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December 15, 2003

Mr. Mark Aesch :
Rochester-Genesee Regional Transportation Authority
1372 East Main Street

Rochester, NY 14609

Dear Mr. Aesch:

The City of Rochester has reviewed the Environmental Assessment/Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EA/DEIS) for the Rochester Central Station released on November 6, 2003 and offers the
comments/questions contained herein. We look forward to continuing our joint effort in moving this
project forward as outlined in our Memorandum of Understanding. The following comments are offered
to ensure the full and open disclosure and discussion of the project's potential benefits and impacts as
will be necessary for future public approvals. '

APPROVAL AUTHORITIES

While, as stated on p. 4 of the EA/DEIS, "the applicable New York Public Authority Law relieves the

Proposed Action from compliance with municipal zoning requirements,” the statute does not exempt the
Proposed Action from the following City approvals:

ACTION AGENCY
Building Permits including Demolition Permits Commissioner of Community Development
Site Preparation Permits Commissioner of Community Development
Official Map Amendments (Street Abandonments) Mayor, City Council
Street Width Change Approvals Mayor, City Council
Land Disposition : . Mayor, City Council
Traffic Regulation Approval City Traffic Control Board/City Council
Curb Opening Approval City Traffic Control Board
ALTERNATIVES

1. With regard to the assessment of reasonable alternatives, an assessment must be done on the
Proposed Action build out only inasmuch as it is stated that the associated secondary development
may not occur. This assessment should be made of the Proposed Action as a stand-alone project
and should include associated renderings with respect to all adjacent streets as well as a discussion
of all potential interim uses that may be established in the areas designated for future associated
secondary development. Mitigation measures discussed in relation to impacts associated with this
alternative should not include any benefits associated with the secondary development.

2. Additionally, the Sibley Station alternative and State Street/Inner Loop alternative were reasonable
alternatives that have been previously publicly discussed and should be included in the EA/DEIS.
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