on peak, you know, I could wait up until a 20 

half hour more to catch the next train, okay?  And 21 

if I don‟t make that express into Manhattan, I‟m 22 

now taking a local, which even is worse, and I 23 
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think everybody here knows that get in you don‟t 1 

ever take a local, ever.  (Laughter) 2 

   Currently, and as some of the 3 

speakers have said, the entire area in and around 4 

the train station, not just the parking, sucks.  5 

It‟s two lanes, okay?  On one side, it‟s only one 6 

lane going in one direction.  It‟s deplorable.  7 

It‟s horrible.  It has to be redone. 8 

   There has to be a lot more thought 9 

put into it.  I‟ve made suggestions of where the 10 

current garage is.  There‟s a lot right behind the 11 

garage.  Through imminent domain, it has to be 12 

taken over, or should be taken over, a lot put 13 

there, and possibly the whole traffic pattern be 14 

reverted around the metro center building, because, 15 

again, you‟ve got too much traffic. 16 

   There‟s been so much land 17 

development in the South Side of Stamford that it 18 

just doesn‟t work now. We‟re going to have tens of 19 

thousands of more cars, you know, coming in and 20 

out, going underneath that, you know, really only 21 

two points of going in and out from one side of I-22 

95 to the other side of 95. 23 
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   We don‟t live in New York City, you 1 

know? You might get a few residents that are going 2 

to take this mass transit, these buses, or anything 3 

like that.  I never will.  I‟m going to park.  I 4 

have to drive to the station. 5 

   I work very early in the morning, 6 

and I work very late.  We talk about -- you‟ve 7 

talked about minimum of 1,000 parking spaces.  You 8 

talk about a wait list.  We‟re in some of the worst 9 

times in history that I can ever remember. 10 

   I can name, you know, dozens of my 11 

friends that are out of work that used to work in 12 

New York City that aren‟t working right now, or 13 

they‟re under-employed where they are, and they‟re 14 

not working in New York City. 15 

   We‟ve got a garage that really 16 

didn‟t last its life expectancy.  You‟re saying you 17 

want a garage.  I‟d like to know how well, because 18 

I don‟t know too many garages ever that you‟ve got 19 

a life expectancy to last 60 years, but you‟re 20 

saying a minimum of 1,000. 21 

   In 60 years, or even 10 years, 20 22 

years, what‟s proposed parking requirements of 23 
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Stamford right now?  There‟s a huge wait list right 1 

now that I know people are still on.  If you made 2 

more than 1,000, or, you know, where else are you 3 

going to put this other parking in five years from 4 

now, 10 years from now?   5 

   If you‟ve got a garage that‟s going 6 

to last 60 years, what are you going to do with 7 

this parking?  Where else are you going to come up 8 

with additional parking?  Let‟s look beyond five, 9 

10 years.  You have to.  You‟re the state.  We have 10 

to plan for it now, all right? 11 

   I‟d like to know what would the 12 

cost be? Alternatives have been, you know, it‟s co-13 

use.  We can park in the other building.  I hate to 14 

tell you how much parking is right now at the Metro 15 

Center.  It‟s 30-plus dollars for a 10-hour day.  I 16 

would never consider parking, you know, paying 17 

something like that. 18 

   You‟ve talked about traffic 19 

mitigation.  Have you ever looked -- I know it gets 20 

busy, you know, certain times in the morning, in 21 

the afternoon trying to get into the station, but 22 

have you really looked at how the traffic pattern 23 
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works, how people are making illegal turns, doing 1 

U-turns, just really trying to get in and out of 2 

the area, because it really has to be really re-3 

evaluated. 4 

   And I hate to say that you‟re from 5 

Hartford, and you don‟t see what the pattern is 6 

like we all see every single day.  As I said, I‟ve 7 

done this for about 10 years now. 8 

   There‟s a lot of thoughts.  There‟s 9 

a lot of ideas.  Please take in the people‟s 10 

considerations here.  We have to give it to you, 11 

because we really know. We live it every day.  12 

Thank you.  (Applause) 13 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  14 

Commissioner Redeker? 15 

   MR. REDEKER:  Since you asked for 16 

clarification on the quarter-mile, half-mile, I 17 

thought I‟d just make sure that‟s clear. 18 

   The TOD development zone is half a 19 

mile, so that‟s within that complex, within that.  20 

That‟s where we see development occurring, not 21 

parking.  Parking is up to a quarter of a mile, but 22 

it could be closer than it is today.  It could be 23 
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at the same location it is today, but no further 1 

than a quarter of a mile, okay?   2 

   So the parking is limited, 3 

different, closer than what other development could 4 

be. 5 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, Commissioner.  6 

Our next speaker is Steven Higashide.  Please come 7 

to the microphone and give your name and address 8 

for the record, sir. 9 

   MR. STEVEN HIGASHIDE:  Steven 10 

Higashide. I‟m with Tri-State Transportation 11 

Campaign in New York. I‟m the Senior Planner and 12 

Connecticut Coordinator for Tri-State.  We are a 13 

regional transportation watchdog that supports 14 

increased investment in public transit, smart 15 

growth, and efforts to support biking and walking. 16 

   I‟m here, because we believe 17 

there‟s a lot of potential for a transit-oriented 18 

development near the Stamford Transportation 19 

Center, and we want to make sure it‟s designed 20 

well. 21 

   It‟s smart for Conn DOT to be 22 

exploring TOD, because it‟s a strategy that works.  23 
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It‟s one of the reasons why the cities and towns 1 

along Metro North have been so successful.  It‟s 2 

why Stamford has performed so strongly over the 3 

past 30 years.   4 

   I think almost everyone would agree 5 

that the Transportation Center is a critical asset, 6 

and the area around it is one of the most promising 7 

areas for development, both in the city and perhaps 8 

the entire state. 9 

   Of course, the details of any given 10 

project are important, and one of our main concerns 11 

about the station area today is that it needs to 12 

work better for pedestrians, as well as cyclists. 13 

   It‟s a very short walk from the 14 

station to downtown, but it doesn‟t feel short, 15 

because it‟s not a pleasant walk. 16 

   The City clearly recognizes that 17 

this is a missed opportunity.  That‟s why the City 18 

of Stamford is using both local and federal funds 19 

to improve the pedestrian experience around the 20 

station. 21 

   I‟m pointing this out, because 22 

there is a clear and valid concern about commuter 23 
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parking, but we want to insure that you also hear 1 

about the needs of those who work in Stamford, 2 

those who visit Stamford, and those who get to the 3 

train station via foot, bike and bus. 4 

   These are taken together the 5 

majority of the users of the station.  There are 6 

currently 2,200 parking spaces in the station area, 7 

but over 26,000 boardings and de-boardings on Metro 8 

North and Amtrak every day. 9 

   Clearly, most people, who use the 10 

station, are commuting to Stamford or getting to 11 

the station by walking, cycling and transit.  12 

That‟s why it is paramount that this project be 13 

done in consideration with walking and cycling 14 

improvements, and that it not compromise any of the 15 

work that the City is doing to improve the walk to 16 

the station. 17 

   We‟re also concerned that 18 

increasing commuter parking and concentrating it 19 

all in one location, such as next to the train 20 

station, could concentrate traffic, degrading the 21 

environment for both drivers and walkers. 22 

   The document, clearly, that Conn 23 
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DOT is open to disbursed parking, that could be a 1 

sensible way to handle this issue. 2 

   While we support Conn DOT‟s TOD 3 

efforts, we‟re also concerned about how the agency 4 

has analyzed the effects of the TOD.  As both the 5 

Commissioner and as Jim pointed out, the EIE looks 6 

at a theoretical mixed use development with more 7 

than 2,000 parking spaces. 8 

   We‟re glad that this is a 9 

theoretical number, because it just doesn‟t seem 10 

like a realistic number.  To get to that parking 11 

number, Conn DOT assumed that 80 percent of trips 12 

to and from the development would be by car, which 13 

seems high. 14 

   According to the census, 80 percent 15 

of work trips in the entire Southwest Connecticut 16 

region are made by car, and that‟s the average of 17 

both the transit-oriented and non-transit-oriented 18 

parts, so you would think that for a development 19 

around the busiest rail station in Connecticut 20 

actual car use would be lower than what the state 21 

has predicted here. 22 

   Various studies reviewed by the 23 
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Victoria Transport Policy Institute suggest that 60 1 

to 70 percent or even lower would be a more 2 

realistic estimate. 3 

   Furthermore, the agency‟s RFP 4 

requires that the development look at demand 5 

management to further reduce car trips.  In other 6 

words, we think a TOD could reduce car use by a 7 

much greater extent than Conn DOT has estimated in 8 

this document. 9 

   While the State must conduct a 10 

thorough and thoughtful vetting of the proposals it 11 

receives and could do more to seek stakeholder 12 

input, we support the continuation of this process.  13 

We applaud Conn DOT for exploring the potential of 14 

TOD. 15 

   If done well, a walkable, bikeable 16 

transit-oriented development can improve the 17 

neighborhood around the train station, add 18 

amenities for commuters, residents and workers, and 19 

reduce the taxpayer burden.  Thank you. 20 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  Our next 21 

speaker, Martin Levine.  Just give your name and 22 

address for the record, please, sir. 23 
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   MR. MARTIN LEVINE:  I know the 1 

drill.  Thank you.  My name is Martin Levine.  I 2 

live at 74 Fawnfield Road in Stamford.  I was a 3 

commuter for about 30 years to Grand Central 4 

starting in 1959, well before the current garage 5 

was built. 6 

   When the current garage was built, 7 

it seemed like a good idea at the time.  It just 8 

wasn‟t large enough.  When I asked the person in 9 

charge of transportation facilities with the 10 

railroad station how they would handle all the 11 

additional demand for parking, he said, oh, that‟s 12 

easy.  We‟ll just raise the price high enough to 13 

discourage people from parking there.  That‟s a 14 

good system. 15 

   There‟s good news and bad news 16 

here.  The good news is that the State appears to 17 

acknowledge that it is incompetent at putting up 18 

buildings, as shown by the fact that a 25-year-old 19 

parking garage is falling apart and has been 20 

falling apart for about 10 years. (Applause) 21 

   And the design around the garage 22 

needs to be changed, that‟s certainly true for 23 
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access, and the State‟s incompetence, as indicated 1 

