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Memorandum for the Record 
Transportation Planning and Programming Committee of the 
Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
 
July 2, 2009 Meeting  
10:00 AM –1:00 PM, State Transportation Building, Conference Room 4, 10 Park Plaza, 
Boston 
David Mohler, Chair, representing James Aloisi, Executive Office of Transportation & 
Public Works (EOT) 
 
Decisions 
The Transportation Planning and Programming Committee voted to take the following 
actions: 

• approve the minutes of the June 11 meeting with recommended changes 
• release the draft Amendment 4 of the Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2009 Element of 

the FFYs 2009 – 2012 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for a 30-day 
public review  

• approve the report, “Assessment of Dudley South Corridor Bus Service and 
Potential Improvements” 

 
Meeting Agenda 
 
1. Public Comments 
There were none. 
 
2. Chair’s Report – David Mohler, EOT 
The Governor signed the transportation reform bill. This fall the transportation agencies 
will be restructured into a Department of Transportation with a five-member board of 
directors. There will be four divisions – Highway (including what are now 
MassHighway, Massachusetts Turnpike Authority, and Department of Conservation and 
Recreation’s bridges), Rail and Transit, Aeronautics, and Registry of Motor Vehicles. 
There will also be a designated trust fund for transportation financing. 
 
The Governor also signed the budget directing $100 million to the Massachusetts 
Turnpike Authority (avoiding toll increases), $160 million to the MBTA (not eliminating 
the need for fare increases), and $15 million to the Regional Transit Authorities (RTAs). 
 
EOT will be providing its finance plan for the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
amendment later in the meeting for discussion. 
 
EOT is proposing changing the MPO targets for the FFYs 2010 – 2013 TIP in order to 
flex $75 million of highway dollars to transit over that three-year period. This action will 
make funding available for improvements to the Fitchburg commuter rail line. 
 
EOT has recorded with the registry of deeds the taking of $6.37 million worth of right-of-
way for the Concord and Lincoln – Route 2 (Crosby’s Corner) project. 
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3. Subcommittee Chairs’ Reports  
There were none. 
 
4. Regional Transportation Advisory Council – Malek Al-Khatib, Regional 
Transportation Advisory Council 
Secretary of Transportation James Aloisi is scheduled to attend the Advisory Council 
meeting in September.  
 
5. Director’s Report – Arnie Soolman, Director, Central Transportation Planning Staff 

(CTPS) 
The MPO’s website has a new section on the MPO’s bicycle and pedestrian activities. 
The site includes information on the MPO’s rail trail conversion feasibility studies, other 
studies, and Walkable Communities workshops. The centerpiece is a database with over 
500 bicycle and pedestrian counts covering 100 locations in 24 communities and a 
mapping interface. 
 
A. Soolman recognized the following staff members for their contributions to this work: 
Cathy Buckley (who organized the counts and wrote the text), Sean Pfalzer (who created 
the database), David Knudsen and Ben Krepp (who programmed the database application 
and mapping interface), Lee Morrison (who edited the text), and Mark Scannell (who put 
the application on the web). 
 
6. Meeting Minutes  -- Pam Wolfe, Manager of Certification Activities, CTPS 
A motion to approve the minutes of the June 11 meeting – with changes recommended by 
Mary Pratt, Town of Hopkinton, to pages 3, 6, and 7, and by Lourenço Dantas, 
Massachusetts Port Authority, to page 10 – was made by S. Woelfel, and seconded by M. 
Pratt. The motion passed. Brian Kane, MBTA Advisory Board, and William Tuttle, 
Massachusetts Turnpike Authority, abstained. 
 
7. Amendment 4 of the FFY 2009 Element of the FFYs 2007 – 2010 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) – Hayes Morrison, TIP Manager, MPO Staff 
Staff provided members with draft TIP tables for their discussion of Amendment 4 of the 
FFY 2009 Element of the FFYs 2007 – 2010 TIP and a memorandum from the 
MetroWest RTA requesting funding for its paratransit operations. (See attached.) 
 
