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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza ir Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Cexiter site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and ] of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) & short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
turmel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downitowa, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grads. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murizy Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears o underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate localiy.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leswz the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have litile, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Ao . Svrelsoy
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[print name and address]




March 3, 2004 Rty

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Kari Aral hi
355 South End Ave # 8F

New York NY 10280

[print name and address]



March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents

‘downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in

either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As aresident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
31s Soust Zaa (dus  #us

ey Qo U \02%o
[print name and address] ’
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make lifé miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periads of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workeis during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

WA a;gQ |

[print name and address]



March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two.residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among othier things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents:and workers upon its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

HAROLD BELKER
375 Seuth Fuln A foT
NEWw York MY 150
[print name and address)
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center. Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Pt P
KRTHERIvE T2 BEVIO
55 St Fd AvE , I

[print name and address]
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Elise Berkower
! 355 Sourh €nd Avenue, #7C
New ork, New (Jork 10280
& Cmail: eliscberkower@uworldner.attnet 3
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March 7, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

[ am a resident of Gateway Plaza, the residential complex in Battery Park City closest to the World
Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes physically damaged in the attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and | of the Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
(DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street, and the effects of the WTC
redevelopment under scenarios that include

(a) A short tunnel on West Street and
(b) Keeping West Street at grade.

The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the tunnel option will make life miserable for periods of years
for both residents and workers downtown, particularly those in Battery Park City. The DGEIS also
makes clear that the result of this multi-year construction purgatory will result in little — if any — bene-
fit to downtown residents and workers. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to
3 lanes of traffic in either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel
lanes will decrease connectivity at points that BPC residents and workers frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate the
amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a long-time resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be 2 disasterfor downtown
residents and workers during its years of construction, and will provide little, if any, benefit to down-
town residents and workers upon its completion. Indeed, the results will likely thwart the connectivity
that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Thank you for your consideration.
Very truly yours,

Cl

Elise Berkower
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statemnent
— = Lnlt Genenc Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnei on

As aresident of 'Lawer-_Man_hsnan,, L-urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clcarly teaches: the tunnel optién for rebuilding West Street will be a. disaster for

Very truly yours, W

Ne ry g@d‘ﬂ‘?—f“
; .'ggsd%";fka%ﬁvcnua
print name and address _
| APt ény
N&u %77"‘43 n y /o2&

2%



yol

March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention; Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental act Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short turmel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
turme} option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi~year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. ‘Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, T urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the |

DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
Kane plec st
39 Sewsn ey pue. At ¥}

/_fmam Ay 10310
[print Bame and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end resuit
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Verysuly yours,
P> -
/‘2@7/ Ll
L
S

Téney s Heclc
[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation ‘
Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevetopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic &k vironmental Jmpact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I'am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of Seéptember 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include {a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuiliﬁng West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years o lconstruction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

117 Sourh Gwn BE

[print name and addres]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
cither direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnei option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Oy Pl

%NSy Pond
S pulk nd Ave  H 7K

My, Ny [0280
[print name and address] !
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

[ am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes-abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear thzt the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

4i\ /1/ C J-ju-Cf
KAt hr\g R “rt,,]{
355 Seatn Lngl Avt YL TvTaC

{print name and address)
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Amended General Project Plan
World Trade Center

I truly believe that the tallest building should come back to New York City and now is
the time to do it. Never in Wew York History has a building come down and a smatier
building was put up!! It has always been a larger building and still should remain that
way. I alsofeelthat it would betruly greatto put back the two towers. The observation
area in one and the Restaurant in the other was truly a great New York site and should be
put back in place. 1 feel the surrounding buildings could be made taller if needed but the
two main towers should go back where they were!! The original World Trade Center had
five acres.in the-middle and this area couild differently have a great memoriai for 4fl the
people who we lost in 2001 and in 1994. [ also would love to see a memorial with a
smaller layqut of the original Wefld Trade Center in a wall replica and have afl of these
names on it! I also think the NYPD and NYFD should at least have special mention. |
feel this coyld truly bring the-greatest back to New York and also prove that this is the
land of the free and not the scared. Even at first if it is hard to rent the top of the two
towers | am sure this will be overcome maybe in five years dfter the towers are built. Not
that any of us who lived through this event want to hear this but by that time some
youngmﬁmn- will-have startéd a-company and want His headquarters on top of the
towers and not even remember about this tragedy. This issue will not only affect the
TRADE CENTER!!!!

At this time 1 WOULD LIKE TO REQUEST the Draft GEIS when they are available.

Tom Brady
331 N. Clinton Ave.
Lindenhurst NY 11757
Tombrady33@aol.com
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am aresident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (2) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points thiat BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As aresident of Lower Manhattan, T urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly tcaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street ' will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly y
BT T
- e

arles M. Brass -
395 S. End Ave. Apt. 27E
New York, NY 10280-1033 —

29%



March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two. residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22; and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that inchide (3) a short tuxmel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
turmel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes wiil
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the

DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during itt years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion —and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
%77 s 50@/){ S A<

VAV a7

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have litile, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel-option for rebuilding West Street will be 3 disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

cnTyseert FBLUZ
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AT 3¢l M /C’ 7//0%/0

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

/nz ‘/4 [A”VJA‘M ‘IJ}{M Du’()n—/q
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[print name and address]
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Alexander M, Butziger
Peter-Beenck-Strasse 51A
21107 Hamburg
Germany
Telephone: ++753-2638
E-mail: ambutziger @ hotmail.com
or: Alexander_Butziger @ public.uni-hamburg.de

February 18, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Carporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan / DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: Comments WTC Memorial and Redeveiopment Plan / DGEIS

Comment on Freedom Tower;

I note that the height of the Freedom Tower rooftop observation deck is no longer stated in the new
document. You promised an observation deck at 1,776 feet in the Final Scope of the Generic
Environmental impact Statement. Now rumor has it that the upper observation deck is being proposed
above Freedom Tower's wind farm latticework at only 1,500 feet. The only worthwhile features of the
Libeskind plan were the restaurant and observation deck proposed above the “110th floor level.” They
would not be the massive floors that should go there. But at least they would restore human presence
in the sky - the apportunity for anyone of us to return where elevators go no more. It is crucial that the
pubiic will be able to go up as high as in the Twin Towers that were taken from us. That means at least
10 1.377 feet, the height of the former Two WTC roottop observation deck. Not only is this a question
of principle, but aiso of economics - in ‘other words: tourist revenue. If somebody has visited, or
planned to visit, the 110th ficor observation deck of Two WTC, would he ever make do with Mr.
Sitverstein's 70th floor observatory? Certainly, on a mundane 70th floor, few visitors and tourists would
be drawn to the WTC or to New York. The observation deck should be as high up as possible. A 1,500
foot observatory is preferable over a 1,377 foot observatory. A 1,776 foot observatory is preferable
over a 1,500 foot observatory.

Freedom Tower's antenna shouid by all means be extended to 2,000 feet. The metro area needs a
2,000 foot antenna for HDTV. No attention should be paid to Mr. Libeskind's demand that the Tower
must not be taller than his fancied 1,776 fest. It should be noted that Mr. Libeskind's vaunted 1,776
foot spire will not be materially taller than the oid 1,728 foot One WTC antenna. Without antennas
above 1,776 teet, Freedom Tower might become by some measurement the world's tallest building,
but it would not be the world's tallest self-supporting structure. That record is held by Toronto’s 1.821
foot CN Tower. With a 2,000 foot antenna, Freedom Tower would be the tallest self-supporting
structure in the worid, surpassing CN Tower and Jakarta's proposed 1,831 foot Indosat Telkom Tower.

However, there are even taller structures that are not freestanding or self-supporting. They are TV-
masts restrained by a maze of inclined steei guy wires, instead of being supported by a massive
concrete shatt, The tallest guyed tower — and the tallest structure of any kind - extant is the 2,063 foot
TV-mast at Blanchard near Fargo, North Dakota. But the taliest structure ever buiit by man was a
guyed TV-mast of 2,120 feet in Warsaw, Poland, that collapsed in 1991. Wouldn't it be nice for New
York to break all those records by making Freedom Tower's antenna a bit taller? Wouldn't it be great
to retake the height of man’s destroyed masterpiece? Wouldn't it be appropriate for the Capital of the
Free World to surpass something built by communists? If an Act of Congress should be required to
build taller than 2,000 feet, this site surely deserves it.

The antenna should not be placed asymmetrically atop the building. Putting it on the core at the center
of the Tower would save structural steel and funds and it would no longer appear tacked on. Mr.
Libeskind's whim, the off-center spire reminding him of the upthrust arm of Lady Liberty, is no excuse
for this waste. :
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Mr. Childs should be allowed to extend the structural top of the Tower's wind farm from 1,500 to 1,776
teet. This would generate more energy, provide for a greater skyline presence, and render it possible
to raise the upper observation deck to the world record 1,776 feet you promised.

Freedom Tower needs to be taller than the Twin Towers by ail measurements - to highest fioor, to
rootline, to structural top, and to tip of antenna. The Twin Towers had a 1,368 foot roofline, a 1,377
foot rooftop observation deck atop Two WTC, and a 1,728 foot antenna atop One WTC.

WTC security and safety com t:

Freedom Tower, as far as | know, will have PATH tracks running through its basement. You should
look into if a PATH train derailment would be abie to knock out columns from under the Tower. You
should investigate the possibility of terrorists getting a train of fuel laden tank cars under the Tower.
and adopt security measures to forestall it. After all, | heard that terrorists planned to drive fuel laden
tanker trucks into the basement of Sears Tower to set them on fire and have the immense heat topple

the building. You should pay attention to the best possible fireproofing on the PATH track level of the
Tower.

PBS reported that under the new evacuation procedures of Taipei Financial Center and Shanghai
World Financial Canter people can use smoke resistant elevators to exit the building in less than 20
minutes. At the same time, firefighters can take the elevators to fight the fire. They compared the
Asian evacuation procedures with the ones designed by Mr. Childs for 7 WTC. Mr. Chiids' pian to use
extra wide stairways to evacuate the building could take an hour. Mr. Silverstein said his buildings
would be the satest in America. But these safest buildings in America would still fall far short of the
new buildings in Asia. The final design of Freedom Tower will have to be better than 7 WTC to be as
safe as the Asian towers. The new WTC Towers should be the best skyscrapers in the worid in any
respect. Impiementing above innovations from those Asian towers will be crucial to make the WTC
number one in satety.

In order to address future fire threats, the option of building additional or expanding existing fire
stations around the WTC shouid be examined.

Serious storms appear to become a more frequent occurrence. This should be considered in the
design wind loads of Freedom Tower and the other new WTC buildings.

I n m

If you choose to replace the Twin Towers with the Libeskind WTC, the other office towers besides
Freedom Tower should be super tal (taller than 1,000 feet) too. After all, we did not lose just one
“skyline elemeant” (as you like 1o call it) on September 11, 2001, but two. How can the two lost Towers
be repiaced by just one building?

Why do not you put the hotel atop one of the office buildings, on floors 71 to 110? If Mr. Silverstein
does not wish to bulld any office space above the 70th floor, that does not mean that no hotel or
conference space can go there. Many people would love to stay in a hotel with such incomparable
views. You may want to discuss this idea with hotel operators. '

Given the mediocrity of all aspects of the Libeskind plan and its buildings, | am glad that you recognize
that "The Proposed Action is not, however, the only option considered by or open to LMDC." The only
truly worthwhile way of rebuilding is the Restoration Altemative. The new WTC should conform more
to that what was taken from us on September 11, 2001, than to Mr, Libeskind's plan. It is obvious that
you do not evaluate the Restoration Aftemnative fairly, but try to denigrate it as best you can, to
whitewash the Proposed Action.

Regarding your concern that not enough tenants might be found for the upper floors of 110 story
Towaers, the New York Post reported that one executive alone indicated a willingness to lease the top
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five fioors in one of rebuilt 110 story Twin Towers. An asset management firm set up a billboard calling
for the Twin Towers 10 be rebuilt, promising to move in. Former WTC tenant Jonathan Hakala wants to
return to his office on the 77th fioor of One WTC. He proposes that you should hold a worldwide
auction for space above the 85th floor. He is sure that such an auction will be heavily oversubscribed.
Mr. Hakala also vowed to rent space in the new WTC only if the new buildings have at least 110
habitable floors. World Trade Center Restoration Movement volunteers regularly run out of supplies of
"YES I'd Work on the 110th Fioor!” stickers. David Emil, owner of the 107th floor restaurant “Windows
on the World," is eager to reopen on the 110th floor of a new WTC Tower. | suggest you poll other
prospective tenants on whethar they would be willing to rent the high fioors before you preclude
rebuilding to 110 floors, without any good svidence that not enough tenants could be found.

The Wall Street Journal reported that the unrentable “skyline element” of Freedom Tower will be
extremely expensive. instead of wasting so much money on an unrentable “skyline element,” occupied
floors 71 to 110 should be funded. In case that that should prove even more expensive than the stack
of windmills, you should bear in mind that office floors up there will one day tum a profit, while the
windmills wili not. In any event, the terrorists’ desire to instill a fear of height must not be fulfilled.

There is at least one assertion of yours that staggers imagination. How would 110 story Towers be
shorter than a 70 story building? Like Freedom Tower, state-of-the-art Twin Towers wouid have a
higher floor to floor height than the old Twins. They would be materially taller than the old ones. At Mr.
Silverstein’s desired 13.5 foot floor to floor height, 110 Hioors translate into a rooffine of 1,485 teet. That
could easily be extended to equal Freadom Towers 1,500 foot wind farm top. Rebuilt Twin Towers
could have spires above that height, t0o. Not the occupied floors make Freedom Tower “all” - it is just
the wind farm and the spira. But as a friend of mine likes 1o put it, you can stack crap into the
stratosphere and it still remains crap.

Why would it be a disadvantage that the new Twin Towers will not mimic the Statue of Liberty or
Brooklyn Bridge? Get yourself a postcard of the old Twin Towers and have a long, good look! The
Twins were beautiful in their own right and do not need to copycat other landmarks.

Who wants view corridors if he can rather ook at rebuilt Twins? People will come from all over the
world to look at the rebuilt Twin Towers.

Rebuilding the Twins does not encroach on open space - dfter all, rebuilding the Twins does not
mean you need to rebuild the Plaza Buildings. Consgclidating the office space into 110 floor Twin
Towers would on the contrary leave more land for other uses, like open space. Regarding density, why
do not yau put the additional 600,000 square feet of space in the new Twin Towers, making them even
taller and bigger? Rebuilt Twins should be taller, bigger, better and greater than the old ones.

Like most people | tatked to, | utterly fail to understand how a death pit and a locality bearing the
atrocious name of “September 11 Place” can be called “attractive, lively, and inviting.” Even granting
that for the sake of the argument, who said that Mr. Libeskind's spatial arrangement is the only
possibility to provide “quality” apen space superior to the WTC Plaza? Do you mean to say that you
consider yourself incompetent to integrate “quality” open space with new Twin Towers? By the way,
who would give up New York’s signature buildings for “quality” open space?

The retail mall should indeed be underground. After all, Westfield America pulled out of the mall Isase
because street level stores are less popular, and thus less profitable than the old WTC underground
mall. if peopie vote with:their billfolds against street level retail, and for a new underground mal, this
wish should be respected. Obviously, people do not want that street level retail activity, Who would
want to force people out into inclement weather by refusing to rebuild Manhattan's only major
shopping mall? k

While it is well that you examine the.option of rebuilding the Twin Towers.off their old footprints, it
cannot be said often enough that rebullding them on the footprints is much better. Regarding
“meaningful recognition” of the footprints, there is no more meaninglul way to recognize the footprints
than restoring their old-meaning — rebullding 110 fioor office Towers right on them, where they beiong!
Two death pits are not a way to meaningfully recogrize the footprints. Only a minority of victims’
families wish to keep the footprints completely empty of commercial development. Yet they presume to
speak for all victims, for all victims" families and for ail people. it must be noted that many victims are
survived by multiple mega-memorialists. That is how mega-memorialists get thousands of family
member signatures, while they in all likelihood are only a vocal fringe group. it would be worthwhile to
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investigate whether the majority of victims’ tamilies really wishes the footprints to remain as empty as
Osama's boys left them. Terrorists must not be allowed to determine the land use in our cities.
Terrorists must not be granted a place on the map. They must not be encouraged to litter our cities
with footprint memorials. A possible compromise would be to rebuild the Twin Towers partially offset
from their ofd footprints.

You state that rebuilding the Twins would preclude reopening the streets. Even if the Twins are rebuilt
as you describe it, why should the streets not run around the Towers? By the way, under 23.4.11 you
state that under the Restoration Alternative, Greenwich and Fulton Strests would be reopened.
Anyway, reopening the streets is of no importance, opposed to rebuilding the Twins.

Rebuilding the Twins also does not mean that the Southem Site cannot be used as a park. Neither
would it mean that tour bus parking and security checkpoints need to be on-site. None of the alleged
security problems with the Restoration Altemnative (like chackpoints for trucks) can possibly rival the

Proposed Action's security problems. The Proposed Action permits unchecked trucks to drive straight
through the WTC.

Conclusion: Rebuiit Twin Towers could easily be made into something 80 great that the
Libeskind scheme pales in every respect!

Very truly yours,
# A . _
( 1 M?/"?/(/‘
A. M. Butziger

Member, World Trade Center Restoration Movement
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Joseph M. Calisi
P.0. Box 1369
Bronx, N.Y. 10475
Office phone: (718) 694-1561
E-mail: jmcalisi@yvahoo.com

February 18, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation
One Liberty Plaza, 20" Floor
New York, NY 10006

Dear Lower Manhattan Development Corporation,

I am submitting to the LMDC, an exciting transportation plan that creates a low-cost, seamless, one-
seat ride rail link into Lower Manhattan for commuters and JFK Airport users. By extending the ex-
New York Central High Line on the west side of Manhattan with an elevated right-of-way to the
Financial District, a great number of people can be transported to this area and realize a tremendous
economy of scale and cost savings at the same time.

Under my plan, Metro-North and Long Island Rail Road commuter trains could use the High Line as
a means to access the Financial District. This can be accomplished by widening and strengthening the
access ramps that go up to the line onto the viaduct outside the LIRR west side yard to accommodate
a two-track operation. Should a stadium be built over the adjoining yard tracks, the rail ramps could
be built as part of the overall stadium structure with a built-in station. JFK Airport patrons using the
Airtrain JFK could also benefit if hybrid rolling stock could be attached to LIRR trains or run as
trailers with locomotives at each end that would serve as propulsion and crash protection to those
hybrid light rail vehicles.

The following construction options are available.

1 Extending the viaduct south to the former World Trade Center that continues as an extension
of the line south of Gansevoort Street (where the original former New York Central line
currently ends) and continue south as an elevated or perhaps as a median of a surface arterial
route that would be upgraded to an ‘FDR-like expressway’,

A four to six-track elevated terminal could be built near the former World Trade Center

complex to accommodate and service commuters traveling from as far away as New Haven.

CT; Poughkeepsie, NY (Upstate New York) and Montauk, NY (eastern tip of Long Island)

3 The remaining 2-track area could be used as a walkway or elevated park as others have
proposed. However, if this elevated park is not made, it could as a storage vard for commuter
trains,

'+

The benefits are:
| Interms of cost, an extension of the viaduct is a cost-effective method of providing
transportation to the New York Metropolitan Region compared to tunneling costs.
2. It would help improve access and revitalize the economy of New York City by making it
easier to locate new jobs in Lower Manhattan and would also create more jobs when
constructing the southern extension

Page | of |
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Trains could access the viaduct through the NY Penn Station area. Long Island Railroad trains could
continue through the station from Long Island Metro-North trains could use the Amtrak line over the
Hell Gate Bridge (for Connecticut riders) and through Amtrak’s ‘West Side line’ that runs south of
the bridge at Spuyten Duyvil (from Poughkeepsie). It is also possible that if a wye section of track is
installed at Spuyten Duyvil, trains from Metro-North’s Harlem Line could also gain downtown

access after passing through the wye track in *The Hub’ in the Bronx (near MO Tower) Granted.
there may have to be some negotiation of trackage rights for this High Line plan, but this right of way
is currently unused asset that could be the vital cog to an expanding regional rail network

Access to this right-of-way could be part of the Penn Station Metro-Hub plan put forth by the
Regional Rail Working Group Plan that is back by ESPA (The Empire State Passenger Association)
and NJ-ARP (New Jersey Association of Railroad Passengers). Based on discussions with the
Regional Rail Working Group. you may already familiar with this plan, so explaining those details

will not be repeated here. However, 1 would need to meet with you so I could explain some of those
details as they pertain to my plan. 1 have attached a series of maps as well as pages from the Auto-Fee
New York website to help you conceptualize the plan

I can be reached at my office during business hours at (718) 694-1561 or via e-mail at.
imealisii@yahoo.com.
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Jqseph M Calisi
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Penn Station Metro-Hub ;
Figure Two: Proposed Track Layout

This view shows the proposed track layout at Penn Station from overhead, with 33rd Street across the too
edge, and 10th Avenue along the left edge. The center group of tracks (platforms are shown in solid
black) are for trains running east/west to and from New Jersey and Long Island {and north to the Hell
Gate Bridge, for New England). The top group of tracks in the diagram are LIRR's, connecting to the West
Side Yard on the edge of Manhattan. The bottom group of tracks are stub-end tracks for Metro-North's
Hudson Line and Empire Service.
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Executive Summary

Two measures could quickly improve rail travel in the New York-New Jersey-
Connecticut metropolitan region.

1, Expand capacity at Penn Station by operating it as a "through” terminal:
Operating Penn Station as a "through terminal” will increase peak hour capacity at this
busy terminal by 25 percent or more. This gain occurs because time-consuming
conflicts at the approaches to the platforms are avoided by through operation.
Regional trains using the Hudson River tunnels, coming from New Jersey would make ¢
stop at Penn Station and then continue directly through the East River tunneis to
points in Long Istand, the Bronx and Westchester or to Sunnyside yard. Additicnal
trains from Queens and Long island, using a second set of existing tunnels under the
East River, would operate through the northern portion of Penn Station directly to the
West Side Yard, aiso avoiding conflicting moves in the station. A new rail service using
the West Side Amtrak line would be added, using the existing stub tracks at the south
side of Penn Station.

2, Provide more frequent service and integrated fares:

Running more frequent service of at least twenty minute headways off-peak and on
weekends will attract discretionary riders. "Cross-accepting” city and suburban
MetroCards, so that city riders can travel on commuter rail lines within New York City
and suburban commuters can use city buses and subways without paying extra fares.
will make these regional rait lines more attractive.

» Ridership gains and operating efficiency make this plan affordable.

These changes, which improve the performance of the region’s underutilized commuter
rail assets, can be achieved without increasing operating costs if transit agencies
introduce measures that improve operating efficiency concurrently. Through running
improves equipment utilization altowing the substantial service gains with only
modest, if any, additions to the rail car fleet. Combining service enhancements with
pricing incentives has the potential to increase overall operating revenues by
attracting new riders to the system. .

« Riders from all three states benefit

Residents using non-electrified lines in New Jersey, would gain direct, one-seat ride
access to Manhattan. Transit passengers from Eastern Queens, could take speedy LIRR
trains, avoiding long, slow bus rides to crowded subways. Transit riders from the East
Bronx including Co-op City, could bypass the slower and seriously overcrowded
Lexington Subway to reach Manhattan. Non-Manhattan motorists would gain transit
options and could avoid congested Trans-Hudson or Bronx-Queens highways crossings.

« The bottom line

With full support from elected officials, the regions transit agencies can take full
advantage of Penn Station's unique design and convert the commuter rail lines into an
efficient regional rail system -- to equal or surpass the successful examples in London.
Paris and Berlin.

1. An Affordable Vision

This report presents a vision for increasing the utility of the commuter rail lines serving
the New York-New Jersey-Connecticut Region by bringing them tcgether at 2 "Penn
Station Metro-Hub." Already the focal point for a number of rail lines, Penn Station can
become an even more significant hub if the operational and pricing changes
recommended in this plan can be achieved. Since the existing rail infrastructure shown
in Figure One: Proposed Regional Routes with Service through Penn Station is largely in
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place, the plan can be accomplished within four years or less. While the senvice ang
fare integration components of this plan will benefit large numbers of travelers in the
region, they will not significantly increase transit agency operating deficits. This is
because increases in service can be offset by productivity gains and, when packaged
with fare innovations, can result in a substantial increase in ridership and passenger
revenues.

2. Through-running will produce capacity gains
of 25 percent or more.

The elimination of conflicts between inbound and outbound trains at Penn Station by
through running has the potential to increase peak hour capacity by 25 percent or
more. Trains from New Jersey waould aperate through the eastbound Hudson River
tunnel, making a stop at Penn Station for inbound passengers to alight, and for
outbound passengers to board. Trains would then continue to terminals in Long Island,
over the Hell Gate Bridge to points in the Bronx, Westchester and Connecticut or to
Sunnyside Yard. In a similar manner, westbound trains would be "through-routed’,
continuing in revenue service to terminals further west or routed to nearby storage
yards in New Jersey.

This concept works best for the central part of Penn Station, specifically tracks 7-16, as
could be made available for each inbound tunnel track. If each platform track coutd be
used every ten minutes, capacity becomes 30 trains per hour, per direction. NJ Transit
is completing its installation of modern high capacity signaling on the Hudson River
tunnels to handle this level of flow and a similar signal system upgrade would be
instalied on the East River tunnels.

Enhancement of stairway and escalator capacity to these platforms is also needed.
improvements on platforms serving the LIRR were completed a few years ago, and NJ
Transit has recently constructed a new East End Concourse for its portion of the station.
An additional access improvement, a short extension of the West End Concourse west of
Eighth Avenue to reach tracks 7-14, is relatively easy to accomplish. Further gains in
stairway capacity would be desirable for the proposed “through running” central portion
of the station.

The five northern-most platform tracks at Penn Station, tracks 17-21, connect to two
East River tunnels and to the four tracks leading to the LIRR West Side Yard. This
portion of the station would also be operated as a “through station” if all inbound LIRR
trains made a stop at Penn Station and then continued west to the storage yard.
Outbound trains would originate in the yard. Since a large proportion of peak hour
trains would be stored in the vard midday, four of the five platform tracks would be
used to accommodate peak direction train movement, If each peak direction platform
track could be used once every eight minutes, a 30 train per hour capacity would be
achieved for this section of the station. Stairway capacity is adequate to meet this level
of train activity. A new platform constructed in the yard would accommodate
passengers going to the Javits Center and other new developments planned in the West
Midtown area.

The six southern-most platform tracks at Penn Station, tracks 1-6, now used primarily
by NJ Transit trains, would function as a stub terminal, with more timited capacity.
These tracks are linked to the double-track West Side line used by Amtrak's Empire
Service through a single-track tunnet under the West Side Yard. By moving turnouts
closer to the tunnet portals, the tength of this single track segment could be reduced to
a about a half-mile. Because of the tight curve in the tunnel, train speed is limited to
15 mph, resulting in a theoretical minimum headway of six minutes in each direction. A
more practical operation would be about one train every ten to twenty minutes. This
would permit a frequent West Side service for Metro-North as well as an hourly high
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speed service to Upstate points. An important variation would be to handle this train
flow at a four track stub terminal, releasing tracks 5 and 6 for through train service.

Capacity increases would be gained on both sides of the Hudson River. Increasing
morning peak hour train capacity from New Jersey to New York from the 21 trains now
scheduled, to a potential of 30 trains per hour would permit more frequent service on
existing overcrowded services, and could allow the introduction of new trains from
branches that now lack direct service, such as the Raritan Valley Line. Similarly. the
potential of 60 trains per hour through the East River tunnels, where 38 per hour are
now scheduled, allows new travel markets to be tapped. More frequent service from
LIRR stations in Eastern Queens would help shift icads from overcrowded subways. 4
new Metro-North service across the Hell Gate Bridge would be feasible immediately. 4
one-seat ride from Kennedy Airport to Penn Station, accommaodating passengers from
Central Queens and the Rockaways, should also be part of this near-term plan.

Amtrak would also benefit from this capacity enhancement. Capacity gains on Amtrak
could also be achieved by modeling its Northeast Corridor high speed service more
along the lines of the French TGV or German ICE services. In Europe, much longer,
multi-class trains are operated instead of duplicate, shorter high fare and basic trains
which use more track space.

These capacity gains can be achieved within a four-year period. Designing and installing
new signal systems and ordering new rail equipment can all be accomplished in this
time period. An interim through service -- extending some NJ Transit Northeast Corridor
Line trains across the Hell Gate Bridge to New Rochelle -- could begin almost
immediately. New under river tunnels, though desirable, witl take much longer to
implement.

3. Frequent peak and off-peak service is
essential.

More frequent service is essential if the commuter rail system is to attract discretionary
riders for travel to the region's core and is to compete with auto travel for more
dispersed markets. For shorter distance trips, and for trips requiring a connecting bus
service, current hourly mid-day headways are inadequate. At a minimum, 20 minute
intervals, off-peak and on weekends, are critical to gain riders in these travel markets.
This frequency is economically feasible if one-person train operation and proof-of-
purchase fare collection systems are put into place during off-peak periods. These
practices are already standard for new light rail systems, including NJ Transit's Hudson-
Bergen LRT line. By tripling service, and cutting crew staffing by two thirds, the
existing tabor force would be used much more productively, making these service levels
affordable. Cooperation with organized labor is essential to make these changes
workable.

At certain locations, where two 20 minute headway off-peak services overlap, a rapid
transit-like ten minute headway becomes possible. This would occur on the Rahway-
New York segment of the Northeast Corridor line and on most LIRR and Metro-North
lines in New York City.

While many through-service combinations are possible, those that are driven by
equipment considerations may be the most cost-effective. For example, service over
the Hell Gate Bridge is best matched with electrified service on NJ Transit's Northeast
Corridor or Morristown Lines. Non-electrified lines on either side of the Hudson River
would be paired using dual-mode locomotive propelled service. Raritan, Bay Head and
Mountain Lakes (or Netcong) services on the west could be through routed with Oyster
Bay, Port Jefferson and Patchogue service to the east.

Generally, LIRR branches that are fully etectrified would use the northern portion of
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Penn Station that continues to the West Side Yard. with eight or nine regicnai rail
branches on either side of the Hudson River converging at Penn Station, the opportumty
exists for diverting some motorists who now have no choice but to use congested
bridges and tunnels. The disbursed nature of non-Manhattan trips suggests that most of
these travelers will have to transfer. This can take place at the Newark, Secaucus and
Sunnyside intermodal stations as well as at the Penn Station Metro-Hub. To the extent
that a substantial volume of travel might be devetoped for a single through route, it
would be on the Northeast Corridor, linking residential areas in central New Jersey with
business centers in Connecticut.

Airport travel is another market that could be developed with good cross-Manhattan
links. Newark Airport would be accessible to many LIRR and Metro-North riders through
the Penn Station Metro-Hub. A direct Penn Station-Kennedy Airport link also becomes
feasible with increased capacity developed in this plan. While a transfer at Jamaica
would link the AirTrain system with Penn Station-bound LIRR trains, a one seat ride
would produce a more appealing service, particularly for New Jersey and Amtrak
passengers. The preferred route, from a passenger and rail operator perspective, would
be the re-activation of the LIRR Rockaway Cut-off in Centrat Queens. While kennedy
Airport platforms limit train length to 240 feet, longer trains could be operated, with
doors only opening on cars berthed at the station platforms, as is current practice on
many commuter rail lines, These additional cars could handle passengers traveling from
other Queens stations served by the cut-off -- Aqueduct, Ozone Park, Woodhaven and
South Forest Hills -- reducing travel time to Midtown Manhattan by as much as thirty
minutes. The capacity gains resulting from through-running at Penn Station and the
restoration of the cut-off in Central Queens opens the way for direct train service from
the Rockaway Peninsula, and from Howard Beach, as well.

4. Dual-mode locomotives can permit through
service on non-electrified lines.

Dual-mode tocomotives offer a short term solution to quickly gain the benefits of
through-running at Penn Station, as well as to attract more riders on non-electrified
lines. Extending electrification takes considerable time Lo design and construct and
requires sizable financial resources.

Some key rail tines in suburban New Yark, New Jersey and Connecticut remain non-
electrified. Over forty years ago rail lines serving the northern suburbs pioneered the
use of dual-mode locomotives (o permit through service to Manhattan's underground rail
terminals, avoiding costly and time consuming changes in locomotives. Dual-mode
tocomotives have on-board diesel engines producing power to drive electric motors
propelling trains, similar to conventional locomotives widely used in the U.S. In
electrified territory, they draw power from the third rail and perform as straight
electric locomotives.

Over the past five years, Metro-North and Amtrak have introduced a new generation of
dual-mode locomotives, incorporating many advanced features. The units have proven
reliable, particularly in high density peak hour service on Metro-North lines.

