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Northwest 1-75 / 1-575 Corridor Responsible Agencies
¢/o Mr. Wayne Fedora, P.E,

Magjor Projects Engineor

Federal Highway Administration, Geo; gia Division

61 Forsyth Street, SW, Suite 177100

Atflanta, GA 30303-3104

RE: Northwest 1-75 / 1575 Corridor
Alternatives Analysis (AA) / Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
(‘0111ments for June 5 Pnblic Hearing, Atlanta Civic Center

Dear Mr, Fedora and Project Proponents:

Central Atlanta Progress (CAP) and the Atlanta Downtown Improvement District (AD]ZD) are
pleased to provide comments on the Alternatives Analysis and Draft Envitonmental Impact
Statement (AA/DEIS) document for the above-referenced project.

We wish to veiterate considerations previously communicated to the Federal Highway
Administration’s Georgia Division in a letter to Myra Jmmings dated July 10, 2006 (attached).
We also are very supportive of recent, positive conversations exploring advancement of
Downtown’s proposed Multimodal Passenger Terminal (MMPT).

As we have shared previously, we do not understand the analytical basis for the AA/DEIS’s
dismissal of the MMPT alternative. Although we support adding to and modifying the Arts
Center Station for the BRT system in a sensitive manner, we believe that utilizing the MMPT
could help mitigate negative impacts on the Arts Center Station area, catalyze redevelopment
near the MARTA ch Points Station, and build a hub for future transit options. A recent
conversation (May 15™) among the Cily of Atlanta, Georgia Department of Transportation,

CAP/ADID staff, MARTA ‘and staff from the Georgia Regional Transportation Authority
(GRTA) suggests new interest in exploring the feasibility of phased implementation of the
MMPT as a bus transfer facility that would allow for and not praclude the facility’s function ag a
station for commuter and intercity rail. Given this activity, it is CAP/ADID’s strong opinion that
the AA/DEIS should be revised to take the MMPT alternative into account. Moreover, in-depth
conversations with Downtown stakeholders, informing them of this possibility, should be
included within the station evaluation process.

We are encouraged by the revived interest in the MMPT and believe that advancement of the
MMPT presents the starting point for true regional transportation solutions. If you have any
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questions regarding these comunents, please do not hesitate to contact us. We appreciate your
consideration, -

Respectfully,

Thomas Bell, Jr., Chair
Board of Directors Board of Directa
Central Atlanta Progress, Inc. Atlanta Downtown Improvement District, Ine.

CC:  A.J. Robinson, CAP/ADID
Steven Cover, City of Atlanta
Susan Mendheim, Midtown Alliance
Joe Rankoff, Woodruff Arts Center

50 Hurt Plaza, Grand Lobby, Atlanta, Georgia 30303 w Phone 404-658-1877 » Fax 404-658-1919

z/z"_



| ' B
Ghntral Atlanta ngmss

Atlanta Downtown Imiprovement District
Downtown Ti-an;pormdun Mansgement Assedation

July 10, 2006
Mts, Myra Immings
61 Forsyth Street SW.
© Suite 17750
Atlanta, GA 30303
RE: Nosthwest Cortidor (1-75/1-575) HOY/BRT. Project

Deat Mts, Immings:

“1* Tt had eomme'to our attefition that the Nosthwest Coztidor (=75/1-575) I—I@V/ BRT- Project - -

includes a reconstruction plan of the ARTS Centet MARTA station, as well as a routing plan
for buses in the Midtown and Downtown cotpmunities, In light of this, I wanted to

immediately convey Central Atlanta Progress’ (CAP) position regardinig the I-75 BRT station _

area planning, Specific concerns involve (1) the public involvement process, (2) the scale of

the Arts Center MARTA station xedevclopment, and (3) the proposed Multimodal Passenget .

Terpirial (MMPT), We ask that you mcorporatc: this position into the DEIS.

TPublic Involvement Process

- CAP and the Clty of Atlanta have identified a need to not only get transit ﬂdets to the.
Central Business District (CBID), but also to get them distributed to the principal
employtuent centers in the area. GRTA has outlined a proposal with multiple stops in the
CBD, with BRT vehicles heavily utilizing Midtown and Downtown stteets, 'The numbes of
BRT vehicle:s and the routes (combined with other bus activity) will have cumulative i impacts

- rin the CBD.