H. Morrison discussed the changes to the element which are highlighted in the attached 
TIP tables, and which included some project cost updates, changes in project funding 
years, earmark funding, and adjustments to funding allotted to the RTAs. She then took 
questions from members: 
 
Why has the cost doubled for the Watertown – Intersection Improvements at Three 
Locations project? (Jim Gallagher, MAPC) 
Staff did not have an answer to this question.  
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Has money been taken out of the Bedford, Billerica, & Burlington – Middlesex Turnpike, 
Phase 2 project? (J. Gallagher) 
No, the project cost estimate is about $400,000 lower than previously programmed. This 
amendment reflects the latest project cost estimate. (H. Morrison) 
 
Where has the $500,000 from the Danvers/Peabody – Route 128 at Route 35 and Route 
62 gone? (J. Gallagher) 
Those funds have been moved to the FFY 2010 element. (H. Morrison) 
 
Are we skipping a year (FFY 2009) of funding for the Lynn/Saugus – Route 107 (Fox 
Hill) Bridge project? (J. Gallagher) 
Yes. The project was not funded in previous years because it was not ready. (H. 
Morrison) 
 
Regarding the three High-Priority Project (HPP) earmarks for bicycle trail projects, is it 
not possible to access the design funds if the RTP has not been approved before the MPO 
adopts this TIP Amendment? (J. Gallagher) 
That’s correct. The project proponents are aware of that issue. (H. Morrison) 
 
Is construction funding for the Franklin – Route 140 project and Boston – Sullivan 
Square, Phase 1 Design programmed in this TIP? (D. Mohler) 
The Route 140 construction is programmed in FFY 2011. We do not yet know about the 
Sullivan Square project. A significant amount of that project’s earmark is still available. 
(H. Morrison) 
 
What is the line item for the Somerville – Assembly Square Multimodal Access 
Improvements Construction project? (J. Gallagher) Is there a MassHighway project 
spending this money? (D. Mohler) 
It is the construction portion of the Assembly Square project’s earmark. There is an EOT 
scope of work that would use this funding. This line item will move to another TIP 
element if the project is not advertised in the current federal fiscal year. (H. Morrison) 
 
What is the line item for the Weymouth Multi-Modal Center Construction project? (J. 
Gallagher) 
The funds are for demolishing the old station and building a new one. (D. Mohler) 
 
Are there only four more American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) –funded 
projects that will be advertised in this region? What is happening with the rest of the 
projects? (J. Gallagher) 
The four projects noted on the TIP tables have advertising dates, the others have 
advertising seasons and are listed on MassHighway’s website. (H. Morrision) Some of 
the ARRA projects on the TIP tables may be advertised in FFY 2009, but many will not. 
Some may go into the FFY 2010 element and others into the Universe of Projects. (D. 
Mohler) 
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When will the MPO get more information about the projects proposed for the second 
phase of stimulus funding? (J. Gallagher) 
EOT is currently assessing the best use of the second phase of stimulus funding and is 
enlisting the help of the Regional Planning Agencies. The MPO will have a project list to 
discuss before the MPO adopts the FFYs 2010 – 2013 TIP. (D. Mohler) 
 
Can the MPO have an update on ARRA funding for transit projects? (J. Gallagher) 
In Massachusetts there will be no lapse in ARRA funds for transit projects. (Peter Butler, 
Federal Transit Administration) Most of the ARRA transit projects on the TIP tables are 
going forward. (D. Mohler) 
 
What is the probability of the North Bank Pedestrian Bridge project going forward? 
(Steve Olanoff, Advisory Council) 
The project is expected to be advertised in FFY 2009. (D. Mohler) 
 
A motion to release Amendment 4 of the FFY 2009 Element of the FFYs 2007 – 2010 
TIP for a 30-day public review was made by Joe Cosgrove, MBTA, and seconded by S. 
Woelfel. The motion passed unanimously. 
 
8. Report on Assessment of Dudley South Corridor Bus Service and Potential 
Improvements – Karl Quackenbush, Deputy Director, CTPS, and Rob Guptill, Project 
Manager, MPO Staff 
Staff provided members with CDs of the MPO report, “Assessment of Dudley South 
Corridor Bus Service and Potential Improvements.” K. Quackenbush introduced the 
report by noting that the MPO approved a scope of work that led to this report in 2008. 
The objective of the study was to assess the operations of the MBTA bus routes #23 and 
#28 between Dudley Station and Ashmont and Mattapan Stations, respectively. The 
Patrick Administration’s recent interest in using ARRA funds to improve bus service on 
the Route 28 corridor (the 28X project) added impetus to this study. 
 