Until recently, the LIRR required passengers from non-electrified lines to transfer to
reach Penn Station. The railroad is introducing a new fleet of 23 dual-mode locomotives
to permit through service. NJ Transit has extended etectrification on some tines but still
requires passengers to transfer where it has not made this investment.

5. Most platforms should be high-level to
speed boarding.

For a flexible and effective through operation it would make sense to equip most, if not
all stations with high level platforms. Passengers prefer floor height platforms because
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they speed boarding and reduce tripping hazards. Avoiding the need to have crews to
Open “traps” on cars to make stairways operational becomes an increasingly important
feature when considering substantial increases in off-peak train service.

High-level platforms were an important innovation when first constructed at Penn
Station in 1910 and at Grand Central Terminal in 1913, allowing passengers to exit and
board trains more rapidly and comfortably than at tow level platforms. Stairs were still
needed for rail cars since few other stations in the U.S. were equipped with high level
platforms.

In the 1960s, MTA decided to replace its ageing fleet of electric multiple umt cars and
chose a new high performance car design that could only serve high levels platforms.
New platforms were quickly installed at all stations that did not have this feature, on
electrified lines. Recently, as part of its plan to replace locomotive-hauled cars on its
non-electrified lines, the LIRR put into service a fleet of 134 bi-level cars. Since these
cars could only be boarded at high tevel platforms, all stations on non-electrified lines
were converted,

NJ Transit has followed a more incremental approach, generally purchasing cars that
can serve both low and high level platforms. Stations are gradually being modified with
high level platforms, but some stations, primarily on the Morristown Line, are not
expected to be converted due to historic preservation concerns. Clearly, if LIRR bi-
levels and dual mode locomotives were operated in through service to non-electrified
lines in New Jersey, all remaining low level platforms on these lines would need to be
converted.

6. A simplified, affordable and integrated fare
system is needed.

To be really effective and to attract new riders, a regional rail system requires an
integrated fare structure. MTA has seen great success with its MetroCard system that
permits bus and subway riders to transfer without a fare penalty. Travelers can now
optimize their travel patterns, choosing their preferred route and mode. The
transformation of commuter rail into a true regionat rail system will require a similar
fare integration. Because of high fares and infrequent service, few riders board
commuter rail stations in New York City. Littie revenue loss would occur if the city's
MetroCard were honored at commuter rail stations in the city. With its recent fare
increase, MTA authorized a new "City Fare” for its commuter rail lines within New York
City. This is a8 welcome step toward full fare integration.

Integrated fares for suburbanites are also important. While high fares are sustainable
for travel to the Manhattan core, commuter rail becomes less competitive with the auto
when a transfer to a city bus or subway is required. The inconvenience of a transfer is
compounded when riders pay a fare penalty. MTA is beginning to move toward fare
integration, offering monthly commuters a 9 percent discount on joint MetroCards,
usable on city buses and subways, and converting all commuter rail tickets to
MetroCard stock.

MTA, working with NJ Transit, should complete this integration by taking the logical
next step -- offering a free transfer between commuter rail lines and the New York City
bus/subway system. Since giving rail commuters free transfers to city buses and
subways largely benefits suburban commuters, this should be balanted by allowing New
York City residents to use their MetroCard to travel on commuter trains within the city.
The revenue loss to the city/bus subway system, and the increased operating cost for
commuter rail (ines to carry more city riders, would be small -+ and quite conceivably
be largely offset by an increase in ridership -- as was the case to a surprisingly large
extent when MTA initiated free transfers between city buses and the subway.
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In New York City, the need to disperse residents from Manhattan's overcrowded and
unhealthy tenements nearly a century ago led to the flat fare for subway travel within
the city. With the introduction of the MetroCard, the city's bus system was finally
brought into this common fare boundary. Extending this city fare to include travel on
the commuter rait system within the city greatly increases the usefulness of the
regional rail system.

7. The central fare zone should include New
Jersey's congested core.

New Jersey has much further to go to achieve integrated and affordable fares and
service. Its bus and rail systems remain largely duplicative, with only a mimmum of
coordination. To take full advantage of the transformation of NJ Transit's commuter rail
lines into a regional rail system, a major change in the rail fare structure is required. At
present, the bulk of the revenues generated by passengers using the commuter rail
system come from longer distance commutes of 15 to 50 miles or more in length,
Residents of nearby cities like Newark, Elizabeth and Paterson make little use of the
commuter rail lines for short distance travel within the densely developed core of New
Jersey. instead, some use local buses which are slow and costly to operate. Most drive,
and the result is the state's legendary roadway congestion experienced in the core area.

Extending New York's "city fare” for travel within a common central zone, encompassing
both sides of the Hudson River, would produce dramatic increases in transit ridership in
the most congested parts of New Jersey. New Jersey local buses serving this common
zone would also be equipped with MetroCard fareboxes, permitting a single integrated
bus/rail fare, Initially, the central zone in New Jersey might be limited to the City of
Newark and Hudson County, as shown in Figure Three: Urban Fare Zones. Eventually,
the common central zone on both sides of the Hudson River would be located roughly
within a fifteen mile radius of New York's Penn Station.

The revenue loss from the relatively small number of riders using the NJ Transit rail
system for travel in the core, or the even smaller number of riders paying two fares for
combined bus/rail travel, will be modest. This loss will be more than offset by new
revenues generated by increased ridership and by operating cost savings resulting from
coordination of bus and rail services.

Completing the fare integration process in New Jersey would be the honoring of
commuter rail tickets from stations beyond the central zone for local travel in New
Jersey's urban core. The combined advantage of increased regional rail service and the
elimination of fare penalties could attract many motorists from crowdeéd highways in
the core. Access to regional rail stations located beyond the central zone is generally by
auto. Efforts should be made to add specialized bus or van services and to improve
walking and bicycle facilities where feasible. At some locations, increased parking may
be desirable.

8. Newark and Kennedy Airports should be
included in the central fare zone.

Experience at NJ Transit's rail station at Newark Airport indicates that some air
travelers are willing to pay a substantial premium over regular rail fares for awrport
service. However, high fares do deter use, especially for emptoyeas who often are given
free parking, and for airport visitors who must make a round trip. Minimizing auto use
at airports, clearly an important measure to diminish highway congestion and improve
air quality, is now even more critical as a means to increase security and reduce the
risk of terrorist attacks at airport terminats.

To maximize transit use, regional rail service to airports should be priced at the same
level as service to other destinations within the same zone. Both Kennedy and Newark
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Airports fall within the fifteen-mile radius central zone and transit service should be
priced accordingly,

Furthermore, the Port Authority limits access only to airport users at the Newark
Airport train station, preventing potential regional rail users who live or work near the
station from reaching it by walking, biking, driving or using local bus service. This
action also forecloses the opportunity for much-needed economic development at the
airport station in Newark. Either the Port Authority's narrow interpretation of the
restrictions on Federal aviation funds should be addressed and changed, or the
legislation authorizing these funds should be amended.

9. Better use of existing rail cars can increase
service quickly and efficiently.

The substantial increase in rail ridership anticipated in this plan will require an increase
in service and equipment. The introduction of bi-level cars and dual-more locomotives
permits a rapid increase in train service on the LIRR. By routing lightly-patronized trains
that now terminate at Hunters Point or Long Island City directly into Penn Station,
duplicate seats on electric and diesel trains can be used more effectively, Retaining and
rehabilitating some of the LIRR electric cars, now slated to be scrapped, offers another
short term option for equipment gains. These cars could also be converted to
locomotive-hauled operation to lengthen dual-mode operated trains. NJ Transit has
purchased new single-level and bi-level cars to expand its fleet. The key to service
increases is the higher capacities and improved equipment utilization made passible by
through-running at Penn Station.

10. The bottom line.

With full support from elected officials, the region's transit agencies can take full
advantage of Penn Station's unique design and convert the commuter rail lines into an
efficient regional rail system -- to equal or surpass the successful examples in London,
Paris and Berlin,

Afterword and Acknowledgements

Representatives of the region's three leading rail transit advocacy organizations -- the
Empire State Passengers Association (ESPA}, the Committee for Better Transit and the
New Jersey Association of Railroad Passengers (NJ-ARP) -- have joined forces, convening
a ‘Regional Rail Working Group' to formulate a plan for advancing strategic regionat rail
improvements. This effort, begun in February, 2001, involved a series of monthly
meetings of representatives of the three organizations. The result is this short term
action plan for making much better use of the Tri-State Region's extensive existing rail
system.
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Remembering Steve Dobrow ‘
A key player in establishing the Regional Rail Working Group, and a long-term advocate
for improving public transportation in the metropolitan area, was Dr. Stephen B.
Dobrow. Steve was one of the founders of the Committee for Better Transit and its first
President. An electrical engineer and devoted educator at Farleigh Dickinson University,
Steve dedicated his entire life to improving the ability of others to travel by bus, train,
subway and ferry. He was a knowledgeable advocate, using his skills as an engineer to

http://www.auto-free.org/regionps.html 2/18/2004
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make the case for specific improvements based on a solid underpinning of analysis and
fact. He was a good communicator, writing thousands of letters and making himself
available to provide comments to the press, which made him a force to be reckoned
with. Many of the concepts contained in this plan were articulated by Steve through the
years. Steve passed away on January 13, 2002. He is greatly missed.

For more information please contact:

George Haikalis

Chairman, Regionat Rai Working Group

One wastington Square Viilage, Apt. 50, New York, NY 10012

212-475-3394 -- geohaikalis@junc.com -« www.auto-free.arg

George Haikalis is President of the Institute for Rational Urban Mability, Inc. {IRUM),
and Chairman of Auto-Free New York.

Return to the Auto-Free NY home page.
o Copyright 2003. All rights reserved. Auto-Free New York.

http://www.auto-free.org/regionps. html : 2/18/2004
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly

~ those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result

of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Muw
New VYoue, NY (0250

[print name and address]




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

[ am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic alon g West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those tn Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
cither direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little. if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

coeslipg B 0 LA EL

NEW Fem AT spad

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation :

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11. .

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

EW\@.\AM? \¢ COSW\(L(L
38 South Tud Aveuse wLIK

Ny Yok - MY 10280

[print nathe and address] \%
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental 1mgact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two.residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

~J FH ouecine C th/ (
375 Sourtt Eup he #G 6
NY  NY (035D

[print name and address]
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March 7, 2004

Lower Manhaitan Development Corporation

Attm: Comments WTC Memorial aid Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza

20th Floor

New York, NY¥ 10006

The seetion of the Draft Generic Environmental lmpact Statement that addtesscs the West Street tunnel seriously underestimates the

’ ,xmpact that tunne} aonstruction will have on sumw:dmg residential areas. At 4 time whien‘the area figeds to regain businesses lost after

ont, tlns constmcnm will dismpt commsrcml actmty that wmanéatcw fora healmy economic tlimate.
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1§ mn  when triffic was sevewly restueted on West‘Street, ami orthbound traffic

leavmg Ba!tery Par City was. rcqumed ‘ : :
to West Stret, whichiwill fannel Batiery Park Ci teaffic info the-area east of West Stteet. wheresn'eets m"mw congested, and
through-patterns do not exist; ergeacy wbwias'mng Battery Park City will have similaf problems, being restricted to two lanes
where congestion will prevent adequate acoess: Whm tﬁe mareesed tour bus traffic of the future is facmred m, mducmg lanes of traffic
either permanentty ot temporatily malﬁes, nosense; Co
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 10 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, 1 urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upen its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Tepce S.tovan

205 Q.= e FA3c e
N ny (0250

[print name and address]
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March 3. 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Batterv
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street ~ at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, | urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwar
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two.residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtawn. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its. years of construction, and ‘will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan'DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September | |.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement ( DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunne; on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-vear construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit 10 workers and resulents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel wil] stjl] require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes wil
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use (o cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears (o underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment wil] generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manbhattan, lurge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be 4 disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and. indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Vgry truly vours,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
T el Sm e JUIRIIC bnvironmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in

As-aresident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LMDC 10 study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Meshe] Nitaran
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation
Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS

One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10006
Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lazies of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lésson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
(oo 2ol ﬁﬂﬂﬁ(__‘
B4 Sovat D AE, AT
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1.am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center: site and one of only two. residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and ] of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes. tlear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have Hittle, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS; building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either divection at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease coririectivity at.points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street: Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

Asaresident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel-option for rebuilding West Strest will be a disaster for
downtown residenits and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtowsn residents-atid workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
Hy'd»z'? Cnmi'{/?‘}v & _BLpn STuxtp
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[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

1.adies and Gentlemen:

[ am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunne! option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
cither direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, 1 urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEI!S clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit 1o downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
N 1 h e
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours, QL/”’
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
betiefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
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Ammon Dennis

Gateway Plaza Bldg. 400
375 South End Ave. #2-D
New York, NY 10280
March 8, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20" Floor

New York, NY 10006

Cc: Gateway Plaza Tenants’ Association

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, and, contrary to my
building’s tenants’ association, 1 fully support the short tunnel on West Street outlined in

‘Chapters 13A, 21 and 22 and Appendices E and J of the World Trade Center Draft

Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS).

New York City is congested with automobile traffic, traffic that lowers residents’
standard of living, threatens their health and disrupts the physical and emotional
continuity of city neighborhoods. Traffic on West Street is no exception. I support West
Street’s “burial” as a means to reunite Battery Park City with Manhattan, thus favoring
pedestrian safety and comfort over the danger and disruption of the automobile. The
proposed tunnel would be a resounding statement in favor of humans over cars, raising
the quality of life in an already great pedestrian city.

Unfortunately, my building’s tenants’ association cannot see past the initial
inconvenience of the tunnel’s construction and the agony of driving a few more blocks to
the highway for a weekend in the Hamptons. Let us make Battery Park City more livable
for all of New York’s residents: build the tunnel. Thank you for your time.

12



March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and ] of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunne] will stil] require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little. if any.
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

205 S, bl fe 91
MY AN /02 g9

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end resuit
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity.that we seek bétween BPC and the rest of downtown.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly

~ those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result

of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As aresident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
EDWARD A DOBERMAN
3545 SovTl EnD AVE APT ISK

NE- W \/0/2}(/. ANV 10280
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statemnent

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunne] lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, T urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benelit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Cw,; vrta /&ag [as

3785 3¢. End Aye #(C
Ny NY 10380

[prm’t name fnd address)

LR



ned to study and make comments on the World Trade Center Environmental

pact Statement. For my part, | examined Land Use. And, because my collegues
will cover the subjects of the failed toxic clean-up and the health risks associated with
ten years of construction in a densely populated area, | can confine my remarks to
the myriad calculation errors, discrepancies, misrepresentations and wide variances
from open space standards that LMDC has settled on. All figures used herein are
given in the environmental impact statement released January 22, 2004. In this
presentation, | will step through a few of the several types of land uses proposed for
the 16 acre site. You will hear about park land, passive open space and active open
space but the Memorial —a 4.2 acre space-- is not subject to discussion in this
context. It is out of the scope of Open Space Requirements and is mentioned only
because LMDC insists on adding the sacred with the mundane to make up the short
fall.

%‘ morning my name is Diane Dreyfus | am part of an ad hoc neighborhood group
m

In general, Land Use Standards are about “carrying capacity” — they specify the
“people load” that different classes of land can support. Aithough there were
standards better suited to the Memorial and Class A Office complexes, the LMDC
settled on The CEQR (City Environmental Quality Review) Technical Manual as a
guide. The CEQR standard specifies 0.15 acres per thousand people for Workers &
Visitors and 0.5 acres per thousand people for Residents. This because visitors and
workers are thought to be passing through in a crowd, whereas the residents are
seen taking more leisurely strolls with companions.

If LMDC actuaily complied with CEQR, then Visitor and Worker space would work out
to be about six square feet for Workers and Visitors and 20 Square feet for residents.
But they don't.

Additionally, open space is divided into active and passive. Active Space
accommodates children running and playing and often includes equipment and ball
fields. In this plan, Passive Space is intended to provide an amenity for the workers
who might want to relax or take a private moment without going further that 1/4 mile
or 10 minute walk from where they work. That % mile or 10 minute walk is key to
Open Space. Space beyond that range is excluded by definition.

On this board you will see two plans provided by LMDC. One is the original World
Trade Center showing the Tobin Plaza and open space. The other is the proposed
site plan showing new buildings, the memorial and the proposed open space. Let's
look at what passes for Open Space... Examining the original World Trade Center
Plan you will notice that the side along 9A West Street did not count as open space
until after 9/11. But the legend shows us that, now the road shouider on the other -
side of 9A is included in the LMDC open space calculations. | bring this up only to
indicate the acres of “open space” can include such unsavory parcels. Essentially,
this quality of Open Space is as hospitable as the traffic triangle in Harold Square.
Yes, there is a tree and a statue to admire and you could have a cup of coffee or
meet a friend there. But would you want to?

Now, plug in the numbers for the completed project. Given their projected figures for
2015, 68,000 Visitors and Workers and 33,155 Residents, the LMDC has provided
for less than 60% of the CEQR standard for Workers & Visitors and less that 40% of
Residents requirements.
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With only 5.2 acres of low quality open space to serve that population, LMDC is
obliged to include Memorial Space to make up the difference. Adding the Memorial
into open space calculations is not only inappropriate and wrong; it acts to obscure
how far out of compliance with the CEQR standard the LMDC's proposed plan is.

Interestingly, while reviewing the WTC/EIS for quality of life indicators, | double
checked the math on the Open Space figures as set forth on page S-28, Table 2-1
and Table 6-1. The consistent figures are 5.52 acres for open space and 4.2 acres
for memorial areas. Simply converting square feet into portions of an acre -Tables
2.1 and 6-1- show the 5.52 acres open space figure converts to 4.85 acres ora 13%
overstatement.

However, neither the Actual 4.85 figure nor the exaggerated 5.2 acres restore the
net loss of residential amenities -- open space in the pre-911 scenario was 8.13
acres.

My fellow Residents, If you do not hold LMDC to the CEQR Standard and insist on an
audit of their glaring errors, you will surely icose quality in your lives plus the local
bond rating will decline. | leave you with a quote from Robert Moses - “Once | put
my shovel in the dirt no court can stop me.”

Thanks,

Diane Dreyfus,

M.S. Arch.

Urban & Regional Planning
917-254-9851
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ANALYSIS OF OPEN SPACE DISCREPANCIES and VARIANCE from CEQR REQUIREMENTS

WORKERS & VISITORS
Space

Sept 11 Place

Liberty Park N

Heroe Park S.

Mem V. Ares

Heros Park N.

W of Light Plaza N

WofLight Plaza S

tiberty Park S

 ACTUAL Sub-Total
13% Difference

Square Feet  Sq Ft/Acre Acres

24045 13060 055
23870 L5960 0.55
20870 213560 048
12000 43560 028
13960 43560 0.32
13930 4360 032
44120 4356 1.01 NOTE: ALL WAV PER DAY FIGURES ARE LMOC PROJECTIONS end 68800 IS AVERAG
50558 23560 1.34
Workers & Vislors _  Acea/1000 Pessoe % of CEQR sonp.
2maso  wsc| 488 6008 . 007 47% .16 Acres per 10

mzoqmsiEgaslr;E% — §2% of CEQR regs.
! pe.tanci.u-oat.!ﬁogglﬁinmg;

LMDC Sub-Total (ERROR)

211350 aaseo] 8.52| 68600/ 0.08

54% .15 Acres per 3

fNGTE: this figurs is sometimes 62530 people — §8% of CEQR reqs.
_ & this figure is imes 205424 people — 18% of CEQR regs.

Memorial Park
LMOC Total (ERROR)

RESIDENTS

Workers & VISHOIS  Aces/1000 Persen % of CEQR somm.
182670 43560 419

304020 43560 9.08i 68600 0.13

88% .15 Acres per 10

{NOTE: this figure is sometinies §2830 people ~ $4% of CEQR reqs.
_ ﬁc’gtglﬁ.lug — 2%% of CEQR regs.

Specs Square Fest  8qFt ;ﬂ- Acres
Sept 11 Place 24045 0.55
Uibenty Park N 22870 5m$ 055
Heros Park S. 20870 43560 048
Mem V. Ares 12000 43560 028
Heros Park N. 12000 43560 0.32
W of Light Plaza N 13930 43560 0.32
W of Uight Plaza 8 4120 43560 1.01 NOTE: 33155 RESIDENTS IN 201518 LMOC PROJECTION
Uberty Park 8 50558 43560 1.34
N ) Residents 2018 Acres/1000 Persen % of CEQR roms.
i RLSiieTotal - | 28%0 o 488 s 048 3% 8 Acseiper 104
a 3% Difference % of GO roms.
[ "LmDC Sub-Total (ERROR) 211350 43560 5.52 33155 0.17 33% .5 Acres per 10¢
Memorial Park 182670 43560 4.19
Residents 2018 Acws/1000 Porsen % of CEQR rege.
LMDC Total (ERROR) 394020 43560 9.05 33158 0.27 58% .5 Acres per 10/

Paid for by grants from UNITECH OPERATIONS -
253 ExXzabeth Sbrest NYC 10012 (212) 226-7027
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“unitech operations

253 Elizabeth Street | New York, New York 10012 | USA

Phone: 212-226-7027 cCell: 917-254-9851

01MARO04

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS on NEIGHBORHOOD FACILITIES NOT INVENTORIED
and NOT MAPPED in WTC-EIS

Dear Mr. Rampe and Ms. Chang:

Last week we pointed out that LMDC is negligént in excluding schools and libraries from

3/16/2004
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the Environmental Impact Statement. Many of the children on the east side of
Broadway use Play Streets for recreation. Recently P.S.130 experienced many weeks
of street closings due to traffic. Additionally the grade school students were sujected to
such unremitting noise that classes were taught in the hallways and, of course, noxious
dust and fumes accrued -- this due to a small 30 unit construction project in the
neighborhood. Please, phone principal, Mrs. Wu for details - (212) 226-8072 .  Five Play
Spaces (****) were among those omitted in your inventory. All are Play streets.

This week we noticed how incomplete and, frankly, misleading figure 20-2 and 20-3
"Share of Minority Residents in Census Blocks Adjacent to WTC Truck Route" and
"Share of Minority Residents in Census Blocks Adjacent to all Truck Routes" are. To
wit: routes of the Manhattan Bridge and the Williamsburg Bridges are "cropped out" out
of the figurres. Whereas, the Williamsburg, Manhattan, Brooklyn and even Queensboro
Bridges are shown in figure 9-4 "Manhattan Office Submarkets”.

So, since LMDC knews that the Bridges existed in Chapter 9 why would they be
eliminated from Truck Route Studies in Chapter 207

Thank you.
Diane Dreyfus, M.S. Arch.

Urban & regional Planning

Parks and Playgrounds:

Columbus Park

****Baxter, Mulberry, Bayard Streets

PS 1 Playground - Alfred Smith Houses

****Madison, Catherine, Oliver Streets

Alfred E. Smith Park

****Catherine Slip, Madison, South Streets

Sophie Irene Loeb Playground v
****Henry, Market Streets, East Broadway '
Battery Park

Battery Place, State and Whitehall Streets

George Soilan Park .

Liberty and Marginal Streets, Pier A, Hudson River

City Hall Park

****Broadway, Park Row, Chambers Street

3/16/2004
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Bowling Green
Broadway, Whitehall Street

Post Office;

Chinatown Station 6 Doyers Street 10013
Knickerbocker Station 128 East Broadway 10002
Bowling Green Station 25 Broadway 10004

Peck Slip Station 1 Peck Slip 10038

Elementary Schools:

PS 1 - Alfred E. Smith
School (K-8)

PS 124 - Yung Wing School
(K-8)

PS 126 - Jacob Riis School
(K-8)

PS 130 - Hernando Desoto
School (Pre K-5)

PS 150 - Tribeca Learning )
Center (Pre-K-5) 334 Greenwich Street
PS 234 - Independence 292 Greenwich Street
School (Pre-K-5) 10007

PS/IS 89 (Pre-K-5 & 6-8) 201 Warren Street

8 Henry Street 10038

40 Division Street 10002
80 Catherine Street 10038
143 Baxter Street 10013

Intermediate School:
IS 131 - Dr. Sun Yat Sen

School (6-8) 100 Hester Street 10002

High Schools:
Murry Bergtraum High
Schoo!
Sateliite Academy High
School
High School for Economics
and Finance
High School for Leadershi
and Public Service
Murry Bergtraum High
School for Business Careers

345 Chambers Street

Stuyvesant High School 10282

Borough of Manhattan 199 Chambers Street
Community College (CUNY) 10007

411 Pearl Street 10038

51 Chambers Street 10007
100 Trinity Place 10006

P 90 Trinity Place 10006

411 Pearl Street 10038

Private/Parochial
Elementary Schools:
St. James School (Pre K-8) 37 St. James Place 10038
St. Joseph School (Pre K-8) 1-3 Monroe Street 10002
St. Patrick Old Cathedral

School 233 Mott Street 10012

;n:g;\sﬁguration School (Pre 29 Mott Street 10013

St. John's University -
Manhattan Campus

College of New Rochelle -

101 Murray Street 10007
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DC 37 Campus 125 Barclay Street 10007
New York Law School 57 Worth Street 10013
New York University Schoool o

of Business Administration 100 Trinity Place 10006

New York University School 15 Barclay Street, Room

of Continuing and
Professional Studies 22210279
Pace University 1 Pace Plaza 10038

New York Career institute 15 Park Row 10038

CONTACTS:

® e-mail

<mailto:diane dreyfus@ UTECHO.com>

* Instant Message <mailto:9172549851@TMOmail.net>

3/16/2004
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement-(DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (&) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS; building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunne] lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, 1 urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the

DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion —and, indeed, will likety thwart
the connectivity-that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Teage Erds

2o Soutb END Ak LG &

NNC 16280

[print name and address]

Ahos Wil Qfﬁc&ﬁg Aisregrt Fhea aér@giéy

ﬁr&\%‘,&/ ey O LT
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (2) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
Very truly yours, .
?ﬂ Qi /Mﬁé( — Zozs E'D
~ . G T
395" Sowtt ENP Ave =T
NYC N Y02 §O

, [print name and address]
/EEN}* 71O \gr?,w% 0= Die NG (Wi
West  SF erou- B un T
2 Ao We ned « w&
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center. site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and wotkers downtown, particularly

those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result

of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
ALIke
O 75 Seautty End sre. #1185

WEe) Yok , NY. ¢ 028D
[print name and address]
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Commentary on the Draft Generic Environmental Impact
Statement for the World Trade Center Site

By Louis Epstein
R.D. 2,Carmel,New York 10512
Founder & Director, World Trade Center Restoration AMovement

This new document presented for comment in the process of rebuilding the destroyed World Trade
Center is another illustration of the profound problems in the way the process has been conducted.

From Draft Scope to Final Scope to Draft GEIS,definitions have been altered back and forth as
alterations are made to plans to appease various constituencies and confuse everyone.How are we 1o
react to what is really planned while there is still time to stop it?

That is always a concern...Governor Pataki remains determined to prevent anyone from having a chance
to undo his mistakes. The acceleration of this review process has drawn protest from many quarters.

The Draft GEIS does not bear the imprimatur of the Port Authority, though it concerns the construction
of Port Authority-owned buildings on Port Authority-owned land...the Port Authority did not bother
sending the designated representative to the Draft GEIS hearings. And it has recently been admitted that
there is not yet any agreement with the development corporation to allow its plans to proceed. This is a
goad thing,as the development corporation is not likely to have to deal with the lasting consequences of
its actions the way the property owners are.However,political pressure to pave the way for the horribly
misconceived Proposed Action to proceed appears inevitable.

At long last a "Pre-September 11 Scenario” and "Restoration Alternative” are explicitly recognized as
benchmarks for the GEIS, after a prolonged process in which such strategies for redevelopment have been
implacably opposed despite broad public support. However,given the history of official prejudice against
redevelopment based on restoration of what was destroyed, it is no surprise that the Draft GEIS seeks to
portray these scenarios unfairly,in a bid to justify the unreasonable programmatic requirements that have
led to designs such as the Proposed Action.

In rebuilding where renowned icons of America have been destroyed, the presumption must be in favor ot
rebuilding in the same spirit and image,applying the latest technologies toward restoring what was there
stronger than before,and the burden of proof that any new design is better must rest on the new design’s

proponents;
in this regard,the DGEIS unconditionally fuils to justify the Proposed Action.

The adverse environmental impacts of the official program requirements are evaded,and the
environmental advantages of discarding the Proposed Action in favor of redevelopment based on updated
reaffirmation of the design principles that produced the original World Trade Center are likewise
obscured behind subjective sophistries.

An environmental impact statement needs to take into account responsible priorities toward superior
environmental health, with particular suspicion toward anything that encourages population or traffic
growth either at the location in question or as a result of the decisions made regarding what is to be built
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there.
This DGEIS turns its back on these issues,and virtually glorifies the effects of this nature that would be
caused by the Proposed Action.

The narrow-minded obsession with running streets completely through the site is a dramatic step
backward,even apart from the disturbing insensitivity of using the occasion of the murder of thousands to
repudiate the urban design principles that gave us the beloved Twin Towers.

To "integrate the site into the surrounding neighborhood" means to destroy the distinct nature of the
site,and the official fixation with turning L.ower Manhattan into a 24-hour community constitutes
destroying the distinctive character of that part of the city in order to make it like countless others.

And contrary to the dubious representations of the City Planning Department,the way forward for Lower
Manbhattan surely lies in further de-vehicularization,not the creation of more space for future traffic jams
and auto accidents. This is an area uniquely suited to being dominated by pedestrian traffic arriving by
mass transit.

Chapter 10 begins by praising the neighborhood character created by the old World Trade Center,and
then sets about implementing the above policies in order to ensure that that character is never restored,
and the action of the terrorists in erasing it perpetusted.

Chapter after chapter tries to justify the Proposed Action.glossing over areas of concern. The last-place
finish of the Libeskind plan in the official public poll prior to its selection is nonetheless vindicated.

While the exposure of the slurry wall has been reduced, it remains an objective of the design to perpetuate
the terrorist-created exposure of this crumbling structure never intended to be exposed to the elements
and designed to always have the weight of the Twin Towers holding it in place.

Pits remain as part of the design on the sites of the former Twin Towers, deep receptacles for the settling
of heavier-than-air pollutants from the traffic invited through the site by the mappropriately restored
streets and sources of chemically contaminated mist.Cold winters and deep snowfalls will present difficult
challenges to these exposed below-grade structures.

The GEIS can not be allowed to soft-pedal the hazards posed by leaving these open wounds as part of
the plan.(What of suicide leaps into the sunken pools?).

Only in Chapter 23 is it at last admitted that "The Proposed Action is not,however,the only option
considered by or open to LMDC.” Yet,in the presence of other options,it does not then,as would be
logical for many reasons,abandon the Proposed Action in favor of the greatly superior Restoration
Alternative.

Rather it attempts to dismiss the Restoration Alternative in three ill-supported paragraphs of the
Executive Summary.The first paragraph describes the alternative. The second shamefully invokes the fears
that the terrorists sought to inflict as justification for submitting to their nurderous will that we be denied

the possibility of again working as high in the skies as before. The third for no reason assumes that
environmental mitigating measiires would not be a part of future independent development of the
southern site.
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Yet if one looks at Chapter 23 for the detailed treatment of the Restoration Alternative.subheading after
subheading admits that the Restoration Alternative would be no worse than the Proposed Action,even
while avoiding the ways the Proposed Action would be worse than the Restoration Alternative.

In trying to come up with reasons to prefer the Proposed Action, the Draft GEIS is driven to refuge in
subjective design criticism. It is complained that the Restoration Alternative would need truck

checkpoints to be on the site:but only in the Proposed Action can trucks...or truck bombs...rumble
unchecked through the site, and on either side of every building.

Above-ground retail space,found all over the city,is extolled and the underground retail space a
distinguishing feature of the World Trade Center is denigrated. Yet the site has lost its retail operator
because the plans called for too much of the retail space to be above ground when shoppers prefer it

underground,the more so in bad weather...this was what made the World Trade Center mall among the
most profitable in the world.

The Restoration Alternative's skyline impact is denigrated compared to the Freedom Tower, with its roof
hundreds of feet lower and dozens fewer office floors. The space not accounted for in the envisioned
towers is accused of making the project denser.Yet it would be wholly in the spirit of this Alternative to
consolidate these functions into the new Towers to make them even taller,and the density less than the
Proposed Action.Open spaces would be increased, where analysis shows that the Proposed Action
reduces open space significantly.

The placement of new Twin Towers is said to be constrained by "the public’s expressed desire for some
meaningful recognition of” the footprints of the old Towers.Before Governor Pataki aggressively
intervened to pre-empt public debate,polls showed New Yorkers evenly divided on building on the old
footprints,and meaningful recognition does NOT have to be total emptiness.