by the Stamford Courthouse, which took forever and 2 

a day to be built.  So that‟s good news. 3 

   The bad news is concerns about 4 

removing a parking garage, taking it away, and 5 

putting it someplace else, but I have a solution, 6 

and I‟m sure you‟re going to be pleased to hear 7 

that, because it resolves everything. 8 

   The resolution is you raise the 9 

money by selling the air rights for commercial 10 

development above the existing parking garage, but 11 

telling the developer that their parking will be a 12 

quarter mile away, and that will be perfect.  It‟s 13 

only a quarter mile away. 14 

   And the problem, of course, is that 15 

no, no tenant is ever going to move into an office 16 

building where the parking is a quarter mile away, 17 

so why would you expect Stamford commuters, who 18 

live here and pay taxes here, to accept a quarter-19 

mile walk in the rain and snow and whatever, when 20 

office developments never require people to walk a 21 

quarter mile away? 22 

   In effect, what you‟re doing is 23 
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catering to the needs of people, who live outside 1 

of Stamford, to the disadvantage of people, who 2 

live in Stamford.  (Applause) 3 

   As for Transit-Oriented 4 

Development, it‟s a slogan.  It‟s a bumper sticker.  5 

How real is it?  Well let‟s look at the Gateway 6 

Project, which was recently approved by the Zoning 7 

Board. 8 

   They said they were a transit-9 

oriented development, and that was a very good 10 

reason to have them build there, far in excess of 11 

what the City zoning regulations required. 12 

   If you expect the City Zoning Board 13 

to stand up for anything, look at the Gateway 14 

Project and the mystery tenant, but, beyond that, 15 

they wanted to build more parking than was 16 

required. 17 

   There was some thought that they 18 

had in mind, using some of that parking for 19 

commuter parking, but they insisted that they 20 

needed two and a half parking spaces per thousand 21 

square feet for the tenants of their building. 22 

   Now the standard in Stamford is 23 
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three parking spaces per thousand square feet, so 1 

when the Zoning Board asked, well, why do you need 2 

two and a half spaces per thousand, when this is a 3 

transit-oriented development, Gateway developers 4 

responded that, oh, it‟s an absolute minimum.  We 5 

need that for our tenants, so there‟s your ratio. 6 

   Approximately, there‟s a 16 percent 7 

reduction in parking for transit-oriented 8 

development. That‟s some nice reduction, but it‟s 9 

really not all that significant, so transit-10 

oriented development is really a slogan, designed 11 

to enable people to build more than they would 12 

otherwise build, as Gateway was permitted to do, on 13 

the premise that somehow there‟s something magical 14 

about development near a train station, when, in 15 

fact, it‟s a 16 percent reduction.  It‟s not huge.  16 

It‟s not huge at all.   17 

   I think that there‟s a big mistake 18 

going on here.  I would not want to have to -- I 19 

now sometimes go into New York on occasion, and I 20 

enjoy that, if I get up early enough, I can find a 21 

parking space at the station, and I can walk 22 

through a covered entryway above ground.  23 
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   I don‟t have to cross the street.  1 

I don‟t have to go out in the elements.  I can walk 2 

across to the railroad station.  That‟s a really 3 

good solution.  That‟s a good accommodation for the 4 

commuters of Stamford, who pay a lot of taxes here.  5 

That is a very nice feature. 6 

   I can‟t imagine, I can‟t imagine 7 

why anybody would want to take that away and 8 

exchange it for a quarter-mile walk.  Thank you.  9 

(Applause) 10 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  Our next 11 

speaker is Paula Kroll.  Just give your name and 12 

address for the record, please. 13 

   MS. PAULA KROLL:  Hi.  I‟m Paula 14 

Kroll, 80 Winding Brook Lane in Stamford.  I‟ve 15 

been a resident of Stamford since 1983, and I‟ve 16 

been a realtor since 1986, and every buyer that I 17 

have had has been told there‟s a waiting list for a 18 

permit at the train station since then.  I don‟t 19 

know if anybody else has been luckier, but it‟s 20 

really sad. 21 

   There‟s such demand, and it‟s not 22 

just Stamford.  I sell in other communities, too, 23 
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and some of them use the Stamford station, and 1 

there is quite a demand. 2 

   I think that the current Stamford 3 

station location should remain where it is.  It‟s 4 

imperative.  I think, if you‟re going to get real 5 

about a commute, you know, most people drive 20 6 

minutes to 30 minutes to get to the train station, 7 

park, get on the train, then they arrive, what, 50 8 

minutes to an hour later in New York, then they 9 

have to spend, what, another 15 minutes to a half 10 

an hour to their destination in New York? 11 

   You have to get real.  We need our 12 

parking here, and we need more parking.  Thank you.  13 

(Applause) 14 

   MR. IKE:  Barry Michelson?  You 15 

have to help me with the next one.  Last name is 16 

Giordano.  Please, just give your name and address 17 

for the record, please. 18 

   MS. ESTHER GIORDANO:  My name is 19 

Esther Marie Giordano, 94 Strawberry Hill Avenue, 20 

Stamford.  Some of my ideas.  Bottom line, new 21 

commuter parking garage, exactly where it is. 22 

   You say it‟s not cost-effective, 35 23 
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billion, 40 billion, I don‟t care.  It‟s cost-1 

effective to me.  It‟s my federal tax dollars, it‟s 2 

my State dollars, it‟s my local city dollars, and 3 

it‟s my 10 dollars a day.  I‟m dying to find out 4 

what you‟re going to be charging me for parking.  5 

Is it going to be more than 10 dollars a day, 6 

because I‟m still on the waiting list? 7 

   In regards to the notice of 8 

hearings that have been mentioned, I didn‟t know 9 

about the one in May. In fact, there was a comment 10 

period, and I just happened, for the first time in 11 

nine months, to take the elevator in the garage.  12 

There was a notice.  Of course, it had already 13 

passed, but I made a comment anyway, so now I know 14 

about this meeting. 15 

   There were no flyers anywhere on 16 

any of the, you know, here‟s four blue, here‟s 17 

three green.  Nobody blanketed my car, my 18 

windshield with flyers, so I‟m beginning to wonder, 19 

when you talk about we‟re going to notify you about 20 

parking changes as the construction goes on, how 21 

are you going to notify? 22 

   Do you notify the people on the 23 
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waiting list?  Have they been notified about these 1 

meetings?  You might have their mailing address.  2 

You might have e-mails.  I don‟t see any effort to 3 

really include.  You could be standing on the train 4 

station, like politicians do, handing out flyers, 5 

shaking hands, talking to the people.  I don‟t see 6 

any of you guys out there. 7 

   Yeah, newspapers are not enough.  8 

People don‟t necessarily read newspapers or 9 

websites anymore. 10 

   Reducing the strain, the difficulty 11 

of commuting is high on my list of things that I 12 

need.  I know a lot of people have mentioned barely 13 

the weather, but that‟s the least of my problems.  14 

   Occasionally, I have commuted my 15 

authority with crutches, with a cast, with various 16 

other foot problems that other people I‟m sure 17 

have, and I see a lot of people struggling with 18 

strollers, double strollers, children, and 19 

everybody is always carrying something, at least 20 

one bag, if not, two, so walking a quarter mile, 21 

forget it.  That‟s outrageous. 22 

   Point number three, oh, yeah, this 23 
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is an idea.  Since you guys didn‟t really plan 1 

ahead, about carpooling, you know, a lot of people 2 

like carpooling, back in the „70s.  You didn‟t even 3 

have anything along 95 for carpooling.  You could 4 

put a lot out there somewhere half a mile around 5 

for carpooling.  People drive 95.  Encourage 6 

carpooling.   7 

   Not only that.  It could be a great 8 

place for cell phone waiting area.  These waiters 9 

take up space, block traffic flow.  You could have 10 

people, like in airports, when they get to the 11 

train station, call that person to come pick them 12 

up immediately, and then they‟re gone.  You don‟t 13 

have people parked there, blocking the roads. 14 

   Number four, if you‟re going to do 15 

anything a distance away, and I don‟t care if it‟s 16 

one foot away, it better be closer, not further 17 

away.  18 

   I want a wide, covered, moving 19 

sidewalk, just like the airports.  I don‟t want 20 

anything that‟s going to slow me down, and I don‟t 21 

want to slow anybody down behind me, because, 22 

usually, they walk faster than I.  I don‟t want to 23 
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block their way.  I‟m really not going to run for a 1 

train.  I‟m at that age, where I can‟t run. 2 

   And bottom, the lowest choice, is 3 

to have a shuttle.  I mean you could have built 4 

something where CVS is over at Bulls Head.  Great 5 

place for carpooling, building a garage, 6 

facilitating less traffic in Stamford, by having 7 

people meet in a center place. 8 

   But I‟m not interested in driving 9 

up to Bulls Head in order to take a shuttle back 10 

down or wherever else you put this thing.   11 

   I noticed you were talking about 12 

traffic flow.  I‟m suggesting, and this could be 13 

done right now, you travel south on Washington 14 

Boulevard, I know you guys don‟t, but we do, 15 

there‟s only one turn, that lane that goes left 16 

into Station Place, the middle lane goes straight 17 

ahead, but, invariably, that space, when you get a 18 

red light, is blocked by all these cars in that one 19 

lane, you need that middle lane, that straight 20 

arrow, to go both ways, so you have one lane that 21 

will go right into the garage, and the other lane 22 

can go right down Station Place. 23 
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   I‟m not interested in getting hit 1 

or being hit, especially when I‟m trying to catch 2 

my morning train and go to work.  Who needs that? 3 

   To facilitate the going in and out 4 

of the garage, because I‟ve waited 15 minutes to 5 

pay and get out, tonight it was quick, it was 6 

seven, there should be, since I can‟t get on the 7 

waiting list to get one of those magic wands, a 8 

pre-paid card will speed up the process. 9 

   Instead of finding the cash, making 10 

sure I always have cash, I‟ll just have the card, 11 

swipe it and go.  Whether it‟s the 10 dollars or 12 

the eight dollars, it will know the time. 13 

   And if you‟re going to do anything, 14 

I would build higher and lower and a lot more 15 

spaces, so we can get off the waiting list. 16 

   Think New York City.  Think 17 

subways.  If you‟re going to build, yeah, sell the 18 

air rights, but make sure they have all that 19 

parking right there. 20 

   Oh, yeah, Washington Boulevard.  21 

Well way back in the day, it was to help people 22 

commute from North Stamford down to the train 23 
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station.  Used to be able to make it in 20 minutes. 1 