R. Guptill then provided an overview of the study. He stated that the purpose of the study 
was to analyze the bus route operations in the Dudley South corridor with consideration 
of linkages to other bus routes, as well as, bicycle, pedestrian, and automobile modes. 
Staff analyzed existing conditions and made conceptual recommendations. 
 
Staff used the MPO’s travel demand model to examine trips from within the corridor and 
from without. Most work trips were to employment areas in downtown Boston or the 
Longwood Medical Area. There were a significant number of intra-corridor  non-work 
trips, but transit did not serve most of those trips. 
 
Then staff conducted a service assessment of the two bus routes. Poor schedule adherence 
was identified as an issue that has been leading to bus bunching (or crowding due to 
buses running off schedule). Bus speeds were found to be slightly slower outbound, in 
general, and the Route 23 buses were generally slightly slower than Route 28 buses. 
Forty percent of passengers on the routes paid their fares with cash or CharlieTickets; 
these are slower methods of payment. Information from the MBTA’s systemwide 
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passenger survey was used to determine that both bus routes are used for neighborhood 
trips and that a majority of trips do not require a transfer. Passenger service ratings were 
below average for both routes with  frequency of service and seat availability rated 
among the most important by passengers. 
 
Staff developed a suite of recommendations to improve service for three segments of the 
corridor by employing bus rapid transit (BRT) elements: 

• Dudley Station to Grove Hall: A busway in one direction and queue jumps in the 
other direction. 

• Grove Hall to Ashmont Station (Route 23): Queue jumps. 
• Grove Hall to Mattapan Station (Route 28): Busway in the median. 

 
To follow this study, the MBTA and MPO staff will be conducting a detailed engineering 
analysis. 
 
After the presentation, members asked questions and made comments: 
 
What were the primary complaints identified through the rider survey? (David Koses, 
City of Newton) 
The complaints focused on the issues of poor reliability and frequency of service. (R. 
Guptill) 
 
Were passengers asked, through the survey, to provide input on their opinions about 
consolidating bus stops? (David Koses, City of Newton) 
No, the survey was systemwide and did not include those questions. (R. Guptill) 
 
Were there delays at certain times of the day? (M. Pratt) 
Some of the delays for buses could be due to general traffic or boarding issues. (R. 
Guptill) 
 
Are there estimates for capital costs for proposed improvements to the Route 23 
corridor? (J. Gallagher) 
Capital costs would include dedicated traffic lights for buses, fare vending machines, and 
shelters. (R. Guptill) Estimating costs was beyond the scope of this project. (K. 
Quackenbush) The MBTA is moving forward with a public process for the Route 23 
corridor. (J. Cosgrove) 
 
How well is the 28X project incorporating this study’s recommendations? (L. Dantas) 
The 28X project includes the use of median busways. MPO staff recommended 
concurrent flow, whereas the state is considering contra-flow.1 The report also 
recommended that median busways would serve all bus routes along Blue Hill Avenue, 
whereas the state is considering restricting the busway to Route 28X. (R. Guptill)  
 
Ginger Esty, Town of Framingham, suggested that in planning for the 28X project it 
might be beneficial to look at the design of a similar busway project that was completed 
                                                           
1 EOT and MBTA are recommending a concurrent flow approach. 
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in Cleveland, Ohio. She noted that the Cleveland facility works very well. D. Koses 
concurred. He also noted that the Cleveland project has had mixed reviews. G. Esty also 
noted a concern about contra-flow operations, in that the reversing of traffic flow can be a 
danger to pedestrians who may not be expecting traffic to come from the opposite 
direction. 
 
A motion to approve the report, “Assessment of Dudley South Corridor Bus Service and 
Potential Improvements” was made by J. Gallagher, and seconded by J. Cosgrove. The 
motion passed unanimously. 
 
9. Discussion of the Finance Plan for the Regional Transportation Plan – David 
Mohler, EOT 
EOT provided members with a finance plan for the RTP Amendment and a schedule for 
completing the Amendment by October 1, 2009. (See attached.) According to the 
schedule, members would vote on proposed projects on July 16. D. Mohler stated that the 
finance plan is EOT’s best estimate based on the guidance that EOT is operating under at 
this time and the revenue that EOT anticipates is available. 
 