Only with the placement contrived through this constraint is the shadow effect any worse off'the site than
that of the Proposed Action. Even placement of the new Twin Towers blocking Greenwich Street's
course,since it would not be reopened in this scenario although the DGEIS seems inconsistent on
this,would affect the open spaces and pull shadows away from surrounding areas as well as enhancing the
towers' security. But every effort is made to paint restoring the Twin Towers as more inconvenient than it
is.

The safety technologies seen as advantages of the proposed buildings would of course be scaled up for
new Twin Towers with more effectiveness than for smaller buildings. Engineering realities ensure that
taller towers are necessarily built stronger and safer than smaller ones.

The new Twin Towers would be engineering marvels embodying the technologies of the new millennium

to a degree only made possible by their breathtaking scale,which would also be the only way for them to

generate revenue on a sufficient scale to pay for their construction,Neither the original Twin Towers nor

the Empire State Building filled up in their first years,but had they been built more cautiously they could
pever have been as profitable as they were inthe long run.  *

The "Restoration Alternative" must be no empty "straw man" in the final GEIS.It must be fleshed
out,regardless of official bias toward the Proposed Action,sufficiently to demonstrate its numerous
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advantages. The current effori reads like a rationalization for proceeding with the vastly inferior oflicial
design. There can be no assuming that,if the decision is made to proceed with the Restoration
Alternative.no environmental mitigation or safety enhancement proposed in other contexts will be
adapted. '

Until September 11th 2001 the status quo had no established lobby because it did not need to be
defended...today a conspiracy of bureaucracy seems determined to leave the status quo of before
September 11th 2001 defenseless. This environmental review process must not be perverted into another
stage of that conspiracy,but must honestly weigh the drawbacks of failing to set ourselves back onto the
course we were on before thousands of valiant lives were unconscionably snuffed out.and iconic
structures revered the world over collapsed into ruin.

Blinkered dedication to proceeding further down a wrong turn can not allow the final GEIS to be a
biased attempt to sell an eyesore imposed the teeth of public disinterest and dislike,rather than the
required fair evaluation of the consequences of the choices before us.

I HEREBY REQUEST A WRITTEN COPY OF THE FINAL GEIS, AS IS MY LEGAL RIGHT
UNDER THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT.

March 9,2004
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Commentary on the Amended General ijeﬂ?l&wﬁ}r the
World Trade Center Site

By Louis Epstein
R.D. 2,Carmel New York 10512
Founder & Director, World Trade Center Restoration Movement

The official planning process of rebuilding the destroyed World Trade Center has been a saga of
uninterrupted incompetence and a constant succession of incorrect decisions.

We are now asked to comment on the "Amended General Project Plan” in March 2004, with reference to
a document prepared in September 2003 that looked forward to events that occurred months ago and
does not reflect the constant "amendments” that have happened since.

All through the process definitions have been altered back and forth as alterations are made {0 plans to
appease various constituencies and confuse everyone. Whether one reacts to the plans as presented in the
document or as they are believed to stand at this time of writing, it remains futile to "amend” a plan that

was devised to meet indefensible programmatic requirements that arose out of inappropriate priorities.

The case for complete abandonment of the current plans in favor of ones much more evocative of what
was destroyed in the attacks of September 11th 2001 has never been clearer.

Public dissatisfaction with the proposals put forward by the official planners has been a constant
throughout the process.Unfortunately,so has been official response aimed at deflecting the public
concerns in favor of pre-conceived, misconceived official priorities.

Tn July 2002 the six Beyer Blinder Belle plans were uniformly denounced, the reasons people hated them
were turned into official program requirements, and here we are nearly two years later presented with
what is basically a warmed-over version of BBB's "Memorial Plaza". We did not get here by a process of
taking public concerns into account,but by one of ignoring them.

That's why the Libeskind plan finished last in the official public poll, which was comfortably won by
"neither” (of the last two plans considered), and was still selected by the Governor of New York against
the advice of most of his own appointees.

This plan as it stands essentially completes the work of the killers in erasing the World Trade Center
Jrom the map,and thus honors the killers at the expense of the victims if pretends to honor.

Right now there is still an identifiable World Trade Center site, if the proposed plan is built there will not
even be that.Bven the surrounding neighborhood's character is promised to be altered in a breathiaking
triumph of opportunism over honor.

Renowned icons of America were destroyed,thousands of lives extinguished in an act of staggering
brutality, What is suggested to rise where they...buildings and people...fell?

Where the Twin Towers themselves stood,officialdom has ignored the near even division of public
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opinion and decreed that both "footprints" must remain as completely empty as the terrorists left
them,open wounds promising future murderers that when one destroys an American landmark it will stay
destroyed. The purposes to which and for which the victims gave their lives are decreed to be banished
from those two acres forever,that land henceforward defined as nothing but what the killers sought to
make of it.

Apart from that area.the site is ordered to be divided by streets, "integration” into the surrounding area
translating into destroying the distinct identity that the site,even as an empty hole,has hitherto managed to
retain.And the rebuilding is proposed to take in the Deutsche Bank block to the south,which was not part

of the World Trade Center,further altering the definition of the site.

And what are these blocks,surrounding but not joined to the morbid murderers’ trophy of a
memorial, supposed to be filled with?

Most prominently,we are told,the "Freedom Tower"...a landmark in nothing but the history of
pretentiousness. The "world's tallest building"”, we are told. Actually as a building, with walls rising to a
roof, it approximates the height of the John Hancock Center,third tallest building in Chicago.Above that
is only an ornamental cage full of windmills topped by an observation deck lower than the solid roofs and
walls of buildings now rising in Shanghai and Tlong Kong,crowned by a spire lower than the structural
top of the CN Tower.The actual height of the antenna we have yet to be told,and what we are told now
may vanish as quickly as the 1776-foot observation deck promised in the Final Scope of the Generic
Environmental [mpact Statement,

Compared to this structure each of the Twin Towers had a roof hundreds of feet higher and contained
over 60% more oftice space,and this thin, twisted creation is set to be the largest structure anywhere on
the site. In fhet,it appears unclear that any others are securely funded.

Between Greenwich and Church Streets (which both ran between Liberty and Fulton Sireets for less than
a quarter of the city's history, the historical norm has been one of them or the other) we are told that
buildings not much taller than others in the area will rise some day,but only in response to market
demand,

In the meantime.urban designers encourage us to welcome street-level retail to this site that has lost its
retail lease operator because of official insistence on moving retail to street level. We are told that itis a
good thing that vehicular traffic will invade what was one of Lower Manhattan's largest open spaces,that
becoming yet another of New York's countless "24-hour communities” is something other than
destroying the distinctive character of the Financial District to a further extent than the terror attacks thus
far managed.

And if we don't like this,we are ignored.

This is NOT the way to rebuild the World Trade Center.

Thiy is NOT the way to honor those who died there.

This surrender is NOT the way to react to the murderers’ desire to "eut America down o size”.
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Commentary on the Amended Generad Prowet Plan for the World Trade Center Ske

Other cities devastated by war or disaster have not made sure their hearts cut out were never
replaced Not Halifax in 1917 not Hiroshima or countless European cities after 1945,

At this time and in this place,it is absolutely vital that we rebuild in a fashion that sends the unambiguous
message that the strength of our recovery outweighs the severity of our wounds,and the official plan does
exactly the opposite.

We can not disgrace our fallen by continuing with the plans that, for all the empty rhetoric offered by the
Governor,unambiguously signal retreat,acquiescence,and timidity, No one will ever work closer than
across the street from where they died.these plans say.No one will ever work as high in the sky. Where
they died,and the terrorists did not wish them to be,we obey the terrorists and will never return.

If we truly wish to do the right thing for our dead,for our city, for our country,and for the free world, we
must send the message that our courage and spirit were not among the casualties that horrible day.

We must build towers that rise every bit as tall as the old and beyond by every measurement,embodying a
*can do" and not a "don't dare” spirit. We must cast aside the fears spinelessly invoked by the Draft GEIS
as an excuse for not rebuilding.and build to the skies regardiesy of immediate market demand with the
boldness exclusively responsible for the fame of the old Twin Towers,of the Empire State Building before
them. and of the Woolworth Building even carlier, Ouly by being "too big" by market-driven standards did
ihey become exceptional,and only because of that speculative bokiness was it ever possible for them to
produce as much rental revenue as they did when in time they did fill with tenants.

Let us not forget the Group of 35 report in 2001 that declared that the city needed six/y million square
feet of new oflice space by 2020 even before 11 million square feet of Downtown's best space was
destroyed and added to the shortage.Let us finance it however we must,but let us not stop short of full
replacement of what was lost on the 16 acres.and treat replacement of the Deutsche Bank separately.

It is towers built on a heroic scale.engineering marvels with standards of strength and safety that the laws
of physics dictate no lesser structures can attain,that will inspire the world and show that it was indeed
the terrorists and not their victims who died in vain Nothing less can suffice.

1f one needed even more reason to discard the Libeskind plan,surely the strong support for it voiced by
Brookfield Properties at the February 18th Draft GEIS hearing should qualify. Why would a competitor
owning buildings surrounding the site urge that this plan be proceeded with in haste,if it thought there
would be stronger demand for space in the new buildings than in its own?Only if Brookfield were bitterly
protesting the uniair competition from the new buildings would the plans be proposing buildings
sufficiently inspiring of tenant demand.

In sum,the most important comment one can make about the Amended General Project Plan is that there
is an urgent need to completely discard it

We must instead have a plan with fewer. taller buildings, in terms of genuine height and ot
ornamentation on one of them. As with nof tearing the site apart by running Greenwich Street all the way
through it(unanimously opposed by everyone who bothered to post on a comment board on this subject
opened by the Project for Public Spaces),this ensures more open space as well as greater structural
efficiency.
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We must have a plan that reaffirms and reincarnates, not repudiates, what was destroyed.In a war of
symbols the destruction of symbols can not be allowed to stand.

The World Trade Center must retain its identity and its Towers rise again undiminished,or history will
record that America itself could not do so.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re; World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, amiong other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunne] on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will stil] require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in

either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes wil]

benefit to downtown residents and workets upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart

Very truly yours,

D

A ),
Emanoe] Faleon 6.7
nﬁaﬂ

[print name aAd address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two. residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year constriction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, T urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

S P '

U Jawice seprson

[print name and address] I
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30E. Elm St. Apt 2A
Linden, NJ 07036-2974
March 13, 2004

LMDC Public Comment on the Draft GEIS
1 Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor
New York, New York 10006

Commentary on the Draft General Environmental Impact Statement

T offer this as a member of the civil engineering and building automation community. I operate my own
startup company, Project AVATAR. | am a member of the Council on Tall Buildings and Urban Habitat,
the Continental Automated Buildings Association, and the Skyscraper Museum. 1 do not stand to gain
financially as a result of any of these comments. In fact, I stand to lose financially, for I have pledged to do
any work on new Twin Towers at cost, and I intend to stand by that pledge.

First, while | applaud the interest in the newest generation of green building technology and green
building certification (we at CABA are developing a similar certification system for automated/intelligent
buildings), please be aware that no amount of energy and resources saved by these technologies would be
able to make up for the waste caused by the operation of those two huge waterfalls in the memorial.

Second, on the matter of public space available, I would agree with most of the public that counting
streets and sidewalks as open space is fudging the numbers. The only way to secure open space in a project
of this density is to build fewer, taller skyscrapers.

Fewer, taller buildings are also far more efficient and safer, as well as potentially far more attractive,
than the equivalent space in smaller buildings. The gains made through economy of scale are the most
obvious. Fewer materials overall would be needed. Mechanical systems operate at a higher level of
utilization. Energy efficiency improves, aided by the fact that larger structures lose less of their heating and
cooling to the outside environment. As a contrast, the so-called “Freedom Tower”, with its 60 stories of
scaffolding on a plebian 70-story building, is not only space inefficient, but a waste of steel.

Safety is greater in taller structures than smaller ones. We who are members of the engineering and
construction community have a responsibility to educate the public about the truth, rather than passively
catering to their ignorance. The structural redundancy inherent in taller structures is cost-prohibitive in
smaller ones. Smaller structures simply cannot generate enough revenue to Justify the higher level of design
effort. Fireproofing methods are about to take a great leap forward, just like seismic engineering design did
in the late 1980°s. Give us the confidence and the support we need to advance the state of the art and we
guarantee you great results.

Building automation is evolving at extreme speed and will handily remove the complications inherent in
managing anything large. Here is a case where available technology has run so far ahead of applications,
but now, a new generation of clear visions is showing us what can be possible in this field. Let us prove
what we can do.

More, shorter buildings may create shorter shadows, but the light won’t fall where it counts. Fewer, taller
buildings will allow for more air and light flow. That unforgiving wall of stubby buildings on Church Street
will not only isolate and deaden neighborhoods, it would also endanger migrating birds by cutting down the
routes through which they can avoid the structures,

This obsession with streets and street-level retail is unseemly. It fixes what isn’t broken. I work outside.
When it is not winter, | can enjoy being out in the elements, but it is nice to have a choice. | am relatively
young and healthy. I have not tried to navigate the crowded sidewalks of Manhattan with a mobility device.
Demographics show an increase in the elderly population. More will choose to gravitate to cities, where



public transit, medical facilities, cultural and educational institutions, and amenities for visiting family
members abound. They will be even less nostalgic about street level retail when it’s raining or the
sidewalks are iced. What on Earth is wrong with such people taking a subway to an underground mali?
And why are you determined to deprive harried commuters of the opportunity to grab a few items on the
way down to their trains? The original WTC mall was one of the most profitable in the world. The success
of the Time Wamer Center enclosed mall also provides hints that people want choices in their shopping
experiences.

You have the opportunity to build a multi-use complex like the Time Wamer Center, or the John
Hancock Center in Chicago, on an even grander scale, giving the concept the showcase it deserves, but
instead you favor more of the same old, same old.

These shortcomings are compounded by underestimates of the impact of more automobile traffic on
already choked 19" century streets. Downtown does not and will not have the flow of Midtown. Midtown
was designed to be more open, with its grid street pattern, yet it is painfully choked. Automobile
dependence will be recognized as the “cigarette smoking” of the 21¥ century. We have the responsibility to
discourage, not encourage, this nasty habit in the city.

1 also feel you are overestimating the long-term impact of the memorial. Historically, nobody has come
to New York for memorials. They come to New York for modern marvels, for a taste of the world, and a
glimpse of what is possible. There are dozens of memorials and memorial parks throughout the city.
Almost unanimously, they have become vandalism targets and roosts for vagrants and dope fiends that
deaden, rather than enliven surrounding areas. Contrary to some of the bilge you have heard, this site where
innocent people died cannot be compared to Gettysburg or Pearl Harbor. The latter are sites where soldiers
died serving their country, a reminder of the sacrifices required for freedom. As for “monuments to
tolerance” or similar pap, the truth remains that is was not our intolerance or hate that drove 19 young men,
otherwise in the prime of their lives, to spend years leaming how to fly planes into buildings. We have
made major strides in becoming a more inclusive cutture. Most other parts of the world have not. This is
more analogous to the Triangle Shirtwaist fire of 1911. They rebuilt the building involved and placed a
plaque to the victims. This is the way things should be. Far more people visit the Empire State Building
observation deck than Grant’s Tomb. You should reconsider your estimates.

A proper reconsideration would serve to highlight further the vast superiority of the Restoration
Alternative to the disastrous Proposed Action.

With utmost sincerity,

Cherie L. Fernandez*
Chief Developer, Project AVATAR
hup://www.geocities.com/rayden-tron/AVATARindex.htm!
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JOE EIm St Apt 2A
Linden, NJ 07036-2974
March 16, 200

LMDC Public Comment on the Amended GPP
} Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor
New York, New York 10006

Commentary an the Amended General Project Plan

| aim writing to prevent a second atrocity from being inflicted on Lower Manhattan, and | am not alone,
Retween friends. family. e-mail pen pals, co-workers, to people | talk io on the trains and buses 1 ride.
hundreds in afl. not one thinks the current proposal is worth the paper it’s written on,

It is essentially a rehash of the rejected Memorial Triangle design of July 2002. Back then the people
complained it looked like Alhany. Nearly two years later. it still looks like Albany. Buildings of this
stunted scale could be built anywhere. Perhaps this plan would work well in Cleveland. New York City is
one uf the few places that can safely support exciting, majestic. ultra-tall buildings, so the proposed plan is
unworthy of consideration. It is a wasted opportunity, an encouragement of mediocrity where excellence
belongs. Mediocrity diminishes this great city. No amount of capital-A Architecture can hide this, Name-
brand designing is not what people care about. After all, how many pevple can name the Empire State
Buildings architea?

Our nuniber one request in rebuilding was that our skyline be restored. “Restored™ does not mean
“replaced with an obvious joke™, at least not in my Webster's. This 70 story building with 60 stories of
scaftolding is the equivatent of a very bad comb-over of weak hearts, small minds. and cowardice. Plus, as
far uy height ttles are concerned. this is reopening a debate in the official arbiter of building height. the
Council on Till Buildings and Lirban Habitat, of which 1 am a member. When the Petronas Towers were
completed. the debate began over the relevance of siructural top vs. highest occupied roofline. A significant
group favored the latter over the formier, with the argument that Jevelopers would erect buildings with
progressively latler vet still insignificant crowns or spires. This displayed little engineering or design effort,
would grow to ridiculous proportions, and. honestly considered, is a form of cheating just to get the titie. |
am of this camp favoring highest occupied roofline as the standard, and by proposing such a ridiculous
structure, you have proven our peint,

Plus, how can you possibly replace two towers with one? You are showing that we are less than half of
what we were before W,

Nobody will be “forced” to occupy the upper floors. Last time | checked my “Commercial Property
News™, upper floors were still going for a premium compared to lower floors. As the founder of a start-up
business. | hope ta he able to afford an office on as high a Aoor as possible. Not only will | be inspired by
the awesome views. but L will also have the casiest ime weeding throngh job candidates. Any who would
be atraid of coming up 0 my office for an iuterview. yet think nothing of the safety of the cab ride they
ook to reach the building would be wnfit to work for me.

Fam disappoinied by the proposed waste of resources for scquiring and ripping down the repairable
Devtsche Bank Building. This straeture is a survivor, and vou are treating it like you are treating other
survivors, deeming only the dead worthy of consideration

Like hundreds of thousands of others. T do not want 10 “Reflect Ahsence”™ Terrorists celebrate absence.
AN OIS INCOIIGOUS W commemorate te lives of those who worked in the sky by descending down into 1
rat



In case you ever decide 1o show some spine to the emotionally overwrought among the family members
and to the anti-development mtopians in your hair. [ will give you the argument as 1o why the value
dichotomy they 've drawn is a false one, This is not a matier of commerce vs. reverence lor life. These
people uiterly lack historical perspective, and are immersed in the very confusion they claim 1o rai) against.
Consider first the foose network of charities that provide proper funerals and burials for the bodies of
abandoned children. This would not be a priority without the disposable income and free time made
possible by vur system of commerce. Then consider the Triangle Shirtwaist Factory Fire of 1911, Innocent
wurking people died en masse there, but the building has been repaired. The incident is commemorated
with a plaque within the structure. The lack of an elaborate memorial does not mean we have forgorten this
incident. instead, the legacy of the workers” lives is carried on in the unions. the regulations, and agencies
like OSHA that protect our safety on the jub to this very day.

Comparisons of this site to battlefields pain me. Battlefields imply people choosing to fight, turning
points i history. This was a tragedy, a massive crime, Recognizing a tragedy or a crime has been, and
should be ditterent than recognizing battiefields or other rning points in history. Dwelling on losses and
defeats celebrates those whe inflicted them.

The Gardner Plan, which could be considered an improvement on the Restoration Afternative, is a
hands-down winner compared to the Proposed Action. This was a completely private effort with a resuft far
better than the horse-and-pony-show of a public process that made a studied effort of ignoring what the
people really want. Twin Towers merchandise is still popular, The World Trade Center was one of the few
building complexes 1o have a nickname. The public still has affection for those magnificent buildings. | can
only imagine derisive aicknames for the so-called Freedom Tower. which resembles nothing more than a
junkie's needle from a <istance.

With utmost sincerity,
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Cherie L. Fernandez?*
Chiet Developer, Project AVATAR
hupriwww, geocities.comieayden-tron/AV AT AR index. himl



March 3. 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
turinel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, pasticularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points tist BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Strest — at Albany Street 21 i Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic tvy: the W redevelopment will generate locally.

As a residens of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street-will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
- ._,,:z - - : W‘L—‘_‘M
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very tryly yours,
I/PJSTUJ E&g{‘ )
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[print name and address]




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memonal and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underesnmate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, | urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

geis / Umees Fesprenc
[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEILS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhatian, 1 urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its vears of construction, and will have little, if any,
henelit 1o downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed. will likely thwar
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

! Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential éomplex in Battery
. Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
© physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) 2 short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunne! lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
. Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
| the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaghes: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
TeBE GEON /mv nreoN SERSON

%%E}Uﬂ . @m 4
Neaw York NY (0250

~ [print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention; Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

To ﬁ‘eﬂ/s C/Zm”‘-/
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Fax:

Message :

To the LM.D.C. at 1-212-862-2431 or 2433:

This is re: the DGEIS comments: the enclosed is mine.

Joy E. Goldberg

From:

To:

L.M.D.C.

Date: 3/9/2004

Page{s): 3

56



114 Crescent Street,
Apt. N
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11208
March 9, 2004

To the Lower Manhattan Development Corporation:
Fax# (212) 962-2431 or 2433

This is a comment on the DGEIS report.
I spoke at your hearing, also, and now I am submitting a written comment.

I am alse requesting a copy of your final GEIS report, please.

Ta Whom it may concern: -

My name is Joy Goldberg and I live in Brooklyn. I'm a private individual, one person
with my family.

A lot of people think it's aver and done with, that Governor Pataki and the LMDC
have already decided what will be built at the World Trade Center.

I know, becouse I spoke to them. I singlehandedly got ¢. 3300 signatures on
petitions for Twin Towers, a portion of which the LMDC mailed back to me, calling it
an "unsolicited proposal.”

Nearly every business on Fulton Street and Lower Broadway signed this same
petition. But they asked me: Haven't they already decided?

Polis by USA Today, CNN and New York Magazine before the design competition
showed the majority want the Twin Towers rebuilt.

The LMDC knows FULL WELL that if they put restoring the Twin Towers next to
the so-called "Freedom Tower,” that the overwheiming vote would be for the Twin
Towers. '

But they never gave the people THAT choice, but instead, they rammed negative,
visionless, soulless, spiritless, deathlike, and self-seeking designs down the people’s
throats.

AND they called rebuilding the Twin Towers an "alfernative” plan, and they hid this
ALL THE WAY in Chapter 23 of the GELS report.

HS T
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Sounds to me like they figure the average joe isn't smart or caring enough to read
past the first five pages of that big 2000 page report. Sounds as if they're
deliberately trying to FORCE THEIR ideas through.

The GEIS report calls two death pits filled with water where the Twin Towers
stood, and the erection of one huge, ugly, meaningless building, “attractive, lively
and inviting” repeatedly, over and over, but WE ARE NOT BRAINWASHEDIH!

The report neqatively says that economic growth would be the same with their plan
as with the Twin Towers.

People will come forever by the droves to feel the POSITIVE message two new
towers will bring, Wall Street will skyrocket, and New York will NEVER have to
worry about jobs and homelessness again. They WON'T keep coming to Jook at a
death site.

The report negatively calls two towers of f the footprints a density issue, but the
towers could be built AROUND the footprints, creating a beautiful, peaceful
memorial below, and the restored towers soaring above: THAT is MEANINGFUL.
The report negatively claims too many shadows, too little view, but we came to the
World Trade Center, to VIEW the Twin Towers and to find delight standing in their
majestic shadows.

Too much “open space” is nothing more than a 6APwhich OSAMA BIN LADEN
CREATED, and which evidently the LMDC wants to further.

Hiroshima, San Francisco AND THE PENTAGON ALL were rebuilt. YOUR report is
nothing more than political treachery against doing the some for New York. This is
an abnormality and is, in fact, inexcusable.

You want to make New York look like Hong Kong and every ather major city, because
you don't care.

Anyone who opposes what you're doing, is labeled a radical pro-rebuilder, or “sour
grapes.”

I sincerely hope that THIS isn't really, truly what you think of the M4JORITY of
the peoplelll

Joy E. Goldberg
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those 1in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears 1o underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and. indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

7
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Dear LMDC Sustainability Guidelines 3/13/04 titcfiX 20 96z 243
I work with the Life Cycle Sustainability Guidelines work group of the Civic
Alliance.

Our group has effected an inclusive Guidelines scorecard for the Public
Participation Process and is now deriving an inclusive Guidelines for
Sustainability as a living expandable inclusive underpinning for all
Sustainability documents in the DEIS for the WTC and Lower Manhattan
rebuild. Public participation is critically important in making value choices or
trade-offs in implementing sustainability goals. A Sustainability Scorecard can
help make the public participation process more focused and effective. The
Public Participation Scorecard should be used as a guide to achieve the most
active level of participation in Sustainability that is feasible.

I have followed the rising of your wish to observe Sustainability from an 11th
stated point in earlier LMDC documents, through to the present stating that
your GEIS Sustainable Design Guidelines call for an ongoing commitment to
make the Guidelines into “A ‘Living’ Document”, which is laudable.

Since this is a first attempt at scoping out such a Living Document which can
create a working Surplus-making and Surplus-cycling Sustainability, and this
was borne of the vacuum that was made at the WTC, we need you, the
LMDC leading the rebuild at this time to know that Sustainability-educated
and Permaculture visionary people are arrayed around you, taking part in
this unprecedented Public Participation process in order to get our Place, our
City, our lower Manhattan, our WTC site covered by the umbrella of
Sustainable systems to be designed and constructed and maintained in of
themselves to provide much of their own generation, maintenance and
accountability; and we need you to be able to transfer your beneficial
guidance to any other agencies that will lead this rebuild in the future.

1. In order to do anything “Sustainably”, External costs and Life Cycle costs
must be accounted out in each step of the process. If any one system
impacts on our health which wards costs off to another sector, this is not
Sustainable, it is not true Sustainability. We must be seeking the highest
forms of Sustainability, very much including Permaculture thinking,
Permaculture systems designs, which can lessen many off-put impacts of
wasted wastes, moving, separating, carting, cleaning up, handling and
disposal not least their costs. We must explicitly recognize that displacement
of environmental and social dysfunction to other communities is not an
acceptable way to achieve project sustainability goals.

Life cycle costs and benefits (including environmental and health impacts)
must be explicitly considered. Equity impacts should be evaluated both at
the local level and beyond. How does the full program strengthen or weaken



the social fabric of our shared community? When taken as a whole, are the
benefits and the costs equitably distributed?

The traffic impact of goods and persons attracted by development must be
fully recognized as a project cost, and mitigated. The appropriate standard is
improving accessibility: reducing travel time for workers and other users of
the area, and reducing time lost due to congestion for vehicles and
pedestrians.

2. Sustainability is not static. Public and private planners, builders, systems
engineers, and maintenance professionals must continually improve systems
and practices by adopting and designing better systems and practices as
they become available and are proven elsewhere.

3. Without comprehensive cumulative effects listed in each of your
Sustainable Guidelines, there is no real Sustainability. You list systems and
practices in isolation and segmentation. They must each be shown how they
interact for greatest operability and effect. Sustainability cannot be limited to
one subset of systemns, as in green building design, but must be applied to
the overall community, including all proposed public and private projects and
activity going beyond increased commercial and retail activity to all increases
in residential, cultural and tourist activity.

4. True Sustainability is in its infancy. Sustainability practices will become a
baseline. Sustainable Guidelines require initial continuous upgrading and
adjustment if monitoring is to become self-operative. It is not enough to use
modern design. The designed skin of architecture is the fashion statement.
All systems should be interconnected with the elements of climate, wind,
weather, and available natural renewable resources, to bring these inside
with design function that matches a Permacultural inner operative body
beneath the skin. Make Skyfilters not Skyscrapers. Make oxygen grow inside
as well as outside.

I suggest a Permacultural Art force created with the aid of our many
contemporary cultural institutions, to work with each architectural firm that
will be employed in the rebuild. This means pairing Permacuiture experts with
Artists to devise along with the architects and engineers the inner ecological
workings of constructed sites and buildings and their interrelationships.

All Systems and practices should have monitoring of key environmental
indicators built into place in every step of Sustainable systems and practices,
to determine if desired outcomes are being achieved, if systems are working
as expected, and adjustments are reaching desired levels of ecological,
societal and inter-operative sustainability. This way these indicators are
visible to all, much as the time and date. Indicators can be designed similarly
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by artists, Permaculture experts, in tune with instrument makers, creating a
new type of green manufacturing.

Perhaps making the measure of retail and commerce in all new spaces at the
WTC measure up to the Surplus Sustainability Bottom line, would enable less
resistance to the higher square footage envisioned by the LMDC to be built.
If all systems interrelating inside and out with your proposed increase in
building were to withstand the Surplus Sustainability Guidelines, including
cumulative effects plus all salient points suggested in this document; and, if
above ground sustainable retail were allowed to get established before that
built underground (with oxygen increase provisions) then all parties might
get what they wish. Don't forget we have a “neighborhood” to enhance and
preserve,

The WTC project has an important showcase role as an early-adopter and
anchor market for innovations. The cost of playing this role should be
explicitly recognized, and funds from agencies such as NYSERDA and USEPA
should be solicited to support this function.

The standard environmental and resource-conservation criteria should be
measured quantitatively (in tons emitted or consumed). These include
emissions of air pollutants; water use and impact on water quality; noise;
waste generation; and energy consumption. A data collection and analysis
organization should be specified as an integral part of project development
and management. The body must have the responsibility, authority, and
regular source of funding to coilect and analyze all necessary data.

Beyond these standard criteria, Greenhouse gas impact can serve as a
framework for evaluating a wide range of environmental and resource
impacts. Global climate change must be recognized as a prime sustainability
issue in this century. A commitment to leadership in reducing greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions is a particularly important yardstick of performance.

At a minimum, the project area should be GHG neutral; GHG emissions can be
used as a metric for fossil fuel energy use for buildings, transportation,
industrial and commercial activities, and infrastructure. This should be
tracked by total emissions and by emissions rate for each type of activity.

Measures to reduce emissions outside the project area can be a major form
of mitigation of adverse project impacts on other communities.

5. Similarly, transportation design must be matched by true transportation
hard connection advances and improvements including nature-patterned
renewable energy heat, cool, air and light exchanges that keep commuters
and visitors to our City comfortable, healthy, moving and being delivered
most expedient access to more interwoven destinations, including airport
access. The hard connection underground between the PATH and the
Lexington Subway which has been deemed a low cost alternative by
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transportation experts would fulfill the above, redeeming the expense of
fashionable architectural skin of hubs built. Representative Nadier and other
political representative of the people agree.

6. Please see that you have omitted any mechanism that can create built-in
accountability. You must include in each Sustainable Guideline the
mechanism for insuring fiscal and environmental source and maintenance
responsibility and accountability. This placing of enforcement mechanisms
can be stated upfront as an objective goal for your entire Sustainable
Guidelines, which would create a self-replicating underpinning, a self-
generation of Surplus-making Sustainability. The mechanism then can be
easily built into the system and its resultant scorecard can exist as a
barometer shows the weather or a thermometer shows the temperature.
The higher the stated goal, the higher the stated outcome will lessen the
policing and regulation of individual Sustainability elements newly inclusively
detailed in your DEIS.

7. Every way you interweave your systems from input through to output to
minimize waste will minimize cost. Surplus-making Sustainability is already
proven to be profitable by many large industries. There is ultimately less
need for regulations, expensive inspection and its costly paper trails when
surplus-making sustainability is already built into projects.

8. Permaculture patterned from nature itself, goes beyond Sustainable
Development-as-usual to fine tune Surplus-cycling within the systems
designed, so that less inputs are needed and greater beneficial outputs are
created, while cost cycles become inter-relatedly built into regenerating and
maintaining the systems. Permaculture systems design for accountability.
Permaculture systems design for catastrophe.

9. How Permaculture works to help you:

Permaculture is the entry to the Infinite Bottom Line that keeps upgrading
itself by the very nature of its design to generate safe and healthful needs
for future generations. Use Permaculture designers to create the needed
mechanisms built in for accountability.

