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. “Moreta, Margarita | o
From: | Komfeld, Robert [RKomfeld@LZATechnology.com]
Sent: _ Tuesday, July 06, 2004 6:12 PM-
To: _ Morera, Margarita _
Ce: ‘ewa@allisongroup.com’; *klustbader@aol.com'; ‘fsanchis@mas.org";

'alexherrera@nylandmarks.org’; 'Ethan_Yankowitz@nthp.org',
'betsy_merritt@nthp.org’; 'philip.craft@mail.house.gov'; 'Charlene

Vaughn'; "Joel Klein'; ‘aferster@transact.org’; ‘amg@wtcufg.org’; ‘Simeon

Bankoff'; "John S. Jurayj'; 'David Goldfarb'; ‘Jay Platt’; Kornfeld, Robert

Subject: RE: Section 106 Consulting Parties - Meeting Invitation
EMEL S
Ivy.gif COMMENTS OF
BERT KORNFELD 0 .
Ms. Morena:

This ié an electronic copy of my preliminary comments regarding the Section
-106 review for the Permanent WTC PATH Station. A hard copy was forwarded
last week. Thannk you. :

Robert Kornfeld Jr. on behalf of the Historic Districts Council
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The information in this email and any attachments may contain
confidential information that is intended solely for the
attention and use of the named addressee(s). This message or
any part thereof must not be disclosed, copied, distributed or
retained by any person without authorization from the addressee.
- If you are not the intended addressee, please notify the sender
immediately, and delete this message.
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not appropriate to reject an alternative out-of-hand because it would necessitate
design modifications to the station.

In several respects the PA cited their architects’ designs as reasons that adverse
effects are unavoidable. This is an invalid type of circular reasoning. These
consultants or employees are carrying out your instructions. You have to furnish
them with historic guidelines. If you instruct them which historic resonrces must be
preserved they will design around them just as they design around any other
constraint.

The PA should qualify its “need” to install additional track. It appears to be a long-
term contingency for an area with a permanent reduction in office space, and which is

increasingly residential. One suspects that the driving force is opportunity rather than

need, because with the towers gone the construction cost would be much lower. This
does not factor in the adverse effects to the historic site. The effects would be
profound.

Anqther adverse effect is the encroachment of the upper level of the PATH station
over the footprints, and the potential of a support column landing on the footprint.
This is not acceptable because it would limit the development of the footprints as

dignified spaces by limiting the ceiling height. It would also impact the memorial

voids and circulation space for the memorial planned by LMDC. It is unacceptable
for these elements to encroach on the footprints and therefore design of a column
landing on the 1 WTC footprint should be a moot point.

r.
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Comments of New York State Senator Seymour P, Lachman

on the Permanent World Trade Center PATH Terminal

Draft Environmental lmpact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation

July 21, 2004 -

My name is Seymour Lachman. [ represent the 23% district in the New York State

Senate. My distriet includes portions of Brooklyn and Staten Island, Iam the ranking Democrat

on the Senate Committee on Transportation and the chair of the Democratic Conference Task

Force on Public Transit. While I am supportive of the proposed Permanent World Trade Center

PATH Terminal (the Termmal), I'would Iike to express a concern that I have about how the

Terminal will connect to the existing MTA New York City Transit subway lines at the World

Trade Center site, two of which are to be connected under the proposed Fulton Street Transit

Center (FSTC) project.

I want to urge the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey and the Metropolitan

Transportation Authority to ensure that these two projects are combletcly integrated. The

proposed connections between the Cortlandt Street Station of the R and W trains and the World

Trade Center-Church Street Station of the E train should be intograted into the design of the

Terminal project, as should the western end of the Dey Street passageway and the eventual

&
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construction at the Cortlandl Street-WTC Station of the | and 9 trains.

New York City has been plagued by over a century'of uncoordinated mass transportation
services with poor and confusing connections between formerly competing transit lines.
Hundreds of millions of dollars of scarce transit capital funds have been spent rebuilding poor
interconnections at 42°' Street-Times Square, 14 Street-Union Square, aﬁd Atlantic
Avenue-Pacific Street. One of the worst examples of this situation can be found at the four
Fulton Street/BroadwayNassad Street stations thét will be rebuilt undef the FSTC project to
improve passenger flow and access, I would urgé that the final design of the both the R/W-E
connector and the Dey Street passageway be physically intcgratéd into the WTC PATH Terminal
such that there is easy passenger access and flow to and between the PATH tenminal and theb
subway stations on the WTC site. I would also urge that the connections between the Terminal
and the New York City Subway System (including provisions for the eventual Cortlandt Street
station of the 1 and 9 trains) be designed in such a way that they-can be reconfigured to allow
easy free transfers if and when the subway system and PATH are brought within the fare system.
We must not replicate the mistakes that led to awkward and anoﬁvenient transfers between
former IRT, BMT, and IND staﬁons throughout the subway system,

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of considering the wishes of many family
members of the victims of the World Trade Ceﬁter attack and not building on the footprints of
.the destroyed towers. I cannot overstate the sighiﬁcance of this request to these fémﬂy
members. I hope that the Port Authority can design a plan for the PATH station and the
concourse that will serve the needs of Lower Manhattan commuters and the desires of the family

members of the victims,



THE WORLD TRADE CENTER TRANSPORTATION HUB
Permanent WTC PATH Terminal and Pedestrian Connections
Environmental Review Process

DEIS Comments Summary

Date Received: 07/20/04 Type: E-mail
Contact Details: John D. Lictro Location:
P; F; E jdllogl4@yahoo.com

Comment: .

Good morning, In regards to the permanent PATH terminal plan, I strongly recommend that this project
be developed WITHOUT taking into consideration the Libeskind WTS site plan. The reason I believe this
should be so, is that due to the lack of funding to build and overwhelming lack of public (The Libeskind
plan finished LAST in the official poll at the Wintergarden) and corporate support (i.e. Citibank), this
current WTC plan is close to being discarded. Instead, please consider building a cost-effective and
practical PATH terminal with the probability that the Twin Towers will be rebuilt. With this bold new
direction guiding your project, there is not doubt you will receive more public and corporate support
thank you could ever imagine. Thank you very much for your time.




THE WORLD TRADE CENTER TRANSPORTATION HUB
Permanent WTC PATH Terminal and Pedestrian Connections
Environmental Review Process
DEIS Comments Summary

Date Received: 07/05/04 Type: Email/Letter
Contact Details: Bill Love ' Location:
Vice Chair

Coalition to Save West Street

333 Rector Place #11-B

New York, NY 10280 .

P 212-306-1789; F ; E blove93@earthlink.net

Comment:
E-mail & Letter sent 7/5 by Coalition to Save West Street — Scanned
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333 Rector Place, Apt. 11-B
New York, NY 10280
July 5, 2004

Ms. Margarita Morera

Port Authority of New York and New Jersey
225 Park Avenue South, 15" Floor

New York, NY 10003

Re: Comments of Consulting Party on WTC Transportation Hub
Project -- Draft Finding of Effccts/Section 106 Review Process

Ladijes and Gentlemen:

On behalf of the Coalition to Save West Street (the “Coalition™), a Consulting
Party in the Section 106 review process relating to the WTC Transportation Hub project,
I offer the following comments regarding the draft Finding of Effects document that was
discussed at the meeting of the Consulting Parties on June 14, 2004.

The Coalition, a group comprised of several hundred residents of Lower
Manhattan and formed in 2002 in order o oppose plans to tunnel a portion of West
Street, believes that its views on the redevelopment of the WTC site are broadly
representative of a strong majority of Lower Manhattan residents.

* First, as I stated at the June 14 meeting, although our group opposes a West Street
car tunnel, we have not opposed the proposed east/west pedestnian tunnel because we
recognize the importance of providing a means for large numbers of pedestnans to be
able to safely cross West Street, particularly during peak hours. This is critical not only
for residents of Battery Park City (most of whom work east of West Street) but for office
workers in the World Financial Center (WFC) and for the retail businesses located there.

We were intrigued to note, however, the reference on page 2 of the draft Finding
of Effects to a bridge over West Street as a poss1b1e alternative to the proposed corridor
beneath the street. Our main comment here is to urge yon to seriusly study'a’ pedestnan
bridgeiover WestiStreet as-a:means-to provide all-weather:access betweeri the; WEC and

: tatiori Hub In our view, it might also be possible to have:boths:
underneath and7a bridege over West:Street that: would: supplement each: otheif
rather than one necessarily being an alternative to the other.

The model for any such permanent pedestrian bridge, in our view, should be the
former North Bridge that was the primary means of crossing West Street prior to 9/11,
That bridge worked extremely well and carried 8,000 pedestrians per hour during the rush
hours. The current South Bridge at Liberty Street (which we hope will be retained) is a
smaller version of the North Bridge. In our view, such a new pedestrian bridge over
West Street must have the following characteristics for it to be an acceptable
alternative/supplement to an underground passageway:
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+ completely enclosed and climate controlled at all times (unlike the current
temporary bridges at Vesey and Rector Streets)

s seamless indoor conncction between the WEC and the WTC Transportation Hub
(i.e.,’pedéstriaﬁs should not simply be deposited on the sidewalk, as the east end
of the South Bridge did prior to 9/11 and as the temporary bridges at Vesey and
Rector Streets do now) ‘

« well-illuminated around the clock (for safely reasons)
o large windows to provide views of the neighborhood

e security at both ends (like the North Bridge, which had security guards in the
WPFC at one end and in One World Trade Center at the other, providing a high
degree of safety 24 hours per day) '

» indoor escalators (both up and down) and elevators that work in all weather
conditions, with building personnel at each end responsible for quickly repairing
breakdowns (anchoring the bridge with a Class A office building or the equivalent
at each end would work best, which suggests linking such a bridge to the Freedom
Tower in some fashion should be considered)

¢ west end of the bridge connecting to second floor of the WFC (where the elevator
lobbies are) for the convenience of WFC office workers, preferably at the Winter
Garden (where the North Bridge terminated)

If a high quality pedestrian bridge meeting the foregoing standards cannot be
provided, then we agree than the proposed east/west pedestrian tunnel should be the
preferred alternative even though the Hudson River Bulkhead will need to be pierced,
resulting in an adverse effect on this historic resource. The need for a pedestrian
passageway that will transport large numbers of pedestrians across West Street during the
rush hours is critical if the residential and commercial properties in Battery Park City are
to survive and prosper in the years to come. We call to your attention, however, the fact
that this i§ one more reason for not putting a car tunnel under West Street. Such a car
tunnel would result in even more extensive damage to the Hudson River Bulkhead.

At the June 14 meeting, I also spoke up in support of another Consulting Party
who was concerned about the proposed plans to remove the last intact piece of the
underground portion of the World Trade Center at the passageway to the NYCT “E”
train. That passageway is the one WTC remnant that preserves the feeling of what it was
like to enter the WTC indoor concourse from the train platform. As an “E” train rider for
eight years prior to 9/11, I was very moved when they reopened that passageway in
connection with the opening of the temporary PATH station. When I walk up those stairs
or that ramp, [ can visualize the old concourse, and that experience is magnified when I
step a few feet into the temporary PATH station and see the escalators from the PATH
train emerging at their same pre-9/11 location. I am sure that thousands of other people
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familiar with this passageway share these feelings. Simply preserving the materials and
moving them elsewhere is not going to preserve the feeling of the WTC that is provided
by those materials and that passageway in their current location. Weiirgethatthe
designers-and-architects be-asked to take a careful look:at their plans to'se¢:if there isa
Cr

the overall

this passageWay in'the current: ocation within:the frarmeworkof
. If it is deemed appropriate to go to great lengths to preserve truncated
box-beam columns and a slurry wall which were invisible to the masses of people who
visited the WTC site daily prior to 9/11, then it should be that much more important to
preserve a remnant that emerged relative unscathed and that is recognizable and very
- familiar to the thousands of people who used the “E” train passageway daily.

We are resigned to, and accept, the decision to remove the structural remnants of
the former plaza and subway access from Vesey Street, due to the heavy damage to these
remnants and their lack of permanent stability or functionality. We also agree with the
decision to remove the steel beams in cross form from the site. This “steel cross” would
be particularly inappropriate as a permanent part of the site because of its association
with one particular religion at a site where people of many religions (and of no religion)
perished.

In closing, I would simply like to observe that, while most local residents are
sensitive to preservationist concerns as well as the need for remembrance and honoring
those who perished, we do not want those concerns to significantly delay the
redevelopment of the site and its ultimate return to the level of commercial and retail
vitality that existed prior to 9/11. One preservationist at the June 14 meeting of the
Consulting Parties argued, in essence, for trying to preserve everything that might be
deemed 2 “ruin” by future generations. Iand most other local residents could not
disagree more strongly. We do not want to live next door to a “ruin” that is preserved for
tourists (any more than we want to live next to a “graveyard,” as some of the family
members opposing redevelopment of the site have deemed it). The primary focus has to
be on the redevelopment of the site and the economic revitalization of Lower Manhattan.
Otherwise, we could find ourselves on the path of economic decline, and that could end
up ratifying one of the goals of the attackers — to cause us severe economic harm.

Thank you for the opportunity that I and other members of the Coalition have
been afforded to participate in the Section 106 review process.

Yours truly,

Bill Love

Vice Chair, Coalition to Save West Street
W: (212) 306-1789

H: (212) 786-4897
blove9d3@earthlink.net
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LOWER MANHATTAN EMERGENCY PRESERVATION FUND

NMunicipal Art Saciety Natianal Trust fer New York Landmarks  Preservation Leapue Warld Mopumeanre

Histarie Proacrvanon Congrreancy of Naw York State Fund

FACSIMILE COVER SHEET

J

To: Anthony Cracchiolo
The Port Author ty of NY & NJ
212435-5514
Bernard Cohen
Federa) Transit Administration
212 668-2505
Kevin Rampe
Lower Manhattan Development Corporation
212 962-243),
Don L. Klima
Advisory Council on Historie Preservation
202 606-5072
From: Lower Manhatar Eynergency Preservation Fund
Date: July 8. 2004
Pages: Cover plus 3
Re: Comments on Finding of Effect for the Permanent WTC PATH Terminal
PLEASE DELIVER THIS FAX IMMEDIATELY -~ THANK YOU
Mur\(dp:‘:l Art Seclety National Trust ke New York Landmarks Prezarvation teqgue ol World Moaumentz
457 Madison Avenye Hisbyri¢ Proaurvation Congervsncy Now Yopk Siahs Fund
New Yotk NY 10022 1785 Masonchuratrs 141 FIfth Avenue 44 Cenbral Avenue Y5 Madison Avenue
212 9353960 AVenue, NW New Yark. NY 160111 Albany, NY 12204 New Yarle, NY 10018

Washington, DC 20006 212 99552460 518 £62:8 :
800 944.NTHP ‘ 658 646 424959
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LOWER MANHATTAN EMERGENCY PRESERVATION FU BN

Municipal Art Society National Trust for New York Landmarks  Preservation League World Monuments
Historic Preservalion Conservancy of New York State Fund

June 23. 2004

Response of the Lower Manhattan Emergency Preservation Fund to the Permanent WTC
PATH Terminal Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).

Good afternoon. My name is Ken Lustbader and | represent the Lower Manhattan Emergency
Preservation Fund. The Fund is a coalition of five leading preservalion organizations that was
formed in response (o the events of September 11%. The group consists of the Municipal Art
Society, the National Trust for Historic Preservation, the New York Landmarks Conservancy, the
Preservation League of New York State, and the World Monuments Fund.

The LMEPF commends the DEIS for addressing historic preservation concerns and for
identifying the numerous historic resources that contribute to the character and architectural
significance of Lower Manhattan.

Most broadly, we are concerned about the possible impact that vibrations will have on adjacent
historic properties and recommend state-of-the-art vibration moniloring. We are especially
concerned about the cumulative impact of numerous construction projects on the surrounding
historic properties and recommend that a single entity be charged with oversceing construction
monitoring.

Specifically, we are concerned that the proposed project will negatively impact a number of
surviving elements that are currently part of the WT'C Site itself. These elements are called out in
the National Register Determination of Eligibility and we are requesting that the PA provide more
detailed information regarding why certain elements are proposed for remaval and/or demolition.
While we are not promoting the preservation of the site as it currently exists and ook forward to
rebuilding, we believe that the FTA and PA needs to view the site as historic, make attempts to
incorporate existing elements into the design goals, and provide an analysis and detailed
explanation if the preservation of these elements cannot be achieved.

We offer the following specific comments regarding certain elements that may be affected:

Tower Perimeter Column Bases

e We appreciate the attempt to minimize the encroachment over the perimeter colunin
bases which outline the footprints of Towers One and Two; however, we are concerned
about the cumulative impact that additional construction activitjes will have on
ininimizing access to these bases. Although the PA is not a party to the Programmatic
Agreement for the WTC Site Memorial and Redevelopment Plan, we are requesting that
they adhere 1o the design and construction goals outlined in the document. The Memorial
Center Advisory Committee recently recommended providing access to these bases and
this should be a recognized goal of all coordinated construction activities. Additionally,
as stated in the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation, creative and meaninglul architectural
treatments should be developed to demark and/or expose the locations of the column
bases.




Response by the LMEPF
Permanent WTC PATH Terminal Draft Environmental Tmpact Statement

Pave 2

Northwest Remnant Subgrade Structures
»  Aspart of a separate review, we previously recommended that the PA consult with
museum curators and investigate the possibility of salvaging more than three elements
from the northwest remnant subgrade structures. Additional elements, along with Tito
Dupret’s photographs, could provide for a more effective interpretation of the WTC Site.

Passageway to the E-Train
« Asone of the last surviving elements of the WTC Site, the passageway (o the E-train was
recently restored and the PA should revisit the proposed plan to have it demolished. We
are requesting that additional analysis be done with the goal of incorporating it into the
new design. '

Steel Beams in Cross Form
»  Currently, the PA proposes to remove the steel beam in cross form to an oft-site location.
We dare requesting that instead of moving the cross off site, it be moved temporarily
within the WTC site. Should it have 1o be moved off-site, we should be provided with an
explanation as lo why, and confirmation that it will be moved to Hanger 17 at JFK where
it will be properly stored. ‘

Plaza and Subway Entrance al Vesey Street
» The plaza and subway cntrance at Vesey Street are the only surviving above ground
elements of the WTC Site. The current plan to have them demolished should be revisited
with the goal of possibly incorporating them in situ into the new design. This proposed
demolition, with no detailed justification or explanation, underscores our request for
additional information as to how decisions to demolish elements were made.

The LMEPF recognizes the unprecedented nature of this undertaking and the importance of
censuring for meaningful public input as rebuilding proceeds. We appreciate the outreach that the
PA doing with various interest groups and look forward to continued participation.

Thank you for the opportunity to express the LMEPF’s views.

Contact Information:

Ken Lustbader

Preservation Consultant

Lower Manhattan Emergency Preservation 'und
¢/fo New York Landmarks Conservancy

141 Fifth Avenue

New York, NY 10010

212 995-5260



THE WORLD TRADE CENTER TRANSPORTATION HUB
Permanent WTC PATH Terminal and Pedestrian Connections
Environmental Review Process
DEIS Comments Summary

Date Received: 07/21/04 - Type: Comment Sheet
Contact Details: Yvonne Morrow Location;
- 315 8th Avenue, #14E
New York, NY 10001
P 212-242-5909; F ; E

Comment:

(1) Isupport the option with the exit/entrance in Liberty Plaza. Prior to 9/11, I believe more than 40% of
PATH users exited to the WTC complex at the SE corner. This option would be beneficial for both
pedestrian and vehicular flow (2) Must coordinate construction of the permanent WTC Transportation
hub through the "Lower Manhattan Construction Command Center" to mediate the severe impacts of so
marny construction projects happening at the same time. (3) Absolutely necessary to mediate/prevent
severe impacts on existing buildings near the WTC site - especially historic and/or historically eligible
properties. Two buildings in point, 125 Cedar Street and 114 Liberty Street, are directly across the street
from the WTC site and were severely impacted by events of 9/11. In fact, the residents of 125 Cedar were
not able to move back in for 16 months and, I believe, the residents of 125 Cedar were not able to move
back in for 16 months and, I believe, the residents of 114 Liberty are still not back in. The impacts of
rebuilding the WTC site and envirions can be horrendous on these folks. Special plans must be instituted
to mediate these impacts. These folks have suffered enough - way beyond enough.
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THE WORLD TRADE CENTER TRANSPORTATION HUB

Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Permanent WTC PATH Terminal

DEIS Public Hearings

Tuesday, June 22, 2004 - Jersey City
Wednesday, June 23, 2004 - Lower Manhattan

s

Please use this comment form to let us know your thoughts about this important project. Please leave this form wit
us today or mail by July 21, 2004 to: WTC PATH Terminal - Comments, The Port Authority of NY & NI,
- 115 Broadway, 5th Fl., NY, NY 10006 or fax to (212) 435-5514.

Contact Information:

Comments (Please use additional sheets if necessary):

“"Name YVL’IU/U‘ MOA&{)u)

Qrganization/Affiliation
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THE WORLD TRADE CENTER TRANSPORTATION HUB
Permanent WTC PATH Terminal and Pedestrian Connections (
Environmental Review Process
DEIS Comments Summary

Date Received: - 06/28/04 Type: Written Comment
Contact Details: James P. O'Shea Location: o {
Real Estate Consultant

P 718-786-5431; F ; E-

Comment: :

1) Design - beautiful, but too costly at $2 Billion! New rolling stack cost $800 Million! Original location
was site of 30/50 Church Street - Hudson Tubes - greater connectivity to financial district and transfer
point to N&R BMT. 2) E train at Vesey/Church should be linked into N&R BMT - about 100’ distance to
carry IND service to south end of district at Whitehall/Water streets - or even further to Brooklyn. 3)
Since masterplan seems to be still in.flux it may be prudent to wait upon finalization before building this
hub.




To: Mr. Shawn Lenahan
Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (PANYNJ)

August 4, 2004
Dear Mr. Lenahan:

I am submitting the attached joint reply letter from the New Jersey Association of
Railroad Passengers (NJ-ARP) and the Regional Rail Working Group (RRWG), dated
August 4, 2004, directed to Mr. Anthony G. Cracchiolo for submission into the NEPA
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) record dealing with the reconstruction of -
the permanent PATH Terminal at the World Trade Center site in downtown Manhattan,
Also being submitted for that same record is an accompanying letter, dated April 23,
2004, from Mr. George Haikalis, Chair RRWG.

This morning, Mr. Haikalis contacted Mr. Lou Venech, PANYNJ Senior Manager,
Transportation Policy Development, to discuss submission procedures. Mr. Venech
replied that we direct this correspondence to your attention. It is hereby attached and
copied in plain text below.

Subsequently, I will submit a printed copy of both documents to you for your records.

Sincerely,

Albert L. Papp, Jr.

New Jersey Association of Railroad Passenger, Director
121 Northfield Road,

Millington, N.J. 07946-1353

(973)762-1831

alpappjr@earthlink.net




Mr. Anthony G. Cracchiolo

Director, Priority Capital Programs The Port Authonty of NY & NJ
233 Park Avenue South, 4rth Floor

New York, NY 10003

August 4, 2004
Dear Mr. Cracchiolo,

We are in receipt of your letter of June 10ih, 2004 detailing your agency's
evaluation of NJ-ARP's proposal dealing with the “Connection of PATH to New:
York City's Lexington Avenue Subway.”

We would request that the following response be entered into the formal NEPA
record of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) concerning the
reconstruction of the permanent PATH Terminal at the World Trade Center
(WTC) site in lower Manhattan.

We thank you and your associates for the time and effort involved in evaluating
our series of proposals but feel that certain aspects of them were misunderstood
and misinterpreted by both the PANYNJ, and your consultant, Parsons,
Brinckerhoff, Quade & Douglas, Inc. (Parsons Brinckerhoff) whom you retained
to examine the multiple facets of the design, constructability, operation and
maintenance and federal regulations of the PATH/Lex Connection. In turn,
adoption of, and strict adherence to, New York City Transit's (NYCT) best
practices for grades, curvature and intersecting line separation distances as put
forth in the "MW-1 Track Standards and Reference Manual” virtually precludes
not only the PATH/Lex Connection but also most future subway or regional rail
construction both in lower Manhattan and, in fact, much of the rest of Borough as
well. It was none other than Norm Silverman, New York City Transit Director of
Operations Planning, who stated at our March 26, 2004 meeting that exceptions
from these standards were possible as long as the deviations were not extreme.
That we adhered to current practices should be proof positive that the PATH/Lex
Connection was conceived within operational constraints.

We feel compelled to state at the outset that NJ-ARP, and subsequently the
“Regional Rail Working Group,” (RRWG) was hopeful that a relatively frequent
and truly interactive process between your agency, the consultants and our
group could have materialized in order in to refine the PATH/Lex Connection
over its almost 15 month gestation period. In fact, this did not occur. If it had,
certain technical elements of the plan could have been discarded early on and
led to more fruitful discussions between all parties thereby saving everyone
involved considerable time and effort. To cite but one specific example, Parsons
Brinckerhoff presented in their December 11, 2003 Figure 3 a gradient of 10.8%
when referring to NJ-ARP “Alignment 2.1.” That Parsons Brinckerhoff would
even propose a further “Alternative Alignment to NJARP Proposal,” dated



December 4, 2003, that employed a 15.9% grade and that it would be offered by
the PANYNJ neither enhanced the credibility of our cause nor contributed to an
effective on-going dialogue on the proposal. Clearly, grades of this kind are
operationally impossible in service, were never proposed by NJ-ARP and should
never have been attributed to our advocacy groups. So it should come as no
surprise to you that NJ-ARP and the RRWG are profoundly dismayed and
disappointed with your statement to “...not plan any further investigation of the
proposed connection at this time.”

NJ-ARP and the RRWG would like to address several of your.comments
regarding concept, alignment selection, station placement, vehicle compatibility
and operational criteria and funding.

Concept

The original concept of the PATH/Lex Connection emerged from wide ranging
discussions in the aftermath of the unprecedented terrorist attack on the World
Trade Center on September 11, 2001. For over 10 years, the PANYNJ has been
the lead agency on the "Access to the Region's Core™ (ARC) study whose initial
goal was to tie the tri-state metropolitan region together through the expansion of
the existing regional rail network by adding capacity enhancements at several
key choke points. Among them, this included the addition of two trans-Hudson
rail tracks and, in one option, the connection between New York Penn Station
(NYP) with Grand Central Terminal (GCT) with a physical track linkage. A key
consideration in the later, as explained in the scoping document for the initiation
of this study, was the critical determination that about 70% of all midtown job
sites are within a short walk of GCT. The importance of east midtown has been
accentuated as many employers relocated their facilities in the wake of the
terrorist attack. But with the lack of any substantive relief from the ARC project
expected in the near term -- implementation is years, if not decades, in the future
-- NJ-ARP concluded that many of the anticipated benefits to be provided by
ARC, principally access to midtown Manhattan, could be achieved relatively
quickly (within three to four years) and inexpensively ($800 million to $1 billion)
by the PATH/Lex Connection given the forthcoming reconstruction efforts at the
WTC site.

Alignment and Constructability

With that in mind, and after our initial meeting with the PANYNJ on March 31,
2003 and subsequently with the PANYNJ and the MTA/NYCT on March 26,
2004, NJ-ARP, then joined by the RRWG, refined its alignment in several
iterations to comply with best practice operating parameters of the existing PATH
and NYCT properties. The PATH/Lex Connection is premised on grades of
4.5%, curve radii of 200 feet and a minimum rail to rail clearance of 17 feet
(where the connecting track passes under the “A” and “C” subway line) and 14
feet (where the track link passes over the “#2” and “#3” line at Beekman Street).



We do agree that the paramount issue is the feasibility of building these close
clearance intersections without infringing on the reliability of these heavily
traveled lower Manhattan transportation arteries. However, we do not agree with
your allegation that “...we were unable to identify a feasible vertical alignment

that can be constructed to avoid all of the PATH and subway lines and meet in
the Brooklyn Bridge Station...” and therefore reject “...the variation offered in your
- April 23rd letter as a workable solution.”

We would be disingenuous if we didn't remind the PANYNJ, NYCT and Parsons
Brinckerhoff that the NYCT's much praised #7 line operates on two minute
headways and surmounts 4.5% grades in its Steinway Tunnels located to the
west of Grand Central Terminal and in Long Island City. -Even steeper gradients
can be found on the approaches to the East River Bridges. The PATH has used
115 foot radius curves on its WTC approach and departure tracks for 30 years
while NYCT has turned trains on its 147 foot radius City Hall loop for a century,
both with no ill effect on operational reliability. Because of the age of the
structures in this part of the City (some dating back to Colonial times) and the
narrow street grid, engineering of the City's early subway infrastructure was
carefully built to preclude damage to any number of priceless historic structures.
And if success can be gauged by the yardstick of longevity and uninterrupted
service, these lines have served the City faithfully for almost a century and likely
will continue to do so for at least several moré. And so the fundamental question
remains “Why change the rules of the game when the current ones are perfectly
adequate.” Or in the vernacular, “If it ain't broke, don't fix it.” And yet that is
exactly what NYCT has done.

NJ-ARP and RRWG revised its plan and submitted “Alignment 2.8” to you on
April 23rd to be in accordance with physical constraints of the existing PATH and
NYCT infrastructure. Yet Parsons Brinckerhoff suggests that 230 foot curve radii
result in track that impinges on the footprint of One WTC, interferes with the
temporary PATH Station and has grades in excess of 6%. In fact, this alignment
employs 200 foot radii curves, avoids the footprints of both WTC towers
(something the present “temporary” station fails to achieve), passes over the
tracks and platforms of the temporary station (albeit taking some of the northern
part of the concourse) and has grades of no more than 4.5%, all this within
existing NYCT practices. If the only reason that can be found to reject further
discussion of this alternative is to invoke more restrictive clearance distances,
grades and curving standards, then it is a grim portent, indeed, for future
Manhattan mobility options.

While constructability would be challenging, it is not impossible. Ways were
devised during the building of the WTC to keep PATH running and we have no
doubt the creativity of the PANYNJ and MTA/NYCT engineers and designers will
rise to the occasion, if only those agencies would be afforded the opportunity to
do so. While this alternative would sever the southbound City Hall Lexington
Avenue #6 loop track, this interruption in service would only occur after all other




work is finalized. Certainly, the 63rd Street tunnel local-express connection was
built under the heavy load experienced by the Queens Boulevard four track
subway line and underpinning of lines in service is not unknown during subway
construction and station alterations.

As NJ-ARP and the RRWG listened to the comments of PATH and NYCT
concerning operational constraints of an integrated system -- at least in the near
future -- we devised “Alternative 4.2” that features a cross platform transfer
between the #6 Lexington Avenue local (which is extended from its Brooklyn
Bridge terminal to the WTC site) and the PATH. The separation between the two
transit systems is maintained and the City Hall loop severed and taken out of
service with the #6 subway trains reversal now taking place at the WTC site. If
and when operational, jurisdictional and equipment issues can be harmonized,
through running could still be adopted. This alignment stays within the bathtub
on the west to avoid expensive, wet construction in West Street and to make
continued operation of the temporary PATH station easier but does extend south
of the bathtub to achieve less restrictive curve radii.

Station Placement

The Parsons Brinckerhoff analysis suggests that the proposed station location for
the NJ-ARP “Alignment 2.1” “...would be located on the 4.0% grade. This
exceeds the NYCT criteria of 0.5% maximum grade for new station construction.
Also the switches within the interlockings would be placed on grades exceeding
the 1.5% maximum allowable grade, and would be located within vertical curves.”
NJ-ARP spent considerable time with industry professionals and examined
closely appropriate track diagrams to assure that the revised station location in
“Alignment 2.8” which is oriented in a northeasterly direction is, in fact, on a
gradient of 0.5% and meets NYCT criteria. Comprised of a basic two track, side
platform facility, it is close to, and formally aligned with, the proposed station
entrance just south of Fulton Street. A close examination by Parsons
Brinckerhoff of the vertical cross section of “Alignment 2.8” should have revealed
that the top of rail clearance between the tracks of the temporary station and
those of the tracks leading to the WTC PATH/Lex station is 14 feet, perfectly
adequate to allow the temporary facility to continue operations during
construction of the new link. The grade never exceeds 4.5%, this in direct
contrast to Parsons Brinckerhoff's assertion that it contains a “...track grade in
excess of 6% to avoid the A/C, N/R, and 4/5 subway lines.” NJ-ARP and the
RRWG never suggested that a tunnel boring machine be used for station or right-
of-way construction; rather, the openness of the “pit” pointed to a reduced cost of
building in that nearby “soft ground.” Underpinning is a typical facet of
underground development, whether for subways, water, sewer or utility lines.

Vehicle Compatibility and Operational Criteria



We examined the dimensional differences between the IRT and PATH vehicles
and have concluded that while width, length and truck center variations are
evident, there is no technical barrier preventing the design of a hybrid vehicle to
allow operation on both transit systems. in fact, the PANYNJ had considered an
add on order to the NYCT's R-142 purchase according to an article in the Newark
Star-Ledger. That the PATH has announced an order to replace much, if not all,
of its aging fleet was a principal reason in crafting the PATH/Lex proposal after
the terror attack on 9/11.

~ Through operation between the PATH and Lexington Avenue subway using 10-
car trainsets need not necessitate lengthening “...all PATH platforms...” The'
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) states that “...PATH plans to
implement 10-car service on its Newark-WTC line...” but this action “...is not
planned at this time.” Still, Newark, Journal Square, Exchange Place and the
WTC stations are already capable of accommodating 10-car PATH trainsets.
Only Harrison and Grove Street have not been enlarged but could still
accommodate 10-car sets although certain ones would not open their doors at
that location. The Hoboken line does present a challenge, which, while not
insuperable, would initially restrict through running to only the Newark line.

As to car widths, given that PATH vehicles are 8.75 inches wider than IRT cars,

the width of the PATH fleet replacement purchase would be reduced accordingly, .

resulting in a 4.375 inch narrower profile on the platform side with PATH
platforms reduced in a like amount. No interior passenger room need be lost
since the exterior of the car can turn in more sharply at platform level than at
- present.

Recall that “Alignment 4.2” was presented to you to circumvent this difficulty and
permit the continuation of separate non-integrated PATH/NYCT system operation
with variable PATH train lengths until that time when all operational, jurisdictional
and vehicle compatibility issues could be overcome.

Funding

One of the inevitable questions that was raised in the gestation of the PATH/Lex
proposal is where the money would originate for its construction. Presently, the
cost for the permanent WTC station ranges between $1.7 billion and $2.0 billion
with the PANYNJ requesting $1.4 billion to $1.7 billion from FEMA/FTA. Our
estimate for the 3000 feet of track to link the downtown PATH tunnels to the #6
Lexington Avenue local line at Brooklyn Bridge Station is about $800 million to $1
billion, using the 8 mile, $16 billion Second Avenue subway expense as a guide.
No official thought that any remaining federal monies were left over to be directed
to PATH/Lex. Yet, late in July, the Bush Administration, subject to Congressional
approval, agreed to pay New York some $2 billion in additional transportation
money in a swap for unused tax credits that were part of a $20 billion 9/11 aid




package. The White House agreed that the City could redirect the Liberty Zone
tax benefits into transportation related projects.

The project that will be the recipient of these funds is a direct track link to New
York City's JFK Airport with a new tunnel under the East River. Yet, witha short
1.5 mile extension of the PATH to Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR)
from Newark Penn Station (ignoring for the moment the NEC airport monorail
interface which provides two stop service to New York Penn Station) at a fraction
of the JFK $6 billion cost, travelers would be able to access lower Manhattan on
an existing PATH rail line that has experienced a 50% decline in ridership from
that which existed on 9/10/01. And if the PATH/Lex Connection was built, this
direct airport access would extend to the entire east side of Manhattan as well.
To us, this sounds like a far better transit investment than a $6 billion tunnel
under the East River to bring, at most, several thousand airline riders a day into
downtown Manhattan.

NJ-ARP and the RRWG remain committed to a continuing constructive dialogue
with the PANYNJ and NYCT regarding the PATH/Lex Connection even though
your letter claims that the two agencies “...do not plan any further investigation of
the proposed connection at this time.” This opportunity is finite and eventually
will no longer be available to merit consideration. Our concern remains that if
this PATH/Lex proposal is not addressed in an expeditious manner, the
opportunity will be lost for generations. Yet if all stake holders can put aside their
own individual jurisdictional and institutional imperatives, this transportation link
can be implemented and held out as a positive accomplishment in the wake of
one of the most tragic episodes in American history.

Sincerely,

Albert L. Papp, Jr. George Haikalis

New Jersey Association of Railroad Passengers, Regional Rail Working
Group,

Director ' Chair



Regional Rail Working Group

A Consortium of Transit Advocacy Organizations:
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Committee for Better Transit

Institute for Rational Urban Mobility, Inc.

George Haikalis, Chair

One Washington Square Village, Suite 5D
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212-475-3394

geohaikalis@juno.com

April 23, 2004

Mr. Lou Venech ' Mr. William Wheeler

Sr. Manager Transportation Policy Development — Director, Planning

Port Authority of NY and NJ Metropolitan Transportation
Authority

233 Park Avenue South, 1 1" Floor 347 Madison Avenue

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10019

Re: Recommended Alignment for the PATH-Lex Connection
Dear Lou and Bill:

Thank you for arranging the March 26, 2004 meeting with representatives of our
respective organizations to discuss the geometric characteristics of the proposed PATH-
Lex connection. Based on suggestions made at the meeting, the Regional Rail Working
Group (RRWG) has carefully reworked its plan and produced a revised alignment, which
is feasible using design practices that are well within the parameters of the existing
subway and PATH systems. This “Basic Alignment (2.8)” is shown in the attached
drawing. Clearly, Lower Manhattan’s colonial era street pattern and its densely
developed structures prevent an alignment that completely meets the “best practices” for
building new rapid transit routes. None of the existing rapid transit lines serving this
area, including the newly rebuilt PATH line, meets these ideal standards.

The substantial benefits of this connection were enumerated at the RRWG’s October 22,
2003 meeting with Congressman Jerrold Nadler, and are described in statements made by
several of the group’s member organizations at the environmental hearings for both the
new PATH station and the World Trade Center redevelopment. Given the unanticipated
opportunity to achieve these benefits, because of the extraordinary and tragic losses
resulting from the 9/11 terrorist attack, taking some liberties from the “best practices™
standards is certainly justified.

Alignment issues

The Regional Rail Working Group’s proposed connection uses a minimum 200 foot
radius curve and a minimum bottom of rail to bottom of rail clearance of 17 feet where




the new line passes under the existing A and C line at Church Street, and 14 feet where it
passes over the existing 2 and 3 line at Beekman Street.

The RRWG’s plan is a considerable improvement over the “no build” plan, which leaves
both PATH and NYC Transit operating on existing 115 foot and 147 foot radius curves,
respectively at the WTC terminal and the City Hall loop. Note also that the PANYNJ’s
recently completed AirTrain at Kennedy International Airport includes a 225 foot radius
curve. This line was built to handle specially-designed “one-seat-ride” trains that could
also operate on NYC Transit or the LIRR.

The RRWG plan requires a 4.5% grade, identical to grades experienced on the #7
Flushing subway line just west of Grand Central, and in Queens after crossing the East
River approaching the Vernon-Jackson Station. NYC Transit operates very reliable
service at two-minute headways through much of the peak hour on this busy line. Even
steeper grades are found at several other locations in the NYC Transit subway system.
The maximum grade on the Kennedy AirTrain is 5.35%.

Constructability

The attached drawing shows the proposed connection shifted slightly to the north at
Church Street, avoiding the tube section of the A and C subway line. Clearly, this will
require a careful underpinning and reconstruction of the cut-and-cover segment of the
existing subway for 50 to 100 feet. This would be an ambitious, but not unprecedented -
effort, not unlike NYC Transit’s recently completed local-express connection of the 63™
Street subway with the Queens Boulevard line. At Beekman Street the connection

- crosses over the 2 and 3 subway line. Since this construction would involve excavation
downward from Park Row, a tight vertical clearance over an operating railroad is
feasible. It is between these two crossing points, under the A and C line and over the 2
and 3, that the steepest grade is experienced. By minimizing the vertical clearances at
these two points and by beginning vertical curves after these two critical crossing points
are cleared, a 4.5% grade is achieved on this segment. The crossing under the 4 and 5
subway at Park Row is less constrained, with about 30 feet bottom of rail to bottom of
rail clearance. A similar clearance is available for the crossing under the R and W lines
at Vesey Street.

The City Hall loop of the #6 subway would be severed by the proposed southbound
connecting ' .

track. This interruption would occur as a final step after all other work is completed.
The connection would pass over the new temporary PATH terminal, cutting off the
northern portion of the concourse. When the PATH-Lex connection is completed and
placed in service, the existing

PATH terminal could be removed and the space released to accommodate other
subsurface activities at the WTC site. In this “basic alignment” all service would flow
through Lower Manhattan, just as it now does on the 2 and 3 lines or the 4 and 5 lines.
Instead of crossing the East River, the PATH-Lex connection crosses the Hudson River,
greatly easing travel between the two states. Going beyond the “basic alignment”, the



RRWG has identified a wide range of more complex options, permitting turn-back of
trains or including more platform tracks. The RRWG would be happy to share these
concepts with you.

The December 11, 2003 Parsons Brinckerhoff plan distributed at the meeting calls for
more generous clearances than suggested by the RRWG, resulting in a 10.8% grade.

This grade is clearly unacceptable, and should not be attributed to the RRWG or NJ-ARP.
The central issue is the feasibility of constructing these limited clearance crossings
without disturbing service on these busy subway lines. RRWG would welcome an
opportunity to discuss this matter with PANYNJ and NYCT engineers and planners.

Request for Additional Information

Finally, we would like to repeat our request for two studies conducted by PANYNJ. One
is the study of possible extension of platforms at the Hoboken PATH Station to
accommodate longer trains, done in the mid-1980s. The other is the analysis of
procurement of new PATH cars similar to NYC Transit ‘A” Division subway cars, done
prior to 9/11. At the meeting we also asked if we could obtain detailed vertical elevations
that were described in the Parsons Brinckerhoff analysis distributed at the meeting,

Conclusion

This revised plan for the PATH-Lex connection offers substantial benefits for the riding
public. While it does not adhere to current “best practices” design standards, the
proposed alignment is well within the parameters of existing transit facilities operated by
PANYNJ and NYC Transit. The connection is feasible and the question to be decided is
whether the benefits are significant enough to outweigh the costs.

Thank you for your assistance.

George Haikalis .
Chair, Regional Rail Working Group

cc Norman Silverman, NYCT
John Dean, MTA
Shawn Lenahan, PANYNJ
Kevin Lejda, PATH
Kieran Spillane, Parsons Brinckerhoff
Members of RRWG
Congressman Jerrold Nadler




THE WORLD TRADE CENTER TRANSPORTATION HUB
Permanent WTC PATH Terminal and Pedestrian Connections
Environmental Review Process
DEILS Comments Summary

Date Received: 06/21/04 ' Type: Email
Contact Details: Scott Pasternack Location:
P; F; E scott_pasternack@yahoo.com

Comment:

Dear Port Authority, My comment pertains to achieving better environmental results from this Downtown
PATH/MTA Restoration Program by creating combined PATH/MTA ticketing options that will make
underground rail use more cost-effective for NJ-NY travel than using cars. To encourage greater ridership
(particularly on nights and weekends) and to lessen use of automobiles in tunnels, over bridges, and on
streets between NJ and NY, Port Authority and MTA should agree to a ticket arrangement that would
allow the user to pay one price for a combined PATH/MTA ride (and should also consider combined
unlimited PATH/MTA tickets similar to MTA's current unlimited monthly subway pass). If the
combination of riding PATH and MTA were made more cost effective, then more people would opt to
use the underground rail and forgo use of cars -- especially on nights and weekend when the assumption
is that there is less rush hour traffic. For example a family of 4 currently spends $7 per person (or $28) for
roundtrip ride on PATH ($3 r/t)and MTA ($4 1/t) to come to NYC to visit a museum or go to a restaurant,
etc. Yet, to drive a car through the Holland Tunnel, pay a parking meter, gas, and car wear & tear, the
family of four would pay less than $28, probably only about $18-20. The combination of lower cost and
greater convenience makes the car more appealing than underground rail -- and with use of the car comes
the increase in air pollution, congestion and noise that this environmental review for this Downtown
Restoration Plan is designed to prevent. Instead, if there were a combined PATH/MTA ticket (a daily one
for $2.00 or $2.50 per person; a monthly for $70.00 or $75.00 per person) then that family of four might
now reconsider the rail. Spending only about $8-10 ($2-$2.50 per person), the family of four might now
forgo the car (and the traffic that comes with it) and use underground PATH and MTA, as is envisioned --
especially on nights and weekends. In the end, if public transportation is meant to truly achieve better
environmental results, it needs to be priced competitively with cars, ESPECIALLY on nights and
weekends when there is less traffic than rush hour. Thank you.



THE WORLD TRADE CENTER TRANSPORTATION HUB
Permanent WTC PATH Terminal and Pedestrian Connections
Environmental Review Process
DEILS Comments Summary

Date Received: 07/08/04 _ Type: Letter

Contact Details: Location:
Lower Manhattan Emergency Preservation Fund
P;F;E

Comment:

Letter sent on 7/8 by Lower Manhattan Emergency Preservation Fund - Scanned
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LOWER MANHATTAN EMERGENCY PRESERVATION FUND

Municipal Art Soqety National Trugt for ~ New York Tandmarks Freﬂe.n'aﬁon League Werld Monuments
Historic Prescrvation Concarvency of New Yark State Fund

July §. 2004

Anthony Cracchiolo

Dircetor

Priority Capital Programs

The Porl Authorily of NY & NI
233 Park Avenue South, 4" Floor
New York, NY 10003

Bernard Cohen

Diteetor

Lower Manhattan Recovery Office
Federal Transporiation Administratien
One Bowling Green, Suite 436

New York, NY 10004

Re: Permanent WTC PATH Termunal Finding of Effects Pursuant 1o Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act '

Dear Messrs, Cracchiolo und Cohen:

The five organizabony thut make up the Lower Manhartan Emergency Preservation Fund (LMEPF) support the
building of the Permanent PATH Terminal as part ol the revitalizatlion of Lower Manhattan, and thank the PA and
FTA for our involvement as Consulting Party. Bowever, we have a number of scnous coneerns about the Seerion
10G process and how it is heing imphimented for this project. As requested. we are submitting the following
comments conicerning the proposed Finding of Effscts (FOE) and will be submitting written restimony on the
Draft Environmental Impact Suiemeat (DEIS) hefore July 217

Mast broadly. the LMEPF is ¢oncerr.ed about the following: : ”

= The FOE Fails to Consider Cumulative Effects. The FOE addresses the PATH Torminal as an
isolated project and does not consider the cumulative impact that it will have on the National Register-
eligible World Trade Center Site (WTCS) in conjunction with the numerous ather projects soon 10 be
underway (Route 9A, Freedsm Tower, Mcmorial, Memorial Center, etc.). Each of these projects is heing
reviewed scparately under Section 106 with little or no abilily for the consulting parties to address cffects
and alternatives holistically. There is a significant risk that decisions made in the cantext of ane project
will foreclose alternatives or opportunitics to minimize adverse effects for the other projects. For this
reason. it is difficult, 3f not impossible. to evalvaie this Apecific praject’s impact without taking into
sccount how the orher projests may also affect the sire and existing remnants. For cxample, the I.MEPF
ix cancerned aboyt the location of various site infrastructure elements that would impact the visibility of
and accessibilily to the columnn bases themselves. The information pravided in the JFOE is vaguc and the
impact thar, these elements could have on the site shouvld be coordinuled with the cumulative
infrastructure needs of all WTCS projects.,

e Thc Proposed Project Fails to Comply with Lhe Requirement of Section 4([) to Include “All
Possible Planning to Minimize Harm." The FOE does not include. nor were we ever provided with,
any record of how decisions to demollsh or remove National Register-eligible remnants were made.
Section 4(f) of the Deparment of Transportation Act adopted by Congress in 1966 states that
ransportation projects must avoid harming hisroric siles unlegs there is “no feasible and prudent
allernative,” and the project includes “alt possible planning to minimize harm™ to historic places. While
we are not suggesting that the site he preserved as il is, we strangly believe that the PA and FTA need 1o
approach the project from the polnt of view thar the wark will be taking place within and around a
historic site and make awem)ts (o incorporate existing clements into the design goals. provide an analysis
anId detailed explanution if the preservation of these elements cannot be achieved, and provide roitigation
solutions, '
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Page 2

Precluding Visibility and Access to Remaining Features of the WTC Must be Acknowledged os sn
Adverse Effect. The LMIZPF requests that the following sentence be removed from page 6 of the FOE
(Section B - Effects of the Undertaking on the WTC Site) since we belicve it is an incorrect interpretation
of the feeling of the WTC 3ite: “Because most of the features were not visible ro the public prior to
September )1, 2001 and would remain intact, obseuring the fearures from public view would not
necessarily diminish the site's inlogrity of fecling,” We strongly disagree, This statement does not take
into aceount that these featurcs took on 1 different meaning and leeling as surviving clements of the
Seprember 1 1™ attacks, Whether or not they were in public view prior to the attacks is irrelevant because
a8 they now exist, and with their eurrent visibility, they “eonvey the tragedy and destruction” described

In the Nanional Regisrer De termination of Eligibility (DOE). Ax 2 result, we believe that obscuring these
features from public view yould diminish the site's integrily of fecling. and it iy important For 1he FOE
0 acknowledge this effect.

Need for Recommendations for Architectural Trestracnts. The LMEPF reeommends that the FTA
and PA cstablish recommendations for specific architectural treatments that inerprer remnants thar are
adversely impacted by the PATH Terminal. For example, the intevior of the cancourse thar will eut
through the sturry wall cou d indicate the lacation or provide 3 view of the wall itsef giving pedestrians a
sense of the bathtub's location. This concourse, which will be locared along the northern elevation of the
North Tawer, could include design treatments indicating or praviding visual access to the location of the
[ormer tower s fagade and locations of the column bases.

As stated in our public testimony on June 23", we gre specifically eoncerned that the proposed project will
negarively impact a number of survising elements that are currently parl of the WTC Site itsell. These elements
are called out in the DOE and. as pre viously stated. we are requesting that the FTA and PA provide more derajled
information regarding why certain clements are propased for removal and/or demolition:

L d

Tower Perimeter Column Bases. We appreciute the atlempt to minimize the encroachment uver the
perimeter column bases which outline the footprints of Tawers One and Two; however, we are
concerned about the cumulative impact that additional consreuction activities will have on reducing
access 1 and visibility of these bases, Tn our vicw, a concerted efforl must be made to maximize the
access to and visibility of this significant pari of the site. The Memorial Center Advisory Commitlce
recently recommended providing aceess (o (hese bases and this should be o recognized goal of all
coordinated construction g ivities.

Northwest Remnant Subgiade Structures. As part of a separate roview, we previously reccommended
that the PA consult with museum curators and investigate the possibility of salvaging more than three
elements from the northwest remnant subgrade structures. We have received no meaningful response 0
our earlier comments, und irformation about additional historic features that could poxxibly be salvaged
has not been disclosed. The FOE fails to take into account our request and it appears that no additional
elements will be salvaged.