As you are well aware, NEPA requires that citizens be provided with all the necessaty
information relating to potential envitonmental impacts of a pxoposed action before
decisions are made and before actions ate taken. These sequitements ate designed to ensure
 that the public may meaningfully participate in-the process of agency decisions having
significant impacts on the human environment. We feel our participation has been unfairly
limited by the Georgia Department of Transportation/ Georgia Regional Transportation
- Authority’s (GDOT/GRTA) current coutse of public involvement and decm10n~malﬂng

According to GDOT/GRTA’s presentation held at a Cobb County community eeting, the
main objective is “To cargfidly fir the BRT stations iufo the contesct of the area in which they will reside;

_ assuring successful operations while supporiing the aspirations and needs of the commnnity.” The
GDOT/GRTA project team identified stations at the following locations as the subject of
their station area planming program: Town Center Station, Marietta Station, Frankiin Station,
Terrell Mill Station and Cumberland Station, The modifications requited at the Arts Center
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Station to accommodate the proposed level of BRT buses is just as significant as the

Mrs. Myra Immings
July 6, 2006
Page 2

development of the new stations in Cobb County.

Local stakeholdets ate very concetned about the negative impicts to the Arts Contet Station

atea. Changes to the station will have enormous environmental, social, and economic
consequences for the community in which it is located, As suck, a more in-depth level of -
public involvernent, similar to the Cobb County BRT Stations, is relevant.

Scale of the Arts Center MARTA Station IRedcvelop.ment and the I?fop_oseﬂ MMPT '

. CAP does not understand the logic of lbcaﬁng all routes and stops at the Arts Center Station
- inits constrained wrban environment, which will adversely affect numetous existing
. businesses ot propetties, : S

" In fact, we ate dismayed at the reluctance to utilize the proposed MMPT. "The MMPT" could

Help mitigate hcgative ftpacts on the Afts Center Station arex; while acting as'a‘catalyst fot
redevelopment in the “Gulch” and becoming a hub for future transit options. .

'Accoxdﬁng to the Gccrgia‘Departmcnt'of Transpottation’s 2006 Multi-Modal Péssénget -

Terminal MMPT) Fact Sheet, “The National Entironmental Policy Ast [NEPAJ process bas been-

. complesed for the MMPT. .An Environminial Assissment [E.A] was completed in early 1995 and a Public
.+ Hoaring was beld in April 1995, The Federal Transit Administration [FTA] signed a Finding of No-
' Significant Impact (FONST] for the EA in June 1995, GDOT submitted a Resvatuation of the EA to
-+ TLA in September 2000 that indicated the approved FONSI remained salid, On December 1, 20007

FTA dssued its conourronce with the re-cvaluation of the MMPT"s BEA and FONST.

In 20071 #he j&c@@r Plan was revisited to accommiodsts Creorgia Ragional Tmﬂ@aﬁaﬁbft Awuthoritys
(GRTA) “X-Pruss® commutor buses that were projected to bring people downtown lo swork, Despite the
Jears of collaboration, GRTA decided to change their bus plans and they ars not planning to use the

“ "Ie teason and value of that decision is suspect, Fos example, how does the MMPT analysis
-+ and report fictor jnto the analysis of decision-making for the BRT study? If it has niot, why N

has use of the MMPT been removed without public discussion in relation to local plans and
policies? It is clear that some reasonable altesnatives have alteady been eliminated without a-
detailed, NEPA-quality, discussion of ‘why?. How and why did GRTA decide to change

their plans without in-depth conversations with local stakeholders? . ' ‘

We recommend adding and modifying the Arts Center Station for the BRT systet, but not
necessarily to the degree that GDOT/GRTA has proposed. Additional capacity should be
absorbed by the Federally-approved MMFT. Whete altetnatives exist, as the project design
moves forward, we expect sensitivity to local businesses and residences in ordet to preserve
current uses and/ot mitigate impacts. We would like to agree on ways to equalize the
natuze, scale, and impacts on the proposed Arts Center Station project.
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. CAP is 2 strong suppottet of alternative transportation options. As such, we recognize the .

need for supparting station facilities in order for the system to function ‘well. From this
_ positon, CAP wants to proactwely work with the project téam to easure that the best
location and building deslgn is identified and evaluated.

' -Smccrely,. :

Al Robinson
President

Cer - .
" Hdrold Lititiekiohl; GDOT
" Steve Stancil, GRTA
Luz, Bottero, City of Atlanta
Steven Cover, City of Atlanta
" Robertt Callan, FEITWA