In Permaculture we must know and deploy properly which Resources
increase by modest use; which are unaffected by use; which disappear or
degrade if not used; which are reduced by use; which are those that pollute
or destroy other resources if used. Managing this is true Resource
Management:

Most resources lie in the category of resources that need to be managed to
maintain them. They are those which decrease if used. We call them finite
resources. ’

Resources are something you can feed into a system and increase its
productivity, or its yield, or the number of useful storages. But if you continue

4
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beyond that point of productivity, then the system itself collapses. And that
comes down to any integrated system only accepting that amount of energy
that it can productively use. So you can over-heat anything, over-load
anything, over-siphon anything, over-drain anything, over-manure anything,
over-plow anything. Whether we are talking about money or renewable
materials, you can put too much of it in. What then happens first is that you
start to get less and less increase in yield and then more and more increase
in a lethal factor. You cannot continue to pour in more of the same thing and
get a continued increase in yield. We might reach the stage where we pollute
the system simply with diversity. We strive therefore for maximal beneficial
connections between all elements.

We prevent energy leaving before the basic needs of the whole system are
satisfied, so growth, reproduction & maintenance live on in living
components.

We Manufacturer to recycle or replant the materials of manufacture (law of
return).

10. All industries should be required to design for, and then take back
separatable waste, or, buy-back no longer usable materials and packaging.

Sheet mulch educational programs using cardboard and newspaper waste
layered with sawdust from construction sites under drip lines of rained on
roofs or trees, should be pilot projects for city creation of earth which is
eroding and disappearing everywhere at an alarming rate. Sheet mulch can
be created on old dead-end concrete patches and roofs to bring back Earth
for gardens and more oxygen, less asthma.

All city food waste should be returned to soils or supply farms.
Compost programs must tie in with restaurant regulations to eliminate food
garbage.

11. Goods delivery systems built with Permaculture principles will give
wholistic relief to air quality, street management, and neighborhood
interconnectivity.

12. Designing for Permacultural Sustainability will create a whole new
wholesome oriented work force, with many new more healthy jobs near the
places people live in, while transforming much of the City’s maintenance force
and its costs of waste-handling and carting to dumpsites. The City will be
cleaner and richer!

13. “City Repair” of Portland OR-type street calming circles and kiosks can
lead the example to upgrading our dangerous streets and add neighborhood
sociability. Tabletop gardens can make social pilot neighborhood programs
for the elderly-challenged. George Haikalis (IRUM) has long researched good
street calming design, redesigned trolleys and pedestrain cross access of the

5



yal

city at critical crossing places, including his Liberty Loop, Vision 42, and then
extended cross access across Chambers Street and 8th Street.

14. Vision of an underlying effective permeating Surplus Sustainability
infiltration into the WTC and lower Manhattan, eventually leading through our
entire City and beyond will make the answering in detail to each DEIS clause
and listed item obsolete. When you write into your Sustainability Guidelines
Document what is proposed here, you will not need so many small regulating
clauses added, the document will be self-fulfilling.

15. To begin, my colleagues working on the Sustainability Life Cycle
Scorecard Group of the Civic Alliance as well as the Civic Alliance itself and the
plural green sustainability organizations long working in their own specialized
zones have very good suggestions for getting from Here to There.

Additional Permaculture background material:

A. 97% of water is locked up at all times and only 3% goes into any cycling
at all. We are reducing that very rapidly. Use Rain water more effectively.

The first point at which we can generally make an intervention is water (since
we cannot control the climate, or determine the broadscale landscape.) On
this basis, the first thing to do when designing is to consider how we can
guide and use water to best effect, and how we can get it to perform as
many functions as possible before it leaves the site. P.A. Yeoman was an
Australian who developed the Keyline System, and this has been used widely
to good effect, and has transformed many previously degraded landscapes.
It is a key strategy used within broadscale Permaculture design. Our
waterfront edges need to be strictly Permaculturally overseen to this effect.

B. Industrial water can be supplied from roofs. New York City is simply short
of tanks, while being a potentially large tank. There are different sorts of
tanks. One is the kind you put under the downspout from the roof of your
building. Tanks of another sort are the cheap tanks - earth tanks. From these
we get enough water for many of our uses - fresh water, which we presently
let go into the sea. We have several ways of water storage. We can store it
in the soils; we can store it in surface earth tanks, and we can store it in
sealed catchments. For an agricultural situation, we will use the soils. For
domestic situations, we will use earth tanks where we can. They are very
much cheaper. For every 5.000 gallons we can store in concrete tanks, we
can store 250,000 in Earth tanks at the same cost.

C. Conversion of high-level investment capital will flow to these low energy
systems. There is a large set of strategies to assemble as an "Earth banks”
service. The end result we aim for, is to produce a system that is ecologically
sound & economically profitable.

6



D. PERMACULTURE is a design science that weaves together our individual
human needs with the microclimates, plants, animals, micro-organisms, water
& soil management, thus allowing us as individuals to take responsibility for
our life-styles & design our way out of unsustainable cultural patterns while
meeting the realities of the future. Some of its principles are:

Relative location.

Each element performs many functions.

Each important function is supported by many elements.

Efficient energy planning: niche, zone, sector and slope.

Using biological resources. ‘

Cycling of energy, nutrients, resources.

Small-scale intensive systems; including plant stacking and time stacking.
Accelerating succession and evolution.

Diversity; including guilds. Make the least change for the greatest
possible effect.

*  Edge effects. Small space three dimensional abundance. Use the height.
Use gravity feed downward.

*  Attitudinal principles: everything works reciprocally, and Permaculture is
information and imagination-intensive.

¥ ¥ ¥ X X * ¥ X ¥

Cities are perfect places to build Permaculture systems which teach all living
beings to design for themselves a maximum satisfaction of their needs to
employ even in a minimum area of built space with a high density & quality of
biological information. Surplus-creating Sustainability is the future. Let us in
this WTC rebuild lead the way and maintain our world status of being the
greatest city in this future.

I am looking Forward to our all working together to create a Model
Sustainable Site, Sustainable City.

Sincerely, —
[ oo o

Coco Gordon a.k.a SuperSkyWoman
Artist, publisher, hand papermaker, Permaculture designer, and 20 year
resident of Tribeca

138 Duane Street, NY NY 10013
(212) 285-1609 (914) 238-6549
cocogord@mindspring.com




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY {0006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

[ am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Lagole A Gorzic8
3958 Seurh b A (&L)

New YOKK Ny /020

[print name an{ address]




-----Original Message-----

From: proh grabe [mailto:tony_bpc@yahoo.com])

Sent: Tuesday, February 03, 2004 11:41 AM

To: saveweststreet@aol.com; WTCENVIRONMENTAL
Cc: 911_healthalerts@yahoogroups.com

Subject: This Should Be in EIS....ResidentsJust AsSick

Dear Mr. Kelley:

The following transcript's facts should be included
extensively in the WTC rebuild EIS. The information
is relevant to the physical, economic and
environmental conditions of the downtown area.

Also the EIS must include the fact that a remediation
to hazmat the downtown areas WAS NEVER PERFORMED, even
though it is clearly a Brownfield site (massive diesel

spills) and a Superfund site (toxins from bulding
materials).

And that remediation was performed at other toxic
sites, but somehow not here.

Thank you.

Sincerely.

Proh+Tony GRABE

Downtown Residents and Workers.

Subject: New York Academy of Medicine 9/11 update
Researchers Describe Impact of Sept. 11 on City
Residents at Academy Conference Impact on
firefighters, children, borough residents chronicled

by researchers and national health leaders gathered
atthe Academy

Some of the 440 people who attended the Academy’s
conference regarding Sept. 11 research

NEW YORK CITY, Sept. 12 - New Yorkers are gradually
healing from the terrorist attacks that traumatized

the city one year ago, but some Manhattan and outer

2/13/2004
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FW: This Should Be in EIS....ResidentsJust AsSick

borough residents remain gripped by a troubling mix of
mental stress, substance abuse and respiratory
problems, distinguished researchers said this week
during a daylong conference at The New York Academy
ofMedicine.

“We awakened to the fact that we’re not invulnerable

to international terrorism,” Dr. Jeremiah A.

Barondess, president of the Academy, told a 440-person
audience in his opening remarks. “In the clinical and
public health communities, we’ve responded with aspate
of research efforts.” :

City, state and national health leaders and scientists
presented their research findings on Sept. 9 in Hosack
Hall at one of the most significant conferences the
Academy ever convened. Few were left unscathed by the
terrorist acts that took more than 3,000 lives in New
York, at the Pentagon and in Pennsylvania, said Dr.
Thomas Frieden, commissioner of the New York City
Department of Health and Mental Hygiene. Children,
adults, firefighters, drug users, peopie who watched

the Twin Towers crumble in person, those who saw it
unfold on television: most New Yorkers suffered some
degree of emotional or physical impact.

“Virtually everybody was affected by the World Trade
Center attacks and indeed, most everybody felt some
level of stress,” said Frieden, who was among 28
speakers at the event, all who’ve been immersed in
disaster-related health research and recovery efforts.
“The bottom line is, do people feel safe, and are they
able to function after the attack?” As the city marks

the one-year anniversary of the attacks, it is

improving preparedness for dealing with bioterrorism
by installing a new “Syndromic Surveillance” system in
citywide emergency rooms to detect clusters of
symptoms that warn of suspicious outbreaks or foul
play. (The Academy is co-hosting a Sept.
23-24conference about this new system).

Nobel Laureate Joshua Lederberg speaking at
theconference.

Mental health on the reboundNew Yorkers’ mental health
has collectively improved

since last Sept. 11 but has still not returned to

normal, explained David Vlahov, Ph.D., director of the
Academy’s Center for Urban Epidemiologic Studies.
Academy surveys conducted in the first half of 2002
show that New Yorkers were sleeping better, were less
jumpy, and felt less fearful of a shortened future by

the timé June arrived. Insomnia dropped to 15 percent
by June, down from 25 percent in February. Far fewer
people were suffering from post-traumatic stress
disorder (PTSD). Still, the news on mental health was

2/13/2004
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_FW: This Should Be in EIS....ResidentsJust AsSick

not all good, especially in the outer boroughs,
researchers reported. Staten Islanders and residents
of the Bronx suffered from more extensive PTSD
symptoms than did Manhattanites (22 percent, 21.7
percent and 16 percent, respectively). “The data
suggests that New York City is recovering, but
outreach to all boroughs remains an important
need,”Vlahov said.

Patients with PTSD symptoms must not be treated using
a one-size-fits-all approach, cautioned Dr. Carol
North, Professor of Psychiatry at the Washington
University School of Medicine in St. Louis. Patients
with symptoms like nightmares, jumpiness, and
intrusive thoughts can benefit by talking about their
Sept. 11 experiences in counseling, North said. But
such discussions may worsen the pain for people
struggling with avoidance or numbing symptoms, said
North, a 15-year specialist in mental health effects

of disasters. “There are different treatments for
different populations,” she said.

New York residents who’ve called the state’s crisis
counseling hotline have overwhelmingly reported
feelings of “sadness and tearfulness,” said Chip
Felton, Associate Commissioner with the state Office
of Mental Health. Forty-six percent of callers to
Project Liberty have reported these symptoms, Felton
said. While a significant number of New Yorkers have
recovered from the mental trauma, Felton said “there
still is a core group of individuals who are heavily
impacted by this event whose functioning is impaired.”
Substance use remains higher

Some New York residents have been turning to drugs to
cope with the lingering pain and anguish, researchers
reported at the conference. While little or no change
was detected in the use of hard-core drugs like
heroin, cocaine and crack after Sept. 11, alcohol use
as well as cigarette- and marijuana-smoking did
increase, and those increases persisted at least
through June, said Dr. Sandro Galea, a medical
epidemiologist in the Academy’s Center for Urban
Epidemiologic Studies. Six to nine months after Sept.
11, an estimated 1.5 million New York City residents
(25 percent of adults) were still drinking and smoking
more than they had prior to the attacks, Academy
research shows. Cigarette use was still about 8.3
percent higher than normal, alcohol use remained 19
percent higher, and marijuana use was elevated by
5.1percent.

“Use of substances remain as high, almost, six to nine
months after the event” as they did 1-2 months after
the event, said Galea, calling the findings

2/13/2004
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FW: This Should Be in EIS....ResidentsJust AsSick

“surprising,” especially since PTSD and depression had
begun to subside by that time. Research exploring the
relationship between stress and substance use will be

a funding priority for the National Institute on Drug
Abuse in the coming fiscal year, Associate Director
Timothy Condon, Ph.D., told the crowd.

Left to right, Dr. James Hughes of the CDC, former New
York City Health Commissioner Dr. Neal Cohen, and Dr.
Marci Layton, Assistant Commissioner at the cityHealth
Department.

Children feel the stress; newborns appear unscathed

As was widely anticipated, some of society’s most
vuinerable members — children -- were also severely
impacted. Thousands of children were plagued by fears
and anxieties after living through the unprecedented
horror of Sept. 11. Christina Hoven, Ph.D., a

professor at the Columbia Mailman School of Public
Health, surveyed 8,266 fourth- through 12-graders in
the New York City public schools to determine the
prevalence of mental disorders relating from Sept. 11.
What she found was striking: 15 percent of kids
reported a fear of public places, 12 percent of the
children reported separation anxiety, 11 percent
reported PTSD symptoms, and nine percent said they
hadexperienced panic. '

Black and Hispanic children, children whose parents
were involved in the Sept. 11 rescue efforts and
children whose parents had PTSD were most likely to
exhibit behavioral problems after the terrorist

attacks and to be sent to counseling, according to
Jennifer Stuber, Ph.D., a research associate in the
Academy’s Division of Health and Science Policy.
Stuber was lead author of a January-February survey of
2,001 New York City aduits. Children from
single-parent homes were more likely to
receivecounseling, the survey showed.

Youths who attended schoo! in the Twin Towers’ shadows
were not the only ones likely to feel psychological

pain resulting from Sept. 11. Research presented by

Dr. Betty Pfefferbaum showed that children suffer
mental distress even if they are not physically near

to the disaster site. Pfefferbaum, chair of the
Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Science at the
University of Oklahoma, studied Oklahoma City middle
school students seven weeks after the bombing of a
federal office building that killed 168 people. Two
years later, she surveyed sixth graders residing 100
miles from the 1995 bombing site. “Television exposure
was as important as physical exposure or interpersonal
exposure (knowing someone in the blast) in predicting
post-traumatic stress,” Pfefferbaum said.

2/13/2004
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FW: This Should Be in EIS....ResidentsJust AsSick

Perhaps the day’s most encouraging news was shared by
Trudy Berkowitz, Ph.D., a professor at the Mount Sinai
School of Medicine. Her preliminary data shows that
the World Trade Center collapse did not negatively
impact the health of babies carried by pregnant
downtown residents last September. The study so far
involved 173 women, most from lower Manhattan.
Researchers examined the babies, and looked at
mothers’ blood, urine and breast milk samples.
Respiratory problems linger A concem that continues
to frighten many New Yorkers is the long-term impact
of the World Trade Center collapse on respiratory
health. Just how damaging was the thick cloud of smoke
and pulverized debris that blanketed streets, offices,
apartments and people downtown? Several ongoing
studies aim to provide a comprehensive answer,
researchers explained. The World Trade Center
Respiratory Health Study, a collaborative effort of
New York University and the state Health Department,
will assess new and worsened asthma cases that
occurred after Sept. 11 among downtown residents.
Health of those living within a mile of the World
Trade Center site will be compared to that of

residents living more than five miles away, in Upper
Manhattan and Queens. The city Health Department and
the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention this
fall will begin enrolling 200,000 New Yorkers in a
20-year study to determine Sept. 11’s long-term impact
on their health. “We cannot rule out with absolute
certainty, any long-term health effects,” said Jessica
Leighton, Ph.D., Assistant Commissioner at the city
Health Department. The department detected a vast
amount of fiberglass in the dust sampled from 59
apartments in 30 buildings south of Canal Street
lastNovember and December.

Outdoor air samples that were collected between Sept.
14 and Dec. 31 by a New York University School of
Medicine team also showed high levels of fiberglass
particles, as well as gypsum board particles.

Professor Lung Chi Chen and colleagues set up air
sampling stations at several points downtown and
compared them to samples collected at Sterling Forest
State Park, about 40 miles north of the city. “We
wanted to see what the particles were made of,” Chen
said. Most of the World Trade Center dust particles
were too large to penetrate past the throat into the
lungs, he said, but are probably to blame for what’s
known as the “World Trade Center Cough.” Chronic
breathing problems have sidelined 363 firefighters and
emergency medical workers with respiratory
disabilities, according to new CDC reports. “These
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FW: This Should Be in EIS....ResidentsJust AsSick

particles are very irritating,” Chen said.

In the most emotional presentation of the day, Dr.
Kerry Kelly, Chief Medical Officer for the New York
City Fire Department, recalled that every one of the
department’s 11,000+ firefighters was called to duty
on Sept. 11. The department suffered a devastating
loss of 341 firefighters and two paramedics from more
than 60 firehouses, she said somberly, as pictures of
firemen flashed on the screen behind her. “Over 70 of
our members lost a brother, a father or a son,” Kelly
said. Fires at the disaster site burned well into
December and firefighters breathed the smoke clouds
every day. The deleterious health impact was
staggering: 1,768 firemen suffered respiratory stress
after Sept. 11, five times as many as before the
terrorist attacks. Coughing, wheezing and eye
irritation were common complaints, with more than 90
percent of the FDNY workforce developing a cough
afterthe towers collapsed.

Breathing is not the only impairment firefighters are
grappling with. A full 250 department employees remain
out on leave for PTSD, Kelly said, and 90 others are
out with orthopedic injuries. Smoking has increased so
much that the department is beginning a smoking
cessation program. There is also grave concern about
the disaster’s long-term effect on firefighters’
emotional health. “We’ll be sending surveys to
firehouses shortly to see how they’re doing as a group
and as individuals,” Kelly said.

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free web site building tool. Try it!
http://webhosting.vahoo.com/ps/sb/

2/13/2004

Page 6 of 6

e



March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantl y clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for bath residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As aresident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street wiil be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any.
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and. indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown. -

Very }ruly yours,
%&AL Q’,Z,a-rrw)
View: Groores
375 SouT Ens fre 1D, VY, N

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes ¢lear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Houw.& A @YQSSM wn
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[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Pla/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:

Ladies and Gentlemen:

: Tam aresident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park: Cxty closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

_ Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue.of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tuninel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers. downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also-makes clear that the end result
of this- malti<year construction purgas Ty wxll have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. Agcording to the DGEIS, building a tnnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
eithier direction at grade. In addmcm, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease coninectivity at points that BPC workers and residents fr quently use to cross West
Street —at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit'to downtown residents and workers-upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

o Gualley Mo oo Lmnte,

Very truly yours,

35 § St el &{1 K 220
Y pf [
[print name and addfws]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: Wor enter Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:
an L \%@“
I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

P

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tuninel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the comnectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

y truly yours, A

LL""" Y L%»%meu.&
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[print name and address] 10 3“%

¢ ¢ /}V"‘- i’kL( ¢

416



-y

March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

LHRISTIEN BV TIERE (=
355 5. FND AdS 1K

NLEW YEK N YV 19288

[print name and address]




Testimony February 18, 2004

Good Afternoon. My name is Holly Haff and I am here
today as a member of the World Trade Center Survivor’s
Network. The Survivor’s Network is made up of some of
the 1000°s of workers who courageously evacuated—-whose
desks were their 2™ homes, some for 25 years. We are
workers from adjacent buildings who looked out on the
towers every day. We are nearby residents, like my family,
two blocks to the north of Building 7

While attention has focused over the past two and a half
years on replacing the iconic value of the trade towers, the
infrastructure, and memorializing our lost loved ones, there
has been a void of attention to those who survived. The
proposed plans do not provide for survivors.

The WTC was a village to us. We lost our friends, work
colleagues, and way of life on 9-11. We shared meals in the
concourse, coffee in the elevators, and hellos through the
revolving doors. We walked through these buildings as
gateways to our offices, to shop, to our subways and ferries
and even on Sundays to church. We bought our vegetables
at its farmers market, our theater tickets on the mezzanine
at TKTS. For my son’s 10® birthday, we walked two
blocks to go to the Observation Deck to celebrate his entry
into double digit numbers. We lived our lives in the towers
and around it, and today have difficulty with the tourists
and flashing cameras at the site that was so intimately a
part of our lives. |

LH(



The Survivors Network implores the Governor, the Port
Authority, LMDC, and the Mayor that the plans at Ground
Zero provide a special place for survivors. In the
structuring of the Memorial Foundation, we seek to have
members of the Survivor’s Network included in the
decision-making to help formulate the exhibits, the quiet
space, the events, to ensure that the survivor’s tale is told.
We seek to ensure that survivors and their families can visit
the site with appropriate facilities to accommodate our
needs for contemplation, reverence, and reflection.

We want the richness of the culture and life of the World
Trade Center told and respected. It had energy, energy of a
talented work force, excitement of the financial and
government worlds, glamour of the Windows on the World
and the Observation Deck, and the beauty and softness of a
surrounding residential community.

Let’s pay tribute to the World Trade Center by telling the
stories of not only who died; but those who live on to retell
the life of towers. We want to cherish our roots in Lower
Manhattan by honoring the life and times, the culture and
the people, who made the World Trade Center a vibrant
part of life. The Survivor’s Network stands ready to be
accountable in making this happen.

k72



March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

[ am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end resuit
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTIC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnei option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours, .
o HarlivS
3945 SeuTH tah AWE

-\ [0 €0
[print name’and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include {(a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option fo?r%uilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have Iittle, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

W\

S DTS Saudy &m.n,m;
AR e fom VOS2 g0
[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
L& o anGy
245 S Tnd Hup  102%0

[print name and address] |
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to. downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity-that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

[print name and addfesé] |
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16 Stuyvesant Oval, Apt. SE
New York, New York 10009
212.533.3162

barba:anegxork@hotmail,ccm

March 15, 2004

Kevin M Ramps, Preaident
Lowey Manhattan Development Corparation

1 Liberty Plaza, 20 Ficex

New York, New York 10007

Dear Mr. Rampa,

Enclosed are my brief comments which I would like to be
considered in the Environmantal Impact Study for the gite
of the former World Trade Center.

Thank you for your consideration.

Bincerely,

Barbara Marion Horn,
New Yorkser

04 8591 vOCE &1 JBW 53952621 <84 SFONIIAMY TWLI4S0H
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Commentary for the World Trade Center Memorial and
Redevelopment Plan: Environmental Impact Study

Submitted by Barbara Maricn Horn
harbaranewyork@hotmail .com

March 15, 2004

We Can’'t Have It Both Ways:
Let The Fire Department In

How can we ask the Fire Dapartment of New York to take

responsibility for the safety, rescue and recovery of people and
property at the World Trade Center site without giwving them full

authority over the fire and safety codes ruling its rebuilding?

whether I am working on the top floor of the Freedom Tower or
maditating in the depths of the Reflecting Absence Memorial, I
want the amsurance of knowing that the public¢ servanta trained to
come to my aid, if summoned, are entering facilitiea they had a
nand in shaping and fesl confident about.

The owners of this sitae, the Port Authority of New Jersay and New
York. must let the FONY in on the decision making process. If
the FDNY is expected to safeguard the well-being of person and
place at these 16 acres, then they must be the lead agency in all
aspects of design and construction impacting fire and safety for
these future buildings.

We can’t have it both ways.

20 °d 85:91 vOOZ S1 BW TP AATARLE STINITANG WLTS0H



Following are comments on the Draft Scope of the WTC

‘Memorial and Redevelopment plan. It should be noted that

this entire process is flawed, because the “Proposed
Action” does not reflect the desires of a majority of New
Yorkers. At numerous LMDC public comment sessions,
more speakers called for rebuilding the Twin Towers than
supported the Libeskind plan. Despite this, no “restoration
alternative” was presented to the public during any of these
comment sessions. During 2002, six “Preliminary Design
Concepts” were unveiled to universal distain, and nine
subsequent designs were announced later in the year.
During this process, the “Restoration Alternative” was
ignored by the policy makers despite repeated requests
from the public that it be considered. The exercise of
rebuilding the WTC site should not be viewed as some
abstract exercise in urban planning. Rather, it is a
necessary response to an act of mass murder and urban
vandalism on an unprecedented scale. As such, the
analysis using the “Current Conditions Scenario” is
inappropriate. Because the destruction of the WTC was an
unprovoked attack and not a planned redevelopment, the
only appropriate method of analysis is the “Pre-9/11
Scenario”. Furthermore, not replacing what the murderers
destroyed is validating this horrible atrocity for generations
to come. The appearance and function of Manhattan must
not be dictated by criminals. Furthermore, the Libeskind
plan is significantly flawed in ways too numerous to list
here. Two examples: restoring Fulton and Greenwich
Streets through the WTC site will have adverse
environmental impacts because it will encourage more
vehicles to enter lower Manhattan. The area is already too
congested; adding more roads will simply encourage more
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people to drive downtown. Also, the so-called “Wedge of
Light” is a farce because it has been demonstrated that the
area in question will actually be covered in shadow during
the morning of 9/11. All references to the Wedge of Light
should be deleted from the analysis. Another flaw is that the
“Restoration Alternative” does not allow for rebuilding the
Twin Towers closer to Church Street, leaving the
“footprints” of the former towers vacant for the memorial.
Since the political decision was made not to build on the
footprints, the “Restoration Alternative”, as written, is
infeasible despite its popularity. A modified “Restoration
Alternative”, with the towers built away from the “footprints”,
more accurately reflects the desires of many New Yorkers
who expressed a desire to see the Twin Towers rebuilt
while acknowledging the necessity of providing a memorial
to the victims of terrorism. Towers proposed under the
“Restoration Alternative” must incorporate all modern safety
and environmental systems, rather than the mid-1960s
standards of the old buildings. The Libeskind plan’s
buildings are unattractive, and too short to accommodate
the 10 million square feet of office space that must be built
at the site. Not restoring all of the lost office space will
result in adverse environmental impacts throughout the
region, as jobs are forced to move to the suburbs due to
insufficient space in the city. This will increase suburban
sprawl. Therefore, it is imperative that the Libeskind plan be
discarded without further consideration, and a modified
“Restoration Alternative” be adopted in its place.

Bill Hough
238 East 30" Street #2F
New York, NY 10016

174



205 South Fna Avenue
apartment 194
New York, New York 10280

March 12. 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attn: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20" Floor

New York, NY 10006

RE: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS)

Dear Ladies / Gentlemen:

W are residents of Gateway Plaza Building 600 in Battery Park City, the residential complex in
Battery Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 1 i

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental Impact
Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Sureet, and the
impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on West Street
and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the tunnel option
will make life unbearable for a period of years for both residents and workers downtown,
particularly those in Battery Park City. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result of this
multi-year construction will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents downtown.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LDMC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for downtown
residents and workers during its years of construction. and will have litle, if any, benefit and will
likely thwart the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Sincerely. ! S )
o o\ )
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John and Vivian Hummiler
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:

World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murtay Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the

DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers diring its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
AL TAREeck !
78 Jowt € P)‘ﬂ/g; S+
New FpRE M (0280

[print name and addres§]
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Good afternoon. My name is Dr. Robert Jarvik and I submitted an entry to the
Memorial Competition.

Many of you know me as an artificial heart inventor. In my wofk, I have become an
expert on miniature axial flow pumps, the same type of pumps needed for the
proposed memorial waterfalls, only much larger.

Huge axial flow pumps used for flood control can do the job, but who appreciates
how immense these waterfalls would be?

Added together, the eight waterfall walls of both “footprints” are over 1,600 feet

long and far exceed the length of Niagara’s American Falls, which is about 1,000
feet long.

With the memorial falls, a curtain of water only ' inch thick would require a flow
of 15,000 gallons per second, equal to 20% of American Falls.

Like Niagara, the waterfalls would throw up a cloud of mist that would spread with
the wind. Chemicals added to the poois to prevent the growth of slime would
shower visitors, even beyond the site.

Five million tons of water a day would roar over the memorial falls, almost 2 billion
tons a year!

The energy required to pump this much water would exceed 10 megawatts, - twice
the energy the Empire state building consumes; and would cost over six million
dollars per year.

This design should never be built.

How many of you realize that the LMDC did not have the legal authority to build
any memorial at the World Trade Center site when it conducted the competition?

LMDC is a political subdivision of the State of New York.
The World Trade Center site is owned by the Port Authority, and is pot subject to

the jurisdiction of the city or the state of New York. Absent a legitimate contract
with the Port Authority, the LMDC has no control over the World Trade Center site.

W52



The Amended General Project Plan evidences the absence of a contract with the
Port Authority granting the LMDC the legal right to conduct the “Memorial
Program”, as of September 16, 2003.

Paragraph 1 of the Amended General Project Plan states:

“LMDC and Port Authority will plan these Programs together pursuant to a
Memorandum of Understanding to be entered into between them.”

Note the future tense “to be entered”.

There was no contract!

The LMDC had no legal right to design and construct a memorial at the World
Trade Center site, and misled the public to believe that it did.

The LMDC promoted the Memorial Competition process to the world as a model of
our democracy and as a “transparent” public process. But this wasn’t a democratic
process at all, and in fact the LMDC was attempting to usurp the process of
representative government through which the Port Authority exercised legal control
of the World Trade Center site.

The LMDC was deceptive and betrayed the public trust.

The representatives of so many rightful special interest groups, firemen and police,
families and private citizens alike, should refuse to deal with the LMDC, and should
take their concerns directly to the Port Authority and to the United States Congress.

To restore the integrity of the memorial process, the LMDC must be excluded from

further participation. — Thank you. .
. Robert Jarvik, MD.

President,

Jarvik Heart, Inc.

333 West 52™ Street

New York, New York 10019

(212) 397-3911 ext.11

rjarvik@jarvikheart. com

February 18, 2004 statement to the LMDC concerning the World Trade Center Memorial and Cultural
Program Amended General Project Plan, September 16, 2003
Michael Schimmel Center for the Arts at Pace University, Spruce Street, Manhattan.

~
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two.residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS,; building a tunnel] will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As aresident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Teuet dravee

AAE Sou T By AveHlo-J
WITW MoRA, M \0d&w.

[print name and address)




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
p (m/z (//SO . %/IM’L( ér/

( nCirre L aéa v C///? u/d///'7 gc/#//(d e ///7’1414 Wf)
J/’Le( /70/5& 0/1/4/1; (L;’IJ/’/V«./M 37YSOVME;AJ 41774‘{# («//Q
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[print name and afldress]




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment PlanvDGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  Waorld Trade Center Draft Generic nvironmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underesnmate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we-seek between BPC and the rest of downtown,

Very truly yours,
@2@ Z.@Zw{écg ;
375 Cuoll Lond Ao, #16T

{print name and address]

Vark, MY 19280030
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion —~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Itz

Tomar el

ov” )°
[print name and address]



March 11, 2004

| ower Manhattan Development Corporation
One Liberty Plaza, 20" Floor
New York NY 10006

Dear Sirs:

1 am a resident of the Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City. This letter is written to
express my deep concern regarding the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street.

The project will be a disaster during its years of construction. Currently 1 use Albany
Street as my crossing point.. The Liberty bridge is often too crowded, and the stairs
impossible when returning with packages! The Vesey strect bridge is one | have never
attempted. . it just looks 50 miserably industrial that I prefer to walk across a1 strect
grade. 1 must admit I may not do so when winter returns as the area under the arches of
the Verizon building becomes darker and more treacherous with each new piece of metal
added to that horrible bridge.

I have become familiar with the impact study DGEIS. | believe that study confirms my
fears that the tunnel option will make life miserable for residents and workers,
particularly those of us in Battery Park City, during the years of construction.
Additionally the tunnel option will have litile, if any, benefit for us.

The residents of Battery Park City have been through enough. The tragic event happened
in our backyard, our lives were wildly disrupted, now the emptiness in the sky is a daily
reminder. it haunts us and assaults our senses. 1 implore you to reconsider this project, 10
consider us! Frankly we are the victims of the tragedy too and we live with its aftermath
daily

erely,

Veronica Kelly

375 South End Avenue, 16A
New York NY 10280
V240 a0l com
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to. 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
ESTHER KoprndLAL,

3785-6E Souviw Ewp Ave
[print name and address]

NEw YoRK, N.Y. 17282
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Ceiter site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnet on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years, The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little; if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

SEYMO R /é:exyea;w

372§ 6D So Tt £1Y) 44/&
{print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two.residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit-ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I'urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel cption for rcbuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
(el K revey
2,75 Souvdh Tnd Avo
N MY 103] 0

[print name and addfess]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two.residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As aresident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

obin Kmuw
%/‘7 St hEnd Ave #56 S
MY JOXx o

[print name and address] /
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York. NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

! adies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Ilmpact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As aresident of Lower Manhattan, | urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likel v thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

E%W @«\C%NN
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a)-a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
G e 3 -0rwy
Eilen KRZSE
é—mle-gzgyz Pl wpr/ #3577

[print name and address] /
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation
Attention: Comments wTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies ang Gentlemen:

As aresident of LowerMhnham;, Turge the LMDC 1o study and learn the lesson that the

DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option fortehnﬂding West Street wil} be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, wil likely thwart
the connectivity that We seek between BPC ang th .