Passageway to the E-Traiu, As one of the last surviving elements of the WTC Site. the passugeway 1o
the E-train was recently restured and the PA and FTA should revisit the proposed plan (o have it
demolished. No reason has seen offered as 1o why the passageway cannot be retatned. We arc
requesting that additional analysis be donc with the goal of incorporating ir into the new design.

Stee] Beams in Cross Form. Currently, the PA and FTA proposc to vemove the sieel beam in cross
form to an ofF-site locution, We are requesting that instead of maving the cross off-sile. it be moved
emporarily within the WTC sise, This has become a highly evacative slement of the sire and an effort
shpuid be made (o retain and incorporate it. Should it have W e moved off-sitc, we should be provided
with an explunation as to why, and confirmarion (hat it will be moved to Nanger 17 at JRK where it will
be praperly stored,
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«  Ploza snd Subwry Eutrante at Vesey Streel. The plaza and subway cntrance at Vesey Street are the
only surviving above ground elements of the WTC Site. The current plan 1o have them demolished

should be revisited with the goal of possibly incorporating them in situ into the new design. This

]

P.@s

proposcd demolition. with no justification or explanation, underscares cur objections and our request for

additional information as 10 how decisions to demolish elements were made.

The five organizations of the LMEPF recognize the unprecedented nature of this undertaking and the importance

of cnsuring for meaningful public input as rebuilding procecds. The LMEPF reirerates our position that the PA
and FTA should work unward the goal of minimizing harm and adverse effects on the World Trade Center Site.

We appreciale the outrcach that the PA and FTA are doing with various interest groups and ook forward 1o

continued participation.

Sincerely.

Foumdamiin

Frank E. Sanchis, {11
Exceutive Director’
Municipal Art Socicty
4357 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10022.
212 935-3960

IE=AY A

Pcp, Breen

President .

New York Landmarks Conservancy
141 Pifih Avenue

New York. NY 10010

212 995-5260

Bl

Bonnia Burnham
Presidanr

World Monuments Fund
95 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10016
646 424-9594

Elizabeth S, Merritt

Deputy General Counsel

Natonal Trust for Historie Preservation
1785 Massachusetts Avenue. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

202 588-6035

Gttt L

Scott Heyl

Pregident

Preservation League of New York State
44 Central Avenue

Albany. NY 12206 -

914 462-5658

ce Kevin Rampe. Lower Manhztan Development Corporation
Don L. Klima, Advisory Council on Historic Preservarion
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LOWER MANHATTAN EMERGENCY PRESERVATION FUND

Munidpal Ast Society Naional Trunt for  New York Landmarks  Preacrvation Lesgue Warld Monuments

Hiatoric Preservabion Conparvancy of New Yark State Fund
August 2. 2004 , cL” B Moy
(. ¢ M wcyer Mo
Antﬁcmy Cracchiolo C.RY/M ys f’J
Director .
Priarity Capital Programs T, SN et mAL
The Port Authority of NY & NJ B. o~

233 Park Avenue South, 4™ Floor
New York. NY 10003

Bernard Cohen

Director

Lower Manhattan Recovery Office
Federnl Transportation Adrministeation
Orne Bowling Green, Suite 436

New York, NY 10004

Re! Permanent WTC PATH Terminal Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Finding of Effects
(FOE)

Dear Messrs. Cracehlolo and Cohen:

On hehalf of the Lower Manhattan Emergency Preservation Fund (LMEPF), the following are our written comments
on the Draft Environmental Tmpact Statement (DEIS) and FindIng of Effects (FOE) for the Permanent WTC PATH
Terminal. Esch of the flve organizations that make up the LMEFF support the building of the Terminal as part of

the revitalization of LLower Manhattan ang appreciate the opportunity to contribute to the rebuilding process.
Most broadly, the LMREPF ix concerned about the fallowing:

/ Curmmlative Impact of Ground-Borne Vibrations Krom All Congtruction Projects. The LMEPF is
concerned about the cumulative impact of ground-borne vibrations and dewatcring on historic resources
Trom all World Trade Center Sits and Lower Manhattan redevelopment projects. We recommend
increasing the standards and adopting state-of-tho-art monitoring methods to cnsure that historic resources
within the project site and Area of Potcntial Effect arc prowced, We are especially concernad that this
project be coordinated by the sirgle entity charged with overseetng all Lower Manhattan constructlon
ectivities,

* The Construction Protection Pian (CPP), Based on Technical Policy and Procedure Notice #10/88,
Fails to Address Cumulative Impacts. Chapter 6: Cultural Resourcag and Chapter 10: Noisc and
Vibration statc that.the CPP will ha baged on the requirsments Tald out In the “New York City Department
of Buildings Technical Policy ard Procedure Notice #10/88. This Notice, dating from Junc 6, 1988, deals
with procedures for avolding darnage o historic strocturey resulting from adjacent construction of a single

project. It does not include procedurcs, vibration standards, and monitoring programs for cumulptive

-+ —-Construction-projects: — .

* The Finding of Effects (FOE) lacluded in the DEIS Fails to Consider Cumulative Effects, The FOE
addresses the PATH Terminal as an fsolated project and does not consider the cumulutive Impact that it will
have on the National Register-cligible World Trade Center Site (WTCS) Inconjunction with the numerous
other projects soon to be underway (Routs 9A, Eresdom Towcr, Memorial, Memaorial Center. etc.). Each
of these projects {3 being reviewcd separately under Sectfon 106 with litde or no ability for the consulting
parties 10 address effacts and aliernatves holistleally. There is a significant risk that decisions mads in the
context of ane project will foreclase akematives or opportunities to minimize adverse effects for the other
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projects. For this reason, it is difficult, if not impossiblc, to evaluate this specific project's impact without
taking imo account how the other projects may also affect the site and cxisting remnants, For example, the
LMEPF s concerned about the location of varfous site infrastructre elements that would impact the
visibillty of and aceessibility t the column bases and footprints of the twin towers. The Information
provided in the FOE is vague and the impact that these elements could have on the site should be
ceordinated with the comulative infrastructurc needs of all WTCS projects,

,/ Precluding Visibility and Acosss to Remaining Feafures of the WI'C Must be Acknowledged as ag

** Adverse Effect, Thc LMEPR requests that the following sentcnee be removed from page 6 uf the POB
(Section B - Effects of the Underaking on the WTC Site) since we believe it is an incorrect Interpretation
of the fesling of the WTC Site: “Because most of the features were not visible to the public prior to
September 11, 2001 and would remain Intact, obscuring the featurcs from public view would not
necessarily diminish the site's integrity of feeling.” We strongly disagree. This statement does not take
into account that these feawres “ook on a different meaning end feeling as surviving elements ¢f the
Septamber 11 atacks. Whether or not they were in public view prior to the attacks is irrelevant becausc
as they now exist, and with thefr current visibllity. they “convey the tragedy and destmotion” described in
the National Register Determination of EHgibility (DOE). As u result, we befigve that obscuring these
features from public view woulid diminish the site’s integrity of fecling, and it is imporant for the FOE o
acknowledge this effect, '

/¢ The Proposed Project Fails to Comply with the Requirement of Section 4(f) to Inelude “All Possible
Planning to Minimize Harm."* Seotion 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act requiras that
&ransportation projects must avoid harming historic sites unfess there Is “no feasible and prudent

alternative,” and the praject includes “all possible planning 1o minimize harm" 1o historic places. 49 U.8.C.

§ 303. As stated in our public testimony on June 23™, and reiterated ar the consultation meeting on July 20,
we are specifically concerned that the propused profect will negatively impact 8 number of Rurviving
elements that arc currently part of the WTC Site itself. We recognize that complete avoldance of historic
propertics would be impossible, given the inextricable relationship between the PATH Terminal and the
World Trade Center site. Nonctheless, tha project needs to incorporate more modifications that would
minimize harm to the various contributing elements of the site, The proposed list of mitigation measures
on page 4f)-13 of the Draft Secijon 4(f) Evaluaton necds to be expanded. Additionu! measures to
minimize harm, which should be incorporated into 3 Memorandum of Agrecment (MOA) under Section
106, should includo the following; '

. ‘o Minimize Encroachmant on thé Tower Footprints. As we discussed at the July 20, 2004
. congultation meeting, the Por Authority should conduct a much more std ngent analysis of ways to
reduce the foolprint of the main passenger platforms in order to reduce eneroachment on the
footprints of the win towers.! Alternatives should include eliminating or narrowing the width of
the new westernmost platfarm. In addition, the MOA should incorporate a specific commitment
to keep utilitles and nther infrastructure outside the tower footprings,

2
/6 Maximize Visunl and [Physical Ac@__fsgln_weld?erimctel:.Coluntases.—Weappmiutz:-the R

et 'Poﬂ_ Authority's efforts to minimize the encroachment over the perimeter cokimn bases which
outline the footprints of Towers One and Two: however, we are concamed about the cumulative

R =

! Thc Draft Section 4(f) Seaternent describing elements of the historic site that would be “used” by the PATH
project needs to be revised t include » specific discussion of the Tower Foomprints in addidon to the Tower
Perimeter Column Buses. Ses DEIS a0 4(1)4. The footprints as a whole should ba explicitly acknowledged as a
slgnificant conmributing slemont of the site, P
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impact that additional construction activitics will have on reducing access ra and visibllity of the

- bases, Inour view, a concered effurt must be made to maximize the access to and visibility of
this significant part of the site. The Memorial Center Advisory Commines recently recommended
providing access to thisse bases and this should be a recognized poal of all coordinated
construction actlvities, :

/o’ Include Architeetural Trentments to Increase Public Interpretation of WTC Remains. The
LMEPF recommends that the MOA incorporate specitic architectural treauments that will increase
public awareness and interpretation of remnants from the World Trade Center that wil] be
adversely affected hy the PATH Terminal. Far example, the interior of the concourse that will cut
through the shurry wall could indicate the loeation or provide & view of the wall itself, giving
pedestrians a sense of the bathtub's location, This concourse, which will be located along the
northern elevation of the North Tower, could ulso include design treatments indicating or
providing visual access to the locatinn of the former tower’s fagade and locations of the column
bases, In addition, we support the concept of incorparating [nro the passenger platforms a design
demarcation that woul identify the footprint of the twin tawers to the cxtent that {nfringing upon
the footprint is found t» be unavoidable. :

: 4 Salvage or Preserve A dditional Elements From Northwest Remnant Subgrade Structures,

' We previously recommended that the Port Authority investigate the possibility of salvaging more
than three clements from the northwest remnant subgrede structures, We appreciate the Port
Authority providing us with additianal photographs of the northwesr sfab remnants, which we Just
received today, and we will be reviewing these {n order to offer more specific suggestions for
mitigation throngh the MOA.

Preserve and Incorporate Passageway to the E-Train. As one of the last surviving eloments of
the WTC Site, the passagewny 1o the E-train was recently restored, We appreciate the Port
Authority’s commitment 1o additional analysis of this element in arder to incorparat it into the
new transportation hub. o

Ou

" Retain Steel Beams in Cross Form Op-Sits If Possible. Instead of moving the crass nff-gite, as
proposed, it should be 1naved vemporerily within the WTC site. in order to minimize harm. This
has become a highly evocative elsment of the site and an effort should be made to retaln and
Incorporate It Should it have to be moved off-site, we should be provided with an cxplanation ay
to why, and conflrmaticm that It will Be moved to Hanger 17 at JFK where it will ba properly
stored and accessible 1o the public. ’

© /& Explore Options tn Preserve or Relocats Plaza and Subway Entrance at Vesey Street, The
Plaza and subway entrance at Vescy Streer are the only- Surviving above-ground elements of the
WTC Site. The eurrenc plan & have them demolished should be revisitad, We recognize that the

The five organizations of the LMEPF recagnize the unprecedented natore of this undertaking and the importance of
ensuring for meaningful public input ux rebuilding proceeds, Tha LMEPF reiterates our position that the Port
Authority and the FTA should work toward the goal of minimizing harm and adverss-cffeoty on the World Tradc
Center Sha and ndjacent historic properties In the Area of Potential Bffeet,
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We sppreciate the autreach that the PA and FTA are daing with varlous interest groups and look forward to

continued participation.

Sincerxly,

Alundaon

Frank E, Sanchis, 1
Bxccutive Dirsclor
Municipal Art Society
457 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10022
212 935.3960

)WMOA ecslloa

Marilyn Fenallosa

Scnior Program Officer & Regional Attarney
Natlonal Trust for Historie Preservarion
7 Fanusil Hall Market Place

Boston, MA 02109

617 523-0885 ‘

Scotx Heyl

Prerident

Preservation League of New York Sza te
44 Central Avenue

Albany, NY 12205
514 462-5658

- “eer T Kevin Rampe, Tower Manktan Deviopment Corporatian
Carol Brasgelmann, Federal Transit AdmlInjgtration
Paul Lebrun, Eederal Transit Administration

Elizabeth S. Merrint

Deputy General Coungel

National Trust for Histdric Preservation
1785 Massachusctts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

202 588-603s

-4
%@aﬁv
Peg Breen v
President
New York Landmarks Co nservancy
141 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10010
212 895-5260

Bounie Burnham
President

World Monuments Fund
95'Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10016
646 424-9594

Don L, Klims, Advisary Counei] on Hixtorle Preservation

Carol Shull, National Park Servics

Ruth Plerpont, Now York Stawe Office of Parks, Recreation. and Hinmri:: Pmscrvntion—




THE WORLD TRADE CENTER TRANSPORTATION HUB
Permanent WTC PATH Terminal and Pedestrian Connections
Environmental Review Process
DEIS Comments Summary

Date Received: 06/21/04 Type: Email
Contact Details: Paul Scian Location:
P 212-458-1119; F ; E paul.scian@aig.com

Comment: :

After quite a search, I found the drawings showing various options for the PATH restoration. It seems
however that no matter where I searched, I could not find any drawings/sketches/plans for integration of
the existing subways into a regional subsurface transportation hub. Am I just missing it or is the future
integration of the various subway stations and PATH station with subsurface people movers not being
planned any more? If so, it would be a tremendous loss to the rebirth and economic vitality of both
downtown and NYC as a whole. '
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
3817 Luker Road
Cortland, NY 13045 CC '

June 15, 2004

Anthony Cracchiolo, Director

WTC PATH Terminal

The Port Authority of New York and New Jetsey
115 Broadway, 5 Floor

New York, NY 10006

Attn: Comments on the Permanent WTC PATH Terminal DEIS

Dear Mr. Cracchiolo:

The U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed, and has the following comments on,
the Draft Environmental [mpact Statement (DEIS) for the Permanent WTC PATH Terminal,
Borough of Manhattan, New York.

Project Description

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) proposes to constrict a
permanent terminal at the World Trade Center site fox the Port Authority Trans-Hudsoh (PATH)
system to replace the terminal that was destroyed during the September 11, 2001, terrorist
attacks. The stated project purpose is to restore and enhance public transportation infrastructure
to Lower Manhattan that would meet present and future needs and be compatible with the
redevelopment of the World Trade Center. The project is located in the Borough of Manhattan,
New York, - '

Threatened and Endangered Species

The Service notes that owr August 26, 2003, letter stating that, with the exception of ogcasional
transient individuals, no Federally-listed species or proposed threatened or endangered species
under our jurisdiction are known to exist in the project impact area, was included in the DEIS,
The Fedevally-listed endangered shortnose sturgeon (dcipenser brevirostrum) is found in the
Hudson River and coastal areas ncar the project area, This species is under the jurisdiction of the
National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration/Fisheries WNOAA/F). The Port
Authority should contact Mr. Stanley Gorski, Habitat and Protected Resources Division, Area
Coordinator, NOAA-F, James J. Howard Marine Sciences Laboratory, 74 Magruder Road,
Highlands, NJ 07732 (telephone: 732-872-3037) for additional information on sturgeon and
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH). .
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The shortnose sturgeon is also listed by the State of New York. The New York State Department

of Environmenta] Conservation (NYSDEC) contacts for the shortnose sturgeon are Mr. Peter

Nye, Endangered Species Unit, NYSDEC, 625 Broadway, Albany, NY 12233-4753 (telephone:

518-402-8859) and Ms. Kathy Hatalla, NYSDEC, Hudson River Fisheries Unit, New Paltz, NY
12561 (telephone; 845-256-3071).

The NYSDEC requests that you be advised that the peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus), listed as
endangered by the State of New York, is known 10 occur in the vicinity of the project arca. The
project should, therefore, be coordinated with the NYSDEC, The NYSDEC contact for the
peregrine falcon is Mr Peter Nye (cee above contact information).

Aquatic Impacts

The Service has designated the Lower Hudson River estuary as a Significant Habitat Complex
(USFWS 1997). Shellfish such as northern quahog (Mercenaria mercenaria), soft clam (Mya
arenaria), and eastern oyster (Crassostrea virginica) are abundant in sorne areas. This is also an
important spawning area for blue crab (Callinectes sapidus). ' :

‘The lower Hudson River cstuary is among the most productive systems on the northern Atlantic
coast for fisheries (USFWS 1997). Marine finfish that use this area include American gel
(Anguilla rostrata), Atlantic menhaden (Brevoortia fyrannus), fourbeard rockling (Enchelyopus
cimbrius), bluefish (Pomatomus saltafrix), weakfish (Cynoscion regalis), northern pipefish
(Syngnathus fuscus), and longhom sculpin (Myoxocephalus octodecemspinosus). Bstuarine fish

~ that spawn in this stretch of the Hudson include winter flounder (Pleuronectes americanus), bay
anchovy (Anchoa mirchilli), hogehoker (Zvinectes maculatus), striped bass (Morone saxatilis),
and mummichog (Fundulus heteroclitusy (USFWS 1997).

The Service recognizes that the proposed project construction would not occur along the Hudson
River shoreline or waterfront areas. However, the DEIS stated that the final design may include
the withdrawal of an undetermined quantity of cooling water from the Hudson River using the
existing intake structures, Thermal discharges may also be required using existing infrastructure.
Both of these actions can have negative impacts on aquatic species, Water withdrawals can

-result in fish impingement and entrainment, with early life stages (i.e. eggs, larvae, juveniles)
being the most susceptible. Thermal discharges can result in decreases in dissolved oxygen
Jevels and thermal stresses depending on the temperature and quantity of the discharge.

Given the importance of this area for aquatic species resources, the Service recoramends using
the closed cooling system option that was mentioned in the DEIS, or one of the dry-cool ’
technologies that are available, Otherwise, we recommend incorporating best management
practices to avoid impacts associated with impingement/entrainment and thermal discharge.
Marine life exclusion systems have been developed to reduce impingement/entrainment, and
these systems are constantly being improved.

Migratory Birds

Migratory birds including waterfowl and passerines use the area during spring and fall migration
periods, Waterfowl species such as canvasback (Ayrhya valisineria), brant (Branta berniclay,
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scaup (Aythya spp.), and black duck (Anos rubripes) can be pericdically abundant throughout the
winter months. Manhattan's Central Park is world renowned for providing the public with
opportunities to witness a wide diversity of songbirds during migrations.

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) provides that it is unlawful to pursue, hunt, take, capture
or kill; attempt to take, capture, or kill; possess, offer to or sell, barter, purchase, deliver or cause
to be shipped, exported, imported, transported, carried, or received any migratory bird, part, nest,
egp, or product, manufactured or pot without appropriate permits.

Through the MBTA, the Service is working with agencies and individuals to reduce impacts to
migratory birds. We recommend the implemerrtation of measures to avoid or reduce the
likelihood of “take”. Examples of these measures that would be applicable to this project

- include: 1) minimizing window lighting and using strobes on aerial towers/antennae for aircraft
beacons (especially during migration periods - mid-March to mid-May 2nd mid-August to mid-
November), and 2) minimizing reflective window surfaces by using etched plass or adhesive
films,

Summary Comments

The DEIS provides an adequate assessment of the resources in the project area and potential
impacts to those resources. The Service recommends that the Port Authonity: 1) contact the
NOAAJF for information on EFH and Federally-listed species, 2) contact the NYSDEC for
information on State-listed species, 3) use best available technologies to avoid or reduce water
withdrawals/thermal discharges and minimize cntrainment/impingernent, and 4) avoid "take” of
migratory birds as described above. :

We appreoijate the opportunity to comment on this project. If you have any questions regarding
this letter, please contact Alex Chmielewski at the Service’s New York Field Office (telephone:
607-753-9334). .

Sincerely,

Do Secon L

Qc,’\ David A. Stilwell
Field Supervisor

Literature Cited:

USFWS, 1997. Significant Habitats and Habitat Complexes of the New York Bight Watershed.
Department of the Interior - Fish and Wildlife Service, Coastal Ecosystems Program,
Chatlestown, Rhode Island,

cc: BFA. (ERT), Washington, DC

TOTAL P.E3



‘The New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission

"} Centré Strcet, 9" Floor Norih New York NY 10007 ‘TEL: 212-669-7922 FAX: 212-669-7797
TS S http:l/www;nyc.gov/landmarks

To: Anthony Cracchiolo, Director of Priority Capital Projects
From: .- Amapda Sutphin, Dircctor of Archaeology ,4RA

Date: U Tune 17,2004 . o

Re: ‘May 2004 DEIS Review

The Landmarks Preservation Commiééion is in receipt of the May 2004 “permancnt WTC PATH
Terminal Draft Environmental ipact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation.” - '

The Commission notes that the text describing the potential impacts to potentially significant
archaeological resources reflects the findings of Historical Perspectives Archaeological Docuimentary
Studies dated October 2003, March 2004; and April 2004 as well as Cultwral Resources Summary
Report for the Route 9A Project prepared by. Vollmer Associates LLP and dated April 1996 which are
provided in Appendix B. The Conimission has previously reviewed the October 2003, the March
2004, and the Route 9A Study. This is the fist opportunity we have had to review the Phase 1A
Archaeological Asscssment for the Pcrmanent World Trade Center PATH T erminal for the South
Pedestrian Passageway, dated April 2004. .The LPC cannot.concur that there are no further
archaeological concerns for this project area: Instead, we recommend that the consultant do
‘additional research to substantiate their finding that Liberty St, Liberty Place, and Temple Street do
not contain potentially. signi ficant archaeological resources. HPL's determinalion appears to be based
upon the assumption that the installation of utilities would have disturbed the entire area. However,
we note that there are examples, such a8 Charnbers Street, where significant archaeological resources
have remained intact at shallow.levels irregardless of the high number of utilities that are present. We
further note that additional research should bé completed to determine whether these streets were
widened as some streets in-the vicinity were in the Colonial and-early 19" century. If this happencd at -
these streets and the project will impact these locations; there may be potential that carly building
foundations and théir builders’ trenches may be within the prejest area as well us water features that

may once have been locdted in the historic sidewalk and are mdse within the streetbed.

The text related to historic architectural resources is appropriate.

ce: Bernard Cohcn, Federa) Transit Authority
Robert Kuhn, NY SHPO
Mary Beth Betts, LPC
Kate Daly, LPC .

NEGETUES

i
JUN 2 2. 2004 \U

loy..— ___._.__._‘

TOTAL P.@2
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United States Department of the Intexior [ Zamealird

OFFICE OF THE SECRXZTARY | -=¢:SE-
Whshington, DC 202 0 Tﬁﬁg‘d Eﬁch

ER-04/0420

Ms. Letitia Thompson

Regional Administrator

Federal Transit Administration, Region 2
One Bowling Gxeen, Room 429

New York, New York 10014-1415

Dear Ms. Thompson:

This responds to a request for the Department of the Intedior's (Department) review and
comment on the Drafl Eyviropmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Permanent World
Trade Center PATH Terminal and (Subway) Pedestrlap Connections, Lower Manhgttn.n
Development, New York County, New York- ‘We note that a Draft Section 4(f) Bvah_xatxon is
included as a separate documentary part of Volume I of this DEIS, and will comment on it first.

DRAFT SECTION 4(f) EVALUATION

We concur that there are no feasible and prudent alternatives to the proposed project, if project
objectives are to be met. However, we cannot concur with the Section 4(f) .proviso that all
lanning for measures to minjmize harm has been undeytaken for cultural resources, considered
ag “Section 4(f) resources.” As noted in the document, parties are exploring measures o .
minjmize harm and are coordinating such measures through 2 Section 106 review under the
National Historic Preservation Act. Tt is anticipated that measures and final commitments will be
cstablished between the consulting partias prior to publication of the FEIS. At that time, we
would be pleased to review those measures in the final documents for this project so that our

concurrence in the measutes to minimize harm can be yecorded.

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
CULTURAL snd RECRCATIONAL RESOURCES

Regarding recreational resources, this project is primarily an underground infrastructure when .
complete and should vot interfere with surface recreation such as patk land, except at 8ccoss or
ogress portals, and in those situations it would bo appropriate if consideration ig given for safety
apd resource logs mitigation during canstruction. ‘

Regarding enltural resoutces, we simaply reiterate our comments above under the Section 4(H)
review, wherein we have in effect reserved our righty and responsibilities to coneut and agree to

0y

fipal determinations. The National Park Service (NPS), Heritage Prescrvation Services, 1201
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Eye Street, NW, Washington, DC: 20005, has indicated that the NPS should be _notiﬂed directly
whenever National Historic T andmarks are involved, two of which appear 1 this case, Contact

on that matter can be made with Caroline Hgll, Preservation Compliance Cod:dinator, the
Pregervation address given above, oF by telephons at 202-354-2056. g

NATURAL and WETLAND/WATER HABITAT RESOURCES

The Department endorses the comments by the U.S. Pish and Wildlife Service (FWS) sent on
TJune 15, 2004, to Mr. Anthony Cracohiolo, Director, World Trade Center PATH Terminal, The
Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (address below).

Project Description

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) proposes to copsfruct 2
permavent terminal at the World Trade Center site for the Port Authority Trans-Hudson (PATH)
System to replace the terminal that was destroyed during the September 11, 2001, terrorist
attacks. The stated project purpose is to restors and enhanos public transportation infrastructure
to Lower Manhattan that would meet present and future peeds and be compatible with the
redevelopment of the World Trade Center. The project is located in the Borough of Manhattan,
New York. : ‘ :

Threatened and Endangered Species

" The FWS potes that our August 26, 2003, letter stating that; with the exception of occasional
tronsient individuals, no federally-listed specics or proposed threatencd or endangered species
under our jurisdiction are known to exist in the project impact area, was included in the DEIS.

The federally-listed endangered shortnose sturgeon (Acipenser brevirosirum) is found in the’
Hudson River and coastal arcas near the project area. This species is under the jurisdiction of the
Natiopal Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration/Fisheries (NOAAJF). The Port
Authority should contact Mr. Stanley Gorski, Habitat and Protected Resources Division, Azea
_Coordinator, NOAA-F, James 1. Howard Martive Scjences Laboratory, 74 Magruder Road,
Highlands, NJ 07732 (telephone: 732-872-3037) for additional infoxmation on sturgeon and
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH).

The shortnose sturgeon Js also listed by the State of New York. The New York State Department
of Epviropmental Conservation (NYSDEC) contacts for the shorinose sturgeon are Mr. Peter
Nye, Endangered Species Unit, NYSDEC, 625 Broadway, Albany, NY 12233-4753 (telephone:
518-402-8859) and Ms. Kathy Hatalla, NYSDEC, Hudson River Fisheries Unit, New Paltz, NY
12561 (telephone: 845-256-3071). : '

The NYSDEC requosts that you be advised that the peregrine faloon (Falco peregrinys), listed as
end?ngerad by the State of New York, is known fo accur ju the vicinity of the project area. The
project should, therefare, be coardinated with the NYSDEC. The NYSDEC contact for the

peregrine faleon is Mr. Peter Nye (see above confact information).
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Aquatic Jmpacts

The FWS has designated the Lower Hudson River estuary 23 & Significant Habitat Complex
(FWS 1997). Sheilfish such as northern quahog (Mercenaria r_nercenarm), soft -.cl?m.(Mjm
arenaria), and eastemn oyster (Crassosired virginica) are abundant in some areas. This js also an
important spawning area for blue crab (Callinectes sapidus),

The lower Hudson River estuary js among the most productive systems on thc.noxthem Atlantio
coast for fisheries (FWS 1997). Maxine finfish that use this area include American cel (dnguilia
rostrata), Atlantic menhaden (Brevoortia tyrannus), fourbeard rockling (Enqhelyopus' cimbrius),
bluefish (Pomatomus saltatrix), weakfish (Cynoscion vegalis), nosthern Plpeﬁgh (Syngnathus
fuscus), and longhorn sculpin (Myoxocephalts octodecemspinosus), Estuarn® fish that spawn 1n
this stretch of the Hudson include winter flounder (Pleuronectes americanus), bay. anchovy
(Anchoa mitchilli), hogchoker (Trinectes maculatus), strped bass (Morone saxatilis), and
mummichog (Fundulus heteroclitus) FWS 1997).

The FWS recognizes that the proposed project construction would not occur alang the Hudson
River shoreline or waterfront areas. However, the DEIS stated that the final design may i_nclude
the withdrawal of an undetermined quantity of cooling water from the Hudson River, using the
existing intake structures. Thermal discharges may also b required uging existing infrastructure.
Both of these actions can have negative impacts on aquatic species. Water withdrawals can
result in fish impingement aod entrainment, with early Jife stages (i.e., eggs, larvae, juveniles)
being the most susceptible. Thermal discharges can result in decreases in dissolved oXygen
Jevels and thermal stresses depending on the temperaturs and quantity of the discharge. ’

Given the importance of this area for aquatic species Tesources; fhe FWS recommends using the
closed cooling system option that was mentioned in the DEIS, or one of the dry-cool
technologics that are avai ble. Otherwise we recommend ingorporating bast management
practices to avoid impacts associated with impingement/entrainment and thermal discharge.
Merine life exclusion systems have been developed to reduce impingement/entrainoient, and

these systems are constantly being improved.
Migratory Birds

Migratory birds Including waterfowl and passerines use the area during spring and fall mjgration
periods. Waterfow] speries such as canvagback (Aythya valisinerid), braat (Branta bernicla),
scaup (4ythya spp.), aud black duck (Anas rubripes) can be periodically abundant thronghout the
winter roonths. Manhattan’s Ceptral Park is world renowned for providing' the public with
opportunities to witness a wids diversity of songbirds during migrations. ’

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) provides that it is unlawful to pursue, hunt, take,
capture or kill; attempt to take, capture, or kill; possess, offer to or soll, berter, purchase, defiver
or cause to be shipped, exparted, imported, transported, carricd, or received any migratory bird,

-

part, nest, egg, or product, manufactured or not without appropriate permiis.

Tl;:ough the MBTA, the FWS is working with agencies and individusls to reduce impacts 10
migratory birds. We recommend the implementation of yaeasures to avold or reduce the
likelihood, of “take.” Examples of these measures that would be applicable to this project
include: 1) minimizing window lighting and using strobes on aerial towers/antennae for aircraft
beacons (especially during migration periods - mid-March to mjd-May and mid-August to mid-
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November), and 2) minimizing reflective window surfaces by using etched glass of adhesive
films. ,

Summary Comments

The FWS recommends that the Port Authority: 1) contact the NOAA/F for infopnation on EFH
and federelly-listed species, 2) contact the NYSDEC fox information on State-Jisted species, 3
use best available technologies to avoid or reduce water withdrawals/thermal discharges and
minjmize entrainment/impingement, and 4) avoid “take” of ynigratory birds as described above.

1f you bave any questions rcgaiding this Jetter, please contact Alex Chmielewski at the FWS’s
New York Ficld Office (telephone: 607-753-9334). ,

Literature Cited: USFWS. 1997 Significant Habitats and Habitat Complexes of the New York |
Bight Watershed. Department of the Interior ~ Fich and Wildlife Service, Coastal Ecosystems
Program, Chaxlestown, Rhode Isl;nd. ‘

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these cornments.

Sincerely, ' ,

! ' \Ql)ﬁ?l‘aﬂ%r

Director, Office of Environmental
Policy and Compliance »

ce:

Mr. Anthony Cracchiolo, Director

‘World Trade Cexter PATH Terminal

Port Authority of New Yerk and New Jersey
115 Broadway, 5" Floar

New York, New York 10006
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Written Statement on the World Trade Center Transportation Hub
June 23, 2004

RPA strongly supports the construction of the World Trade Center Transportation Hub to
restore long-term access to Lower Manhattan and connectivity to the NYC Subway
system, contributing to the revitalization and economic recovery of Lower Manhattan.

We are particularly pleased by the selection of Santiago Calatravaas the lead architect for
the station, and his graceful and symbolic design of the freestanding grand pavilion
unveiled in January of this year. The conimitment to rebuilding the public-and civic
spaces of Lower Manhattan with high quality architecture holds great promise for Lower
Manhattan’s future.. The design of the pavilion that allows light to reach down to the
platform level of PATH trains supports a long-held goal of RPA that transit facilities
should be open to light and air to orient the rider to the street above and improve the user
experience.

RPA also supports the functionality of the transportation hub as described in the DEIS,
including the expansion of the station to accommodate five tracks and four ten-car
platforms. Coherent connections to the 1/9, R/W.and E subway lines will enhance
connections to the subway system to the benefit of commuters moving to and through
Lower Manhattan.

The preliminary design of the station suggests it will correct the deficiencies of the
former station by providing sufficient capacity for the 175,000 people a day that will be
making their way on foot from PATH to the-subways or the buildings and sireets above.
It is imperative that the new station-avoid hidden spaces, narrow corridors, steep
stairwells, low ceilings, and poor ventilation -- all rmstakes of the past station, which we
now have an opportunity to correct, For example, the width of stairways between levels
should be sufficient to meet the RPA-recommended standard of 3 pedestrians per minute
per foot of width in peak periods. This translates into adequate stairway and escalator
capacity between platform and mezzanine. We are looking forward to meeting with the
Port Authority’s architects and planners as the terminal is designed.

Within the context of our strong support for the project, we offer several additional
recommendations for your consideration:

1. We support the Terminal without Liberly Plaza Connection Alternative for the
project. While the EIS has demonstrated poor pedestrian levels of service at
Church and Liberty Streets without the underground passageway, the proposed
mitigation measures of widening sidewalks and crosswalks are in fact extremely
desirable. In contrast, the Liberty Plaza Connection if built would draw

3
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- pedestrians underground below Church Street, undermining the viability of street-
level retail, which is an important component of animating street life in Lower

" Manhattan. The Liberty Plaza connection would also require the appropriation of
public open space in Liberty Plaza for access and egress to the passageway, and
cost $81 million — a price we feel is not justified by its relatively slim benefits.

2. Second, as a consulting party fo the Section 106 historic review process, RPA
recommends that the Port Authority make an extraordinary effort to stabilize,
preserve and incorporate historic elements of the WTC site, such as the box-beam
column remnants that delineate the footprints of the World Trade Center towers,
-into the rebuilt station, so that they may serve as constant physical testaments to
the immeasurable historic importance of this place as commuters, visitors,
residents and family members move through the station.

3. Third, we commend the Port Authority for adopting Environmental Performance
Criteria to mitigate the cumulative environmental impact of multiple Lower
Manhattan Recovery Projects. However, we urge the Port Authority with the
other agencies to strengthen the EPCs to protect Lower Manhattan air quality and
reduce noise and vibrations. We support the recommendations of Environmental
Defense, that the EPCs should be strengthened to the level of Local Law 77,
including greater requirements for using Ultra Low Sulfur Diesel Fuel and best
available retrofit technology not just to onsite generators and heavy duty
equipment, but to moving vehicles delivering to and from the site.

Finally, we look forward to greater details from the Port Authority regarding the specific
design of the outdoor public space around the PATH pavilion, as well as the retail mix of
the below-grade shops, their planhed square footage, and the retail strategy in light of
potential slow rates of office space absorption.

While the Port Authority has designed a station that will provide seamless and pleasant
underground connections between important Lower Manhattan destinations; we believe
the success of Lower Manhattan’s revitalization will depend greatly on the guality of the
pedestrian experience at the street level. We therefore urge you to pay great attention to
the design of the public plaza surrounding the PATH pavilion, as well as the public
spaces throughout the World Trade Centér site, which hold the greatest potential to
provide a positive or negative user experience during the decade of construction that lies
- ahead of us. ‘
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July 21, 2004

Anthony Cracchiole

Director

Priority Capital Programs

The Port Authority of NY & NJ
233 Park Avenue South, 4" Floor
New York, NY 10003

Bernard Cohtn

Federal Transit Administration, Lower Manhattan Recovery Office

One Bowling Green, Room 436

New York, NY 10004
- (’).khovk

{
Dear Mr. grzcc}}?olo and Mr./Qo'hcn:

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) for Permanent World Trade Center PATH terminal, a8 well as the
Preliminary Finding of Bffects (FOE) for the Permanent World Trade Center PATH
terminal, pursuant to the Section 106 Process. This letter is supplemental to RPA’s
festimony at the Jimne 23" public hearing and includes specific comments on fhe Section
106 historio review process. A written version of our June 23 comments is attached to
this letter, :

RPA strongly supports the construction of the World Trade Center Transportation Hub to
rostore long-teim acoess to Lower Manhattan and conneotivity to the NYC Subway
system, contributing to the revitalization and economic recovery of Lower Manhattan,
We are ploased by many aspects of the plans for the new station, including its distinctive
architectural design that will allow for air and light to reach to the platform level, and the
functionality of the station that will provide seamless connections o the 1/9, R/W and E
subway lines, While we strongly support the project, we have specific concems about the

Section 106 process that we wish to bring to your-attention.

»  Scction 106 Process and Finding of Effects: While we appreciate the Port
Authority’s efforts with the consulting parties regarding the Section 106 process,
we aye concerned that design and construction is moving forward so quickly that
majar elements of historic importance risk being compromised each day. For that
reason wo would like to sec more specific and concrete plans detailing how major
elemonts of historio significance will be stabilized, preserved, and made
aocessible in conjunction with the rebuildirg of the new WTC PATH station.

We agree with the comments made by the Lower Manhattan Emergency

Presorvation Fund (LMEPE) in their Jetter of July 14 and in particwlar with the
point that precluding visibility and access to n‘:maining features of the WTC must

4 Iving Place, 7th.Floor, New York, NY 10003 | Tel: (212) 253-2727 Fox: (212) 253-5666 | www.rpa.org
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be acknowledged as an adverse effect. It is not enough to “preserve” elements of
historic significance, such as the box beam column remnants marking the tower
footprints, under layers of conorete. If the preservation of these elements is to
have any mesningful role in the rebuilt site, the elements must be visible or
aocessible {o the public on a day-to-day basis, The experience of moving though a
modem and rebuilt stafion that references the historic significance of the site by
allowing glimpses of historio elements (glass panes permitting viewing of the

* shury wall, indicators in the floor marking the Tower footprints, ete.) is extremely
desirable and would imbue the quotidian commuter experience with the layers of
meani}g that its history demands.

Therefore we ask the Port Authority to immediately prepare specific plans to
incorporate the viewing and access of historic elements into the everyday
experience of the new station. In cases where adverse impacts to certain elements
are absolutely unavoidable, the Port Authority should immediately share plans
with the consulting parties for the mitigation of these adverse impacts. ’

The elements that we believe hold particular significance to the site and
opportunity for preservation and incorporation into the néw station are listed
below, We look forward 1o reviewing plans from the Port Authority about how
these elements may be incorporated into the design of the new station for viewing
and access to these elements, preferably in locations where they currently sit.

Box beam column remnants marking the tower perimeter .
" Northwest remnant sub-grade stnictures

Passageway to E-Train

Steel beams in cross form

Plaza and Subway entrance to Vescy Sireet

© 00 00

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide comments on the Section 106 process.
We look forward to reviewing forthcoming plans for incorporating these important
historic elements of the WTC sits into a new functional and historic World Trade Center
transportation hub, '

Sincerely,
e
(51
Robert D. Yaro
Prasident
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WTC Transportation Hub Permanent WTC PATH Terminal
Section 106 Consulting Parties Meeting - June 14, 2004

Page 5 Page 7
1 LOWER MANHATTAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 1 Port Authority--and that's because at that time
Irene Chang 2 we were all jointly involved in developing a
g 3 document that was used to determine and
PARTNERSHIP FOR NEW YORK CITY 4 identify the eligibility of historic resources
4 Patty Noonan 5 at the Worid Trade Center site; and with your
5 6 involvement and your comments, the outcome of
6 FEDERCAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 7 that earlier set of meetings was a coordinated
arol Braegelmann . . R R s g e
7 8 determination of National Register eligibility
8 9 for the World Trade Center site that was
LOUIS BERGER GROUP 10 released on March 31st, 2004,
1% John Hotopp 11 Having made that determination
11  NATIONAL TRUST - WASHINGTON, D.C. 12 together, as a group of agencies, we have now
Elizabeth Merritt 13 proceeded individually to ook at, on a
12 ' 14  project-by-project basis, the respective
13 NATIONAL TRUST - BOSTON, MA 15 projects' potential effects on these historic
14 Marilyn Fellonossa 16  resources.
i5 17 So to that end, the focus for
16 18 this afternoon's meeting is to discuss the
g 19 draft determination of effects of the permanent
19 20 World Trade Center site PATH Terminal project,
20 21 some of which will have adverse impacts on
21 22 historic resources at the site.
: gg 23 We're going to talk about that
24 24 in more detail, we're going to review some
25 25 early mitigation ideas that we have, and most
Page 6 Page 8
1 June 14, 2004 1 importantly, we're going to receive your
2 Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 2 comments and ideas on hoth,
3 225 Park Avenue 3 There's a great deal of material
4 New York, New York 4 to go over today, so at this point I'm going to
5 3:00 p.m. 5 turn the meeting over to our facilitator, Peter
6 --- 6 Goelz, but I would like to thank you in advance
7 MR. COHEN: Good afternoon, 7 for your time and your participation in the
8 everyone. My name is Bernard Cohen. I'm the 8 consulting parties meeting today.
9 Director of the Federal Transit 9 Peter?
10 Administration's Lower Manhattan Recovery 10 MR. GOELZ: Good afternoon.
11 Office. I'm pleased to welcome you here today. |11 It's good seeing all of you again.
12 Because the Port Authority 12 As Bernard said, our task today
13 project, the PATH project, is a federally 13 is to really dig into the presentation that's
14 funded project, my office, the FTA office in 14 going to be made by the Port Authority staff as
15 Lower Manhattan, is working very closely with 15 it pertains to the World Trade Center PATH
16 the Port Authority on the planning efforts that 16 Terminal.
17 are underway for the project, including the 106 |17 As you know, there's been --
18 process. 18 TI've facilitated a couple of meetings prior to
19 So it's my pleasure to welcome 19 this: This is the first one that's going to
20 you here today and to just give you a minute of |20 focus specifically on the PATH Terminal.
21 background. 21 The way in which the agenda is
22 You will recall that the initial 22 set up is we're going to hear about the 106
23 Section 106 meetings that took place in January |23 process from both Tim Stickelman and John
24 and February were conducted under the auspices | 24 Hotopp, and feel free to ask questions after
25 of multiple agencies--HUD, LMDC, FTA, FHWA, 25 each one of those folks.

Transcription by Jane Rose Reporting
1-212-727-7773 www.janerose.net




WTC Transportation Hub Permanent WTC PATH Terminal
Section 106 Consulting Parties Meeting - June 14, 2004

Page 9 Page 11
1 But the real meat of the 1 that, and we will provide them hopefully later
2 presentation comes from the Port Authority's 2 this afterncon.
3 staff, and what I would like to do is let them 3 MS. FELLONOSSA: Well, I would
4 move through their presentation in its 4 appreciate it, then, if the facilitator could
5 entirety. 5 describe what's being shown.
6 What I would encourage each of 6 MR. GOELZ: Well, to the best of
7 you to do, as questions come up, write them 7 my ability, I will try and do that, or I will
8 down and write down the number of the slide 8 ask the speakers to also describe it.
9 that will show up in the corner so we Can go 9 I would point out, I mean, it's
10 back to visit them, 10 unfortunate you didn't get the slides today,
11 At the end of the presentation 11  but you will have them, and the comment period
12 by Lou Menno, I'll come back up and we'll just |12 is open for some period of time, so you will be
13 start taking questions. I think that way we'll 13 able to comment on them. And this is not the
14 be able to get as much input from you folks as |14 only meeting we're going to have on this
15 is humanly possible over the next two hours. 15 subject.
16 MS. MERRITT: This is Betsy 16 MS. FELLONOSSA: Well, we are
17 Merritt speaking. Could you e-mail the slides 17 aware of that. But could you just refresh our
18 to Marilyn and I? 18 recollection as to the written comment date for
‘19 MR, STICKELMAN: Marilyn, We're 19 the slides being shown today?
20 going to have to do that separately because we | 20 MR. STICKELMAN: The comment
21 can't do it right now. But we will provide it. 21 period ends on July 21, 2004.
22 MS. FELLONOSSA: Well, 1ast time 22 MS. FELLONOSSA: For the slides
23 we didn't realize there was going to be new 23 vyou are showing today?
24 materials brought up at the meeting. Last time |24 MR. STICKELMAN: Well, we are
25 you sent us the slides in advance. It's just 25 going to discuss when we're going to ask for
Page 10 Page 12
1 not clear why that wasn't thought of, if there 1 comments back from the consulting parties at
"2 was going to be new materials. I mean, how can| 2 the end of this session.
3 we ask questions based on slides if we can't 3 MR. GOELZ: Right.
4  even see them? It really wasn't a problem last 4 MR. STICKELMAN: But the comment
5 time because you e-mailed them to us. 5 period for the DEIS, which includes the Section
6 _ MR. STICKELMAN: I would have 6 106 process, is July 21, 2004.
7 done that but I did not have the slides yet, 1 7 MS. FELLONOSSA: Okay. The
8 mean, I did think about that when I sent you 8 whole DEIS, including today? Including today?
9 the call-in number, but I did not have the 9 MR. STICKELMAN: Excuse me?
10 slides, and we will provide that, because we 10 MS. FELLONOSSA: You are saying
11 discussed that. 11  the comments for the whole DEIS as well as the
12 MS. FELLONOSSA: 1It's not 12 today, right, is July 21?7
13 possible for someone to e-mall them now? 13 MR. STICKELMAN: Correct.
14 MR. STICKELMAN: No. 14 MS. FELLONOSSA: Okay.
15 MS. FELLONOSSA: I find that 15 MR. GOELZ: All right. Any
16 hard to believe. That surprises me that that's 16 other questions?
17 not possible. 17 Well, Tim, since you've already
18 MS. LO PRESTI: Are the slides 18 started, why don't you step to the plate.
19 on premise? 19 MR. STICKELMAN: Good
20 MR, STICKELMAN: No. 20 afternoon, everycne. My name is Tim
21 MS. FELLONOSSA: I mean, even 21 Stickelman, with the Port Authority. Many of
22 the National Trust would have the technical 22 you know me already.
23 capability to do that. 23 I'm going to do a quick overview
24 MR. STICKELMAN: We just can 't 24 of the Section 106 process to date and what has
25 do it right now, Marilyn, but I did think about 25 happened.