M. Draisen asked that members receive the project information early enough so as to 
have enough time to digest the information before they vote (more than just a couple of 
days would be needed). D. Mohler replied that members are being provided with a list of 
transit expansion projects today. He added that, due to EOT’s cash flow, no other transit 
expansion projects can go forward unless the MPO flexes some highway money to 
transit. 
 
Members discussed three sections of EOT’s and MBTA’s finance plan (see attached 
financial documents): 
 
EOT/MBTA Finance Plan: Public Transportation Expansion Projects 
The $1.1 billion worth of transit expansion projects included in the finance plan are those 
projects that the Commonwealth is legally required to design or construct under the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP): Fairmount Line Improvements , Red-Blue Connector 
(design), 1,000 Parking Space Initiative, and Green Line Extension to College Avenue 
and the Union Square Spur. Regarding the Green Line Extension, D. Mohler stated that 
EOT is committed to extending the line to Route 16, however, EOT cannot afford to 
build to that terminus at this time. 
 
Members asked questions and made comments: 
 
Is the federal share of the Green Line Extension project dependant on a successful 
federal [New Starts] application? And is the Commonwealth still committed to build the 
project if the federal funding is not awarded? (M. Draisen) 
Yes. If the New Starts application is not approved, EOT will have to pay for the Green 
Line Extension out of existing revenues. (D. Mohler) 
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Are other MPOs in the state receiving similar project lists? (M. Draisen) 
No. The Boston Region MPO is the only MPO in the state amending its RTP. (D. 
Mohler) 
 
It might be useful for the Commonwealth to develop a statewide list of expansion 
projects. (M. Draisen) 
The statewide list would include the SIP commitments and the Fitchburg commuter rail 
improvements. The Commonwealth is still committed to the South Coast Rail project; 
funding for that project will be amended into the RTP when a financing plan has been 
released. EOT is also continuing planning for the Blue Line to Lynn and the Urban Ring, 
though funding is not available to construct those projects at this time. (D. Mohler)  
 
If the Silver Line, Phase 3 project is not included in the RTP Amendment can the 
Commonwealth apply for New Starts funding for the project? (J. Gallagher) 
No. Silver Line, Phase 3 would have to come out of the pipeline for New Starts funding. 
The MBTA’s finance plan for that project shows that the MBTA cannot afford the non-
federal share. (D. Mohler) 
 
How does the Silver Line, Phase 3 project relate to the 28X project?  (M. Draisen) 
The projects do not relate. The 28X project should be included in this finance plan list as 
an ARRA funded project (100% federal share). However, EOT is considering taking 28X 
out of the pool of ARRA committed projects and applying for funding for the project 
through the ARRA TIGER grant program (a national, competitive grant program). (D. 
Mohler) Putting the project forward for a TIGER grant would give EOT an extra four to 
six weeks to work on civic engagement in the project area in Mattapan. (S. Woelfel) EOT 
wants to make sure that the community is supportive of the project since it would bring a 
major change to the community. (D. Mohler)  
 
Do TIGER grant projects require an MPO endorsement? (J. Gallagher) 
An MPO endorsement is not required, though the MPO would have to program the 
project in the TIP. (D. Mohler) 
 
M. Draisen stated that if the Commonwealth is planning to apply for a TIGER grant it 
should ask for the MPO’s endorsement, even though it is not required prior to submitting 
the application. He asked D. Mohler to convey this request to Secretary Aloisi. M. Pratt 
concurred. 
 
Ed Silva, Federal Highway Administration, stated that if the MPO adds the 28X project to 
its list of illustrative projects in the RTP, demonstrating MPO support for the project, it 
would add value to the project’s TIGER application. 
 