Julie Kicehinclyr ;
K5 _{outh Snd Are (A
[print name ang address)
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Drafi Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
henefit 1o downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and. indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

[am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this muiti-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally,

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
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[print name and addfess]

Very truly yours,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for périods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be-a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours, :
—  Arthur Land

355 S. End Ave. Apt. 6J
—  New York, NY 10280-1007
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers:during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity-that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown. '

Wy yours,

27$ SouTh Eued Aua #1083
ﬂéx/ S K /U 7028

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart

the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downto
Very truly yours, W’“"’é"\
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March 3, 2004 e

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

"A)/%(]x m M
Linfe M (_;(m.c'SLr
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[print name and address]




MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

") THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN
|

February 9, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attn: Comments WTC Memorial and
Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS

One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: Environmental/Plan Review

Gentlepersons:

As a registered professional engineer in both New York State and the
State of Texas, and having experience in building of large structures
beside teaching and research, I am writing to comment on the proposed
short-bypass plan for West Street/Highway 9A.

Very briefly, the plan calls for four lanes of traffic in each of the
northbound and southbound direction in the vicinity of the former
WTC. In each direction, two lanes will be placed below ground in
tunnels and two-lanes at-grade. In crossing West Street as envisaged
for this plan is that pedestrians at the north and south ends of the
tunnels will cross two two-lane of “slow traffic” paths and two two-lane
of “fast traffic’’ paths.

While waiting for crossing, the pedestrian would be subjected to the
fumes coming out of the tunnels in addition to those at ground level.
Also, exciting traffic tends to speed up and thereby pouring out above
normal amount of exhaust gases. Under raining and snowing weather.,
these points alone would pose physical danger of all sorts.

One of the repeated official reasons for the short-bypass plan was
pedestrian safety and convenience when compared to the at-grade plan.

Permanent Address: 250 South End Avenue, Suite 3E, New York, NY 10280 Email: lingfl @asme.org
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Lower Manhattan Development Corporation - continued

Based on the aforementioned alone, it is not clear how a margin of
better pedestrian safety would be achieved. Moreover, I see the tunnel
plan would be a monumental task, accompanied by many
environmental risks. Are these the price to pay for pedestrian safety
and convenience? Be it as it may, consider just a few items:

* A temporary slurry wall has to be to be constructed and removed
after a permanent slurry wall is built, and this wall is to be
connected with the existing WTC bath tub‘s west wall

* The slurry walls have to go down to bed rock level

* Moving sanitary interceptor sewer which I had read is over five
feet in diameter

* Pressure grouting at the PATH tunnels which means disturbing a
100 year old cast-iron system

Over the minimum period of 2005-2008, residents and folks who work
around the West Street or Route 9A project would be subjected to
several known environmental risks. Please remember more than half of
these folks had endured a severe round of environmental risks before,
i.e. post September 11!

I urge LMDC to adopt the at-grade plan. The city around the former
WTC is living entity including a shared thoroughfare of West Street
and Highway 9A. Moreover, the new WTC is not a cemetery, but a
living entity with a profound memorial element.

Thanking you for your attention, I am

Sincerely,
1 | {/\f"t,f“
Frederick F. ng, PE T
Earnest F. Gloyna Regents Chalr Emeritus in Engmeermg &
Distinguished William Howard Hart Professor Emeritus,

Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memonal and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan. I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed. will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
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Statement by John Lumea

LMDC Hearing on Draft Generic Environmentatl Impact Statement
re its Proposed Action at the World Trade Center site

Pace University, 18 February 2004

My name is John Lumea.

On 6 February 2004, the Lower Manhattan Development
Corporation determined that under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, the World Trade
Center site is eligible to be placed on the National
Register of Historic Places because “the WTC site retains

integrity of location, setting, feeling, and association.”

Put that very statement in the imperative — the WTC site
must retain integrity of location, setting, feeling, and
association — and you have a good idea what most people
want for the site. Building

a truthful response to the enormity of 9/11 obliges us to
preserve the site’s historic sense of place — not as
measured by the arbitrary sanctification of slurry walls,

but by endowing the site with a visual and visceral sense

ey
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of the physical wholeness of those acres as they now

present themselves. -

Lining the perimeter of the site with monstrously bulky
towers, making it imposSible to grasp at

a glance from the street the sheer greatness of

the site, is not the way to go about this. On the contrary,
greatness will come to the site only by designing it as one

civic urban gesture.

For nearly 2% years, you, the LMDC, have precluded such
an architectural response to 9/11 by running Greenwich
and Fulton Streets through the site, creating planning
quadrants — “the memorial” in one quadrant, everything
else in the rest — then requiring that these be designed on

separate tracks.

Last week’s news that below-grade infrastructure would
likely force the planned memorial footprints to be smaller

than the historic ones showed where this approach leads.

H4



Still, you have insisted that restoring the street grid is the

key to a so-called human scale development.

The fact is, the current plan would create the highest
urban densities and some of the worst light and air
conditions in Manhattan — in one case, according to the
architect Eli Attia, twice the maximum provision of the
New York City Zoning Resolution and 2% times the former

World Trade Center. Outrageous.



Defining the entire site as one parcel, as

the draft GEIS does, yields better numbers and enables the
LMDC to dodge these ill effects.

But each of the five proposed buildings will be privately
developed on its own parcel. And the collaborative bulks of
these buildings is what

will determine how the site feels on the ground.

Likewise, defining public open space to include streets and
sidewalks, as the draft GEIS does,

boosts the numbers, but it does not alter the facts: The
fragmentary spaces currently shown on the World Trade
Center site would function as little

more than glorified sidewalks.
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Given how painfully the site would have suffered under the
so-called Libeskind plan, it i's reassuring that the LMDC has
now recorded its intention, above all else, to preserve the
site’s integrity of location, setting, feeling, and

association.

Now we can get to the urgent business of finding a design
that does that, and the vast majority of us who never
supported the plan credited to Libeskind can rest assured
that the World Trade Center’s future is in good hands.

Thank you.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
turmel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
ALAr LUrER-

PE5 SYwTH £ AV E 1Y, po
[print name and address] 4
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BALANCING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF DEVELOPMENT WITH THE
HISTORICAL IMPERATIVE TO PRESERVE GROUND ZERO.
FEBRUARY 18, 2004
P3200 Photojournalism / Gregory P. Mango ©2004

; The master plan, Memory Foundations, by architect Daniel Libeskind, was developed in
concert with the L.M.D.C. to create what has become known as the memorial mission statement and
program elements. These guidelines formed the basis of the memorial competition & were culled from a
variety of ideas presented by thousands of people at numerous town hall meetings over the last several
years. These guidelines have been highly praised by many as being visionary In scope and also very
democratic precisely because so many people had input, including hundreds of family members of those who
were victims on that infamous and horrific day.

Supporting document #1, from the Executive Summary, page S-9: Regarding selection of
Danlel Libeskind’s Memory Foundations: “The selection team noted that the Memory Foundations design

recondiled the need to preserve the setting...with the need to rebuild.” This statement confirms the fact that
any proposed action must not only respect but in fact should ENHANCE the design elements present in Mr.
Libeskind’s plan.

When the memorial competition started, designers were given specific parameters. The most
important of these was the following statement found on the Site Definition page: "It is fundamental
to Studio Daniel Libeskind’s design that the slurry wall remains prominent and highly visible.”
(see supporting document #2)

Supporting document #3 is a Letter from Frank Gehry, renowned architect, who highlights the
qualities of the 30 foot deep recessed memorial plane and exposed slurry wall as designed by Studio Daniel
Libeskind.

Supporting document #4 is a statement taken from Leon Wieseltier, literary editor of The New
Republic. He suggested that the site itself has so much power that a flag and a void (meaning the 30 foot
recessed memorial with exposed slurry wall) would suffice.

Supporting document #5, taken from the Executive Summary, page S-13: also relates to
the memorial area, 30 feet below grade, as designed by Daniel Libeskind: The Memorial would, “provide a
level of psychological (and physical--my words) separation from the busy streets around it.”

The question then remains as to how we ended up with a memorial that fills in the 30 foot deep
recessed memorial and buries the slurry wall. In other words, the crux of the issue centers around a
conflict between the master plan as designed by Daniel Libeskind and a chosen memorial that
disregards the master plan entirely. I will now present evidence as to what happened.

STATEMENT: The jury made a decision, BEFORE looking at any of the boards, to eliminate any

proposals that actually used the 30 foot deep recessed memorial plane as designed by Mr.
Libeskind.
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Why the jury erred: : 2

Supporting document #6: Taken from The New York Times, 1/19/04, is a quote from juror Julie
Menin. “Mast of us thought that an at-grade solution was preferable.” They correctly determined that the
flow of pedestrian traffic was just as important as the memorial itself, but they assumed that an “at-grade”
solution would better address this issue. This decision was made BEFORE looking at any of the boards.

Supporting document #7: Taken from The New York Times, 1/8/04: “The proposals that survived the
first winnowing called for ample space at sidewalk level...” This makes no sense because there was no
sidewalk. By setting this false precedent before looking at the boards, the jury effectively disabled their
own ability to judge how well a competitor wedded his design to the Libeskind design, which was the basis
for the competition. Those designs were eliminated right away. How did the jury know In Advance that
a winning design wasn't to be found 30 feet below grade? The jury’s task was not to find an “At-grade”
solution. Their task was to find a design that complimented the Libeskind design and kept the slurry wall
exposed. The process should be additive, not destructive. I would further argue that the thought process
that gave us “Reflecting Absence” is antithetical to what the memorial is supposed to represent.

Supporting Document #8: Taken from the Memorial Mission Statement: “...inspire and end to
hatred, ignorance and intolerance.” Mr. Arad blatantly ignored the fundamental directives of the
Memorial guidelines and disregarded the voices of thousands of people. Does this behavior exemplify
tolerance for other ideas, which is the basis of our constitution? I think not.

In addition, architectural remains from the destroyed towers and surrounding artifacts
have not been used, further watering down the potential for a powerful memorial and diluting
the historical authenticity of the site.

By example, I use my trip to the concentration camp in Dachau, Germany, to illustrate a point. At the site, I
was able to walk inside and view a green tiled shower room with round, oversized shower heads, where
people were gassed. I walked past brick ovens which contained stretchers that were fitted with wheels on
tracks that were used to cremate bodies. The German authorities left these items in place to tell a story.
They made the right choice to leave these palpable items in the exact spots where they were used. They
didn’t remove these items and expect people to guess what the places looked like. This is one way of
creating a powerful memorial and this technique must be used at Ground Zero.

No manmade architectural structure can replicate the power and the symbolism of the
remaining box beam columns, as well as other artifacts like the Koenig sphere and the tower #1
antenna.

Supporting document #9: A Daily News photo and text from December 7, 2003, shows a picture of the
remaining box beam columns standing at the Northeast corner of the South Tower. The caption reads: "The
Proper and Fittihg 9/11 Memorial.” I think it Is safe to say that editorials in at least two of the three major
newspapers in New York City are a fair and accurate representation of what the public wants.

In closing, I must emphasize that all those town hall meetings will have been a waste of time if the Libeskind
plan Is thrown out. We will be failing future generations if they can't see the slurry wall, the remains of the
box beam columns, the Koenig sphere, and the Tower #1 antenna. (among other items) There is an
historical imperative that must direct our actions so that citizens from all over the world have a visual
bookmark of the destruction wrought on that day, so that all who visit will never forget and perhaps, they
will be inspired to never let it happen again by putting an end to hatred, ignorance and intolerance.
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Executive Summary

e Unresolvable Issues: Are there components that are unresolvable?
Resolvable Issues: How significant are the issues that can be resolved?
¢ Cost: What is the estimated cost of publicly funded elements of the plan?

Although all of the designs had positive elements, LMDC and the Port Authority determined that
two of the design concepts best satisfied the selection criteria—Studio Daniel Libeskind's
Memory Foundations and the THINK team’s World Cultural Center.

The Memory Foundations plan, submitted by Studio Daniel Libeskind, would preserve and
reveal the slurry walls of the bathtub of the WTC Site as a symbol and physical embodiment of
the resilience of withstanding the attacks of September 11. North of the bathtub, the tallest
building in the world would rise 1,776 feet in the air, and four other commercial towers would
encircle the Memorial setting in a descending spiral. New cultural facilities and a performing
arts center would be sited directly around the Memorial. At street level, Memory Foundations
would create a lively public realm by restoring Greenwich and Fulton Streets with a continuous
street wall and at-grade retail shops and restaurants. In the east, Wedge of Light Plaza would
create a plaza along Fulton Street from the St. Paul's churchyard to the entrance to September
11th Place. The Fulton Street corridor would be extended west of the museum and create another
major new open space.

The World Cultural Center design submitted by the THINK team (Ban, Schwartz, Smith,
Vinoly) centered around two open-lattice towers built around the footprints of the former towers.
A memorial would be located at the top of the latticework, with other cultural uses including a
museum and performing arts center below. A series of pedestrian bridges would cross through
the site, intersect at the heart of the two towers, and extend across Route 9A to BPC.
Commercial development would take place in office towers surrounding the memorial site.
Fulton and Greenwich Streets would be extended for pedestrian and vehicular traffic.

Public sentiment concurred with the selection of these two designs. Ninety-two percent of the
public comments received by LMDC gave Memorial Foundations a positive rating. Popular
elements of the design included the approach to restoring the skyline, and the use of the shurry
wall and bathtub area for the memorial. There was favorable response to the open space and
parks, particularly Wedge of Light Plaza. Ninety percent of the comments received were also
favorable toward the THINK World Cultural Center. Many responded favorably to the approach
to restoring the skyline and the inclusion of cultural and civic facilities. There was positive
interest in the memorial context and setting, though some concern about its feasibility.

Based on further refinements and evaluation by the LMDC, the Port Authority, and other
government officials, Governor Pataki and Mayor Bloomberg announced on February 27, 2003,
that Studio Daniel Libesidnds. Memorial ions bad been selected as the basis for the

i DR St

VifdvaTats

In the spring and summer of 2003 LMDC, together with the Port Authority, entered into

agreements with Studio Daniel Libeskind providing for the refinement of the Memory
Foundations design concept; to serve as the consultant architect for overall redevelopment of the
WTC Site; and to develop design guidelines for future commercial development at the WTC Site
in coordination with the Port Authority, LMDC, and the Net Lessees. LMDC also engaged
Studio Daniel Libeskind to assist in site planning of the Memorial and the cultural components.
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SITE DEFINITION

This competition seeks to elicit the most creative and exceptional designs for the
memorial at the World Trade Center site. The memorial site is part of the larger site
plan for the future rebuilding of the World Trade Center site. (See Jllustration #5 in
Daewnloads.) Of the approximately 16 acres designated for reconstruction, the
memorial and cultural complex occupies an area of 6.5 acres that includes the 4.7-
acre memorial site, 3 museum and other cultural buildings. The memoriai and
cultural complex is bounded by the West Street 8-lane highway to the west, an
extension of Fulton Street to the north, 3 restored Greenwich Street to the east,
and a new, east-west-oriented Liberty Street park to the south, The cultural
buildings form 3 protective shield and a bufler zone for the memorial site along
Fulton Street and Greenwich Street.

o The memorial site itcell is an area of approximately 4.7 acres that is
recessed 30 feet below street level. The site includes the two approximately
200 by 200 (eet areas known as “footprints,” where the original World Trade w s
Center Towers were located. . 9

o There is a glazed wall defining the northern edge of the north tower ﬁ ’ﬂlé S
footprint. This glazed wall provides natura! light for the adjacent, below j,«

grade pedestrian concourse. 'ﬂJ
e On the southern side of the site there is 3 new concrete wall forming the gm ii{

edge of the memorial site 3t Liberty Street. g ,r(ﬁf
e At the western perimeter of the memorial site is an area adjacent to the :UV

slurry wall going all the way down to bedrock, approximately 70 feet below
street level. It extends approximately 260 feet south from the northwest
corner of the site and has a width of approximately 24 feet. It provides an
opportunity for visitors to experience the full depth of the site and allows

views of the slurry wall's full height.
e The mu ing the fagades

2 architectural elements, are not included as part of the n.

I glazed Ine.

The north wing of the cultural building complex spans over the North Tower

cantilevers over the southern footprint and, together with a waterfall, provides a

og definition of the South Tower footprint. (Se¢ Illustrations #6 and. #7 in Downloads.)
Y Areas under these building portions are part of the memorial site and are shown as
= dashed lines on the site pian and on the sections. Between the two wings and at
N their center is September 11 Place plaza, overlooking the memorial site and giving
central access to the memorial and the museum. The museum is housed in 3
hnp:l/www.wtcsitcmemorial.org/memorial_sitc/index.html 5/26/03
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GEHRY PARTNERS, LLP

Frank Gehry
Jim Glymph
Randy Jefferson

Terry Bell
Edwin Chan
Craig Webb
George Metzger
Marc Salette

December 15, 2003

Gregory Mango

P3200 Photojournalism

210 17" Street

Studio #3

Brooklyn, New York 11215

Dear Gregory,

Frank Gehry has asked me to contact you on his behalf.

Frank was pleased to have the chance to review your proposal for a memorial at the World Trade Center
site. Frank found your proposal to be very interesting, he was especially interested in the qualities
conveyed by the two images North Footprint — View Looking North — Reflecting Pool Area and Drawing
#22, both of which we’ve marked.

Frank has asked me to extend his thanks, and his best wishes for continued success with your work.

Yours Sincerely,

GEHRY PARTNERS, LLP

"IN, . Ny

Keith Mendenhall

12541 Beatnice Street, Los Angeles, California 20066
TELEPHONE: 310-482-3000  1FAX: 310-482-3006
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Unbearable Lightness of Memory
By MAUREEN DOWD

Published: November 30, 2003

E-mail: liberties@nytimes.com

They are pretty.
Pretty and soothing.
Soothing and smooth.
Smooth and light.
Light and watery.

The eight designs for a memorial at ground zero, gleaming with hanging candles and
translucent tubes and reflecting pools and the smiling faces of those killed on 9/11, aim
to transcend. And they succeed.

They transcend terror. They have the banality of no evil. They represent the triumph of
atmosphere over atrocity, mood over meaning. The designs are more concerned with
the play of light on water than the play of darkness on life.

They have taken the heaviest event in modern American history and made the lightest
memorials.

As I walked around the Winter Garden of the World Financial Center, looking at the
finalists in the competition held by the Lower Manhattan Development Corporation, it
was hard to feel any connection to the grotesque evil that had crashed into innocence
right outside these windows two years ago, the evil that still radiates from that huge pit
and makes you mutter imprecations against Osama bin Laden.

2
"The designs are horribly, horribly bland," mourned Eric Gibson in The Wall Street
Journal.

The ugliness of Al Qaeda's vicious blow to America is obscured by these prettified
designs, which look oddly like spas or fancy malls or aromatherapy centers. It's easy to
visualize toned women with yoga mats strolling through these New Age pavilions filled
with waterfalls and floating trees and sunken gardens and suspended votives. Mass
murder dulled by architectural Musak.

The designs are reflections of our psychobabble culture, exuding that horrible and
impossible concept, closure. Our grief and anger have been sentimentalized and
stripped of a larger historical and moral purpose.
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Even the names of the models sound like books by Deepak Chopra and Marianne
Willlamson: "Garden of Lights," "Inversion of Light," "Votives in Suspension,"
“Suspending Memory," "Reflecting Absence," "Passages of Light: The Memorial Cloud.”
All ambient light and transient emotion — nothing raw or harsh or rough on which the
heart and mind can collide.

The spontaneous memorials that sprang up right after 9/11, both near ground zero and
at police and fire stations around the city, had more power and raw passion. What's
missing from the designs is some trace of what actually happened on this ground. Why
not return that twisted metal skeleton cross to the site, the one that made the World
Trade Center ruins such a chilling and indelible memory for the thousands of Americans
who flocked to ground zero in the months after the attack?

That's what makes other memorials, like Pearl Harbor's sunken Arizona, which still emits
oll bubbles almost 62 years later, and the rebuilt Berlin church that retained its bombed
spire, so emotionally affecting. They remain witnesses to the evils of modern history.

The fussy 9/11 designs also lack the power of narrative, With its black marble gravitas,
the Vietnam Veterans Memorial tells the anguished story of how America got sucked in
deeper and deeper, with the death toll rising along with the memorial's V-shape design.

Like the White House, these designs turn away from examining what went wrong and
offer no instruction. How were we so vulnerable to attack? Who are our terrorist foes?
Why do they hate us? The Holocaust museum in Washington shows that you do not
have to choose between reflection and instruction; it offers both.

There's no darkness in these designs, literally or metaphorically. They have taken death
and finality out of this pulverized graveyard.

“"Lower Manhattan must not be transformed into a vast mausoleum, obviously," he said,
"but neither must it be transformed into a theme park for advanced architectural taste."

The memorial cannot be sunshine-and-light therapy to make current generations feel
they have moved beyond grief and shock. It must be witness and guide to future
generations so they can understand the darkness of what scarred this earth.

g
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Executive Summary

Memorial would as important gs th

T accessed

to the World Financial Center in BPC on the west and the subway system on Church Street, and
would provide connections to street-level retail and pedestrian activities.

Beneath the concourse levels would be two service levels above the bedrock. The upper service
level would be adjacent to the PATH mezzanine, while the lower level would be adjacent to the
PATH tracks and platforms. There would also be loading facilities (docks, stalls, and bins) for
trucks on the mezzanine level beneath the new office towers. Parking for buses would be
provided below grade at the Southern Site or at Site 26, or at the WTC Site itself. Attendant
parking for 1,200 to 1,400 cars belonging to building tenants would also be provided below
grade. No parking is contemplated in the area of the site below the Memorial,

As part of the infrastructure for the proposed project an existing Hudson River pump station
below grade in BPC would be reactivated.

SITE DESIGN

Design guidelines are being prepared by Studio Daniel Libeskind, LMDC, and the Port
Authority to translate the vision of Memory Foundations into a set of principles and standards
that will guide the design of the open spaces and commercial projects. These guidelines establish
a broad but well-defined framework, enabling designers to be creative in the design for each
component while at the same time defining the essential elements that will ensure that each part
of the development contributes to the overall vision. The preliminary guidelines are highlighted
below.

IR

The Memorial would delineate the footprints of the Twin Towers in remembrance of the
individuals who lost their lives on September 11, 2001, and those who died in the earlier attack
on February 26, 1993. The master plan envisions the ground level areas around the Memorial
serving as a visual and thematic introduction to the Memorial. Movement to and from the
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from other sides, the main route would be from September 1

TOWERS

The five towers would be organized in a three-dimensional spiral, culminating in Freedom
Tower. Their orientation would emphasize the centrality of the Memorial space. When viewed
from a distance, the composition of towers would recall the dynamism of the Statue of Liberty,
creating an association between what would become the two most prominent landmarks along
the Hudson River. The towers would also incrementally increase in size, beginning with Tower 5
as the lowest and Tower 1 as the tallest. Consistency of the towers’ modern design would be
achieved by using a modern palette of compatible materials. Each tower would be subject to
height and bulk limits and, depending on the outcome of ongoing design guideline discussions,
may be designed with setbacks to maximize daylight to buildings and streets, improve views
from the upper stories, and mitigate the wind effects at ground level.

SAFETY AND SECURITY

Although pedestrian traffic would dominate the ground level of the site, safe ‘and efficient
vehicle access and mobility is important for goods movement, emergency vehicles, buses, taxis
and for-hire vehicles.

§-13
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The 9/11 Memorial: How Pluribus Became Unum Page 3 of 6

Setting the Rules

As submissions arrived at a warehouse on West 36th Street, the jury met with many groups and with the
governor, the mayor and former Mayor Rudolph W. Giuliani. "All of them promised to affirm our
autonomy and authority," Dr. Gregorian said.

For their part, jurors signed confidentiality statements restricting their public comments. But their
silence during the process also reflected their respect for one another. "You did not leave a meeting and
read about it the next day," Ms. Harris said.

Choosing the memorial was as much an urban planning exercise as an artistic commission. "It was the
memorial site competition," said Susan K. Freedman, a juror and president of the Public Art Fund.
“"How many artists are given four and a half acres?"

Although there were two consultant firms to guide the process, it did not take long for the jurors to
make their own rules, including a quorum of 100 percent for deliberations. "If somebody had to leave to
get on an airplane, the meeting ended — period," said Ms. Harris. The jury also decided that the magic
number for consensus would be 10 votes. And it wrangled with its stewards.

"There was constant friction with this group of jurors who hate authority," one official said. "They're a
difficult group, but great jurors.”

State officials were not the only ones to feel the jury's heat. Members debated among themselves —
sometimes to the point of raised voices and stamping feet — how the memorial would feel to those who
visited it. Jurors with a historical bent fought with those more concerned with the memorial's emotional
and tactile impact.

Many jurors credited Ms. Contini, a former first vice president for sponsorships and events marketing at
Merrill Lynch, for smoothing disagreements among them.

"I wanted to be sure that each juror always had the opportunity to have a voice,” Ms. Contini said.
Narrowing the Field

With 5,201 entries to consider, the original strategy was for the submissions to be divided among three
groups of jurors. The jury decided, though, that every juror would look at every board, including some
400 that had been disqualified on technicalities.

They did so in a 20,000-square-foot office on the 30th floor of the Equitable Building at 120 Broadway.
When they gazed out the window, exhausted from viewing submissions, jurors saw ground zero.

- A private investigation firm run by Bo Dietl, a former New York police detective, examined each
submission for explosive devices or contamination by anthrax. The 30- by 40-inch entries were placed
on hundreds of easels in rooms protected by a double-key system. Jurors' notebooks never left the
office.

http://www.nytimes.com/2004/01/1 9/nyregion/1 9MEMO.htmi?hp=&pagewanted=print&posi... 1/19/04
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How Winning 9/11 Memorial Acquired Its 2nd Designer ' Page 1 of 3
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January 8, 2004

How Winning 9/11 Memorial Acquired Its 2nd Designer
By DAVID W. DUNLAP and GLENN COLLINS '

w hen a proposal called Reflecting Absence was submitted last year to the World Trade Center
memorial site competition, there was one name on it: that of Michael Arad, a young architect
for the New York City Housing Authority.

When Reflecting Absence was announced on Tuesday as the winner of the six-month competition, there
was another name: Peter Walker of Berkeley, Calif., who has 45 years of experience in the teaching and
practice of landscape architecture.

Though Mr. Arad attracted the jurors' attention with the concept of great pool-filled voids where the
twin towers stood, it was Mr. Walker's greening of the surrounding plaza that sealed their choice. The
two now share the design credit and the contract, even though Mr. Walker joined only last month.

Having survived a winnowing from 5,201 entries to 8 finalists to 3 significantly redesigned favorites,
Reflecting Absence wound up as the choice of most, though not all, of the jurors in a 12-hour meeting
on Monday at Gracie Mansion.

The success of Reflecting Absence — and the ultimate failure of Garden of Lights and Passages of
Light: Memorial Cloud designs — was attributed to many factors by six people closely connected to the
process, who spoke to reporters on the condition that their names and their affiliations not be divulged.

For its part, the Lower Manhattan Development Corporation declined yesterday to offer any comment
on the memorial deliberations. Jurors are forbidden by their contract with the corporation to speak with
journalists until the process is completed when the final design is made public next week.

Public attention has focused on the possibly persuasive role played by one juror, Maya Lin, who
designed the Vietnam Veterans Memorial in Washington. She sketched out a proposal for the memorial
in The New York Times Magazine of Sept. 8, 2002, that bears a superficial resemblance to Reflecting
Absence.

But those who were interviewed said that though Ms. Lin's recent advocacy of Reflecting Absence was
forceful and entirely consistent with her minimalist design sensibility, no one person could have
commandeered the jury.

Instead, they said, Ms. Lin, though committed to the Arad design, was self-effacing and gave in on
many points she had favored. At least four other jurors made the case for the Arad design aside from
Ms. Lin, they said.

All 13 jurors had strong ideas and opinions, and they were were given ample opportunity to express
them and did so, they said. But they also described deliberations that were largely collegial, even

http://www.nytimes.com/2004/0l/08/nyregion/nyregionspecial3/08MEMO.html?th=&pagewa... 1/9/04
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How Winning 9/11 Memorial Acquired Its 2nd Designer Page 2 of 3

though sharp differences persisted through Monday, as Passages of Light remained a contender until the
end. (Garden of Lights, they generally agreed, had suffered so much from changes that it was no longer
as highly regarded, especially after its creators’ presentation to the jury on Monday.)

What mattered most to jurors about Reflecting Absence — the degree depended somewhat on who was
speaking — was the way in which its design spoke more clearly than other entries to what happened on
Sept. 11, 2001: the pancaking collapse of the twin towers into their own foundations.

By expressing the towers as voids 30 feet deep and almost an acre in extent exactly where the 110-story
buildings stood, jurors believed, the design would convey the magnitude of the event not only to a
generation that will never forget that day but to future generations that will have to learn.

The sheer size of the voids would also allow visitors to experience something of the physical dimension
of the trade center towers. Jurors were not unaware, even as they met in secret, of the publicly
expressed hunger for a memorial design specific both to the site and the event.

They were also concerned that Mr. Arad's original concept called for a plaza around the voids that was
too barren and lifeless. They made it clear that a landscape architect of high caliber would have to be
involved in the project, though they did not specify Mr. Walker.

The development corporation was said to have furnished a list of choices to Mr. Arad that included Mr.
Walker. :

Vartan Gregorian, the chairman of the memorial jury, summarized the result of their collaboration in a
brief public statement issued on Tuesday.

"While these voids still remain empty and inconsolable, the surrounding plaza's design has evolved to (
include teeming groves of trees, traditional affirmations of life and rebirth," he said. "The resultis a
memorial that expresses both the incalculable loss of life and its regeneration.”

The j\irors’ concern about landscaping began long before the recent refinements. ;I ceived
notjust a:mento ad to fit into the

task as finding a design for a memoriaksi yilss meaning that it
surrounding streets and sidewalks and ifito

reflected in the cight finalists announced in November, All turned their back; iri one way or
; memorial area could be depressed 30 feet below street level, which

was embodied in Diniel Libéskind's overall trade centér design concept.

Instead, from the veéry: beginming, the jury publicly invited architects to challenge the site-design plan.
They said they deliberately issued a direct invitationto break itssboundaries. W“A‘Y A

Sbe jﬁrors also felt that in its boldness, Reflecting Absence stood a better chance of serving as a
counterpoint to the 1,776-foot Freedom Tower, across Fulton Street, whose scale was made quite
apparent when the jurors saw a model on Monday night.

Jurors set a threshold of 10 votes for acceptance. Reflecting Absence came close in the first polling on

http://www.nytimes.com/2004/01/08/nyregion/nyregionspecial3/08MEMO.html?th=&pagewa... 1/9/04
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* Monday morning, but Passages of Light had supporters who appreciated it as a spectacular work of

architecture. To its advocates, the canopy formed by undulating translucent tubes suggested a cathedral;
to its detractors, it suggested a cave. .

Garden of Lights, in which the site was to be covered by prairies and apple orchards, suffered from
concerns over its underground "altar" rooms and the limited access that would be provided across the
grounds.

The final vote between Reflecting Absence and Passages of Light was not unanimously in favor of the
concept by Mr. Arad and Mr. Walker, though those interviewed would not specify what it was.

Besides Dr. Gregorian and Ms. Lin, the jurors are Paula Grant Berry, Susan K. Freedman, Deputy
Mayor Patricia E. Harris, Michael McKeon, Julie Menin, Enrique Norten, Martin Puryear, Nancy
Rosen, Lowery Stokes Sims, Michael Van Valkenburgh and James E. Young.

Copyright 2004 The New York Times Company | Home | Privacy Policy | Search | Corrections | Helo | Back to Top

http://www.nytimes.com/2004/01/08/nyregionlnyregionspecial3/08MEMO.html?th=&pagewa... 1/9/04
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WORLD TRADE CENTER SITE MEMORIAL COMPETITION :: MISSION & PROG... Page 1 of |

Worip
['vape Cennir

THE MEMORIAL MISSION STATEMENT
Introduction Remember and honor the thousands of innocent men, women, and children
murdered by terrorists in the horrific attacks of February 26, 1993 and
» Mission Statement September 11, 2001.

Program Guiding Principles Respect this place made sacred through tragic loss.

Program Elements Recognize the endurance of those who survived, the courage of those who
: risked their lives to save others, and the compassion of all who supported
Additional Program us In our darkest hours.
Considerations
May the lives remembered, the deeds recognized, and the spirit
reawakened be eternal beacons, which reaffirm respect for life, strengthen.