Transcription by Jane Rose Reporting
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WTC Transportation Hub Permanent WTC PATH Terminal
Section 106 Consulting Parties Meeting - June 14, 2004

Page 13 Page 15
1 As Bernard earlier said, the 1 period so we can possibly have other consulting
2 FHWA, the FTA, LMDC, HUD, and the Port 2 party meetings after this one.
3 Authority and NYS DOT had coordinated hearings | 3 This is just an overview of the
4 in regards to the determination of eligibility 4 PATH project in regards to its environmental
5 for the World Trade Center site, which took 5 process.
6 place on January 6th and February 2nd, with 6 As you know, the draft EIS for
7 comments that came back in. 7 the PATH project was issued on June 4th, and
8 We then issued a coordinated 8 we're here having a Section 106 meeting on
9 determination of eligibility for the World 9  June 14th,
10 Trade Center site on March 31st, 2004. 10 The DEIS public hearings are
11 In addition, the Port Authority, 11 going to be June 22nd in New Jersey and
12 with the help of the LMDC, had some tours of 12 June 23rd in New York.
13 Hangar 17, which many of you participated in, 13 As you can see, we are hopefully
14 so you could see the artifacts that the Port 14 going to get comments from you sometime in July
15 Authority had in its possession. 15 on the draft effects comment, but we will talk
16 The Port Authority also provided 16 about dates with you because we want to hear
17 a preliminary draft of an artifacts inventory, 17 your input on that.
18 which we are updating as we speak right now, 18 We hope to have another
19 and an updated inventory will be provided, 19 Section 106 consulting parties meeting sometime
20 hopefully soon. 20 inJuly, and as I said here, the draft EIS
21 I know that they are actually- 21 written comments are due on June 21st, and we
22 = working very diligently out at Hangar 17 on the |22 will be sharing with you a Section 106 draft
23 secondary lot of steel to include in the 23 MOA agreement on the effects document, and with
24 artifact inventory for you. 24 written comments on the MOA sometime in August,
25 As you are aware, the 25 with a possible third consulting parties
. Page 14 Page 16
1 coordinated DOE was actually issued on 1 meeting again in August, and then a final MOA
2 March 31st. I know some of you may be 2 to be signed sometime in September.
3 aware, and I just wanted to point out that 3 The FEIS availability is
4 there was a letter that was sent by the 4 hopefully going to be sometime in September,
5 Advisory Council to the keeper for National 5 and then with a Record of Decision sometime in
6 Historic Landmarks to look at the DOE and give | 6 October, with a signed MOA prior to that.
7 their opinion, advisory opinion, on that DOE, 7 That's where we are, and that's
8 and we are well aware of that with the FTA. 8 the status today, the steps that we are going
9 ‘ We do not believe that that is 9 to be going forward with the EIS and the
10 going to invalidate the DOE in any way, but 10 Section 106 process for the Permanent PATH
11 they're looking for their expert opinion on 11 Terminal. _
12 that. 12 MR. GOELZ: Any questions on
13 When we sent you an invitation 13 that, on the time frame or the dates that are
14 for this party, we issued our draft effects 14 being proposed and laid out?
15 document for you to look at. I believe you all |15 MR, KLEIN: Just one. How is --
16 received that about two weeks ago, which is 16 MR. STICKELMAN: Joel, can I ask
17 also included in the draft EIS for comment. 17 vyou --
18 The comment period for the draft 18- MR. KLEIN: Yes.
19 EIS and for the determination of effects is 19 MR. STICKELMAN: We have a court
20 July 21st. 20 reporter here, as you know. If you can
21 We will speak to you at the end 21 identify yourself before you speak? She may
22 of this meeting about possibly asking for your |22 get to know your names by the end of it, but --
23 input prior to that, not that you are going to 23 I know your names, but she may not.
24  be cut off before July 21st, but to get 24 MR. GOELZ: How about, before we
25 feedback from you before the public comment |25 do this, why don't we go around the room and

Transcription by Jane Rose Reporting
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WTC Transportation Hub Permanent WTC PATH Terminal
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1 introduce each other, in case there's some new 1 Port Authority.
2 people here. Would that be useful? 2 MR. LEBRUN: Paul Lebrun, FTA,
3 MR. ALLISON: Eric Allison 3 Lower Manhattan Recovery Office.
4 representing American Planning Association. 4 ~ MR. McNEELY: Bernie McNeely,
5 MS. LO PRESTI: Louise Lo 5 Port Authority.
6 Presti, the World Trade Center National 6 MR, CRUZZOLA: Tony Cruzzola,
7 Memorial. 7 Port Authority.
8 MR. KLEIN: Joel Klein for the 8 MS. BRAEGELMANN: Carol
9 Coalition of 9/11 Families. 9 Braegelmann, Federal Transit Administration.
10 MR. GARDNER: Anthony Gardner 10 MR. LENAHAN: Shawn Lenahan,
11 for the Coalition of 9711 Families. 11 Port Authority.
12 MR. KORNFELD: Robert Kornfeld, 12 MR. PAGLIETTINI: Mark
13 Historic Districts Council. 13 Pagliettini, Port Authority.
14 MS. PIERPONT: Ruth Pierpont, 14 MR, LEVITT: Harold Levitt,
15 SHPO. 15 PATH.
16 MS. VAUGHN: Charlene Vaughn, 16 - MR. HOTOPP: John Hotopp, Louis
17 Advisory Council. 17 Berger Group.
18 MS. DALY: Kate Daly, New York 18 MR. WONG: Bill Wong, Port
19 City Landworks Preservation Commission.. 19 Authority.
20 MS. TODOROVICH: Petra 20 MR. MENNO: Lou Menno from the
21 Todorovich, Regional Plan Association. 21 Port Authority. "
22 MR. LOVE: Bill Love, Coalition 22 MS. BONACCI: Carla Bonacdi,
23 to Save West Street. 23 Port Authority.
24 MR. LUSTBADER: Ken Lustbader, 24 MR. RINALDI: Peter Rinaldi,
25 Lower Manhattan Emergency Preservation Fund. | 25 Port Authority.
Page 18 Page 20
1 MS. LESTER: Deborah Lester, New 1 MR, DEMEO: Paul DeMeo,
2 York State Assembly Speaker Sheldon Silver. 2 Port Authority. )
3 MR. ALTER: I'm Adam Alter, 3 MR, STICKELMAN: Joel, I think
4 Battery Park City Authority. 4 you had a question.
5 MS, MELMAN: Anna Melman, 5 MR. GOELZ: On the phone.
6 Downtown Alliance. 6 MS. MERRITT: On the phone?
7 MR. PATEL: Shilpan Patel, New 7 Ready for us?
8 York State DOT, 8 MR, GOELZ: Always.
9 MR. LEVINE: Adam Levine, 9 MS. MERRITT: Okay. This is
10 New York State DOT. 10 Elizabeth Merritt with the National Trust in
11 MR. CONWAY: Robert Conway, 11 Washington, D.C.
12 AKRF. 12 MS. FELLONOSSA: And I'm Marilyn
13 MS, LOCKE: Anne Locke, AKRF, 13 Fellonossa with the National Trust in Boston.
14 MS. CHANG: Irene Chang, 14 MR, GOELZ: Great. Good to have
15 LMDC, 15 vyou with us.
16 MR. CALVERT: Chris Calvert, 16 MS. MERRITT: Thank you for
17 AKRF. _ 17 making the telephone equipment available. We
18 MS. BURKE: Andrea Burke, AKRF. 18 appreciate it.
19 MS. TALBERT: Stephanie Talbert, 19 MR. GOELZ: Joel, you had a
20 Port Authority. 20 question?
21 MS. NOONAN: Patty Noonan, 21 MR. KLEIN: Yes.
22 Partnership for New York City, 22 I just want to know how this
23 MS. HANLEY: Jackie Hanley, 23 schedule ties in with your proposed
24  Port Authority. 24 construction schedule.
25 MR. COLEMAN: Steve Coleman, 25 MR. STICKELMAN: I can't answer
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1 that question, as a lawyer. 1 up now because it relates to the rest of the
2 MR. GOELZ: Lou Menno is going 2 schedule.
3 to answer. 3 MR, GOELZ: We will get to it.
4 MR. MENNO: The proposed 4 I mean, it's on the agenda.
5 construction schedule is to begin sometime in 5 Yes?.
6 2005. We haven't started any of the final 6 MS. LO PRESTI: Louise Lo
7 design yet, but in 2005 we will see 7 Presti. This is a simple yes-or-no question.
8 construction beginning. 8 MR. GOELZ: When the Port
9 MR. KLEIN: Does that mean there 9 Authority construction people come up, they'll
10 really is no ground-breaking ceremony scheduled | 10 answer it. ‘
11 for the 4th of July? 11 MS. LO PRESTI: Okay. Good.
12 MR. GOELZ: We're not here 12 They'll answer it?
13 to discuss that. 13 MR. GOELZ: If they can, they'll
14 MR. STICKELMAN: That's a 14 answer it.
15 different project. That's not the PATH 15 MR. STICKELMAN: Louise, we hear
16 project, 16 both yours and Joel's question, and it will be
17 MR. COHEN: This is the 17 answered. _
18 Permanent World Trade Center PATH Terminal 18 MR. GOELZ: It will come. I
19 project. 19 mean, give them a chance to make their
20 MR. GOELZ: We are focusing on 20 presentation in the order that they think is
21 the PATH project. 21 useful, and if it turns out not to be useful,
22 MR. KLEIN: This may be a good 22 we've got a lot of time here. Okay?
23 time to bring this issue up, before we get into 23 MS. LO PRESTI: Fine,.
24  this. 24 MR. GOELZ: All right. Any
25 MR. GOELZ: Which issue is that? 25 other questions?
Page 22 ) Page 24
1 MR. KLEIN: There is a great 1 John. I think many of you
2 deal of confusion as to which agency is taking 2 remember John Hotopp.
3 responsibility for the demolition of the 3 MR. HOTOPP: 1 get to go to al}
4 remnants in the northwest corner of the site, 4 the meetings, but I don't talk much.
5 including the remains of the parking garage and 5 Thank you. I'm pleased to be
6 Six World Trade Center. 6 here, We are talking a little about -- I'm
7 LMDC has transmitted information 7 just going to very quickly run over the Section
8 on that under their letterhead, but all of the 8 106 process.
9 information under their cover letter indicates 9 We did a flow chart ages ago.
10 that it's a Port Authority undertaking. 10 As you know, the goal was to initiate the
11 We asked LMDC to clarify this in 11 process, determine if there were any historic
12 writing almost a month ago and have never heard |12 properties, which we did do, and now we are at
13 aresponse, and we'd be interested in knowing, 13 the point of determining what, if any, impacts
14 is this part of your undertaking? Isita 14 the proposed project has on these historic
15 Port Authority undertaking or is it LMDC's 15 properties. And so that's kind of where we are
16 responsibility? 16 today.
17 MR. GOELZ: Joel, I think that 17 The first thing was to put it
18 that's the kind of question that should come up 18 together, figure out who the players were, get
19 after the Port Authority makes their 19 the appropriate SHPOs and all that sort of
20 presentation on this project. It's going to 20 thing, determine if it was going to affect the
21 be -- they are going to give a pretty extensive 21 property, and we did determine that, and now we
22 presentation. If that question isn't answered, 22 areon to, I believe, this slide, which is the
23  you can ask it at that time. 23 historic properties affected.
24 MR. KLEIN: I'm certainly 24 And so today we are beginning
25 willing to hold off on that. I only brought it 25 the process as to assessing the adverse
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1 effects, as we see them. And you guys may have | 1  could be 20, 25 minutes, then we will start
2 some other thoughts about this as well. 2 taking questions.
3 If in fact they are affected 3 So I think we want to start with
4 adversely, and this is what will be worked out, 4  -- 1 think you all know Lou Menno, and Lou is
5 we are going to move forward in the process 5 going to start with the presentation. Then he
6 next to try to resolve these adverse effects, 6 will turh it over to Shawn Lenahan, and then on
7 and that will lead us to a Memorandum of 7 to Peter Rinaldi, who you also know.
8  Agreement, which will conclude the process for 8 Go ahead, Lou.
9 the Port Authority, 9 MR. MENNO: Thank you very much,
i0 So that's kind of what we are 10 Peter, and good afternoon, everyone,
11 doing. 11 This afternoon I'm going to
12 The role that we defined for the 12 provide you with an overview of what the World
13 consuiting parties early on was to have you 13 Trade Center Permanent PATH Terminal is all
14 guys give us some input as we went on to each 14 about.
15 step of the process, to review the documents 15 I'd like to begin by pointing
16 and to kind of see what we were doing and check |16 out that this project is not just a new PATH
17 outthings. , 17 Station in downtown; it is much more than
18 And your input, by the way, on 18 that. It is a transportation terminal, a
19 the Determination of Eligibility Report was 19 transportation complex that includes a new PATH
20 extremely valuable, and it resulted, I think, 20 Station but also intermodal connections between
21 in a very strong determination of eligibility. 21 PATH and virtually all of the subways in Lower
22 SoIthank you for that. 22 Manhattan, intermodal connections that we never
23 We're looking for your 23 had before 9-11; in addition, pedestrian
24 specialized knowledge and your perspectives and |24 concourses that will reconnect areas of the
25  your views, 25 World Trade Center with other parts of Lower
Page 26 Page 28
1 So that's kind of where we are 1 Manhattan, all through this downtown terminal.
2 today, and I think the whole presentation, from | 2 All of these elements that make
3 this point forward, will be on very specific 3 up this terminal will come together at a new
-4 items; what it is the Port Authority proposes 4 Transit Hall, which is referred to sometimes as
5 to do to build this permanent station and what | 5 a hub. Think of it as the hub of a wheel, and
6 impacts they will have or they think they will 6 the spokes of that wheel are these intermodal
7 have on this site. 7 connections, the pedestrian linkages that will
8 So with that, I'm going to tum 8 be taking place in this terminal.
9 it over to the next speaker, and he'll take it 9 The terminal will be a visible
10 from there. 10 presence in downtown, and transportation is
11 If there are any questions, I'll 11 vital for the rebuilding and the long-term
12 be happy to field them at this point, but I 12 economic viability of downtown.
13 don't think that I have a major role today. I 13 This terminal, this $2 billion
14 think you need the information that they are 14 project, is important to downtown but also to
15 going to be handing out here. 15 the rebuilding of the World Trade Center site.
16 MR. GOELZ: Okay. 16 It directly supports the World Trade Center
17 MR. HOTOPP: Okay. Thanks. 17 site.
18 MR. GOELZ: Thank you. 18 In addition, it will support all
19 All right. Now, this next 19 of the growth that is coming in downtown in the
20 section will involve a number of speakers from |20 vyears to come, not just at the World Trade
21 the Port Authority, and as I've suggested 21 Center site, but also with other retail spaces,
22 earlier, watch the slides, keep the numbers if |22 commercial office spaces that will be built
23 you've got questions about them, because the |23 away from the World Trade Center site, and
24 presentation will be pretty detailed. 24  other residential areas. It's being built for
25 ' When they get through, which 25 the future and to provide for that future
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1 growth. 1 first intermodal connections begin, as well as
2 Transportation is so critical to 2 a north-south corridor begins to take shape.
3 the rebuilding that the federal government has | 3 And as you can see, it begins to
4 granted us, the Port Authority, $1.7 billion to 4 filter and funnel right into that Transit Hall
5 undertake this World Trade Center PATH 5 at this upper concourse, or balcony, level.
6 Terminal. ; 6 At this particular level, what
7 It is so important that they put 7 you see taking place here are the first
8 up $1.7 billion, and the Port Authority will be 8 intermodal connections that will be made
9 putting up the other $300 million. 9 between the 1 and 9 subway that go north and
10 They are also funding, the FTA, 10 south through the site. It will hook up with
11 other critical transportation projects, and 11 that new station that the MTA will be building
12 it's very important, and they recognize the 12 in the future.
13 importance of transportation to the rebuilding |13 It will connect at the north to
14 of downtown. 14 the existing E train to create that intermodal
15 I'm going to take you through an 15 connection to the E train.
16 overview of this terminal. And this terminal 16 In addition, we will have the
17  will be built in five levels within the World 17 intermodal connection with the N and the W
18 Trade Center site, beginning at street level 18 line, but, more importantly, which is not shown
19 and going all the way down to the lowest level {19 here, is the underground Dey Street connection
20 within the World Trade Center site, going down |20 from the Fulton Street Transit Center that the
21 approximately 75 feet, just to give a good feel |21 MTA will be providing and building, and that
22 for how deep this terminal will go with all of 22 will be another major east-west link from our
23 these intermodal connections.and these 23 transportation hall to the Fulton Street
24 pedestrian linkages. 24 Transit Center. That is where we will create
25 Let's begin at the street level. 25 the other intermodal connections with the other
Page 30 Page 32
1 At the street level, this is 1 nine subways that service Lower Manhattan that
2 where the new downtown transportation terminal | 2 come together.
3 will be; a very visible presence in Lower 3 As we go down another level,
4 Manhattan. 4 which is approximately elevation 274, what we
5 It has been designed to be in 5 have is a main concourse, and what you see here
6 coordination with the master plan for the 6 Is the east-west link that I was talking about,
7 rebuilding of the World Trade Center site. 7 this one link that will begin at the World
8 It's located at the intersection 8 Financial Center, come under Route 9A, come
9 of the new Fulton Street, the new Greenwich 9 acrossin an east-west fashion to the Transit
10 Street, and Dey Street. 10 Hall, where we create this east-west link, and
11 It is visible in Lower Manhattan 11 we reconnect the World Trade Center, the entire
12 and it is accessible from the street level, 12 site, with Battery Park City, the World
13 from the new streets that will surround the 13 Financial area on the west,
14 site. _ 14 And by creating this link, we
15 It's located within the Wedge of 15 have almost a half a mile of climate-controlled
16 Light, within the master plan of the World 16 environment for people coming to and from
17 Trade Center, and there's many different access |17 transportation going either west to Battery
18 points from the street level along Church 18 Park City, the World Financial District, or
19 Street, along Greenwich Street, in and around 19 going over to the heart of Lower Manhattan at
20 -the World Trade Center site. It is a visible 20 the Fulton Street Transit Center. And you can
21 presence, fully accessible at street level, 21 see the lower south link that will take you
22 As we go down another level -- 22 through the area of the Financial District to
23 think of the street level as elevation 325; 23 the south of the site.
24 this js approximately at elevation 295, 294, 24 As we go down one more level,
25 approximately 30 feet below. This is where our |25 this is the new mezzanine level for the PATH
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1 Station that will be located within the site. 1 If you remember, early on, we
2 This is the mezzanine level at elevation 264. 2 were not sure whether track 1, which was the
3 This is where we will have 3 closest one to the Greenwich Street slurry
4 direct access to the PATH platform and tracks 4 wall, was going to be able to stay there within
5 below. We will have escalators, stairs, 5 that location because we thought that there
6 elevators to make the station fully accessible, 6 were issues with the slurry wall and we would
7 a climate-controlled environment, as we had 7 have had to bring that track and relocate it
8 before 9-11. 8 further into the bathtub.
9 The mezzanine is oriented in a 9 We pointed that out; we made a
10 north-south direction, but what's important 10 commitment that we would do our best to look at
11 about the mezzanine, it actually provides 11 what could be done to keep that track where it
12 access to PATH from both the east side of the 12 was, and we lived up to that commitment, and
13 site and also from the west side. So we are 13 that's why we can say to you today those five
14 making PATH more accessible than ever before. |14 tracks will stay in the same location as
15 Before 9-11, people had to access from the 15 before,
16 east side, just as we do now in the temporary 16 Next, with regard to the
17  station. 17 platforms, in the original station, there were
18 At the lowest level, which is 18 three ten-car platforms. In the new station,
19 elevation 250, or the platform level, this is 19 there will be four ten-car platforms.
20 where we have some impacts on the resources in | 20 Three of those platforms will
21  this area. 21 remain in virtually the same location and in
22 Before I go into some of the 22 the same configuration as before, in the
23 details, I'd just like to say a few words about 23 original station.
24 the Port Authority staff working on this 24 We need to put in a fourth
25 project, 25 platform, a fourth ten-car platform, to meet
Page 34 Page 36
1 Many of us worked in the World 1 the increased ridership over the next twenty
"2 Trade Center for a good number of years, and we | 2 years as spelled out in our DEIS.
3 were very fortunate to survive. In addition, 3 The projected increase in
4 some of us helped build, operate, and maintain 4 ridership is 25 percent above the ridership of
5 this complex up until that horrible day. 5 the pre-9-11 station, and we need to provide
6 We come together as a team, and 6 that future transportation for the future.
7 we provide great understanding and sensitivity 7 In addition, we do recognize,
8 to the resources here. They are very important 8 and we've pointed out, that that fourth
9 to us, just as they are important to you, and 9 platform has an impact on some of the resources
10 we are doing everything we can to minimize and |10 at the northeast corner of One World Trade
11 to avoid impacts on those resources. 11 Center,
12 I want you to know that. And we 12 In addition, as we look at the
13 are doing our best, and we are living up to 13 design and as we look at the constructability
14 some of the commitments that we already have |14 issues associated with building this station,
15 made in the past, 15 we recognized an important point, We made a
16 At the track level, we have the 16 commitment publicly that we would maintain PATH
17 npew platform and track configuration for the 17 service throughout the construction of this
18 PATH Station. 18 terminal. We made a public commitment.
19 Originally, the World Trade 19 And what we found out, as we
20 Center PATH Station had five tracks, and the 20 analyzed all of our work, we saw that we would
21 new station will also have five tracks; no more 21 be required to remove either one or two of the
22 than five tracks. ' 22 PATH tracks; they must be taken out of service
23 The tracks will be located in 23 in order for us to accomplish our work.
24 virtually the same location and in the same 24 In order to provide a level of
25 configuration as the original station, 25 service that we represented to the public, we
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1 would have to include the building of a 1 strong way to make a commitment to minimize the
2 temporary track that would run along the west 2 impacts on those resources.
3 side of that new platform for the duration of 3 And finally, before I turn it
4 the construction, and that track will be 4 over to Shawn Lenahan, this is a graphic of the
5 removed when we complete our work. 5 World Trade Center site which shows the
6 We do recognize that there will 6 existing remnants and structures at the World
7 be some temporary impact to the resources in 7 Trade Center site.
8 this area. But that track will come out; it's 8 As you can see, we show the
9 needed to maintain the level of service that 9 Temporary PATH Station, which was recently
10 we, the Port Authority, committed to early on 10 opened last November; the tracks that come in,
11 in this project. 11 the substation, the ramp, the slurry walls, and
12 The other point that I wanted to 12 you will notice we broke this up on the west
13 -mention here was that along the north column of |13 side and on the east side.
14 the One World Trade Center line is where that 14 I'm going to turn this over to
15 east-west concourse will come across. 15 Shawn Lenahan in a moment. Others will be
16 Right now, as we look at the 16 talking about the resources on the east and the
17 design, we feel comfortable that we could 17 west side.
18 minimize and avoid any impacts to those columns | 18 Thank you very much.
19 along the north wall of the One World Trade 19 MR. GOELZ: Shawn, do you want
20 Center column line. ' 20 to come up and speak on the resources? Do you
21 And another thing that we wanted 21 want to use the podium or do you want to use
22 to -- that I wanted to point out is, in the 22 the mike?
23 area along the east wall of One World Trade 23 SHAWN LENAHAN: Sure,
24 Center, as this design is evolving, and from an 24 As part of the Section 106
25 architectural point of view, as you see in some 25 process, we've looked not only at resources on
Page 38 Page 40
1 of the renderings of Santiago Calatrava's, are 1 the site, but also resources near the site that
2 . the use of arches. 2 could be impacted or will be impacted. There
3 Well, one column will have to 3 are 21 such sites.
4 carry a substantial amount of load to support 4 On the diagram here, the short
5 all of the structures above, including some of 5 dashed lines represent an area of potential
6 the cultural facilities that will be built in 6 effect for historic resources on the west and
7 the future, and that one column will come 7 on the east side of the site.
8 through the fourth platform, but it will not 8 The solid lines indicate an area
9 hit any of the resources. 9 of potential effects for historic resources.
10 But what we have been advised, 10 The long dashed lines on the
11 and looking at, is that the footing upon which 11 right of the screen indicate a known historic
12 this column rests that is used to distribute 12 resource -- or a known historic district, and
13 the load could possibly impact some of the 13 the hatched areas indicate the Permanent World
14 columns along that east wall of One World Trade | 14 Trade Center PATH Terminal, and the shaded area
‘15  Center, 15 indicates the site being impacted as a historic
16 We are working; we are just 16 resource.
17 looking at this situation, and we are looking 17 Of the 21 resources, the
18 in terms of ways to mitigate and to avoid, as 18 potential impacts are as follows.
19 much as possible, the impact on those 19 First, tunneling for a
20 resources. 20 pedestrian concourse under Route 9A would
21 1 wanted to point that out 21 require piercing the Hudson River bulkhead,
22 because it's important that we point this out. 22 which is buried below ground on the western
23 We are working at it. We are very early on in 23 edge of Route 94, indicated right here, and
24  this design, and we are identifying these 24 this would result in an alteration of the
25 25 characteristics of this resource.

potential issues, and we are working in a very
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1 Subgrade work associated with 1 impact, and later on, we will talk about some
2 the construction of the terminal could affect 2 mitigation.
3 historic resources within 90 feet of the site. 3 Mark Pagliettini, who has been
4 Construction could cause damage 4  working with me on this, will talk about some
5 due to ground-borne vibrations and dewatering, | 5 of the tunnel projections for the PATH, the
6 and there are five such potential properties 6 recovery and construction ramp, the cooling
7 that could be affected. They are the 7 water pipes, and some of the other
8 Barclay-Vesey Building on the corner of Vesey 8 infrastructure that was left behind as we
9 and West Street, which is also known as the 9 finished the recovery operations back in June
10 Verizon building; the former East River Savings |10 of 2002.
11 Bank, which is currently Century 21 Department | 11 I'd like to talk first about the
12 Store; the U.S. Realty Building, which is 115 12 tower perimeter column bases and what they are
13 Broadway; the Beard Building on Liberty Street; {13 and where they are.
14 and 114 through 118 Liberty Street. 14 If you look at an aerial of the
15 In terms of potential 15 site, this shows the area where the Permanent
16 mitigation, the impacts that there may be, 16 PATH Station inside the west side of the site
17 again, for these buildings would be damage -- 17  will be located, the PATH tracks and the
18 potential damages due to ground-borne 18 mezzanine and the station area.
19 vibrations and dewatering, and the potential 19 Tower One is located here at the
20 mitigations that we are considering or looking 20 foot of the ramp, and Tower Two is located over
21 at for these potential impacts are vibration 21 in the southern portion of the site.
22 monitoring during construction. 22 The perimeter column bases were
23 The World Trade Center site, of - 23 the bases of the columns that literally
24 course, will have direct impacts, and that will 24 supported the outer skin or perimeter of the
25 be the subject of the remainder of our 25 building. They were located along here. This
Page 42 Page 44
1 discussion today. 1 is an example of one. Typically, they were
2 In addition, the environmental 2 about 28 inches by 32 inches, very heavy
3 team has done a Section 4F analysis as part of | 3 structural steel.
4 the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 4 This is the basement slab, or
5 For our discussion today, as Lou 5 the B6 level of the basement of the World Trade
6 mentioned, our sites -- or our resources 6 Center.
7 on-site will be broken down by those on the 7 This column here, you can see,
8 west of the site and those on the east of the 8 is along -- actually located in this location
9 site. 9 along here. You can almost loock down a line,
10 And right now I'm going to ask 10 looking west, on where the face of the North
11 Peter Rinaldi to come up and talk about those |11 Tower was as an example.
12 on the west side of the site. 12 During the recovery operation,
13 Thank you. 13 we had to cut these columns off at their lowest
14 PETER RINALDI: Thank you. My 14 point, and you can see where they are striated
15 name is Peter Rinaldi. 15 there where we kind of burned through them and
16 What we thought we would do is 16 cut through them in order to be able to
17 talk about some of the remaining, remnant 17 facilitate the recovery and the search as we
18 structures and the resources on the west 18 went forward, and that's the reason they were
19 portion of the site. 19 cut at that level. They had to be cut in order
20 This Is essentially the area 20 for us to move forward with that operation,
21 within the slurry wall area bounded by Vesey, |21 So in the North Tower, there are
22  West, Greenwich, and Liberty Streets. 22 84 of those column bases, the original bases
23 I'm going to talk about some of 23 for the building.
24 the tower perimeter column bases, the bathtub {24 In Tower Two, there are 73 at
25 or slurry wall and the tiebacks, the potential 25 the lowest level, and as you went up and got up
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1 to the Street level, there were 84 columns that 1 track. That track will be removed at the end
2 went around and carried the load. 2 of construction.
3 The difference, the reason why 3 The proposed final configuration
4 there's less at the lowest level in the South 4 -- and all of this is somewhat subject to
5 Tower is because the South Tower structure had | 5 change because, as we mentioned, we are going
6 to be configured, unlike the North Tower 6 through the preliminary design and engineering
7 structure, to bridge over the PATH tubes during | 7 for this. The final configuration: The
8 construction and eventually the PATH Station 8 temporary track will be removed; the permanent
9 that was built. So there is a difference in 9 platform, the fourth platform, will be in
10 the structure down at that grade, at that 10 place. Also, the pedestrian concourse that Lou
11 level. 11 Menno had mentioned, which will be just north
12 If we take a look at pre-9-11 in 12 of the face of Tower One and will be
13 terms of the bathtub and the tower footprints, 13 constructed, we believe, just on some
14 the PATH Station, as it came out of the -- you 14 preliminary analysis, very sketchy, that it
15 are looking north. This is Vesey Street; this 15 looks like it's feasible to be able to try and
16 Is West Street on the left; Liberty Street over 16 avoid the column bases that exist. They may be
17 ‘here on the south portion of the diagram; and 17 able to work around them so that the supports
18 Greenwich Street on the right part of the 18 in this infrastructure, at least for the
19 diagram. The tunnel comes in, Tunnel F from 19 pedestrian concourse, will not impact on that
20 New Jersey, splits into the tracks. This is 20 footprint.
21 the original configuration that existed for the 21 Lou did mention that one of the
22 PATH Station pre-9-11. 22 things we are looking at now in order to be
23 In the North Tower, the entire 23 able to support the new design for the station,
24 perimeter of the columns and the building were |24 at least the conceptual design, that there will
25 outside of the footprint of the station. 25 probably have to be a large support column that
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1 The northeast corner of the 1 will come down somewhere through the middle or
2 tower just came up against the crash wall for 2 edge of the platform D, or the new platform.
3 the existing pre-9-11 PATH Station. 3 And while that column itself will come down
4 In the South Tower, you can see 4 through the platform and probably not impact
5 that the tracks and the station itself came 5 the existing column outlines, it's possible and
6 ‘through and intersected through the footprint 6 probable that the support required for that, or
7 of Tower Two. I think 34 of these columns were | 7 the footing base, would have to come out into
8 within the existing PATH Station, and 39 were 8 an area westward to be able to support those
9 outside, which totals up to the 73. 9 lobes. We are looking at that right now.
10 During the construction, as Lou 10 Again, all of this is based on
11  mentioned, we will be constructing a platform 11 our current plans in the conceptual design
12 on the western portion adjacent to the existing |12 stage.
13 track 5. That platform will be a permanent i3 So with that in mind, in
14 platform, a fourth platform. 14 pre-9-11, as I said before, we had a total, in
i5 When it is constructed, it will 15 the North Tower, of 84 in the column bases; in
16 have an impact, in terms of where it's located, 16 the South Tower, we had 73; and as of today,
17 on the footprint of Tower One, in the northeast |17 and pre-9-11, all 84 are outside the footprint
18 corner, and it will have an impact also on 18 of the PATH Station. Pre-9-11, the 39 in the
19 Tower Two, on several of the column bases that | 19 South Tower are outside the footprint of the
20 are there, that exist today. 20 station; 34 were within the existing station.
21 In addition, we will be placing 21 During construction, with the
22 atemporary track that Lou had mentioned, and |22 construction of the fourth platform and the
23 that will be put there to facilitate the 23 temporary track, we will probably have to at
24 construction so that we can maintain service. 24 least temporarily cover about 20 of those
25 That's this track. It's a relocated temporary 25 column bases, and in the South Tower we will
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1 affect covering another seven to eight of those 1 area. So the area being talked about, planned
2 column bases between the temporary track that| 2 for having the slurry wall exposed in view, is
3 we have to relocate and the platform. 3 in this area over here, so it's away from the
4 After construction, in its final 4 zone that we are impacting.
5 configuration with the fourth platform, there 5 Other small minor impacts, I
6 will be 72 column bases out of the 84 6 guess, on the slurry wall: In the Greenwich
7 - originally that should be accessible or 7  Street wall, it will have to be widened
8 viewable, and there will be 34 in the South 8 underground there to be able to accept some of
9 Tower, about five less than there are today. 9 the increased pedestrian underpasses and the
10 This does not account for the 10 modification in this station, so we will be
11 possibility that I described of having to 11 removihg portions of the Greenwich Street
12 support the new station load down through the |12 slurry wall adjacent to where the wall was
13 center of that fourth platform and what impact |13 removed for the original construction of the
14 that might have. 14 PATH underpass, and probably in this southern
15 Let me just go back. That is 15 portion of the site over here,
16 subject to change and confirmation as we go 16 This is an area where, during
17 forward on that. 17 the recovery operation early on, the wall moved
18 One of the other resources in 18 quite a bit, and probably eventually there will
19 the site is the slurry wall. This is Vesey 19 have to be a structural liner that will come.
20 Street. This is looking north. This is West 20 Depending on how the construction goes forward
21 Street along here. Liberty Street, again, 21 with the rest of the site, that wall will have
22 here. And this is the Greenwich Street wall. 22 to be aligned at some point in the future to
23 This is the bathtub area. 23 maintain the structural integrity.
24 The Memorial is in the southern 24 At this point what I would like
25 central portion of the site. The new station 25 to do is have Mark come up and talk to you a
Page 50 Page 52
1 will be over here; again, above, essentially, 1 little bit about some of the other resources
2 where the existing station is today: 2 that we will possibly be impacting as we go
3 The Freedom Tower will be over 3 forward and try and implement $2 billion worth
4 in this location, along with the Performing 4  of construction at this site.
5 Artsin this area.. ‘ 5 Mark?
6 And we will have an impact; that 6 MR. PAGLIETTINI: Thank you very
7  pedestrian connection on the pass that Lou 7 much, Peter. Good afternoon.
8 mentioned. The east-west corridor will be 8 In regards to the recovery and
9 coming along the 264 mezzanine level and will 9 the construction ramp, the ramp was installed
10 be going through the western slurry wall, 10 as a temporary ramp to facilitate the recovery
11 So in an area at the 264 level 11 efforts.
12 against the West Street slurry wall, we will 12 Also in regards to when we built
13 need to cut an opening probably about 30 feet 13 the Temporary World Trade Center PATH Station,
14  tall by about 50 feet across to accommodate the | 14 we utilized the ramp. During that
15 pedestrian connections and the infrastructure 15 construction, we planned to utilize the ramp
16 associated with that. 16 when we built the Permanent PATH Station.
17 And you can see Battery Park and 17 What we will need to do is we
18 the World Financial Center and the Winter 18  will need to relocate and modify a set of ramp
19 Garden in the background, going along there. 19 towers right now to facilitate the temporary .
20 These are the remnants of the 20 track. The ramp will be removed when the -- as
21 old parking structure openings from the ramps |21 the construction proceeds and is completed.
22 that came into the Trade Center above that. 22 In terms of the tunnel
23 The proposed area to be exposed 23 projections, the tunnel projections, the north
24 in the Memorial and the slurry wall is south of 24 and the south PATH tunnels, they enter the site
25 this, so this area is to the north of that 25 under West Street, through the tunnel
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1 projections that are located in the slurry 1 we'll be removing a section of the 30-by-50
2 walls. There's a north and there's a south, as 2 foot section of wall, approximately.
3 indicated. 3 The tunnel projections; we
4 The slurry walls and their 4 really have minimal impact there, just making
5 configuration will not be impacted by our 5 sure that they're braced adequately during the
6 project. 6 construction and that we don't collapse them.
7 What we will need to do is we 7 And the recovery and
8 will need to look here at some of the lateral 8 construction ramp needs to be modified.
9 and vertical bracing. Some of it that was 9 Eventually it needs to be removed. It's not
10 installed as part of the -- temporarily as part 10 going to be removed as part of the PATH
11 of the recovery efforts, we will need to modify |11 construction, but in order to facilitate the
12 that in order to allow the temporary track to 12 construction of the Memorial and the other
13 come through from the tunnels. 13 infrastructure that's in there, it's right in
14 In terms of the cooling water 14 the location where eventually it will have to
15 pipes, the cooling water pipes, they extend 15 be backed out and moved out, and we'll have to
16 from the Hudson River Pump House in Battery |16 provide access another way.
17 Park City, they go underneath West Street, and |17 Cooling water pipes will hot be
18 they come into the World Trade Center site 18 impacted by the station work or the other
19 right here, along the west slurry wall. 19 bathtub infrastructure that Mark mentioned to
20 It is our intent to reuse the 20 vyou,
21 cooling water pipes, and not as part of this 21 So now I would like to bring up
22 particular program, but as part of the Memorial {22 Carla Bonacci, who will talk to you about some
23 and the redevelopment. 23 of the issues and efforts involved with the
24 Some of the components of the 24 east portion of the site; the site from the
25 system may be realigned or reconfigured, 25 slurry wall going east.
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1 depending on how they are supposed to be used, | 1 Carla?
2 but they will not be impacted by our 2 MS. BONACCI: Okay. Thank you.
3 construction of the Permanent PATH Station. 3 Good afternoon.
4 In regards to other bathtub 4 I'm going to talk to you about
5 infrastructure, there are elevator pits, sump 5 the east side of the site,
6 pump pits, ejector pits, as well as drainage 6 Just to refresh your memories,
7 lines that the construction of the Permanent 7 it is essentially bounded on the north by Vesey
8 PATH Terminal will not impact. 8 Street, on the east by Church Street, on the
9 As a matter of fact, as you can 9 south by Liberty, and on the west by the
10 see in this photograph here, we actually 10 eastern wall of the 1 and 9.
11 utilize some of the sump pump pits today to 11 Of the potential resources on
12 pump out the water that infiltrates the site. 12 the east side, there are four that are
13 MR. RINALDI: Mark and I, just 13 currently in existence today.
14 concluding our section here and summarizing on |14 I'm going to take you through
15 the resources, the tower perimeter column 15 what is there and what could be impacted by the
16 bases, actually the full impact, as I 16 proposed design.
17 mentioned, really needs to be determined. 17 The first one is the passageway
18 Right now there's a possibility 18 to the E subway train, the second is the steel
19 that we will cover or affect 12 of the column 19 beams and cross-form, the third will be the
20 bases from the North Tower and three column 20 plaza and subway access from Vesey Street, and
21 bases from the South Tower. 21 the last one is the H&M Terminal remnants.
22 Again, as I mentioned, we still 22 This first passageway to the
23 need to look at the design for that, other 23 E train, what you are looking at here was
24 support for the station in terms of that area. 24 refurbished as part of the Temporary PATH
25 The bathtub wall and tiebacks; 25 Station project.
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1 The existing concourse to PATH 1 And the last element is the H&M
2 connects to the E train. There's about a 2 Terminal which existed prior to the former
3 four-foot drop between the platform and the 3 World Trade Center.
4 station. 4 This area here was not
5 The star at the top of the plan 5 structuraily impacted by the events on ‘
6 indicates where that location is and that the 6 September 11th. It's probably about 40 to 50
7 access to the E train will essentially be 7 thousand square feet of space, indicated in the
8 maintained in the proposed desigh by Calatrava. | 8 diagram here in white outline.
9 However, his design for the 9 . . S0 as you can see, in order to
10 Transit Hall is essentially a three-level space 10 build the Transit Hall and the north-south
11 that changes by over 60 feet from the west to 11 concourse, it would be needed to be removed.
12 the east of the site and is a more gradual 12 These are also -- this is the
13 ascent and therefore cannot use this current 13 cast-iron rings. There are two of them, one to
14 concourse. 14 the northern end around here and one at the
15 The next item that I mentioned, 15 southern end that were part of the original
16 the steel beams in cross form, after 9 -- this 16 H&M,
17 area right here is what was preserved during 17 When the Trade Center was built,
18 the recovery. At one point during the recovery |18 they were used, really, for service access;
19 it was relocated to the eastern side of the 19 they connected the truck docks on each end of
20 site right here on the diagram, and this 20 the site.
21 temporary base was constructed to elevate it 21 At least: one of these would
22 and support the structure. s 22 probably have to be impacted in order to
23 It is essentially in alignment 23 connhect the mezzanine to the east side and to
24 with Cortlandt Street, which is east of Church 24 do the appropriate underpinning to make that
25 Street. It is also in the way of the proposed 25 connection under the 1 and 9.
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1 north-south concourse, which you see here, and 1 And in summary, here are the
2 Cortlandt Way, and so at the time when we would | 2  four elements again. Essentially, the impact
3 begin the construction of this area, we would 3 is we're saying that they all would probably
4 ook to relocate that element, probably to 4 need to be removed. Some things could be
5 Hangar 17, at which time it would go into 5 relocated, like the steel beams.
6 storage with the other potential artifacts. 6 One thing I believe I failed to
7 This element, this remnant 7 mention, in the passageway, there are material
8 element right here, is on Vesey Street. Itis 8 elements there that could be preserved or used
9 adjacent to the proposed Greenwich Street, 9 as potential artifacts. If I could just go
10 which you can see in this diagram. 10 back and show you, there were some elements
11 It did provide access up to the 11 that existed prior; the doors, some of the
12 plaza prior to 9-11. It also was an access way . [12 flooring, the signage. One could look at those
13 tothe 1 and 9. 13 elements.
14 In the proposed design, as you 14 Lou?
15 can see, we are looking at providing an entry 15 MR. MENNO: Thank you, Carla.
16 to the 1 and 9 and to the Transit Hall, It 16 MR. GOELZ: Lou, you are going
17 would be generally in this area but would be 17 to summarize?
18 coordinated with the new work, So this element |18 MR. MENNO: Yes,
19 would have to be removed. 19 MR. GOELZ: And then we will
20 It is structurally stable at 20 take some questions. Then we will start the
21 this point. However, the iongevity of that is 21 questioning.
22 still to be determined. 22 MR, MENNO: All right, On this
23 And you can see it in this 23 ‘slide, I'm going to summarize the commitments
24 diagram right here. Here's the 1 and 9, which 24 that we've made concerning the impact on the
25 would be the future Greenwich Street. 25 resources and what we will commit to and the
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1 direction that we are taking. 1 substation out of the footprint of Two World
2 First of all, concerning the 2 Trade Center and we were very conscious about
3 temporary track that we spoke about: That 3 that, the commitment that we made in terms of
4 temporary track is temporary, and it will be in 4 track 1, where it was possibly to be relocated
5 place during the construction of the terminal. 5 into the area west, within the bathtub, and we
6 And as I mentioned before, it is required so 6 lived up to our commitment that we were able to
7 that we can maintain the level of service that 7 keep it in its original location.
8 s required for PATH throughout construction. 8 This is what we've done, and we
9 That was the commitment that we made publicly. | -9  will continue to do, to minimize the impact on
10 That track is a temporary one, and it will 10 those resources.
11 come out. 11 Thank you.
12 Next, the egress stairs from the 12 MR. GOELZ: All right.
13 temporary station, as well as the egress stair 13 That was a fairly substantial
14 from the new substation, will also be removed. 14 presentation, and I think all of the Port
15 As we always indicated, they were temporary and | 15 Authority presenters are available to take
16 they will be removed. : 16 questions, so why don't we start with the
17 We acknowledge that one of the 17 questions.
18 stairs from the terminal, from the temporary 18 MS. LO PRESTI: Louise Lo
19 station, impacted the North Tower. That's 19 Presti. I'm just going to restate my original
20 being removed with all of the others, as well 20 question. v
21 as that one emergency egress stair that impacts |21 Which is the agency or agencies,
22 the footprint of Two from the substation will 22 plural, that is undertaking the construction?
23 also be removed. 23 MR. STICKELMAN: I will answer
24 The commitment that we made that 24  that. Isaid I would answer it.
25 ‘the corridors that will go east-west will avoid 25 Silverstein Properties, as you
* Page 62 Page 64
1 the tower column bases: We are analyzing that 1 know, is building the Freedom Tower. The
2 to ensure that we commit to that and live up to 2 Freedom Tower falls under the LMDC Joint
3 that commitment. 3 Memorial & Redevelopment FGEIS. The Port
4 We also have done the 4  Authority was acting as the engineer of record
> documentation, the photographic documentation, | 5 for the demolition of the northwest slabs.
6 of the entire World Trade Center site. 6 MS. FELLONOSSA: Could you speak
7 We've also committed to 7  alittle bit more into the phone?
8 incorporating certain materials from the World 8 MR. STICKELMAN: I will use the
9 Trade Center that would be reused in the 9 mike. Hopefully you can hear me again.
10 Permanent World Trade Center PATH Terminal. 10 What I said was the Freedom
11 We would allow for access to as 11 Tower is being built by Silverstein Properties,
12 many of the tower column bases as possible. 12 which falls under the Joint Memorial &
13 That's our commitment. 13 Redevelopment Plan for the World Trade Center
14 We will allow for the portion of 14 site FGEIS.
15 the exposed slurry wall to be used in the 15 The Port Authority was acting as
16 Memorial. That has always been part of the 16 the engineer of record for the demolition of
17 Memorial experience. 17 the northwest slabs. That's why the Port
18 We are maintaining the artifacts 18 Authority was involved in the presentation back
19 from the World Trade Center over at JFK for 19 on April 29th,
20 potential use in exhibits. 20 MS. LO PRESTI: You didn't
21 Early on, when we began this 21 respond to who is undertaking construction for
22 whole project, including the temporary station, 22 the PATH Station,
23 we recognized, as I mentioned before, the 23 Is that the Port Authority?
24 sensitivity of the footprints and the 24 MR. STICKELMAN: It's the Port
25 resources; and that, early on, we kept that 25 Authority and FTA. Well, the FTA is the
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1 sponsoring agency. 1 able to cross West Street, particularly during
2 MR, KORNFELD: This is Robert 2 peak hours.
3 Kornfeld, Historic Districts Council. 3 And the numbers that -- it's
4 Just to add to what you were 4 important not only for residents of Battery
5 saying about being the engineer of record for 5 Park City, but also for office workers in the
6 the demolition, it appears the Port Authority 6 World Financial Center and also for the retail
7 also.came up with the mitigation plan, which 7 businesses at the World Financial Center, and
8 goes beyond engineering for the demolition for | 8 the projections that I've seen are that, in
9 Six World Trade Center. 9 twenty years, we're looking at some sort of a
10 MR. STICKELMAN: I can say that 10 passageway of some type that would get about
11 the northwest slabs is because they are 11 9,300 pedestrians an hour across West Street at
12 artifacts that have -- potentially may be taken |12 the peak. ’
13 out of the site and were brought to Hangar 17. |13 So I was kind of intrigued to
14 That is why the Port Authority was involved in |14 see on page 2 of the finding of effects a
.15 that also. 15 reference to a corridor beneath or a bridge
16 MR. KLEIN: Another follow-up on 16 over that would allow for all-weather access.
17 that. 17 Then I assume -- this is sort of
18 If that's the case, then why is 18 a question. I assume this is the same
19 the discussion of the removal of the northwest |19 reference -- I'm also looking at the State
20 slabs included in your 4F staterrient? 20 DOT's projected EIS; they say it should be
21 MR. STICKELMAN: Because there's |21 noted that the Port Authority would consider a
22 a potential that -- that because of the 22 pedestrian bridge over Route 9A, but this
23 funding, and I think right now it's unclear in 23 alternative would only be considered if a
24 regards to potential funding for some other 24 concourse wasn't feasible,
25 elements of substructure and infrastructure 25 I'm wondering If it might be
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1 that may be made by other agencies, and that's| 1 possible for you to take a more serious look at
2 probably -- that is why it is part of the 4F. 2 thatinstead of --
3 MS. FELLONOSSA: Who is funding 3 MR. GOELZ: At a bridge? _
4 the deconstruction of the parking garage? 4 BILL LOVE: At a bridge, and not
5 MR. GOELZ: The question Is, 5 justif the other turns out to be infeasible.
6 who's funding deconstruction of the parking 6 Idon't know if it's practical or not.
7 garage. 7 I thought that the north
8 MR. RINALDI: Silverstein 8 pedestrian bridge worked extremely well. That
9 Properties. 9 carried 8,000 pedestrians an hour at the peak.
10 MR. STICKELMAN: Yes. It's 10 As I see it, in order for it to
11 private funding. It's Silverstein Properties. 11 work, you would really have to anchor it with a
12 MS. FELLONOSSA: 1It's 12 Class A office building or the equivalent at
13 exclusively private, so there is no HUD funding |13 both ends so you could have functioning
14 and no STA funding going into that? 14 elevators and escalators and have everything
15 MR. STICKELMAN: Correct. 15 done -- you've used the phrase climate control,
16 MS. FELLONOSSA: Okay. 16 and I'm glad to hear that; completely enclosed,
17 BILL LOVE: Bill Love from the 17  well-illuminated for security purposes.
18 Coalition to Save West Street. 18 If it were done that way, it
19 I just had a couple of comments 19 might be possible. The logic of that would be
20 and a question that has to do with the proposed |20 it puts people into the World Financial Center
21 east-west pedestrian corridor. 21 on the second floor, which is where the
22 Although our group has opposed 22 elevator lobbies are located.
23 the car tunnel, we haven't opposed the 23 There are retail businesses on
24 pedestrian tunnel because we recognize it's 24 the second floor, as well as the first floor of
25 important for large numbers of people to be 25 the World Financial Center. So it might work.
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1 I don't know if it's practical or not. 1 PATH Station?
2 But I just wish you would maybe 2 MR. STICKELMAN: I think you
3 take a little more serious look at it in 3 were talking about the west slurry wall. Lou
4 evaluating it as an alternative. But we 4 will answer that.
5 recognize, in either case, we have to have one 5 MR. MENNO: The west slurry wall
6 or the other, and it has to be able to handle 6 that we were referring to was part of the
7 the capacity that's projected for twenty years. 7 Memorial experience. Early on, the vision of
8 MR. GOELZ: Good. Thank you. 8 the Memorial was to have a portion of the
9 The next two? 9 slurry wall exposed, and we would work to make
10 MS. TODOROVICH: Petra 10 that happen.
11 Todorovich from Regional Plan Association. 11 MR. RINALDI: One other point.
12 I want to thank the Port 12 The reason it ties into the:
13 Authority for some of the commitments made in |13 station and the infrastructure there is because
14 the presentation, such as preserving access to 14 the structure for the station, the structure
15 the slurry wall and as many box-beam column 15 for the Memorial will have to be integrated in
16 remnants as possible. 16 terms of a permanent support for the slurry
17 I was wondering if some of the 17 wall
18 Port Authority staff could talk a little bit, - 18 The tiebacks that you see that
19 practically, how these elements will be 19 were installed during the recovery are
20 incorporated in the functioning PATH Terminal. |20 temporary. They were never meant to replace
21 I don't have a good 21 the permanent structure.
22 understanding of how one might encounter them | 22 So when we say preserve
23 when we use the PATH Terminal, such as would |23 visibility to the wall, you have to build a
24 there be an area as you're going down to the 24 structure, and it's not easy to do, to be able
25 PATH platform that you might see the slurry 25 to leave a section of wall exposed, and that
Page 70 , Page 72
1 wall through glass or one of the column 1 needs to be integrated with the design across
2 remnants.in the floor through glass? 2 the site. So that's part of what we were
3 I know that that will be a goal 3 referring to.
4 in the Memorial, but just in terms of the PATH 4 MR. GOELZ: Other questions?
5. Terminal, will these elements be part of the 5 Yes?
6 everyday experience to encounter when it's 6 MR. GARDNER: I just want to add
7  rebuilt? 7 to Petra's comment.
8 MR. STICKELMAN: I think that's 8 ‘A lot of -- and this is actually
9 what we want to hear from you, suggestions like | 9 just to kind of fill Petra in. A lot of the
10 that. 10 members of the Family Advisory Council have
11 MS. TODOROVICH: Well, I would 11 sort of charged the Port Authority with
12 suggest, yes, that something like that be done. |12 incorporating the PATH Station and experience
13 Has there been any thought about 13 into a Memorial, since so much of it traverses
14 how that might be -- 14 the footprints of the towers themselves, so we
15 [Inaudible.] 15 felt that that would be a natural -- should be
16 MS. BONACCI: We are looking at, 16 something relatively easy to do.
17 in the area where platform D is, if there could - 17 I did what you said, and I wrote
18 ' be visual access to those column box beams that | 18 down slides, but I have so many slides written
19 areinthat area. However, all the other 19 down that I think I'm just going to try to look
20 column box beams are probably within the 20 at the effects determination first.
21 Memorial. 21 I just want to read a portion of
22 MS. TODOROVICH: What about the 22 this.
23 slurry wall, when you say "preserve access to 23 There would be various site
24 the slurry wall" or "preserve the slurry wall"? 24 infrastructure elements supporting the
25 What does that mean in terms of the rebuilt 25
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1 lines traversing the outline of the tower 1 saying you are going to be building within the
2 perimeter, column bases, and utility rooms and | 2 tower perimeter area. So, I mean, this is
3 structures located within the area outlined by 3 another point of contention, because when you
4 the tower by the perimeter column bases. 4 ask LMDC -- LMDC's programmatic agreement gives
5 The families, for the last two 5 them the ability to determine
6 and a half years, have been advocating for the | 6 appropriate access to the columns that form the
7  preservation of the footprints of the Twin 7 footprints, but yet your project directly
8 Towers, and we have been very diligent in this | 8 impacts the footprints of the towers, which are
9 process. We've been very diligent with LMDC 9 delineated by the column remnants.
10 directly on these issues. We've held rallies 10 Slide 12, please.
11 and done all of those sorts of things. i1 And you are using terminology
12 In September '03 we learned that 12 within your effects finding -- you are focusing
13 the columns were delineated by the box beam |13 now on the perimeters and saying, "Oh, we're
14 column remnants, and we started to-sort of 14 just going to build utility rooms and
15 focus on that, 15 structures located within the area outlined by
16 Ijust --Ifind it -- I'm 16 the perimeter column bases."
17 baffled by how you are now focusing on the 17 Why not just say, "We're going
18 tower perimeter columns and overlooking the |18 to build on the footprints these structures,"
19 fact that they are outlining the footprints of 19 because those are the footprints.
20 the Twin Towers. 20 MR. WONG: A while ago, I think,
21 They derive their significance 21 Lou and others talked about utility lines
22 because they are examples of design and 22 needing to cross over inside the,
23 construction, obviously, and because they form |23 quote/unquote, footprint area. 40,000 square
24 the footprints. . 24 feet will require utility lines for all of the
25 I would like to know--I think 25 projects. So that was that reference.
Page 74 Page 76
1 some of us here would like to know--why, in 1 MR, GARDNER: This specifically
2. your inventory of these resources -- I think 2 says utility rooms and structures located
3 slide 14 might be a good starting point -- if 3 within the area outlined by the perimeter
4 .there's any reason why the core column 4 column bases.
5 remnants, the concrete slabs, and the elevator | 5 MR. WONG: 1 think that's
6 pits that are within the footprints of the 6 something, at this point, we haven't determined
7 towers are not listed as a resource. 7 right now that there is such an impact. So
8 Let's see if I was right about 8 probably that will be clarified.
9 14. Ithink so. 9 MR. GARDNER: Can you just --
10 Well, I think that actually -- 10 MR. WONG: We don't have any
11 s that the right one? Yes, because you have 11 utility rooms for the PATH Terminal in the
12 an inventory of the resources. 12 footprint area,
13 MS. BONACCI: That's the 13 MR. GARDNER: Then why does it
14 Memorial zone. 14 say that in here?
15 MR. GARDNER: I'm sorry? 15 MR. WONG: This is something
16 MS. BONACCI: That's the 16 that at the time -- again, the time of writing
17 Memorial zone. 17 these things has been probably two or three
18 MR. GARDNER: That's the 18 months ago, when plans were not as solidified
19 Memorial zone? Yes, but your project impacts |19 as they may be right now.
20 the footprints directly, so it falls under your 20 So some things, as to why the
21 project. 21 subgrade slab remnants are in or out, these are
22 MR. WONG: Those areas that we 22 things that are open until such time as we have
23 are covering over are those areas that we've 23 determined -- our design work will lead us --
24 described as infringing or -- 24 will give us the ability to make such
MR, GARDNER: Yes, but you are 25 statements as we are today about temporary
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1 tracks and other things. 1 the general public.
2 At the time these were being 2 So slide 26, there's no
3 developed, these were still open questions. 3 reference to percentage of -- you have, like,
4 MR. GARDNER: Would you say that 4 numbers about tower perimeter column bases;
5 this document is, then, premature to release it 5 vyou have here "to be determined."
6 at this time, when you don't -- 6 But this might be a good place
7 MR. WONG: It's a draft. 7 to say how much of each footprint is being
8 MR. STICKELMAN: It's a draft. 8 compromised by your PATH structures, because
9 MR. GARDNER: It's just a draft? 9 we've talked statistics with --
10 MR. STICKELMAN: That's what it 10 MR. GOELZ: It was discussed at
11 says. 11 one of the earlier ones.
12 Anthony, can you just comment 12 MR. GARDNER: -- Kevin Rampe and
13 for the record, so we know and look at it, what 13 people from the Port Authority before.
14 page that's on and what paragraph? 14 MR. GOELZ: Right.
15 MR. GARDNER: Sure. This is on 15 MR. GARDNER: And when Michael
16 page 3 of the Permanent WTC PATH Terminal draft | 16 Arad's design was selected, we were told --
17 finding of effects. 17 this is really for you, I think, Lou. We were
18 MR, STICKELMAN: And what 18 told that 97 percent of the North Tower with
19 paragraph? 19 “delineations was available at that point and
20 MR. GARDNER: This is 20 50 percent of the South and that you were going
21 paragraph 3 under "Tower Perimeter Column Bases| 21 to look into an alternative to the fourth
22 (constructed pre-September 11, 2001)." 22 platform.
23 MR. WONG: 1 forgot about this. 23 MR, MENNO: At that time, when
24 The other thing that -- T mean, 24 we spoke about the fourth platform, way back
25 vyou've got to understand. I mean, we've talked 25 when, we identified that before September 11th,
Page 78 ‘ ~ Page 80
1 how, out of the South Tower footprint, a lot of 1 that PATH right of way occupied 48 percent of
2 this is in the PATH right of way, so right 2 the footprint of One -- I'm sorry, of Two World
3 there and then you have utility infrastructure 3 Trade Center and just missed the North Tower.
4 and so forth, 4 With the fourth platform
5 But I think at this point, 5 included, the area of Two World Trade Center
6 beyond the confines or the boundaries of what 6 went up to 50 percent, while the area of One
7 we've outlined in this presentation, we are not 7 World Trade Center went to 3 percent.
8 planning on any major PATH utility areas in 8 That was the impact in terms of
9 these footprints. 9 square footage.
10 MR. GOELZ: Within the 10 MR. GARDNER: So that's where
11 footprints. - 11 the 97 -- so my figure Is correct with the 97
12 MR. WONG: We can probably say 12 percent.
13 that now. 13 MR. MENNO: Correct.
14 MR. GARDNER: What I think would 14 MR. GARDNER: So, 1 think,
15 be important to do, because when we talk about | 15  moving forward, it would be very beneficial to
16 the footprints in, say, Family Advisory Council 16 us to see percentages, as to how much of those
17 meetings, we talk about percentages. 17 footprints are still free of any
18 If you go to slide 26 -- and 18 infrastructure. So in addition to addressing
19 then I'll shut up, I promise, so we can pass 19 the inventory of the column bases, also that
20 the mike on. 20 acreage.
21 . But the footprints, to us, are 21 MR. MENNO: Yes.
22 just a priceless historic resource that it 22 MR. LUSTBADER: When you are
23 would be the worst cultural injustice of our 23 talking about footprints, to get back on an
24 time if you don't preserve the maximum amount | 24  earlier subject, are you talking about the
25 of these footprints or column delineations for 25 actual box beam columns?
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1 MR. GARDNER: No. We are 1 so that people can ...
2 talking about the columns, but the space the 2 MR. GOELZ: Traverse it? Is
3 columns defined -along with the columns. 3 that what you're saying?
4 MR. GOELZ: Okay. The interior 4 MS. BONACCI: Well, that will be
5 space? 5 part of that process, how you get across.
6 MR, GARDNER: They have been 6 MR. WONG: I think it will, not
7 réferred to as columns and they have also been | 7 thatit's impossible. We are not going to put
8 referred to as footprints. 8 upawall
9 So basically what we've always 9 MS. BONACCI: No. No, they are
10 said is the maximum preservation of the 10 looking at how one could traverse across the
11 footprints which are delineated by the box beam |11 site.
12 column reference. 12 MR. WONG: You can see it in the
13 MS. GAULL-HOWARD: My name is 13 rendering of the Memorial.
14 ~Marilyn Gaull-Howard, and I'm with the 14 MR. ALLISON: I have a comment
15 Coalition'to Save West Street, which is really 15 and then I have a question.
16 trying to save our neighborhood, the Battery 16 The comment is that the last 1
17  Park City neighborhood. 17 heard, the -- and it's absolutely that the --
18 This is absolutely gorgeous, and 18" because of the street levels,; the Memorial is
19 we all love your plans very much when we've 19 not going to be at grade. It's either got to
20 - talked about them in private, 20 be below grade at one end or above grade at the
21 ~ We have one reservation, and 21 other end; othérwise, it's not going to be
22 thatis, there are about -- or will be, by the - 22 flat, and it's intended to be flat. And Arad
23 time the building is done, 8,000 people living 23 is currently looking at depressing it.
24 in Battery Park City, south. I would like a 24 So it's not going to be
25 little more information about our access to the |25 traversible in an easy way, and we should stop
Page 82 Page 84
1 terminal. We used to go through World Trade 1 talking about it that way.
2 Center Two. 2 My question, actually, though --
3 MR. GOELZ: Can anyone respond? 3 because you kind of rushed past it, I think,
4 Lou? 4 and I'm a little-unclear as to why the multiple
5 MS. BONACCI: Through the 5 levels in the transit hub will mean that the
6 southern portion of the site there is the 6 remnants of the E train access will have to be
7 Memorial, which is now essentially a plaza at 7 destroyed.
8 grade. That would then -- could then take you | 8 MS. BONACCI: Based upon the
9 through, we're showing, if you go back to one 9 current proposed design, where there are three
10 of the plans, at street level, 10 floor elevations, the lowest one is at
11 Keep going. 11 approximately 276, and then it traverses up to
12 As you can see, those yellow 12 around 296, from which point you could access,
13 cir¢les are the proposed street entries, and 13 via vertical circulation, the E train, which I
14 then the north-south line is the potential 14 believe is around 306, approximately.
15 north-south corridor. 15 And then in the new proposed
16 But coming from Battery Park 16 design, you would then go up to elevation 325,
17 City, from the south, you could traverse across | 17 which is the Church Street grade.
18 the plaza and then enter at any of those points | 18 So the issue Is that the current
19 along Greenwich Street, at Cortlandt, the 19 concourse is at elevation 310. It's sandwiched
20 Transit Hall itself, and then up north. But it 20 right in between.
21 is an external connection until you get to that |21 So what Calatrava has done is to
22 side at this point. 22 look for a more graceful way to traverse the
23 MS. GAULL-HOWARD: The Memorial { 23 site at 20-foot increments versus what we had
24 doesn't leave room for people to use it as a -- |24 prior, which was a huge, like, 36-foot rise
25 I mean, the Memorial is not going to be built 25 from PATH and then another 16-foot rise.
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1 You went 36 feet from the PATH 1 level of the E train platform?
2 mezzanine to the concourse at 310, and you 2 MS. BONACCI: Right. Okay.
3 dipped down to the E train or then you 3 MR, ALLISON: And it's only 4
4  continued up to street. 4 feet there.
5 MR. ALLISON: I understand where 5 MS. BONACCI: But from 296,
6 you are going with that, but right at the 6 which is the floor --
7 moment, there's a 4-foot rise between the one 7 MR. ALLISON: Forget 296. Start
8 end of the ramp at the E train access, the 8 with the E train platform. Okay?
9 remnant piece, the one that was written up in 9 MR. WONG: I guess we are not
10 The Times about two weeks ago that that's 10 understanding. The issue right now is -- I
11 Dbasically the last intact piece of the 11 mean, I'm not going to start drawing.
12 underground portion of the World Trade Center. |12 MR. ALLISON: Draw. Come on.
13 So that's a 4-foot ramp right there to get to 13 This makes no sense, the way you've explained
14 the E train. : 14 it. And I'm not saying it doesn't make sense;
15 So I don't understand -- and 15 I'm saying it makes no sense the way you've
16 this may be because we haven't seen Calatrava's [ 16 explained it.
17 work at this point. But I don't understand why |17 Let's do it this way, if you can
18 that 4 feet cannot be incorporated into it, no 18 translate the numbers. Let's take the E train
19 matter what you are doing. 19 platform as zero, and tell me how that affects
20 MR. WONG: We are looking for a 20 getting to it from anyplace in Calatrava's
21 graceful way to not have people make five or 21 drawing, recognizing the fact that we are
22 six moves to get to the level they need to be 22 talking about the end of a corridor.
23 at. 23 MR. GOELZ: Your point is that
24 MR. ALLISON: So what you are 24 that's the last remnant intact?
25 saying is, in order to get routed, at a 4-foot 25 MR, ALLISON: Exactly.
Page 86 Page 88
1 differential, you are going to destroy the last 1 And you just did a wonderful
2 remaining remnant of the World Trade Center? | 2 refurbishment job. You just put up a wonderful
3 I'm asking, is that what you are 3 plaque saying it's the last remnant, and now
4 saying? 4 you are saying that because it doesn't fit into
5 Because I don't understand, I 5 some graceful approach that you are going to
6 understand the graceful getting up and all the 6 ' destroy it.
7 rest of it, but in the end -- 7 MS. VAUGHN: I think, Peter, you
8 MS. BONACCI: At the 310 level, 8 captured it as something that people feel is --
9 it would be removed, yes. 9 MR. GOELZ: Right. I think this
10 MR. WONG: The whole 310 level, 10 is called input. I don't think we need to
11 that whole deck. 11 debate, but I think it's fairly accurate input.
12 MS. BONACCI: Because between 12 MS. MERRITT: This is Betsy
13 196 and 325 -- 13 Merritt on the phone. Can I clarify which item
14 MR. ALLISON: I understand what 14 you are talking about? Is it element number 10
15 you are talking about, the deck and all the 15 on the diagram that's in the draft EIS
16 restof it. . 16 document, way up in the northeast corner of the
17 The point is that it's only 4 17  site?
18 feet at that point on the deck, wherever you 18 MR. STICKELMAN: Yes.
19 are talking, between that and the E train 19 MR. GARDNER: Yes.
20 platform, so I don't understand why being -- 20 MS. MERRITT: Passageway for the
21 having a more graceful access, or whatever, 21 Etrain?
22 means you have to get rid of that particular 22 MR. GARDNER: Slide 29, when you
23 piece of the platform, even if it meant people 23 get the slides.
24 had to go up and then down again slightly. 24 MS. MERRITT: Okay. Thank you,
25 25

