


































 

 

 

 

July 5, 2011 

 

David Mohler, Chair 

Transportation Planning and Programming Committee 

Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 

10 Park Plaza, Suite 4150 

Boston, MA 02116 

 

RE:  Draft Version 2 of the Boston Region MPO’s Memorandum of Understanding 

 

Dear Mr. Mohler, 

 

The Regional Transportation Advisory Council (Advisory Council) has been involved in 

discussions regarding the Boston Region MPO’s next Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) as 

members of the Transportation Planning and Programming Committee. We would like to thank 

the MPO for voting to include the Advisory Council as a full voting member of the MPO. The 

Advisory Council is a primary avenue for participation in the MPO process for many advocacy 

groups, municipalities, state agencies, and business organizations. This change will allow these 

groups to become more actively engaged with the MPO as it seeks to improve our environment 

and economy with transportation investments.  

 

Another key issue that arose during these discussions was municipal representation on the MPO. 

The Advisory Council supported increasing the municipal representation on the MPO, in order to 

broaden and diversify the set of voices on the MPO and ensure that the needs of the entire region 

are considered. However, we are concerned about how the draft MOU allocates the additional 

seats. The proposal increases the number of elected municipalities on the MPO from six to 12. 

Eight of the seats are reserved for municipalities representing each MAPC subregion, and four 

are at large seats. Additionally, the City of Boston would receive a second seat on the MPO.   

 

The problem we see is that the Inner Core subregion will likely be very underrepresented based 

on its share of the region’s population. Under the draft MOU, the Inner Core (including Boston’s 

two seats) could have as few as three of the 14 municipal seats (21%). We ask the MPO to 

consider the following figures and facts that support adding safeguards to the MOU to ensure 

that the Inner Core is appropriately represented. The figures include data for the City of Boston.  

 

 The Inner Core is home to approximately 51% of the region’s population.  

 The Inner Core is home to about 55% of the region’s jobs.  

 The Inner Core attracted 55% of the region’s population growth between 2000 and 2010.  

 The Inner Core is home to 75% of the region’s minority residents.  

 



  Page 2 of 2  - Regional Transportation Advisory Council Comment Letter  

       

The last point is particularly important because it is a policy of the MPO to address the 

transportation needs of low income and minority persons. Additionally, the MPO should 

consider that the Inner Core is home to nearly the entire rapid transit system, the region’s major 

international airport, freight shipping ports, critical industrial infrastructure that serves all of New 

England, much of the region’s freight and passenger rail network, intercity passenger rail and bus 

terminals, several major highways, and attractions that bring tourists and business people from 

all over the world.   

 

We acknowledge that an argument can be made that the importance of equitable geographic 

distribution of municipalities is mitigated by the notion that MPO members consider the 

transportation needs of the entire region when making decisions about how to allocate scarce 

transportation funds. However, we believe equitable geographic representation is still very 

important because the municipalities on the MPO are more aware of, and better understand, their 

own transportation needs and those of their immediate neighbors. The draft MOU will improve 

the MPO’s awareness of transportation needs in the outer portions of the MPO, but we feel that 

there should be more balance among the representation so that the transportation needs of all 

parts of the Inner Core are better understood as well.  

 

We therefore ask the MPO to allocate two seats for municipalities from the Inner Core subregion 

in addition to the seats held by the City of Boston. This will ensure that the Inner Core has at 

least 29% of the municipal votes and no more than 50% of the municipal votes, which is a share 

close to, although still smaller than, the Inner Core’s share of the region’s population. We also 

suggest that the additional Inner Core seat come from the four proposed at-large seats, and the 

remaining three at large seats be allocated to one town, one city, and one with no restrictions.  

 

Thank you for considering our proposal, and for allowing additional comments on the draft 

MOU. We appreciate the public outreach conducted by the MPO and MassDOT on this 

important issue.  