Questions Disclaimes Acknowledgments

http://www.wtcsitememorial.org/program/mission.html 5/26/03

316



s AT STRB AL B oe + KH O

G naz

42

DAILY NEWS

Sunday, Decerminer 7

1 DATLY £ NEWS s#
The fitting and proper
9/11 memorial

"he image above needs no explanation. In the days after the
attack on the World Trade Center, it was seared into Ameri.
C2's consciousness, a symbol of the horror, outrage, courage

and grief that swept the nation. To look at it is to remember, and

{0 remember is to grapple with the scope of 4 bloody turning

point in history.

en-story remnant of the south tower. Their plans, while sensitive,
creative and even beautiful, have failed to inspire. So they're re-
working them,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memornial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World TFrade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes-abundantly clear that the
tunne! option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunne! will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tinnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and woz:k:ra during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,

benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek bétween BPC and the rest of downtown.
Very truly yours,

(éémb // /Virc) S

375 ja:/mf Ewd /0»’@ - ,d/o‘/"o%c/

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Maailgw R. MaASpRkyk

155 Fouth Taed Asve- /3T
VW, M1 lox§ 0 —1v0g

(print name and address]
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March 3, 2004 - - -

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
cither direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart

he connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

i cd dih e
Y\Ud\ \aeﬁwk’b oo 9 Very truly yours,
Doue oo deswe Nk, Mazee
%Y\W—m \ L %{_{A}UA ac)gﬁmmm éﬁm&%ﬁl
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I'am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunne] option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little. if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likel y thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
‘_/’i ‘ [l& - C/:\"{]

BN Comal® Eni D Ape
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the.Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on

[print name and address]
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Testimony of
Catherine McVay Hughes

On

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation (LMDC)
Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
for
World Trade Center Memorial and Redevelopment Plan
February 18, 2004

Michael Schimmel Center for the Arts at Pace University

Good afternoon. My name is Catherine McVay Hughes, a fifteen year Financial District
resident. Our family of four owns an apartment one block east overlooking the World
Trade Center site (WTC). I am here to urge you to minimize air pollution as much as
possible (including dust and machinery exhaust) during the ten to fifteen years of
construction at and around the WTC site.

Calculate Cumulative Impact
Your Generic Draft Environmental Impact Statement (GDEIS) needs to adequately

address the accumulative impact beyond the immediate WTC site since more was
severely damaged on September 11, 2001 and more than that remains to be damaged two
and half years later. These large projects listed below must be included in the cumulative
construction period analysis since they “represent a change from conditions existing prior
to September 11, 2001” (page 2-6):
- 130 Liberty Street (Deutsche Bank) “de-construction” and site “re-
construct” of contaminated and exposed building which covers two city blocks
- 30 West Broadway (Borough of Manhattan Community College’s Fiterman
Hall) “de-construction” and site “re-construct” of contaminated and exposed
building which covers one city block
- South Ferry Subway Station
- 7 World Trade Center (construction in progress)
- 90 West Street renovation and conversion to residential building (construction in
progress)
- Infrastructure Repair which consists of digging up many streets to access
cables, pipes, and wires

All these projects combined with your construction phasing has and will have an
enormous impact on air quality from the exposed contaminated Deutsche Bank &
Fiterman buildings to the truck traffic to construction machinery. These projects will
include traffic beyond the estimated 176,000 truckloads calculated from the various
tables listed in Appendix J.

Air Quality

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has designated Manhattan as Modefate
Non-Attainment for PM10. In addition, all counties in New York City as well as
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Suffolk and Nassau counties have been designated Severe Non-Attainment for ozone
(Section 14.3.2, page 14-9).

If LMDC is actually serious about taking upon itself a higher standard for environmental
performance in an effort to reduce practical environmental impacts,l then LMDC should
take the following steps to reduce air quality impacts on the surrounding World Trade
Center community that lives and works in the immediate vicinity of the WTC site.

¢ Incorporate the A-191 law into all contracts related to the World Trade
Center Redevelopment and enforce it. This law will requires city construction
contracts to call for ultra-low sulfur diesel (ULSD at 15 ppm) and best available
pollution control technology on heavy diesel construction machinery above 50
horsepower. Timely quarterly reports should be made available on-line for the
public.

o Extend law to include contracts with the Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (MTA) and the Port Authority of New York & New Jersey
(PA) at and near the immediate vicinity of the WTC Redevelopment site.

o Extend law to include contracts with the utilities including Con
Edison and Verizon. Both companies continue to do maintenance related
to the WTC disaster in and around the immediate WTC site.

o Modify Appendix A, SEQ-5: Construction Environment Action which
does not comply with existing law since it refers to only non-road
construction equipment of 60 hp or greater to include diesel retrofit
technology

o Change “practicable” and “commitment” to mean “required.” (Chapter 22:
Mitigation Measures, page 22-17)

* Reduce Vehicular Emissions by extending the A-191 law to include moving
vehicles immediately. For example, demolition trucks (used at the Fulton Street
Transportation Station and Deutsche Bank) and concrete trucks (including 7
World Trade Center) should be using ULSD and be retrofitted. Although trucks
and buses will be required to use ULSD fuel by 2007 under a rule issue by the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), why not implement this earlier?
If this can not be implemented, then provide a portable local exhaust ventilation
system where a tail pipe is hooked up to a hose that captures the exhaust by
filtering the vehicle emissions through a HEPA similar to a Fire Engine at the Fire
House.

¢ Enforce the New York City’s three consecutive minute idling law for trucks
and buses with diesel engines (see CB#1 resolution) and manage construction
scheduling to avoid idling. Add this under Action of UEQ-8, Appendix A, page
9. This should include all moving vehicles such as concrete trucks or hauling

' “With the above uncertainty in mind, and in order to minimize impacts from the massive simultaneous
reconstruction efforts in Lower Manhattan, LMDC, in coordination with all agencies involved in the
reconstruction, has taken upon itself a higher standard for environmental performance in an effort to reduce
to the extent practical environmental impacts during both the construction and the operational phases of the
Proposed Action, with special attention given to air quality.” (page 14-5)

2 New York State Department of Environmental Conservation News Release, “State Announces Air
Quality Controls for Lower Manhattan: Initiatives To Reduce Emissions From Construction Equipment
During Rebuilding,” September 27, 2002,
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trucks used on the WTC Redevelopment projects and tour busses, limo services
and cars. Idling of tourist buses and limos visiting the site and car service cars for
local businesses pollutes the air.

¢ Provide funding or install HEPA filters at fresh air intakes in nearby
residential and commercial buildings. Implement LMDC’s suggestion of
“reducing the exposure of people to PM by installation of HEPA Filters at fresh
air inlets in hotels and office buildings, and the purchase of air conditioning units
with HEPA filters for residences with operable windows, in the immediate
vicinity of the project site.” (Chapter 22: Mitigation Measures, page 22-17)

¢ Develop an Air Monitoring Program along the perimeter of the entire World
Trade Center Redevelopment Site to track cumulative impact of the
numerous construction projects on the adjacent residential and commercial
areas. This should including 130 Liberty & 30 West Broadway and the Fulton
Street Station. The air monitoring should include testing for particulate matter
(ultrafine, PM 2.5 and PM 10), diesel particulates, asbestos, metals, mercury,
quartz, organics, PCBs, and dioxins. There also should be surface testing of
surrounding communities to assess surface dust contamination as a result of
redevelopment activities. The information should be available on-line and should
include a 24-hour rapid response to limit potential exposures.

* Improve the public transportation infrastructure. This can be done by
creating a world-class airport access system linking Lower Manhattan to Long
Island and all three of the area’s major airports, and build the Second
Avenue Subway. It is very important to minimize vehicular congestion.

¢ Require that all MTA and tourist buses use low sulfur fuel and be designed
or retrofitted to use current low emission technologies.

¢ Incorporate the impact of the trucks bringing the slurry to the site and the
dust generated from mixing the slurry that is used in the slurry walls. This
dusty component is completely missing from the calculations.

Sustainable Design Guidelines

After the recent extensive electricity blackout that left Downtown Manhattan, as well as
much of the Northeast, in the dark for over 24 hours, it’s clear that our energy grid and
supply is antiquated and a national security issue. Therefore, construction at and
surrounding the WTC site should exceed the Battery Park City Authority Green

Guidelines (http://www.batteryparkeity.org/guidelines.htm) which:

o Increases energy efficiency by 20% over current New York State
Energy Code® measured in terms of dollar (BPCA, Section 1.1, page 9).
LMDC states that WTC projects will only achieve a minimum of 20%
decrease in energy cost above ASHRAE 90.1/1999 (according to

? The EECCNYS addresses the design of energy-efficient building envelopes and the installation of energy
efficient mechanical, lighting and power systems through requirement emphasizing performance. This
comprehensive code establishes minimum regulations for energy—efficient buildings using prescriptive and
performance-related provisions. It makes possible the use of new materials and innovative techniques that
conserve energy. J/iwww.dos.state.ny. us/code/energycode/Code. hi
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Appendix A: EEQ-3 Optimize Energy Performance Action, page 15).
Therefore, current WTC Redevelopment doesn’t exceed BPCA's
guidelines. Also, the WTC Redevelopment 20% calculation should
exclude the wind turbines which “would be explored to determine if
power generation could be achieved through harnessing wind power at this
location” (page 12-26), just in case this new technology does not work.

© Requires use of ultra low sulfur diesel fuel for all construction vehicles
with a carrying capacity in excess of 5 tons and for all portable generators.
(Section 3.9, p. 31)

Hazardous Substances

* Monitor the soil as excavation continues. There is no mention of further testing
of soil as the project moves forward. However, the document states,
“contaminated material encountered during excavation activity would be handled,
transported, and disposed of according to all applicable federal, state, and local
rules and regulations, and in accordance with the Health and Safety and Soil
Management Plans.” (Chapter 11: Hazardous Materials, page 11-14).

* Install metal grates at exits to clean tires of vehicles leaving WTC site, such as
Vesey & Church Street and Liberty & West Street.

* Minimize dust by spraying water around the WTC site and area when the
ground is dry and dirty vehicles should be cleaned before leaving the site.
The Health and Safety Plan, states that “Dust generated by construction activities
or from excavations would be suppressed by spraying water during dry weather,
by cleaning vehicles and other equipment prior to leaving site...” Special
provisions should be made during the winter months when the water would
freeze. In addition, I have yet to see any vehicles and other equipment cleaned
prior to leaving the site or a washing station set-up (Chapter 11: Hazardous
Materials, page 11-14).

¢ There is no mention of further testing of existing structures containing elevated
asbestos and metals concentrations as the project moves forward. However, the
document states, “surfaces of existing structure containing elevated asbestos and
metals concentrations would be subjected to pre-construction cleaning.” (Chapter
11: Hazardous Materials, page 11-13).

Other
e New location needs to be determined for Greenmarket that reopened in June

2003 at Liberty Plaza which has been subsequently closed due to plaza renovation
(page 1-36).

Thank you for the opportunity to express my family’s environmental health concerns
about the redevelopment of the WTC site before you today. I urge you to seriously
consider implementing these measures. I look forward to working with you on rebuilding
our neighborhood and to make this ten to fifteen year rebuilding process as livable as
possible.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment PlawDGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
Waest Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel aption for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectmty that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

35S M ondl Maé%wmmy;m&

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

ly you
ﬂtj;t/[ /(/7 / /é’,w/
355 South Eodd fvenue, 47507
flécotork. NV (0280

[print name and address]




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, ami Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunne! option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, | urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity-that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

xo“{’“ \IUC@.U
%%‘ Sm% el
\\: otlE W \osgo
[prmtname

zddress} v
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include {a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life. miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, 1 urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have liitle, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

}i@ﬁu\ Mduy
295 (Rl S asre

) ,g[@u‘(c« U{ e

[print name and address]
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March 12, 2004
TO: Lower Manhattan Development Corporation
FROM; Residents of 125 Cedar St. (AKA Beard Building, AKA 120 Liberty Street)

RE: World Trade Center Memorial and Redevelopment Plan Draft Generic
Environmental Impact Statement

As one of the closest residential buildings to the WTC, we have lived through the
destruction of the towers, dislocation from our homes, the clearing of the site, major
infrastructure work beneath our streets and, now, the emptying of toxic debris from the
Deutsche Bank building.

When the redevelopment process begins in earnest, the impact on our quality of life will
be even greater than it has been. We the residents of 125 Cedar Street have immediate
concerns about the impact of collective deconstruction and construction at all sites now
included in the WTC rebuilding zone. Some of our concerns are listed below.

The impact on us as sitting residents be considered at all times.

* An entity be established to coordinate activities of all projects in the expanded
WTC redevelopment site to make the process more efficient, cleaner and quieter

* Construction schedules be shared with the community every few days, so that we
can know in advance what to expect.

* Immediate steps be taken to minimize the impact of deconstruction of Deutsche
Bank on our community including

O provide noise mitigation by installation of soundproof windows in our
homes (as proposed in Chapter 22 of the GEIS), at no cost to residents

O provide assurances that buildings as large as DB have been successfully
and safely deconstructed while residents, workers and businesses have
remained in place, and as close to the building as we are to DB

© Monitor air and dust for environmental hazards, with monitoring stations
placed near where people live and work. Tell us what you are monitoring
for, tell us the threshold safety levels for each substance, and tell us what
your contingency plans are if those levels are exceeded.

o Be aceountable if the deconstruction of Deutsche Bank or reconstruction
on the expanded redevelopment site results in an unhealthy or unsafe
situation or makes it impossible for us to remain in our homes.,

* Al vehicles, from tourist buses to off-street construction machinery, should obey
laws that limit idling.

* All vehicles and construction machinery on site should obey the low-sulfur fuel
laws.

* Steps should be taken to muffle engine noise of vehicles and construcﬁon
machinery.
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* Throughout the redevelopment process air quality and noise levels should be
continuously monitored and results reported to the public quickly and often. If
conditions become hazardous, LMDC will be responsible for remediating.

Regarding the long term environmental impact of the redevelopment we ask that LMDC

¢ Consider the impact on our south of Liberty Street residential neighborhood in
planning the location of the WTC truck and bus garage and vehicular access to
that garage. With plans to further develop our neighborhood as a residential
district, and considering both the concentration of buildings, density of population
and the narrowness of the streets, we believe that the south of Liberty St.
alternative being considered for this garage is not feasible.

* Revisit pedestrian and vehicular traffic patterns and estimates as included in the
GEIS. We believe, based on our experiences as longtime residents (more than 20
years for most of us), that the estimates are far too conservative.

* Reyvisit the site plan for the proposed building on the southeast corner of the
redeveloped WTC. Our adjacent residential block of low rise buildings is a buffer
between the 21* century redevelopment and historic New York. It is important for
planners to consider this historic rofe as well as protect us from undue impact
from shadows, etc.

* A wind wrbine hasnever been built inside a densely populated city or on top of a
building. We ask that further study be made of the plan for wind turbines in the
Freedom Tower, especially the potential impact of noise and the effectiveness of
plans for maintenance, including blade cleaning,

We congratulate the LMDC on its leadership in planning for the simultaneous
development of so many projects on so large a site, and for encouraging green building
practices. We thank the LMDC for giving high priority to the concerns of the residents
that live immediately adjacent to the site, especially during the construction process. This
site belongs to the world, but it is also our home.

Warm regards,

Kathleen Moore
Patricia L. Moore -
Residents of 125 Cedar Street

\ ,
57 o \ 572
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March 3, 2004

Iower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen: |

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two. residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunmel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown, According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will hiave little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
Weedalle £ ey
MicHELLE L. MoREY X
375 So. aND ABMLE, S

New o, Y 1028¢
[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Strect at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents

“downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in

either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours, A S

Ao, Mploi

R /f/ﬁ/? VK %,// )’?& A s
IO So.END 4Uc M F

[print name and address] / /// J C%g}jﬁ
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From: Ms. Moss [mailto:infowoman3001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2004 2:22 PM

To: WTCENVIRONMENTAL

Subject: Environmental/Plan Review

The West Street Tunnel Project is a very harmful waste. The resident communities near the WTC have
been harmed enough. Well-placed pedestrian walkways will accomplish what the neighborhoods and
traffic flow need far better than beyond-belief expensive tunnels. Wake up, and do your jobs by
supporting the needs of the surviving community members.

Evyn Moss

3/16/2004
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

y éy/purs, .

7/

T HaeBAC _
38X SoUTH END AVE., /4F-

NY ., M (0280

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Atention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I'am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic alon g West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover. the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any.,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and. indeed, will likely thwarn
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly vours, ‘ S

]
;N
' g

[print name and address)
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March 3. 2004

Lower Manhattan Deveiopment Corporation

Atention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Libenty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York. NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
ihose in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, | urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed. will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
Lo MY

v, - I G
I S Y G L o o
SV TR el L. T A

N A e
[print name and address]
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6107 217" Street
Bayside, N.Y. 11364
March 7, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

“To Whom It May Concern:

What follows is my comment on the Amended General Project Plan.

The extension of streets into the World Trade Center site is a mistake that will
become evident once construction is completed. As I mentioned in my comment on the
DGEIS, an open Greenwich Street will provide a perfect opportunity for trucks and cars
to bypass West Street and Broadway on their way to and from the Holland and Brooklyn-
Battery Tunnels. Fulton Street will just become a noisy, congested mess like Chambers
Street. Consider the security implications: a few well-placed truck bombs on these streets
will more than suffice to collapse all the office towers on site. Furthermore, you put
visitors to the site in extreme danger of being killed by vehicular traffic, or suffering the
effects of the noise and air pollution as they visit the WTC. Is this the "lively street life”
you want? More traffic mayhem?

Furthermore, you continue to propose a dense mess of low-rise office towers to
replace the commercial office space, hotel and conference center. Why not put all of that
into two tall skyscrapers like what was taken from us? This would solve the density and
open space issue.

It is imperative, for the future of this city, that you reconsider the restoration
alternative, and rebuild the WTC site accordingly. For too long you have shut the silent
majority of the people who desire the restoration alternative out of the process. Ifyou
take a poll of the restoration alternative vs. the Libeskind plan, maybe you will wake up.
I suggest you take a good look at what the people truly want instead of parroting the Big
Lie that "Libeskind was the people's choice.”

Sincerely,

Andrew Olié a.D.-Ph.D. .
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6107 217™ Street
Bayside, NY 11364
March 7, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

To Whom It May Concern:

What follows is my comment on the Draft Generic Environmental Impact
Statement (DGEIS), which partly incorporates my 3-minute presentation at the DGEIS
comment hearing at Pace University on February 18, 2004.

After over two years of writing letters, talking to many people, and sacrificing
inordinate amounts of time attending hearings, viewing Winter Garden exhibitions, and
getting involved in ImagineNY and Listening to the City events, | have come to the
realization that The Leave Manhattan Destroyed Committee doesn't give a damn what the
ordinary people of this city want for the WTC site. Only special interest political and
urban renewal agendas have been considered. You are but puppets of Pataki, who has
corrupted the rebuiiding process and has turned all these forums and events into shams
where you pay lip service to listening to the city, when in reahty, you only care about
listening to Pataki!

The Twin Towers were targeted for their symbolism, their representation of our
commercial enterprise, which we as Americans should be proud of, not ashamed of.
They were an important part of Lower Manhattan, which has been and always should be
the financial capital of the world. The World Trade Center before 9/11/01 was an active,
diverse community with 45,000 to 50,000 workers and numerous tourists most every day.
The people of this city, this country and the world want the twin towers of the WTC
restored to their former glory! This is the reason why Foster's site plan was the winner,
by a clear plurality (20% of those polled on your own official poll). It gave us Twin
Towers we could be proud of. But instead, you rigged this process to shove Libeskind's
mess down our throats.

Joseph Goebbels, Hitler's Minister of Propaganda, said, "if you tell a lie big
enough and keep repeating it, people will eventually come to believe it." Since February
26, 2003, when Pataki overruled the LMDC's choice of THINK's World Culture Center
and selected Libeskind, the rebuilding of the World Trade Center has become a Big Lie
perpetrated by Pataki. In his speech the next day at the Winter Garden ceremony for the
winning site plan, it was sickening to hear Pataki extol the virtues of this "open and
democratic” rebuilding process that resulted in the selection of Libeskind as the winner.”
How long are you going to repeat the Big Lie that Libeskind was the people's choice
when the TRUTH is reflected by your own polls! In your initial poll, which had over

Sa0)



32,000 respondents, the "winner" by 64% was "I don't like either of these plans!” Did you
ever even stop to consider what those two-thirds of New Yorkers wanted? No, you found
it more expedient to blatantly ignore the will of the people and impose Pataki's agenda on
this sacred site. Rebuilding the World Trade Center was supposed to be about what the

PEOPLE wanted, NOT about advancing Pataki's political career or giving him something

to brag about at this summer's Republican National convention!

Like Pataki, the Libeskind plan also incorporates Big Lies designed to be
swallowed by the unquestioning masses. It has been proven that his Wedge of Light
Plaza will not work as described, and even someone with high school physics or who has
visited the NY Planetarium could have told you that! And although it is being sold to the
public as "the tallest building in the world," the "Freedom Tower" fails to boldly restore
the skyline in any way imaginable. From its beginnings in the Libeskind planasa
hypodermic needle pointlessly filled with various flora, to its current conception in
collaboration with David Childs of Skidmore Owings Merrill, where cables, windmills,
whirligigs, cages and a spire are used to reach 1,776 feet, it remains only a 70-story
building. No human presence is allowed above a height of 1,100 feet, and the
observation deck and restaurant are on the 63™ floor, which is an insulting betrayal to the
people of this city who were once able to look out over the city from over 1,300 feet.

For those who can see beyond the Big Lie of the Freedom Tower, it is nothing
more than a Surrender Tower that capitulates to the terrorists in preventing us from
reclaiming the skies at the height where we were once able to ascend. The rebuilding
effort thus far has produced a site plan few New Yorkers are proud of, a skyscraper that
exudes fear and cowardice with its upper third uninhabitable, and a bland, abstract
mermorial that is little more than a new-age theme park disconnected from the reality of
9/11. And the control of Ground Zero has been given to two self-aggrandizing architects
with no experience to speak of for such a project, who could not have attained their
position without the influence of Pataki. This is in clear violation of city and state ethics
codes. As Governor Rowland of Connecticut and Governor Davis of California found
out the hard way, one cannot play a corrupt game and a corrupt agenda against the public
interest for long. Pataki's machinations at the WTC site and his corruption of the
rebuilding process by way of the LMDC will come back to haunt all of you!

You have given into the worst impulses of urban renewal, by seeking against
popular will to bury West Street, and by restoring every street from Radio Row days
through the World Trade Center site. In doing so, you will turn it from a respite from the
noise and congestion of Lower Manhattan to a traffic shortcut for cars and trucks
bypassing Broadway and West Street. This must be the first time in city history that
development groups favored streets filled with noise pollution and exhaust over a
pedestrian-only area protected from traffic that once characterized the original World
Trade Center plaza. Keep the streets out of the WTC site, and leave West Street alone!
Do you not realize how bad an idea it is to open up the streets of the WTC to ttaffic?
EVERY traffic study done has concluded that adding streets only ADDS to traffic
congestion. If the WTC site is such an important site resonating with historical
significance, for what reason do you want to turn it into an ordinary street grid? We
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already have much of Canal Street, Broadway, and Downtown Brooklyn choked up with
cars, heavy trucks and traffic noise pollution. The eavironmental impact of streets on the
WTC site cannot be ignored! An open Greenwich Street will provide a perfect
opportunity for trucks and cars to bypass West Street and Broadway on their way to and
from the Holland and Brooklyn-Battery Tunnels. Fulton Street will just become a noisy,
congested mess like Chambers Street. Your shortsighted urban renewal opportunism is a
disaster waiting to happen. Also, for all the fear you exude over people working above
63 stories due to terrorism, do you ever stop to think how you are opening the WTC site
up to destruction by truck bombs when you open up those streets? A few well-placed
truck bombs on your re-imposed Radio Row street grid will more than suffice to collapse
all the office towers on site. Furthermore, you put visitors to the site in extreme danger
of being killed by vehicular traffic, or suffering the effects of the noise and air pollution
as they visit the WTC. Is this the "lively street life" you want? More traffic mayhem?

What is your bias against an underground shopping concourse? The concourse-
level shopping center that was one of Westfield America's most successtul malls and a
favorite of workers, residents and tourists to the area, was derided as a suburban shopping
mall that should have no place in the city. The LMDC scuttled Westfield America's
desire to rebuild their shopping center by forcing most of the stores onto the streets to
improve "street life,” forcing this company to finally sell its lease. Many people enjoyed
that concourse level retail, and your organization had to destroy it!

You can, and MUST revisit the restoration alternative. You do make perfectly
clear that "THE PROPOSED ACTION IS NOT, HOWEVER, THE ONLY OPTION
CONSIDERED BY OR OPEN TO THE LMDC." According to your own draft GEIS,
the restoration alternative does not have significant negative environmental impact with
respect to shadows (23.4.5), community facilities (23.4.6), socioeconomic impact
(23.4.7), "neighborhood character” (23.4.8), hazardous materials (23.4.9), infrastructure
(23.4.10), air quality (23.4.13), noise (23.4.14), the coastal zone (23.4.15), the floodplain
(23.4.16), natural resources (23.4,17), electromagnetic fields (23.4.18), and construction
impact (23.4.19)! Yet the current site plan would be quite detrimental to the
environment! Low-frequency sound waves generated by the windmills will become a
source of complaint to the neighborhood, air quality will be poor due to pollution from
the re-developed streets, noise pollution will increase for that same reason, and
pedestrians will suffer. Furthermore, the reopened streets will destroy historic resources
by paving up much of the site with asphalt for vehicular access, and effectively deleting it
from pedestrian-friendly open space, while security will be lessened given the amount of
unchecked vehicles that would be moving through the site. The urban density that comes
with the Libeskind site plan would be among the worst in America with several low-rise
skyscrapers towering over sidewalks with relatively small footprint areas. This could be
avoided with all the office space placed in two strong, tall towers.

Give us back truly monumental twin skyscrapers as tall or taller than Before and
safer and stronger than ever, which allow people to ascend to their apices, and in so doing
reclaim the skies over Lower Manhattan. An imaginative restoration plan can do just that
and meet the needs of a fitting memorial without encroaching on the footprints. It would
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maximize the open space, historic resources urban design, and visual resources, while
having significantly less environmental impact on the surrounding area that the Libeskind
plan. Such a restoration plan does exist, if only you would consider the "Plan of the
People” introduced by Team Twin Towers. A poster and executive summary of this plan
is enclosed. [ can already hear your groans, as if you have no desire to restore what we
lost. But stop and consider: Pataki will be out of office soon, and the people of this city
will be stuck with a hated site plan, and future generations, the rest of America, and
indeed the rest of the world will curse you for your arrogance in not listening to what the
ordinary people’s aspirations for that site, to put back what was taken from us in an act of
war.

Please note, the officials are legally required to provide a copy of the final generic
environmental impact statement to anyone who comments on the draft. As [ have
commented on the draft GEIS, I am asking that the final copy, in printed (hard copy)
form be mailed to me at the above address when it is available,

Sincerely,

Aodlar O

Andrew Olff, M¥D.-Ph.D.
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Standing Tail Together

The Plan of the People
Executive Summary

The "Plan of the People” was conceived to address the rebirth of the WTC site
in-a manner that properly honors those we lost, while serving the needs of the
living. The site plan is a conceptual model of how the WTC site could look. it is
subject to change as a result of public feedback, official acceptance, andfor
unforeseen engineering considerations. In its current configuration, the plan
features:

s Rebuilt Twin Towers shifted 300 feet east of their original footprints;
s Footprint-based outdoor memorial complex featuring the lower five
stories of the original Twin Tower facades or a replication thereof;
» Five 12-story buildings containing:
o - A 9/11 Memorial Museum in the southwest corner including a
Hall of Heroces;
o A glass tower of meditation on the northeast side of the

Memorial Museum;
& - o An office/street-leve! retail building in the northwest corner;
In Mamoriam o Transportation terminal in the northeast comner;
September 11, 2001 o Opera house abutting Tower 2 (South Tower);

» Restoration of 600,000 square feet of hotel space;

» Restoration of the underground shopping mall and addition of street-
level retail;

» Restoration of Fulton St to partial vehicular traffic and restoration of
Greenwich St. one block to Fulton St.

» Improved pedestrian access through the outdoor and indoor
complexes;

» In its final configuration, a Floor Area Ratio of 15 or less.

« Ability to phase office space to the market in sixths, haives, thirds,
guarters, or non-phased.

hitp://www.teamtwintowers.org/executive.html 2/22/04
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

\

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and:

DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street willhe a disaster for. .

downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, Hi@WilI Have little, if any,

benefit to downtown residents and workers upen its completion —~ and; indeesk will likely thwart

the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown. L :
Very truly yours, Lo

Micial SMicHdel PapYente
35S SotH Ead. We. #3-
New YORx, dY

[print name and address]




. Testimony
LMDC DGEIS Hearing
Pace University, New York City
Wednesday, February 18, 2004

Good afternoon. My name is Glenn Pasanen. | am a political
scientist, a public finance columnist for the Gothamgazette.com, and
a resident of Battery Park City. | am here to object strongly to the
flawed nature of this Draft Generic EIS and, particularly, its failure to
include a thorough analysis of the fiscal and environmental costs of
the proposed bypass tunnel on Route 9A.

The proposed bypass Route 9A tunnel is a fiscal and environmental
disaster. Neither Battery Park City nor the World Trade Center
development plan needs a $1 to $2 billion (or more) tunnel plan that
further tears up our neighborhood and takes money from more
reasonable, environmentally sound transportation alternatives.

The failure to include a comprehensive analysis of the Route SA
question and alternative uses of its financing looks like an attempt on
the part of Governor George Pataki and the LMDC to fragment the
process and obfuscate the real goal of building a tunnel.

The EIS says that Route 9A questions will be addressed in a
separate EIS. Why is that? In fact, this EIS does in several places
allude to the bypass tunnel (and the major sewer line that would need
to be moved) - and in many ways makes a good case that there is no
need for such a tunnel.

For instance, the EIS says that congestion in the year 2009 at Route
9A and Vesey Street, Route 9A and Liberty Street, and at the
entrance to the Brooklyn Battery Tunnel would (quote) “not be
appreciably different from [the congestion with] the at-grade
alternative” (Chapter 13A-29).

In a neighborhood already besieged by a monstrous disaster and
years of re-construction, why would any reasonable person want to
dig up a Route 9A that only a few years ago was re-built quite
reasonably and attractively? We've dug up and moved enough earth
in this neighborhood.

1S 303



Furthermore, the EIS also suggests we are being set up. The
mitigation chapter (Chapter 22, page 13) in effect warns us that the
State Department of Transportation’s forthcoming separate EIS on
the tunnel option will paint a much happier picture of traffic
congestion with a tunnel. This is because the DOT EIS will be based
on a different model, showing much less traffic in the area.

In the face of a segmented plan, incomplete information, and
inadequate analysis of the Route 9A questions, | urge the Governor
and LMDC to acknowledge the inadequacies of this EIS and reject
any idea of building a boondoggle tunnel.

Thank you.
Glenn Pasanen

377 Rector Place
New York, NY 10280
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation ,

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Imp_bact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the

DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Strect will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
Auppses 3 Nicsle  PHEPS
3575 Seernt A0 /4Vf AP 18-k

NY Ay [O28
. [print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft eric Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential éomplex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers duting its years of construction, and will have litte, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we séek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
Very truly yours,
L
ol /Pf Cce Dy
2F5 Seoh Endd Ave., 4G

[print name’and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Envirénmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I'am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downritown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completmn and, mdee will likely thwart
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation
Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS

One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10006

Re:  Worl e Center Dr eneric Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in. Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

erxi/dc&(c& ‘PLéM:S
355 Stutn gmd fue Ppr ! 7.
Ny fiy (0280

[print name ang adf
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As aresident of Lower Manhattan, ] urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

/g QL e e/t ﬁ%

RIS Eae NE H 3
MY MY [42¢0

[print name and address]
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03/11/04

| recently sent out my comments on the DGEIS
document, but | did not specify on what documents |
am commenting on. The document is dated 03/08/04.
By not specifying on what document I'm commenting
on, | know that’s enough to justify the discard of my
letter. Please ignore and dispose of that letter. | forgot
to specify what document I'm commenting on. Here is
my letter on the DGEIS document. I'm also sorry for
any inconveniencies | might have created, it was not the
document | intended to send and didn’t specify what |
was commenting on. Again, I'm sorry for the error and
here are my comments on the DGEIS document.

Pedro Ramos
363 Highland Avenue #1
Clifton, NJ 07011
(973)472-1978
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03/11/04

Comments |
on the WTC Memorial and
Redevelopment Plan/DGEILS

Comments on the DGEIS document
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03/11/04

Comments on WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan / DGELS

Comments on the DGEIS document

This is in regard of the DGEIS document. I am pleased to know that you recognize

that in Chapter 23 you say that “The Proposed Action is not, however, the only
option considered by or open to LMDC.” The absolutely best way to rebuild the
WTC site, is the original WTC plan or the “Restoration Alternative”. I’ll give many
reasons why the Libeskind/Child plan is simply environmentally wrong for the
WTC site . You the LMDC, must not ignore the real hazards of the “ Proposed
Action” even though there is 2 very visible bias towards the Libeskind plan.