You are not going to change the

BILL LOVE: I would just like to
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1 echo the gentleman's comment about what a shame | 1 two?
2 it would be if we did lose that. Iwas an E 2 And, lastly, I'm just curious to
3 train ride for many years, and I know for the 3 hear how vibrations are going to be dealt with
4 thousands of people who pass through there, 4 rather than just "We're monitoring them."
5 that's the one remnant that you really get a 5 There's going to be so many
6 feel for the old World Trade Center when you 6 cumulative projects going on, this has come up
7 come in from the E train. 7 atevery EIS public hearing. It came up last -
8 I mean, I remember when they 8 week at the Fulton Street Transit Center EIS,
9 re-opened that, and I was shocked to see that 9 so this is a major issue that the preservation
10 the same doors were there and that the stairs 10 world is most concerned about.
11 were there, and it really gives you a feeling. 11 MR, STICKELMAN: Ken, just for
12 And particularly, when you walk up now, you can 12 the recordation, there are several things that
13 ook off to the right and see where the PATH 13 we're doing. One is to have photography, which
14 train comes up. 14 they spoke about earlier, which is the
15 So if there's some way to 15 black-and-white photography.
16 preserve that, I think it would be well worth 16 In addition, the Port Authority
17 doing. 17 s also going to be doing color photography of
18 MR. LUSTBADER: Ken Lustbader 18 the entire site. And, I think, Ken, you are
19 from the Lower Manhattan Emergency Preservation |19 aware of this.
20 Fund. 20 Tito Dupret from the World
21 I echo the sentiments about the 21 Monuments Fund actually was there last week
22 staircase to the -- I mean, the entrance to the 22 taking the 360 photography of the World Trade
23 E train. 23 Center site and the bathtub. Actually, if
24 But I also want to better 24 anyone's curious, they can stop afterwards.
25 understand the issue of the staircase that's 25 There's an article about him in Conde Nast that
Page 90 Page 92
1 above grade that was also talked about going up | 1 I brought so you can see what kind of
2 to the concourse, and why -- there was a 2 photographs he takes.
3 mention that it may not be stable in future 3 In addition, the LMDC is
4 months or something, and I just want to have 4 actually right now talking to videographers,
5 that clarified. 5 possibly three, to actually videotape the
6 The other issue is regarding 6 actual experience of going down to the World
7 documentation. I mentioned this at the last 7 Trade Center site before any work is done. We
8 meeting about the slab remnants, and I'm happy | 8 are working with them on getting access and
9 to say that the Port Authority did do different 9 having that done,
10 types of documentation. 10 So you'll have the HAER
11 But having been on the Memorial 11 photography, the color photography, Tito
12 Center Advisory Committee, the issue of having |12 Dupret's 360, and the videography.
13 a curatorial kind of understanding about the 13 MR. LUSTBADER: I just want to
14 existing conditions now, and not just still 14 stress the need to have curators who are on the
15 photography or drawings, it would be helpful to |15 Memorial Advisory Committee giving an input,
16 have moving images for the existing conditions. |16 because, you know, I'm a lay person in
17 And also, let me just say, this 17 preservation, and there were so many good
18 access to the slurry wall and the box beam 18 resources on that committee that could be
19 columns are something that are Memorial Center | 19 tapped, just to say, "No, here's a way to do it
20 commitments that went out by the LMDC in their {20 better."
21 draft comments. 21 MR. RINALDI: We didn't answer
22 5o that's something that -- is 22 his questions.
23 that area being dealt with at the same time 23 MR, STICKELMAN: The engineering
24 that the Port Authority is designing the PATH 24 stuff, I can't answer.
25 Station? What's the coordination between the 25 MR. RINALDI: I'll tell you what
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1 it was originally used for. 1 point of view, what -- is it in the way of the

2 The reason that remnant 2 design? I just want to understand.

3 structuré is standing is because during the 3 MALE SPEAKER: Well, your

4 recovery process, that was the only way we 4 recommendation in the end is it's a remnant and

5 could really get down into the 1-9 subway, from 5 it ought to be preserved. Is that the

6 that end of the areas that weren't collapsed, 6 recommendation?

7 and that's why it was left there. It was 7 MALE SPEAKER: I'm not making a

8 really used as access during the recovery 8 recommendation, no. I wanted to get a better

9 process, and then later on, during 9 understanding as to what's the condition and
10 reconstruction of the 1-9, it was also used for 10 just what's the potential use in terms of the

11 construction access as part of going forward. 11 area that you had mentioned, the egress and
12 That's why it was not demolished 12 ingress for 1 and 9, if it had to be

13 at the time we were going forward with the 13 reconfigured.

14 recovery. . 14 MS. BONNACI: [Inaudible]

15 The structure itself was 15 reconfigure because that accessway was built
16 somewhat damaged both during the demolition and | 16 many years ago [inaudible] we're looking at,
17 recovery/removal process. So while it's a 17 and then [inaudible] is what makes that exact
18 stable structure, it's not going to collapse, 18 [inaudible] concept of the proposed [inaudible]
19 it's not meant for public access. It's 19 is something that [inaudible]. But, you know,
20 cracked. Over time it's deteriorated. It's 20 where exactly is the best place [inaudible]
21 not.meant to last. 21 around access to [inaudible] fairly complicated
22 So that's what Carla was 22 issue. But we're also looking at [inaudible]
23 referring to about the stability of the 23 structural hardening to protect [inaudible]
24 structure, is that its lohg-term usefulness in 24 criteria as well impacts how long and where one
25 its current condition will not be there, It's 25 can access [inaudible]. So we just can't
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1 ablock wall. The cement, whére the stairs 1 [inaudible].

2 - were on, has been cracked. The escalator was 2 MR. KORNFELD: Bob Kornfeld,

3 ripped off of there. It used to have arni 3 Historic Districts Council.

4 escalator up on top. 4 I think that the way you're

5 So what you see there truly 5 approaching it is kind of symptomatic to me of

6 looks like a remnant structure, but it's not -- & the general problem. It's kind of a corporate

7 the structural integrity of that wall, it's not 7 culture thing, maybe.

8 going to collapse today; it's not meant to stay 8 You're not looking at this

9 like it is for a long time in the future, as it 9 primarily as a historic site. You're looking
10 exists. That's just the existing structure, 10 at these structures functionally.
11 MR, LUSTBADER: Butitis a 11 I think that, you know, on
12 remnant structure, and it could be stabilized? 12 September 10th, this was a transportation and
13 MR. RINALDI: You could 13 office facility. Today, this is a world
14  refurbish the structure to make it a stable 14 monument, and these things have meanings and
15 refurbished structure. It might not look quite 15 significance that they didn't have in the past.
16 what it looks like today." 16 I don't think the issue of this
17 MR. LUSTBADER: You can also 17 structure -- I'm not saying that this structure
18 stabilize it as it exists too; you don't have 18 has to remain in exactly its current form for
19  to refurbish it. 19 eternity, but just the way that you are looking
20 MR. RINALDI: I'm not a 20 atitis that "It was damaged and it's not
21 restoration expert. Just in terms of the 21 really useful, and we want to build something
22 structure and how it's boxed and what's there 22 else there, so it has to be torn down." That's
23 would have to be strengthened, and whether that [ 23 essentially what you are saying.
24 could be done so it's invisible or not -- 24 I think that you need to look at
25 MALE SPEAKER: From a practical 25 it. First, is it significant; what would need
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1 to be done to stabilize it; how can it be 1 was there. I think you really need to do that :
2 incorporated into a historic site. 2 for One and Two World Trade Center, to show
3 It's just a very different 3 every single feature.
4 approach. I think that if you walked across 4 Start with an original detailed
5 Vesey Street, you would see a number of things | 5 floor plan and then go through and show what's
6 all along there, like there are columns that 6 there; these were all cut off at this level,
7 stub up all the way along from Five World Trade | 7 and then what areas of slab are damaged, and so
8 Center; there are remnants of floor finishes. 8 on,
9 There's just a lot of stuff. 9 Anyway, that's my comment.,
10 I think that if you looked at 10 Thanks.
11 the site with a different point of view, then 11 MR. KLEIN: I just want to make
12 you would walk along and every five feet you 12 an observation, and I say this as someone who
13 would say, "Oh, look at this; oh, look at 13 works with engineers, has worked with engineers
14 that," and come up with an inventory of things |14 on a daily basis for thirty years. The point
15 that would be up for discussion, rather than 15 -- I worked for many years, a lot of people
16 just seeing it as kind of a clean slate. 16 know, for what was the largest AE in the state
17 And I think that that's true, 17 of New York. We had 17 floors of office space
18 certainly to the greatest extent, with the 18 in the South Tower for many years. So I think
19 footprints of One and Two World Trade Center, |19 I know something about how engineers think.
20 where I feel that all of the -- the entire 20 What I'm noticing, and I say
21 footprint has a lot of features. There are 21 this not as a criticism but as an observation,
22 concrete slabs and equipment pads, sump pits, |22 is that the engineers at the Port Authority
23 elevator pits; all of those are -- if you 23 seem to be viewing the historic remains at
24 looKed as an archaeologist, if this site were 24 the World Trade Center site as an impediment to
25  buried for 2000 years and then you were part of [ 25 their project. And that's understandable, as
Page 98 Page 100
1 ateam that excavated it and you went in as an 1 engineers who want to build and want to create
2 - archaeologist, you would find all these things, 2 something new.
3 try to figure out what they were, sort of clean 3 But if we were to do that, we
4 them off so they were protected, make an 4  would say, "Well, gee, it's your project that's
5 inventory, analyze the whole thing. 5 animpediment to the preservation of a really,
6 And no one has approached this 6 really important historic site."
7 project that way at all. It seems to me that 7 And why you wouldn't be giving
8 even the HAER photography is going to take 8 precedence over the other is subject to debate,
9 place with a foot of fill over everything and 9 and that's what the 106 process is all about,
10 construction equipment everywhere, so you can't | 10 to make that decision.
11 even see the footprints. I may be wrong; maybe |11 Bob Kornfeld mentioned -- he
12 it will be cleaned off. 12 talked about archaeologists in the future,
13 But I just think those are all 13 Well, I'm an archaeologist. I think 2000 years
14  things that need to be documented. You can't 14 from now, which was the time period Bob
15 -- especially a lay person who's involved in 15 mentioned, if an archaeologist is excavating
16 this and didn't see anything during the 16 the remains of the World Trade Center site,
17 recovery cannot conceptualize what the 17 it's going to be the remains of the original
18 footprints are without seeing them cleaned off 18 Twin Towers and not the new Port Authority
19 of debris and seeing all the -~ the core 19 transportation hub that are probably going to
20 columns, all the different slab levels, the 20 be considered the most important aspect of that
21 damage to the slab. 21 site.
22 I think you did a plan of Six 22 I would just ask that you think
23 World Trade Center that showed sort of the 23 about some of these things a little bit as you
24 remnants of the slab and the columns, and then |24 proceed. You've got some good consultants who
25 it suddenly became easy to conceptualize what 25 can talk to you about this.
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1 I think your engineers need to 1 covered everything except the H&M tubes. It
2 educate themselves a little bit more about the 2 would be sad to see the H&M tubes go. They
3 emotional and historic importance that's 3 really are distinctive. I think that was
4  associated with this site and think about some 4  brought up by some of the national people in
5 better ways as to how they can incorporate some | 5 the first meeting.
6 of the concerns rather than trying -- 6 The second, on the issue of the
7 consistently treating them as an impediment to 7  Port Authority being the engineer of record for
8 the development of the site, 8 Silverstein, who is using private monies, there
9 MS. LO PRESTI: Louise Lo 9 have been a series of articles in The Wall
10 Presti. 10 Street Journal speculating -- for over the
11 I know you guys at the Port 11 vyear, speculating why federal money has been
12 Authority always get a bad rap for everything 12 released to Silverstein in advance of his
13 and you get blamed for it all. In this case, 13 building plans. |
14 unlike -- T have a slightly divergent point of 14 Well, now it's fairly clear;
15  view. 15 because the money is being funged, so that
16 I think that the Calatrava 16 private monies will in fact pay for this. And
17 design is brilliant. He is an architectural 17 it doesn't take a financial rocket scientist to
18 artist. 18 figure that out.
19 However, the nature of his 19 And that is why these issues are
20 designs is such that it doesn't corporate 20 in the 4F statement, because the money is
21 klugey things like artifacts and remnants. 21 funged.
22  They simply don't fit in a Calatrava design, 22 MS. VAUGHN: Charlene Vaughn
23 and that's something that we haven't discussed |23 from the Advisory Council.
24  here at all, 24 I think that a lot of the
25 If you go into any of his sites, 25 comments that have been made are on point.
Page 102 Page 104
1 you are not going to find something like a 1 I would, however, commend the
2 remnant of a staircase or a box beam. 2 Port Authority and FTA for their approach to
3 Maybe you will find a glass wall 3 identifying distinct historic elements on the
4 looking out to something like a slurry wall, 4 site and trying to gauge what the effects are,
5 but nothing else. But that's his vision. 5 which Is somewhat different from how we
6 We, as Americans, have a 6 function with the LMDC review,
7  profound disrespect for our history, and if you 7 What I would say Is let's build
8 go to any number of cities in this world, you 8 on that, let's look at alternatives, have the
9 will find architectural remnants in metro 9 discussion, and I think we can get there.
10 stations. 10 I don't think that we're that
11 In Mexico City, when they were 11 far apart in our thinking. I think it's just
12 in the process of unexpectedly discovering an |12 really looking at the full range of
13 archaeological ruin, what did they do? Did 13 alternatives and documenting the pros and cons
14 they take it out? Did they mitigate it? Did 14  of them.
15 they cover it up? No, they built around it. 15 And I think that one thing we
16 So if any of you have ever been 16 never really did was look at the site
17 there, when you walk through those stations, 17 holistically, and that's what Bob was saying;
18 - you see the ancient ruins in situ. The same 18 it's not disparate parts and elements and
19 thing for London, Rome, Paris, St. Petersburg, |19 resources; it's a total site. We keep missing
20 Moscow. 20 that, and I don't know why.
21 Are they less sophisticated than 21 MR. GOELZ: Anybody else?
22 we are? No. Hopefully we could learn from 22 MR. GARDNER: Do we have any
23  that. 23 slide capability anymore? Because I notice it
24 Second -- and before I leave 24 went off. I don't know If it was a
25 this subject of artifacts, I think everyone has 25 screensaver.
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1 Can you go back to the E train 1 pictures than you guys have.
2 platform remnant? 2 I mean, we have a photo that
3 I just have a real quick 3 shows the perfect delineation of the North
4  anecdote that I think kind of speaks to 4 Tower footprint, with the ramp feeding right
5. what Charlene was saying. 5 into it, and I would hope that you would take
6 A couple family members went on 6 advantage of Tito and have him come back and
7 atour of this. The Port Authority took us on 7 photograph the footprints, especially given
8 a tour right before they opened the temporary 8 there's so much -- it's not clear, when you
9 station in November, and we were standing on 9 talk about --
10 the E platform. Between those two doors there |10 When you focus on columns versus
11 you will see a panel; it looks like a wall. 11 the footprints, it would be nice for people to
12 That's actually a panel that was put up in 12 have photos of what's actually there so we can
13 front of a door, and on that door was written, 13 make those determinations, hopefully together.,
14 "9-13," in orange paint, and some various 14 I think the families have
15 symbols, and we had Lee Ielpi with us, who his |15 compromised a lot through this process.
16 son as a firefighter who was killed, and Lee 16 We originally had rejected the
17 also worked through the whole recovery period. | 17 PATH coming back in that area, and I think the
18 And he sort of deciphered what those symbols |18 position that we put forth was provided that
19 meant, and on 9-13 there was rescue team that |19 what was put back was originally there and that
20 ‘got to that point. 20 It was incorporated somehow into the Memorial
121 And the Port Authority was -- 21 - experience, we would be willing to compromise
22 and I don't think this is malicious, but they 22  that.
23 were getting somebody in the next day to kind |23 I mean, that's coming from, you
24  of clean up the doors, and when we sort of 24 know, a position like -- a rather optimistic
25 pointed that out to them and talked to them 25 position that we do have a position of some
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1 -about it, they made a couple calls and they 1 sense of authority in here, but -- I don't know
2 made the commitment to board it up and save it. | 2 if that's really the case.
3 And this collaboration between 3 But I really want to, once
4 us, I think we can maybe point out things that 4 again, urge you to take a look at One World
5 you might not see that we see, 5 Trade Center and Two World Trade Center's
6 And I believe that door has been 6 footprints, and I beg you to preserve the
7 saved. At least it was boarded up. 7 maximum amount of those footprints, because
8 But I think that also adds to 8 only -- their significance will only increase
9 the significance of this E platform area, which 9 over time.
10 should be considered, as Eric said and, I 10 And I'm not talking about just a
11 Dbelieve, Ken said. 11 row of columns; I'm talking about the space
12 What I would like to know is you 12 that they define and the columns together.
13 mentioned that Tito Dupret came and did the 13 MR, KLEIN: Joel Klein.
14 360-degree photography. 14 I want to just elaborate a
15 Were the footprints cleaned off 15 little bit on what Anthony said about the
16 forthat? Because we all know there's, like, a 16 significance of the areas within the perimeters
17 couple inches of that dirt and construction. 17 as defined by the box beam columns.
18 Does anybody know? 18 There is a GPS map prepared by
19 MS. BONACCI: It was done as the 19 the fire department showing the precise
20 site'is now. 20 locations of approximately 20,000 human
21 MR. GARDNER: Okay. 21 remains, the site of recovery at bedrock, and
22 MS. BONACCI: [Inaudible.] 22 the vast majority of those remains came from
23 MR. GARDNER: Now, I think it's 23 within the footprints, within the area
24 pretty sad that, two and a half years later, 24 delineated by the box beam columns. And that's
25 the Coalition of 9-11 Families has better 25 one of the reasons that that area within the
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1 box beam -- within the perimeter is so 1 statement would affect the various remnants
2 significant, 2 on-site. v
3 It's unfortunate that what we 3 I would also ask that an
4 see in some of the slidés here and in the 4 additional alternative be considered, which is
5 effects analysis that's been presented is the 5 a variation on the no-build, and that is to
6 treatment of the individual box beam columns as 6  just not build the fourth platform, and what
7 what is contributing to the significance rather 7 the effects on the resources would be by doing
8 than what they comprise, which is the 8 that and what the consequences would be.
9 footprint, the entire area as defined within 9 You are basing a lot of your
10 those perimeter spaces. 10 assessment on the assumption that that fourth
11 45 percent of the victims have 11 platform will be built, and in fact, on
12 still not been identified, so that's the last 12 slide 21 -- if we could have that?
13 place these people were known to be, and it's 13 I'm not sure if you misspoke,
14 the only place that many of the families will 14  but it was my understanding that you said that
15 have, ultimately, to come, 15 this analysis did not include the effects of
16 I ask you to consider that in 16 the fourth platform, but in fact the slide says
17 terms of what you are doing to this site, and 17 it does, so I just would like to clarify.
18 to take that into consideration. 18 MR. RINALDI: Let me correct
19 If I could -- if you could go 19 that, if I spoke that way.
20 back to slide 34? I just want to point out 20 I said it did not include the
21 some of the inconsistency in the logic that 21 - potential effect of bringing down a column that
22 you've been using. 22 supported the station that might have an impact
23 In the previous slides in the 23 on the footprint of the tower.
24  earlier part of the discussion you talked about 24 And let me go further. When
25 numbers of box beam column remnants that would [ 25 we're talking about impact on the footprint, we
Page 110 Page 112
1 be preserved. 1 translated that to the box beam columns because
2 Yet on this slide, the very last 2 Lou and I had spoken, and Lou, previously in
3 bullet point, you-are taking credit for the 3 presentations, talked about the percentage
4 fact that the substation Is avoiding the 4 impact on the footprints, and there was a lot
5 footprint; you didn't say avoiding the box beam > of concern beyond that about actually the
6 column members. It appears that you are using | 6 visibility of the box beam columns and the
7 two different standards to assess impact. 7 significance of that. That's why we focused in
8 - When you want to talk about the 8 terms of that.
9 main parts of the facility, you talk about the 9 The percentage of the impact on
10 box beam columns that are going to be affected. | 10 the footprint is still the same as we talked
11 What you really should be talking about, again, |11 about before, which is the 3 percent -- from
12 is the entire area within the footprint and the 12 zero to 3 percent, from 48 to 50 percent. We
13 percentages. So you are kind of using apples 13 are looking at the number of box beam columns
14 and oranges. 14 within that percentage that would be affected,
15 In terms of the effects 15 and that's what we were trying to say.
16 determination, a number of comments, one of 16 I'm not in any way saying that
17  which what it's sadly lacking, and I think 17 the footprint wasn't significant. It's the
18 could be incorporated without too much effort, 18 details within the footprint.
19 is a consideration of the various alternatives. 19 MR. KLEIN: Thank you for
20 That information is included to 20 clarifying that.
21 some degree in the 4F statement, and it 21 I'm wondering if -- I suspect
22 probably should be incorporated in the effect 22 this information is in the DEIS, but I think it
23 finding, in particular, a discussion of, 23 would be helpful to all of us if we had sort of
24 probably even in a tabular format, of how the 24 aroad map as to where to find it, and that is
25 various alternatives described in the 4F 25 the documentation supporting the increased
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1 ridership. I think you estimated it is 1 weren't asked as to whether we had agenda items
2 25 percent at the end of twenty years. 2 --to come back to the artifact issue.
3 MR. MENNO: Yes, 25 percent 3 You mentioned that the artifact
4 above the pre-9-11 ridership at the PATH 4 inventory is ongoing.
5 Stations. 5 Frankly, we've been puzzled as
6 'MR. KLEIN: And that's at the | 6 to why this has taken so long; in particular,
7 end of 20 years? 7 why there isn't-even a count of the numbers of
8 MR, MENNO: Within -- up to 20, 8 artifacts.
9 25. . 9 When we visited Hangar 17, we
10 MR. KLEIN: Okay. 20, 25. So 10 raised the issue at that point; there was a
11 it's from when construction is completed? 11 concern that items might disappear, and the
12 MR. MENNO: Basically 2009 to -- 12 response was, "Well, there's very heavy
13 MR. KLEIN: Is the supporting 13 security,”" and our response at that time was,
14 documentation to that analysis in the DEIS? 14 "Well, fine, then you will know who to
15 MR, MENNO: Yes, it is. 15 suspect." But you don't even still know what's
16 MR: KLEIN: Could you -- 16 there. You would have no way of knowing if
17 MR. LENAHAN: The number is in 17 something was missing.
18 Chapter 8, Section A. 18 Tim, do you want to respond to
19 MR. KLEIN: Okay. It's 8A. 19 that? I've got a few more on the artifacts.
20 Are there any backup studies to 20 MR. STICKELMAN: I wili wait
21 that oris all the data presented there? 21 until you are finished.
22 MR. LENAHAN: There's the 22 MR. KLEIN: Okay. The Port
23 chapter and related appendices. 23 Authority has indicated that it's the custodian
24 MR. KLEIN: So it's in the 24 of the remains rather than the owner, and yet
25 transportation appendix? 25 the Port Authority -- we've heard rumors of the
Page 114 Page 116
1 MR. LENAHAN: Yes. 1 Port Authority making commitments to turn over
2 MR. KLEIN: Just a few more. 2 artifacts to other institutions.
3 Tim Stickelman mentioned that -- 3 We'd like to know if that's
4 and, I think, again, somebody may have misspoke | 4 true.
5 here that the photo documentation at the World 5 We also keep finding out about
6 Trade Center site was completed. 6 pieces of World Trade Center popping up all
7 MR, STICKELMAN: No, it's not 7 over the place, and we're wondering --
8 completed. 8 including in The New York Times today, there
9 MR. KLEIN: Okay. I suspected 9 was a story that the towns of New Castle and
10 somebody had misspoke. 10 Chappaqua in Westchester County have pieces of
11 Tim also referred to the HAER 11 steel from the World Trade Center that they
12 recording, and I know we are getting into the 12 were about to incorporate into a memorial
13 LMDC material here as well, but has 13 there, that were, quote, "given to them by the
14 any decision been made as to the type of HAER 14 police."
15 recording and, in particular, has the National 15 Is the Port Authority taking any
16 Park Service been consulted yet? That was a 16 action to recover any of these materials or
17 commitment of LMDC within the programmatic 17 find out if any more materials exist, other
18 agreement. : 18 than what you are already aware of?
19 MR, STICKELMAN: I can't speak 19 MR. STICKELMAN: We can only
20 for LMDC. I don't know what they have done, 20 give an inventory of what we have in our
21 National Parks. That's a question for LMDC. 21 control and custody.
22 But your comment is noted here. 22 What I can tell you about those
23 MR, KLEIN: And the last thing, 23 pieces that you may hear about being
24 if we can sort of go off agenda a little bit, 24  incorporated into museums and memorials
25 but we weren't given the opportunity to -- we 25 throughout the country, those items did not
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1 come from the Port Authority. 1 know, was not in control of the site until
2 I will say that the Port 2 after June 2nd.
3 Authority does have a number -- a significant 3 MR. KLEIN: I understand that.
4 amount of requests from memorials and museums | 4 MR. STICKELMAN: So we have no
5 throughout the country, but all that is on hold 5 way of finding out where all that steel went
6 until after this process is done. 6 to. I mean, the answer is no, we're not going
7 We're not giving out any pieces 7 to be doing that.
8 of steel or anything else that we have under 8 MR. ALLISON: Tim, could you
9 our-control and custody. 9 just respond to his question about why the
10 MR. KLEIN: You didn't quite 10 inventory is taking so long?
11 answer my question. The question was, is the 11 MR. STICKELMAN: What it is,
12 Port Authority taking any actions to try to 12 it's the secondary lot; that I don't know if
13 identify any of these materials that have gone 13 you recall, in the inventory that you were
14 off-site? ‘ 14 given, there was a whole secondary lot. There
15 MR. STICKELMAN: No. 15 was one picture taken of all this huge lot of
16 MR. GOELZ: Joel, if they said 16 steel. They are right now actually cataloging
17 they got it from the police, wouldn't the 17 each piece of steel, taking a photograph of it
18 inquiry be to the police? 18  as -- I don't know if you remember from the
19 MR. KLEIN: Was it somebody 19 inventory, there were pieces of steel with
20 local, you know, a local responder who, quote, 20 numbers on it. That secondary lot is being
21 "stole it"? 21 done right now.
22 The point's been made many times 22 The reason why there is a
23 that this material does not belong to the Port 23 concern that it's taking so much time is some
24 Authority, that it most likely belongs to the 24 of this may be contaminated, so they have to
25 insurance company, and if in fact all these 25 treat it all as if it's contaminated, so they
Page 118 Page 120
1 institutions have pieces, they are in fact 1 have to take it out of the hangar, photograph
2 holding stolen property. 2 it, give it its number, bring it back into the
3 It's kind of shocking to me, as 3 hangar, and that's all going on as we speak.
4 someone who works with museums a lot. I know | 4 We hope --'T can't really
5 when I turn something over to a museum, whichI | 5 answer, because I know when they're -- I know
6 do quite frequently in my own work, I have to 6 they're working diligently out there, but I
7 go through an awful lot of paperwork to prove 7  think we'll, hopefully, sometime in July have a
8 that I had custody and provide for an adequate 8 completed inventory. And each piece, just like
9 chain of title. 9 the other ones, will be numbered.
10 Yet there seems to have been 10 MR. GARDNER: And the flag?
11 this free-for-all of grabbing stuff off the 11 MR. STICKELMAN: And the flag.
12 World Trade Center, including some of our very 12 MR. KORNFELD: I would just like
13 prominent institutions, with no concern as to 13 to bring one particular piece to your attention
14 who has legal ownership of this material. 14 that I saw recently, and I just felt it was a
15 MR. GOELZ: But I think the Port 15 very significant Trade Center remnant.
16 Authority, have they given you a substantive 16 It's at the Intrepid Museum. In
17 answer in terms of the material that they have? 17 the front, when you first enter that site on
18 MR. KLEIN: Well, yes, but what - 18 the right, there's a big ship's propeller from
19 they've said is that they're not doing 19 the USS United States, and then right next to
20 anything. 20 that, outdoors, is a piece of -- a tower, one
21 MR. GOELZ: They are holding it. 21 of the triad pieces, a partial piece,
22 MR, KLEIN: I think the last -- 22 But it has the column covers
23 in terms of finding additional material. 23 intact on it. It's the only piece that I've
24 MR. STICKELMAN: Joel, what I 24 seen anywhere that has the column covers
25 can say is that the Port Authority, as you 25 intact, with the sealant and everything, and
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1 you can see from the back. And there's a 1 ruins of the footprints.
2 plaque that says it was given to them by the 2 They are not functional, you
3 Port Authority police. 3 can't support them maybe, but they are ruins;
4 I mean, I think it's an 4 they are modern-day ruins, and you have to
5 appropriate place for something to be 5 preserve the maximum amount for the public to
6 exhibited, but this, I happen to think, is a 6 be able to benefit from them in the future.
7 very significant piece that should be 7 Lou mentioned before about this
8 considered possibly part of the Memorial; maybe | 8 transportation hub as being something for the
9 there, but definitely not sitting outdoors, 9 future. That's something you could really give
10 unprotected, in a salt air environment. 10 to the future, by preserving the maximum amount
11 So, anyway, I just wanted to 11 of these footprints with column delineations,
12 bring that to your attention, 12 something tangible that they could always
13 MR. GARDNER: Nobody mentioned 13 experience and connect to September 11th,
14 the -- I don't think anybody mentioned the 14  because we will all be long gone by then and we
15 steel cross and the ramp. 15 won't be able to tell the story.
16 In terms of what we've seen 16 MR, GOELZ: Thanks.
17 here, we just see proposed mitigation being 17 It's after 5:00, so why don't we
18 removing these items. 18 see if we can do some final wrap-up work.
19 Can you -- can the Port 19 As you know, the comments are
20 Authority give some sort of commitment that 20 due on the 21st, and one of the things that we
21 they are going to be protected and preserved 21 were discussing was whether we could ask you to
22 and give us some sort of assurance that they 22 give us your comments right after the 4th of
23 are not going to just be destroyed? 23 July weekend, which would then allow us to hold
24 I'm not saying they should be 24 a second meeting such as this prior to the
25 preserved in place, but the cross is important 25 21st.
Page 122 Page 124
1 for a number of reasons, as a document of the 1 But we didn't want to impose
2 recovery period, and also the ramp. I mean, 2 that on you. If people want to wait until the
3 during ceremonies, we've traveled, we've 3 21st, that's also doable.
4 journeyed down the ramp to stand on bedrock, 4 But I think in terms of keeping
5 andit's a document of the whole recovery 5 the communications going and trying to be
6 period, the ceremonies that have taken place on | 6 responsive as well as timely, whether that's an
7 the anniversaries, and it would be really -- 7 agreeable strategy, which we would ask for
8 it's something that we would hope would -- you 8 comments right after the 4th of July weekend
9 know, we don't want to pick up a newspaper one | 9 and then try and hold a second public meeting
10 .day and find out that that was just recycled. 10 on this sometime around the 13th of July.
11 So those two things. 11 Is that right? Somewhere in
12 And once again, since the photo 12 that region.
13 documentation is not complete, as Tim said, 13 Does that seem unreasonable?
14 just urging you to clean off those couple 14 Any major objections?
15 inches.of dirt on those footprints and take 15 Go ahead, Joel.
16 - some real -- you know, take an accurate account | 16 MR. KLEIN: I don't have an
17 of what's there so that these determinations 17 objection. I just want to say I think it's a
18 can be made properly. 18 wonderful idea, but I would ask that if we were
19 Because a lot of these documents 19 to do that, that the agenda for that second,
20 still remain flawed by implying that the 20 next meeting be to specifically discuss the
21 columns form portions of the lower footprints. 21 comments that we have rather than -- and have
22 I mean, these are the footprints. Go to that 22 you respond to those, rather than hearing an
23 site right now. Street level to 30 feet is 23 updated presentation, although you would
24 midair. They are symbolic representations of 24 probably like that as well.
25 where the towers stood. These are the tangible |25 MR. GOELZ: You would want an
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1 updated presentation, yeah, and I think we can. 1 MR. KLEIN: When will the
2  We will try to do some response. I'm not sure 2 transcript be made available? _
3 we can respond to all of them, but we certainly 3 MR. GOELZ: The transcript?
4 could do some. 4 There's one thing I want to say about the
5 MS. GAULL-HOWARD: What I'm 5 transcript. Remember, we cannot vouch for 100
6 saying is why.don't you just meet with the 6 percent accuracy of the transcript. She has
7 families and leave everybody else out of it 7 done an extraordinary job. We have tested her
8 then. 8 skills, but we are not going to go back and
9 MR. GOELZ: So are we in 9 circulate the transcript to everyone for
10 agreement, then, that we will have written 10 editing, because then you wouldn't see the
11 comments which would be due July 6th? Is that 11 transcript for about two years, knowing this
12 what we're saying? Is that the Tuesday after? 12 group. .
13 As close as you can after the 13 So when will we be able to see a
14 4th of July, and then we will schedule a 14 transcript?
15 meeting, giving two or three weeks' notice as i5 THE REPORTER: A week maybe.
16 soon as we can around July 13th. 16 MR, GOELZ: About a week or ten
17 Is that okay? 17 days.
18 FEMALE SPEAKER: I have another 18 MR. STICKELMAN: We will be
19 question, 19 making that available. It all depends on her
20 How will we address the comments 20 schedule in getting it to us.
21 we're turning in on the draft DEIS? Because 21 MR. KLEIN: - Thank you. I want
22 “with LMDC, I don't know that we ever got a 22 to close on a very positive note and thank the
23 summary of the preservation comments that were |23  Port Authority for arranging to have that
24 received during its environmental review 24 transcript. We appreciate it.
25 process. And I think those are important, and 25 MR. ALLISON: I would just like
Page 126 Page 128
1 everybody who is interested in preservation 1 to say that with all the things that we may
2 issues may not in fact be here or have the 2 have said to you today that may have sounded
3 opportunity to attend these meetings. 3 like criticisms, and they probably were, that
4 So I'm fine with that schedule 4 the Port Authority has to be complimented, and
5 but would like to know how we have the benefit 5 as many of us complimented the DOT on the 9A
6 of any other preservation comments that come in| 6 hearing, on being much more cooperative and
7  during the environmental review process. The 7 much more forthright than certain other
8 comments from the 21st -- after the 21st, 8 agencies,
9 MR. WONG: That would be part of 9 MR. GOELZ: I should say, one of
10 this discussion as well. 10 the things is at any kind of these public
11 FEMALE SPEAKER: That would be 11 processes, you get punished sometimes, and of
12 great. 12 course, for doing the right thing you end up
13 MR. GOELZ: Okay. Any other 13 getting beat up for a couple hours, but we
14 questions? 14 understand that. ’
15 MR. GARDNER: I think our 15 MR. ALLISON: Thank you for the
16 attorney, if she's able to receive these, on 16 opportunity to beat you up. '
17  theline. 17 MR. KORNFELD: I would like to
18 MR. STICKELMAN: Is anyone on 18 point out also that while we may sound kind of
19 the line still? 19 strident in tone at some points, that we've
20 MS. MERRITT: Yes. Betsy 20 been very focused on issues that we think are
21 Merritt here. I'm still here, 21 important and really not attacking the overall
22 MR. STICKELMAN: Anyone else? 22 plan for the site. And I think we have to
23 MR. GOELZ: So we will get a 23 see -- I think probably most people here feel
24 notice out as soon as possible to set a time 24 that Calatrava is a genius, and I don't think
25 25 that that's -- that terminal itself is not a

and date after July.
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1 point of attack. Really, the impacts on

2 historic resources I don't think affect major

3 elements.