Is the Commonwealth still committed to planning for the Green Line Extension to the 
Route 16 terminus? (Thomas Bent, City of Somerville) 
Yes. (D. Mohler) 
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How much more money is needed to fund the Green Line Extension to Route 16? (L. 
Dantas) 
There is a shortfall of approximately $130 million. (S. Woelfel) 
 
Does the proposed Silver Line Branch to South Station need to be included in the transit 
expansion list? (D. Koses) 
No, it is not considered an expansion project. (D. Mohler) 
 
Is the Red-Blue Connector project for design only? What about construction? (M. Al-
Khatib) 
Yes, the project is for design only. There is no funding for construction. (D. Mohler) 
 
Should the Assembly Square Orange Line Station project be on the transit expansion list? 
(T. Bent) 
Yes, it should be added when the $10 million funding gap for the project is addressed. 
(D. Mohler and J. Cosgrove) 
 
Does the earmark for the Assembly Square Orange Line Station project have an 
expiration date? (Wig Zamore, Somerville Transportation Equity Partnership/Mystic 
View Task Force) 
There was an authorization for up to $25 million in New Starts funding for the project, 
but funding was not yet appropriated. There are no lapses in funds. (P. Butler) 
 
MBTA Finance Plan: Operations and Maintenance Costs 
D. Mohler explained that the MBTA finance plan is based on the MBTA’s budget and 
finance plan developed for the Silver Line, Phase 3 project. The MBTA has a projected 
deficit of $160 million in FFY 2010 that grows to $200 million in FFY 2011. The MBTA 
is in the process of proposing a fare increase to address the deficit. Projected revenues of 
$68 million from the fare increase and $160 million from the sales tax increase in FFY 
2010 will leave the MBTA with a surplus of $62 million in that year. That surplus will 
help to fill the budget gap in FFY 2011. In future years, the figures are inflated based on 
the Silver Line finance plan. The finance plan includes projected savings of $40 million 
per year from transportation reform measures and ridership growth of 1.12%. 
 
The plan shows that with modest fare increases in future years, the MBTA will be able to 
operate and maintain the system at the current level of state of good repair. This plan 
does not address the $2.7 billion backlog of transit maintenance projects; additional 
revenue is needed to address the backlog. 
 
Members asked questions and made comments: 
 
Does this finance plan assume that MBTA service will be continuing at current levels? 
(D. Koses) 
Yes. It assumes no or very limited service cuts. (D. Mohler) 
M. Draisen stated that it is extremely important for members’ to understand the elements 
of state of good repair that EOT and the MBTA are proposing to move forward and those 

Boston Region MPO Staff 
7/2/2009 



Transportation Planning and Programming Committee 
Meeting Minutes of July 2, 2009   

9

that are being deferred, and he asked for a dialogue on this issue. He indicated that this 
information will be important for the public to understand the MBTA’s difficult financial 
situation, and he asked that this information be made available to the public. D. Mohler 
added that no one should interpret the financial plan as indicating that the MBTA is in 
good financial shape. M. Pratt concurred with M. Draisen and emphasized that the public 
and the legislature should be aware of what work is not being done.  
 
B. Kane expressed his opinion that the projections for savings in the finance plan are 
inflated and that there is no guarantee that revenues from the sales tax will not remain 
flat. He raised a question about the need for better prioritization of projects. D. Mohler 
replied that the MPO prioritizes in its programming process and that the MPO could 
chose to flex highway funding to transit to address some of the MBTA’s $2.7 billion 
backlog. G. Esty added that the MPO considers geographic equity and funding across 
transit, highway, and bridge projects when it programs projects. M. Draisen noted that the 
coming month is the MPO’s opportunity to set its priorities. 
 
M. Al-Khatib stated that the MBTA needs more financial support from the 
Commonwealth to bring it into a state of good repair and to make its infrastructure safe. 
D. Mohler stated that the Commonwealth cannot afford to take on the MBTA’s debt 
without making significant capital cuts. M. Al-Khatib then advocated that the MPO 
should make a statement about the need for more revenue, such as by raising the sales or 
gas taxes. D. Mohler stated that federal law prohibits the RTP finance plan from 
assuming sources of revenue that are currently not available. 
 
If the plan can assume fare increases, can it also assume increases on the highway side 
(such as from future toll increases)? (J. Gillooly and M. Draisen) 
The plan cannot assume future tolls on current non-tolled facilities. Toll revenues must 
also go to the tolled facility and are not new revenue for the system as a whole. (D. 
Mohler) 
 
M. Draisen raised the idea of including toll increases, comparable to fare increases, over 
the course of the RTP as a way to raise revenue (if the statutes governing the tolls did not 
limit the reallocation of those revenues to other facilities). He noted that, with this finance 
plan, the state is making a policy decision to increase fares but not tolls. 
 