   Well I live right here.  It takes 2 

me 20 minutes from here down Washington Boulevard.  3 

Since there‟s been so much more development, 4 

there‟s more lights, lower speeds.  Something has 5 

got to be done to make that traffic flow again. 6 

   I mean they‟re doing construction 7 

on Washington Boulevard in the middle of the day.  8 

That‟s nonsense.  People are trying to get to and 9 

from North Stamford and downtown.  You don‟t do 10 

construction in the middle of the day.  It happens 11 

at midnight.  Nobody lives there. 12 

   That‟s about it for now, and if I 13 

think of anything else, I‟ll write to you.  Thank 14 

you very much. 15 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you very much, 16 

ma‟am.  Thank you.  (Applause)  Our next speaker, 17 

Thomas Gizicki. Just come to that microphone.  Name 18 

and address, please, for the record, sir? 19 

   MR. THOMAS GIZICKI:  Tom Gizicki, 20 

204 Riverbank Drive in Stamford.  I‟m going to 21 

start at the end, because a lot of people covered a 22 

lot of things I would say. 23 
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   I endorse probably 90 percent of 1 

the thing about keeping the garage where it is.  2 

We‟re talking about a Transportation Center.  It‟s 3 

a nice euphemism. 4 

   The center of the Transportation 5 

Center is that quaint old term, a train station, 6 

and I think a priority should be making that train 7 

station effective, efficient, safe and handy for 8 

your commuters. 9 

   I‟ve been commuting for 20 years 10 

now.  I‟ve been in town since ‟74.  Fortunate 11 

enough to have a parking space, a pass in the 12 

garage.   13 

   Among the things that got me about 14 

the EIE was that it‟s over 230 pages long, and, as 15 

I look at it, two pages, less than one percent, 16 

talked about the pedestrians.  Pedestrians would be 17 

created by moving the garage away from its current 18 

location. 19 

   I think it needs more analysis, 20 

and, quite frankly, other things that need more 21 

analysis include a re-look at keeping the garage 22 

where it is.  I believe you folks found that it was 23 
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infeasible to do so.  Appreciate that analysis, 1 

however, in this era of public/private partnership, 2 

I would think a reasonable approach in putting out 3 

the RFP to make one of the requirements you want to 4 

see a version, where the parking garage for the 5 

station is kept in its car place, to accommodate 6 

the 700 people, who already are there, the 300 more 7 

you want to accommodate, and the 1,000 or so 8 

perhaps that are still on the waiting list, let 9 

alone the parking for a million square feet of TOD 10 

that‟s proposed. 11 

   Just to put numbers in a different 12 

light, people have talked about this, time 13 

sensitivity about commuting.  The express to New 14 

York is 44 minutes.  The quarter-mile, depending on 15 

what kind of shape you‟re in, five minutes, 49 16 

minutes divided by 44, 11.36 percent increase in 17 

commuting time.  Forget about how long it takes you 18 

to get down to the station and what you‟re doing in 19 

New York when you‟re getting there.  That‟s 11 20 

percent. 21 

   The economic in this environment, 22 

an 11 percent increase is quite not immaterial, and 23 
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we all should be aware of that.  (Applause) 1 

   In terms of the new commuters that 2 

may be, not commuters, pedestrians that could be 3 

created by moving a garage, which I don‟t endorse, 4 

but you have 1,000 that you are willing to 5 

accommodate, let‟s count, say, 500 of that waiting 6 

list, because I suspect some of them have gotten so 7 

frustrated that they‟ve given up, where is that in 8 

the analysis of the pedestrian flow? 9 

   You put them a quarter mile away, 10 

they‟re crossing multi-lane, high-volume streets 11 

here in the morning, where everyone is time-12 

sensitive about getting their train, I suspect, 13 

with that increased volume of people there, 14 

combined with the vehicular traffic, you know, 15 

you‟re going to have mayhem at the crosswalks.  16 

Forget about the walk/don‟t walk signs. You‟ll have 17 

mayhem.  It will be on You Tube once a week.  18 

   In terms of mitigation, one that I 19 

found interesting was, well, if we move it away, 20 

let‟s remember in this proposal part of the 21 

mitigation was that there would be a walkway built 22 

from the west side of Washington Boulevard over to 23 
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the south platform of the station, which I found a 1 

little perplexing, if I got it right, because it‟s 2 

the northbound platform that you worry about in the 3 

morning when you‟re going into New York, so getting 4 

me to the south side doesn‟t get me there. 5 

   I‟ve still got to get across, and, 6 

quite frankly, given Metro North‟s scheduling, when 7 

you come in from New York now, you often wind up on 8 

the north platform anyway, so that bit of 9 

mitigation, the only one that was mentioned, 10 

doesn‟t seem to be helping the situation at all. 11 

   That‟s all the notes I made on the 12 

train coming home.  It‟s 230 pages.  I‟m sure I can 13 

dig up more, but keep the garage where it is.  14 

There‟s got to be a cost-efficient way of doing it. 15 

   If the State can‟t figure it out, 16 

let‟s get our entrepreneurial private developers to 17 

figure out a way to do it.  What we‟re talking 18 

about here is some concrete beams, stacked neatly 19 

together, suitably reinforced, unlike the current 20 

garage, and build it a bit higher, and the idea of 21 

air rights over it seems like a fantastic idea.  22 

Thank you. 23 
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   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  1 

(Applause)  The last speaker on the sign-up sheet 2 

is Shelley.  Yes, ma‟am.  Just give your name and 3 

address for the record. 4 

   MS. SHELLEY MICHELSON:  Good 5 

evening.  I‟m Shelley Michelson.  I live at 111 6 

Idlewood Drive in Stamford.  I appreciate the 7 

opportunity to speak this evening. 8 

   When I first arrived in Stamford in 9 

the mid „70s, I was parking at the Stamford 10 

station, and it was a surface lot at that time. 11 

   Shortly after that, they started 12 

building the garage, the first phase of the garage, 13 

and I remember it was held up quite a bit, because 14 

there were a lot of structural problems and a lot 15 

of finger pointing at that time.   16 

   Was it the architect, the engineer, 17 

the structural person?  It took a while to remedy 18 

that, and, later on, they added the second part of 19 

the garage. 20 

   There is no doubt that there are 21 

improvements needed at the station.  The 22 

circulation I think we‟ve talked about is really 23 
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bad.  There‟s a big backup for drop-offs and pick-1 

ups, and the cabs take up a lot of room, and, also, 2 

you know, getting down to the station has become 3 

very congested. 4 

   It seems as if the transit-oriented 5 

development that commuters would appreciate are 6 

things that we now have, you know, flowers, 7 

newspapers, coffee, you know, little snacks, things 8 

like that.  Maybe adding something, you know, pick 9 

up a light dinner to bring home if you don‟t have 10 

time to cook, you‟re coming home late, things like 11 

that, not apartment buildings. 12 

   And you‟ve heard from everybody 13 

that the garage is in a great place right now, and 14 

I think we all appreciate the convenience of that. 15 

   I mean there were many times that I 16 

would be going into the City with a suitcase, 17 

because I was leaving from work to go out of town.  18 

I‟d have a briefcase, I‟d have a handbag, I‟d be 19 

running for the train, and now, you know, the humor 20 

in it doesn‟t escape me, because, many times, now 21 

that you have four tracks, you‟re running up and 22 

down, they change the track, and it‟s kind of 23 
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cumbersome, but funny, to be dragging a suitcase.   1 

   You can‟t go down in an escalator, 2 

and sometimes the elevator is not there, so you‟re 3 

dragging a suitcase, and all this stuff up and 4 

down.   5 

   I mean, if I could just picture how 6 

that looks to somebody else, it would be kind of 7 

funny, but, you know, it‟s not very convenient. 8 

   I want to leave asking three 9 

questions.  The first question is, and I think 10 

we‟ll probably find this out in time, what is the 11 

impact on the ticket prices for people commuting in 12 

and out of the Stamford train station and the 13 

parking prices? 14 

   The second one is we‟ve heard that 15 

there may be the possibility of another train 16 

station in the east part of Stamford.  How is DOT 17 

coordinating the possibility of that station with 18 

the improvements at the Stamford station and 19 

handling the waiting list, and is that the best 20 

location for another train station?  Do we really 21 

even need one? 22 

   And the third thing is that how 23 
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will the DOT make sure that the construction of any 1 

garage, whether it‟s at the same location, which we 2 

hope for, or not is high-quality construction, that 3 

we‟re not going to have the same problems that we 4 

have right now with structural problems and the 5 

thing just crumbling and falling apart?  Thank you 6 

very much. 7 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you.  (Applause)  8 

Commissioner Redeker? 9 

   MR. REDEKER:  I‟ll try to address 10 

the three questions quickly.  We probably should 11 

just confer afterwards on the first, so I 12 

understand the question about pricing, but I would 13 

make this clarification, if anybody has a question, 14 

because I‟ve heard folks, who have called me, think 15 

that part of this proposal is to turn over the 16 

station, parking pricing, the facility and all the 17 

revenue stream to a developer.  That is not the 18 

case. 19 

   The State owns the property.  It 20 

will still own the station parking, and the State 21 

is responsible for the fees that are set, the State 22 

collects all the revenues from it.  Any net 23 
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revenues after the costs are paid actually go back 1 

into improvements in the station, so that‟s how 2 

that works. 3 

   In terms of the new station 4 

proposal and concept, that‟s a proposal that is 5 

being worked on through local folks.  SWRPA is 6 

running that study at the moment. 7 

   We are participating as that moves 8 

forward, you know, getting input and giving 9 

feedback, and there‟s no conclusion at this point.  10 

It‟s really just begun, in terms of a feasibility 11 

analysis. 12 

   And the last question, how do we 13 

make sure this is a high-quality garage?  We built 14 

in standards, in terms of what we expect, and there 15 

are performance standards, and then there are 16 

financial penalties and things that go in if we 17 

don‟t meet that, but there‟s also ongoing 18 

maintenance and cyclical maintenance and 19 

replacement things that‟s required through the 20 

course of the contract. 21 

   So we‟ll essentially deliver a 22 

program and make sure that it‟s maintained at those 23 
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high standards throughout its life. 1 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, Commissioner.  2 