4 MR. KLEIN: I would like to

5 second that,

6 I also want to say to the

7 engineers, you know, I talked about your

8 viewing the historic resources as an

9 impediment. I think you should treat this as a .
10 challenge, as something that you need to deal
11 with,
12 As somebody once told me --
13 I worked in nuclear waste disposal for a long
14 time, and they said there was no such thing as
15 nuclear waste problems; there were only issues
16 that néeded to be addressed.
17 And I think if you take that
18 same approach to the issues and the challenges
19 of building your facility within the
20 constraints that historic preservation creates
21 at this site, I think everybody is going to be
22 pleased with the end result,
23 MR. GOELZ: Good. Thank you.
24 --- »
25 (Meeting concluded at 5;30 p.m.)
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1 MR. BERNARD COHEN: Sorry for the delay b period. Many of the comments, many of the
2 in getting started. My name is Bernard Cohen 2 suggestions, many of the written submissions
3 Director of the FTA, Lower Manhattan Recovery | 3 that have come in over the past weeks, are
4 Office. FTA is the federal funding agency 4 reflected in some of the work that's going to
5 for the Port Authority Permanent PATH 5 be presented to you this afternoon.
6 Terminal Project. 6 We would like this session to be as
7 I'd like to begin by welcoming you all 7 interactive as possible. So as the various
8 to today's Consulting Meeting, which is being 8 items are being discussed, we really
9 held under Section 106 of the National 9 encourage you to ask questions, perhaps to
10 Preservation Act, 10 raise new issues, and to really get a
11 At the last Consulting Parties Meeting, 11 dialogue going.
12 which was held on June 14, many of the most 12 These are working drawings. These are
i3 significant features from the draft 13 not final drawings. These are not draft
14 determination of effects document were 14 drawings. At some point in the near future,
15 discussed at some length. Valid questions 15 draft drawings will be prepared.
16 were raised about how those features will be 16 (Phone ringing.)
17 affected by redevelopment of the World Trade |17 MR. BERNARD COHEN: Tim? Someone is
18 Center site. And feedback that you provided 18 calling.
19 at that meeting and in subsequent written 19 MR. PETER GOELZ: At some point in the
20 correspondence, the most recent of which was |20 next few weeks -- can anyone name that tune?
21 a letter that we received last Friday from 21 At some point in the near future, draft
22 the Coalition of 9/11 Families, was 22 drawings will be available and will become
23 carefully considered and factored into the 23 part of the record,
24 preparations for today's meeting. 24 As you can see, our discussion héere
25 It is my hope that the ideas that you 25 today is being transcribed, And if you need
) Page 6 Page 8
1 will be hearing today from the Port Authority 1 clarification, just jump in and ask us.
2 addressing issues that were talked about at 2 Thank you for your work.
3 the last meeting will create positive 3 As I say, our proposed format is to be
4 momentum for moving the 106 process forward. | 4 interactive. We would like you to comment as
5 In short, I hope that today will be seen 5 often as you see fit. And if there are
6 as a day of progress, recognizing that 6 issues that you think -- new issues that need
7 inevitably there is more work to be done. 7 to be raised, we will discuss those. There
8 Before turning the meeting over to Peter 8 will be time for those as well,
9 Goelz, I would like to point out that a 9 I think we'll start it off with Lou, is
10 representative from the Lower Manhattan 10 that correct? We have a lot of work and
11 Development Corporation, Bill Kelley, is here 11 presentation to do today.
12 today to participate in this Consulting 12 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Yes, sir.
13 Parties Meeting. 13 MR. PETER GOELZ: You all know Lou
14 One of the concerns that was expressed 14 Menno. And before Lou starts, let's go
15 to us is the need for better coordination 15 around the room again and introduce each
16 between project sponsors at these consulting 16 other, Why don't we start right here.
17 party meetings regarding historic resources. 17 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: Louise LoPresti,
18 So hence, the representation for the need for 18 Advocate Legislation for World Trade Center
19 that. 19 National Memorial.
20 At this point, I would like to ask Peter 20 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: Bob Kornfeld,
21 Goelz to take over. 21 Historic District Council.
22 MR. PETER GOELZ: Thanks, Bernard. Good |22 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Joel Klein for the
23 afternoon, 23 Coalition of 9/11 Families.
24 As Bernard mentioned, we really envision 24 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Anthony Gardner
25 this two-hour session today to be a working 25 for the Coalition of 9/11 Families.
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1 MR, JACK LYNCH: Jack Lynch, Coalition 1 MS. ANTHOULA KATSIMATIDES: Anthoula
2 of 9/11 Families, 2 Katsimatides, LMDC.
3 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: Patricia Reilly, 3 MR. WILLIAM KELLEY: William Kelley,
4 Coalition of 9/11 Families. 4 LMDC.
5 MR. BILL LOVE: Bill Love, Coalition to 5 MS. VIRGINA BORKOWSKI: Virginia
6 Save West Street. 6 Borkoski, MTA.
7 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Bernie McNeilly, 7 MS. KATHERINE CHRISTODOULATOS:
8 Port Authority. 8 Katherine Christodoulatos, Wall Street
9 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: Mark Pagliettini, 9 Rising.
10 Port Authority. 10 MS. JESI POZZYOLI: Jesi Pozzyoli,
11 MR. ANTHONY CRACCHIOL: Tony Cracchiol, | 11 Rebuilding Downtown.
12 Port Authority. 12 MS. STEPHANIE TALBERT: Stephanie Talbert
13 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: John Hotopp, LBG. 13 Stephanie, Port Authority.
14 MR. KEVIN LEJDA: Kevin Lejda, I'm with 14 MR. CHRIS CALVERT: Chris Calvert, AKRF,
15 the Transportation of PATH, 15 MR. ADAM LEVINE: Adam Levine, New York
16 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Lou Menno, Port 16 City Department Of Transportation.
17 Authority. 17 MR. BERNARD COHEN: Bernard Cohen, FTA.
18 MR. PETER RINALDI: Peter Rinaldi with 18 MS. CAROL BRAEGELMANN: Carol
19 the Port Authority, 19 Braegelmann, FTA.
20 MR. GLENN GUZI: Glenn Guzi, Port 20 MR. PAUL LEBRUN: Paul LeBrun, FTA.
21 Authority. 21 MR, MARK WAGNER: Mark Wagner, Voors
22 MR. STEVE PLATE: Steve Plate, Port 22 Anger & Associates, architects.
23 Authority. 23 MR. MARK SHAMING: Mark Shaming, New
24 MR. LOUIS RODRIGUEZ: Louis Rodriquez, 24 York State (inaudible).
25 Port Authority. 25 MR. STEVEN WEINTRAUB: Steven Weintraub,
Page 10 Page 12
1 MS. JACKIE HANLEY: Jackie Hanley, Port 1 APS,
2 Authority. 2 MR. STEVE COLEMAN: Steven Coleman, Port
3 MS. TRACY NEWMAN: Tracy Newman, from 3 Authority,
4 Louis Berger. 4 MR. PETER GOELZ: 1 think that's it.
5 MR. JONATHAN COHN: Jonathan Cohn, 5 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Thank you. Good
6 Downtown Design Partnership. ( 6 afternoon everyone and thank you for joining
7 MR. ADAM ALTER: Adam Alter, Battery 7 us here today.
8 Park City Authority. 8 What I wanted to point out today, this
9 MR. PHIL KRAFT: Phil Kraft, Congressman 9 is another meeting as part of the Section 106
10 Moloney's Office. 10 process for the permanent World Trade Center
11 MR. BOB RIVARY: Good morning. WTC 11 PATH Terminal or the Transportation Hub
12 Families, Bob Rivary (phonetic). 12 Project. And this is what this meeting is
13 MR. ROBERT CONWAY: Robert Conway from | 13 all about. It's focused primarily on the
14 AKRF. 14 Transportation Hub Project. And we'd just
15 UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN: (inaudible). 15 like to point that out, but we do recognize
16 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Ken Lustbader, Lower {16 and acknowledge that we are coordinating this
17 Mahhattan Emergency Preservation Fund. 17 with the other projects that are going on at
18 MS. ELIZABETH MERRITT: Betsy Merritt- 18 the World Trade Center site that are being
19 with the National Trust Preservation. 19 undertaken by LMDC or New York State
20 MS. ANDREA FERSTER: Andrea Ferster, 20 Department of Transportation. And we get
21 Counsel for Coalition of 9/11 Families. 21 involved and we coordinate all of our
22 MR. BILL WONG: Bill Wong, Port 22 activities with them because we are the
23 Authority. 23 owners of the World Trade Center site.
24 ' MS. CARLA BONACCI: Carla Bonacci, Port 24 But today, we're focusing on the PATH
25 Authority. 125 terminal project, the transportation hub.
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1 And also pointing out that the transportation | 1 Transportation Hub Project. I'm going to
2 hub has some impacts on the footprints and | 2 turn it over to Tim Stickelman.
3 the columns of both 1 and 2 World Trade 3 MR. BERNARD COHEN: I think he stepped
4 Center as we previously pointed out at 4 out,
5 previous meetings. 5 MR. LOUIS MENNO: I'll turn it over to
6 And so, working with LMDC and NYSDOT | 6 Jackie. We'll skip over that. On the
7 with other issues associated with the slurry 7 agenda, we'll go to item number three; the E
8 walls and with the other remnant structures | 8 Train. -
9 at the World Trade Center site. 9 MR. PETER GOELZ: We'll come back to
10 This project does not focus on the 10 number two when Tim comes back,
11 removal of the portions of 6 World Trade 11 MR. LOUIS MENNO: As you pointed out to
12 Center slab at the northwest corner of the 12 us at the last meeting in July about how we
13 site, It is not part of our project, but we 13 could incorporate, preserve and integrate the
14 are working and coordinating all of our 14 entries to the E train into the design, and
15 efforts, as I said, with LMDC and with our 15 we carefully looked at many different options
16 other business partners since we are the 16 that Carla Bonacci is going to present to you
17 owners of the World Trade Center site. 17 today of what we are considering..
18 And the transportation project that 18 We'd like to hear your feedback on these
19 we're here talking about is the 19 different options that are we are going to
20 transportation hall that we are all are aware |20 present,
21 of, that will be designed by Santiago 21 And on this drawing here, hopefully you
22 Calatrava, that's located on the east side of |22 can see it, this is a cross section, looking
23 the World Trade Center site, as well as the |23 ‘north of the transportation complex, starting
24 various components that make up this 24 at Church Street, going west to just shy of
25 transportation complex, which is the 25 Route 9A. And this area, this box that you
Page 14 Page 16
1 east/west corridor, that comes from the World 1 see here, that is the approximate location of
2 Financial Center under Route 9A into the 2 where the E Train entrance, the existing E
3 site, into the main mixing bowl of the 3 Train entrance exists, relative to the new
4 transportation hub, as well as the north and 4 plan for downtown transportation,
5 south concourses also. As we also join up 5 "~ And as you can see here, we tried to, on
6 and hook up with the N and the R Subway Line 6 this drawing, show relative to all of the
7 and hooking up with the Dey Street 7 other existing infrastructure and how we had
8 connections coming from the Fulton Street 8 to incorporate this into the existing
9 Transit Center. Then building the new PATH 9 infrastructure that was there in terms of
10 Facility which is the new mezzanine and the 10 developing the master plan for the World
11 new station and platforms below in the 11 Trade Center site, as well as the plan for
12 original locations of where the original 12 the transportation terminal.
13 World Trade Center station once stood before 13 What you can see here, this is the Main
14 9/11. 14 . Transit Hall. And the elevation of this
15 And that is the whole goal here, is to 15 station, of the entrance from the E Train, is
16 talk about this particular project. But we 16 at elevation approximately 306. And
17 do recognize, it interfaces with all of the 17 questions were, "Why can't you keep elevation
18 other projects going on, and that's why we 18 at 306 or 310," which was the original World
19 have representatives from LMDC and NYSDOT to| 19 Trade Center concourse consistent throughout,
20 talk about how we are working together and 20 "stick with that and make that work?"
21 to share any of the concerns and comments 21 Unfortunately, by staying with elevation
22 that you have as they relate to all of these 22 310 or 306, it doesn't work with the plan,
23 projects. 23 because that basically would bring you at the
24 We do know that there is some overlap, 24 new street level, or the new street level
25 but we're primarily focused on the 25

within the master plan for the World Trade
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1 Center site. And it doesn't quite work by 1 the Freedom Tower.
2 keeping it at such a high elevation, because 2 And there are many different movements
3 the goal in the master plan was to integrate 3 so that we can effectively create those
4 the World Trade Center site with the rest of 4 intermodal connections between the various
5 downtown, 5 subway lines, PATH, as well as creating
6 Originally the World Trade Center didn't 6 direct access to the buildings in and around
7 do that. It was isolated. And 310 was 7 the World Trade Center site.
8 determined as the level of the lobbies for 1 8 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: Sorry to
9 and 2 World Trade Center, which basically 9 interrupt. Bob Kornfeld, Historic District
10 controlled everything that went on into the 10 Council. '
11 site. That's why you had those high walls 11 I'm just trying to understand what's on
12 along Vesey Street and why the bridge going 12 the drawing. Because the section of corridor
13 across 9A was very, very high. It was 13 that's being discussed is just a small
14 isolated. It was like a castle. We boxed 14 section, like 30 or 40 feet, right?
15 ourselves in away from everybody. Now we're | 15 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Yes.
16 doing it in a more enhanced way of 16 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: Are you showing
17 reintegrating the site to be a part of 17 that to be preserved?
18 downtown, 18 MR. LOUIS MENNO: That's what we're
19 And what you can see here, in terms of 19 going to show in a moment. I wanted to give
20 creating the east/west connection between the | 20 you a quick overall view because the
21 Fulton Street Transit Center and the Dey 21 questions were asked --
22 Street underpass and going all the way over 22 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: I don't think
23 to the World Financial Center, we're trying 23 anyone was thinking that that should
24 to keep it in such a way that pedestrian 24 determine what the level of circulation is
25 movement as a minimal amount of vertical 25 all around the site.
Page 18 Page 20
1 -circulations going up and down. 1 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Because what we heard
2 And then keeping in mind, having to 2 last time was that why wasn't everything
3 avoid hitting the 1 and 9 subway box that 3 fixed at 310 or 306.
4 runs under Greenwich Street, as well as 4 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: No, no.
5 keeping clear of the PATH right-of-way, 5 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Okay, I'm sorry.
6 within the bathtub itself, and then coming in 6 That's why we were addressing that.
7 under the N and R Subway here, hooking up 7 Anyway, this is basically where it is
8 with the Dey Street corridor, as we 8 -relative to the rest of the transportation
9 coordinated all of our efforts, and to create 9 structure.
10 a movement that will take people east and 10 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Just a question in
11 west, by working around, by coming through |11 terms of the east/west connections. Where are
12 all of these existing pieces of 12 the footprints on this?
13 transportation infrastructure without 13 MR. LOUIS MENNO: The footprints are in
14 determining it. 14 this area here. This is beyond it. So if
15 And this is the configuration as we see 15 the footprints are here, this is beyond the
16 it now. So that if someone were to come from | 16 footprints. What you see here is not within
17 the Dey Street corridor, they would come in 17 the footprints. '
18 here, take a stair or an escalator and they i8 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Is it north of the
19 can go down to this level here, which is 19 footprints?
20 approximately at elevation 277, go down 20 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Yes, itis. That's
21 another level to 264 and go across. Or take 21 correct. As you see here, this is a
22 right past the PATH area, just before the 22 cross-section that's basically taken through
23 PATH area, or take another vertical 23 this area here, but it does not go through.
24 circulation movement up to get to a higher 24 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: And that's at an
25 elevation to get to the north tower, which is 25

upper level?
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1 MR, LOUIS MENNO: That's at an upper 1 MR. JACK LYNCH: Thank you,
2 level, This just gives you a slice through 2 MS. CARLA BONACCI: There are four
3 it. But it's not through the footprint. 3 options specific to this area. I thought
4 This is not through the footprint. 4 first I'd take you through what the existing
5 MR. JACK LYNCH: Is it possible when you 5 condition is of this particular area, which
6 refer to these, that you could refer to the 6 on the plan is right here. It's about 1650
7 levels other than the elevation? I'll tell 7 square feet. And prior to 9/11 and today, it
8 you why; elevation to most people is sea 8 connects E train users into the concourse
9 level. That's what we are looking at, This 9 that takes people to the PATH. And this is
10 elevation obviously is completely different 10 what the facility looked like prior to 9/11.
11 to some elevation that's -- I think it was some |11 And this is that E train entry, which is
12 town in New Jersey. 12 right here.
13 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Talking about 30 |13 So what we're talking about, the area
14 feet is street level, 14 that remained after 9/11, is about at this
15 MR. JACK LYNCH: B-2, B-1, you know? 15 point you can see the trafficking. There's a
16 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Basically what we have | 16 ramp and steps that take you to the doors
17 here, street level, at Church Street is at 17 that are then the entry into the MTA subway
18 approximately elevation 324. And the lowest 18 area. And there is this overhead.
19 level, which is the PATH right-of-way, is at 19 Now, what we did is we refurnished this,
20 elevation 250. So we're approximately -- 20 so not everything is existing from prior to
21 there's like a 75 foot difference from the 21 9/11. The handrails existed prior. The
22 street level all the way down to the lowest 22 flooring existed prior. The signage existed
23 level. The mezzanine area, which would have |23 prior. However, we put in a new ceiling.
24 the fare control, as well as the level that 24 Kept the same form. Kept the same envelope.
25 will take people east and west, is at 25 Put in a new wall finish and reframed the
Page 22 Page 24
1 approximately elevation 264. And then within | 1 columns so that you have a sense of what
2 the transit hall itself, the bottom of the 2 was, And this is what could be.
3 transit hall is approximately at elevation 3 So we have four options of various
4 277. And then depending on the circulation, 4 stages of reuse of the facility. Right here,
5 there's circulation around here, around the 5 what we're showing is something where people
6 outside edges or the perimeter of it and 6 leaving the E train could actually come into
7 that's at basically elevation 295; coming 7 this area. And it's more of a museum piece,
8 around 295 or 296. So there's many different | 8 because it's not connecting through into the
9 levels, 9 World Trade Center site.
10 MR. JACK LYNCH: But lowest level is 10 So I don't know how you want to think
11 2507 i1 about what that really means. But it's the
12 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Yes, lowest level 12 idea of going Iinto this area and seeing
13 which is in the bathtub at 250. 13 something of what was.
14 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Lou, just to 14 MR. PETER GOELZ: This is Option 2,
15 clarify that. Those elevations are Port 15 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Now we're moving to
16 Authority data. 300 means sea level. You 16 Option 2.
17 were asking, so 324 is 24 feet above sea 17 MR. PETER GOELZ: So option one is
18 level. 250 is 50 feet below sea level. 18 essentially everything; the 1650 square feet
19 MR. PETER RINALDI: There is one level 19 as you see it in the photographs, but not
20 at the station at B-6 level, which was inside 20 leading anyplace, essentially being an
21 the bathtub level, is actually the 243 and 21 exhibition or museum area?
22 steps down from the PATH. That's why the 22 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Right. Exactly. No
23 PATH sits a little higher. But there is 23 physical link. Not being used as it is being
24 another level as you get outside the station 24 used today.
25 area. It's a little lower. 25

Then as we move here to Option 2, and
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1 the other options, we're looking at reusing 1 connection into this area. We've also looked
2 it in a way so that people walk through it as 2 at eliminating the stairs, so that you're at
3 they did prior to 9/11, as they do today. 3 the same elevation, because otherwise you get
4 It's part of a transit connection into the 4 360, 310. Pretty practical.
5 World Trade Center site. And what we looked | 5 And there could be some issues with
6 at here was, keeping the elevations as they 6 security concerns and because of the curve
7 exist. So you're at 306 at the platform ‘ 7 and seeing in there, people hanging out in
8 fevel, you come up some stairs to the 310 8 there. And there is no connection back. And
9 elevation, but you have to get back down to 9 here you can seg it is a straight line.
10 the 295. 10 And that's essentially the four
11 MR. PETER GOELZ: Do you have that 11 options. And we thought, perhaps you'd have
12 elevation shown here? 12 some reactions to these. Give us some
13 MS. CARLA BONACCI: And this is the 13 feedback.
14 section through. So you come up, you're at | 14 MR. BILL LOVE: It seems to me the last
15 310, the old elevation, you go back down. So |15 two, if you're eliminating the stairs and the
16 it's about, if my math is right -- so I think 16 ramp, you're kind of eliminating the essence
17 one of the issues here is thinking about how |17 of the whole thing. And that's sort of what
18 people actually use this. This is the main 18 gives you the feeling that you have when
19 connector for people that come from Penn 19 you're walking into the concourse. And so, I
20 Station every morning to work. It was a 20 would tend to say.that those probably around
21 pretty heavily used corridor and passageway. |21 worth the trouble. I don't think it's worth
22 And about 10,000 people a day I think were |22 - the troubles just to preserve the level.
23 the numbers. 23 It's more the ramp and the stairs and the
24 So you should think about how people 24 essence of it and the railing.
25 traverse and is this a convenient mode to go |25 I don't know. That one preserves it.
Page 26 Page 28
1 up and down, or does it became frustratingto | 1 Obviously it looks a little strange, and I
2 people. 2 don't know other people's reaction to that,
3 Then we move on to Option 2-A. And what| 3 but that would preserve it as something
4 we said here is, if we can modify this 4 useful, Sort of, preserving it as a museum
5 existing passageway and éliminate the stairs 5 piece, the first one, doesn't quite seem
6 and the ramps, and hold the 306 elevation, 6 maybe to be worth the effort. I don't know.
7 then the difference is about 11 feet. And - 7 So I suppose I'm more inclined with the
8 now, when people come in at 306, they only 8 second, but if people see it as problematic,
9 make one transition down into this transit 9 and the up and down.
10 area. And it requires -- we're still reusing 10 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Maybe other people
11 it. We're still using it as a transit entry i1 have reactions. One is walking through this,
12 way, but perhaps it's more convenient for 12 and the volume, and the envelope part of the
13 people. i3 feeling, more than changing elevation.
14 MR. PETER GOELZ: And you would 14 Because you're going to change elevation
15 eliminate just one flight of stairs on it? 15 anyway when you're here.
16 MS. CARLA BONACCI: As you can see, 16 MR. BILL LOVE: And it's not --
17 there's a four-foot change in elevation right 17 MS. CARLA BONACCI: I don't think it's
18 here with the ramp. That would get cut out. 18 preserving architectural interest, as much as
19 Right here. And we would hold this lot in 19 there is an emotional attachment here. So
20 elevation. And then from there, people can 20 what is it that makes it --
21 transit to where they need to go. 21 MR, PETER GOELZ: What is the
22 And then this fourth option is also 22 attachment?
23 maintaining the area for transportation. 23 MR. BILL LOVE: I think it's the
24 It's essentially connecting people from the E 24 experience of walking up the stairs or the
25 Train into the R and W. It's not making a 25 ramp that's the emotional attachment péart of
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1 it. You would lose that, I think, with the 1 level, they can go down to the lower level
2 fast two options. 2 and then make their way down another level
3 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: As another 3 and then across.
4 frequent user, I would tend to agree that 4 Does anyone else have questions?
5 it's the processional experience of going 5 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Ken Lustbader, Lower
6 through it that really, at least for those of 6 Manhattan Emergency Preservation Fund.
7 us that use it, is the most significant. And 7 If you could just review, specifically
8 in terms of traipsing up stairs and down 8 the physical changes to what's declared the
9 stairs and up ramps and down, anybody who's | 9 historic resource in there so 1 can get --
10 gone through 53rd Street at Fifth Avenue, 10 rather than being subjective about the
11 59th Street and Lexington Avenue, we deal 11 emotional component and the feeling, I just
12 with this all the time. Grand Central. New 12 want to understand the physical change to the
13 York commuters are used to going up an 13 resource.
14 down. : 14 MS. CARLA BONACCI: For each
15 Last but not least, you raised a concern 15 alternative? For the two that we're talking
16 about 10,000 people going through here per 16 about.
17 day. There were 10,000 people going through | 17 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Right.
18 before and it worked just fine. 18 MS. CARLA BONACCI: From what's there
19 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Yes. These are just [ 19 now, what would be the change with one of
20 -~ I'm not saying Is there a preference or 20 these alternatives?
21 not, but they went through it and then they 21 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Right. I've been
22 were on one level. 22 through it, but just on --
23 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: I understand that. |23 MS. CARLA BONACCI: In this one, I
24 MS. CARLA BONACCI: And we are familiar |24 suppose no change.
25 with it, and we may have a different 25 MR. BILL WONG: We would update the
Page 30 Page 32
1 attachment to it than others who haven't been | ' 1 materials that are temporary. There's
2 there before. I'm just asking you to think 2 fiberglass and other column covers.
3 about that up/down movement. 3 MS. CARLA BONACCI: The level of what
4 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: But they go 4 this gets refurbished to, does it go back to
5 through it on a certain level and then they 5 really what it was pre-9/11 if there were
6 have to go somewhere else to travel. They're | 6 (inaudible) on the wall or does it get
7 going up and then entering into a big 7 upgraded? That's another issue. But the
8 transportation hub that can take them 8 envelope and the physical elements, the fixed
9 ~anywhere in the city. So they're better off, 9 elements, wouldn't change.
10 even in number one, than they were pre-9/11. | 10 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Okay, that's what I
11 Am I correct to say that when they goup and |11 -- .
12 down -- well, from the E, commuters would 12 MS. CARLA BONACCI: The walls and the
13 come in from the big transportation hub right |13 ceiling.
14 to the PATH train? 14 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: The interpretative
15 MS. CARLA BONACCI: They're coming -- 15 elements and the design treatments could be
16 from here, if we just take this -- 16 discussed. Then, going forward, to create
17 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: That big yellow 17 that 306 level?
18 thing is the transportation hub, right? 18 MS. CARLA BONACCI: This, what's
19 MS. CARLA BONACCI: They'll either goto |19 happening is this area right here, the swap
20 the World Financial Center, or over to the 20 where the steps are and then this ramp, this
21 Freedom Tower. Saq it may continue alongto |21 triangular ramp, would come out and it would
22 Dey Street. 22 get locked down to this 306 floor level,
23 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: That circular 23 However, none of that's changing because it's
24 thing is the hub? 24 the area right here at the fioor.
25 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Yes. From this 25 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Even though we're
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1 taking out the steps, we have the ability to 1 MR. PETER GOELZ: Right, And the reason
2 still utilize the tile, if so desired. 2 for that is the convenience for the 10,000
3 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Again, how this gets | 3 people that are going to go through.
4 redressed or refurbished, to me, is the same 4 MS. CARLA BONACCI: What we call a level
5 as the dressing here, except you wouldn't 5 of service because the less vertical moves
6 have the steps, you wouldn't have the ramp. 6 someone has to make, the faster their travel
7 Can you not hear me? 7 is, the more convenient. .
8 MR. PETER GOELZ: Go ahead. 8 MR, PETER GOELZ: Now, for somebody like
9 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Where do the 9 me, steps are good.
10 people like (inaudible) the E train and the 10 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Everyone needs
11 ones where you don't have an exit from the E 11 exercise, okay.
12 train? 12 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Anthony Gardner
13 MS. CARLA BONACCI: They would exit 13 with the Coalition.
14 right here. This would be a new entrance 14 You're not asking us to choose one of
15 that would be provided and they wouid come 15 these today?
16 around at that 306 level, take vertical 16 MS. CARLA BONACCI: No, we're just
17 circulation. Again, same issue. And drop 17 trying to get a sense.
18 down -- 18 MR. PETER GOELZ: We'd like to have
19 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: That sounds a lot |19 feedback.
20 more confusing than the way it is now where 20 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: I think this kind
21 you would get off the train and walk out the 21 of relates to those of the Consulting Parties
22 doors. That way you'll have to walk down to 22 that are concerned with historic
23 the end of the platform, back up to the left 23 preservation. I think the issues is sort of
24 and take more stairs. Doesn't sound like 24 twofold; you want the resource to be
25 anything less time consuming. 25 preserved, but you want people to be able to
Page 34 | Page 36
1 MS. CARLA BONACCI: It sounds like this 1 experience it.
2 one is dropping off. That's okay we want to 2 I think with the first one, and just a
3 drop some off. 3 preliminary comment, you know, it's not --
4 You give it refunction. So just ... 4 people aren't going to be able to experience
5 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Just so you 5 it in a way that would be sort of reminiscent
6 know, the transcriber can't get everyone 6 of the way it was before because it would
7 talking at the same time. I'm trying to 7 just be sort of there, and how would people
8 help her, but -- 8 even know where to go? Would you have-
9 MR. PETER GOELZ: The transcript shows 9 signage with arrows saying platform?
10 "mumble mumble.” 10 MR. PETER GOELZ: I think that one is
11 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: One of the great 11 droppings off the board.
12 drawbacks of the former site in terms of 12 MS. CARLA BONACCI: I'd turn it around,
13 those who had to try to get from point A to 13 but it's too big.
14 point B was a lack of navigability. And I 14 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Not saying you
15 would hope that either in the usurious of 15 should do that, but I think with historic
i6 this and planning overall, that that could be 16 preservation, it's twofold because you want
17 improved upon. In which case, this, as far 17 the resource preserved, but you want access
18 as someone that needs to get around that area | 18 to it
19 and the end one, they're not really viable. 19 MR. BILL LOVE: I would say between the
20 MR. PETER GOELZ: So let's focus for a 20 two alternatives that we have left here, the
21 couple more minutes on the two center ones. |21 second one over here really destroys too much
22 And the difference is in 2-A, as you called 22 of it. It's really the stairs and the ramp
23 it, the stairwell is eliminated. The stairs 23 that are the experience. And it's probabily
24 ang the ramp are taken out. 24 not worth the trouble, otherwise, those are
25 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Taken out. 25 taken away.
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1 So I would tend to vote for this one 1 would object to it being the other way, but I
2 over here. The steps that you go up, it's a 2 think that's enough of a reason for people to
3 4 foot difference in elevation that I think 3 understand why they're going up a few steps.
4 there are six steps. It's a gentle sort of 4 MR. JACK LYNCH: The doors were
5 siope. I don't think it's a real problem at 5 originally there -- oh, okay.
6 all. _ 6 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: My hand was raised
7 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: I agreeaswell. - | 7 to raise the point that Joel was making.
8 MS. CARLA BONACCI: May I ask them a 8 It's important, if we're going to accept the
9 ‘question? 9 importance, it's important that people that are
10 MR. PETER GOELZ: Sure. 10 using it ultimately understand why there's a
11 MS. CARLA BONACCI: In this area here, 11 change in elevation and back down again.
12 prior to 9/11, there was a small corner that |12 MR. JACK LYNCH: The doors in that area
13 was a storefront, a view window. What do you |13 had markings on it from the'Fire Department;
14 think, depending on the retail here, this 14 are they the doors that are there now?
15 became a store window? Not an access point, |15 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Yes.
16 ‘but a window where one sees merchandise, 16 MR. LOUIS MENNO: And they're covered
17 versus a wall because it is an adaptive 17 over. And they are covered over with a
18 change? 18 protective covering, as you can see. Can you
19 MR. PETER GOELZ: Does it show in the 19 see it? They have not been removed.
20 photographs? 20 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I believe, Mr.
21 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: It's covered. |21 Lynch, what we're committed to do is, I~
22 I don't know if anyone remembers, but 22 believe some of the consulting paities have
23 pre-9/11 it was a HAER salon. 23 asked us to add that -- to bring it out to
24 MS. CARLA BONACCI: But you know, I'm |24 Hanger 17. So it would be removed and
25 just curious. ‘ 25 brought out as one of the artifacts from part
Page 38 Page 40
1 MR. JOEL KLEIN: You're restoring the 1 of the artifact collection. That's why it's
2 original function. And I think that would be 2 covered up, to protect it.
3 appropriate and keep it closer to what was 3 MR. PETER GOELZ: Tim, do you want to
4 there, which relates to why the first option 4 step up and move in?
5 is dropping out. 5 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Jack, you have
6 This was a transportation corridor 6 to help me. 1 apologize for being a little
7 destined originally, and.you lose that 7 late. My name is Tim Stickelman. Some of
8 totally with the first operation. In regard 8 you know me. I work at the Port Authority.
9 to the other alternatives, there's clearly an 9 I just want to give you a quick update
10 inverse relationship between the level of 10 on some of the status of the artifacts out at
11 service and the amount of historic fabric and | 11 Hanger 17, and some of other issues.
12 integrity that's being maintained. 12 As you know, some of you have been
13 But because you're dealing with changes |13 actually out to Hanger 17 where we have a
14 in elevation here, there's also a 14 number of artifacts that we're cataloging.
15 psychological element. When people have to |15 You've been given an interim catalogue.
16 make that change going up and down, to 16 We'll be finalizing it and I'll let Jackie
17 recognize that there's a reason for that to 17 speak about where we are on that.
18 be there, very little in the way of 18 We hope to have it out to you in a CD
19 interpretation would be needed at that point |19 format by late August. I'l let Jackie speak
20 to make people recognize either this is why 1|20 about it.
21 have to walk up these four steps and down |21 One of the other issues too, I believe
22 these ten steps on the other side. It's a 22 that came up last meeting, was the Intrepid,
23 real break on both sides. 23 the piece of steel and facing that was out at
24 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: The elevation |24 the Intrepid. . '
25 change relates to what was there. Not that 1|25 Someone provided pictures to us. There
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1 is a plaque there that says it was donated by 1 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Thank you.
2 the Port Authority Police. I have contacted 2 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: Informally, are
3 the Port Authority Police; they have no 3 there any more of the complete triad pieces,
4 record of this being donated. 4 the columns with three plates?
5 I then reached out to the Intrepid to 5 MR. MARK WAGNER: There were not pieces
6 find out how they got it and who they got it 6 like that in this secondary lot of steel.
7 from to track that down. And we will report 7 The secondary lot came to us towards the end
8 that back to you. 8 of the cleanup of the site. It was steel
9 But at this point, I can't give you any 9 that the DDC had just rounded up. It wasn't
10 more answers than that. But there is a 10 hand-selected by anybody -- an effort to grab
11 plague that says it was donated by the Port 11 what they could grab at the time. And, so
12 Authority Police, but it was not an official 12 most of it is just generic I-beam sections.
13 donation as far as we can tell. 13 You will find a couple of stair treads; things like
14 Jackie, you want to speak about the 14 that. Some things with a little bit more
15 Inventory as to what's going on out there? 15 significance than others, but for the most
16 Jackie. 16 part, it's typically I-sections.
17 MS. JACKIE HANLEY: When you came out |17 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: We all understand,
18 for the tours a few months ago, there was a 18 especially from the last meeting, that the
19 lot of steel that we referred to as a 19 artifacts are not only of tremendous
20 secondary line of steel. So the issue was the |20 significance to us here, but there's a great
21 inventory of that, , 21 deal of curatorial interest in that as well,
22 I know you asked the question at our 22 There has been a slight disconnect in
23 meeting a month ago. So let me ask Mark 23 that the distribution of the artifacts or the
24 Wagner from Voors Anger & Associates, who is | 24 allocation of the artifacts from the memorial
25 working on the inventory everyday at the 25 center, as I understand it, will be dealt
Page 42 Page 44
1 hanger, and he can fill you in on the status 1 with by a team of curators under the purview
2 of that. 2 of LMDC. And to avoid a disconnect between
3 MR. MARK WAGNER: Just a quick update on | 3 the artifacts that are currently under
4 it. When I last addressed some of you . 4 control of the Port Authority and their
5 previously thought that that secondary lot of 5 distribution by the LMDC, it would be nice if
6 steel contained somewhere between 200 and 6 the process of the potential distribution, or
7 maybe 400 pieces of steel. - Over the last few 7 the request for distribution, be integrated
8 months, we've moved all of that steel out of 8 between the two agencies so that you don't
9 the hanger, spread it out so we could get at 9 have a process where, on the one hand, you're
10 each piece. As it turns out, there are over 10 controlling it, but we find out that another
11 roughly 533 pieces -- 33 or 34, I have to go 11 agency has, in fact, distributed them. There
12 back and finalize my numbers. 12 are certain stellar pieces out there, not
13 Everything now has been moved back into 13 just the triads, as you showed me, but the
14 the hanger. Everything has been 14 big steel angel. Some of them are really
15 photographed, measured, if there were any 15 unique and they should remain here rather
16 markings on the steel like shop tags from the 16 than being distributed elsewhere, no matter
17 original construction; all of that was taken 17 how wanted they are by other institutions.
18 down, photographed, handwritten. i8 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: You gave me a
19 And what we're doing now is we're in the 19 great segue into what I wanted to speak
20 process of putting everything into the 20 about, was the whole coordination with the
21 database which, as Tim said, will be provided 21 LMDC and the Port Authority.
22 at some point. 22 As you know, the Port Authority owns the
23 As I said, everything is tagged. 23 site, so we are intimately involved with all
24 Everything is back in the hanger now, and 533 |24 the different projects that are going
25 pieces, 25 forward. There's the PATH project, which is
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1 why you're here today, about the PATH 1 the LMDC to discuss that next step, but

2 project. 2 having some type of panel or something

3 The Port Authority, as the owner of the 3 curatorial, except what we have already done.

4 site, Is also intimately coordinating with the 4 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: No, what I'm

5 LMDC on their project, which is the master 5 saying is that I think it would be a

6 plan, which includes the memorial and the 6 proactive and positive approach if rather

7 commercial development. 7 than the 106 participants being told ex post

8 We are going to be coordinating with the 8 facto that ABC and XYZ have all been given

9 LMDC on every step of the way. The Port 9 away, that it be reviewed in advance of

10 Authority is a consulting party to their 10 signing any paper off on distribution.

11 process, the same way our Consulting Parties | 11 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I hear what
12 to NYSDOT's process, same way we are 12 you're saying.

13 consulting party to the MTA process. 13 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: Okay.

14 You couldn't have given me introduction 14 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: And the other
15 to this. There is a great coordination 15 projects, I just wanted to mention, as you
16 between these projects. They are separate, |16 know, the MTA is working on the South Ferry
17 but they're dealing with the same resource 17 project. And what has come up there is the
18 which really is the World Trade Center. That |18 Koenig piece, some of you may be aware of,
19 is why, in the beginning, we have a joint 19 which is basically the sculpture that was in
20 coordination of eligibility and then the 20 the fountain. That right now is a temporary
21 projects went their separate ways dealing 21 memorial in Battery Park City.
22 with that resource. But that does not mean |22 South Ferry is going to be going forward
23 that we're not going to coordinate. 23 with their EA for the South Ferry project.
24 I want to emphasize that that's the key 24 And they may have to move that Koenig piece.
25 thing among all these different agencies, 25 They're not sure what they'll be doing
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1 both the federal and the local agencies 1 because of their project, but the Port

2 sponsoring them is that we need to 2 Authority, if temporarily it had to be moved,

3 coordinate. 3 as far as we're concerned, it should go out

4 We have heard you. I know I have heard 4 to Hanger 17, remain with the rest of the

5 you. We really want to emphasize the fact 5 artifacts, until it's finally determined

6 that this coordination is going to continue. 6 what's going to happen with it.

7 I don't know if LMDC wants to speaks about 7 I don't know what South Ferry is doing

8 their next process in regards to the program 8 right now, but I know they're not sure if

9 because the Port Authority will be cooperating | 9 they have to move it or not.
10 with them on a lot of things they'll be 10 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: If I can
11 doing. 11 interrupt. They're prepared to do that
12 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: I would ask that 12 project without moving the piece,
i3 -- I understand that there is coordination, 13 MR, TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Okay, it's not
14 and I'm sure everyone here would echo this. 14 moving then. That's the answer.
15 .Much of what has transpired in this process 15 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: Under the heading,
16 previously has occurred. We've been informed | 16 because I have to leave, and I want to put
17 of it ex post facto. And I think in the 17 this in under other issues and resources.
i8 interest of ongoing good relations, that if 18 In terms of other ongoing projects
19 it could be addressed in advance? 19 within this, since we have LMDC in the room,
20 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: One big issue | 20 one of the standards of architectural
21 that you raised up was the curatorial. 21 practice in New York City is that you only
22 That's one of the things we'll be speaking to 22 have one signature building in the site.
23 LMDC and the other agencies about the next 23 Now we have the Freedom Tower, and the
24 steps in regards to that. You've raised it 24 Calatrava Building. And the
25 and we've heard you. We'll be meeting with 25 Calatrava Building, quite frankly, will be one
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1 of the great landmarks of the 21st Century to 1 Photography. The HABS HAER photography

2 which the Port Authority should get all due 2 has been completed for the northwest slabs.

3 congratulations for good taste. Adjacent to 3 That HABS HAER Photography has some pictures

4 it is the Cultural Center. Originally it was 4 showing the PONYA, so it's been récorded.

5 foreseen, or I hoped, that the City Opera 5 Prior to 1972, the Port of New York and

6 would move in there. And for various reasons | 6 New Jersey was Port of New York, and changed

7 it's not. And we now have several much 7 in 1972, All the steel from the Trade Center

8 smaller works that is going to be there. 8 had that stamp on it. That's all part of the

9 Has there been any thought given to 9 recordation of the HABS HAER Photography of the
10 rescaling that building in view of the 10 northwest slabs.

11 significance of the Calatrava Building, and 11 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Are we going to be
12 are there, in terms of the actual tenants, who |12 able to review the HABS HAER photos so we could
13 ‘are much lesser arts organizations, or 13 advise you if we think there's any resources

14 possibly eéven moving it elsewhere? 14 that you should consider before 6 World Trade
15 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Unfortunately | 15 Center is demolished?

16 that's not part of this project. But I 16 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: - Northwest

17 believe there are four programs. I really 17 slabs, as you know, we met back in April. We
18 feel uncomfortable speaking about that, 18 had three iterns that we basically dealt with

19 MR. WILLIAM KELLEY: Bill Kelley. 19 SHPO about bringing out to Hanger 17.
20 That's for a different discussion, but 20 In addition, we are committing, if there
21 they'll be sized appropriately to their use. 21 are other items that we can take from the
22 You know, it's a thousand-seat theater -- I 22 northwest slabs, in addition to those three
23 mean, the program there and the building 23 items, an example would be, I know there are
24 architects will design it to the programs. 24 some glow-in-the-dark handrails that we want
25 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: One quick 25 to get, which shouldn't be a problem.
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1 question: Is the concept then, is it : 1 Then there are the other items that are

2 possible that the building will be scaled up 2 in the northwest corner, that as they're

3 or down? 3 doing the demolition that we'll be able to

4 MR. WILLIAM KELLEY: It's really up to 4 take out to Hanger 17, we don't know right

5 the architects when they're selected. 5 now.

6 MS. LOUISE LOPRESTI: Thank you, Bill. 6 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: I think if you

7 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: I have a comment| 7 remember back in April, many Consulting

8 on the artifacts. And it might take like a ’ 8 Parties asked to be able to see an inventory

9 minute or two, so bear with me. 9 before you just decide what's going to be
10 I think Louise touched on this, but it's 10 removed. I don't think anyone is arguing
11 getting a little frustrating reading about 11 with the slabs you selected, but basicaily
12 things in the New York Times as Consulting 12 just the process in which they were selected,
i3 Parties. I just want to make that point. 13 we were shown those three slabs and basically
14 But it might not be such a bad thing in 14 told to comment on those three slabs.
15 this case because maybe it's not too late for 15 And what many Consulting Parties asked
16 this particular thing. But Dunlap talks 16 for is this HABS HAER documentation or
17 about an exposed steel beam in the garage 17 inventory so we can look at it before it's
18 that is clearly stenciled PONYA, for Port of 18 destroyed and maybe mention to you, maybe
19 New York Authority, as your agency was called |19 there's something in there, you know -- for
20 at the time the Trade Center was built. 20 me, I think that's a significant resource
21 Do you know if this resource is included 21 because'it speaks to the construction of the
22 in any of your inventories? 22 World Trade Center, which I would think that
23 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: You kind of 23 the Port Authority would be very interesting
24 gave me another reason to talk about 24 in preserving remnants that speak to that
25 something else I want to talk about; the HAER |25 time period.
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1 That's the point I wanted to make on 1 they would prefer to be preserved as opposed
2 that. I think you should share an inventory 2 even perhaps in addition to the features that
3 with the Consulting Parties. 3 you have designated already in your review of
4 MR, TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: What we'll be 4 the construction.
5 doing, you'll all be getting, if you want it, 5 I understand your position is that the
6 a copy on CDs, of all the HABS HAER 6 deconstruction of that structure is not part
7 Photography. We finished the northwest 7 of your undertaking. But in the spirit of
8 slabs. We'll be taking the photography of 8 sort of cooperation that's going on here, I
9 the entire World Trade Center and all of its 9 think it's really important that the
10 resources. You will be given a CD of all the 10 Consulting Parties understand the schedule
11 photographs. 11 for demolition, or deconstruction of the
12 MR. BILL WONG: We still have to work 12 garage structure in relationship to the
13 out technically how we do that, but if it's a 13 comments that they're going to be providing
14 scan, it may not be the high reds, and ail 14 you on the salvage element. How do the two
15 that. But we should be able to do that. 15 mesh there? Maybe they want to make sure
16 MS. ELIZABETH MERRITT: Betsy Merritt, 16 that their comments, if they feel that there
17 National Trust. Is this going to be the same 17 are additional features that should be
18 CD you referred to as being distributed in 18 considered for preservation or salvaged, are
19 late August because we'd like to get these 19 provided before they are destroyed.
20 ASAP so we can give you feedback., We all, 20 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I understand
21 all the preservation-related groups, all very 21 what you're saying. We will provide you with
22 emphatically said we want more information 22 a CD of the photographs. However, that
23 about what features are in the parking garage |23 process in regards to what mitigation members
24 S0 we can give you some feedback on elements | 24 of the northwest slabs has already been
25 that we'd like to see. 25 completed. I can't say any more than that.
Page 54 Page 56
1 MR, TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: The CD in 1 That's not part of this project. But we will
2 August is the artifact inventory. The CD 2 provide a CD of the HABS HAER of the
3 that we're talking about, you'll be getting. 3 northwest slabs,
4 So what you're asking is you would refer to 4 And the Port Authority and the LMDC will
5 get the CD for the HABS HAER copy of the 5 make every effort to get any other items when
6 northwest slabs upfront. We'll be happy to 6 they do the deconstruction.
7 supply that to you. 7 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: I know we're
8 MR. BILL WONG: This is part of LMDC's 8 diverting off the PATH project, but this
9 -- 9 speaks to the bigger issue that you began at
10 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: This is the 10 the segue that the issue of cumulative
11 continuing cooperation. The northwest slabs, 11 impact. This is something that the LMDC and
12 just so you know, is not part of the PATH 12 the five preservation groups are very
13 project. That was part of the LMDC master of |13 concerned about.
14 redevelopment and memorial. It's not part of |14 How do we assess the PATH project? How
15 this project. I want you to understand 15 do we assess the parking garage when there
16 that. 16 are these cumulative impacts on historic
17 MS. ANDREA FERSTER: Andrea Ferster for |17 resources, that were individually taken into
18 the Coalition of 9/11 Families. Just a 18 account, but holistically we're not
19 follow-up on the question about the CD. 19 addressing. And is there anyway for two
20 The Consuiting Parties were interested 20 things; one is the cumulative impact on
21 in reviewing the HABS HAER documentation for |21 historic resource. And two, to do an overall
22 the northwest remnants because they want to | 22 documentation now, rather than waiting.
23 provide comments on whether or not there are |23 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: The goal is to
24 other remnants featured that they would prefer |24 get the HABS HAER finished hopefully within a
25 -- I have a follow-up question, but that 25 couple of weeks. The whole idea is to get
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1 the HABS HAER done, the whole entire site 1 removed, has it been inventoried, or is it at
2 done. 2 Hanger 177?
3 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Is that going to 3 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: The steel that
4 include part of the uncovering, showing the 4 was at Fresh Kills, that was the City of New
5 perimeter and the outlines? 5 York. I am the DDC. I've never been out
6 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Yes. We'll get 6 there. I don't believe they have any steel.
7 to that later on when we talk about the 7 But I can't really answer that question.
8 footprints, but yes, not only would be the 8 MR. JACK LYNCH: I would like to have
9 HAER hotography, but the videotaping of 9 the organization that did do it, the group,
10 that. 10 somebody look into it so we can identify --
11 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: And again, that 11 MR, TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: We can reach
12 links to what was brought up earlier about 12 out the City of New York, That won't be a
13 coordination of the LMDC and the memorial 13 problem.
14 center and the people who are curators on 14 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Joel Klein for the
15 that who could be advising as to what is a 15 Coalition. I don't know whether or not
16 good method of documentation. So it can be 16 you're aware that the Coalition has filed a
17 used in the future for the memorial center. 17 dispute with SHPO regarding LMDC's
18 So there's an ebb and flow but not a 18 implementation of the provision of the
19 coordination perception-wise, 19 programmatic agreement that relates to the
20 MR, TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Maybe we're not | 20 site. And one of the issues we're concerned
21 expressing ourselves correctly, but there is 21 about is LMDC, when we spoke to them about a
22 a significant amount of coordination. As1 22 week ago, never consulted with the HABS HAER
23 said, we want to make every effort to get the 23 people at the National Park Service which
24 entire HAER hotography of the entire 24 they were obligated to do.
25 site done within the next month or so; which 25 As a result, the recording has been
Page 58 Page 60
i would include all the resources, the 1 completed. We're not sure that we can accept
2 footprints. We'll talk later on. 2 that statement at face value. We don't know
3 MR. BILL WONG: That may not be done 3 what the nature of that HABS HAER recording
4 doable in a month, We have to see how the 4 was done. I know the Coalition raised
5 construction schedules work out to be able to 5 questions when the original proposal for
6 get all the documentation. But we can submit 6 mitigation was put forth as to what level of
7 to the documentation before any of the 7 HAER recording was to be employed. The
8 significant features are kind of altered. 8 National Trust and some of the other
9 MR. PETER GOELZ: I want to get to the 9 preservation groups raised similar issues.
10 footprints. Make sure we have time, 10 And none of those comments were ever
11 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Follow-up to the 11 addressed or even responded to. So we don't
12 cumulative impact issue, I want to know if 12 know what HAER recording, if any true HAER
13 that could be answered. Perhaps not now, but |13 recording has ever really been done. We
14 something you can discuss? 14 continue to have serious concerns about it.
15 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: We've received | 15 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: What I can say,
16 your letter and also a letter from the 16 the HABS HAER photo documentation of the
17 Coalition in regards to that statement. I 17 northwest slabs will be transmitted to New
18 believe it was mentioned in both. And we're 18 York SHPO. They have requested two copies
19 looking at that now. 19 of the photography. We also, in addition, we
20 MR. PETER GOELZ: Jack, go ahead. 20 did color photography which will be on the
21 MR. JACK LYNCH: When I was out in Fresh |21 CDs of same photographs in color. And that
22 Kills, there was a lot of steel out there and 22 will be submitted to SHPO. In addition,
23 artifacts out there in Fresh Kills, 23 we'll be submitting it to HABS and other
24 Question: Has it all been removed in 24 documentation that Port Authority may have in
25 Fresh Kills? I want to know if it has been 25 regard to the two towers. That should
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1 probably, I think it's going out, assuming 1 from HAER. As soon as we have that, we'll
2 that it's been delivered to our offices, , 2 put it in the sleeves and send it to them.
3 either tonight or tomorrow. They requested 3 The set that will be given to SHPO will be
4 two copies. I believe New York SHPO, 4 given to the State archives, as well. 1
5 they're not here right now so I can't speak 5 would assume that we'll get a comment or two
6 to them, but I believe they contacted 6 from Kathy about what we're submitting to
7 National Park and HABS back in June. 7 her.
8 MR. JOEL KLEIN: They did and they asked 8 MR. JOEL KLEIN: What I've heard is a
9 them one question which was how many copies 9 description of what may barely qualify as the
10 do we send them. And that was the extent. 10 minimal level of HAER recording, which is the
11 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I can't speak 11 kind of thing you do when you demolish an
12 for New York SHPO, but the Port will be 12 outhouse that's historically significant.
13 transmitting the HABS HAER Photography to New | 13 Level one HAER recording would certainly
14 York SHPO., 14 involve measured drawings, at the very
15 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Will you be waiting to 15 least. And I think if anyone had even
16 initiate demolition until you've had time for 16 bothered --
17 HAER to indicate whether or not the récording 17 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: Joel, we are using
18 is adequate to their standards? 18 (inaudible) to illustrate the photo
19 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: It's being 19 locations.
20 submitted to New York SHPO. The process 20 MR. JOEL KLEIN: I think the concern
21 fot the northwest slabs mitigation has been 21 here was that there was a commitment, or at
22 decided. We'll go forward with that 22 least we understood a commitment, on the part
23 project. It's being done by Silverstein 23 of LMDC, not Port Authority, to consult with
24 Properties. 24 HABS HAER. And that commitment does not
25 MR. JOEL KLEIN: You're not really 25 appear to have been honored. This relates to
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1 answering the question which is: How do we 1 the coordination issue that we're talking
2 Know that what you are submitting to HAER 2 about. The situation with the Port Authority
3 will, in fact, satisfy HAER standards. .And 3 now is possibly being hampered by the
4 if HAER comes back and says no, this is not 4 reluctance of LMDC to comply with commitment.
5 an adequate recordation, and you've proceeded | 5 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I don't think
6 with the demolition of 6 World Trade, we have 6 there's any reluctance to comply. And I
7 - a problem. 7 can't speak for LMDC, but the HABS HAER photo
8 MR. BILL WONG: I think, if John wants 8 was taken by our consultant, as John just
9 to discuss how the recordation is done and to 9 explained. It is being submitted to New York
10 what extend that previous recordation was 10 SHPO as they requested. I believe that
11 done, that this should be pretty much 11 they contacted in June. 1 can't speak for
12 consistent. There shouldn't be any issue. 12 New York SHPO,
13 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: The process was done |13 MR. JOEL KLEIN: HABS HAER recordation
14 at our standards. (inaudible) large format i4 is not just photography. And it's not a
15 cameras, processed archival standards. 15 difficult thing to either talk to the people
16 Prints were made from the negatives. 16 at HAER about what would be appropriate or
17 Standard process that we used. Approximately |17 even -- in fact, I noticed the original
18 30 photographs were taken across the site; 18 proposals never referenced any of the HABS
19 everywhere from establishing shots to close 19 HAER standards or manuals which lay out in
20 detail shots of things that we needed to 20 detail exactly what would be appropriate for
21 illustrate. It's a standard recordation. As 21 a HAER recording of a site of this level of
22 they index the photos and as little bit of 22 importance. And we have no way of knowing
23 testing that goes with it, everything is 23 how you're matching up with those standards
24 done, 24 and guidelines.
25 We're waiting now to get a number 25 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: Their recordation was
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1 done at HAER standards. We've been doing 1 MR. JACK LYNCH: At that point? Fine.
2 this for years. We're very familiar with the 2 Thank you.
3 standards and we've complied with it. 3 MR. PETER GOELZ: Any other questions?
4 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Next question? | 4 MR. BILL WONG: We have to clarify that
5 MR. JACK LYNCH: I would like a question 5 the project is on its way. We may be able to
6 on the issue, if you haven't complied, which 6 get these comments back if there are -
7 you indicated you haven't complied totally 7 comments. We don't anticipate comments. I
8 with the requirements, how can you say that 8 haven't heard any discussion that there will
9 it will go ahead? 9 be comments. I don't know this additional
10 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I didn't say we |10 level, but in terms of the construction or
11 didn't comply. 11 the deconstruction of those slabs, there is a
12 MR, JACK LYNCH: If you haven't received 12 set schedule that we have discussed with
13 the necessary approval you need from this 13 everyone, And that project is still going to
14 group? 14 be proceeding. '
15 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: What I said is, |15 MR. JACK LYNCH: That's a different
16 we've taken the HAER photography according to | 16 response than what he gave.
17 their regs and rules. It's being submitted 17 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Could you discuss it
18 to New York SHPO as they requested, and 18 with us?
19 also copies will be given to HABS. And 19 MR. JACK LYNCH: I would like a definite
|20 eventually, John, you can correct me if I'm 20 answer from both the LMDC and the Port
21 wrong, a set goes to the National Archives. 21 Authority, from both of them, that you will
22 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: Yes. 22 not go ahead until you get approval on this
23 MR. JACK LYNCH: My question is: Have 23 issue. That's my question. And if you do
24 you received an answer from them? 24 that, I think you violated the law.
25 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: They have not {25 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: What's going to
Page 66 Page 68
1 received a HABS HAER -- 1 happen, the HABS HAER photography that was
2 MR. JACK LYNCH: Then how can you say 2 taken is being submitted to New York SHPO.
3 you'll go ahead if you haven't received -- 3 They will comment on it. Whatever they
4 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: We are not 4 comment, we will make sure that you get a
5 going forward with the deconstruction today, 5 copy of if, if that's what you're asking.
6 I can tell you that much. 6 MR. JACK LYNCH: I'm asking, how can you
7 MR. JACK LYNCH: Are you going to go 7 go ahead without getting approval?
8 ahead before you get an answer, that's my 8 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: It's going to
9 question? 9 be submitted to New York SHPO --
10 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: The documents |10 MR. JACK LYNCH: I'm not asking that
11 have been submitted. They will comply. 11 question. I don't care what you submit. If
12 MR. JACK LYNCH: My question, are you 12 you don't have approval from them, how can
13 going to go ahead, regardless of whether you 13 you go ahead?
14 get the documentation back from them, or 14 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: What I'm saying
15 not? 15 - _
16 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: We will follow |16 MR. BILL WONG: It's a comment.
17 the rules and regs and submit it to New York 17 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: What will
18 SHPO and they will respond. 18 happen is, New York SHPO will comment if
19 MR. JACK LYNCH: And then will you wait 19 they approve of the photographer or they do
20 until you receive a responsible answer from 20 not approve of the photography.
21 them before you proceed? 21 MR, JACK LYNCH: What if they do not
22 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Most likely the |22 approve?
23 response will go te LMDC and we'll probably 23 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: We will have to
24 be copied on it. And at that point, they 24 answer their questions before we do anything
25 will go forward with their project. 25 else.
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1 MR. JOEL KLEIN: The review is not so 1 you can relocate it to that it wouldn't have
2 much the SHPO review as it is the review 2 to keep needing to be relocated. We think
3 from HAER, 3 the best course of action, and we'll discuss
4 MR. BILL WONG: Right. 4 it, is to take that and ship it once out to
5 MR. PETER GOELZ: Do we have an answer? | 5 JFK and hold it there, rather than move it
6 MR. JOEL KLEIN: I'm curious, I just 6 around the site to various locations, so the
7 heard they said that everyone is aware of the 7 construction and the risk of damaging it
8 plans. Is there a schedule for the 8 every time you take it and move it. So
9 demolition? Is there a date? 9 that's what we're thinking about.
10 MR. PETER GOELZ: Peter can update. 10 Right now the current plan is leave it
11 MR. BILL WONG: Peter, if you want to -- 11 in place until such time that construction
12 we'll get to -- 12 has to move it. We think the best course of
13 MR. PETER RINALDI: The truck work, 13 preserving that would be to take it, log it,
14 they're installing bar-backs to stabilize the 14 keep it up with the artifacts out at Kennedy
15 stone wall in preparation of removing 15 and find out how it is going to be used.
16 slabs. They've also done some preparation on |16 That's kind of our thinking.
17 steel that supports Vesey Street. The 17 MR. JACK LYNCH: Are you talking about
18 schedule is to get those in probably and 18 the cross?
19 finish that work sometime around mid to late 19 MR. PETER RINALDI: Yes, the cross
20 August, and then begin removal of slabs 20 that's from the piece of the skin from the
21 starting in probably the northwest corner and 21 building. ‘
22 working their way east way across the site. 22 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Do you have any
23 That's approximately where the plan is. 23 further ideas for the Vesey Street
24 MR. PETER GOELZ: You want to talk about |24 staircase? Because I know a lot of us are
25 the disposition? 25 concerned about what's going to happen with
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1 MR. PETER RINALDI: No, there was a 1 that.
2 question raised last time about the cross of 2 MR. PETER GOELZ: We'll get to that.
3 the steel beam that's on the site and what 3 MR. PETER RINALDI: There was a question
4 was going to happen to it. 4 raised about what will happen with that.
5 It happens to be located over here on 5 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: I wanted to go back
6 Church Street. That was a piece of naturally 6 in the part of the conversation. Just
7 occurring steel that was found in September 7 listening to it. It seems to me that if you
8 of 2001, over in the site near the World 8 have provided those photos to the
9 Trade Center 6 area. It was erected -- justso| 9 preservation groups when they asked for them
10 . you know, it was erected on the remnants of |10 previously, you wouldn't be so close to your
11 what was the north bridge in the beginning of |11 demolition point. And if they found a piece
12 October. It was blessed by Father Brian. It 12 or two that they thought was significant, it
13 remained there, remain at that location until |13 would have been no skin off your teeth to
14 it was necessary to relocate It at the plan 14 preserve it, and you wouldn't have to have
15 of reopening West Street after the demolition |15 this adversary back and forth.
16 of remnant structure. It was then moved in 16 If they asked for it in the last
17 February of 2002 to its present location. 17 consulting party meeting, here we are at
18 Our current plans are to leave it in 18 another one and they still haven't received
19 that location until such time as construction 19 it. Ithink if you had a timely turnaround,
20 of the site necessitates it being moved. 20 they may have reviewed it and thought that
21 That's probably a year or two out; depending |21 you made very good choices. That wouldn't
22 on how things go in terms of the 22 have been such a big deal for you.
23 construction. 23 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I hear you,
24 We think, in looking at the entire site, 24 Thank you very much,
25 there's really not an area on the site that 25 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: I have a general
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1 comment on the idea of mitigation that was 1 World Trade Center. Expose them down to the
2 used for 6 World Trade Center, which was 2 concrete slab, the columns. But the only
3 continuation of what was done during the 3 areas that would not be exposed as part of
4 emergency, where someone was selecting what 4 this would be the area of the two World Trade
5 seemed to be intriguing or significant 5 Center footprints in the PATH right-of-way
6 pieces, remnants that would then be removed 6 and some of the existing stuff that Peter
7 to somewhere else or dispositions at some 7 will talk about. But we are committed to
8 point in the future. 8 doing that.
9 I think that's very far away from the 9 MR, JACK LYNCH: Lou, will that also
10 way you have to approach other parts of this 10 include the interior support, the core?
11 site as far as mitigation where you're 11 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Yes.
12 looking at a place, it has its integrity in 12 MR. PETER RINALDI: Maybe I can show you
13 - place. The footprints are not something that 13 what we've been talking about doing. We are
14 you can remove and take out to Kennedy 14 committed with LMDC to doing the
15 Airport and put in a memorial center in the 15 documentation. So there's a lot of material
16 future. I think, I see that same approach, 16 there that has been brought in over the
17 sort of picking significant remnants, sort of 17 years,
18 continuing through this project. And I see 18 But what we plan to do, this is the area
19 that like having a head-on collision. Maybe 19 of the footprint of Tower 1 runs into
20 this is another segue for you. I hope. 20 approximately in.this area here. The bridge
21 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Actually, it is. 21 lands right down into the print. But the box -
22 This is part of what we'll be discussing 22 runs under here. '
23 today. 23 What we plan to do, we would scrape off
24 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: I would have hoped | 24 the heavy material, take some equipment in
25 that you took more of that approach with 6 25 there and sweep down and try to expose what's
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1 World Trade of seeing some of the remnants as | 1 there on the concrete, including the
2 things that were inherent to the place 2 perimeter and the interior supports there,
3 where they still are, and not sort of picking 3 Some of that area is rough and damaged.
4 something up with a crane and putting it on a 4 Pieces of the slabs are crushed; that
5 truck. But I guess maybe that's a moot point 5 happened during the collapse and recovery.
6 by now. 6 One of the reasons the fill is there, to even
7 But I do think that I would have 7 it out and also for drainage. So we would do
8 preferred that that approach to start earlier 8 that.
9 in the process. 9 And Tower 2, which is over in this
10 MR, PETER GOELZ: I mean, we can't focus |10 location here, we could clean off this here -
11 on 6 World Trade Center this afternoon. 11 and expose what we can. As you know, most of
12 I want to want move, if we could, to the 12 it, almost half of it was under PATH, It
13 documentation of the footprints. I know 13 would be difficult to get everything down.
14  that's a critical issue. Let's see if we can 14 But we would remove that material. We plan
15 spend some real time. Lou and Peter, wil 15 to go through photo documentation, getting
16 you follow up? 16 the original plans for the basement of the
17 MR. LOUIS MENNO: I wanted to follow up 17 Trade Center and delineating any scenes to
18 about your concerns about the documentation 18 see if any of those features are there, to
19 of the footprints and the column bases within 19 mark it off, off of the original construction
20 the bathtub. 20 drawing. We actually used those to know
21 The Port Authority and LMDC are 21 where things were when we were searching. So
22 committed to doing that documentation of the |22 we would do that.
23 footprints, And we will be temporarily 23 And then we plan to put the material
24 uncovering and removing the soil and the fill 24 back over it. We may even add some material
25 25 in there to help with drainage protection and