M. Pratt stated that the funding of the Central Artery/Tunnel is not being addressed and 
that tolls on I-93 could have helped fund that project. She added that she thinks that toll 
revenue should fund the tolled-facilities.  
 
Paul Regan, MBTA Advisory Board, stated that sales tax revenues are anemic and that 
inflation-based increases in the finance plan may be offset due to rising construction 
costs.  
 
S. Olanoff, Advisory Board, stated that the finance plan tables should show where in time 
fare increases would occur and the amounts spent toward state of good repair. 
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EOT/MassHighway Statewide Finance Plan 
D. Mohler explained several line items in the federal aid program. He noted that the total 
figures include the federal and local matches. Those matches can be a 80/20% or 90/10% 
split (federal to local share) or 100% federal share:  

• Special Bridge funding needs to be spent by 2010.  
• The last Grant Anticipation Notes (GANs) payment for the Central Artery/Tunnel 

project will be in 2024. Those payments will be increasing in the later years. 
• GANs payments for the Accelerated Bridge Program begin in 2011. 

 
He then explained several of the state line items:  

• The NFA Construction (Non-Federal Aid) line item is for the maintenance 
program of MassHighway.  

• NFA Project Ops is for the funding of MassHighway employees’ salaries (who 
are paid with bond funding).  

• The line item for Regional Major Infrastructure Projects is for the payment of 
debts for projects under construction.  

• The line item for MPO Discretionary Capital Program reflects the MPOs’ targets. 
The Boston Region MPO share of the targets is $1.94 billion over the 20 years. 

 
Members asked questions and made comments: 
 
Does the capital portion of the Accelerated Bridge GANs payment come from a grant? 
(P. Regan) 
It will be paid with federal-aid. (D. Mohler) 
 
Is the end date for NFA Project Ops, as anticipated by the legislature, certain in this 
plan? (M. Draisen) 
EOT developed a plan to take employees out of bond-paid salaries. It is unlikely that 
employees will be bond paid through 2030, but without another revenue stream currently 
available for salaries, that assumption cannot be reflected in the finance plan. (D. Mohler) 
 
Is the flexing of highway funding to transit incorporated in this plan? (M. Draisen) 
There is to be a $75 million flex of funding from highway to transit, but it is not yet 
subtracted from these totals. (D. Mohler) 
 
A new bill in Congress permits the flexing of some ARRA money from highway to transit. 
Is that incorporated in this plan? (M. Draisen) 
No. Congress amended ARRA to say that 10% of Section 5307 ARRA capital funds 
could be used for transit operating costs. The MBTA could ask the MPO to make this 
change. 
 
10. Members Items 
There were none. 
 
Staff distributed a memorandum describing the outreach for the UPWP Public 
Involvement Plan and outreach materials. (See attached.) 
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11. Adjourn 
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Transportation Planning and Programming Committee Meeting Attendance 
Thursday, July 2, 2009, 10:00 AM

 
Member Agencies  Representatives and Alternates  
EOT    David Mohler 
City of Boston   Jim Gillooly 

Thomas Kadzis 
City of Newton   David Koses 
City of Somerville  Thomas Bent 
    Michael Lambert 
Federal Highway  Ed Silva 
 Administration 
Federal Transit  Peter Butler 
 Administration 
MAPC    Mark Draisen 
    Jim Gallagher 
MassHighway   Stephen Woelfel 
MassPike   William Tuttle 
MassPort   Lourenço Dantas 
MBTA    Joe Cosgrove 
MBTA Advisory Board Paul Regan 
    Brian Kane 
Regional Transportation Malek Al-Khatib 
 Advisory Council   
Town of Bedford  Richard Reed 
Town of Braintree  Christine Stickney 
Town of Hopkinton  Mary Pratt 
Town of Framingham  Ginger Esty 
    
 

 
MPO Staff/CTPS 
Michael Callahan 
Rob Guptill 
Bruce Kaplan 
Maureen Kelly 
Anne McGahan 
Hayes Morrison 
Sean Pfalzer 
Karl Quackenbush 
Arnie Soolman 
Pam Wolfe 
 
Other Attendees 
Judy LaRocca Town of Concord 
Sue McQuaid Neponset Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Steve Olanoff Advisory Council 
Wig Zamore Somerville Transportation Equity 

Partnership/Mystic View Task Force   
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