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
 

Laura Wiener, Chair   

 







1

Sean Pfalzer

From: Mike Callahan <mcallahan@ctps.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 3:41 PM
To: Sean
Subject: FW: public comment on MPO´s amended Memorandum of Understanding

FYI 
 

From: Friends of the Community Path [mailto:friendspath@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 3:34 PM 
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org; Jeffrey.Mullan@state.ma.us; David.Mohler@state.ma.us; pwolfe@ctps.org 
Cc: pamela.stephenson@dot.gov; david.chandler@dot.gov; michael.chong@dot.gov; william.gordon@dot.gov; 
Margaret.Griffin@dot.gov; spalding.curt@epa.gov; dierker.carl@epa.gov; wells.sharon@epa.gov; Rebecca Schrumm; Alan 
Moore 
Subject: public comment on MPO´s amended Memorandum of Understanding 
 
To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 
 
We are are writing on behalf of the Friends of Community Path to express concerns about the changes to the MPO 
structure proposed in the draft of the Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU).  We would greatly appreciate your attention to and assistance in dealing with these concerns. 
 
The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, and one seat each to be voted by 
each of the eight very unequally populated sub-regions.  This change would result in SEVERE under-representation of the 
inner core communities, whose 2010 population exceeds the combined population of all the other sub-regions. 
 
This change would also result in seriously under-representing the communities identified by the MPO as Environmental 
Justice (EJ) communities. The non-inner core communities designated by the MPO as environmental justice communities 
equal 12% of the designated EJ communities’ total population while Boston and the inner core communities represent 
88%. 
 
The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional transportation pollution and environmental 
health burdens.  The most polluted 5% of the MPO region Traffic Analysis Zones, with roughly 100 times the mobile 
pollution emissions per square mile of land area as the least polluted TAZes of the region, have high concentrations of 
EJ  population. 
 
Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole population of the region fairly and 
proportionally, and most certainly should not be done with such severe under-representation of the EJ communities of the 
Inner Core as is currently proposed.  
 
With Best Regards, 
Lynn Weissman and Alan Moore 
Friends of the Community Path 
http://www.pathfriends.org/scp/ 
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Friends-of-the-Community-Path/129724153751066 
(617) 776 7769 
----------------------------------------------------------- 
The mission of the Friends of the Community Path is 
to link the Minuteman Bikeway and Charles River Path networks, 
by extending the Community Path along the future Green Line extension. 

"To Lechmere... and Beyond!!" 
 







From: alice grossman [mailto:aliceag@rcn.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 3:53 PM 
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
Subject: changes to MPO structure 
 

To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 

 I am writing to express concerns about the changes to the MPO structure proposed in the draft of 
the Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). 
  
The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, and one 
seat each to be voted by each of the eight very unequally populated sub-regions.  This change 
would result in SEVERE under-representation of the inner core communities, whose 2010 
population exceeds the combined population of all the other sub-regions. 
  

This change would also result in seriously under-representing the communities identified by the 
MPO as Environmental Justice (EJ) communities. The non-inner core communities designated 
by the MPO as environmental justice communities equal 12% of the designated EJ communities’ 
total population while Boston and the inner core communities represent 88%. 

  

The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional transportation 
pollution and environmental health burdens.  The most polluted 5% of the MPO region Traffic 
Analysis Zones, with roughly 100 times the mobile pollution emissions per square mile of land 
area as the least polluted TAZes of the region, have high concentrations of EJ  population. 

  

Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole population of 
the region fairly and proportionally, and most certainly should not be done with such severe 
under-representation of the EJ communities of the Inner Core as is currently proposed. 

  

Sincerely, 

Alice Grossman 

13 Robinson St 

Somerville Ma 02144 

 





From: Rebecca Schrumm [mailto:rjschrumm@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 4:14 PM 
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
Subject: Public Comment on MPO´s amended Memorandum of Understanding 
 
To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 
  
I am writing to express concerns about the changes to the MPO structure proposed in the draft of 
the Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). 
  
The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, and one 
seat each to be voted by each of the eight very unequally populated sub-regions.  This change 
would result in SEVERE under-representation of the inner core communities, whose 2010 
population exceeds the combined population of all the other sub-regions. It is my understanding 
that no calculation was used to determine fair representation. 
  
This change would also result in seriously under-representing the communities identified by the 
MPO as Environmental Justice (EJ) communities. The non-inner core communities designated 
by the MPO as environmental justice communities equal 12% of the designated EJ communities’ 
total population while Boston and the inner core communities represent 88%. 
  
The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional transportation 
pollution and environmental health burdens.  The most polluted 5% of the MPO region Traffic 
Analysis Zones, with roughly 100 times the mobile pollution emissions per square mile of land 
area as the least polluted TAZes of the region, have high concentrations of EJ  population. 
  
Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole population of 
the region fairly and proportionally, and most certainly should not be done with such severe 
under-representation of the Inner Core as is currently proposed. 
  
Sincerely, 
Rebecca Schrumm 
Somerville Resident 
Friend of the Community Path 
Somerville Comprehensive Plan Steering Committee 
Somerville Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors 
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Kenneth J. Krause 
50 Mystic Street     Medford, MA 02155 

781-396-0920 kenneth.krause@comcast.net 
 

 
 
July 5, 2011 
 
Mr. Jeffrey B. Mullan 
Secretary of Transportation  
Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
10 Park Plaza, Suite 2150 
Boston, MA 02116 
 
Dear Secretary Mullan, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to the Boston 
Region Metropolitan Planning Organization’s Memorandum of Understanding Relating 
to the Comprehensive, Continuing and Cooperative Transportation Planning Process in 
the Boston Metropolitan Area (MOU). 
 
As an active citizen advocate for improvements to all modes of transportation, in 
particular transit, bicycling and walking, I have been a regular observer and participant 
in Boston MPO planning activities, attending meetings, writing comment letters, and 
publicizing MPO activities and public comment periods in my community. 
 
I appreciate the vitally important work the MPO performs, and also commend it for 
flexing highway funds to be used for completion of the Green Line Extension project to 
Route 16 in Medford in the 2016-2020 period. I see this is an indication of a move 
toward more equitable decisions with regard to allocating funds for transit, bicycling and 
walking projects. 
 
I find less equitable, however, the proposed change to the MOU. While apparently 
intending to give a more equal voice to the residents of eight sub-regions across the 
commonwealth, the proposed MOU – perhaps unintentionally – would greatly reduce 
the representation of the most populous portion of the state, the 19 Inner Core 
municipalities outside of Boston. 
 
These Inner Core municipalities contain 32 percent of the region’s population (Boston 
represents 20 percent). No other sub-region represents more than 9 percent. In my view 
it is not fair to grant a sub-region with as little as 6 percent of the population the same 
voting strength as an area with 32 percent of the population, as well as 24 percent of 
the region’s employment and 21 percent of the region’s road miles. 
 
Another serious flaw in the proposed MOU is that it would result in a major under-
representation of the portion of the population identified by the MPO as environmental 
justice (EJ) communities. Boston and the Inner Core communities comprise 88 percent 
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of the communities designated by the MPO as environmental justice communities, 
compared to just 12 percent in the non-Inner Core communities. 
 
Failure to give the environmental justice population an equal voice in the Boston MPO 
transportation planning and investment is not only unfair, it is ethically and morally 
wrong, and goes against the principals of the MPO and MassDOT. 
 
I strongly urge you and the Boston MPO to reconsider the voting structure of the 
proposed MOU and, at a minimum, restore to two (2) the number of seats dedicated to 
representing the Inner Core communities. 
 
Thank you again for this opportunity to comment. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kenneth J. Krause 
 
Kenneth J. Krause 
50 Mystic Street 
Medford, MA 02155 
 
 
 
 
 
 



‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: armando.caro@gmail.com [mailto:armando.caro@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Armando Caro 
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 4:40 PM 
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
Subject: Concerns with proposed changes to the MPO structure 
 
To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 
 
I am writing to express concerns about the changes to the MPO structure proposed in the draft of the 
Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). 
 
The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, and one seat each 
to be voted by each of the eight very unequally populated sub‐regions.  This change would result in 
SEVERE under‐representation of the inner core communities, whose 2010 population exceeds the 
combined population of all the other sub‐regions. 
 
This change would also result in seriously under‐representing the communities identified by the MPO as 
Environmental Justice (EJ) communities. 
The non‐inner core communities designated by the MPO as environmental justice communities equal 
12% of the designated EJ communities' total population while Boston and the inner core communities 
represent 88%. 
 
The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional transportation pollution 
and environmental health burdens. 
The most polluted 5% of the MPO region Traffic Analysis Zones, with roughly 
100 times the mobile pollution emissions per square mile of land area as the least polluted TAZes of the 
region, have high concentrations of EJ population. 
 
Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole population of the 
region fairly and proportionally, and most certainly should not be done with such severe under‐
representation of the EJ communities of the Inner Core as is currently proposed. 
 
Sincerely, 
Armando Caro 
69 Lowden Ave 
Somerville, MA 02144 
 



‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Glen Fant [mailto:glenfant@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 5:31 PM 
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
Subject: Changes to the MPO structure 
 
To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 
 
I am writing to express concerns about the changes to the MPO structure proposed in the draft of the 
Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). 
 
The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, and one seat each 
to be voted by each of the eight very unequally populated sub‐regions.  This change would result in 
SEVERE under‐representation of the inner core communities, whose 2010 population exceeds the 
combined population of all the other sub‐regions. 
 
This change would also result in seriously under‐representing the communities identified by the MPO as 
Environmental Justice (EJ) communities. 
The non‐inner core communities designated by the MPO as environmental justice communities equal 
12% of the designated EJ communities' total population while Boston and the inner core communities 
represent 88%. 
 
The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional transportation pollution 
and environmental health burdens. 
The most polluted 5% of the MPO region Traffic Analysis Zones, with roughly 
100 times the mobile pollution emissions per square mile of land area as the least polluted TAZes of the 
region, have high concentrations of EJ population. 
 
Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole population of the 
region fairly and proportionally, and most certainly should not be done with such severe under‐
representation of the EJ communities of the Inner Core as is currently proposed. 
 
Sincerely, 
Glen Fant 
85 Winthrop St. 
Medford, MA 02155 
 



From: mliebetreu@comcast.net [mailto:mliebetreu@comcast.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 7:59 PM 
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
Subject: Proposed Change in MPO Structure 
 
To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning OrganizationL 
  
I am writing to express concerns about the changes to the MPO structure proposed in 
the draft of the Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU). 
  
The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, 
and one seat each to be voted by each of the eight very unequally populated sub-
regions.  This change would result in SEVERE under-representation of the inner core 
communities, whose 2010 population exceeds the combined population of all the other 
sub-regions. 
  
This change would also result in seriously under-representing the communities 
identified by the MPO as Environmental Justice (EJ) communities. The non-inner core 
communities designated by the MPO as environmental justice communities equal 12% 
of the designated EJ communities’ total population while Boston and the inner core 
communities represent 88%. 
  
The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional 
transportation pollution and environmental health burdens.  The most polluted 5% of the 
MPO region Traffic Analysis Zones, with roughly 100 times the mobile pollution 
emissions per square mile of land area as the least polluted TAZes of the region, have 
high concentrations of EJ population. 
  
Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole 
population of the region fairly and proportionally, and most certainly should not be done 
with such severe under-representation of the EJ communities of the Inner Core as is 
currently proposed. 
  
Sincerely, 
Michelle Liebetreu 
441 R Somerville Avenue 
Somerville MA 
 



From: Al [mailto:nuclearcoffee@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 9:49 PM 
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
Subject: fair represenatation of 'inner core' communities. 
 
To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 
  
Our family lives in a dense urban neighborhood that has more then it's share of highways 
running thru it. 
We are concerned  about the changes to the MPO structure proposed in the draft of the Boston 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). 
  
The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, and one 
seat each to be voted by each of the eight very unequally populated sub-regions.  This change 
would result in SEVERE under-representation of the inner core communities, whose 2010 
population exceeds the combined population of all the other sub-regions. 
  
This change would also result in seriously under-representing the communities identified by the 
MPO as Environmental Justice (EJ) communities. The non-inner core communities designated 
by the MPO as environmental justice communities equal 12% of the designated EJ communities’ 
total population while Boston and the inner core communities represent 88%. 
  
The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional transportation 
pollution and environmental health burdens.  The most polluted 5% of the MPO region Traffic 
Analysis Zones, with roughly 100 times the mobile pollution emissions per square mile of land 
area as the least polluted TAZes of the region, have high concentrations of EJ  population. 
  
Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole population of 
the region fairly and proportionally, and most certainly should not be done with such severe 
under-representation of the EJ communities of the Inner Core as is currently proposed. 
  
Sincerely, 
Alex and Ami Feldman 
 



From: Alan and Jane [mailto:alanjane@peoplepc.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 10:33 PM 
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
Subject: draft MPO MOU, please do not make changes 
 
July 5, 2011 
 
To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 
  
I am quite concerned about the changes to the MPO structure proposed in the draft of the Boston 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). I've reviewed it and 
heard discussions of at MPO meetings I've attended. 
  