The overcrowding of streets

You intend to construct too many buildings, and te put too many streets into
a small area. This will create many dangers, and will not help at all the WTC site.
Since cars will pass through the WTC site, this means there will be more dangerous
car fumes around the area. As if NYC needed more polluted, congested streets. This
will also cause hazards like car accidents, some potentially fatal, especially during
the winter months. I also notice that unchecked trucks will be allowed to pass. What
if one of these trucks has bomb? By opening more streets, you are only creating
more opportunities for the terrorists to use car bombs. The noise pollution will be
extreme, all the cars honking and the engine of trucks, this will surely make the
WTC site miserable. All of the car fumes , since car-fumes are heavier than air, will
settle around the streets. Since to many buildings are put one street, some of the
buildings facade will never be touched by the sun, thus guaranteeing the worst air
and light conditions in all of Manhattan. The re-opened streets will also create
beadaches for pedestrians, what was once an easy thing to do, like crossing the
WTC site, will now be risky. There is always the potential that a pedestrian might
get run-over. With so many buildings in such a small space, the sidewalks will be
very narrow. This will ereate nightmares for pedestrians, the pushing and shoving
will incredible. Can you imagine what it will look like at 5 pm, when all the tenants
from Freedom Tower coming out at the same time, with such a narrow sidewalk!
The street will be extremely congested, there would no space for thousands of people
to walk. This was never a problem with the original WTC. When taxi and buses
drop-off people, they will have no where to stop, so each time they would have to
drop-off someone, they will to stop and block the street. Try that during rush-hour!
In simple terms, there is not enough space for so many buildings, and so many
strects. The super-block made the are feel much different than others, it was special
in its own way. There was only one WTC site, and the super-block was part of the
WTC. It was one-of-a-kind, it was unique. By opening streets, you take that
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character that existed there for 28 years, and make it plain and boring like the
surrounding areas. How is that supposed to “integrate the site into the surrounding

neighborhood”? Integrating does not mean you have to make it monotonous like the

surrounding areas!

Street level shopping nightmare

As if it wasn’t enough with polluted, traffic congested, crowded streets, you
still intend on puiting street level shops? That’s ridiculous, there will be absolutely
no space for people to shop, and most will be discouraged. Who will come to shop
when the air is dirty, it’s to noisy from all the cars, and there is no space to walk?
Certainly 1 wouldn’t. Also during inclement weather, no one will come when its
freezing cold or raining heavily, or when the humidity in July is unbearable. The

underground mall is the only way to go. An underground mall will be cleaner, safer,

and no one will worry about snow, rain or heat.
The memorial is a toxic waste

The memorial you have chosen is a wasteland for toxic fumes. Since car
fumes are heaver-than-gir pollutants, the faumes will settle in the pit memorial. The
water from the pools will be infested from fumes, thus the air-conditions in the
memorial will be horrendous. Also it has been said that the memorial generators
will burn more energy than the Empire State Building, why would anyone burn
valuable electricity on waterfalls, when that same energy can be saved, We all
learned how valuable energy is during the August black-out. Also how would you
clean out the areas after a blizzard? There is no possible way to shovel 3 feet of
snow. How would the waterfalls work when its -10 below zero weather? The
waterfall feature is useless in winter, since water freezes at 32 degrees, that’s the
average temperature for winter. Big, unattractive fences , would have to be built in
order to protect people from falling over the Pit and waterfalls. People at risk are
children, accidental fall, or even suicides. The fences would detract from value and
appeal of the memorial. The waterfalls will also creste a mist clouds that will be a
nuisance for drivers and pedestrians. A street memorial will be preferred.

The Slurry Wall danger

Even though the exposure of the slurry wall has been reduced, if still
presents an-enormous danger. The slurry all was never intended to be exposed to
heat, cold, snow, or rain. Also, the slurry wall was built to hold the Twin Towers
weight. A good push from the Hudson River, or stress from inclement weather,
might make the slurry wall crumble. If this happens, the World Financial Center

will collapse, since it will have no weight sapport from the WTC site. Not to mention

that toxic dust might escape from the slurry wall, By leaving the slurry wall
exposed, even partially, presents a massive danger.
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The skyline will never be repaired

How do you, the LMDC, actuaily believe it can restore the once great NYC
skyline, with a pathetic excuse for a building? To begin with, on September 11, we
lost two “skyline elements”, as you have called them. You are only planning on one
tall skyscraper, although it is supposed to only measure 70 stories. I don’t know how
you intend to replace the majestic Twin Towers, twin as in two buildings, with one
needle-like building. The spire on the Freedom Tower is very thin, and won’t be
visible from various spots in, even as close as New Jersey, Brooklyn, and Mid-Town.
Also Mr.Childs has said the he wants a spire that will “fade”, fade as in
disappearing? The spire antennae of the Empire State Building and the Chrysler
Building are completely lost from the previously mentioned spots, the suns intense
giare makes the spires of most buildings nearly invisible. Also the darkness of the
night makes the spires disappear. This is very sad as this means the skyline will
never be repaired. The 70 story-building will barely pierce the skyline. Think of
this, replacing two 110 story buildings with one 70 story building, well isn’t that
cowardice. [ was taught America was home of the free and the brave. The Twin
Towers were clearly visible from far way places, it was vigsible from nearly 20 miles
away! The Freedom Towers cage work wont be visible from 7 miles away. Is there a
need for more comparison? 1 think not, plain and simple the Freedom Tower wont
fix the hole the terrorists left in our beloved skyline.

Mr.Libeskind has said that he got his inspiration for the Freedom Tower
from the Statue of Liberty. The Freedom Tower is supposed mimic the Statue, but
why? Why should we copy the Lady liberty, she is there for all of us to see. There is
no need to have a giant headless, legless version of the Statue. The Twin Towers
were beautiful in their owa way, take a look a at any poster or postcard! The WFC
was built around the Twin Towers, they go well together. New York was known
world-wide for the Twin Towers, they were in movies and pictures for 28 years, Just
tell me, is there really a need to have two Statues of Liberty? Like the Port
Authority brochures said in the 80°s “New York begins at the World Trade Center.”
WTC as in Twin Towers,

Wedge of Light farce

Why do you keep lying to the citizens of New York? Mr. Libeskind has said
that every Septemsber 11%, there will be some type of light effect on a plaza. This a
He! Eli Attia, architect of the Millennium Hilton Hotel across the street of the WTC
site, has said and proved that the Hilton Hotel will create shadows over the plaza.
Mr.Libeskind “light effect” will never come true. Also Santiago Calatrava’s transit
bhub will create sludows over the piaza. Anyway, who guarantees 2 sunny morning

every September 11, no one controls the weather. I woulkd appreciste if you made
the Wedge of Light farce public, as many New Yorkers are still not aware of this.
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The wind farm is a complete idiocy

When I heard the news the Mr.Childs intends to put 8 “wind farm” on the
top the Freedom Tower, I didn’t whether to laugh or cry. It still doesn’t fit in my
head, how is NYC supposed enter the new millennium using technology invented in
Europe sbout 300 years ago? This will make the Freedom Tower look very clumsy,
also it will subjects of controversy over usefulness for years to come. To mention
that a lot of fonds will be wasted on the wind farm, especially during wind storms
and other dangerous weather occurrences, since it looks like it will be very fragile.
A powerful wind-storm might knock it down. Asian cities are building taller
skyscrapers, they are not using wind farms for power. Birds wont be able to tell the
cage work, and will slam into the bars. A deep freeze, or ice and snow, might
weaken the cage thus making it collapse. Think of this, what is the point of saving
electricity on the Freedom Tower when the waterfall memorial is going to burn
more electricity than the Empire State Building? It boggles the mind!

The building itself will only have 70 stories, pathetic since its supposed
veplace two 110 story buildings, then why do you call this “The Worlds Tallest
Building?”. It’s a farce, if I put a 2,100 ft spire full of cage work and wind mills, on
top of my two story house, will that count as the “Worlds Tallest Building?” 1t wont
classify as the “Worlds Tallest Building”. Building mean structures that measure
from ground level to highest habitable space, thus the cage work wont count as a
“building.” The cage is basically useless, it’s just that, a cage.

Since the destruction of the Towers in 2001, you the LMDC, have never
conducted anmy poll nor has never given the chance to vote on whether we want the
Twin Towers back or not. This should have been the first choice. It’s not to late,
please, give the Twin Towers a second chance. Make an open poll and let New
Yorkers make the finsl call. Hs ap to New Yorkers to reject the Twin Towers, not
you the LMBDC. Make it u true democratic competition between the “Restoration
Alternative” and the “Proposed Action”™.

The Twin Towers were beloved by many sround the world, There is a whole
generation of people, including me, who knew nothing else but the Towers. I was
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born in the early 80‘s. Poll after poll prove NYC wants them rebuiit. Here are the
advantages of rebuilding the Twin Towers.

1.- The Towers, if rebuilt, don’t have to be built exactly over the footprints. They
can be built anywhere in the 16 acre site. The pit memorial can still be built.

2.- Rebuilding the Twin Towers doesn’t necessarily mean the Greenwich Street
can’t be opened, if the Towers are moved to the east, you can accommodate streets.

3.- The Twin Towers were NYC crown jewel, they were recognized world-wide. As
famous as the Egyptian Pyramids, the Eiffel Tower, and the Great Wall Of China. It
would only be fair that at least you seriously consider the “Restoration Alternative”,
An NYC with no Twin Towers is similar to Paris with no Eiffel Tower or London
with no Big Ben Tower, it makes no sense.

4.- The tourists flocked to the WTC for 28 years. More postcards of the WTC were
sent around the world than any other building in the world. Tourists wouid love the
new Twin Towers, this will greatly influence the local economy. It’s no secret, the
WTC made 15% of all NY state economy, more successful than any other
skyscraper in the country! Also the beauty of the WTC was the simple fact that
there were two 110 story buildings, not just one.

5.- The familiar skyline that millions around the world knew would be made
complete only if the towers are rebuilt. Two ramrod straight, one acre thick,
skyscrapers that dwarfed all other surrounding, that’s the skyline that was seen in
pictares, movies and posters for 28 years. The only true to restore the skyline to the
September 10™ glory, would be with new Twin Towers. The Twin Towers were huge
and visible, it was visible for nearly 20 miles away!

6.-You say the no one wounld work on the 110" floor, that’s not true. Many people
still work on the top floors of the Empire State Building, the Sears Tower, and the
Petronas Towers in Malsysia. Can you explain to me why do people work there, but
no one else would work at the WTC towers? Of course its false, many including me,
would love to work on the 110™ floor of the new Twin Towers, Here are some
examples, Jonathan Hakala worked on the 74* floor of IWTC, he has promised to
return to work only if the towers are rebuilt. Another example is Artie Vignapiano,
he worked on the 74™ floor of 1IWTC as a Port Authority landscaper, he is also
willing to work in the new WTC only if it means new Twin Towers. Of course this is
just & small example. Many have suggested that a worldwide auction for space
above the 85th floor would fill the high Noors of the new Twin Towers.

7. Rebuilding the Twin Towers doesn’t mean that open space is in danger. In fact,
taller buildings means less building footprint. This means that it leaves more open
space. Also the rebuilding the towers doesn’t mean you have to rebuild the old WTC
plaxa buildings. Consolidsting the office space into 110 floor Twin Towers would on
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the contrary leave more land for other uses, like open space for plazas and so forth.

8.- Rebuilding the Twin Towers would be “spit in the eyes of terrorists”. Many news
services like CNN and MSNBC have reported that when US special services capture
terrorists, it’s common to find at least one picture or videos of the Twin Towers
burning. Recently, many posters were found in lrag with drawings of planes hitting
the Twin Towers saying the phrase “Victory” and “God is Great”, Terrorists are
now using this attack as their crowning jewel, and surely be used as propaganda to
recruit new terrorists. Rebuilding the Twin Towers would make the terrorists
future attacks futile. Not rebuilding them would make them feel invincible.

9.- Think of this, if the Twin Towers are not rebuilt, this will be the first time in US
history that a msajor landmark is destroyed by opposing forces that wont be rebuilt!

10.- You, the LMDC, have accepted that the “Restoration Alternative” would be no
worse than the Proposed Action, environmentally speaking, We already know all of
the environmental kazards of the Twin Towers, that saves a lot of time in
rebuilding! If rebuilt with today’s technology, the Towers would be the most secure
buildings in the world!

PLE R RS

REN
et AL

The Final GEIS must not diminish the environmental hazards of the Proposed
action, Also the “Proposed Action™ must not have a biased endorsement, it must be
fair. The “Restoration Alternative” must also be judged fairly and not be treated as
a bad exampie or an inconvenient plan. It must be treated as a reasonable and
feasible plan for the WTC site.

Pedro Ramos
363 Highland Avenue #1
Clifton, NJ 07011-3316
{973) 472-1978 or (201)780-2572
agustinramos@mybluelight.com

I understand that it is my legal right under the National Environmental'Policy Act,
to receive a written copy of the final GEIS document, I wish to receive a vopy when
it is available.

Please LMDC, seriously consider the “Restoration Alternative” choice!



03/08/04

Comments
on the WTC memorial and
Redevelopment Plan/

DGEIS document
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03/08/04

Comments on WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan /
DGEIS

1 am pleased to know that you recognize that “The Proposed Action is not,
however, the only option considered by or open to LMDC." The absolutely best
way to rebuild the WTC site, is the original WTC plan or the “Restoration
Alternative”. I'll give many reasons why the Libeskind/Child plan is simply wrong
for the WTC site .

A.- The skyline will never be repaired

How does the you, the LMDC, actually believe it can restore the once great
NYC skyline, with a pathetic excuse for a building? To begin with, on September 11,
we lost two “skyline elements”, as you have called them. You are only planning on
one tall skyscraper, although it is supposed to only measure 70 stories. I don’t know
how you intend to replace the majestic Twin Towers, twin as in two buildings, with
one needle-like building. The spire on the Freedom Tower is very thin, and won’t be
visible from various spots in, even as close as New Jersey, Brooklyn, and Mid-Town.
Also Mr.Childs hns said the he wants a spire that will “fade”, fade as in
disappearing? The spire antennse of the Empire State Building and the Chrysler
Building are completely lost from the previous spots, the suns intense glare makes
the spires of most buildings nearly invisible. Also the darkness of the night makes
the spires disappear. This is very sad as this means the skyline will never be
repaired. The 70 story-building will barely pierce the skyline. Think of this,
replacing two 110 story buildings with one 70 story building, well isn’t that
cowardice. I was taught Ameries was home of the free and the brave,

When 1 heard the news the Mr.Childs intends to put 8 “wind farm” on the
top the Freedom Tower, I didn’t whether to laugh or cry. It still doesn’t fit in my
head, how is NYC supposed enter the new millennium using technology invented in
Europe about 300 years ago? This will make the Freedom Tower look very clumsy,
also it will subjects of jokes for years to come. To mention that a lot of fands will be
wasted on the wind farm, especially during wind storms and other dangerous
westher occurrences, since it looks Hke it will be very fragile. A powerful wind-
storm might knock it down. The building itself will only have 70 stories, pathetic
since its supposed replace two 110 story buildings, then why do you call this “The
Worlds Tallest Building?”. It's a farce, if | put a 2,100 i spire full of cage work and
wind mills, on top of my two story house, will that count as the “Worlds Tallest
Building?”
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C.-The overcrowding of streets

You intend to build to many buildings, and to put to mauny streets into a
small area. This will create many daagers, and will not help at all the WTC site.
Since cars will pass through the WTC site, this means there will be more dangerous
car fames around the area. As is NYC needed more polluted, congested streets. This
will also cause hazards like car accidents, some potentially fatal, especially during
the winter months. I also notice that unchecked trucks will be allowed to pass. What
if one of these trucks has bomb? The noise pollution will be extreme, all the cars
honking and the engine of trucks, this will surely make the WTC site miserable. All
of the car fumes , since car-fumes are heavier than air, will settle around the streets.
Since to many buildings are put one street, some of the buildings facade will never
be touched by the sun, thus guaranteeing the worst air, and light conditions in all of
Manhsttan. The re-opened streets will also create headaches for pedestrians, what
was once an easy thing to do, like crossing the WTC site, will now be risky. There is
abways the potential that a pedestrian might get run-over. With so many bufldings
in such a small space, the sidewalks will be very narrow. This will create nightmares
for pedestrians, the pushing and shoving will incredible. Can you imagine what it
will look like at 5 pm, when all the tenants from Freedom Tower coming out at the
same time, with such s narrow sidewalk! The street will be extremely congested,
there would no space for thousands of people to walk. This was never a problem
with the original WTC. Whea taxi and buses drop-off people, they will have no
where to stop, so each time they would have to drop-off someone, they will to stop
and block the street. Try that during rush-hour! In simple terms, there is not
encugh space for so many buildings, and so many streets.

Mr.Libeskind has said that he got his inspiration for the Freedom Tower
from the Statue of Liberty. The Freedom Tower is supposed mimic the Statue, but
why? Why should we copy the Lady liberty, she is there for all of us to see. There is
no need to have a giant headless, legless version of the Statue, The Twin Towers
were beautiful in their own way, take a look a at any poster or posteard! The WFC
was built around the Twin Towers, they go well together. New York was known
world-wide for the Twin Towers, they were in movies and pictures for 28 years. Just
tell me, is there really 2 need to have two Statues of Liberty?

As if it wasn’t enough with polluted, traffic congested, crowded atreets, you
still intend on putting street level shops? That's ridiculous, there will be absolutely
no space for poople to shop, and most will be discouraged. Who will come to shop
when the air is dirty, it’s to noisy from all the cars, and there is no space to walk?
Certainly I wouldn’t. Also during inclement weather, no one will come when its
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freezing or raining heavily, or when the humidity in July is unbearable. The
underground mall is the only way to go. An underground mall will be cleaner, safer,
and no one will worry about snow, rain or heat,

F. Wedge of Light farce

Why do you keep lying to the citizens of New York? Mr. Libeskind has said
that every September 11", there will be some type of light effect on a plaza. This a
He! Eli Attia, architect of the Millennium Hilton Hotel across the street of the WTC
site, has said and proved that the Hilton Hotel will create shadows over the plaza.
Mr.Libeskind “light effect” will never come true. Also Santiago Calatrava’s transit
hub will create shadows over the plaza. Anyway, who guarantees a sunny morning
every September 11, no one controls the weather. I wonld appreciate if you made
the Wedge of Light farce public, as many New Yorkers are still not aware of this.

Hd' !?L'

memorial is s

The memorial you have chosen is a wasteland for toxic fumes, Since car
fumes are heaver-than-sir pollutants, the fumes will seitle in the pit memorial. The
water from the pools will be infested from fumes, thus the air-conditions in the
memorial will be horrendous. Also it has been said that the memorial will burn
more energy than the Empire State Building, why would anyone burn valuable
electricity on waterfalls, when that same energy can be saved, We all learned how
valuable energy is during the August black-out. The waterfalls will also create a
mist clouds that will be & nuisanee for drivers and pedestrians, A street memorial
will be preferred.

The Twin 'I’awm were beloved by many around the world. There is a whole
generstion of people, including me, who knew nothing else but the Towers. I was
hmhﬁcurlyﬂ‘;hﬂaﬂarwﬂmﬂCwmﬁ&mmbaﬂthmme
advantages of rebuilding the Twin Towers.

A.- The Towers, if rebuilt, don't have to be built exactly over the footprints. They
can be built anywhere in the 16 acre site. The pit memorial can still be built.

B.- Rebuliding the Twin Towers doesn’t necessarily mean the Greenwich Street
can’t be opened, if the Towers are moved to the east, you can sccommodste streets.

C.- The Twin Towers were NYC crows jowel, they were recognized world-wide. As
famous as the Egyptian Pyramida, the Eiffel Tower, and the Great Wall Of China, It
mwummuwmmwmmwmm”
An NYC with no Twin Fowers is similar to Paris with no Eiffel Tower or London

with no Big Ben Tower, it makes no sense.
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D.- The tourists flocked to the WTC for 28 years. More postcards of the WTC were
sent around the world than any other building in the world. Tourists would love the
new Twin Towers, this will greatly influence the local economy. It’s no secret, the
WTC made 15% of all NY state economy, more successful than any other
skyscraper in the country! Also the beauty of the WTC was the simple faet that
there were two 110 story buildings, not just one.

E.- The familiar skyline that millions around the world knew would be made
complete only if the towers are rebuilt. Two ramrod straight, one acre thick,
skyscrapers that dwarfed all other surrounding, that’s the skyline that was seen in
pictures, movies and posters for 28 years. The only true to restore the skyline to the
September 10* glory, would be with new Twin Towers.

F.-You say the no one would work on the 110* floor, that’s not true. Many people
still work on the top floors of the Empire State Building, the Sears Tower, and the
Petronas Towers in Malaysia. Can you explain to me why do people work there, but
no ane else would work at the WTC towers? Of course its false, many including me,
would love to work on the 110" floer of the new Twin Towers. Here are some
cxamples, Jonnthan Hakala worked on the 74* floor of IWTC, he has promised to
mmworkonlyﬂ‘ﬁewmummﬂtmmpkhwmm
be worked on the 74 floor of IWTC as a Port Authority landscaper, he is also
willing to work in the new WTC only if it means new Twin Towers. Of course this is
just a small example. Many have suggested that a worldwide auction for space
above the 85¢th floor would fill the high floors of the new Twin Towers.

G.~ Rebuilding the Twin Towers doesn’t mean that open space is in danger. In fact,
taller buildings means less building footprint. This means that it leaves more open
space. Also the rebuilding the towers doesn’t mean yon have to rebuild the old WTC
plaza buildings. Consolidating the office space into 110 floor Twin Towers would on
the contrary leave more Iand for other uses, like open space for plazas and so forth.

WWMTmenuﬁbe“sp&thafmﬁsu” Many
news services like CNN and MSNBC have reported that when US special services
nmmﬁ’:mnmukutmpmwvﬂemnim%in

Dwin Towers e : &eplnm me"m&“ﬁo&kﬁm" Terrorists
mmuﬂﬁkﬂh&u%mﬁghe&msmhmumm&

L~ Think of this, if the Twin Towers are not meummmm Us
hhwrythta minrhmarkiduavyﬁbyom forces that wont be rebuilt!
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Since the destruction of the Towers in 2001, you the LMDC, has never given any
poll nor has never given the chance to vote on whether we want the Twin Towers
back or not. It’s not to late, please, give the Twin Towers a second chance. Make an
open poll and let New Yorkers make the final call.

My Contact info

Pedro Ramos
363 Highland Avenue #1
Clifton, NJ 07011-3316
(973) 472-1978 or (201)780-2572
agustinramos@mybluelight.com
1 understand that it is my logal right to receive a copy of the final GEIS document, I
wish to receive a copy when it is available.

Please LMDC, seriously consider the “Restoration Alternative”. Put it into a
democeratic vote against the “Proposed Action”. Let New Yorkers make the final
choice!
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Comments on
WTC Memorial and Redevelopment plan/
Amended General Project Plan

Amended General Project Plan Comments

Pedro Ramos
363 Highland Avenue #1
Clifton, NJ 07011
(973)472 1978
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Comments on WTC Memorial and Redevelopment plan/
Amended General Project Plan

Amended General Project Plan comments

This letter is in regard of the comments on the Amended General Project
Plan. 1 have read the document and I have found many flaws in the current project
plan. The current plan is simply not worthy of replacing the Twin Towers.

The Amended GPP document hias many errors, but by far the most shameful,
shocking, and appalling mistake I found is, the Amended GPP does not call for the
rebuilding of two 110+ heroic scale skyscrapers. The current Amended GPP allows
for inappropriate and irresponsible rebuilding. 1t literaily allows, for what was once
“The Center of the World” as the Port Authority once called it, to be turned into a
monotonous, common park full of short crowded buildings. A park that can be
found in any place of the world, San Francisco, Boston or Miami, but how many two
110 story towers are there in there in the world? Not even the Petronas Towers can
count, they only measure 88 floors. It is very obvious that the Libeskind plan looks
like the Beyer Bindell Bell plan of 2002, which was rejected by the public. Many
said that the BBB plan “looked like Albany™. The current plan certainly isn't
breathtaking as were the Twin Towers, that's why the Libeskind plun was last on all
public polls. Anether flaw, you firmly believe that shorter, duller buildings will be
more profitable than tall scale skyscrapers, but that is false, It’s true, shorter
buildings fill up faster with tenants, but saffer greatly in the long run. In the long
term, in 50 years, those boring, stout skyscrapers will simply disappear in the
landscape of Manhattan. The diminutive buildings won’t attract tourists or new
potential for businesses. Soon they will be forgotten tike the short-rises in mid-town,
while the tall skyscrapers like the Empire State or Chrysler Building are never
forgotten. The Empire and Chrysler are nearly 100 years old, yet the tourists never
tire of these buildings. The same would have happened with the Twin Towers. So in
conclusion, small dull buildings will be forgotten fast, this includes the Freedom
Tewer, which will only measure 70 stores. Even though the observation deck will be
at 2 tall height, the building won’t create the confidence that Americans want, By
reducing two 110 story towers to & pathetic 70 story building, which needs a “cage”
to make up for height, will make most people feel empty. In a form, Bin Laden and
Al-Qaeds truly will have the last laugh, The Amended GPP should state that at least
in some form two 110+story towers have to be rebuilt, maybe not carbon copies, but
they have to be rebuilt. In fact they should be rebuilt taller and stronger using
today’s newest technology. This will be a true step forward for NYC. Also, since
people never tire of tall skyscrapers, the memorisal should be built at the highest
floor of the new Twin Towers, This way, the memorial will never be forgotten. By
far, the rebuilding of the Twin Towers should be the most important requirement in
the Amended GPP. Not rebuilding the Twins will be the best way to bow down to
terrorism.
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Another disturbing item I read is that the Amended GPP states that not all
the office space that was destroyed or damaged, on 9/11, has to rebuilt. How can
that be called “rebuilding™? It’s surprising to know that even if the Southern Site is
added, it still wont have the same office space that was there with the previous WTC
plan. It still makes me think whether with the “Proposed Action” is NYC taking 2
step forward or a step backwards? By not rebuilding all of the office space, it's
taking a significant step backwards. F orcing street level retail is a mistake, the
underground mall was the most profitable mall in Manhattan because it has many
advantages compared to street level shopping. With the underground mall, shoppers
don’t have to worry about weather, crowded streets, and street noise. Running
Greenwich street through the site will hurt more than help. The plaza and super-
block were the “personsality” of the Financial District, but by running streets, this
“personality” is destroyed. The WTC site will be turned into 2 boring and dull

community, like the countless that already exist. Also street noise and poflution from -

car fumes won’t help at all.

Rebuilding the Towers would be the best way to defy terrorism and to
inspire confidence in all Americans. . To build a “cage” to make up for lost height is
simply pathetic and shows that America fears Bin Laden and Al-Qaeda. Rebuilding
the Twin Towers will discourage future terrorists, as they will feel that any attempt
on any landmark will be futile. No matter how many times it's destroyed, Americans
will rebuild. Already terrorists are using images of 9/11 to recruit potential
bombers, they feel proud the towers fell. How would they feel when they see it rise
again? They will feel very disappointed.

The biggest proof that the Libeskind plan is a mistake comes from it’s
competitors. Brookfield Properties wants the Libeskind plan built with quickness.
Why would the owner of surrounding buildings, where competition might hurt
Brookfield’s profits for office space, want the Libeskind plan built fast? The answer
is simple, Brookfield knows that the Libeskind plan is a failure, that it presents no
danger to its business. They know that it is deomed to fail and future tenants will
prefer their property over the WTC buildings. Why replace the most profitable
buildings in Manhattan, the Twin Towers, with plan that will fuil in the future.
Businesses don’t like competiton, and Brookficld knows that the Libeskind plan
presents no risk at all to their business. Proof enough that shows the Libeskind plan
is simply a failore.

The Amended GPP document obviously states that there a common public
view that the a memorial should be the focus of the plan and that everything must
revolve around the memorial. Nothing could be farther from the truth. There those
who say that the footprints should not be preserved, some say that the whole 16~
acres should be a park, and finally those who say a memorial should be inside the
new Twin Towers. There is no single common view, but Governor Pataki single-
handedly crushed all other views, in a dictator fashion, and called that nothing be
built on the footprints of the Towers. Even tough the Towers footprints might be
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off-limits for now, the Twin Towers can still be rebuilt en the athér extreme of the
site, & mere 300 feet to the east. No matter how big or beautiful 3 memorial might
be, it will only be a “tourist hotspot” as long as the tragedy is still fresh in our
minds. | guarantee that there won’t be the same number of visitors in 2009 than in
2019. It’s the common pattern with all memorials like Grant’s Tomb, the Titanic
memorial, and the General Slocum memorial. Some of the mentioned memorials are
not even familiar with some New Yorkers. All memorials sooner or later are
forgotten. I’m not an insensitive person, 1 do agree that a memorial should be built,
but it should not be the focus of the site. Even today, more people are concerned
about jobs and the new skyscrapers on the site, than on the memorial. The most
anticipated of the skyscrapers is whether the Twin Towers will make a heroic
return.

I read a part that truly frightens me, its called “condemning”, or the foreeful
confiscating of praperties the authorities cannot buy. I never though that NYC
authorities will be doing this in todsy’s age. These are tactics used by communist
China or Cuba, not in America, especisily modern day New York. It's not right or
honest to steal property for a plan, the “Proposed Action”, that failed on all public
polls. If an owner doesn’t want to sell his property, respect their wishes. Would you
like it if someone came and kicked you out of your house to build something the
public opposes? Think about it!

Any plan that resembies the “Restoration Alternative” will be the only plan
worthy of being built. The icons that terrovists hated, must be rebuilt, if only to defy
them. There are many advantages of rebuilding the Twin Towers, simply to many to
list. Just look at the profit records since its birth in the 70°s, or the pleasant
experiences that people had with them, and how they defined the Lower Manhattan
skyline for 28 years. I¢'s proof that the Twin Towers were 2 complete success, more
of 8 success than anyone expected. The most important comment | can make on the
Amended GPP, is that it would be wiser to write 8 new one, one that includes the
rebuilding of New York’s twin icouns, the Twin Towers, That will be a true,
responsible, and heroic way to , renew, rebuild, and remember.

Contact Information

Pedro Ramos
363 Highland Avenue #1
Clifton, NJ 07011
(973) 472-1978
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

D) Se bpecd e,

3‘55' o é’—"'-’ﬂ/%&
SNep Dy SO

[prinf name afid address]




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gatéway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physicaily damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include {(a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGETS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunmnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours, )
FeXmovsi T ey RE 13mAN

SRS Dtk BNy NENVE
NeisYo g WY bFacko

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion —and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
| it

VAT 6 ScHucHmA
WO 245 Sl Sy b Arer

Mg g 10380
[print ndme and &ddress]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Pachatn o hany Schveumpcher
355 So- Ewvn be Fibf
Ny ANy 10320

[print name'and address]




I am pleased | have had the opportunity to participate in the Section 106 hearings.| think it has been important for
a neighborhood representative to be included, because we certainly were in the minority at the meetings..It would
seem from the meetings that most of the population would agree with the preservationists and the few family
members that were present.| do not think this committee was an honest reflection of the opinions of the
community at large.

Most of the families have moved on, dealt with their grief and want life to progress.] do not mean to sound callous,
but this is_a much larger issue then a few families who want to prolong their grief period. This is an issue of
survival of Lower Manhattan. Noone held up the rebuilding of the Pentagon, it was not even considered. Why is it
being considered here??? As a woman said at the last meeting, the preservationists keep saying that creating a
historic preservation site is just pro forma, those really involved know better. It takes months of wrangling,
meetings,etc.paper work to even place a bench on Ellis Island.........

A few sites will be preserved, as per the LMDC's plans, and the local population feels this is sufficient. We want
the site to be respectful, but we need to REBUILD. Actually, it is a crime that the bus parking will not even be
allowed to be on the site.This,| think ,we will recognize as a major mistake in years to come. To sit at the meeting
last week, and hear people asking for the underground parking areas to be preserved was unbelievable.

| hope that reason will prevail!

I also appreciate the opportunity to visit the hanger where the artifacts are stored,but as a trained curator,| think it
was a mistake to let us think we have a say in the items chosen for the museum.You need to hire a world class
curator to put together the museum.Families,etc. do not need to be involved in this process.You have mistakenly
opened a pandora's box. All of the items will be preserved, and can be rotated in to exhibit,but please do not let
the public think they can be involved in this selection.The museum will be a botch job.

Thank you, for myseif and the larger community, for the opportunity to be heard.