Do we have any other first-time speakers?  Yes, 3 

sir.  Please come to the microphone and give your 4 

name and address for the record. 5 

   MR. MARTIN KIVELL:  My name is 6 

Martin Kivell.  I live at 202 Soundview Avenue in 7 

Stamford. 8 

   I remember when the current train 9 

station first opened many years ago in Stamford.  10 

It was not a great opening.  I remember the New 11 

York Times architecture critic called it a 12 

monstrosity. 13 

   Well I‟d like to write the 14 

architecture critic, just to inform him of this 15 

plan, and let them know you would never believe it, 16 

but, believe it or not, they‟re actually going to 17 

make it worse. 18 

   A bit of my background.  After 19 

about two years of being on the wait list, I, just 20 

a few months ago, I got a space in the garage.  You 21 

see, people, it really does happen. 22 

   Now, before that, I had to walk a 23 
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quarter of a mile from the Rich parking lot through 1 

rain, through sleet, through snow, through icy 2 

sidewalks, and nearly getting creamed a couple of 3 

times by cars rushing and drivers talking on their 4 

cell phone.  In short, it sucked. 5 

   Now, for the past three months I‟ve 6 

been in the garage, my time is shorter, I can go, I 7 

can take a few extra minutes before leaving, make 8 

sure I have everything, and I think, most 9 

important, at my company people there can actually 10 

talk to me within an hour of me getting to the 11 

office, without fear of getting their limbs torn 12 

off, because I‟m in such a bad mood. 13 

   In short, I don‟t want to go back 14 

to what I was doing, and I fear this is going to 15 

happen with the plan.  Besides the uncomfort and 16 

being late, missing trains, with all those 17 

pedestrians rushing to work and all those extra 18 

cars, let‟s face it, somebody is going to get 19 

killed. 20 

   Our safety is more important than 21 

anything, so keep the garage where it is.   22 

   One more thing.  I‟ve never seen a 23 



  Appendix C   

  Public Review Comments and Responses 

 

Stamford Transportation Center Parking & TOD  C-215 

Record of Decision 

Response Key 

C-3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

B-1 

 

plan pushed through this hard with as little public 1 

input as before.  I‟m sorry, but I can‟t help think 2 

of the parallels to a situation that‟s happening in 3 

Stamford. 4 

   There was a big controversy over a 5 

developer in Harbor View in Stamford and how they 6 

were removing the boatyard, and there was a big 7 

controversy, and people were up in arms. 8 

   Then we found out recently that all 9 

the time this was going on, the Governor‟s office 10 

was in secret negotiations with the developer, 11 

giving them tax benefits if they would move in, and 12 

nobody here knew anything about it. 13 

   Now I have to ask you, is there 14 

some corporation that wants to move in and is 15 

putting pressure to move it along, because that‟s 16 

the only thing I can think of. 17 

   Please answer this question, 18 

because I remember a few years ago, when they 19 

wanted to ask corporations to move to the train 20 

station area and develop a business, it turned out 21 

nobody wanted to move there. 22 

   What do you think is going to be 23 
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different now?  So I have to ask, does anybody have 1 

any plans to move in that you know of?  Is 2 

something going on that we don‟t know?  Thank you. 3 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  4 

(Applause)  Commissioner? 5 

   MR. REDEKER:  I can assure you 6 

there is no one waiting to move in or negotiating a 7 

deal, because they‟re ready to move in.  The time 8 

pressure on this is self-imposed, because we‟ve 9 

been trying to get something done here for 10 10 

years, without success, so we‟re trying this model 11 

to be successful and deliver a parking garage as 12 

quickly as we can, because the need is so great. 13 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, Commissioner.  14 

Our next speaker from the audience, this gentleman, 15 

then I‟ll get you, ma‟am, then I‟ll get you, sir.  16 

Please give your name and address for the record. 17 

   MR. CARL LEONE:  Thank you.  My 18 

name is Carl Leone.  I‟m a State Senator here in 19 

Stamford, and I apologize for being late.  I was at 20 

another neighborhood meeting, but I did get here in 21 

time to hear many of the comments. 22 

   Thank you, Commissioner, for coming 23 
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down, so that you could hear from our constituents 1 

verbatim some of the issues that we are fearful of 2 

and want to make sure that our issues are addressed 3 

and rectified. 4 

   It‟s clear that our commuters want 5 

to have their roadblocks or hurdles minimized and 6 

their positive experience maximized, so, as an 7 

elected official, I want to make sure that that is 8 

part of any design or any kind of building 9 

replacement to be considered would be here for any 10 

consideration. 11 

   And I think, most importantly, 12 

before we reach a point of no return, in terms of a 13 

final decision, that there still is the ability for 14 

public input, so that there is a way for 15 

communication to be shared, so that we can see the 16 

pros and cons of what might be proposed. 17 

   Now the fact is that this building 18 

has to be replaced and come down, so in order to 19 

have that come down, we need alternate parking.  20 

The question is that going to be permanent or 21 

temporary? 22 

   We want to maximize, to the extent 23 
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possible you can, in the best interest of the 1 

commuter, as well as the City, as well as the 2 

State, but the commuter interests are very 3 

important for the ones that have to use it on a 4 

daily basis, and I thank you for coming down to 5 

hear from them themselves.  Thank you. 6 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  7 

(Applause)  Ma‟am?  Just give your name and address 8 

for the record, please. 9 

   MS. TAMMY LANGALIS:  Hi.  Good 10 

evening.  I‟m Tammy Langalis.  My address is 11 11 

Indian Spring Road in Norwalk.  I am an elected 12 

official for the 6th Taxing District.  I represent 13 

the railroad station there.  I‟m also a realtor in 14 

the Greater Lower Fairfield County area, and I have 15 

a number of concerns, and I thank you all for 16 

coming and listening, and I hope you take them into 17 

consideration. 18 

   As the Commissioner of the 6th 19 

Taxing District, I attend the SWRPA meetings, and 20 

we‟re all very aware of waiting lists at the train 21 

stations up and down the line. 22 

   And a few years ago, when this 23 
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proposal to renovate the Stamford train station was 1 

brought forward, it kind of sends a ripple of fear 2 

up and down the rest of the stations, because most 3 

of us all are at capacity, and we‟ve actually been 4 

requesting more parking spaces at our station, and, 5 

so, I‟m sort of fearful for what‟s going to happen 6 

while this new garage is being built, and I think 7 

you all need to think about that, because it‟s 8 

going to have an impact not just on Stamford. 9 

   As a realtor, many of my clients 10 

are buyers coming out from the City, and one of the 11 

first questions they ask me, how do I get back into 12 

the City, or how is the commute, and I have to tell 13 

them. 14 

   And when they hear six-year waiting 15 

list, they kind of go, whoa, you know, maybe I‟ll 16 

move to Westchester, so that negatively impacts our 17 

economic livelihood and the economic livelihood of 18 

our municipalities, as well. 19 

   I think, very importantly, sort of 20 

one of the gentlemen alluded to the Brewer‟s Yacht 21 

incident, that specific needs to be in specific 22 

places, so commuters really do need to be pretty 23 
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close to the train station.  I‟m all for capitalism 1 

and development, but I really think you have to 2 

take that into consideration here.  Thank you very 3 

much. 4 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you.  (Applause)  5 

Sir?  Just give your name and address for the 6 

record, please. 7 

   MR. DAVID MARTIN:  Thank you.  My 8 

name is David Martin.  I live at 2121 Long Ridge 9 

Road in Stamford.  I was the former president of 10 

the City Council here, and I‟m presently on the 11 

Board of Finance. 12 

   My question is a rhetorical one, is 13 

is there a more important transportation facility 14 

in all of Connecticut than the Stamford rail 15 

station?  Well maybe Bradley Airport, but, even if 16 

it is, it‟s not more important to us. 17 

   And the second question I want to 18 

ask, is there a transportation facility in all of 19 

Connecticut that has more problems than the 20 

Stamford train station, and I don‟t think I can 21 

think of one. 22 

   I don‟t believe that we need a 23 
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consultant study to come in and tell us that, 1 

whether by misfortune or miss-planning, we‟ve ended 2 

up with a train station that multiple times we have 3 

not adequately planned from the first garage, in 4 

terms of its space, as we didn‟t plan adequately 5 

for the second garage, in terms of its spaces. 6 

   The Transportation Center, itself, 7 

is not adequately planned for, in terms of some of 8 

things we‟re talking about, in terms of pedestrians 9 

and bicycles and buses, whether they be shuttle or 10 

not, and, of course, it is a very complex 11 

environment here, because we‟re right up against I-12 

95, so it‟s certainly a challenge. 13 

   But what we have is perhaps the 14 

most important Transportation Center in 15 

Connecticut, that has the biggest set of problems 16 

in Connecticut, and we know, although we sometimes 17 

forget, that transportation is, in fact, one of the 18 

cornerstones of successful economic development.  19 

Is it a wonder that the State is struggling? 20 

   Now the question is what is the 21 

Department of Transportation‟s responsibility?  Its 22 

first responsibility is transportation.  (Applause)  23 
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The Department of Transportation is more 1 