that covers the footprints of both 1 and 2

Transcription by Jane Rose Reporting
1-212-727-7773 www.janerose.net




WTC Transportation Hub Permanent WTC PATH Terminal
Section 106 Consulting Parties Meeting - July 20, 2004

Page 77 Page 79
1 leveling of that to keep it preserved. 1 the Consulting Parties so they can see the
2 That's the plan. We plan to do that 2 footprints in an uncovered state? Frankly, I
3 probably sometime between now and the fall, 3 think we're the only ones that have been on
4 as we're looking to get a contract together. 4 the footprints when they've been cleaned off,
5 It is a major amount of work in terms of 5 S0 you can get a sense of what you're really
6 taking all that material, sweeping, and there will| 6 standing in. That you're standing in a total
7 be a photographer and documentation. It 7 historic footprint; not just the columns that
8 would be videotaped. 8 define the footprints, but the space and
9 Nothing would be happening on the 9 everything that they defined wholistically.
10 footprints. There's no plan for anything to 10 That's what I would ask.
11 happen on the footprints of any kind of 11 While you already have them cleaned off,
12 permanent nature until construction goes 12 if you could just squeeze in a tour for the
13 forward with the station. We talked about 13 Consulting Parties so they can experience
14 that. The only work that is going on is the 14 that.
15 preparation for the demolition of 6. All of 15 MR, PETER RINALDI: We'll consider it.
16 that is going to be north of the footprint 16 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: That's
17 areas. We've made sure the contractor that's 17 something that we'll consider. It's a timing
18 doing that work, put in a staging area and a 18 ' issue and may be on short notice, but we'll
19 fence line north of the footprints so they'll 19 definitely -- .
20 be inside that area. He does have to drive 20 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: That's why I'm
21 across the footprint. We've done that all in 21 putting the request in now.
22 the recovery. There's no way to access it 22 MR. PETER GOELZ: Any other questions on
23 without going over it. But their work area 23 this? Because we have a few more,
24 would be north of here. You'll see today, we 24 particularly the percentage issue I want to
25 have trailers. We've made sure they marked 25 get to because I know that's important.
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1 the areas of the footprints and temporary 1 Any other questions on this? The
2 trailers outside that area. So that's the 2 request is in, ‘
3 plan in terms of going forward with the 3 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: On the documentation
4 document,. 4 . issue, you're showing it in an aerial
5 MR. JACK LYNCH: I know this has nothing | 5 photograph. We just suggest some kind of
6 to do with the actual -- but both the LMDC 6 photograph that captures the actua} outlines.
7 and Port Authority, and I want to put this 7 MR. PETER RINALDI: We can. That's
8 into the record, that they assured us they'll 8 actually, that picture was probably taken
9 try to preserve 97 percent of the north tower | 9 from the Financial Center. It looked about a
10 and 50 percent of the south tower. 10 time of May 30th after the last beam
11 MR. PETER GOELZ: We'll be getting to 11 ceremony,
12 that. 12 We plan on trying to get an aerial.
13 MR. PETER RINALDI: Next. It's right 13 MR. JOEL KLEIN: You may want to
14 around those percentages. 14 consider the possibility of figuring out what
15 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Peter, I want to | 15 scale would be most appropriate for the
16 thank the Port Authority and LMDC for finally |16 photography. You may wind up with a better
17 making this commitment to clean off the few |17 photograph utilizing a camera on a crane or
18 inches of dirt that obstruct these remains to 18 balloon camera that's tethered at the site.
19 properly photograph and document them. 19 MR. PETER RINALDI: I'm not the expert
20 We've really felt that was important for 20 on the photography. These were high aerials
21 some time now, at least nine months or so. 21 here that have been flown just recently.
22 Can I ask that you provide, once the 22 This is not --
23 footprints are cleaned off, once the 23 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Understand, aerials
24 footprints are cleaned off for this 24 work well, but the problem from surrounding
25 documentation, could you provide a tour for 25 buildings is it's going to be oblique. While
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1 obliques are helpful in some regard, you want 1 MR, PETER RINALDI: Did we touch on the
2 a true vertical photo or a crane photo. It 2 --
3 might work. So I'm recommending that you 3 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: Can I ask a
4 might want to consider those. 4 question? Where the potential impact, you
5 MR. LOUIS MENNO: The next area we want | 5 have a dotted line under potential affect on
6 to talk was the area within the bathtub, 6 the south tower --
7 specifically the PATH infrastructure and the 7 " MR. LOUIS MENNO: This.is where we were
8 impacts on the footprints of both 1 and 2 8 talking, if you remember at the last meeting,
9 World Trade Center as well as the-interior 9 we indicated that to maintain the level of
10 columns. And that's important. And we 10 service during construction of the PATH
11 wanted to take you through that and go a 11 facilities, that either one or two of the
12 little more detail about it. 12 existing tracks would have to be taken out of
13 As we mentioned the last time, that the 13 service for construction. And what we said
14 PATH right-of-way and the new tracks, the new |14 was that we would put in an additional track
15 permanent tracks, will be virtually in the 15 in this general area here on a temporary
16 same location, and the same configuration as 16 basis. That would be used to provide
17 they were before September 11. So the track |17 adequate service publicly, as we take
i8 configuration will remain the same as it was 18 either one or two tracks out of service. We
19 before. 9/11. Five tracks. No more than five 19 need this other track during construction.
20 tracks. 20 However, that track will be removed upon
21 The original station had three 21 completion of the transportation project so
22 platforms. The new will have four platforms, 22 that we will go back to this configuration
23 some cars in length and three of the 23 that we have here. So that temporary track
24 platforms will be in the same location, the 24 here has potential interim short-term impacts
25 same configuration as they once were before, 25 on the footprint area as well as some of the
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1 And with the addition of this fourth platform 1 columns.
2 that we're talking about, we'll talk in more 2 MR. JACK LYNCH: And also in the north
3 detail. 3 tower?
4 What we mentioned before at prior 4 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Yes, right in here.
5 meetings was that before September 11, in 1 5 Right in this area.
6 World Trade Center, the PATH right-of-way did | 6 MR. PETER GOELZ: But the permanent
7 not touch any of the footprint or the columns 7 impact was approximately two percent
8 of 1 World Trade Center. And in the pre-9/11 | 8 additional in the south tower and a little
9 condition, the PATH right-of-way here 9 more than three percent in the north tower.
10 occupied approximately half of the footprint 10 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: Can I just say
11 of 2 World Trade Center. And with the 11 something? My only concern is that I
12 addition of the fourth platform, that has an 12 remember being in a meeting probably two
13 impact on the north tower footprint, as well 13 years ago with the Port Authority when they
14 as some of the other columns here. And we 14 were talking about the temporary station.
15 will be impacting approximately 3 percent of 15 And they told us, "It's temporary. It's not
16 the footprint area. While in 2 World Trade 16 permanent. We're going to do everything we
17 Center, we occupied four percent before, we 17 can not to put it in the bathtub area, but we
18 will now encroach by another two percent. So |18 - need to put it in a temporary structure to
19 approximately 50 percent of the area within 2 |19 get the PATH back up and running."
20 World Trade Center will be impacted by the 20 And I knew sitting there that there's no
21 new PATH infrastructure that will be built as 21 such thing as a temporary structure. You
22 part of the transportation hub. 22 were never going to come back and all of a
23 MR. PETER GOELZ: Why don't we tatk 23 sudden demolish it and rebuild it, which
24 about the need for the platform? I think 24 you're not. So I'm a little concerned when
25 they're all interconnected. 25 you say you're going to put a track and then
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1 remove it. 1 MR. BRUCE DESELL: Well, they named it
2 MR. LOUIS MENNO: What we have thereis | 2 the World Trade Center and the World Trade
3 a temporary station. It has not been 3 Center doesn't exist anymore either.
4 designed for the long haul. It's not climate 4 MS. ANTHOULA KATSIMATIDES: That was a
5 controlled by any stretch of the 5 symbolic thing. People know where it was.
6 imagination. So that will be gone over the 6 MR. BILL WONG: People know where it
7 next several years as we build this 7 -was.
8 transportation terminal. 8 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: And it's just
9 MR. PETER GOELZ: Your concern is: Is 9 location.
10 the temporary track really going to be 10 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: But all of our
11 temporary? 11 conversations with the Port Authority early
12 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Yes. We made that 12 on, when we first had discussions about the
13 commitment last time. And we will say it 13 reintroduction of the PATH train, was that,
14 again, that is just a temporary track that 14 you know, we conceded to that without much of
15 will be put in during construction to 15 a fuss, not that a fuss has done us any good
16 maintain the level of service. The Port 16 anyway, but we conceded to it and we were
17 Authority has publicly said that we will 17 silent on it. And we said to the people who
18 maintain an adequate level of service for 18 were present in that room, you probably
19 PATH. But once the construction is finished, 19 remember their names, we-have no problem, all
20 that track will be removed and we will go 20 ask is that you name it World Trade Center
21 back to the original configuration of only 21 Memorial Station so people understand --
22 five tracks. 22 especially when you -- forget about the
23 MR. PETER GOELZ: Guaranteed? 23 temporary station, but when you create the
24 MR. LOUIS MENNO: Guaranteed. 24 new station, something, you know, the naming
25 MR. PETER RINALDI: Originally, back in 25 of that station should reflect the fact that
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1 January, we thought that track might have to 1 it's not the World Trade Center. The World
2 be permanent because of work on the wall. We 2 Trade Center along with the 3,000 people that
3 made that determination that it be 3 died there, that it's Trade Center Memorial
4 temporary. ' 4 Station or something that reflects the fact
5 When you say temporary, it will be made on 5 that this is a place of --
6 what's there. The electrical work. It will 6 MR. JACK LYNCH: Actually, it was at
7 all be taken off and removed. It also, if 7 LMDC meeting, an early one, where we
8 you see, it actually goes through, the 8 suggested that they call it the World Trade
9 temporary track goes through the basin 9 Center Memorial Station, and that within the
10 through the area that's being proposed. It 10 station somehow reflect memorial artifacts
11 needs to come out. We don't have a problem. 11 what happened in 9/11. Everybody at the
12 MR. BRUCE DESELL: My question is why is 12 meeting agreed to it,
13 it that when they opened the station, they 13 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: But also, too, the
14 named the station Memorial Station? 14 LMDC deferred to the Port Authority in terms
15 MR. LOUIS MENNO: I believe we have 15 of this. Now you're asking Anthoula, but
16 answered that question. And the question 16 they told us that it was a Port Authority.
17 that was asked was about the name of the 17 issue and we conceded to the original
18 naming of the temporary station, 18 configuration. We never conceded to
19 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: World Trade Center | 19 additions. And what we really feel is that
20 Memorial. 20 especially considering that the south tower,
21 MS. ANTHOULA KATSIMATIDES: 1 think at 21 half of it is covered with these tracks,
22 the time the answer that was given was 22 specifically transversed the south tower, it
23 because it wasn't the memorial. The memorial 23 would be very easy for the Port Authority and
24 was what we were calling (inaudible) 24 FTA to incorporate that somehow into the
25 at the time. 25 experience. And that was what we really
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1 asked that you consider. And also with the 1 hour, the service was in the 20-some odd
2 name, the name Is something very easy to do. | 2 thousand riders per hour.,
3 People are not going to think the train 3 When we're looking forward, we're going
4 station is the memorial. They're going to 4 to be experiencing about 30,000 passengers in
5 know that they're coming to a site -- 5 that peak period, morning or evening. So
6 MR, TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I think we've | 6 there's going to be a significant increase in
7 heard you before. I wasn't at the other 7 the passenger ridership. _
8 meetings, but I know that's a very sensitive 8 I just want to jump back to where we are
9 subject with a lot of individuals. And the 9 in the temporary station. Although the
10 Port Authority is going to consider it and 10 configuration was set up with three
11 we'll talk to the FTA about it. 11 platforms, which were ten-car platforms, one
12 MS. ANTHOULA KATSIMATIDES: I don't 12 platform was actually a limited-service
13 think it's the time for that. i3 platform, which was the platform closest to
14 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: One of the 14 the 1 and 9 lines. The reason was because of
15 issues, I know that Lou or Mark may be 15 its width. It was not as wide of a platform
16 speaking on it, regarding the experience, 16 as the other platforms which were full-width,
17 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: I am Bernie 17 ten-car platforms.
18 McNeilly., Some people were asking at the 18 So, basically, PATH, from an operations
19 last meeting what was some of the 19 perspective, had used platform A to alight and
20 justification of a platform D, which is the 20 deboard passengers on an emergency basis,
21 furthest of the most west platform. 21 It's also where they stored a lot of their
22 What I want to do I is briefly describe 22 trains; particularly in the overnight,
23 from an operational prospective is what that 23 non-peak periods. What does that mean
24 need is. I believe Lou touched upon it as 24 pre-9/11? It meant that these two platforms
25 far as the operations are concerned. But I 25 were the primary platforms that had service
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1 want to talk in the context about what 1 coming from both Newark to World Trade Center
2 occurred in pre-9/11 and then talk about 2 and from Hoboken to World Trade Center. Keep
3 what's going on in the temporary station. 3 in mind, PATH used to be two separate
4 And then talk about the future. And that 4 systems, and then it became one system. So
5 should set the context for you to understand 5 we had two lines coming into the same point.
6 what's being done and why. 6 And there were often cases, pre-9/11, where
7 Pre-911, whether you folks realize it or 7 there were two trains that would be
8 not, although for a number of years there was | 8 deboarding at the same time but different
9 a fairly constant level of ridership to World - 9 tracks because one would be Newark train and
10 Trade Center, over the last several years, 10 one would be a Hoboken train.
11 just prior to 9/11 there was .an experiential 11 What happened? A lot of these trains,
12 growth. And largely it was due because of 12 when they're near capacity, as you recall, we
13 the increased service to say midtown direct 13 were having 20,000 some-odd passengers on a
14 to Penn Station. Penn Station was more 14 daily basis. For those have you who traveled
15 crowded. There were more and more people |15 down to World Trade Center, it was fairly
16 that were trying to ultimately get to 16 tight. Roughly speaking, as tight as a car
17 downtown lower Manhattan that were using 17 can get, you can cram in without breathing,
18 PATH. : i8 about 130 people in a car. But generally
19 So by the time September 11 occurred, 19 speaking, it's pretty uncomfortable to stand
20 there was approximately about 67,000 20 there as a straphanger when you're in excess
21 passengers using the World Trade Center 21 of 100 or 110 people. ‘But what that meant,
22 terminal on a daily basis. 22 when a car train came in, there were about a
23 From a peak period perspective, which is |23 thousand people that were coming in and
24 the peak period is generally the a.m. rush 24 deboarding. And it generally takes about two
25 25 minutes to clear a platform. But what was

hour or the p.m. rush hour, The a.m. rush
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1 happening was because of all the increased 1 them to have only eight-car capability where
2 ridership pre-9/11, that we were having 2 they once had ten-car capability. What it
3 situations where because of the increased 3 means in a ridership day, we can only handle
4 ridership going in the opposite direction, 4 about 50,000 riders.
5 because of reversed commuters going to Jersey | 5 Now, I know a lot of people have been
6 City, a lot of the businesses were going to 6 asking the question, have we over designed
7 the Jersey City waterfront. We had a lot of 7 our ridership? We're projecting by the time
8 ' passengers coming into the system and were 8 a few years out, that we'll have 50,000
9 going in the opposite direction. So they 9 riders, We had programed to have about
10 were trying to get down stairways or these 10 30,000 riders at this point in time. I think
11 thousand people that were trying to get up 11 we took the ridership numbers in May. We
12 escalators. 12 were ramping up from zero to 50. - And it
13 Literally speaking, from a vertical 13 should have been around 30,000. We're at
14 circulation perspective, just having one 14 36,000. What that means, is that we are
15 person going down a stairway effectively will 15 already exceeding our ridership projections.
16 block 30 some-odd people that are going up 16 And so it also is kind of a testament that
17 that stairway. What that meant, you were 17 our projections are on the mark of what we
18 developing, a cue or there were people 18 think we need.
19 waiting just physically waiting in a herd. I 19 Having said that, moving forward, when
20 don't know if any of you remember that, 20 all the infrastructure buildup happens in
21 - because I used to do it all the time, that 21 lower Manhattan, we're expecting 80,000
22 you were standing in a cue or a herd to get 22 riders. So we're going from 50, pre-9/11 of
23 up the stairs. 23 the 67, we going to 80. The only way that we
24 The problem is when you were having -- 24 can safely get people to alight and board on
25 when it was taking some time because people |25 a platform is by having an additional
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1 were coming down to get onto a train and you | 1 platform.
2 were trying to go up, that cue, there might 2 Now, Lou had mentioned that the Track 5
3 have been upwards of a couple of hundred 3 is temporary track. What that will allow us
4 people that had not yet gotten off the 4 to do is have flexibility so that if we're
5 platform, and yet you had another train 5 working on another platform, that we can
6 coming in with another thousand people. And 6 still maintain a level of service. And we'll
7 then what was happening in the peak period of | 7 be able to take that track out when all of
8 time, is that it was kind of a domino 8 the work is done. But this platform will
9 effect. And what it meant was that -- PATH 9 also allow us, in the future condition, to
10 didn't have the ability to get as much trains 10 have people get off the train on this
11 ‘coming through the track system as it could 11 platform, while people are getting on the
12 have possibly done. 12 train from the other platforms. Itis a much
13 Generally speaking, PATH can run about 13 safer situation and will allow us to make
14 30 trains through the World Trade Center in 14 sure we're maintaining our 30 cars per hour
15 any particular peak hour. What's limiting 15 SO we can be able to achieve and meet the
16 the 30 trains is the fact that we've got the 16 ridership projections that we're expecting,
17 existing infrastructure under the river. We 17 which is in excess of 80,000 come the design
18 just physically can't get any more trains 18 year. '
19 through from optimizing our rail perspective 19 ‘And that is pretty much a generalization
20 of getting people in and out of the service. 20 of some things we needed to contemplate as
21 So that was kind of what was happening 21 far as why we needed that additional five
22 pre-9/11. We were pretty much near capacity |22 track.
23 at the existing system as is. 23 Is that clear or does anybody have
24 Where we are now, is that although we 24 any questions? '
25 have restored these platforms, we've restored |25 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Yes, couple of things.

Transcription by Jane Rose Reporting
1-212-727-7773 www.janerose.net




WTC Transportation Hub Permanent WTC PATH Terminal
Section 106 Consulting Parties Meeting - July 20, 2004

Page 97 Page 99
1 At the last Consulting Parties meeting, 1 their buddy and for the next one. Somebody
2 I asked about the basis for the ridership 2 will scream down, hold the door. What ends
3 projection, which is ultimately the basis for 3 up occurring is that anywhere from 20 seconds
4 the need for the fourth platform. And you 4 to a minute to a minute and-a-haif that
5 referred me back to the EIS, Chapter 8 and 5 you're delaying. What's happening in a peak
6 the appendix there. Quite frankly, I don't 6 period where you're trying to cram through 30
7 see it there. . 7 trains per hour to meet the service, you have
8 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: It wasn't there. 8 great difficulty in meeting that service.
9 I'll admit, because I was one of the people 9 What he ends up having to do is to rush
10 in the back room saying it was in the 10 through in a period of time where you're
11 appendix. It's not in the appendix. What 11 going to have two vehicles on the same
12 it's in, the DEIS has got the ridership 12 platform at the same time. It's a changed
13 numbers and it's in Chapter 8 in summary 13 condition because that takes an issue of it
14 format, which is in a small table where we 14 just being a nice to have because it will
15 talk about what the peak period is and what |15 improve level of service to creating a safety
16 the both a.m. and p.m. of what the ridership |16 condition. Because then we can no longer
17 numbers are. But we did not include the 17 safely get people off the platforms and into
18 actual projections as part of the appendix. 18 an area of safe refuge. From a domino
19 MR. JOEL KLEIN: That's what we would 19 perspective, it will create a situation that
20 like to see, along with the report that went 20 you don't really want to go and try to create
21 with the methodology so that an independent | 21 a safety situation. You want to make sure
22 evaluation can be made of that because quite | 22 that you're optimizing it to the best you
23 frankly, the fourth platform is a concern. 23 can.
24 And we recognize if you take the projections |24 MR. PETER GOELZ: Your question, you
25 and assume the projections are correct, and |25 want to see the data?
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1 logically they're for maximized level of 1 MR. JOEL KLEIN: We want to see the data
2 service, you would like that fourth 2 on the ridership. And that then relates to
3 platform. 3 the question: Did the Port Authority have
4 So we want to make sure that in fact 4 any plans to address the problem before
5 you're correct in your assumptions. We would | 5 9/11? Were there any solutions in terms of
6 prefer that fourth platform not be there, 6 maybe additional egress and digress platforms
7 quite frankly to avoid impinging any more 7 to the platforms, some other solution other
8 than necessary -- 8 than an additional platform?
9 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: It's actually not 9 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: PATH actually
10 as simple as saying we would like the 10 would want five platforms.. One of the
11 platform; we need the platform. And let me 11 reasons was that when you were locking at the
12 explain why, ‘ 12 old H&M terminal, way back when, there were
13 I was talking about the domino effect 13 five platforms. There was actually a
14 about couple of hundred people trying to get | 14 preference to have five because it maximized
15 up the stairways and escalators. As that 15 operational flexibility.
16 occurs and trains coming through, and you 16 One of the things we identified in our
17 have reverse commuters trying to get on a 17 .DEIS is that as a compromise and to make sure
18 train and rushing to get down, what happens a | 18 we're handling operational issues to the best
19 lot of times, and it's a human issue, people 19 we can, we try to determine a hybrid solution
20 hold the train door. Kevin Lejda just goes 20 which was the existing three platform
21 nuts over that. He used to hate when people |21 situation, which was the pre-9/11 World Trade
22 are holding train doors. And the reason is, 22 Center system, to what is actually the
23 he has a great difficulty to try to maintain 23 desirable situation which was to have five
24 the train timings. But what happens is, 24 platforms, hence the reason why the four
25 people hold that door, they'll hold it for 25 platforms came in. It is not the desired
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1 function that the PATH would want. And 1 the towers were there, would you propose this
2 actually we're already in a compromised 2 solution?
3 situation. 3 MS. ANTHOULA KATSIMATIDES: I don't
4 MR. PETER GOELZ: But your question was, | 4 think there would be such an increased
5 pre-9/11, were there’some other solutions on 5 ridership. Don't forget, the increased
6 the drawing board on how to relieve this 6 ridership will come from all the new
7 problem that did not involve a fourth? 7 developments that are going to happen.
8 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Yes and that kind of 8 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: It seems to me
9 relates to the next point I want to make. 9 that you have a lot less office space and a
10 Probably most important thing I'll say here 10 lot of the buildings that are being renovated
11 today. 11 and new buildings going up were residential.
12 The Families/Coalition really feels 12 MS. ANTHOULA KATSIMATIDES: Americas
13 there is a need for you to look at a 13 Memorial.
14 three-platform configuration as an 14 MR. JOEL KLEIN: I don't know the answer
15 alternative, and do a side-by-side comparison |15 to this. . ‘
16 so people can really see exactly what the . 16 MS. ANTHOULA KATSIMATIDES: I don't
17 differences are. We think it's something 17 understand why you would contemplate
18 that you're really obligated to do to satisfy 18 jeopardizing thousands of peoples’ lives.
19 your 4-F obligations. We think it is a 19 MR. JOEL KLEIN: That's not the issue.
20 prudent -- is a feasible alternative; whether 20 Do you know what the estimated visitation
21 it's a maximum solution. Probably less 21 is? :
22 desirable in terms of the level of service 22 MS. ANTHOULA KATSIMATIDES: I'have no
23 than the four platform solution, but it is a 23 idea. k
24 doable construction. And that's why that 24 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Do you know what the
25 side-by-side comparison is really necessary. 25 visitation was to the old World Trade
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1 As it stands right now, that is not one of 1 Center?
2 the alternatives that's addressed either in 2 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: With all due
3 EIS or the 4-F statement. 3 respect, let's get back on point.
4 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: I respect your 4 MR. PETER GOELZ: People are asking
5 position. But that's why I spent time to 5 reasonable questions.
6 talk about what the pre-9/11 condition was, 6 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: This is a line of
7 because the pre-9/11 condition with the 7 reasoning that's relevant. Don't cut it off
8 67,000 passengers in a day was already in a 8 with what's already been dealt with. That
9 situation where we were having operational 9 issue has been addressed.
10 difficulties to run things. We're adding in 10 MS. ANTHOULA KATSIMATIDES: Which
11 25 percent ridership on top of that. So 11 issue?
12 you're suggesting that from an operations 12 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: The basis for
13 perspective, that we're going to take what 13 projected ridership. That is a bit of
14 was a less ideal or problematic situation 14 information that's going to be provided. We
15 that existed pre-9/11 and you're going to 15 heard the numbers.
16 make it worse. I want you to be aware of 16 I'm saying if the towers were standing,
17 that. 17 you would not be proposing this solution. So
18 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Well, I guess just take |18 my reasoning is -- excuse me. My reasoning
19 that and try to incorporate within 19 is that you are making a value judgment that
20 that some of the possible solutions you had 20 now that the towers are gone, that this is
21 on the boards pre-9/11 to relieve the 21 the approach you're going to take because you
22 situation. 22 don't think that the memorial or that the
23 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: I would assume |23 historic site has the significance that
24 that if the towers were still there, you 24 merits staying off.
25 wouldn't propose this? Is that right? If 25

In other words, if you're not proposing
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1 going back on the other side of the slurry 1 eight-cars. The plan wasto go to a

2 wall because it would be very expensive. And 2 ten-car.

3 technically extremely difficult. So you're 3 As I mentioned, the World Trade Center

4 respecting that as a value that you wouldn't 4 was already built pre-9/11 with the three

5 do. But going on to the historic site, you're 5 platforms for ten-car platforms. So it would

6 assigning a lower value. It's cultural 6 not need any extensive retrofit. The plan

7 factors versus money versus other things. 7 that was in place that was understudied and

8 And you're looking the it from one side. 8 was emerging to be part of the capital plan,

9 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Actually, I 9 but the planning records were on the book at
10 appreciate your opinion, but I can tell you 10 the time was throughout the entire Newark to
11 on behalf of Port Authority, we're not 11 World Trade Center line was to convert all
12 looking at it one side. We very much 12 the stations to ten-car stations. You can
13 appreciate what your position is, and that's 13 not run ten-car service unless you have
14 one of the reasons why we've been going 14 ten-car platforms throughout the line.

15 through these meetings, We know how 15 I'll get to you in a minute. Basically
16 important this issue is. One of the reasons 16 speaking, for those of you don't know, Newark
17 we wanted to get up here and explain it is 17 to Penn Station was a ten-car platform.
18 because we're trying very hard to determine 18 Harrison, eight cars. Journal Square had ten
19 how we can minimize the impacts because we do{ 19 cars with modifications. There had to be
20 realize how important a resource that is. 20 some adjustments. Grove, eight car.
21 We would not been here today unless we 21 Exchange Place, eight car.
22 were trying to minimize harm for that 22 So the plan, which to do with minor
23 resource. 23 retrofits for the World Trade Center, but it
24 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: So my original 24 was to modify the entire line on other
25 question, if the towers were standing, how 25 stations so you can provide that ten-car
Page 106 Page 108

1 would you propose solving this? 1 service. And we would be able to get that

2 MR. PETER GOELZ: Reasonable question. 2 increased ridership to go from eight-car to

3 MR. JACK LYNCH: Most transit 3 ten-car. '

4 authorities have a five-year protection 4 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: Is that an

5 forward planning. And prior to 9/11, I'm 5 alternative?

6 sure that existed within the Port Authority. 6 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: That plan is

7 So you had already addressed this problem how | 7 feasible today. What is going on and

8 you were going to relieve the additional 8 continued to be planned is to have ten-car

9 ridership that was coming in, You had plans 9 service from Newark to World Trade Center,
10 on the board I'm sure? 10 and this plan is consistent with that.
i1 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Yes. I can 11 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: So you got
12 explain. And Mr, Kornfeld, I think it might 12 something additional, because before you
13 partially explain your concern. 13 would only have three tracks, ten cars. But
14 MR. JACK LYNCH: That's okay. I'll 14 now you have to retrofit everybody to ten
15 continue my question. So I know that you 15 cars, four tracks?

16 already have plans. You had them prior to 16 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Right. We would
17 9/11 how you were going to relieve that 17 have solved the physical issue of being able
18 question, 18 to physical land ten cars in these other

19 Have you addressed those plans to see if 19 stations, but we would not have necessarily
20 they can be incorporated into the situation? 20 addressed, unless we did other means, which
21 MR, BERNIE MCNEILLY: What was going on |21 were just in the planning stages of what we
22 pre-9/11, as some of you may well know, the 22 can do with vertical circulation and

23 Newark to World Trade Center is the heavier 23 whatnot. It didn't progress any further than
24 used line relative to the Hoboken and World 24 planning stages. But that was some of the
25 Trade Line line. And we were running 25 things that would have been -- when I say
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1 minor retrofits, we would have done vertical 1 retrospect, with knowing now the historic
2 circulation work. And we just didn't get 2 resources that exist there, those footprints,
3 there. September 11th occurred and the plans| 3 wouldn't it have be easier to just build a
4 got washed out. We had to restard. 4 temporary station under Church Street and
5 MR. PETER GOELZ: Betsy, do you have a 5 then you could have had ten platforms to your
6 question? 6 heart's content. And now you're faced with
7 MS. ELIZABETH MERRITT: Yes. It looks 7 -this issue that with each platform, and
8 like to me in your plan, you're not extending 8 whether you can justify it or not with your
9 the partial platform that's farthest to the 9 ridership estimates, you're encroaching
10 east. I'm asking why you wouldn't extend 10 further and further into a very priceless
11 it? 11 historic resource. It's just the point of,
12 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Actually it is the 12 it's really unfortunate that that Church
13 same length. Just because of how narrow the |13 Street alternative, which was in the draft
14 platform is, you may not be able to tell from 14 EIS says it's the most feasible, it's
i5 here, and because I spend painfully long days |15 unfortunate that you didn't pursue looking
16 with these plans, this platform A, as far as 16 into it. A lot of us had this concern that
17 some of theé modifications were occurring, was |17 it's really the economics here and the
18 shifted to the north. And the reason was, 18 expediency concerns that are driving this
19 because we had a larger width on the northern | 19 whole issue. And the historic resources and
20 side of the platform, and we had better 20 the power of what the site is, always takes
21 utility of the existing platform A. Platform 21 the back burner. :
22 A, there was not any continual width from the |22 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: I understand your
23 north end to the south end. And we were 23 point., I actually think you're interpreting
24 trying to optimize the south end. But what 24 what was in the DEIS about it being the most
25 we're showing which you can't see on this 25  feasible,
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1 plan, these ten-car trains that you can get 1 If I remember correctly, there was merit
2 ten cars. We just shifted it up. That's the 2 to Church Street and merit to the overbuild.
3 modification to platform A. 3 What we chose to do was to create -- we tried
4 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Question: In the 4 to take the best of both worlds. What's some
5 FOE, it describes that there may be some 5 advantages of the Church Street alternative
6 infrastructure components put into the 6 and what advantages were here. And that's
7 footprints of the two towers. Can you go 7 what we called the hybrid alternative. And
8 into alittle further detail on that at this 8 then we tried to optimize it from that
9 point or is it still preliminary? 9 perspective, ,
10 MR. PETER RINALDI: We can talk about 10 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: But the prime
11 it. 11 advantage of having it on Church Street would
12 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Not treatments. 12 be you wouldn't be encroaching on the
13 Utilities and other things. 13 footprints at all.
14 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Do you want me to | 14 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Again, keep in
15 handle it? 15 mind that what we're talking about is the
16 MR. PETER GOELZ: Let's have a couple 16 historic resources, which is the site.
17 more. ' 17 Although you may be addressing -- we're
18 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: I have a question | 18 trying to not say one particular resource is
19 on this because in the draft EIS, one of the 19 more important than the other. Because the
20 alternatives, the most feasible alternative 20 fact Is, if you tried to avoid this resource,
21 was creating the PATH terminal under Church 21 you would then be coming back and telling us
22 Street. And I believe that it literally just 22 that we're destroying Vesey and E train, and
23 says that that plan is not being pursued 23 then we'd have a different issue.
24 because the economics involved with it; it 24 The fact is because of the site, we will
25 25 be touching elements of the historic resource
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1 one way or the other. You have to recognize 1 agreement. That memorandum to the agreement
2 that. That's part of what the issue is as 2 is the agreement. That's what you're going
3 far as impacts to the overall site, 3 to get.
4 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: You know what, 4 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: You'd also have to
5 I'll say something, and take it anyway you 5 go through another Section 106 process. 1
6 want. From my standpoint, the destruction of 6 don't think you'd want to go through this
7 Vesey and E train, is that what you said, and 7 again.
8 we would come back to you and say those are 8 MR. BILL WONG: We're trying to get a
9 historic sites. I don't think too many 9 memorial in place.
10 people died there. These are the two areas 10 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I need to give
11 where the majority of people worked. So if 11 the court reporter a five-minute break.
12 you.were going to give anything weight of 12 (Off the record.)
13 value, they have much more value than Vesey |13 MR. PETER GOELZ: I'd like to try to
14 Street would have to anybody. I don't think 14 wrap this up in about 15 or 20 minutes
15 we would come back and argue with that that i5 because we are scheduling probably at last
16 ferociously. 16 one, hopefully two more, sessions in August.
17 Can I ask a question? You have 30 17 We could talk about that at the conclusion;
18 trains that can come through underneath the 18 see what people's schedules are. Kevin is
19 Hudson? ! 19 going to speak a little bit about the
20 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: In a peak hour. 20 operations on the transit. We'll take a
21 MS, PATRICIA REILLY: You can never have |21 couple more questions on this and then we'll
22 more than that? |22 move on to other issues.
23 -MR, BERNIE MCNEILLY: We can never have |23 MR. KEVIN LEIDA: My name is Kevin
24 more than that. 24 Lejda, I'm the assistant superintendent for
25 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: Unless you go 25 the transportation division of PATH, train
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1 underground and build more, 1 operation, revenue collection and station
2 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: That was one of 2 services,
3 the constraints, the planning constraints, 3 When Mark had mentioned to me that this
4 that we had with the project is that we were 4 topic would come up today and not having to
5 not rebuilding or creating new tubes so we 5 be able to address with you in the past, I
6 can have additional trackage. That was a 6 thought that this might be an only
7 plahning constraint. 7 opportunity to talk about this and how
8 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: That's a planning 8 important it is for PATH. And maybe I can
9 constraint? Let me ask you this -- 9 talk about the issue in the way that it will
10 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Well, just order 10 help to understand where we are coming from
11 of magnitude. That, one, it's defining a 11 as far as the train operations go.
12 different project. Just look at what's going 12 I heard a couple of questions. Maybe I
13 on with Amtrak with their third tunnel. 13 can help to answer them. One of the
14 That's billions of dollars just for the 14 questions was prior to 9/11, did we have
15 tunnel. 15 plans to help ourselves increase the World
16 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: If after ten years 16 Trade Center handling the passengers. Before
17 or five years, you notice that ridership is 17 9/11, with 265,000 passengers on the PATH
18 more than you anticipated, are you going to 18 train, we had almost zero opportunity to
19 come back and further on those footprints? 19 improve service for the reason running trains
20 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: No. , 20 more frequently, as opposed to World Trade
21 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: How do we know 21 Center 30 trains per hour, the signal system,
22 that? 22 the limitations on that would not allow us to
23 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Part of what we're | 23 do that. The only opportunity through a new
24 doing here is that -- the ultimate goal of 24 car program we have moving forward, would be
25 this entire process is get a memorandum for 25 to lengthen the trains to ten cars from
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1 eight, 1 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: On platform B?
2 That being the case, however, and the 30 2 MR, ROBERT KORNFELD: If it went further
3 trains per hour using the one platform, 3 to the north and had additional circulation
4 coupled with our biggest growing ridership 4 coming in. :
5 base was from New York to New Jersey at that | 5 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: Right up here,
6 time during peak hours to Jersey City 6 above this line here, I think you can see it
7 particularly along Exchange Place waterfront, 7 right here. This is the east to west
8 bringing people in at a faster rate, we're 8 connector that's above at the 264 level.
9 trying to take them out at a faster rate was 9 Come from the platform up to --
10 also problematic. Lengthening the trains, 10 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: You mean proposed-
11 being able to bring more people in and trying |11 connection?
12 to get them off the platform. 12 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: Right.
13 I heard a question come up with the ways |13 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: Not something that
14 we're trying to address the egress from the 14 exists now.
15 platforms. If you had ridden PATH for some 15 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: Not something
16 time before 9/11 over by Akbars, retail deli, 16 that exists now, but is part of the overall
17 there was another stairway and escalators put |17 program that's part of the transportation
18 in from this platform to accommodate that, I 18 hub. And that allows -- Lou went through the
19 can tell you that after that, the options 19 significance of the east/west connector. And
20 were over for the current platform. Get no 20 right at this area right here is that if that
21 people on and off. 21 stair moved any further north, you would be
22 New signal system moving forward about |22 right in that corridor. So you would be
23 the time the permanent station may be done, {23 landing inside the corridor.
24 coming out of line. That may increase our 24 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: That's Fulton
25 chances to move trains quicker through the 25 Street.,
Page 118 Page 120
1 tunnels from Jersey and back to New Jersey at| 1 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: Right.
2 a little faster rate than 30. If we can get 2 MR. PETER GOELZ: But I think the
3 it, that's our goal. Because as I said 3 question, are there other solutions in terms
4 before, with the prospect of moving maybe 80 | 4 of either minimizing the encroachment, and
5 thousand people a day, primarily reversed 5 have you exercised all of the engineering
6 commuters and heavy heaviest line, ten-car 6 creativity that you can to minimize the
7 trains, the ability to off-load passengers to 7 encroachment because of the importance of
8 one platform, load them on the other 8 those footprints? I think that's the issue.
9 potentially off loading half of those trains 9 I don't want an answer now, but that's
10 that came in that side, that's going to be a 10 the question, isn't it?
11 big help to us. 11 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: I just want to add
12 So I just wanted to talk about it in a 12 one thing to the end of that, that one of the
13 way that maybe it made sense and this is 13 things that's notable about 1 World Trade
14 something that's really vital to us to try to 14 Center is the completeness of it; that
15 talk about it. 15 there's no existing track crossing it or
16 MR. PETER GOELZ: Just a couple more 16 anything. All the columns are there. And
17 questions on this subject, 17 it's complete. And it seems that if you can
18 MR. ROBERT -KORNFELD: Is there a_ 18 make some -- :
19 potential with a platform there to configure 19 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: Maybe -- let's
20 it differently so it doesn't, by adding the 20 talk a little more about it. If I can, where
21 stairs or adding additional vertical 21 I think you're going, your question, Maybe
22 circulation, to sort of cut that corner out 22 there's a way that we can do this in a
23 of it? : 23 meaningful and symbolic way.
24 MR. KEVIN LEIDA: I couldn't address 24 I've heard you guys last meeting I was
25 that. 25 at. About trying to bring as much of the
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1 historical into the station. 1 possible to have it circulated, some more
2 Well, what if somebody who was using 2 documentation that gives us some information
3 this platform knew that they were on the 3 about the pre-9/11 options, for example, that
4 footprint? What if it was -- please don't 4 were on the table for dealing with your level
5 hold me -- we're all here work-in-session. 5 of service and safety issues that you had
6 What if these were either outlined or -- 6 already identified? Or other available
7 I don't want to be an architect, because I'm | 7 information that go into a little more
8 an engineer, but if these are somehow, it 8 detail about some of the reconfiguration
9 symbolized or it's shown inside the platform | 9 options?
10 with a different color. Different finish. 10 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Unfortunately,
11 Something. And it could also be done down |11 and if I'm correct, most documents we have
12 here? I mean -- 12 were destroyed on September 11. And I don't
13 MR. JACK LYNCH: I like that idea. 13 know if you are aware. I don't know what
14 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: That's the kind | 14 documentation we have.
15 of stuff that we're hoping to get from you 15 MR. KEVIN LEJDA: Maybe I can clear up
16 guys here today. ) 16 the first point. There is no documentation
17 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: I was picturing |17 about improving service here prior to 9/11
18 more reconfiguring the platform. But thisis |18 other than a new signal system going forward
19 a direction that's good. 19 now, because we couldn't move the trains fast
20 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: Right. The 20 enough with the current system. The
21 reconfiguring causes a lot of the issues at 21 technology was just not there.
22 this time. But we feel very strongly about 22 MR. PETER GOELZ: And you put in the
23 this. It's not like we came out and took it 23 last stairwell.
24 -- we're trying to look at the 3 percent. 24 MR. KEVIN LEJDA: Last stairwell we
25 We're trying to think of what else we can 25 could on five track by the Akbar.
Page 122 ’ Page 124
1 do. But what if we made this part of the 1 MR. PETER GOELZ: So that was it.
2 experience? 2 MS. ANDREA FERSTER: 1 don't think you
3 MS. ELIZABETH MERRITT: I'd like to just 3 understand my question. Obviously you're
4 throw in one more sub-question as part of 4 going through some thought process in a
5 this exploration for the future, which is: 5 summary format about why you feel like that
6 Could platform D be narrower because you're 6 the options that the other options for
7 only going to be unloading a train on one 7 avoiding this fourth platform are not
8 side of it? Do you need the full width? 8 prudent. I mean, in your 4-F determination,
9 Just as a way of minimizing the encroachment. | 9 you reached a conclusion that there are other
10 MR. JOEL KLEIN: A will be a functional 10 options, reconfiguration options, out there,
11 platform, or will be. And it's narrower. 11 but you didn't feel they were prudent because
12 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: Yes, Ais 12 they would involve cost or other disruptive
13 narrower. But yes, we could -- part of what 13 factors.
14 you're asking about creative engineering, 14 My question is, that's a conclusive
15 there are ways that we could try to look at 15 sentence, and what's the underlying thought
16 possibly looking at something. 16 process? There is some document that you
17 MR. PETER GOELZ: Could we spend a 17 have prepared, that you're relying on that to
18 little more time on this next time? 18 set out the reason why you feel that those
19 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: We could. 19 configurations, alternative configurations or
20 MR. JOEL KLEIN: On that one issue. 20 alternative options for dealing with your
21 Wouldn't have to be narrower for the whole 21 level of service problem, wouldn't work for
22 length of the platform. Just for that 22 you. And if you can share that. Ail we have
23 length. 23 right now is a conclusion as opposed to an
24 MR. PETER GOELZ: Go ahead. 24 explanation.
25 MS. ANDREA FERSTER: Would it be 25 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I guess, we
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1 hear what you're saying and we'll consider it 1 That height is being done as part of the
2 and we'll get back to you before the next 2 design of the memorial, I just wanted to
3 meeting. 3 clarify on the utilities going through there
4 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: If I could just 4 that we had talked about, that we didn't want
5 jump into other topics. Peter will touch on 5 -- what we talked about in the statement in
6 the next topic. 6 the document that we handed out, said there
7 One of the things that you had asked at 7 would be infrastructure in the footprints.
8 the last meeting is would there be any major 8 That will be in the area that's occupied by
9 PATH infrastructure inside the footprint. 9 PATH now. We don't intend to put any
10 We're saying, there will be no major PATH 10 additional infrastructure there, except that
11 infrastructure inside the footprint outside 11 there may be a need, the electrical and
12 the PATH right-of-way. So your 3 percent and |12 refrigeration plant, for a utility line to
13 your 50 percent, we'll do whatever we can, 13 cross across the footprint at some point in
14 it's a commitment we're making, to not put 14 the volume of space. That's why we were
i5 anything in here outside the PATH 15 putting that in there. We wanted to be
16 infrastructure, 16 upfront. Might be a need for that to
17 And there's another topic you want meto |17 happen.
18 jump on in terms of the footprints? You had 18 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: The central
19 also asked us, I want to share this with you 19 chiller plant, isn't that the location of the
20 because we do take this seriously about this 20 memorial center? L shape?
21 infrastructure and preserving the perimeter 21 MR. PETER RINALDI: Below it.
22 of the footprints. We don't take it lightly 22 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: In the discussion
23 at all, in that over here, you know, the 23 about the platform, you mention that possibly
24 concern with the Fulton Street area, as you 24 there might be a way to visually alert people
25 described it, is the area where we have the 25 to the fact that they're within the
Page 126 . Page 128
1 east/west connector. One of the things we're 1 footprints. You could also maybe do that
2 working with, the SOM and Silverstein 2 with the east/west corridor. They could be
3 Properties and we're working within ourselves 3 aware that they're passing the footprints of
4 with the Port Authority to not impact any 4 the Twin Towers.
5 other of these tower perimeter columns. So 5 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: Along the wall,
6 we're working with them, And what we'vetold | 6 MR, LOUIS MENNO: That's part of the
7 them and working on as saying that the face 7 ideas that we've thrown out to our consulting
8 of the structure, of the new structure, 8 team about doing something along this
9 should be let's say five feet from the center 9 corridor here, do we show a remnant
10 line of the tower perimeter so there's no 10 structure? Bring it back from JFK, put it
11 impact. That's how we're doing that up i1 there? Or do we put in like a mock up or
12 here. 12 something or photographs just something so
13 MR. PETER RINALDI: Let's clarify that. 13 you know what was there.
14 The structure would be that's where the 14 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Put a window in.
15 columns may have to come down and you may | 15 Make your lives easier.
16 have to put some footings this way or 16 MR. LOUIS MENNO: That's all
17 something.. But the base of the structure 17 coordinated.
18 would be up here now. 18 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: One more
19 Again, there's going to be a lot more 19 question. Within the footprints it says
20 infrastructure that's going to be built in 20 memorial WBS-630, what does that mean?
21 here for memorial and support. And maybe it |21 MS. CARLA BONACCI: That's a breakdown
22 can also miss it, 22 structure how we track cloths.
23 MR. JACK LYNCH: Are we maximizing the |23 MR. MARK PAGLIETTINI: We try to utilize
24 height in all levels? 24 the drawings. Can we move on?
25 MR. PETER RINALDI: Yes -- the height? 25 MR. PETER GOELZ: Let's move on. 6:00
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1 p.m., I promise. Let's try to end this at 1 including lobby or retail area, as well as

2 6:00. 2 the core of Tower 2. This is a shaft which

3 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Can I ask a 3 would be a support for this 60-plus story

4 question about draft DEIS comments that are 4 tower. The yellow area indicates where an

5 due. Can you extend that deadline for the 5 entry to the transportation network would

6 Consulting Parties since there's a lot of 6 be. We're looking at all the transportation

7 information that we wanted that we aren't 7 infrastructure is come into serve the flow of

8 going to be able to get it? Can you extend 8 pedestrians. This is where this could be.