Sincerely,

Helene Z. Seeman

BPCUnited
212 945-4979

3/16/2004
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Bernhardt R. Seifert
28% Hollow Roead
Staatsburg. New York 12580

Lower Manhatian Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and
Redevelopment Program GPP

One Liberty Plaza 20" Floor

New York, NY 10006

Regarding the Tragic Event 9-11 the Memorial of the WTC
Depiction of the hornfic event.

Honorable Directors:

My appreciation and thanks to everyone for all the good work to date
And especially to the Judges who had to choose a memorial

My comment to the directors is that there is nothing that depicts the
Horrific event on 9-11-01. The United States was VIOLATED in an act
Of aggression that should never be forgotten. 1 believe a structure that
Can be seen from afar. such as illustrated in the attached. Depictions should be
Considered by the Directors of the LMDC

| also believe that the intrusion of such a structure on the site will
Entice the architects chosen by Mr. Silversteen to extreme creativity
And new heights of expression f or the surrounding buildings. I have
Been reviewing the memorial submissions on the web of which one 15 my
Own. 1 find that there is a unique commonness among many of the submissions
Which if properly studied and reviewed will present a unique pattern of direction

Thank vou,




Bernhardt R Seifert
8% Hollow Road
Staatsburg, New York 12580

L ower Manhatian Development Corporation

Attention. Comments WTC Memorial and
Redevelopment Program GPP

Oune Liberty Plaza 20" Floor

New York NY, 10006

Regarding the Tragic event 9-11 the Memorial of the WTC
Dispection of the horrific event

To Whom It May Concern:

At this time 1 think it is appropriate to comment my thoughts and feelings
And attached depiction for a structure to always remember the event of 9-11.

Iaving been one of the submitters in the WTC Memorial competition 1 have
Accumulated many comments to offer. However, the main one is that there is
No reminder of the callousness of the event

Therefore, my proposal of this humungous sphere, which will be seen trom all
Angles and many blocks away. Structurally sound and encompassing the entire
Site and the chosen memorial protecting it from the elements of nature, acid rain,
Dirt, soot, leaves freezing. All of which, translate into very expensive maintenance
Custs.

Benefits of the sphere would be millions of cubic feet of space for Museums,
Theaters. restaurants and other necessary spaces to re-coop the cost of the tragic
Event.

A new symbol of renewal advancement and tribute to President Bush’s visions
To put Human being on Mars.

Building it out of space-age materials under the guidance of Nasa. and backed
By the Federal Government funds. It will be a message {0 the world as a symbol
Of world peace and prosperity.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation :

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and-workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

)
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
Hruwe  Sipeske
354 Soury Eul Ave - 15F

New Yok, NN~ (0280
[print name and address]




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
G”\\"/ g/\é(’\‘m_b_gy
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My name is Jean Silliman and I'm a resident of BPC.

Here I stand at another hearing, yet again, to underscore my position to the
LMDC regarding the major artery of 9A-West St. The Save West Street Coalition
has been lobbying for more than two years for a more beautiful, sensible, safe and
humane West St. Plan.’

Ouf Yécted politicians are against the tunnel. Community Board 1 is against the
tunnel. BPC residents are against the tunnel. The consensus being that the end does
not justify the means. There are creative ways to link both sides of West St. with
at-grade solutions. In the EIS draft, there were 4 lines out of approximately 2000
pages dismissing an at-grade alternative as involving considerably less construction
activity than the bypass alternative and the chapter conservatively assumed that the
bypass project would be selected and constructed concurrently with the Proposed
Action. What an assumption!

The tunnel calls for such drastic measures!

The spending of over 700 million dollars on a four block project ?

The building of a new slurry wall to hold back the Hudson from overflowing
into BPC?.

The relocating of utilities including a sanitary interceptor sewer?

The years and years of snarled traffic, long shadows and a decade’s worth of
noise while Route 9A is under construction the NY Times reported the LMDC
admitting to?

The added construction and rebuilding efforts occurring over the same periods
and in close proximity to the other ongoing WTC projects with horrific cumulative
effects?

Unsightly tunnel ramps that are hazardous for pedestrians to cross?

Disruption of residential neighborhoods and local businesses for years to come?

And when the construction is finally over, what is there to look forward to?

A short tunnel with unsightly, dangerous ramps, slower moving local traffic,
increased exhaust fumes, backed up traffic from the Brooklyn Battery Tunnel, a
skinny median park with traffic on both sides and no money for anything else.
Hardly something to smile and endure for. The Environmental Impact Study is aptly
named-Impact as in collision comes to mind!
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From: n. smitty (mailto:smitteny@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 15, 2004 12:20 PM

To: WTCENVIRONMENTAL

Subject: No To Tunnel

Hello:

Please do not build the tunnel near the WIC into BPC.
This is unnecessary and a waste of money. BPC
residents have been through this catastrophy and the
route 9A rebuild which was unbelievably dirty and
noisy 24/7, and can not stand any more. People will
just move out if you proceed without major
considerations of the residents' interests and well
being. So far you have not addressed this issue.

This 20 year long rebuild is taking place illegally
because no hazmat abatement is planned to occur first,
as is required by many Federal laws. I think a
lawsuit, already in process, is going to stop or slow
this debacle, and I hope so.

I doo want a good WTC rebuild, but not at the expense
of the city residents and businesses just to please
tourists who are being 'used' to make the city a lot
of money.

A total hazmat remediation of the entire downtown must
occur first.

Many are moving out after the LMDC money is up because
it looks like the government is just lying to us again
and again, and plans to just cover-up the toxins here,
which will make us all continue to be sick.

Thank you. N.Smitten NYC Resident/Worker

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail - More reliable, more storage, less spam http://mail.yahoo.com
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

: Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease conmectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents-and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that inctude (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
AlpErT + Lt 59;;&« AW
375 eI ma) Iae. por ST

N ~NL ’f\/.\li (028C
[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two.residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impscts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that inciude (a) a short funnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
nmnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of iraffic in
either dinection at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEILS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, T urge the LMDC to study and leam the lesson that the

DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Averen SHARR
375 S Enp Au&‘ #H D
New Yor k i]‘7’7 102.80

-

[print name and
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:;

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two.residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunne] will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease conmnectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

Q{Adﬂ??. (‘mmm/f}q & }91/}9?1} STur
315 Uewsh EM) pre. 378

MY Y JOIFO

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Frade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the igsue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will male life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in

. either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will

decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to-cross West
Street —at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tuntiel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents:and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
BaweT L oDl SULTZER
BIS-BM_SOUTHEN D AVE -

MEW YooK, §JN [0350
[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Auention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

| am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters [3A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of ycars. The DGEILS aiso makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhettan, I urgs the LMDC to study and lcarn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion ~ and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

MZU QU ZUK!

375 S.END AVE . R
NEw YORK. NY. 10280

(print name and address)
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end resuit
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, 1 urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours, -

W\au e 5% e panski
355 it ;;A)Dlﬂr«) & #308

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Staternent

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGFEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residens and § dormioens, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The 1303518 ais lesy that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, ii acy, bsuedit 1o workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunne! will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Swreet. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally. ‘

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, 1 urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any.
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I'am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

" As aresident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

355 Seust Coot Ave £ 11

ew Yoric NSy 10280
[print name and address]
AORRA  nJE TERRAC A




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and ] of the Draft Genenic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issuc of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very tptly yours, s - B
» ) \ )

,':1?}{( S:‘:) é: j } % \/“—j&’ﬁ /';\ ) 2’:; ; A., L{‘; ;;(/\jf‘( . ,‘i«:;;/ :«,j
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[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

@Xﬂzou;sChfs J«Q‘re  Tovel s

Christopher R. Torella
355 South End Ave. 11G
New York, NY

10280
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FAX

TO: William Kelly
LMDC
212-962-2431

FROM: Bernard Tuchman

SUBJECT: Comments on the Draft GEIS for the WTC Redevelopment
Plan, under the heading "Building a Supporting Structure for
Sustainabitity Principles”.

PAGES: 8 pages, including this cover page.

My background is as follows.

1 work with the Life Cycle Sustainability Guidelines work group of the Civic
Alliance. | was Senior Policy Analyst at New York City Departmant of
Environmental Protaction, at which | worked for 33 years untii my
retirement in October, 2002. Since then | have worked as an
environmental policy analyst with the Urban Environmentat Law Cenler,
and serve on the Sleering Committee of the Environmental Sciences
Section of the New York Academy of Sciences.

Bernard Tuchman

Urban Environmental Law Center
240 West £nd Ave. #8-D

New York, NY 10023
212-874-4199

bdtjipw@rcn.com
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| Building a Supporting Structure for Sustainability Principles

Building a Supporting Structure for Sustainability Principles
at the WTC Redevelopmaent Area

Sustainable development is an ongoing and evolving movement towards meeting
our present economic, environmental, and social needs without compromising the
ability of future generations to meet their own needs. Future generations will
judge our success in rebuilding and renewal based on how well we grasp this
goal.

The GEIS Sustainabie Design Guidelines call for an ongoing commitment to make
the Guidelines into “A ‘Living’ Document” which evolves with new knowledge.
Much of that new knowledge will reflect changes in technolagy. But vital
information about what is needed to promote sustainability, which should be
incorporatad into the Guidelines over time, can only be gained by maintaining
close contact with those who are affected by the project. That is because project
planners need to understand the dynamics of the relationship between the WTC
project and the living and changing community within which it operates.

Thus, a continuous and open process of evaluation and assessment will be
necessary in order to keep the World Trade Center redevelopment project at the
forefront of the practice of sustainabie development. The LMDC (and any
successor body) must inform, and gain insight from, all those interested in
participating in a process which covers every stage of this complex project’s life
cycle.

Criteria of Performance

The LMDC must provide clear yardsticks of performance, so that the public can
judge how well the work in the WTC redevelopment project matches its high
expectations.

The standard environmental and resource-conservation criteria should be
measured quantitatively (in tons emitted or consumed). These include emissions
of air pollutants; water use and impact on water quality; noise; waste generation;
and energy consumption. A data collection and analysis organization should be
specified as an integral part of project development and management. The body
must have the responsibility, authority, and regular source of funding to collect
and analyze all necessary data. :

Greenhause gas impact can serve as a framework for evaluating a wide range of
environmental and resource impacts. Global climate change must be recognized
as a prime sustainability issue in this century. A commitment to leadership in
reducing greenhouse gas {(GHG) emissions is a particularly important yardstick of
performancae.
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3 Building a Supporting Structure for Sustainability Principles
Air Monitoring

A public information policy of continuous inclusion can start with ambient air
monitoring posted on the internet — recording both real-time and past readings.
While it is important that this be established during the construction phase, it
must be ongoing to determine if traffic mitigation measures (or other air poliution
mitigation measures) need to be strengthened.

Monitoring and reporting on diesel exhaust is particularly important. A recent
major study concludes:

Evidence suggests that fresh traffic exhaust is hazardous, independent of
background concentrations.

See “Breathiess in Los Angeles: The Exhausting Search for Clean Air”
in American Journal of Public Heaith | September 2003, vol. 93,No. 9
hitp:/icourses.washington.edu/envh31 1/Readings/Optional 04,pdf

’

The World Trade Center was the site of New York State’s only ozone monitor mn
Manhattan. After it was destroyed nothing was done to replace it. The combined
impact of high ozone and fine particulates is associated with acute respiratory
illness. Ozone monitoring should be resumed for Lower Manhattan, and fine
particulate levels should be monitored where public contact with traffic emissions
is greatest, and along those corridors most likely to be affected by re-develop-
ment in the area.

Sustainability Requires a Continuing Role for the Public

Any commitment now made for sustainable development must be understood to
be the basis for an ongoing effort that provides the public with the information it
needs in order to keep the development process honest to the original vision.

The greatest obstacle to achieving long-term sustainability goais is the naturai
tendency of developers and project managers to adopt business-as-usual
approaches which focus on limited short-term economic objectives. These primal
economic goals always have strong and committed advocates. |t IS unrealistic to
think that long-term principles can survive short-term pressures if there is no
mechanism to keep developers and operators accountable to an interested
public, who are affected by the totality of project outcomes.

Governmental authorities responsible for overseeing this large-scale undartaking
must create an open structure that would foster a continuing high level of public
participation.
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2 Building a Supporting Structure for Sustainability Principies

Greenhouse gases and other emissions must be accounted for, both in absolute
terms (such as total emissions in the area), and in relative terms (such as
emissions rate per square foot of floorspace, or per person trip, or per ton of
goods transported to the area). Ata minimum, the project area should be GHG
neutral, aven if this means buying or supporting emissions reductions slsewhere.
Measures to reduce emissions outside the project area can be a major form of
mitigation of adverse project impacts on other communities.

There are other attributes whose impacts should be evaluated, even though they
may only be assessed by qualitative indicators.

Bringing Externalities into the Accounting

There must be an established process for examining issues which go beyond
standards for individual buildings or projects. The LMDC must evaluate both
positive and negative impacts which extend beyond the project itself. Thay
should be brought into the accounting equation insofar as information can be
obtained.

It must be explicitly recognized that displacement of environmaentai and sacial
dysfunction to other communities is not an acceptable way to achieve project
sustainability goals.

The traffic impact of goods and persons attracted by development must be fully
recognized as a project cost, and mitigated. The appropriate standard is
improving accessibility: reducing travel time for warkers and other users of the
area, and reducing time lost due to congestion for vehicles and pedestrians.

On the positive side, the LMDC must consider whether proposed projects can
provide a base of support (on the demand and/or supply side) to make it
economically viable to invest in systems which benefit the larger community, such
as infrastructure development and land use changes which Increase the share of
trips made by mass transit, or which improve the utilization of Con Edison’s steam
distribution system.

The WTC project has an important showcase role as an early-adopter and anchor
market for innovations. The cost of playing this role should be explicitly
recognized, and funds from agencies such as NYSERDA and USEPA should be
solicited to support this function. ’
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4 Building a Supporting Structure for Sustainability Principles

Specific Comments on GEIS Appendix A: Commercial Sustainable Design
Guidelines World Trade Center Development Projects

Extracts from Appendix A are followed by comments /n jtalics.

p.1

in order to create an integrated project design and capture the maximum
performance patentials of such preferred tenant fit-outs, each major office and
retail segment will design and build an “exemplar” or model of a typical high
performance tenant fit out. The performance attributes (energy savings, daylight,
air quality, etc.) of the space will be fully quantified and described and advocated
as the landlord “preferred” standard,

Tenants will be encouraged to apply to federal, state, municipal and utifity
Incentive programs for assistance in offsetting initial investment costs. For
reasons of marketability and flexibility, it is important to note that the final tenant
fit-out decision lies with the individual tenant and, therefore, may be completed in
the current best practice of conventional tenant fit-outs within the framework of
the tenant guidelines.

>> A further Incentive to tenants (which would not be a cost to the project
developer) is lo establish a tenant selection process in which the developer
considers factors beyond the lease price in choosing building occuparits. A
tenant’s application shouid spell out its contribution to the value of the overal)
project, inciuding whether It is committed to sdopting high performsnce
standards for sustainabifity in #ts egquipment and oparations.

p.2

Because the development of the World Trade Center will extend over a significant
period of time, and the reiated sustainable/environmental technologies and
methods are in the process of rapid change, there will be a periodic review of the
guideline provisions, with expected updatas occurring in response to emerging,
practice, standards and technologiss (any previously approved site development
with previously ordered materials will not be affected by a subsequent upgrade.)

p.3

Consistent with the Commercial Design Guidelines process, the implementation of
these Guidelinaes will be accomplished by an Implementation Authority (to be
designated). The attached "Implementation Matrix" provides clarification of the
process and an overview by general building type that has been related back to
the relevant guidelines.
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S Building a Supporting Structure for Sustainability Principles

p.22

The implementation Authority or Design Review Authority that ultimateiy utilizes
these Guidelines will need to make the final determination as to which of the
guidelines are applicable to any given project.

>> The Guidelines have recognized a continuing role for an implementation
Authority. The quest for enhanced sustainability shouid be a living and vita/

commitment from the Port Authority and New York State); and mandates an apen
process to inform the public and foster maximum public participation,

p.5
AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT

Site Air Quality

Work to improve site outdoor and neighborhood air quality. Support and expand
pedestrian accessibility and increase bicycie access. Reduce site generated
vehicular emissions.

IAQ Performance and Monitoring

Optimize the indoor environment for the comfort, well-being and enhanced
productivity of the buildings* occupants by establishing minimum indoor air
quality (IAQ) performance and standards. Provide indoor air quality monitoring so
that a standard of quality in the overall indoor environment and resulting well-
being of the occupants is maintained.

100% Outslide Air
Provide capability for 100% outside air where practicable and balanced with
energy conservation 1o support the comfort and well-being of building occupants.

>> Much of this is a general “do the best You can” slatement of areas of intent.
Criteris by which to judge whather the developer is doing the best that can be
done need to be explicated, and made part of the selection criteria.

p.6
Comprehensive Energy Management Plan

Consarvea and optimize energy use and minimize air emissions, associated with
energy use, through the implementation of a Site/Building Energy Management
Rlan. .

Provide for ongoing verification of optimal operation and energy utilization of
building energy systems by providing a computerized, fully-integrated Building
Management System (BMS). Provide for full building commissioning with ongoing
verification, maintenance and energy systems management.
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6 Building a Supporting Structure for Sustainability Principles

>> The Guidelines should specify who will P8y for ongoing verification,
maintenance and energy systems management What are the consequences of
fallure to comply with 8 commitment once the project is fully commissioned? An y
penally should be crafied to be an effactive Incentive for compliance — neither too
minor to alfect the opersator's performance, nor 5o drastic that it is never applied.

p.6
Opportunities for Energy Consarvation and Efficiency

Review large and small scale opportunities for energy conservation and
enhanced reliability and capacity. Include exploration of the feasibility and

potential benefits and reliability of Co-generation, river water cooling and
recovery of rasourcas.

»>> The developer s fikely to limit considaeration to determining whether the
alternative which is to be cansidered is the legst castly option. ifitis not, then the

daveloper should be required to quantiy the Increments/ cost and aftempt to
identify funding sources to cover those costs.

In selecting developers for project elements, the Implementation Authority should
give prefarence, to the extent appropriate, for proposals that include measures in
which the developer agrees to bear the burden of Incremental costs in order to
attain energy conservation and other en vironmental and sustainability goals.

The implementation Authority should also have within its assigned mission the

goal of assisting developers in securing subsidies for cnvironmental benefits
which are not mandated and are not directly cost-effective.

p. 14
EEQ-1: Comprehansive Energy Management Plan

Intent: To conserve and optimize building energy use and minimize air emissions,
including greenhouse gases, associated with energy consumption at the site.

>> The intent Is to minimize air emissions including greenhouse gases associated
with energy consumption. But there sre no actions which measure performance
in terms of alr emissions and GHEG emisglons. Ata minimum, this must be done In
order to integrate WTC projects with the State's GHG and Energy plans.
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7 Building a Supporting Structure for Sustainability Principles

p17
Matarial Proximity

Intent: To reduce environmental degradation resulting from transportation
impacts by increasing the demand for building materials and products that are
extracted and/or manufactured in close proximity to the building site.

Action: Utilize locall/regional materials in conjunction with the Materialg
Management Plan. Use a minimum of 20% of ail building materials (based on cost)
that are manufactured within a 500 mile radius of the site. Manufactured in this
context means the location where ‘final assembly’ takes place.

>> This is a rule which needs further justification. Perhaps the cost basls should
be in terms of value added by local operatians. This would tend to provide
maximum fob benefits from the rule. If environmental benefits were the chief
concern a factor other than cost should be considerad, such as total greenhouse
gas emissions associated with purchased inputs.
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From: Jennifer Brown [jbrown@renewnyc.com]
Sent:  Tuesday, February 03, 2004 2:53 PM
To: Irene Chang

Cc: William Kelley; Jessica Scaperotti
Subject: this came from the website

Uvkviown

Owner of

real estate
NULL NULL in Lower

Manhattan

While the Summary, TOC\and abstract
download, the main EIS DQES NOT
DOWNLOAD. We are moving for injunction to
delay your Feb hearings, so that we the
public have the rightfully-ours chance to read
the thing. It is beycnd belief that you
continue to attempt to cover up and conceal
from the public vital information. From
perusing the EIS sections I could download, I
have foundnumerous errors and omissions,

NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL which shows that it has not complied with

the statutorial obligation to discuss openly
the environmental impacts. Instead, you
have just "cut and pasted" the same
sentences over and over throughout the
documents. Shame on you. PS Many are
moving as soon as the "grants” are over, as
there is still dust, we are still sick, and our
hazmat moneys granted by GWB after 911
have been stolen for a "jets" stadium. We'll
work to stop that also.

PLEASE NOTE MY NEW EMAIL ADDRESS: JBROWN@RENEWNYC.COM

Jennifer Brown
Assistant Vice President

Government Relations and Community Affairs

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation (LMDC)

212-587-9738 direct line
212-406-8858 fax

www.renewnyc.com

2/13/2004
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From: Jennifer Brown [jprown@renewnyc.com]

Sent:  Tuesday, February 03, 2004 2:55 PM

To: Jessica Scaperotti; Irene Chang; William Kelley
Subject: another one from website

http://www.renewnyc.com/plan_des_dev/environme
NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL does NOT DOWNLOAD here. NEED TEXT ONLY OR HJ
works and is a terrible program. Public needs access

PLEASE NOTE MY NEW EMAIL ADDRESS: JBROWN@RENEWNYC.COM

Jennifer Brown

Assistant Vice President

Government Relations and Community Affairs
Lower Manhattan Development Corporation (LMDC)
212-587-9738 direct line

212-406-8858 fax

www.renewnyc.com

2/13/2004
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Pla/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: rld Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental act Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redévelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest o

Very

[print name - and address]

AR e dunt
(Name Iliurble)
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

- T'ama resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
sither direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have litle, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,




March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

[ am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping. et at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will malt;e life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

) Very truly yours,

4 J‘ , /
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March 3. 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, | urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benetit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the conpectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

; s .
Very truly yours, ; e

H

New Yo,k N /o280

[print name and address)
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According tothe DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
FAts g ) AL Cht

31 S s Hur N C (oae”
[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation
Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS

One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen: |

T am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two: residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at-Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours, _ ‘
R weished! [
335 S Gro /e
MY M 10280

[print name and address)
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Im act Statement
el ltey ey aaldl) JeTienic bnvironmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11,

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and leamn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if an y.
benetit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and. indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

ol \«V‘S Very truly yours,
\(’\vl ) .
{t. N‘v . SF g l;;, Fi L e

g By s ooy ,«-'1>, -
AT DD DCLA A S
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[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result

of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents

downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Mutray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, [ urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tannel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have nttle, 1f any,
benefit to downtown residents-and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours, ‘

TR [P
Wrlder Whkmer

278 8 Fad Aw . Apt. EM ARw Twk NTicie
[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

N

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
—annlelt Lelier Lnalt benenc bnvironmental Impact Statement

L.adies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, | urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion - and. indeed. will likely thwan
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly vours,

[print hame and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

L'am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battefy
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of Septernber 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have Little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown,

Very truly yours,
» D ih - ) V@&m /Waémr)
- %75 3o gnd fe /o

A rigc
[print name and address]
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Seth Wilpan
375 South End Avenue, #14C
New York, NY 10280-1022- -

March 13, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in
Battery Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two
residential complexes Rhyswally damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic
Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the
issue of traffic along West Street, and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment
under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on West Street and (b) keeping
West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the tunnel option
will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that
the end result of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any,
benefit to workers and residents downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a
tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in either direction at grade. In
addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will decrease
connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross
West Street - at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS
appears to underestimate the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will
generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson
that the DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will
be a disaster for downtown residents and workers during its years of
construction, and will have little, if any, benefit to downtown residents and
workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart the connectivity that
we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor '

New York, NY 10006

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As aresident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,
bl o #@/
, /]
LI ND# N MJ/V E€.

375 ~owty Bup Hve 277H
[print name and address] N\/} /0\/ 102D
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Lower Manhattan Development Corporation ) C‘@

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS [/ /J/\ /' L

One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor )

New York, NY 10006 Q((w

Re:  World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

oS
{
Ladies and Gentlemen: /O V( '\, ( (QE

I am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery 34
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes i
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

ot
Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental

Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street, 6(,(,@& ,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include (2) a short tunnel on 1
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the ,7
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly

those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result %

of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents

downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in &)M
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will

decrease conmectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West .
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underesimate

the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally. §é

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the ~——
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel opnon for rebmldmg West Street will be a disaster for '
downtown residents and workers ; and will have little, if any,

Benefit to downitown residents an workers__ggnmmmplcng_ - and, indeed, will likely thwart

the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.

Very truly yours,

M MMT\D G/

34598 Sp.Sus
AN NY (028D

[print name and address]
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March 3, 2004

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Pla/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: World Trade Center Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

1 am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes
physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 13A, 21 and 22, and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impact Statement (DGEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the impacts of the WTC redevelopment under scenarios that include {(a) a short tunnel on
West Street and (b) keeping West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the
tunnel option will make life miserable for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those in Battery Park City for periods of years. The DGEIS also makes clear that the end result
of this multi-year construction purgatory will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. According to the DGEIS, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3 lanes of traffic in
either direction at grade. In addition, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunnel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, I urge the LMDC to study and learn the lesson that the
DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebuilding West Street will be a disaster for
downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will have little, if any,
benefit to downtown residents and workers upon its completion — and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we seek between BPC and the rest of downtown.
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From: Mariwolk@aol.com [mailto:Mariwolk@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, February 15, 2004 10:35 AM

To: WTCENVIRONMENTAL

Subject: re: West Street Tunnel Comments

Dear Sir;

| cannot attend the session due to work commitments. However, | do have comments. | live in
Battery Park and disturbed that this construction will be one more disruption in my life.
Although it may be a necessary project, | am upset that the LMDC has taxed my grant for the
two year commitment | signed to stay here. What about this new construction? Shouldn't
there be some kind of compensation to those of us who would like to stay but are again
compromised by living in this area?

| would like my comments brought on the record at the meeting. If you need to contact me,
please call me at 212-608-0350. | have been a resident since 1985 at 200 Rector Place.

Sincerely,
Marianne E. Wolkstein

3/17/2004

Al



LOOKS WORSE THAN ALBANY

By Joe Wright

At the Javits Center public hearing on rebuilding the World Trade Center,
a series of plans were submitted and were resoundingly rejected. One comment,
with which many of the some 5,000 people in attendance agreed, was that the
plans “Look like Albany,” the implication being that they were incredibly bland.
This was Crap 1.

Then the LMDC presented the famous 9 plans. Because thJ disallowed
rebuilding the twin towers as an alternative, call them Crap 2. A

On Friday, December 19, 2003, the first building of the Final Plan was
presented with great hoopla by the powers-that-be to the public at large. My
immediate response was: “Looks worse than Albany.” Call the final plan Crap 3.

At least in Albany, they have real buildings occupied by real people, not
stunted little 60 or 70 story buildings pretending to be the tallest in the world.

From Daniel Libeskind and David Childs, we have form over function,
ornament over design, symbol over substance.

And. .. . IT IS NOT A 1776 FOOT BUILDING!

It's a 70 story building topped off with a void, windmills and that goofy
Libeskind spire. We don't need any reference to the Statue of Liberty. She stands
on her own as the sole symbol of liberty. Why would anyone dare to diminish her
stature by sticking a needle on top of a building? And who in the future would
even make the connection?

Windmills? Give me a break! I've had enough of this crap about
unoccupiable, uneconomical tall buildings. If these hooples, Pataki, Bloomberg,
Silverstein, Childs, Libeskind and the LMDC can't build in the spirit of New York
City, get out of the way and open the field to the inspired, the ambitions, the
heroic. Let's put a real New York builder in charge. (Where is “the Donald?")

The announcement of the “final” design was just anather shameful day in
the history of the failure to rebuild the WTC.

Did you observe, that all of the buildings spiraling upwards toward the
1776 tower will, by the nature of an upward spiral, have to be even shorter? What
is this, design by and for the dwarfs of stature as well as intellect? Of course this
spiraling upward is yet another dumb idea from the Libeskind "blaster:plan.”
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More than any other, Libeskind’s plan grants the terrorists what they
wanted: to demoralize and humiliate America by destroying her symbols. The
terrorists cut us down to size. The Libeskind plan and all of its supporters appear
content with us remaining in that state. The Leave Manhattan Destroyed
Corporation certainly isn't going to help.

What we have is not Freedom Tower, but Surrender Tower as so
accurately designated by my colleague Andrew Oliff.

The powers-that-be don't have the courage, the insight, the foresight or
the ambition to do anything but the mediocre. We are, after all, dealing with
politicians and their appointees who always hew to the pragmatic, and the “dead”
middle with emphasis on “dead.” They iove to rush to the front of a charging
crowd, claiming to be its leader.

They pander to all interests in a hopeless attempt to please them all. The
windmills are a sop to the environmentalists. The latticework is a sop to the artsy-
fartsy crowd. Allowing Greenwich Street to slash through the property, destroying
the whole plaza concept is a sop to the vaunted urban planners who always
hated the WTC.

But they dare not challenge the merchants of grief! To the seif-appointed
lobbyists for the victims, there is total capitulation. They want a deathpit and so
they get a deathpit. The Libeskind plan was imposed because it offered the
greatest space for memorializing death and the least space for celebrating life.
Interestingly, some victim family members have courageously spoken out in favor
of rebuilding the twin towers. But their voices are silenced and ignored.

Had the twin towers of the World Trade Center never been built, the
Libeskind-Childs "building” might have been praised for its inventiveness,
spectacular design and for being the tallest structure in the world. But since the
twin towers were built, replacing them with anything of less stature, of less
grandness, with less functionality as office and commercial space can only be
regarded as an utter disgrace. An insuit to all Americans. An even grosser insult
to New Yorkers who deserve better and even grander buildings on the site.

So, we have Crap design 1, Crap design 2 and Crap design 3. To
paraphrase Johnny Paycheck, “Take this crap and shovel it!"

And | haven't yet said a word about the memorial! Needless to say, the
plans are atrocious. The idea of tuming the site into a cemetery is grossly
repugnant. | don't want the WTC site to become Tombstone City. Neither do
residents in the area. ;

The most magnificent way to honor those murdered by terrorists on 9/11 is
to rebuild what was destroyed. We can't bring back the dead. but we can rebuild

616
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what was important in their lives, what they worked for and where they worked,
visited and enjoyed themselves and where others risked their lives to save those
who were horribly entombed by the fires started by the terrorists.

My memorial would consist of elements of the destroyed towers placed on
a new plaza between two new twin towers, built as tall or taller and exactly on the
footprints of the original towers. Pieces of the steel beams, of the unique facade,
the damaged Fritz Koenig Sphere (not repaired) and a proportionally sized
monument on which names of the murdered wouid be inscribed.

As to an explanation of the meaning of the memorial, it would simply be
that “On 9/11/01 these people were murdered by fanatical religious terrorists who
hate America for everything that makes it and us great. We are not defeated and
we submit these grand new twin towers as proof.”

Joe Wright
212-244-5488 x134
4joewright@att.net

¢l



March 3, 2004 -

Lower Manhattan Development Corporation

Attention: Comments WTC Memorial and Redevelopment Plan/DGEIS
One Liberty Plaza, 20th Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re:

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I-am a resident of Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, the residential complex in Battery
Park City closest to the World Trade Center site and one of only two residential complexes

physically damaged in the attacks of September 11.

Chapters 134, 21 and 22 and Appendices E and J of the Draft Generic Environmental
Impsct. Statemmt(l)GEIS) address, among other things, the issue of traffic along West Street,
and the ipapacts 0! 'ﬁm WTC mdeveiopmmt under scenarios that include (a) a short tunnel on
Weat Street and 2e West Street at grade. The DGEIS makes abundantly clear that the

phic & for both residents and workers downtown, particularly
those it Bitte Ciiye Theais&makcscieérﬁmtﬁzeendresult
of thzs muitx-year onstt ry will have little, if any, benefit to workers and residents
downtown. Accordiig: S, building a tunnel will still require 2 to 3-1anes of traffic in
either direction at: grade In adﬁmmx, the entrance and exit ramps for the tunmel lanes will
decrease connectivity at points that BPC workers and residents. frequently use to cross West
Street — at Albany Street and at Murray Street. Moreover, the DGEIS appears to underestimate
the amount of traffic that the WTC redevelopment will generate locally.

As a resident of Lower Manhattan, T urge the to study and learn the lesson that the

DGEIS clearly teaches: the tunnel option for rebmldmg West Street will be a disaster for

downtown residents and workers during its years of construction, and will bave little, if any,
benefit to dowritown: residents and workers upon its completion - and, indeed, will likely thwart
the connectivity that we séek between BPC and the rest of downtown,

Very truly yours,