responsible for our economic development and, 2 

believe it or not, our sheer happiness than almost 3 

any other department in this State. 4 

   So when we say transit-oriented 5 

development, some of us are a little bit concerned, 6 

and the reason why is that I don‟t know of a 7 

development on the planet that wasn‟t transit-8 

oriented, and, so, I don‟t know what these words 9 

mean.  10 

   You don‟t develop something where 11 

there‟s no transit, so what do these words mean?  12 

And what scares some of us is that it is an excuse 13 

to put more development and not solve the 14 

fundamental problems of our train station. 15 

   Your first responsibility is to 16 

make the transportation work for the people that 17 

come into Stamford and the people that go out of 18 

Stamford.  And when you come up with your criteria 19 

and you say that 75 percent is going to be on the 20 

economics, well, yes, the economics have to work, 21 

but, as a government agency, the economics we 22 

should be talking about is what are the property 23 
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values in Stamford going to be if we can‟t even get 1 

to the train station, because there‟s all this 2 

other development? 3 

   There‟s 2,000 cars in front of us.  4 

We can‟t even get to the parking lot that‟s a 5 

quarter of a mile away.  Your first responsibility 6 

is our Transportation Center from a transportation 7 

perspective, and it is important to our commuters 8 

for their sheer happiness.  Do you know that they 9 

study happiness, and they have a hard time 10 

studying, but one thing they figured out is long 11 

commutes make people unhappy.  I don‟t think you 12 

need to know that. 13 

   And if you go to Fairfield County, 14 

we‟ve got a lot of people, who are unhappy with the 15 

long commutes, and if you‟re coming in and saying 16 

I‟m going to put the development and make its 17 

economics more important than the transportation, 18 

you‟ve got to get your priorities straight. 19 

   The priorities are the scent of the 20 

train station, the people coming in, the people 21 

going out, the economics of the City of Stamford, 22 

the economics of Fairfield County.  That‟s what 23 
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comes first. 1 

   I would appreciate it if you‟d put 2 

those in your priorities and move it that way.  3 

That‟s your job.  Thank you.  (Applause) 4 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  Do we 5 

have any other first-time speakers?  First-time 6 

speakers?  Okay.  Any second-time speakers?  Yes, 7 

sir?  Just come to the microphone.  Give your name 8 

and address for the record. 9 

   MR. CAMERON:  Jim Cameron, again, 10 

55 DuBois Street in Darien, speaking for myself, 11 

but, also, acknowledging that the Commuter Council, 12 

as I mentioned earlier, has been involved with this 13 

process for five years, and one of the speakers did 14 

mention that the RFP that was put out, the proposal 15 

for the developers, should have included some sort 16 

of incentive for parking to be kept in its current 17 

location. 18 

   The Commissioner knows that that 19 

was one of the suggestions from the Commuter 20 

Council.  We asked several times that the RFP be 21 

weighted in favor of a developer, who would keep 22 

the parking in place, and the Commissioner rejected 23 
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that. 1 

   So I‟d like to put the Commissioner 2 

on the spot right now.  He‟s here.  He‟s been 3 

answering questions.  He‟s heard a lot of comments.  4 

We‟ve heard State Reps and Senators tell us that 5 

this needs to be an open and transparent process, 6 

so I would ask you, Commissioner, how open and 7 

transparent will this process be when you make your 8 

RFP decisions? 9 

   Will you allow stakeholder, 10 

commuter, business interests to see the proposal 11 

that you‟re looking at before you issue a final 12 

decision? 13 

   MR. IKE:  Commissioner Redeker? 14 

   MR. REDEKER:  I‟ll be happy to 15 

answer that.  Do you have other questions? 16 

   MR. IKE:  Final comments. 17 

   MR. CAMERON:  Okay.  I would love 18 

to hear an answer to that.  Thank you. 19 

   MR. IKE:  Are there any other 20 

speakers?  Yes, ma‟am.  Just come to the 21 

microphone.  Give your name and address for the 22 

record. 23 
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   MS. KROLL:  Paula Kroll, 80 Winding 1 

Brook Lane, Stamford.  Will you have any other 2 

public hearings to share your consideration of 3 

future proposals? 4 

   MR. IKE:  The Commissioner will 5 

address that in his final comments.  Yes, sir?  6 

Please come to the microphone.  Give your name and 7 

address for the record, please. 8 

   MR. CHABOT:  Rodney Chabot.  You 9 

have my address, 159 Ponus Ridge Road in New 10 

Canaan.  I already gave it to you.  11 

   I‟ve heard some things here that 12 

want to be repeated again, and I think it‟s very 13 

important that the Department of Transportation 14 

think about quality. 15 

   The garage that‟s falling apart now 16 

was built less than 30 years ago.  That‟s pathetic.  17 

And I hope that the DOT, as the Commissioner just 18 

said, will do their very, very best to make sure 19 

that not only the blueprints are correct, the specs 20 

are correct, but the materials used are correct, 21 

and the beams are thick enough, because when they 22 

built the original station, one of the beams was so 23 
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low it sagged. 1 

   They‟ve got to evaluate this and do 2 

it properly.  Planning ahead is so important to do 3 

it right, because we are going through an awful lot 4 

of mess now.  We don‟t want to do it again in less 5 

than 30 years. 6 

   The other thing is planning ahead.  7 

We don‟t need just 1,000 more places.  We should 8 

plan for 2,000 more places.  Plan ahead.  Don‟t 9 

plan for what we need now.  Think of the future.  10 

(Applause) 11 

   So I think we‟re very short-sided 12 

if we just do the 1,000 to replace what we have or 13 

a few hundred more.  Add another thousand.  I 14 

guarantee you they will be taken immediately.  15 

That‟s it, and thank you very much. 16 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  17 

(Applause)  Do we have any other speakers?  Any 18 

other speakers before we formally close the 19 

hearing?  Yes, ma‟am?  Please come to the 20 

microphone.  Give your name and address for the 21 

record. 22 

   MS. GIORDANO:  Hi.  Esther 23 
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A-2, A-3, A-4, A-5 

 G-1, G-3, 

H-1, M-3 

 

 

 

 

Giordano, again, 94 Strawberry Hill Avenue, 1 

Stamford.  I just want to make a comment.  You 2 

talked about bicycles.  I‟ve only seen one bicycle 3 

on the train in the nine months I‟ve been recently 4 

on. 5 

   Pedestrians are definitely an 6 

issue.  I see it all the time.  People do not know 7 

how to use crosswalks.  They do not know how to 8 

cross at the Green and not in between.  I mean 9 

they‟re from New York City, and they just feel like 10 

they‟re going to go.  They‟re the pedestrians.  11 

They have the right of way. 12 

   I follow the rules.  When I‟m a 13 

driver, I stop for the red lights and let the 14 

people go, but there‟s got to be some rules on the 15 

other side, too.  When I‟m walking in New York 16 

City, I watch that I get the walk sign. 17 

   So maybe there needs to be some 18 

education on how you cross the street, because, 19 

obviously, there‟s a lot of people that don‟t know. 20 

   I think the main concerns are the 21 

people that drive cars.  This is suburbia.  There‟s 22 

some urban renewal, but, primarily, people come and 23 
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go in cars.  That‟s how we get to and from where 1 

we‟re going when we need to do that. 2 

   Whether I have to be at work at 3 

5:00 a.m. and sometimes stay until 11:00 p.m., 4 

catch whatever train, I can‟t run by bus.  I‟ve 5 

done that before.  I‟ve had to like, okay, the 6 

buses stop running at 7:00.  What happens to you 7 

after 8:00 p.m.?  I had to wait for someone to come 8 

down from North Stamford, a half an hour for them 9 

to come down, pick me up, go back up again.  Buses 10 

don‟t necessarily always work. 11 

   If there‟s ever going to be a 12 

shuttle, it better be continuous from 5:00 a.m. to 13 

2:00 a.m. the following morning, and I mean 14 

continuous, line them up, because I‟m tired of 15 

waiting. 16 

   I have to wait for the train.  17 

Sometimes I have to wait for it to, you know, we‟re 18 

stopped.  Last night, 20 minutes.  I don‟t know.  19 

The battery needed to be charged in cars three and 20 

four.  I don‟t know why, but I have to wait.  21 

There‟s no place for me to go on that train.  22 

That‟s another 20 minutes I have to ride.  23 
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A-1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A-1 

 

 

 

   I don‟t need any more quarter-mile 1 

walk.  I want to go, so please let us go.  Thank 2 

you. 3 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you.  Any other 4 

speakers? Yes, sir.  Please come to the microphone.  5 

Give your name and address for the record. 6 

   MR. ED CZESCIK:  Good evening.  My 7 

name is Ed Czescik, 84 Mayflower Avenue.  I‟m born 8 

and raised in Stamford, and I‟ve sat through the 9 

whole meeting.  I‟ve heard no one say let‟s put the 10 

parking a half mile away, a quarter mile away. 11 

   This government was formed upon for 12 

the people, by the people.  You have to listen to 13 

these people here and continue the parking close.  14 

It‟s your job to serve the people here, and I‟m 15 

just trying to tell you this government is based on 16 

for the people, by the people.   17 

   You listen to these people and do 18 

what you can, okay?  Thank you. 19 

   MR. IKE:  Thank you, sir.  20 

(Applause)  Any other speakers before we formally 21 

close the hearing?  Any other speakers?  Seeing 22 

none, we will have final comments before we close 23 
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from Commissioner Redeker. 1 