The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, and one seat each 
to be voted by each of 8 sub-regions with very different populations.  This change would result in an 
unfair under-representation of the inner core communities, whose 2010 population exceeds the combined 
population of all the other sub-regions. 
  
This change would also result in seriously under-representing the communities identified by the MPO as 
Environmental Justice (EJ) communities. The non-inner core communities designated by the MPO as 
environmental justice communities equal 12% of the designated EJ communities’ total population while 
Boston and the inner core communities represent 88%. 
  
The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional transportation pollution and 
environmental health burdens.  The most polluted 5% of the MPO region Traffic Analysis Zones, with 
roughly 100 times the mobile pollution emissions per square mile of land area as the least polluted TAZes 
of the region, have high concentrations of EJ  population. 
  
Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole population of the 
region fairly and proportionally, and most certainly should not be done with such severe under-
representation of the EJ communities of the Inner Core as is currently proposed. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Alan Moore 
23 Cherry St. 
Somerville, MA 02144 
 



From: John Wilde [mailto:jw@l-architects.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 06, 2011 9:07 AM 
To: 'Mike Callahan'; publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
Cc: pathfriends@hacksaw.org 
Subject: RE: Thank you for your feedback; subscription to MPO news and information e-mail service 
 
 
To: 
publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
 
To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 
 
The following is of serious concern to us living in Somerville: 
 
We are are writing on behalf of the Friends of Community Path to express concerns about the changes to 
the MPO structure proposed in the draft of the Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU).   
 
The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, and one seat each 
to be voted by each of the eight very unequally populated sub-regions.  This change would result in 
SEVERE under-representation of the inner core communities, whose 2010 population exceeds the 
combined population of all the other sub-regions. 
 
This change would also result in seriously under-representing the communities identified by the MPO as 
Environmental Justice (EJ) communities. The non-inner core communities designated by the MPO as 
environmental justice communities equal 12% of the designated EJ communities’ total population while 
Boston and the inner core communities represent 88%. 
 
The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional transportation pollution and 
environmental health burdens.  The most polluted 5% of the MPO region Traffic Analysis Zones, with 
roughly 100 times the mobile pollution emissions per square mile of land area as the least polluted TAZes 
of the region, have high concentrations of EJ  population. 
 
Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole population of the 
region fairly and proportionally, and most certainly should not be done with such severe under-
representation of the EJ communities of the Inner Core as is currently proposed.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Wilde 
224 Highland Avenue 
Somerville, MA 02143 
 



From: Maida Tilchen [mailto:maidatil@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 06, 2011 3:34 PM 
To: publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
Subject: concerns about the changes to the MPO structure 
 

To the Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization 

I really enjoy and use almost daily the Community Path as it goes through Somerville. I'm 
looking forward to its extension to Lowell Street, where I live, and beyond. For that reason I ask 
you to consider the following: 

I am writing to express concerns about the changes to the MPO structure proposed in the draft of 
the Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). 

The draft proposes an expanded MPO, with two seats given to Boston instead of one, and one 
seat each to be voted by each of the eight very unequally populated sub-regions.  This change 
would result in SEVERE under-representation of the inner core communities, whose 2010 
population exceeds the combined population of all the other sub-regions. 

This change would also result in seriously under-representing the communities identified by the 
MPO as Environmental Justice (EJ) communities. The non-inner core communities designated 
by the MPO as environmental justice communities equal 12% of the designated EJ communities’ 
total population while Boston and the inner core communities represent 88%. 

The inner core EJ populations are also among the most burdened by regional transportation 
pollution and environmental health burdens.  The most polluted 5% of the MPO region Traffic 
Analysis Zones, with roughly 100 times the mobile pollution emissions per square mile of land 
area as the least polluted TAZes of the region, have high concentrations of EJ  population. 

Any changes to the voting structure of the MPO must strive to represent the whole population of 
the region fairly and proportionally, and most certainly should not be done with such severe 
under-representation of the EJ communities of the Inner Core as is currently proposed. 

Sincerely, 

Maida Tilchen 

301 Lowell St #12 
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