9 It to Tuesday? 9 Now, just to give you a point of

10 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I hear what 10 reference, the view that I think that we feel
11 you're saying. We'll consider it, 11 evokes the most feeling of this resource, is
12 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Well, it's due 12 really the view of walking down Vesey Street
13 tomorrow. They're due tomorrow. 13 and getting the stair and escalator that was
14 MR. BILL WONG: We have to think about 14 here. We included this photo which was taken
15 it. But I don't think we're going to sort of 15 October 31, 2001, which shows the finishes,
16 throw comments out. 16 the rallings and all of the other things that
17 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: You'll know by 17 were there essentially before September 11.
18 tomorrow. 18 Since that time, of course everything
19 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: If we give it to 19 was taken down. This sign is in the archive
20 you Tuesday, you're not going to not consider 20 in Hanger 17, so it was brought out here. So
21 it? 21 what really remains, this again being the
22 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: I know tomorrow |22 view that I think most people could have
23 is the deadline. You'll get your answer. 23 recalled the feeling of this resource. The
24 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: Shawn Lenahan with |24 other views, this view here, overlaid here is
25 Port Authority. There are a few of the 25 essentially looking here. So you're really
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1 resource impacts that I'll go through. There 1 inside of this retail space looking at this

2 are a few here. And hopefully more briefly 2 moving up.

3 than some of the others. 3 In addition with the other redevelopment

4 First, I'll be going through the IRT-1/9 4 and moving towards the street, the remainder

5 Subway Vesey Street entrance. In looking at | 5 of the site is there is some regrading that's

6 the remaining resources that are there, as 6 going on. One of the other things that would

7 you see, here, we looked at first to see how 7 be occurring to this resource is that the

8 the resource as it exists would tie in our 8 level of grade will be higher than it was

9 overlays over the new development. And 9 before September 11, possibly up to 4 feet or
10 looking at the street level plan, this is the 10 possibly even higher. That being the case,
11 location of this resource. This is in Tower 11 the floor of that area could be approximately
12 2. And it sort of gives you an indication, 12 here, so you would really be losing the
13 A lot of the redevelopment Is doing; 13 bottom of that. This opening here as a point
14 integrating more into the site than the old 14 of reference is really here. And so this is
15 World Trade Center super block. This is more |15 where this opening is just down here a bit.
16 was inclusive. At the edge of the building 16 And really giving the pre September 11
17 is brought more to the street level. Moreto |17 conditions, this was really into the side of
18 the street edge into the urban fabric. 18 the facade of 3 World Trade, as you see here,
19 That being the case, this was the face 19 and this was across the street. So really
20 of the complex before September 11 and now | 20 there was no rear side looking east as well
21 we're brought up here. 21 as the side toward looking toward the north.
22 That being the case, this is a blow up a 22 Those would be the sides that would be most
23 larger version of this. Where this falls is 23 exposed. This really projecting beyond the
24 essentially Into the lobby of Tower 2. The 24 face of the building. And this being within
25 white area that you see, the area of Tower 2, |25 the entrance.
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1 MR. JACK LYNCH: That's 5 World Trade, 1 time, my specialty is conservation, and you
2 right? 2 know that when you conserve something, the
3 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: Yes, he meant | 3 appearance that people see, usually they're
4 5. He said 3, but he meant 5. 4 quite literal about it; oftentimes in parts
5 MR. JACK LYNCH: That's 5 World Trade. 5 the wrong information.
6 MR, SHAWN LENAHAN: That being the case,| 6 So for instance, if you see this
7 so it's in the office tower. The grades are 7 concrete under structure, people are going to
8 different. And this structure as it exists 8 assume that that actually was the result of
9 is being supported by the column base system 9 the damage from 9/11 as opposed to the fact
10 that existed before September 11. To 10 that most of the surface was removed after
i1 maintain this in the way that it was 11 9/11. So the appearance is really not as a
12 previously, you're impacting more than just 12 result of the damage. So there's a question
13 this. So at the point that we started to get 13 of both the power of the piece and the
14 to these conclusions or just knowing how to 14 information that it conveys and the context
15 work into the fabric of the remainder of the 15 in which it would be seen and whether it
16 development, we just didn't know where to go 16 really provides the impact that it would
17 from there. We wanted to lay out these 17 appear to have in those photos.
18 issues. And some of the issues that we're 18 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: So with that, I want
19 dealing with, and really open the floor to 19 to open the floor.
20 what thoughts the Consulting Parties have, 20 MR. BILL LOVE: I walk by there all the
21 because the concern we have is that really if 21 time. It's too heavily damaged. It doesn't
22 this is the most important view or aspect to 22 evoke any feeling in me, in contrast to the
23 evoke the feeling of this resource, and that 23 east station. If it's going to be a major
24 is really essentially the most compromised 24 impediment, I think it's not worth
25 area of the resource, then the question is, 25 preserving.
Page 134 Page 136
1 what is the value, with everything that will 1 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: I think that you
2 be done to incorporate this. In going 2 probably should have waited for the 106
3 through this, we're working with Steve 3 process before you took that other stuff off
4 Weintraub of the Arts Preservation Services. 4 of there.
5 I would like to ask Steve some of the 5 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: This was done during
6 thoughts from a recent meeting. 6 the cleanup when the time the Port Authority
7 Just given sort of bringing it to us who 7 was not in control of the site.
8 are not as familiar with the detail, the fact 8 MR. PETER RINALDI: Let me clarify, that
9 that the finish is being gone and what might 9 structure the way it exists now, except for,
10 factor into evoking that feeling. 10 I think, the way we locked up the entrance,
11 MR. STEVEN WEINTRAUB: Last week when I|11 was the way the Port Authority inherited the
12 saw the images and heard about it, the 12 site in July of 2002. That was part of the
13 reaction I had, normally when you look at an 13 cleanup. There was a lot of debris around
i4 historic object or structure, meaning to rise 14 there that was done there.
15 both by the inherent appearance of the object 15 Matter of fact, that was left standing
16 itself, and the second thing is the context. 16 only because we talked about taking it down.
17 What struck me is the fact that, since you 17 It was left because it provided access into
18 don't have anything remotely (inaudible) to 18 the remnants of the 1/9 structure using to
19 the original, you really have the 19 clean it out and subsequent construction
20 substructure, which nobody ever saw. And 20 going on. That's in terms of what happened.
21 then the context, I guess when it's most 21 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: With the destruction
22 troublesome, winds up in the lobby of the 22 of 7 World Trade, I wonder if part of the
23 building and it's interior. So I'm not sure 23 finish is if it's taken off, maybe the
24 how meaningful it is. 24 destruction of 7 made it structurally
25 And the problem that we find all the 25 unstable.
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1 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: Just for some 1 the decor of this tower, there's really
2 people to get clarified on, the way it was 2 little to do to move it. This being within a
3 left is the way that resource was within a 3 one to two stories base, I can't even commit
4 period of significance, documented as a 4 because we're planning with this. There's so
5 period of eligibility. 5 much that you would not have.
6 MR, ROBERT KORNFELD: What you may not| 6 Because'I would agree, when you get to
7 know, the period of significance includes the 7 the top, you're open and go next to the
8 emergency operation. So a lot of what you 8 plaza. But you lose so much with that that
9 see is the result of that what took place 9 you wouldn't get that sense because of what
10 during the emergency operation. But that is 10 would be in the surroundings.
11 within the period of significance. So it's 11 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: One point, I think
12 not only significant if the damage you see is 12 it's exactly that contrast that may interest
13 damage that was immediately from debris 13 people. You look at something and this is
14 impact or something like that, it's a product 14 what was there. This is part of the original
15 of the whole operation. But subjectively, to 15 World Trade Center. If you can conceptualize
16 me, what I find evocative about it, really is 16 what was there in the past, it doesn't have
17 that you climb going up and the remnants of 17 to be the same as what is there now. When
18 the staircase and probably the steel. You 18 you travel and see a historic ruin, you look
19 see the structural steel going up above. 19 as a the réconstruction; this is what's here
20 I think people around the country feel a 20 now, this is what it is looked like 2000
21 sense of emotion about with the World Trade 21 years ago. Seeing something that's modern
22 Center, it was the steel. That something 22 compared with that, having that tangible
23 that's been incorporated in the hulls of 23 remnant, really gives you a sense of what was
24 ships. People take sheer studs from beams 24 there. Even if it doesn't look like what was
25 and weld them on motorcycles. I think that 25 there in the complete sense of having
Page 138 Page 140
1 is one thing you see here. It's not that 1 finishes, I think -- if you've been to the
2 noticeable. There's a column in the - 2 Holocaust Museum in Washington, but they'll
3 foreground and up at the top. Again, it's a 3 have a section of paving stones from the
4 subjective personal feeling. I don't think 4 Warsaw ghetto, and you walk on that and it's
5 that the north elevation of it, the stripped 5 just an experience. It doesn't look like the
6 finishes and concrete blocks, that doesn't 6 Warsaw ghetto. You know you're in
7 really evoke much for me. I wouldn't mind 7 Washington, on the second floor of a
8 seeing that with a wall in front of it and 8 building, but suddenly you're coming in
9 certain portions of it exposed. 9 contact with something which is a real
10 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: What I thinkis |10 physical remnant. It's something from that
11 really interesting about this resource is 11 time and place and the events that took place
12 that it led to the plaza. And obviously the 12 so on and so forth. You get that kind of
13 plaza doesn't exist anymore. And it's 13 connection mentally that you don't get from
14 reflective of the fact that the World Trade 14 just a photograph or illustration.
15 Center was destroyed. I think that's why it 15 MR. JACK LYNCH: One question. You're
16 is a significant resource because it's 16 saying you're going to elevate it four feet?
17 leading to nowhere. 17 Now, looking at that stairwell with the
18 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: Absolutely. AndI |18 column on the bottom, which is approximately
19 would agree, but given how that would be in |19 maybe three feet in height, you're going to
20 the new surroundings that it would be in, 20 cover that?
21 essentially, we're still in the planning with 21 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: He's looking at
22 how this all would be done, and the same 22 the photographs.
23 sense of openness that was there as you 23 MR, JACK LYNCH: And the bottom
24 walked up and really under the overhang of 5, | 24 photograph to the left. You're saying you're
25 just the sense of procession, would all -- 25 going to elevate. So if you'll elevate the
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1 ground four feet, you'll bury that column in 1 when we made a lot of decisions. I think
2 the ground. 2 that everything you're saying about the
3 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: This column is 3 possibility of this is correct. I totally
4 approximately in this shaft. 4 agree. It has historic value. It has
5 MR, JACK LYNCH: You have to expose it 5 meaning and purpose. The problem that we had
6 - v 6 at the Holocaust Museum, even now we have a
7 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: That's the 7 warehouse of material and we had to make
8 challenge. 8 choices about what we would put on its
9 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: I think the -- 9 place. Not to say it's not valid, but the
10 they don't want to. 10 question is, is it that or something else?
11 MS. CARLA BONACCI: I think one of the 11 As an example, just a hypothetical, if you
12 issues is this resource if one could actuaily 12 have a lobby and somebody is willing to make
13 take it away and bring it back, I'm not sure 13 a commitment that something relative to 9/11
14 if it's feasible because of its state in 14 memorial, is that your statement where for
15 deteriorating. You're just putting it back 15 instance, let's say, all the steel we have at
16 at a different elevation and totally 16 Hanger 17, for instance, that you take
17 different spot, all to save a remnant the 17 something from there, because the term that
18 recovery. And how historic is that? Can we 18 we used to talk a lot about, something called
19 actually save this thing and not get it and 19 emotional knowledge. That is to say,
20 wreck it and have it fall apart? It's not 20 somebody coming through is not reading that,
21 like moving a house off of the foundation. 21 is not familiar with what's going on. When
22 We're struggling with, as we look at this -- 22 they see it, do they understand it. The
23 MR. ROBERT KORNFELD: Is the entire 23 problem I have with this, I am not sure that
24 substructure being demolished? 24 -- it can be evoke some personal knowledge.
25 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Yes., We don't think {25 But is it strong enough relative to other
Page 142 Page 144
1 we can work around the orange area that's 1 possibilities? Not to say is something
2 depicted. So can it be saved to something we | 2 important or not important. It's really a
3 can look at saving. But what if it gets 3 point of relativity.
4 destroyed? Do we then recreate it? These 4 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: Except that it's
5 are all the concerns. We're being honest, 5 there. So much of the World Trade Center
6 MR. BILL WONG: I would ask -- is it 6 isn't there,
7 something that could be preserved in the 7 MR. STEVEN WEINTRAUB: That's what I'm
8 memorial center, relocated on the site just 8 saying. The significance is because it's
9 as the Warsaw ghetto paving stones were 9 there. It is original. That's not why it is
10 located? What do people think of that? 10 -- to not trivialize it. So is that the
11 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: You know, I didn't |11 strongest statement relative to other things
12 know it was there. But it was where I used 12 you can do? It's what one has to think of,
13 to get into the World Trade Center. It's 13 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Right now there's
14 weird that I see it now. It's where I used 14 nothing at street level in the plan.
15 to come down the street. To me, now that1 |15 MR. PHILLIP KRAFT: This may not speak
16 know it's there, it would be nice if it was 16 to this particular site. The point is for
17 in the memorial center. And then you had 17 me, and I don't know for other Consulting
18 photos of how you looked in its original 18 Parties, that some of the things in a fixed-
19 state. 19 location, if on every occasion it would
20 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: In regards to | 20 determine that would go in the museum, you're
21 removing it, we're looking at it, but Jackie 21 sort of bringing all of it into one place
22 had a comment. 22 rather than expressing the breadth of the
23 MR. STEVEN WEINTRAUB: It's interesting |23 experience. I don't want to be disruptive of
24 you mention the Holocaust Museum, Iwas a |24 the construction process. If the Consulting
25 conservative at that museum. I was there 25 Parties feel fine with this not having stayed
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1 there, so be it. But just that position 1 Something we're locking at. I think it is a
2 of an historical artifact that looks ruined, 2 concern. :
3 - cut out and saved and maybe brought back that 3 MR. PETER GOELZ: Something to think
4 one plece in a thing that could be read about 4 about. ‘
5 is valuable. To show how far away. Butin 5 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: So there's going
6 thinking about the whole site there should be 6 to be retail in that east/west corridor?
7 experiences in different places. One should 7 MR. TIMOTHY STICKELMAN: On the northern
8 not have to go to a particular location in my 8 side.
9 opinion. In seeing it on-site is always a 9 MS. CARLA BONACCI: On the northern side
10 tangiblé reminder of the material. 10 of the corridor, there's access to the
11 MR, SHAWN LENAHAN: Okay. It's passed 11 observation deck and some retail. They would
12 6:00, so I'll move on, 12 be tasteful development on that side. It's a
13 MR. PETER GOELZ: Quickly. 13 two-way window.
14 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: One brief thing I want | 14 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: Doing something to
15 to go over is the issue of site memorial 15 evoke the wall. '
16 visibility opportunities and architectural 16 One last item because it was ‘
17 treatments. What we're talking about here is 17 specifically raised as a comment at the last
18 a couple of items. First how the visibility 18 meeting. There was a question Faised
19 of the slurry wall could be incorporated into 19 regarding the flow movement from west of the
20 the PATH train. 20 World Trade Center Battery Park and World
21 The planning stages, what we are 21 Trade Center to the transportation hub and
22 considering is how where the terminal pierces 22 how would that be done.
23 the slurry wall, if there may be areas 23 We looked at travel distances. At a
24 adjacent to it, above or around that could be 24 spot about just the west side of West Street,
25 left to compose to give it the sense that 25 which would be the residential areas are west
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1 you're progressing beyond the bathtub for 1 and south of that and of course north, it's
2 those who have had that strong feeling. Some | 2 about 1100 foot walk, using city streets,
3 areas, where you're moving under West 3 moving across Vesey Street and then moving
4 Street. Also from when you're moving from 4 north on Greenwich and then into Tower 3 into
5 the east side of the bathtub over to the main 5 the transportation network. About 1270 foot
6 transportation hub, as well as possibly the 6 walk if you were to progress up into the hub,
7 east side, perhaps either the track level or 7 that of course, in addition to being able to
8 mezzanine level. Essentially we're looking 8 get into the transportation network on the
9 at areas where it's adjacent to the slurry 9 west side of West Street,
10 wall. 10 In addition, in our preliminary
11 The other issue, the issue of visibility 11 planning, and we're confident it will
12 from the PATH terminal into the memorial 12 continue to go this way, there will be an
13 zone. We're looking at opportunities and 13 opportunity to walk across the memorial at
14 working with DC and the memorial planners. 1|14 some point. So given the levels of this and
15 wanted to talk about the repercussions. 15 how it relates to the street, that's
16 First, what are the requirements of the 16 something to look at.
17 memorial hall and focusing on the footprints 17 MR. BILL LOVE: I think that's
18 and everything there. In the event that 18 important.
19 either on one of the events or at some point 19 MR, SHAWN LENAHAN: To raise that,
20 .there may be visibility from the PATH 20 there's a lot that's being down more than it
21 terminal into the memorial zone, the concern |21 was previously,
22 is, there would then by itseif be visibility 22 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: From the families'
23 from the memorial zone into transportation. 23 standpoint, that's really very preliminary,
24 And the concern would be do we want that? 24 but it's not a 106 discussion. It's a
25 And I just wanted to put that out there, 25 memorial discussion.
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1 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: But it's worth 1 that was based on a presumption that the
2 making the point though that you're creating | 2 DOT-EIS, that both of those alternatives were
3 all these subgrad concourses and concourses | 3 compatible with all of the West Street
4 around and ways around the sites and you're | 4 alternatives, including the tunnel.
5 allowing people just to cut back and forth 5 Subsequent to that, I read more
6 through the memorial. You may not realize it | 6 carefully that EIS for the PATH station and
7 but it lessens the significance of the 7 there's a statement in there couple of places -
8 memorial itself. You can't go to national 8 that says if a short bypass is constructed,
9 memorials and just cut across it as a 9 NYSDOT would relocate the utilities under
10 shortcut, you know. And frankly that's 10 West Street to facilitate their proposed
11 something you should really -- being 11 traffic tunnel,
12 sympathetic to the residents, frankly their 12 This utility relocation will also allow
13 are streets can introduced here that were 13 for construction for PATH's subgrade
14 never here before. You could simply walk 14 concourse. In the event that the no action
15 down the streets. 15 or grade alternative for the route 9-A is
16 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: The fact is, using |16 selected, NYSDOT may not undertake this
17 city streets, the move can be made relatively |17 utility relocation if this were to occur.
18 easily. That's the point. To the extent -- 18 I'm hoping, although from the point of the
19 we're not here to get into the detall of 19 residents who very much are against the
20 that, so I'm not in that position. This can 20 tunnel, we certainly would take a tunnel and
21 be done on city streets. 21 pedestrian overpass that may be the best of
22 MR. JACK LYNCH: The families would be |22 both worlds. The decisions should be
23 very opposed to that. 23 independent. Should not have the tail
24 I would like to make a comment on the 24 wagging the dog. I understand everybody
25 stairwell. When the towers came down, they |25 wants to do it on the other guy's dime, but
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1 went down within the bathtub. That is what 1 it might be more better for the Port
2 occurred on this side. I think that's ‘ 2 Authority to put a bridge -- tunne! rather
3 important to anybody who's coming to the site 3 than an upgrade. But I think that's the
4 and realizes that the structure so fast, went 4 wrong approach. I hope these are independent
5 completely into Vesey Street, 5 decisions.
6 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: And also, I think | 6 MR, BERNIE MCNEILLY: The projects are
7 Phil Kraft's comment was extremely valuable. 7 clearly independent. The fact is, whatever
8 This site is supposed to be integrated. So 8 decision New York State DOT makes is that
9 that people no matter where they are, they 9 subgrade passageway under West Street request
10 know they're at the site of the former World 10 be undertaken and can be undertaken by the
11 Trade Center. That's the way to do it. 11 Port Authority. What was mentioned in the
12 There can be various ways here and there. 12 New York State documentation. If the upgrade
13 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: You might have 13 alternative of being contemplated, that they
14 missed one comment. Right here. 14 may consider bridging options particularly on
15 MR. BILL LOVE: Actually, sort of leads 15 the south side of the bridge in the proximity
16 into the next question. When we're talking 16 of the West Street. There used to be a
17 about connectivity and crossing this street. 17 bridge there. They're going to contemplate a
18 I made some comments last meeting and asked | 18 bridge, but that's on the New York State DOT
19 about the pedestrian bridge that was 19 that really depends on which recommended
20 mentioned briefly in the document and 20 alternative, whether they have a bridge or
21 suggested that a careful look should be taken 21 not.
22 at that as opposed to the pedestrian 22 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I want to make
23 concourse. And subsequent followed that up . |23 sure that the decision on the pedestrian
24 with a letter suggesting for some 24 crossing wasn't driving the decision on the
25 characteristics that that bridge may have, 25 tunnel.
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1 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: More or less, a 1 yet they're the ones that will determine
2 construction coordination issue. But as far 2 access. I suggest that you have LMDC -- that
3 as the action and undertaking, the projects 3 you have a signatory on your memorandum of
4 are separate and clearly being built as a 4 understanding, in particular to the
5 separate undertaking. 5 stipulations concerning the footprints.
6 MR. BILL LOVE: This language in your 6 There is a lot of fears we have at this
7 EIS is confusing. 7 point, and it seems that you really
8 MR. BERNIE MCNEILLY: We could probably | 8 understand the importance of the remains of
9 clarify that. 9 the footprints.
10 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: So far we started out 10 I think what we're concerned about,
11 with determining of eligibility and we've 11 we're working towards something good here.
12 worked very hard to get that through. And we |12 And LMDC will turnaround, well within our
13 did an assessment of the facts and I believe 13 agreement, we determine access, we want to
14 you have until the 21st to give us a last 14 build and we need infrastructure for the
15 comments on that. The next document you will | 15 memorial. So we said 90 percent, but you'll
16 see, that will be prepared probably within 16 get 10 percent. And I think that's why the
17 the next two to three weeks, hopefully before 17 suggestions we want to put out there, having
18 the next meeting will be the amendment 18 LMDC signatory, so that there's an
19 agreement. That will spell out a number of 19 understanding when we're dealing with the
20 features to it. All whereas and the 20 footprints, if you commit to certain
21 standards clauses why we're doing this and 21 percentages, they have to make that
22 why in the first place. That will be spelled 22 commitment as well.
23 out. And then the real meat and potatoes is 23 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: Thank you.
24 that you want to focus on the stipulations. 24 MR. PETER GOELZ: Let's talk about the
25 What will Port Authority do? How will they 25 next meeting. It's been suggested that we
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1 address the issues that we're talking about? 1 meet into August. That we have a meeting in
2 So that will be addressed that they worked 2 early August during the first week. During
3 very hard at. There will be a section on 3 the fourth or fifth, somewhere around there?
4 dispute resolution, what happens if we have a 4 Then we can try to meet again the 18th or
5 problem. There will be a section on 5 20th, around there because then, we really
6 amendment and determination of agreement. 6 are tied up and don't want to meet again
7 When is it going to finish out. Who will 7 until after September 15.
8 actually sign the agreement. That's the next 8 MR. PHILLIP KRAFT: Does someone keep a
9 document you'll see. 9 list? Could there be drawings of the
10 If you want to take some serious time 10 footprints for people to look at and
11 with the stipulations sections, because that 11 consider, if you're talking about mitigating
12 is the meat and potatoes of what we've been 12 effects? Do we get to see various designs of
13 doing here. I'm anticipating one or two more 13 what it would look like?
14 meetings on this document alone. Because I 14 MS. CARLA BONACCI: Too early, but as we
i5 think that this will be the most important 15 do here, we do mark where those footprints
16 outcome in the whole process. That's my 20 16 are relative to the structures. ButI don't
17 minute speech in three minutes. 17 have any design solutions.
18 MR. PETER GOELZ: Thank you. 18 MR. BILL WONG: We won't be at a point
19 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: We'd like to make | 19 to particularly say the color of the pavers,
20 a suggestion. There's a lot of concerns 20 MS. CARLA BONACCI: We can talk about
21 about the cumulative effects of all the 21 philosophy and approach and come to terms on
22 various projects going on. In particular, 22 that and there's a design process.
23 we've raised this issue with the LMDC as 23 MR. PETER GOELZ: Anyone else?
24 well, It doesn't make sense that your 24 MR. PHILLIP KRAFT: I guess there was
25 project directly impacts the footprints and, 25 some talk about the alternative to PATH
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1 design or people saying that was missing. 1 today.
2 MR. PETER GOELZ: 1 think they said 2 MS. ELIZABETH MERRITT: I have a comment
3 those were destroyed. 3 on the next meeting dates that you talked
4 MR. PHILLIP-KRAFT: Earliest were the 4 about. On August 5 and 6, the advisor
5 artifacts. I may not understand but 5 counsel is meeting in Minnesota, so I wanted
6 especially for the artifacts that are not 6 to know if other than August 5 or 6, you can
7 part not officially part of the 106 here. Of 7 say August 3 or 4. I want all to be here.
8 the members that want to be part involved, 8 MR. PETER GOELZ: Anything else? 1
9 are the family members going to have a say in 9 think we're done. Thank you,
10 what gets brought to the museum and the 10 (Meeting concluded at 6:45 p.m.)
11 historic preservation? 11
12 MR. BILL WONG: That's within the LMDC 12
13 purview, 13
14 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: Why, if the Port 14
15 Authority owns the artifacts? 15
16 MR. BILL WONG: This is the coordination |16
17 effort that was raised early on. That there 17
18 will be a coordination effort, but the way it 18
19 is set up, there was a LMDC panel. 19
20 MR. JACK LYNCH: Is there a family 20
21 member? 21
22 MR. BILL WONG: I can't speak for LMDC, 22
23 MR. BERNIE'MCNEILLY: What we can say is {23
24 that we hear what your concern is. We are 24
25 coordinating with LMDC. But we have a 25
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1 curatorial process in place. 1 CERTIFICATION
2 MR. PHILLIP KRAFT: It's not Port 2 STATE OF NEW YORK )
3 Authority. I know you're coordinating. 1 ) ss.
4 want to make sure that some of the Consulting 2 COUNTY OF NEW YORK )
5 Parties can consult with them.
. 5 I, GINA M. D'ADAMO, a Shorthand
6 MB‘ B_ERNIE MCNEILLY: » I hear the point. 6 Reporter and a Notary Public within and
7 I don't think we can answer you, 7 for the State of New York, do hereby certify:
8 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Last question, are| g That I reported the proceedings in the
9 you going to consider our comments and get 9 within-entitled matter, and that the within
10 another draft of the findings -- Finding of 10 transcript is a true record of such
11 Effect documents to the Consulting Parties 1 proceedings.
12 after you review our suggestions? 12 I further certify that I am not
3 MR SILLWONG: Wewilgoond wewil |13 [ealed by Hood o morge; o ny of he
1‘2 Ef\zela:rs]ifomaecectci)rl:gt and we will answer you at 15 way interested in the outcome of this matter,
. 2 16 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set
16 MS. PATRICIA REILLY: Actually at the 17 my hand this 2nd day of August, 2004.
17 meeting we were at with you, you had stated, 18
18 I don't know your name, Mr. Menno, that you 19
19 would be redoing that document.
20 MR. BILL WONG: Do it usually as part of 20 GINA M. D'ADAMO
21 a final response. Interim draft. NOTARY PUBLIC
22 MR. PETER GOELZ: You can see that your | 2
23 comments and input are being taken 23
24 seriously. 24
25 I think that this was a good session 25
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not constraining this discussion. We do intend

Page 5 Page 7
1 MR. BERNARD COHEN: Good 1 for this 106 process to provide for the
2 afternoon, everybody. Again, I'm Berhard Cohen, | 2 appropriate treatment of this historic site and
3 Director of the Lower Manhattan Recovery Office 3 we look forward to continued consulting party
4 for the Federal Transit Administration. I'd like 4 participation in developing an MOA for the
5 to welcome you to this third meeting of the 5 project that reflects this objective.
6 Consulting Parties for the Section 106 process 6 That being said, I'd now like to turn
7 for the permanent PATH terminal at the World 7 the meeting over to Peter and get underway.
8 Trade Center site. 8 THE MODERATOR: My name is Peter
9 At our last Consulting Parties meeting 9 Goelz and I am going to serve as the moderator
10 which was held on July 20th, we discussed a 10 this afternoon of this meeting on the 106
11 number of topics on which the consulting parties 11 process. Before we get into the formal process,
12 provided input. Taking your comments into 12 I'd like to, as always, go around the room and
13 consideration, I believe the Port Authority has 13 introduce ourselves. Why don't we start over
14 made progress on a number of fronts to 14 here,
15 incorporate historic resources in the draft MOU 15 (Whereupon, all participants stated
16 that is being shared with you, including the 16 their appearances for the record.)
17 E train subway entrance area, as well as visual 17 MS. MARILYN VIA TELEPHONE: Thank
18 expression of the column perimeters from 18 you for allowihg us to participate by conference
19 platforms inside the station. ‘ 19 call. I would ask that with people in the
20 In reviewing the MOA, you may have 20 audience who have comments to make, that they
21 noticed that one of the resources that received a 21 speak a little closer to the phone because I only
22 ot of discussion at the last meeting, the Vesey 22 heard about a tenth of the names going around the
23 Street plaza and subway entrance, are not 23  room.
24 referenced and that's because the Port Authority 24 MR. STICKELMAN: We will send
25 has gone back, taken a hard look at its design, 25 around a portable mike when they start speaking.
Page 6 Page 8
1 identified another way to create an entrance into 1 MR. BOB KORNFELD: This is Bob
2 the terminal in that area and has determined that 2 Kornfeld from Historic District Council also on
3 it can completely avoid touching this resource. 3 the phone.
4 I'd like to say that FTA is very 4 THE MODERATOR: The goals today
5 pleased with that outcome and I'd like to commend 5 are some follow-ups from the July 20th meeting in
6 the Port Authority for its diligence in going 6 which we had extended discussion on a number of
7 back, taking a good, hard look at its design and 7 items. We are going to distribute and discuss
8 determining a way around having to effect this 8 the first draft of a partial memorandum of
9 resource. 9 agreement that's part of this process and discuss
10 On another note, there is a point that 10 the next steps that are necessary to finalize the
11 was addressed specifically to the FTA in one of 11 MOA. Those are really the thiee work items that
12 the comments we received on the DEIS having to do | 12 we want to address today.
13 with making a formal referral to the keeper of 13 Items that we are not going to cover
14 the National Register of Historic Places 14 today, items that are being covered in other
15 regarding the DOE for the World Trade Center 15 forums are the removal of the sub-grade slab
16 site. FTA does not plan on making such a 16 remnants in the northwest corner, the discussion
17 referral. ' 17 of the memorial itself and an extended discussion
18 We believe that the DOE provides a 18 on the artifacts. Although I will ask Jackie if
‘19 proper basis for the Section 106 review that's 19 she would give an update, we have committed to do
20 now underway. We believe that that review is 20 a complete inventory of the JFK material.
21 providing additional information about the site, 21 Jackie, can you give an update on that?
22 about mitigation measures that have been and will |22 MS. JACKIE HANLEY: We have been
23 continue to be discussed and refined throughout 23 in the process of updating the inventory weekly,
24 this 106 collaborative effort and that the DOE is 24 from the copy that you received sometime back,
25 25 and I will turn the discussion over to Mark
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1 Wagner from Voorsanger & Associates. He also has| 1 being discussed today and on future stipulations
2 a draft copy of the inventory with him. 2 that may be included.
3 MR. MARK WAGNER: Most of you know | 3 The first item for discussion this
4 that the initial copy of the inventory that was 4 afternoon is going to be the follow-up and status
5 handed out several months ago was what we are 5 of some of the items that were raised in the past
6 calling the first collection of the primary 6 meetings. The first oné we want to discuss is
7 collection. That was stuff that we handpicked. 7 the site documentation with Peter Rinaldi.
8 The second collection, for those of you who were 8 MR. PETER RINALDI: Thank you.
9 out at the hangar, was piled up. It was steel 9 Specifically, what I just wanted to update is,
10 that came to us later on in the recovery 10 from the last time, we did speak about site
11 process. 11 documentation, and specifically the Tower
12 We have now gone through that all, 12 footprints. So we've gone and looked at some of
13 photographed it and put it into a report format. 13 the logistics and timing of what's involved in
14 It's becoming a small telephone book and we have | 14 uncovering the footprints of Towers 1 and 2. The
15 about 750 items total in the collection right 15 areas we are looking at is this area in that line
16 now. We should be done with that. We are down |16 which is Tower 1.
17 to the final red-marking stage of the inventory, 17 Our plan is to remove any material
18 so it should be done very shortly. 18 that's on top of the lower level B6 slab and
19 THE MODERATOR: When do you 19 remove it for documentation purposes, the
20 anticipate that being done? 20 features on the lower level. In the area of
21 MR. MARK WAGNER: Sometime in 21 Tower 2, which is in this area, cleaning off
22 mid-September, realistically, to pick up all the 22 those areas that we can down to the B6 level and
23 red marks, typos, things like that. Most of the 23 also documenting the features that are there on
24 data has been entered now. We are just going 24 the lower Tower footprints.
25 ‘back and churning through it all. 25 Some of the areas where there are exit
Page 10 Page 12
1 THE MODERATOR: Thank you, We 1 stairs and some of the areas where there was some
2 will get into the discussion of the MOA process, 2 paving for access in and out of the tracks, these
3 which John Hotopp will be focusing on some 3 stairs, we will not be able to move all the
4 remaining stipulations, and anything that comes 4 material in that immediate area right there, but
5 up in today's meeting or in the near future and 5 we will do it immediately adjacent.
6 then the post MOA process, what goes on once the 6 Our plan is, our timing is to shoot
7 memorandum of understanding is signed. 7 for doing this early October, sometime around the
8 If I could just for a second, I will 8 first week of October. We will marshal the
9 briefly review the 106 progress to date, We've 9 resources to have that material removed and the
10 really made some good progress over the past few 10 documentation done,
11 meetings. We've gone through where we have 11 Also at that time there was a question
12 established the undertaking, we've discussed the 12 about accessibility to the consulting parties at
13 effects of historic properties, we have evaluated 13 the time that we uncovered the footprints. We
14 it, we've had, I think, some significant public 14 have looked at that and we will provide access to
15 input. We have moved towards assessing the 15 those consulting parties at the appropriate time,
16 adverse effects. We've heard this afternoon 16 when it's done, to go down into the footprints to
17 already that on the Vesey Streét entrance, the 17 take a look at this area. As you uncover them,
18 Port Authority is changing their need for the 18 we will coordinate that around the site
19 entrance at that site to another location, so it 19 logistics, and also depending on the response and
20  will not impact that. 20 the size of the group, we may have to do it
21 We are now moving into the process of 21 muitiple times because I am just concerned about
22 the memorandum of agreement which would then be | 22  the logistics and the size of the group as we
23 followed up by the Agency Record of Decision and 23 escort you around through the site because it is
24 the final design. In today's discussion we 24 somewhat of a construction site and also there
25 really want to focus on the stipulations that are 25 are a lot of uneven areas and obstructions. So
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1 it's more a matter of safety for those parties 1 Also there are areas where the base
2 that would be coming to view this area. We tend 2 was destroyed due to the collapse and the
3 to go ahead and do that. 3 recovery operations so there are some areas where
4 As we get close to this, ahead of 4 the fill is somewhat thicker and some areas where
5 time, we will send out a notice about the 5 some pits that were left of the outline from
6 availability of being able to come in and view 6 where there were elevators or some pumps and
7 that access to the site and coordinate that with 7 other pumping facilities that were located in
8 those parties that are interested. Thank you. 8 those areas.
9 THE MODERATOR: So for the slabs, 9 MR. DAVE STANKE: So I guess the
10 the uncovering will take place, we hope, the 10 question I have or what I am trying to assess is
11 first week in October, sometime, and a site visit 11 what is the probability of this process
12 will be arranged. 12 uncovering something that wouldn't be known in
13 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: Anthony 13 advance? In other words, what is the likelihood
14 Gardner, The Coalition of 9/11 Families. I want 14 of a surprise that would suddenly change the
15 to thank the Port Authority and LMDC for finally 15 scenario and the approach to our views in terms
16 agreeing to cleaning off these footprints and 16 of what is preservable, what's important to
17 properly documenting them. I just have a 17 preserve and what might not be so important?
18 concern. If this doesn't take place until 18 That's maybe a rhetorical question, That's
19 October and you're allowed to finalized your 19 obviously a tough one to answer,
20 memorandum of agreement and finalize your record | 20 My sense is, from having been down
21 of decision, how will our evaluation of this 21 there, there's not going to be a whole lot that
22 documentation that you bring us be able to factor 22  surprises me.
23 into the process? 23 MR. PETER RINALDI: Having been
24 MR. PETER RINALDI: We believe in 24 there, jést to tell you from my experience,
25 the documentation. At that time there will be 25 having been there during the recovery process,
Page 14 Page 16
1 time for the documentation to go out and be 1 everything that was there at that base level that
2  reviewed. 2 was not solid concrete or attached was removed,
3 MR. DAVE STANKE: Dave Stanke from 3 cleaned and searched. The material that's
4  Battery Park City United. You worked around the 4  brought back, that's there now is material that
5 area where these items will be uncovered for 5 was brought in after the recovery was done to
6 quite a period of time. Right now they are 6 make the site level and safe.
7 covered by maybe an eighth, a quarter inch of the | 7 MR. DAVE STANKE: Great. Thanks
8 dirt that was put in there to straighten, to 8 very much,
9 level everything out. Is that correct? 9 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: One
10 MR. PETER RINALDI: The thickness 10 remnant, Peter, that I don't think you mentioned,
11 of the material varies from an inch to 10 to 12 11 the core column remnants are a large sort of
12 inches, depending on where it is on the site, 12 giant box beam columns, if you will, that are
13 MR. DAVE STANKE: What's under 13 sort of in the middle of each footprint. They
14 that material? From pictures I've seen, there 14 were the columns that supported the Trade Center,
15 are square box beam columns that were cut off 15 is that not correct?
16 during the recovery so that we know we have a 16 MR. PETER RINALDI: No. I did
17 certain size and shape of a metal outline lying 17 mention those. I did say there were perimeter
18 in the cement, essentially. ' 18 columns, as well as columns in the center, at the
19 MR. PETER RINALDI: What underlies 19 base, and those that are there that we can
20 the areas of the footprints is the remains of the 20 uncover will be uncovered when we uncover the
21 B6 level of World Trade Center 1 and World Trade |21 footprint.
22 Center 2. That consists of the B6 slab. It 22 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: That
23 consists of what's left of the remnants of 23 might be an example of a remnant that might be a
24 perimeter columns that penetrated the slab, both |24 surprise to Mr. Stanke because that's not a
25 in the perimeter and in the center. 25 remnant that people are familiar with. In the
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1 descriptions that you've offered thus far in the 1 projects could potentially impact it?
2 Section 106 process, nowhere does it describe the 2 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: Yes.
3 footprints in total. 3 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: So in terms of
4 THE MODERATOR: As I said, when 4 mitigation or design treatments, there is no
5 the work begins to uncover it, the PA will reach 5 proposed design treatment that would be
6 out to people and let them know when the site 6 incorporated into the MOA, such as some of the
7 visits or visit will be determined and will be 7 other issues we discussed about the box beam
8 held. We are going to move on now to the Vesey 8 columns, architectural treatments. The Port
9 Street entrance, the former 1 and 9 entrance. 9 Authority is not proposing that at this point?
10 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: In our last 10 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: Correct.
11 consulting parties meeting we looked at the issue 11 MS. LISA ORLOFF: Hi, my name is
12 of'the 1 and 9 access at Vesey Street. This is 12 Lisa Orloff, I'm the executive director of
13 the entrance originally coming down Vesey Street 13 September Space and I am also a World Trade
14 and moving up to what was the plaza. This was an |14 Center Survivors Network board member. I am here
15 entrance to the 1 and 9 station. This is the" 15 representing the Board of the World Trade Center
16 location in the plan, 16 Survivors Network on the issue of the Stairway to
17 As you recall in our last Consulting 17 Nowhere. I discussed it and it's appropriate at
18 Parties meeting, and for those who weren't here, 18 this time to mention it, but I wanted to make
19 we had some comments from consulting parties that { 19 sure their views were expressed here. You're
20 favored the removal of the resource and some 20 talking about the resources, so I wanted to
21 comments from consulting parties in favor of 21 - ensure you're speaking about the Stairway to
.22 retaining the resource, which we took in. What 22 Nowhere in what you're addressing.
23 the Port Authority has done in working with MTA 23 One of the things that they had
24 s in further looking at how the PATH terminal 24 requested was that in speaking about the Stairway
25 project may impact the resource and realizing 25 to Nowhere, really changing the name perhaps to
Page 18 Page 20
1 that one preferable option is to avoid the 1 Suivivors Stairway because that's where most of
2 resource. That is the conclusion that we reached 2 the people who survived came out of. I have
3 for the PATH terminal project. 3 documentation and a full letter requesting that
4 The terminal being in yellow, the way 4  for anybody that would like it.
5 that we would most likely avoid the resource is 5 MR. JOEL KLEIN: Joel Klein for
6 to shift the entrance from the street to the PATH 6 the Coalition of 9/11 Families. Over the last
7 pedestrian entrance or pedestrian network, 7 several meetings we have been told over and over
8 possibly to the south, or in some other direction 8 about the close cooperation between the Port
9 to not touch the resource and it would not impact 9 Authority and LMDC regarding all aspects of their
10 theproject. Therefore, the other projects on 10 respective projects and the cumulative impacts.
11 the site may deal with that resource as 11 Has the Port Authority had any specific
12 necessary, but as far as this process and the 12 discussions with LMDC regarding LMDC's plans to
13 Section 106 for the PATH terminal project, we 13 effect the Vesey Street stairs, irregardless of
14  won't be impacting that resource. 14 commitments made by the Port Authority? If the
15 THE MODERATOR: Any comments on 15 ' LMDC has plans that would affect them, any
16 the Vesey Street entrance, any further 16 commitments made by the Port Authority
17 observations? 17 essentially become moot.
18 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: Ken Lustbader from 18 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: The Port
19 the Lower Manhattan Emergency Preservation Fund. | 19 Authority has spoken to LMDC that the PATH
20 I just want to understand, did you say that it's 20 project is not going to affect this resource, but
21 removed from your project parameters, boundaries, |21 the LMDC process is that they are not at that
22 or you're not going to be impacting it at all? 22 stage yet. They just know, they've been informed
23 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: The PATH 23 that we are not in the PATH project affecting
24 terminal project won't impact the resource. 24 this resource.
25 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: But other 25 MR. TIM STICKELMAN: The LMDC 106
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1 process will start. They have a programmatic 1 time has passed.
2 agreement. 2 It's important that we look at some of
3 MS. PETRA TODOROVICH: Hi, Pat 3. the history because a lot of good work has been
4 Todorovich from Regional Plan Association. I see | 4 accomplished during that time. It's important
5 thatit's in the footprint of the plan for 5 that we remember that, because I think sometimes
6 'Tower 2 and I was just wondering if anyone can 6 we fail to remember. As we get into heated
7 give me an impression of how this might be dealt | 7 discussions at times, we seem to forget all of
8 with. I assume this might be something that 8 the accomplishments we made and the collaborative
9 would be -- what grade would it be at when 9  spirit with which we work together and at the
10 Tower 2 is built? Would this be something that 10 same time to again demonstrate the Port
11 would conflict with the sub-one level of a future 11 Authority's firm commitment to dqcument as well
12 office building or the grade level of a future 12 asto preserve to the fullest extent possible the
13 office building and would LMDC manage that 13 historic resources, such as the Tower footprints
14  process? i 14 and the columns of 1 and 2 World Trade Center.
15 MR. TIM STICKELMAN: I believe 15 We made a lot of commitments and we
16 that's just a schematic drawing basically. You 16 have been able to live up to those commitments.
17 can see Tower 2. It's such a preliminary draft, 17 When we look at track configuration, platform
18 they are not even sure what Tower 2 is going to |18 configuration, we met the promises that we made
19 look like, but that will be dealt with under the 19 and we will continue to do so. It's important to
20 programmatic agreement. 20 keep that in mind as we move forward.
21 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: Among the 21 When this planning process started
22 things that we mentioned in our last meeting last |22 some time ago, we had to start looking at
23 month was that there would be a grade change to |23 developing the goals and the objectives for this
24 what the grade is currently, to what the grade of |24 permanent PATH terminal, this transportation hub
25 the street and the surrounding structures will 25 which is just not the PATH station itself. It's
Page 22 Page 24
1 be. Sothose are things that would factor into 1 more than that. We had to look at what we had
2 that. But since the PATH terminal won't be 2 before 9/11, and then we had to look at what was
3 impacting that, that's something that will be 3 going to happen in the future. We had to look at
4 addressed in those forums. 4  all of Lower Manhattan, not just the World Trade
5 " MS. PETRA TODOROVICH: And it 5 Center site and we had to develop the goals and
6 would probably be sub-grade, this structure. 6  the objectives to meet all of the parties’
7 MR. SHAWN LENAHAN: There is 7 important criteria for the rebuilding of Lower
8 actually maybe a 4- to 6-foot difference in 8 Manhattan after the events of 9/11.
9 grade, so it's not a significant difference but 9 When we look at what we had before
10 it's noticeable, : 10 9/11, when we look at what we lost, we lost a lot
i1 MR. TIM STICKELMAN: It's just 11 and we need to restore a lot of those pre-9/11
12 unknown right now. They just don't know. 12 functions in a more enhanced and more effective
i3 THE MODERATOR: As most of you 13 way than ever before. When we look at the PATH
14 know, last time we had extended discussion on the | 14 station, the PATH facilities that we had at the
15 need for Platform D, and the Port Authority 15 World Trade Center, we had a station that was
16 agreed that they would return today and discuss 16 designed in the twentieth century, a station that
17 their rationale and the data that justifies the 17 had three platforms with five tracks, three
18 need for Platform D. We are going to ask Lou 18 ten-car platforms, and we were at full capacity
19  Menno to come up and discuss that. 19 with that station. We were experiencing
20 MR. LOU MENNO: Good afternoon, 20 ridership growth, especially on the Newark line.
21 everyone. Thank you for joining us. I'm going 21 We were experiencing ridership growth in the
22 to begin by going over and doing a recap about 22 reverse commute as residences were beginning to
23 the history of this project from when it first 23 prosper in Lower Manhattan, more people living in
24 started, going back two and a half, almost three 24 Lower Manhattan,
25 years ago. It's hard to believe that so much 25 And what was happening, we were having
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1 situations of overcrowding on those platforms and | 1 need five tracks and five platforms. We looked

2 safety was in question. What could we do for the 2 at that and we really didn't like it. First of

3 future? We did not have the ability to expand 3 ali, a lot of the layouts were nice to have, and

4 that station; to relocate it. It was fixed. We 4 more importantly, it also affected the resources

5 had no way to move it. And the best that we 5 of the footprints and the column bases. What we

6 could really forecast was a decrease in the level 6 did was go back to the drawing board, do

7 of service as the ridership was going to grow in 7 something more effectively, more efficiently in a
- 8 the future. 8 layout that would address the needs for the

9 Then we looked to the future and we 9 future. We presented about a year ago the layout
10 looked at what was happening, not only at the 10 that you-see here of five tracks and four
11 World Trade Center site, with the restoring of 11 platforms.
12 10 million square feet of office space, the 12 Early on, when we first presented this

13 rebuilding of 7 World Trade Center, but all of 13 plan, Track 1, right Rere, was located here,
14 the retail space, the cultural facilities, the 14 further into the footprint. We pointed that
15 memorial, as well as all of the other businesses 15 out. We didn't hide it. We explained why,
16 that were coming back downtown and the 16 because we thought that the slurry wall along
17 residential population that was growing. The 17 Greenwich Street would have to be reinforced,
18 residential population is growing, We realize 18 which would then impact that track. We made a
19 it's going to further increase the reverse 19 commitment that we would do our damndest to make
20 commute in Lower Manhattan as we look to the 20 sure that we could avoid doing that. We did that
21 future. 21 and we were able to come back to the parties and
22 As we look up to the year 2025 and the 22 say that Track 1 will remain'where it is and have
23 EIS, the draft EIS, you saw the amount of 23 less of an impact on the footprint, as well as
24 ridership levels increasing. It was important 24 the column bases of 1 World Trade Center and
25 that when we established our goals, it was to 25 2 World Trade Center. We lived up to our
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1 establish a transportation complex, not just the 1 commitment.