   MR. REDEKER:  So I‟ll end the way I 2 

started.  I really do thank you for being here.  3 

It‟s a personal commitment of yours that you‟ve 4 

been here, and I truly appreciate that. 5 

   I think, actually, David Martin 6 

probably summarized it best for me.  My job is 7 

transportation, first and foremost, and it is, and 8 

my commitment is to the riders and the commuters, 9 

first and foremost, and this process, if you look 10 

at it all, sets forth those goals and objectives, 11 

commuters first, parking first, proximity first, 12 

convenience first, and here‟s what I heard tonight. 13 

   Don‟t move the parking further 14 

away.  I got that.  And you‟re right.  Nobody here 15 

said move it. Frankly, I didn‟t either.  The RFP 16 

does not.  What it asks for is give me the best 17 

proposal possible for the commuter. 18 

   So I understand there‟s 19 

uncertainty, but what I would ask is that you don‟t 20 

rush to conclusions, when, in fact, we don‟t even 21 

have the proposals in-house yet, so I can‟t tell 22 

you what the proposals are.  I can only tell you 23 
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what your goals are, so let me talk about what I 1 

heard, and I‟ll talk about what my vision is, and 2 

just summarize some of the things that I hope that 3 

we leave together with at least an understanding 4 

on. 5 

   So I heard that, you know, keep it 6 

where it is, keep it close, maybe even closer I 7 

heard from a few.  Make sure that time, time is how 8 

you value this. 9 

   Who talked about the 11 percent?  I 10 

forget the name, but the 11 percent increase in 11 

time if you move it a quarter of a mile.  Well, 12 

frankly, I do transportation modeling.  It‟s that 13 

access time is worth at least two times or three 14 

times the actual time.  I get that.  What if it 15 

could be actually less time than it takes today?  I 16 

think that‟s the goal. 17 

   And I heard a lot about safety, 18 

safety, because it‟s a mess.  The drop-offs are a 19 

mess.  The traffic is a mess.  Pedestrian access 20 

and crossings are a mess.  You‟re right.  The 21 

station is a mess.  It‟s hard to get in and out of.  22 

The information doesn‟t work.  The systems don‟t 23 
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work.  You‟re up and down and over, because we 1 

don‟t get information soon enough out of the 2 

trains.  I got that.  We‟ve got to fix that. 3 

   Traffic and traffic congestion 4 

exists, it always will exist, and this process 5 

cannot make it worse, and that‟s why we‟ve talked 6 

about mitigation and why this project must address 7 

that and cannot make it worse. 8 

   And I heard about a waiting list, 9 

and I‟m not saying I don‟t understand the waiting 10 

list issue, and I pledge that I will work on that 11 

waiting list issue.  Part of that is, and I heard a 12 

fear about other towns, what happens during 13 

construction?  Are people going to go there? 14 

   Well that‟s a concern, but, 15 

actually, the waiting list issue in Stamford is 16 

many of them from other towns, and working together 17 

on a solution for all of those problems is a key 18 

one, so I‟m committed to that, as well. 19 

   Those are a lot of things that I 20 

heard.  I didn‟t hear anybody say move it a quarter 21 

mile, but, again, I didn‟t say it either, so I‟m 22 

with you. 23 
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   A couple of things, just to 1 

clarify, then I‟ll talk about the vision, and then 2 

I‟ll talk about the process.  Remember that this 3 

EIE is talking about the worst case of all the 4 

proposals put into one worse case, and that‟s 5 

probably not going to be any of the proposals we 6 

see, so I‟m not expecting to see any proposal that 7 

adds 2,100 parking spaces for development.  I‟m 8 

just not, but that‟s because that‟s the way this 9 

gets done, and it is a different process than 10 

almost any, well, than any other traditional 11 

project that we do. 12 

   I heard no input from Stamford, and 13 

I just reject that.  We‟ve worked with Stamford 14 

through this process.  We worked through the report 15 

that generated recommendations for the 16 

Transportation Center collaboratively, and we 17 

adopted all the recommendations, all the 18 

principles, and put them in the RFP. 19 

   Second, any development that occurs 20 

on private property, not on State property, must go 21 

through the Stamford process, the zoning, the 22 

approvals must meet all the rules of Stamford.  23 
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We‟re not ignoring.  We‟re partnering.  We‟ve been 1 

doing it from the beginning. 2 

   Some folks think we‟re taking 3 

parking for development, as in reducing parking.  I 4 

think most of us know that, that we‟re not, but I 5 

want to make it clear.  We‟re not.  We‟re adding 6 

parking. 7 

   And if additional development can 8 

support the customers‟ experience and can support 9 

what is consistent with Stamford‟s goals, then 10 

that‟s part of the proposal. 11 

   I heard a bunch of people talking 12 

about the frustration with parking today.  Can‟t 13 

find a space. Got to go all the way through the 14 

system.  I get to the garage and it‟s full.  I‟ve 15 

got to go somewhere else.  16 

   The proposal calls for a state-of-17 

the-art parking management system that can provide 18 

real time information before you get there, that 19 

can get the ticketing purchasing system easy, and 20 

automated, and not wait in line, and not have to be 21 

delayed.  You‟ll know before you get there where 22 

are spaces.  You might even know where your space 23 
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is.  That‟s the goal, so, something very different 1 

than today‟s experience. 2 

   I get concerned when I‟m asked to 3 

go back to the drawing board, because it‟s been 10 4 

years and we‟re nowhere, and I don‟t want to take 5 

another 10, so I get concerned about that.  I think 6 

we‟ve got to figure out how to make this work, 7 

because I think it can work, and continue moving 8 

forward. 9 

   Clearly, the area around the 10 

station needs to be improved, not just at the 11 

station, itself, but all around it.  I love the 12 

idea of the parking lot for the waiting area.  I 13 

love it.  The cellphone lot, it‟s a great idea.  14 

I‟m not sure it works, but what a terrific idea.  15 

Get that out of the mix, so people aren‟t clogging 16 

the area.  Ideas like that were terrific. 17 

   So that‟s sort of a lot of things 18 

that I just wanted to talk about.  From my point of 19 

view, I‟ll paint my vision, and that is that this 20 

will be the best model of a parking facility.   21 

   It will deliver with a parking 22 

facility the best management and operation of that 23 
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facility.  It will have a facility that has the 1 

longest life span and is maintained at the highest 2 

standards of any in the State, that the customer 3 

will come and knock on the door and say you did a 4 

great job, because it‟s better than it‟s ever been, 5 

and that means it‟s got to be close, it‟s got to be 6 

covered, it‟s got to be convenient. 7 

   In the end, if it doesn‟t do that, 8 

this idea that somehow the process is over-weighted 9 

to the financial consideration, we‟re never even 10 

going to get there.  11 

   If a proposer gets to the place, 12 

where it doesn‟t meet those objectives for the 13 

customer, it‟s not going to even get evaluated from 14 

a financial perspective, but if it makes the mark 15 

and hits the mark, it is the best for the customer, 16 

then it ought to also be the best for the taxpayer, 17 

because, in the end, you pay my salary. All of you 18 

do.  I work for you, and I report to the Governor, 19 

and I feel that responsibility personally, and I‟m 20 

committed to making the delivery of this project 21 

the best it can possibly be. 22 

   I hear that the process is 23 



Appendix C   

Public Review Comments and Responses 

 

C-238  Stamford Transportation Center Parking & TOD   

  Record of Decision 

Response Key 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

something that‟s totally disconcerting from a 1 

public involvement point of view, and I need to fix 2 

that.  I don‟t have the perfect answer today.  I‟ve 3 

been speaking to a lot of people today about 4 

different ideas on how to do that. 5 

   I‟m committed to making it better 6 

than it is and to figuring out a way to get some 7 

involvement to make sure that you can trust me, and 8 

that the process can be trusted to deliver what you 9 

just said you wanted tonight, so that I can commit 10 

to. 11 

   I can‟t be put on the spot tonight 12 

for an answer of exactly how I‟m going to do that, 13 

because I need to work with my partners on how to 14 

do that best, so that not just Jim Cameron and not 15 

just any one of you is satisfied, but that all of 16 

us are satisfied with the answer, and that I‟ll 17 

commit to. 18 

   So I‟ll close with thanking you 19 

again.  It‟s a late night for some, for many, but 20 

it‟s certainly worth it for me, and I look forward 21 

to continuing a dialogue as we go through this 22 

process, so thank you, again.  (Applause) 23 
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   MR. IKE:  On behalf of 1 

Commissioners James P. Redeker, I would like to 2 

remind everyone that we have until October 5, 2012 3 

to submit any written comments to the Department of 4 

Transportation. 5 

   I want to thank you for coming, and 6 

have a good evening.  Thank you.  (Applause) 7 

   (Whereupon, the hearing adjourned.)8 
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Stamford Transportation Center Parking & TOD EIE  ES-1 
Stamford, CT 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Introduction 
The Connecticut Department of Transportation (CTDOT) is the owner of the Stamford 
Transportation Center intermodal transportation facility in Stamford, Connecticut.  CTDOT is 
proposing a project to replace the original 727-space parking garage that was opened in 1987 
(Original Garage), and to construct new parking facilities for at least 1,000 spaces to replace the 
Original Garage spaces plus any additional commuter parking spaces needed to replace spaces 
lost from CTDOT-owned parking as a result of development, and to increase the commuter 
parking supply.  The project will also provide ancillary improvements for vehicular and 
pedestrian circulation and access along Station Place as well as provide an opportunity for 
Transit Oriented Development (TOD).  Because the project will involve the construction of new 
parking facilities for 200 vehicles or more and will be financed either in whole or in part with 
State funds, it is subject to the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act (CEPA) and requires the 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Evaluation (EIE). 
 
For the purposes of this CEPA document, the TOD component(s) are being considered as part of 
a “state action” under the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act.  Including components is 
considered by CTDOT to be a discretionary exercise, and the inclusion is not intended to create a 
precedent or act as a waiver of CTDOT‟s discretion to include similar or other components in 
future CEPA “state actions” analyses for this or other projects. 

Project Description 
The project involves the replacement of the Original Garage at the Stamford Transportation 
Center in Stamford, Connecticut (see Figure ES-1 for Project Location Map).  The garage is a 
component of the CTDOT Metro-North train station at Stamford, also known as the Stamford 
Transportation Center.  The existing parking complex, which includes the Original Garage and a 
parking garage that was opened in 2004 (2004 Garage), is located immediately south of the train 
station, and is accessed from the station by pedestrian bridges and surface crosswalks.  CTDOT 
also provides a  surface lot for commuters north of the tracks on South State Street.  Figure ES-2 
presents an aerial map of the existing Stamford Transportation Center identifying the Original 
Garage, the 2004 Garage, and the surface lot.   
 
A key objective of this project is to maintain the existing supply of commuter parking during 
construction, within a reasonable walking distance, to ensure that potential impacts to transit 
ridership will be minimized throughout construction.  Consequently, the project considers 
alternatives for providing new and/or temporary parking facilities at other sites that are 
reasonably accessible to the Stamford Transportation Center in order to provide the same supply 
of commuter parking supply spaces during construction that currently exist. 
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Background 
The Stamford Transportation Center is a major stop on the New Haven Line and Amtrak‟s 

Northeast Corridor, and is the terminus of CTDOT‟s Shore Line East express commuter rail 
service from between New Haven and points east.  The Stamford Transportation Center also 
serves as an intermodal transportation hub in Downtown Stamford, accommodating transfers 
between commuter rail, bus, and taxi services, and providing parking and other accommodations 
for motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians who utilize these services from the center.   
 
In response to a high demand for increased parking in the 1980s, CTDOT proposed the 
construction of the second garage (referred to herein as the 2004 Garage) to expand the available 
parking supply.  This garage, which is attached to the Original Garage, began construction in late 
2002 and opened in 2004.  The 2004 Garage contains approximately 1,190 parking spaces, for a 
total supply of 1,917 spaces in the parking complex.   
 
CTDOT is proposing to demolish the Original 
Garage at the Stamford Transportation Center and 
to construct new parking facilities either at the 
Original Garage site and/or at other sites that are 
reasonably accessible to the Stamford 
Transportation Center.  The condition of the 
Original Garage has been a concern since its 
construction by the City of Stamford.  During 
construction, design deficiencies were discovered 
and construction was halted prior to completion.  
The deficiencies were corrected by constructing additional concrete posts, columns, and shear 
walls, and adding steel bracing at the ends of beams (Desman Associates, 2006).   
 
Condition assessments of the garage were performed in 1996 and 2006 and degradation of some 
of the Original Garage‟s concrete and reinforcing components was found.  In addition, non-
structural deficiencies were evident in 2006, including fire standpipes and drainage systems that 
do not meet current requirements and require upgrading (Desman Associates, 2006).  CTDOT 
conducted an updated assessment of the garage condition in 2010 (Desman, 2010), which 
reaffirmed the previous assessments and supported previous recommendations for replacement 
of the garage. 

Purpose and Need 
The Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action is three-fold as follows:  

1. Replace the aging Original Garage that services the Stamford Transportation Center with 
low maintenance, long service life facilities that accommodate the number of parking 
spaces lost during construction plus adds at least 273 new commuter parking;  

2. Expand the availability of parking and improve multimodal traffic and pedestrian flow 
around the Stamford Transportation Center and Station Place; and  

3. Minimize the public costs for construction and ongoing operations and maintenance of 
the parking facilities serving the Stamford Transportation Center by promoting TOD 
which leverages and enhances the multimodal public transportation services provided by 
the Stamford Transportation Center. 

PROJECT HISTORY 

1987:  Opening of Original Garage 1987:  Opening of Original Garage 

2004:  Opening of Garage Expansion 

2006:  Condition Assessment of Original Garage 

 Evaluated Repair / Replacement Options 

 Recommended Replacement 

2010: Updated 2006 Condition Assessment 

 Reaffirmed Replacement Recommendation 
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The purposes of the Proposed Action are consistent with Section 13b-79kk of the Connecticut 
General Statutes, which encourages TOD near multi-modal transportation facilities, and with 
CTDOT‟s continuing commitment to support multimodal, sustainable transportation systems.   

Alternatives Considered 
The alternatives considered in this EIE are as follows: 

 No-Action (baseline, required under CEPA) 
 Repair Original Garage 
 Replace Original Garage on Existing Site 
 Replace Original Garage in conjunction with Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) 

 
Each of these alternatives assumes the continued use of the 1,190-space 2004 Garage.   

No-Action  

Under the No-Action Alternative, current operations at the Original Garage would remain 
unchanged, with ongoing, routine maintenance of the parking garage for minor repairs and 
improvements.  Major structural repairs, rehabilitation, or other work requiring significant 
allocation of State funds would not be performed.  The eventual closure of the Original Garage 
under the No-Action Alternative would result in the loss of approximately 727 parking spaces.  
Although this alternative would involve no significant near-term investment of State funds and 
no significant environmental impacts, it would also result in the need to permanently close the 
facility in the not too distant future without providing long-term parking when this occurs and 
would not meet the project purpose and need relative to improving the garage condition and 
expanding commuter parking supply.   

Repair Original Garage 

This Repair Alternative includes repair of deficiencies in the Original Garage structure.  Repairs 
could be phased, but impacts on parking during construction could result in a temporary 20% to 
25% loss of capacity (145 to 180 spaces).  The Repair Alternative would extend the service life 
of the garage by approximately 10 to 15 years.  The estimated cost of the Repair Alternative is 
similar in magnitude to that of the estimated cost for replacing the Original Garage with a  
minimum 1,000-space new garage on the same site.  Although this alternative would address the 
structural deficiencies of the garage in the near-term, it is not a cost-effective, long-term 
investment given the limited service life, and it would not expand the availability of parking. As 
such, this alternative does not meet the project purpose and need relative to expanding parking 
supply and minimizing public costs, and thus is not analyzed in detail. 

Replace Original Garage on Existing Site 

This Replacement Alternative includes demolition of the Original Garage and construction of a 
new, replacement parking garage within the same general footprint.  The new garage would 
contain at least 1,000 commuter parking spaces, which would expand the availability of 
commuter parking at the Stamford Transportation Center.  The estimated service life of this 
Replacement Alternative is approximately 60 years.  Providing adequate temporary parking 
during replacement of the Original Garage is a key objective of the project to ensure that the 
number of parking spaces lost during construction will be provided at another site within ¼-mile 
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of the Stamford Transportation Center.  This alternative was determined to not be feasible due to 
no available sites within ¼ mile and would not meet the project‟s purpose and need, and thus is 
not analyzed in detail. 

Replace Original Garage in conjunction with Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) 

(Proposed Action) 

This Replacement with TOD Alternative, which is the Proposed Action in this EIE, similarly 
involves the demolition of the Original Garage and construction of new parking facilities with a 
net minimum gain of 273 commuter parking spaces (i.e., construct a minimum of 1,000 new 
parking spaces to replace the spaces lost by demolition of the Original Garage and to add at least 
273 new commuter parking spaces).  However, in this alternative, the new parking facilities 
would be built in conjunction with private-sector TOD, as defined under Section 13b-79kk of the 
Connecticut General Statutes. 
 
In February 2012, CTDOT requested Statements of Qualifications/Conceptual Proposals (under 
Request Number STOD22912) from private-sector developers to identify potential opportunities 
to advance the Proposed Action through a public-private agreement.  Based on initial responses 
to CTDOT‟s request, the new parking facilities and TOD under this alternative could take a 
variety of forms in a variety of locations within a ¼-mile (approximately 5-minute walking 
distance) of the Stamford Transportation Center.   
 
Ultimately, the characteristics of the new parking facilities, temporary parking facilities, TOD 
sites, Station Place improvements, and other amenities/features associated with the Proposed 
Action will be subject to the terms of the public-private agreement between CTDOT and the 
selected developer.  Based on the initial responses from private-sector developers, the potential 
range of characteristics of the Proposed Action could include: 

 New Parking Facilities:  A minimum of 1,000 new commuter parking spaces could be 
accommodated in one parking garage located within the approximate footprint of the 
existing Original Garage structure, or within multiple new parking garages located in the 
Proposed Action Boundary and within ¼ mile walking distance of the Stamford 
Transportation Center.  

 Temporary Parking Facilities:  Temporary commuter parking to accommodate any 
spaces displaced during demolition of the Original Garage and construction of a new 
parking garage(s).  These could be accommodated in one or more off-site locations.  
These locations could consist of structured and/or surface parking that is within ¼ mile 
walking distance of the Stamford Transportation Center.  

 Transit-Oriented Development (TOD):  TOD within the Proposed Action Boundary 
could range from new, small-scale retail opportunities to large mixed-use development 
(residential units, office, and retail space) contained in towers on one or more sites in the 
Proposed Action Boundary.   
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 Station Place Improvements:  Physical modifications to Station Place could range from 
streetscape improvements with minor kiss-and-ride and taxi area improvements, to 
complete reconstruction of the driveway with new pedestrian connections to the station 
overhead.     

 Other Amenities:  Commuter amenities in and around the Stamford Transportation 
Center could include pedestrian improvements (such as pedestrian bridges that directly 
new parking facilities to the station or station platforms); real-time dynamic signage for 
new parking facilities to inform commuters of parking space availability; bike storage 
and bike parking facilities; car charging stations; and aesthetic improvements.      

 Parking Access and Revenue Control System (PARCS):  PARCS will be provided for 
new parking facilities and integrated into the 2004 Garage. 
 

The public contribution to the project will be no more than $35 million and will be limited for 
use toward funding of capital improvement costs associated with the public transportation 
components of the project.  The balance of the project costs will be privately financed.  The 
service life of the new parking facilities will be up to 60 years.   

Summary of Impacts and Mitigation 
The Proposed Action is anticipated to have some adverse environmental impacts as compared to 
the No-Action Alternative.  The impacts will be mitigated using the measures as described in this 
document and summarized in Table ES-1.   
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Table ES-1: Summary of Impacts and Potential Mitigation Measures 

Resource Category 
Impacts Mitigation 

Section Reference 

Land Use, Zoning 
and Local & 
Regional 
Development Plans 

 Some uses of the Proposed 
Action may be in conflict with 
existing land use categories. 

 Site plan approval for development to 
take place on private property. 

 

Section 3.1.3 

Consistency with 
State Plan of 
Conservation & 
Development 

 Proposed Action is consistent 
with state and regional plans of 
conservation and development. 

 None required 

Section 3.2.3 

Traffic & Parking  Detailed traffic analysis will be 
performed as design details are 
developed.  However, the TOD 
concept is itself part of state and 
local strategies for creating 
sustainable relationships 
between land use and 
transportation systems, and for 
managing the transportation 
impacts of economic 
development.   

 Localized traffic impacts may 
be identified at or near the site 
access locations. 

 Travel Demand Management 
Incentives/Programs. 

 Parking Demand Management 
Strategies 

 Localized intersections improvements 
for site entry/exit and circulation. 

 Additional mitigation may be required 
per conditions of Major Traffic 
Generator Certificate  (see Section 8).  

Section 3.3.3 

Pedestrian & 
Bicycle 
Considerations 

 Relocated parking may increase 
the walking time for some 
existing commuters. 

 The TOD component of the 
Proposed Action will increase 
the levels of pedestrian and 
bicycle activity. 

 Streetscape and amenities to 
strengthen pedestrian connectivity. 

 Provisions for clear pedestrian 
pathways. 

 Elevated Pedestrian Bridge to relieve 
pedestrian crossing congestion at 
intersections. 

 Enhanced amenities for bicycle 
parking/storage. 

 Consideration for designating bike 
lanes on new or reconstructed 
roadways. Section 3.4.3 
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Table ES-1: Summary of Impacts and Potential Mitigation Measures 

Resource Category 
Impacts Mitigation 

Section Reference 

Local Transit 
Considerations 

 Proposed Action would increase 
the demand on the existing 
transit services but it is 
anticipated that there is 
sufficient reserve capacity in the 
existing services to support the 
alternative.   

 None required 

Section 3.5.3 

Air Quality  Increased traffic volume on the 
local traffic network could 
potentially have a minor effect 
on mesoscale air quality.  

 Proposed Action has no air 
quality impacts from stationary 
sources. 

 Proposed Action has low 
potential for MSAT effects. 

 Proposed Action has been 
determined to be in conformity 
with the Clean Air Act. 

 Travel Demand Management 
Incentives/Programs (in conjunction 
with traffic mitigation strategy). 

Section 3.6.3 

Noise  Proposed Action is not 
anticipated to result in 
significant adverse effects on 
noise. 

 None anticipated, although further 
evaluation may be conducted if 
components of the Proposed Action 
are located within 125 feet of sensitive 
residential and institutional receptors.  Section 3.7.3 

Socioeconomic 
Resources 

 Proposed Action is not expected 
to result in significant adverse 
effects on socioeconomic 
resources. 

 None required 

Section 3.8.3 

Water Quality  Likely will be an increase in 
impervious land cover 
associated with the Proposed 
Action.  

 Potential impacts to surface 
water quality are not anticipated 
to impact public water supplies.   

 Specific measures that will be 
designed utilizing the 2004 
Connecticut Stormwater Quality 
Manual to be determined during 
future detailed site design. 

Section 3.9.3 
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Table ES-1: Summary of Impacts and Potential Mitigation Measures 

Resource Category 
Impacts Mitigation 

Section Reference 

Hydrology & 
Floodplains 

 Likely increase in impervious 
land area could have adverse 
impacts on runoff volume or 
peak flow rates, with potential 
impacts to floodplain elevations. 

 Potential modification of stormwater 
drainage system and/or storage to be 
determined during future detailed site 
design. 

 Obtain applicable certifications (see 
Section 8). Section 3.10.3 

Wetlands  No wetland or watercourse 
impacts are anticipated for the 
Proposed Action. 

 None required 

Section 3.11.3 

Coastal Resources  Proposed Action will not have 
any adverse impacts on coastal 
resources, decrease any coastal 
access or recreational 
opportunities, or impair the 
visual quality of the shoreline. 

 Design in accordance with CCMA and 
permitting regulations.   

 Obtain applicable certifications (see 
Section 8). 

Section 3.12.3 

Endangered, 
Threatened or 
Special Concern 
Species or Habitats 

 No impacts to flora, fauna, or 
threatened and endangered 
species are anticipated for the 
Proposed Action. 

 None required 

Section 3.13.3 

Soils & Geology  No impacts to soils or geology 
are anticipated for the Proposed 
Action. 

 None required 

Section 3.14.3 

Cultural Resources  Further consultation with the 
CTSHPO will be necessary to 
assess specific direct and 
indirect impacts of the Proposed 
Action within the South End 
Historic District when details 
are developed. 

 Further consultation with the 
CTSHPO will take place to discuss 
potential mitigation measures when 
details are developed. 

Section 3.15.3 

Pesticides, Toxic or 
Hazardous 
Materials 

 Proposed Action will not 
require the use of pesticides or 
herbicides, and building 
materials will be required to 
meet current local, state, and 
federal codes and regulations 
relative to toxicity and exposure 
potential. 

 None required 

Section 3.16.3 
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Table ES-1: Summary of Impacts and Potential Mitigation Measures 

Resource Category 
Impacts Mitigation 

Section Reference 

Visual Resources  Because the proposed project is 
consistent with the scale and 
style of on-going urban 
redevelopment in the area, no 
adverse impacts to visual 
resources are anticipated. 

 Rules in the Request for Proposals 
require architecture to blend with 
surrounding buildings.   

 Specific visual/aesthetic impacts and 
mitigation, if any, will be evaluated 
through the applicable permitting 
processes as specific design details 
are developed. 

Section 3.17.3 

Energy Use & 
Conservation 

 Proposed Action has the 
potential to increase the energy 
use on-site 

 Parking garage constructed in 
accordance with Manual for High 
Performance Buildings 

 Measures to minimize energy impacts 
of TOD component, such as Energy 
Star products and design to LEED 
standards. 

Section 3.18.3 

Public Utilities & 
Services 

 Proposed Action parking 
component will require similar 
utility connections as were 
provided for the 2004 Garage. 

 Proposed Action will likely 
increase demand on all of the 
adjacent utility systems serving 
these sites compared to the 
existing conditions. 

 Utility service upgrades and/or new 
connections as needed for site- 
specific design. 

 Coordination with NU to maintain 
clear zones from transmission lines. 

Section 3.19.3 

Public Health & 
Safety 

 Proposed Action will increase 
employment and may provide 
new residential units in the area 
thereby increasing the potential 
demand for police and fire 
protection, and health services. 

 Specific requirements to be 
determined for site-specific design. 

Section 3.20.3 

Construction Related 
Section 3.22.2 
Traffic  Impacts are anticipated to traffic 

flow in and around the Stamford 
Transportation Center and the 
TOD area during construction. 

 Construction phasing with traffic 
management plan. 

 Access modifications on Station 
Place. 
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Table ES-1: Summary of Impacts and Potential Mitigation Measures 

Resource Category 
Impacts Mitigation 

Section Reference 

Construction Related (continued) 
Section 3.22.2 
Parking  The construction of the new 

parking facilities will require 
the removal of the Original 
Garage.   

 Existing parking supply located 
within ¼-mile distance. 

 ADA accessibility of spaces in 2004 
Garage. 

 Detour signing. 
 Public information system. 

Air Quality  Potential construction air quality 
impacts can occur due to the use 
of diesel-powered construction 
vehicles. 

 Fugitive dust emissions can 
occur during demolition, ground 
excavation, material handling 
and storage, movement of 
equipment at the site, and 
transport of material to and from 
the site. 

 Proper operation and maintenance of 
construction equipment 

 Dust control and abatement 

Noise  Considering the additional noise 
dampening effect of the 
intervening structures, the 
change from ambient levels 
associated with the construction 
activities at the site of the 
Original Garage will not be 
significant. 

 Maintenance of construction 
equipment. 

 Notification to sensitive receptors in 
advance of elevated noise levels. 

 Special Provision on Noise will be 
included in Construction Contract. 

Stormwater and 
Water Quality 

 Construction activities will only 
minimally increase the potential 
for erosion of soil and discharge 
of sediment to receiving waters.   

 Potential for other contaminated 
soil or groundwater that has not 
yet been identified to be 
encountered during 
construction. 

 Stormwater and dewatering 
wastewater registration consistent 
with 2004 Connecticut Stormwater 
Quality Manual 

 Erosion prevention and sedimentation 
control measures consistent with 
Connecticut Guidelines for Erosion 
and Sedimentation Control. 
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Table ES-1: Summary of Impacts and Potential Mitigation Measures 

Resource Category 
Impacts Mitigation 

Section Reference 

Construction Related (continued) 
Section 3.22.2 
Hazardous 
Materials 

 Residual petroleum-
contaminated soil from the 
release at 433 Washington 
Boulevard may be encountered. 

 Demolition will generate a 
significant quantity of 
construction and demolition 
debris that will require 
management and disposal. 

 Proper characterization and disposal 
of contaminated soils. 

 Pre-demolition surveys. 
 Proper segregation, reuse, recycling 

and/or disposal of demolition debris. 
 Proper management of hazardous or 

toxic construction materials. 

Safety  Demolition and construction 
activities will occur in a dense 
urban area near roadways, 
pedestrian routes, and parking 
areas that will remain partially 
or completely open during 
construction.   

 Implement safety management 
measures consistent with State and 
FHWA guidelines. 

Utilities  Planned, temporary electrical 
outages may be required to 
connect new construction to 
existing service.   

 Coordination with utility company 
and customers regarding planned 
service interruptions . 

Conclusion  
The Proposed Action will meet the purpose and need of the project by replacing the aging 
Original Garage with additional parking capacity, improving multimodal traffic and pedestrian 
flow around the Stamford Transportation Center and Station Place and minimizing the public 
costs for construction, operation and maintenance by promoting TOD.   
 
The Proposed Action has the potential to result in adverse environmental impacts.  However, 
with mitigation measures in place as identified in Table ES-1, no significant impacts are 
anticipated to remain as a result of the Proposed Action.   
 
Comments received during the public review period for the EIE will be considered in making a 
record of decision on the Proposed Action.   
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Public Involvement 
A Notice of Scoping for the Proposed Action was published in the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) Environmental Monitor on May 8, 2012 and a Public Scoping meeting was held 
at the Stamford Government Center on May 24, 2012.   
 
A Public Hearing is scheduled for 7:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 20, 2012 at the Stamford 
High School at 55 Strawberry Hill Avenue to solicit public comments on the EIE.  Written 
comments on this document and any other pertinent information may be submitted on or before 
October 5, 2012 via email to: 

dot.environmentalplanning@ct.gov 

or mailed/delivered to: 

Mr. Mark W. Alexander 
Transportation Assistant Planning Director 
Connecticut Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 317546 
Newington, CT 06131-7546 
 
  

mailto:dot.environmentalplanning@ct.gov
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