2 PATH station but a transportation complex that 2 At the same time, we also made a

3 would address the needs of all the parties 3 commitment that these five tracks will remain in

4 affected in Lower Manhattan and also be very 4 virtually the same location and the same

5 mindful and sensitive to the issues of mitigating 5 configuration as before. We also said that these

6 the impacts on the historic resources. We did 6 three platforms were also going to remain in the

7 that and we will continue to do so. 7 same location and the same configuration as

8 When we developed the initial plans 8 Dbefore, ten cars in length, but we needed this

9 for this downtown transportation terminal, we 9 fourth platform. We presented to you and we
10 laid out corridors, we laid out all the new 10 worked very hard at explaining the amount of
11 intermodal connections between PATH and virtually | 11 impact, how many columns, how much area we were
12  all of the subways, connections to the cultural 12 covering by this fourth platform. This fourth
13 facilities, memorial, and we avoided with those 13 platform, we explained why it was needed in terms
14  corridors, with those concourses.going east-west, |14 of ridership growth and safety. Keep in mind, we
15 north-south, avoiding the areas of the 15 have to build and plan for the future but also
16 footprints, the areas where the columns stood. 16 still remember what was there and what happened
17 If T only talk about footprints, I also mean 17 on that horrible day. We are also survivors
18 columns. I'm talking about all of the historic 18 here.
19 resources, 19 The need for Platform D, let me go
20 And then when we looked at the PATH 20 through that for a moment. When we design a PATH
21 facilities and we looked at the ridership growth, 21 station, when we design any station, there is a
22 we had developed with our planners initially a 22 basic premise. You design for the peak period,
23 plan, what would be the best for us to have as we |23 and the peak period for this PATH station is in
24 build and plan for the future, Initially, our 24 -the morning peak. You have to design for that.
25 planners came back to us early on and said we 25 And more importantly, you have to clear the
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1 platforms before the next train comes into the 1 and when we look at and do the analysis of three
2 station. If a train is coming in at a 2 platforms for the Newark service on Platform C,
3 three-minute headway and the first train comes 3 the time it takes to clear that platform is
4 into the station and unloads its passengers, they 4 greater than the three-minute headway. That's a
5 have to clear that platform within three 5 negative. That is a negative. That creates
6 minutes. When you think about clearing the 6 blocking, backup on the platforms. By the
7 platform and how long it takes, it's made up of a 7 addition of this fourth platform, it alleviates
8 number of different components. I'm going to do | 8 that condition. It greatly reduces that
9 my best to try to explain it as simply as I can. 9 clearance time.
10 The time that it takes to clear a 10 We, as a public agency, have to think
11 platform is made up of increments of time that, 11 about safety and safety is very, very important.
12 added up, gives you this time frame to clear a 12 Safety has been one of our primary objectives
13 platform. The first time interval is how long 13 here, as well as being a secured environment.
14 does it take to exit the train. You add to that 14 Safety is important ahd we are not going to
15 increment of time now another increment, which is | 15 jeopardize safety for our passengers now and in
16 how long does it take to walk on that platform to 16 the future. It would not be, I believe, in
17 a queuing area and then the time it takes to get 17 everyone's, in the parties' best interest to say
18 up a vertical circulation element, whether it be 18 that we are willing to sacrifice or jeopardize
19 a stair or whether it be an escalator. All of 19 safety. We have to keep this in mind.
20 that time, all of that clearance time has to be 20 What that extra platform does, it
21 less than the headway. o 21 allows for improved circulation of our
22 Next, that clearance time to get off 22 passengers, allows the passengers to move around
23 the platform is also affected by the number of 23 more effectively and help us with that projected
24 vertical circulation elements, how many stairs, 24 ‘growth that is coming to Lower Manhattan,
25 how many escalators. When we look at this 25 When you think about it, what did we
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1 station, we look at the platforms, there is only 1 have before 9/11? We had a constricted station
2 an optimal amount of vertical stairs, vertical 2 that had reached its limits, and for us to go
3 elements that you can put into a station before 3 back and build a station that is a replacement in
4 they begin to affect one another and before it 4 kind does not serve the best interests of all the
5 becomes a negative, whether it be from a geometry | 5 parties. Keeping in mind as we move forward, we
6 point of view or whether it be from people 6 are very cognizant and very understanding and
7 walking in front of each other. If you have 7 sensitive to the historic resources that are
8 cross-connecting stairs at times coming up to a 8 going to be affected. We will do our damndest to
9 mezzanine, it's also taking away valuable 9 mitigate the impact on those resources, but to
10 circulation space on the platform. So there is 10 put safety at risk and not allow for future
11 an optimal amount. 11 ridership growth is not in the best interest of
12 Now, if you remember, I said that 12 Lower Manhattan and all of the parties
13 there is that reverse commute, that growing 13 concerned. Thank you.
14 residential population in Lower Manhattan. They 14 THE MODERATOR: Any questions for
15 are doing that reverse commute, so when you look |15 Lou, and comments?
16 at this calculation of how long, this analysis, 16 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: Most of
17 of how long it takes to get off a platform, you 17 the push-back in these sessions has been in terms
18 have to look at that not every single stair or 18 of the Port Authority having to justify this
19 escalator is used to clear a platform. You need 19 Platform D, which I'm sorry to see that you have
20 to allocate some of that vertical circulation for 20 to present so defensively because it does seem
21 this reverse commute. 21 obvious that you have to be able to handle the
22 I'm not even going to talk about 22 traffic in a safe manner.
23 failure of management here if one or two 23 I want to push it a little further and
24 escalators go out of service. Just keeping that 24 ask will Platforms A, B, C and D be adequate for
25 in mind, vertical circulation, reverse commute, 25 the long run or has there been consideration on
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1 whether a fifth platform mike might be necessary 1 level of service so that we can make sure we are
2 to handle the long-term traffic? 2 addressing this platform clearance issue that we
3 MR, LOU MENNO: To respond to that 3 are talking about.
4 question, the ridership is going to be greater in 4 Hopefully, that answers your question.
5 the future on the Newark line compared to the 5 MR. BOB KORNFELD: I don't think
6 Hoboken line so that we looked at the analysis, 6 that really does answer the question. I think
7 and with the configuration that is being proposed 7 you've got a big problem with that.
8 here, it will support the future ridership growth 8 MR. BERNARD McNEILLY: Could you
9 on both the Newark and Hoboken lines coming into | 9  be a little bit more specific about the problem?
10 the Trade Center. 10 MR. BOB KORNFELD: I think the
11 MR. BOB KORNFELD: May I ask a 11 problem is that that's an unacceptable impact, I
12 question? This is Bob Kornfeld, One of the 12 mean, adverse effect. I think you're very close
13 issues that came up at the previous meeting was |13 to being able to configure that platform in a way
14 the idea of reconfiguring the part of that 14 where it will not have an adverse affect on
15 platform that crosses the 1 World Trade Center 15 1 World Trade Center. I think you're so close to
16 footprint to clear the columns. Have you 16 having a hundred percent of that footprint,
17 explored that any further? It seems like that's 17 figuring out some way to address that would just
18 a relatively minor change compared to not having |18 move your process along a lot faster,
19 another platform at all. 19 MR. BERNARD McNEILLY: I
20 THE MODERATOR: The question was 20 understand your point, Bob. We did in fact
21 how much consideration or has consideration been |21 figure out how to address that there will be an
22 given to simply reconfiguring the north end of 22 impact. If you could see the slides, and I don't
23 Platform D? I assume that means, Bob, narrowing {23 know if you have the slides in front of you, if
24 it or something like that? 24 you look at the coloration that is there for the
25 MR. BOB KORNFELD: Right, or kind 25 proposed Platform D configuration, what is
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1 of cutting it off and angle it like where work 1 represented in the darker color red is to
2 goes across the footprint and maybe reconfiguring | 2 represent one of the things that was explored.
3 the stair or something like that. 3 It seemed at the last meeting that there was some
4 MR. LOU MENNO: I have Bernie 4 reasonably positive feedback about it, about
5 McNeilly who will address this question for you. 5 architecturally enhancing and treating both the
6 MR. BERNARD McNEILLY: It's Bernie 6 platform and areas that would represent the Tower
7 McNeilly from the Port Authority. The width of 7 area, particularly in the areas where you wouid
8 the platform is comprised of a couple different 8 be, in fact, either the World Trade Center Tower
9 elements based on what Lou was saying. Part of 9 1 or 2 footprint area.
10 itis, if you are familiar with the existing 10 In our opinion, what that would mean
11 station right now, there is a safety strip. 11 is that although it is an impact, it would give
12 There is a distance to be able to get around 12 you an adeqguate representation, just because of
13 vertical circulation elements, to stay in 13 that treatment of increasing your awareness in
14  accordance with some code requirements, 14 expressing that you are in fact in either the
15 specifically, the American Disabilities Act, ADA, 15 Tower 1 or Tower 2 footprint. That is how we
16 as well as the width that's associated with the 16 would be addressing the potential impact to the
17 vertical circulation elements, Based on that, we 17 resource.
18 are not going to be able to decrease the width of |18 MR. NOAH PFEFFERBLIT: I'm Noah
19 the platforms. 19 Pfefferblit from Wall Street Rising. Mr. Menno,
20 We did take a hard look as far as the 20 you depicted this in very technical terms in
21 number of vertical circulation elements that 21 terms of the headways and so on, I am wondering,
22 would be required, and based on the way we were [22 are you suggesting that if there were an
23 trying to look at this situation, we right now 23 . emergency at this location in the future when it
24 have the minimum amount of vertical circulation 24 was at maximum usage that there could be risk and
25 elements that we need to maintain an adequate 25 real endangerment to people trying to evacuate
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1 from the platforms? . 1 evaluation as to whether or not you, in fact, are
2 MR. LOU MENNO: Without Platform 2 telling us the truth or not? Essentially, we are
3 D, the fourth platform, we would have a serious 3 being told trust us and I'm not sure that a lot
‘4 condition that, God forbid, if there were an 4 of the consulting parties here feel that we are
5 emergency and we had an overcrowding situation, | 5 at the point where we can trust, as an absolute,
6 we wouldn't be able to clear people off in an 6 all the things we hear from the Part Authority.
7 adequate period of time. There would be some 7 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: First of
8 risk. 8 all, there are things about the projections that
9 MR. JOEL KLEIN: For both Lou and 9 I'm not necessarily sure that I trust. One is in
10 Bernie, we keep coming back to this. At the 10 20 years I think the ability to project they will
11 meeting we had almost two months ago, we asked |11 only have a 20 percent increase in usage is a
12 for the backup information to support your 12 leap of faith. We could as easily have a 40
13 ridership projections. We were referred to the 13 percent increase in usage over a period of that
14 EIS. At the last meeting, you acknowledged it 14  time.
15 was not in the EIS. I believe a commitment was 15 So I think in terms of long-range
16 made to provide that information, 16 planning, I would expect that this being a
17 In addition, we had not had an 17 significant passage into the city and a very
18 opportunity to look at any of the engineering 18 important component of bringing workers in and
19 studies to support your contentions about how 19 out and residents in and out, that you have to
20 ‘long it would take to clear the platforms and 20 plan to be very conservative to be able to meet
21 allow for an independent assessment of that being |21 future demands because down the line, as we know
22 done. It's clear that that's a very key issue 22 from before 9/11, if you underplan it, you are
23 here. 23 not going to be able to change it in 20 years
24 One of the other points that is 24 without a huge cost to the City and the State.
25 continually obfuscated is the fact that I believe 25 So you know, I have an economiés
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1 that there never was ten-car service into the 1 background and I don't trust economic
2 World Trade Center prior to 9/11. There were 2 projections; and so I would be very conservative
3 ten-car platforms, but as other stations in the 3 with that. I think the platforms that you have
4 system, they could only accommodate eight-car 4 seem to be reasonably conservative. There will
5 trains. Only eight cars were going into the 5 be new trains, faster trains and better, but one
6 Trade Center, 6 thing that doesn't change over a period of time
7 You are also showing by your own 7 is how fast people walk and how they can clear
8 projections in the year 2025, approximately a 8 stations.
9 20 percent increase in ridership. You're also 9 Another thing I'd like to say is that
10 now going to be increasing the number of cars on |10 I think if you look at the World Trade Center
11 each train by 20 percent because for the first 11 site, probably even within two or three years,
12 time, with this new station, you will have an 12 the highest volume of visitors to this site is
13 opportunity to have ten cars operating throughout | 13 not going to be tourists, it's not going to be
14 the system. 14 residents walking across it, it's not going to be
15 In addition, the Port Authority has 15 business people in offices. It's going to be
16 contracted for new cars for the system. There's 16 people coming into this PATH train. Everywhere
17 been no information as to the ridership, if there 17 on the site has the recollection and the use that
18 is any difference in the capacity of those cais 18 it had prior to 9/11. That we walk through and
19 versus the new ones, the length of those cars, 19 pass and use it in a way that we used it prior to
20 the number of doorways to facilitate ingress and 20 9/11 is incorporated with reminders of the world
21 egress. Also, there's been no side-by-side 21 before 9/11. It's a far more valuable piece to
22 comparison of how passengers would exit the 22 restore this site and protect the memory of the
23 platforms compared to the original condition, the {23 World Trade Center than protecting a few
24 current condition and what's being proposed. 24  artifacts of metal and concrete beneath the
25 So how is anyone to do their own 25 surface.
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1 I think the design of this PATH 1 Having just been provided with this
2 station is very important because I think it will 2 information that justifies the Platform D, we
3 be a reminder to everybody who used it on a 3 haven't had a chance to review this yet, but
4 regular basis. The fact that it takes one 4 based on what we've seen so far, we do not think
5 through the footprints and people will be walking 5 that Platform D is justified and we agree with
6 through the footprints of the World Trade Center 6 the Historic District Council that a hundred
7 and know that when they used to cross through 7 percent of the North Tower should be preserved as
8 these areas that above them were two towers that 8 opposed to that 97 percent which we had
9 are now gone will be an incredibly meaningful 9 originally agreed to.
10 part of our daily lives. 10 The Port Authority and FTA had
11 So I think those are the main points 11 promised us that they will begin to look at the
12 that I have here. That resource, I think the 12 footprints in total, not just the columns that
13 resource or the ability to be in the space is 13 define them but the total historic footprint.
14 more valuable than the specific resources of 14 They told us they would speak percentages. Here
15 specific columns under the ground. 15 we are looking at a memorandum of agreement and
16 MR. MATT VIGGIANO: Hi, I'm Matt 16 there is not a single percentage in here in terms
17 Vigiano from the State Senator Martin Connor's 17 of discussion of the footprint of 1 World Trade
18 office. One of the largest goals for Lower 18 Center or 2 World Trade Center. I'd like to know
19 Manhattan has been enumerated by many Lower 19 where the draft finding of effects document fits
20 Manhattan organizations, which is to retain this 20 into ali of this because we haven't seen a
21 area as the third largest business district in 21 revised version of that since you've received all -
22 the country. One of the things that is going to 22 of our comments.
23 help to do that is providing the capacity that 23 It looks like we are just getting
24 would be needed in the future by the workers 24 steamrolled into the memorandum of agreement
25 returning from New Jersey to downtown Manhattan. |25 that's going to be finalized. The consulting
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1 TI'think following the community's lead, this is 1 parties that we speak with frequently have
2 something that will help us greatly in securing 2 concerns about the cumulative affects of the
3 this and keeping this the third largest business 3 LMDC's projects and your projects. A prime
4 district in the city. Thank you. 4 example of that is that Vesey Street staircase
5 MS. CHARLENE VAUGHN: Idon't know | 5 where you're telling us don't worry, our project
6 where to begin. First, I'd like to just touch on 6 is not going to impact it, not telling us what
7 something that Mr. Stanke said. I actually kind 7 LMDC's impact on that will be, which at the last
8 of disagree with that. I think 50 years from now 8 meeting you mentioned that that Vesey Street
9 PATH trains are not really going to communicate 9 staircase was going to essentially, based on the
10 the September 11th attacks in the way that the 10 design for the office tower that's going in that
11 actual tangible footprints, that are the scar 11 location, would essentially be in the lobby and
12 from the attack, the way that they would be able |12 that it wouldn't be practical to preserve it.
13 to provide that powerful connection without 13 I think the consulting parties need to '
14 words. 14 be able to have the ability to look at the entire
15 I think many people also forget that 15 World Trade Center redevelopment in one
16 3,000 people were killed at this site and 16 cumulative package because otherwise, whatever
17 cremated remains of those people were found on {17 you tell us, even if you finally keep your
18 these bedrock footprints, So they have more than |18 promise and begin to look at the footprints in
19 just a historic value, they have a spiritual 19 total and start talking percentages, it's going
20 -value, The fact that we are family members is 20 to be irrelevant because LMDC at the end of the
21 irrelevant. This is a historic preservation 21 day was able to sign an extremely vague
22 position. Check the comments, all the historic 22 programmatic agreement where they just provide
23 preservation groups that are participating in. 23 access and their definition of the footprints
24 this process have been battling to save these 24 isn't even accurate. They talk about access to
25 footprints. 25 the box beam columns that form portions of the
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1 lower footprints. We know from these ongoing 1 discussion, I'm sorry I missed the last
2 meetings they don't form portions, they form the 2 Consulting Parties meeting on this. I think
3 entire historic footprint. 3 Anthony is right, that the footprint remains
4 Some people may think these are just 4 important to our collective memory and if there
5 steel columns embedded in concrete, but there are | 5 is a way that that is identified through
6 those of us who feel they have much more 6 engineering or designating the area on the
7 importance and importance in the sense of 50, 7 platform that represents the footprint, I think
8 100, 200 years from now. The PATH train is not 8 that that is an important thing to be done.
9 going to speak to future generations about the 9 I would also say that the memory of
10 September 11th attacks, but these physical 10 what happened 50 years from now or 100 years from
11 footprints can. None of the preservation groups 11 now, in my opinion, is better told by the
12 are saying you can't have your PATH train, you 12 memorial itself and the memorial museum. I don't
13 can't have your office towers, residents can't 13 think the footprint itself will tell a story.
14 - have their access around the site, which is a 14 Thank you.
15 different issue. 15 MR. RICHARD KENNEDY: Good
16 So the point I'm trying to make is 16 afternoon. I'm Richard Kennedy from Community
17 thatit's infuriating when people try to downplay 17 Board 1. I'd like to thank the Port Authority
18 the historic significance of these footprints. 18 and all the agencies involved for your hard work
19 It really is very difficult to listen to the Port 19 on this. I agree with much of what Robin said
20 Authority talking about safety issues when maybe |20 and everyone else. I think we have to look at
21 you could tell us if the new World Trade Center 21 the folks who live and work here and who come to
22 is even being built under the legal jurisdiction 22 visit Lower Manhattan. I think that needs to be
23 of local building and fire codes because I know 23 taken a look at and what the future will bring
24 that that's another issue. , 24 here. We are the third largest business
25 THE MODERATOR: Try to keep it on 25 district, as someone has just previously
) Page 46 Page 48
1 Platform D. 1 mentioned. We are going to add possibly 15,000
2 MR. MATT VIGGIANO: Well, we 2 residential units which are going to put
3 talked about safety features. 3 additional demands on this.
4 THE MODERATOR: I know. They were 4 I think if you take a look at that and
5 talking about evacuation of the station. That's 5 what needs to happen to make this work, your plan
6 not the issue today. 6 works. I think planning for the future and
7 MS. ROBIN FORST: Robin Forst from 7 allowing for growth and capacity, possibly beyond
8 Council Member Alan Gerson's office. Listening 8 what you're considering today, is a reality. I
9 to the different points of view, I am sort of 9 think the fourth platform is important to serve
10 reminded of the lessons that we have learned from |10 the community and the safety issues. The folks
11 9/11. Ithink one of the most important lessons 11 who live and work here are survivors. 1
12 that we learned is the critical importance of 12 personally do both. 1 live downtown and I work
13 safety as we go forward. Sadly, it feels like 13 downtown. On that horrible day I watched what
14 the world is a more dangerous place today than it 14 happened and I really don't want anyone to be put
15 was on 9/10 or 9/11. I think the creation of 15 at risk ever again. I don't think that's an
16 easier access into and out of the station through 16 issue that's debateable, I don't think that's
17 - the establishment of the creation of an 17 something we can even remotely consider. The
18 additional platform makes tremendous sense from a | 18 ability to be sure we are safe, this works and we
19 safety standpoint. 19 are doing all the right things for the people who
20 One of the other lessons that we 20 live, work and are here, It's critical.
21 learned in the aftermath of 9/11 is that we need 21 Sometimes they are the silent majority. They
22 to progress, we need to move forward while at the |22 don't come up and talk to you about it, they
23 same time preserving the memory of what occurred |23 don't voice it so much, but they are the
24 on that day and also preserving our past. I 24 day-to-day folks who are here. I think that's
25 would ask, and I know there's been some 25 really important.
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1 I guess if I sound a little emotional, 1 station which we are now correcting, where you
2 1 probably am. Because of that, I think safety 2 have to walk back a couple cars to exit. If that
3 is critical, I think the understanding that we 3 fourth platform were in fact shorter than the
4 are the central business district that's going to 4 rest, you might be able to provide some
5 grow, the incorporation of the merging of the 5 additional capacity but not the full capacity as
6 transportation systems will further increase what 6 if you'd have four platforms.
7 we are, making us a greater global city. The 7 Obviously, we would need to review all
8 need to be sure this all works and ties together 8 these options. I would be interested in seeing
9 isimportant. So I think the ability to expand 9 just a few more options for how to explore this
10 s critical. I think the safety issue that was 10 because we are so close to preserving that entire
11 brought up before is an issue that is one that we 11 footprint which RPA feels is a very symbolic
12 can't put at risk under any circumstances. Thank |12 element that if at all possible, what can be
13 you. 13 preserved, should be.
14 MR. BOB KORNFELD: May I make 14 I just want to throw our support for
15 another comment? 15 having as much capacity as ‘possible for the long-
i6 THE MODERATOR: In just a second, 16 term economic growth downtown, but I'd also like
17 Bob. 17 to see some more solutions and see if the Port
18 MS. PETRA TODOROVICH: One of the 18 Authority could provide us with a few more
19 first consensus points that emerged from the 19 options as to how to deal with this. Thank you.
20 civic community after September 11th, in thinking | 20 THE MODERATOR: Bob, you can go
21 about the planning for rebuilding Lower Manhattan | 21 now and then we will go to the back of the room.
22 was that restoring the transportation connections |22 MR. BOB KORNFELD: I just want to
23 to the rest of the city in the region is one of 23 say that I think this is being portrayed by a
24 the most important things that could be done to 24 number of the parties as sort of like a safety
25 restore the economic vitality of Lower Manhattan |25 versus preservation thing. I think that's a
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1 and provide for sufficient capacity and long-term 1 false premise. It's not that at all. The whole
2 growth of this very important business and 2 issue of the Section 106 review is to identify
3 residential district and visitors district. 3 historic resources and then see how to minimize
4 So RPA strongly supports a PATH 4 an adverse effect. I think that's what we should
5 station that can accommodate this growth over the| 5 be doing.
6 long term and we feel that a three-platform 6 I think making speeches about how we
7 solution would not be viable. If we are going to 7 need safety and everything, there is no one who
8 invest this much money in the station, it should 8 is against safety. There is no one who is
9 be able to sustain and promote economic growth in| 9 against having a good PATH station, but I think
10 Lower Manhattan over the long term. 10 that not enough has been done really to bring
11 That being said, I don't think that 11 some imagination and creativity into the design
12 the Tower footprints are something that can be 12 process. I think that that can happen. I don't
13 taken lightly and I don't believe that the Port 13 think it will impact PATH service or safety, I
14 Authority is taking them lightly. We are not 14 think those are non-issues and they are not
15 prepared yet to fully support the solution that's 15 really that relevant to the historic review.
16 been presented in front of us for platforms. I'm 16 MR. ALBERT CAPSOUTO: I'm Albert
17 sorry I missed the last meeting. I was very 17 Capsouto from Tribeca Organization. One, I do
18 intrigued by Mr. Kornfeld's suggestion over the 18 want to emphasize the reverse commute point. I
19 speakerphone that the platform in some way be 19 think that's a point that is not really taken
20 narrowed. I'd like to see a greater explanation 20 here that much, but Tribeca and the financial
21 of how different options might stili clear the 21 district are some of the fastest growing
22 first footprint. Obviously, this isn't most 22 residential districts, much of which are going to
23 desirable from a transportation, from a commuting |23  be employed on the Jersey side. I think prior to
24 perspective. 24 9/11, that was not as much of a component as I
25 I'm thinking about the South Ferry 25 see down in the future. So down 10, 20, 25
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1 vyears, I do see the reverse commute being a very 1 Finally, I'd like to say that I think

2 important process. 2 that the footprint is important; but there are

3 I want to address again the question 3 different ways of preserving things. I actually

4  of the historic preservation versus the symbolism 4 think it's a fairly ingenious way that you've

5 of the historic preservation. I think having a 5 come up with and it's not disrespectful and it's

6 life through historic preservation elemernts will 6 not dismissing the importance of the footprint.

7 actually enhance the memory, not detract from it. 7 There are many, many ways of looking at it,

8 MS. SHIRLEY JAFFE: Hi, I'm 8 preserving and keeping a memory of important

9 Shitley Jaffe from the Alliance for Downtown New 9 historic events and monuments. You can see them
10 York, I guess a lot of people have said things 10 all around the world.

11 that I would just like to reinforce. We've been 11 MS. DEBORAH LESTER: I'm Deborah
12 around since the middle of the '90s and we 12 Lester from New York State Assembly Speaker

13 watched a lot of things happen to Lower 13 Sheldon Silver's office. 1 wanted to let you

14" Manhattan. We represent the residents and the 14 guys know that the Speaker supports the position
15 businesses downtown. It's critical that Lower 15 of Community Board 1 and the residents of Lower
16 Manhattan move forward. 16 - Manhattan who seem to be in agreement that the
17 I would like to. say that I think this 17 PATH station should move forward and that your
18 process has been very responsive. To the point 18 plan takes into consideration the footprints.

19 of the man on the phone, the point is that you 19 Anything else that you can come up with, I'm sure
20 look at the conditions on the side, you look at 20 would be appreciated by all the consulting
21 potential resources and you try to address the 21 parties. But at the end of the day, the PATH
22 conflicts, but you try to address the conflicts 22 ° station and the improvement of the PATH station
23 as best you can. Sometimes you can and sometimes | 23 s vital to Lower Manhattan. Thanks.
24 you can't. I think this process has been very 24 MR. JOEL KLEIN: A lot of the
25 responsive. 25 people who have spoken have sort of accepted the
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1 The future of Lower Manhattan is 1 premise that the Port Authority has put forward

2 essential. It is the third largest business 2 that Platform D is the only solution to the

3 district, it's going to have a glorious future 3  problem of dealing with increased ridership and

4 and I think everybody who lives, works and visits 4  proper circulation to get people in and out of

5 downtown wants to see it move forward as quickly | 5 the station.

6 and as impressively as possible. I think that we 6 I repeat again, there has been no

7 need to design for the future and not look at a 7 independent evaluation of that data. You have

8 station that the -- the station at the South 8 not made it available to the consulting parties.

9 Ferry station is an incredibly archaic station 9 This is the same agency that told us there was no
10 and the notion that you would even think about 10 way to avoid having a fifth platform, there was
11 designing something as a throwback to that is 11 no way to avoid destroying the E train entrance,
12 absurd at this point. This is a moment in 12 there was no way to avoid destroying the Vesey
13 history where, fortunately or fortunately, we can 13 Street stairs.
14 actually think about designing for the future and 14 The heart of the Section 106 process
15 looking at capacity and looking at growth. 15 is the need for the process, as well as the
16 Growth is always underestimated. We 16 consideration of alternatives. The only
17 look at a slow economy right now and we think, 17 alternative, one of the three alternatives that
18 oh, it will never change, buildings will never 18 the Port Authority and FTA have put forward in
19 fill up. There are cycles and people forget that 19 their EIS and their 4-F statement is what I refer
20 there are cycles, and ultimately, Lower Manhattan {20 toasa mega alternative which was unbuildable on
21  will grow. Both the residential population and 21 its face, which was the construction of new tubes
22 the worker population will grow tremendously. I 22 under the Hudson River.
23 .think we do need to move forward and build a 23 Well, if you're going to look at
24 proper PATH station that doesn't just accommodate | 24 alternatives that are so outrageous, that would
25 today but definitely accommodates tomorrow. 25 do nothing toward solving the problem, then I can
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1 suggest alternatives to Platform D that would 1 historic preservation mission would be much
2 function very well and would preserve the 2 clearer.
3 footprint. Why not have another level in the 3 If one viewed this entire process so
4 station? There are alternatives that could -be 4 far on one screen, one would see that, for
5 looked at. At least give them the courtesy of 5 ' instance, the World Trade Center Memorial
6 analysis. They may not be viable, but the point 6 Advisory Committee, of which I was a member,
7 is you have started from the premise that this is 7 painstakingly went to preserve everything that we
8 the only solution that meets the problem. 8 really could preserve. Everything on the surface
9 We are not convinced that that is the S and much below the surface will be starkly
10 case, and your reluctance to provide the 10 evident. Access to the slurry wall is manifest.
11 information upon which those conclusions are 11 All kinds of committee members from all
12 based to outside review by professionals and 12 approaches worked together to achieve this. The
13 traffic, engineering and transportation 13 Mission of Historic Preservation, as I see it, is
14 engineering makes the entire process very, very 14 to try to sustain historic resources and make
15 suspect. 15 them usable in a modern context. We don't live
16 And so I would call upon you again to 16 in a museum, per se.
17 make that information available so that it can be |17 Community Board 1 has the second most
18 reviewed by independent parties. I would urge 18 applications for alterations to historic
19 you again, as I had done in prior meetings, not 19 districts or individual buildings of any in the
20 to view these historic resources as impediments |20 city. We have a long history of strict
21 but to look at them as challenges. There may be |21 constructionist preservation. However, so much
22 other solutions that you have not yet 22 s being preserved here, including the footprints
23 considered. We think they exist and we think if |23 at the surface, including the slurry wall. The
24  you get beyond this attachment that borders 24 list that was just mentioned of all the things
25 almost as a rationale to having this fourth 25 that you said you couldn't preserved that you
Page 58 Page 60
1 platform as the only solution, that there may be 1 have preserved, that you are now preserving, the
2 some way to provide an alternative that allows 2 last people just addressed, is an example of this
3 for safe operation of the facility in a manner 3 process working and your malleability on this
4 that meets your future demands and not just the 4 matter, '
5 projected demands of 2025, 5 I'm not in love with the Port
6 People talked about not being able to 6 Authority, I don't dislike the Port Authority,
7 rely on those projections and they talked about 7 butI'm at a loss to understand in the C-106
8 the dangers of underestimating future ridership. 8 process as opposed to, for example, the Memorial
9 Well, perhaps there are alternatives that you 9 Committee process, which had as much family
10 could consider, such as possibly double decking 10 members as community members and other elements,
11 some of these platforms that would allow for even [11 I'm at a loss to understand why every small area,
12 greater expansion of capacity. 12 every small segment, section, item of discussion
13 That's all we are asking for and 13 is prosecutorial, is one of contention. So far
14 that's what's called for in both the Section 4-F, 14 this process has been an enormous success by
15 the Section 106 and the need for processes. 15 conventional preservation standards in term of
16 MR. BRUCE EHRMANN: Bruce 16 what has been preserved. Thanks.
17 Ehrmann, chair of Lettermarks Committee of 17 MR. NOAH PFEFFERBLIT: I don't
18 Community Board 1 of Manhattan. I can relate to {18 feel qualified to assess and analyze the
19 the issue of trust. It's always a problematic 19 presentation that's been made, but accepting at
20 issue when individuals are dealing with either 20 face value what has been said, while I think
21 government entities or large private entities. I 21 there is definitely a need to honor the
22 also appreciate the notion that was raised a 22 footprints, honor the feelings of the family
23 little while ago, that had this process been 23 members, I think that the one thing that for me
24 approached more wholistically as an examination |24 trumps everything else is the need for safety.
25 of the entire site, I think the view of the 25 If there is deemed to be a need for
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1 the fourth platform to protect the safety of 1 correct?
2 future users and the future growth of the area 2 THE MODERATOR: Indirectly, a lot
3 because it will mean that there will be that many | 3 of people in this room are paying, so to speak.
4 more users of the station, I think to me there is 4 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: Very much
5 no question. It would be unconscionable to 5 o0, I would think. One of the big limits on this,
6 prevent that from happening. ‘ 6 they are realistic limits. We are all paying for
7 While there could be other analyses, 7 it. One of the issues in terms of options is
8 other people could take a look at this to see if 8 cost. I'm in the middle of renovating my own
9 there are other creative solutions that they can 9 place and I have to decide whether to take down a
10 come up with, if what we have here turns out to |10 wall or keep a wall back up, you know, relating
11 be what we have in the final analysis, then 11 to construction that was done. Keeping a wall up
12 certainly Wall Street Rising would support the 12 is a heck of a lot less expensive than taking a
13 plan as it's presented. 13 wall down.
14 MR. KEN LUSTBADER: I'm not 14 I know some of the early ideas that
15 prepared to comment on behalf of the five groups | 15 were considered were taking the platforms, moving
16 that I represent about the intrusions on the two 16 them right through the slurry wall to the other
17 towers. However, I just want to go back, for the |17 side of the site. The expense of that would
18 record, the concern that we have, which has beein | 18 obviously be prohibitive. The idea of taking the
19 discussed before, is the cumulative impact of all |19 trains up a level and then having to build a
20 projects. I think that's where the frustration 20 structure to support train level weights in two .
21 comes from the five groups that I deal with, that |21 levels, obviously, vastly more expensive.
22 we can't appropriately evaluate this project 22 We are sitting in a situation where we
23 without knowing the cumulative impact of other |23 know we don't have the money from insurance,
24 projects, such as the memorial, the Memorial 24 federal government, et cetera, to rebuild, I
25 Center, the other cultural buildings. 25 don't even know what the percentage of what was
Page 62 Page 64
1 For example, today being told that, 1 lostis. We have to use those funds wisely, we
2 okay, the Vesey Street staircase is now just 2 have to find effective ways of using what's there
3 taken off the table and put into another pile, so 3 and leveraging it. Ideas that take us into the
4 we can't even evaluate what the impact is going 4 20, 30, 40 percent more, you have to consider
5 to be on that, which feels very disingenuous 5 what is the value of what we are preserving for
6 about the entire process. From purely a 6 the dollars that it's going to cost to do that.
7 frustration point of view, that's where the Lower 7 We aren't going to be able to go and
8 Manhattan Emergency Preservation Fund stands on| 8 say we need 50 percent more just because we
9 ‘this. 9 realigned this PATH station. It's not going to
10 We do appreciate the Port Authority's 10 be politically viable down the road. That's just
11 efforts to preserve the footprints, we do 11 another thought that I would like to be
12 appreciate the work that's being done to mitigate |12. considered in the record.
13 the impact on the E train, but I think the 13 THE MODERATOR: We will move on.
14 frustration is the kind of consensus of how to go 14 Mr. Hotopp, are you available, sir? We are now
15 forward as a team in evaluating this 106 process. |15 going to discuss the partial draft memorandum of
16 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: There is 16 agreement and John Hotopp will have an extensive
17 one dimension of this that we haven't really 17 or at least a few issues to discuss.
18 spoken about and it relates back to socme of the 18 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: We had prepared
19 other options of what might have been done or 19 a partial MOA that we had circulated for your
20 what might be doable in order to handle the 20 review. Some of the whereas clauses are in there
21 capacity and that is the dimension of cost. Is 21 so you can get a sense of how they are going to
22 there anybody here who is actually paying for 22 look. We are focusing specifically on some of
23 this or who represents organizations that have 23 the stipulations. This goes right back to the
24 the budget that is responsible for paying for 24 discussion I believe we are currently having
25 this? I guess it's coming from the FTA, is that 25 right now.
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1 The first thing I will mention is the 1 need to make the opening smaller than the actual
2 documentation that is being proposed and that is 2 footprint due to surrounding circulation.
3 that everything will be photographically 3 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: I don't have any
4 documented. I put a little bit in here about how 4 information on that.
5 that will be done and to what level. I've been 5 Anybody else want to try to answer
6 in recent consultation with HABS and HAER. They | 6 that question or do we note it and get back to
7 have decided to make it a HABS study rather than | 7 you next time?
8 an engineering study. The problem we are having | 8 MR. BOB KORNFELD: That seems to
9 with this is really it's a documentary study, we 9 go to the issue of cumulative impact.
10 are documenting an event. Nevertheléss, we are |10 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: Was the
11 going to go with the HABS designation. They are |11 opening in the corridor discussed?
12 providing a number for us and a relationship so 12 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: This was of
13 that all of these various pieces that are so 13 course discussed, not the impact of Point Number
14 documented can be brought together in a single 14 2, the corridor on the memorial, but the
15 document. 15 memorial, its configuration, the museum to some
16 I believe that HABS is also going to 16 extent, what will be on the surface. In every
17 become very involved in selecting drawings and 17 possible iteration it was discussed and it
18 things that relate to the towers themselves. 18 appears in the draft summary of the Memorial
19 It's becoming a much larger scale project than 19 Advisory Committee. I don't know what opening is
20 was originally envisioned. 20 being referred to.
21 The first paragraph talks about how it 21 MR. BOB KORNFELD: I thought there
22 will be generally done to a Level 2, which is 22 was circulation around the memorial wall that
23 using documentary sources, drawings or maps and | 23 might be impacted by this pedestrian corridor.
24 things like that, floor plans and other things 24 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: 1 don't recall
25 that will be photographically reproduced, with 25 this coming up.
Page 66 Page 68
1 occasional sketches, as necessary., Measure 1 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: One of
2 drawings, only in the event that they actually 2 the problems with this whole process, from our
3 would be required to tell the story. 3 point of view, has been we are talking about
4 So anyway, so far we have circulated: 4 preserving these various remnants. There's been
5 someé photographs of the first recordation which 5 very little about the tradeoffs involved and what
6 was the parking deck, so you have an opportunity| 6 some of the costs are.
7 to see that. Anyway, that's Paragraph 1 or A. 7 I notice with Item 2 here, this
8 Now, the tower perimeter column 8 commitment to avoid the column bases is an
9 remnants, we are back into that particular 9 absolute commitment compared to some of the other
10 issue. In the first place, we are talking about 10 commitments that are being suggested here, where
11 that we are going to make a very careful job to 11 we use phrases like more "practicable and
12 photograph them correctly so that everyone will |12 beneficial to the maximum extent feasible” and so
13 have a good record of them. The second stip in 13 forth.
14 here was to focus particularly on the east-west 14 1 guess my question is, is there any
15 pedestrian quarter. You will remember last time |15 significant compromise that's being made in that
16 we talked about making sure that it stayed away |16 corridor in order to make this commitment
17 from the footprints. That stipulation has been 17 absolute or are we making it because we are
18 spelled out in here. You can stop me if you have [18 absolutely confident and we won't have to
19 questions at any point. 19 compromise because a lot of people are going to
20 MR. BOB KORNFELD: I have a 20 be spending a lot of time in this corridor?
21 question on 2, the east-west pedestrian corridor. |21 If we are sacrificing anything
22 Does that have an impact on LMDC's proposed 22 material there, if we are sacrificing a
23 circulation around 1 World Trade Center, the 23  significant amount of retail space or whatever,
24 memorial at grade level? I recall an article in 24 then maybe we should consider hedging this with
25 the paper a few months ago saying that they may |25 some of the same type of language. If there is
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1 no impact at all, then I can understand how you 1 significant historic resource that must be
2 can make an absolute commitment. That's the 2 preserved, we need that absolute in there. We
3 question. 3 need to know the percentages that you're looking
4 MR. ANTHONY GARDNER: In response 4 atin terms of preserving, especially when there
5 to the gentleman's question, phrases like to the 5 seems to be no remedy here that you're willing to
6 maximum and feasible if practicable are 6 explore or implement to resolve this issue with
7 qualifiers that quite frankly minimize the 7 the cumulative effects with LMDC's vague
8 effectiveness of the PA. While this comes across 8 programmatic agreement.
9 as an absolute, it's actually where you want to 9 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: I think what we
10 get with mitigation, knowing what the agency is 10 are really talking about is the stage of design
11 committed to do, why, how, when, whatever. 11 where things aren't as firm as they are. I know
12 So I think, for instance, in Number 3, 12 that Platform D has been going back and forth
13 it talks about the locations of column remnants 13 . through the design process. Charlene, to answer
14 of both towers that will be covered by the 14 the question, it's not as firm as it could be in
15 proposed Platform D, "Shall be visually expressed |15 terms of exact number of column bases that might
16 on this platform through appropriate 16 be impacted. I think in the case of the
17 architectural treatment.” That leaves room for 17 east-west corridor, the designers were
18 interpretation. Anybody picking up this 18 comfortable in placing it where they are placing
19 agreement can interpret that, when you don't have | 19 it now. They are very comfortable with that
20 any criteria set forth in here, to establish what 20 phase of the design. I think that's why it got a
21 it is you're trying to achieve with this. 21 little firmer.
22 So I would suggest, as we talk about 22 I think you also see in Item Number 3,
23 mitigation measures, that we try to move more 23 to go to Mr. Gardner's point, that there is an
24 toward absolutes. And to the extent that we 24 opportunity to revisit these things as the design
25 cannot, that we have criteria listed here where 25 becomes more firm. We are going to have a review
‘ Page 70 Page 72
1 we know what we are evaluating it against. It 1 period in here for the consulting parties to
2 begs interpretation. I don't know who the final 2 actually comment on things as the designers get a-
3 arbiter ultimately becomes when something needs 3 little closer to the exact impacts. So I think
4 to be interpreted down the road. 4 that's Items A.
5 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: What is 5 Item B is difficult. As you well
6 the plan execution date of this draft? 6 know, we've been wrestling with that for the bulk
7 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: Another two 7 of the afternoon. Why don't we go to Number C,
8- months, wouldn't you guess, Tim? Probably within | 8 which is kind of pleasant in a sense because the
9 the next couple of months. 9  Port Authority has been able to accommodate
10 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: What we 10 practically all of the concerns with C. We are
11 would like to avoid, and I would like to say this 11 going to be able to take care of the E train
12 in advance and it was the subject of discussion 12 subway entrance and preserve it more or less as
13 in a consulting parties call two days ago, we 13 it stands now, subject to codes and things like
14 would like to avoid the situation that occurred 14 that. Nevertheless, it will be a functional,
15 with LMDC where a proposed draft was sent out. 15 viable part of the operation.
16 We delivered our comments only to find that the 16 As New Yorkers know, you've got to go
17 final copy was signed and executed without our 17 up and go down in this city, so you won't have
18 final say on it. 18 any problem going up three or four steps and
19 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: Quick 19 traveling some distance and then back down
20 comment that speaks to what Charlene was saying, | 20 again. I don't think that's a problem. I was
21 the promise of looking at the footprints in total 21  very tickled to see that that did work out well
22 and referring to them as percentages. You've 22 in the design. Item C, are there any questions
23 thrown around numbers over the last couple of 23 on that, on the E train?
24 meetings and I think for some of us that do feel 24 The slurry wall is an area that the
25 that the remains of the footprints are a 25 designers are still working with somewhat to the
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greatest extent feasible, Charlene, wiggle

words. We are trying to accommodate some views

1

2

3 of the slurry wall on the east side. That again
4 is contingent on the final design of the station
5 itself and will probably be a subject of some

6 discussion with parties. Any gquestions on that?
7
8

MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: I accept
that the design phase is not advanced enough to

w

provide enough details to have explicit
10 mitigation measures developed, but in that
11 regard, what about having some operating

12 principles or design guidelines or something that
13 are over-arching here? When you talk about where

14 practicable and beneficial, are we talking about
15 looking at engineering issues, are we talking

16 about access, are we talking about safety, are we

17 talking about consistency with some design
18 guidelines that are used for this project

19 overall? None of that is set forth in this.
20 So again, you have to interpret or-

21 make a lot of assumptions. The more open-ended

22 that process is, the more you're going to have

23 contention and debate because people don't know

24 the frame work in which the design is
25 proceeding.

N D WN =
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little further.
I think you may find in the next
iteration of the MOA that we will probably be a
little bit firmer in some of the areas because
this design is proceeding, as we speak. Anyway,
there is a comment on Item E.

MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: My
concern on E, again, is the question of what is
being sacrificed to provide the visibility of the
slurry wall from the corridors. I think a lot of
residents don't want to be in the position of
having to view that thing every day as they go
back and forth and have this constant reminder of
what happened on 9/11. We started out with a
standard, as I understand it, that appropriate
access will be provided to portions of the west
slurry wall and then we are going from that to
providing visibility as people walk back and
forth,

Again, I hope nothing is sacrificed
for that. I keep talking about retail space; but
those of us who live in the area I think remember
very fondly the shopping concourse we had there.
It was one of the most successful in the country,
both for workers and for residents. I would not

Page 74

1 At the outset, why can't we just say
2 that the design process is still ongoing and is

3 proceeding within this context, then say what it

—l—4—isthat's-guiding-it.—TFhe-engineers and the
5 architects clearly have to know. They have a

6 contract, they know where they are trying to go.
7 Why can't we understand that in the context of

8 trying to do the 106 consultation?

9 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: You want that as

10 a preamble?
11 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: Or
12 something.

13 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: The other item
14 that we put in this particular piece of the MOA

15 was the penetration of the west slurry wall,

16 That is obviously to get the east-west pedestrian
17 quarter in place. So we've got some description
18 here. We are not quite far enough along with it.

19 Again, this is a matter of

20 coordination with LMDC and the section of this
21 west slurry wall that they are going to preserve
22  as to whether or not we will be able to view that
23 from the quarter. We don't have a clue yet. And
24 so we've we got some wiggle room in here too,
25 Charlene, to say that as the design proceeds a

COCNOUTD WN

(o}

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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sacrifice one square foot of good retail space
for one single view of the slurry wall. I think
if people want to see the slurry wall, there will
be an opportunity for them to do that.

MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: I just
want to reiterate one point. In our written
comments to FTA and the Port Authority, we feel
it's really critical that you begin to now
address these cumulative impacts in a legally
binding way. I think what Charlene was
addressing is right on point and in line with
what we've been thinking about how there is too
much wiggle room in here and there is no
absolutes, but the problem is the way we see it,
if LMDC doesn't sign on to your programmatic
agreement and agree to your terms in terms of how
you're dealing with mitigation with the
footprints, it's going to render the whole
document meaningless because you could say we
are going to preserve a hundred percent of the
North Tower and then LMDC could come back to us
and say, well, that's all well and good but we
need to build a chiller plant on the footprint,
which I think is on the table right now, and
you're only going to get 10 percent. So we
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1 really want, again, to urge you to explore that 1 there.
2 option. 2 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: What is
3 MR. LOU MENNO: I just want to 3 the context of Section 3?
4 make a comment. There is no chiller plant that's 4 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: The context of
5 going on the footprints. We made that clear. 5 Section 3, we are talking about the vibration
6 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: That's 6 impacts of construction on these historic
7 probably just a rumor. 7 buildings and a way of monitoring that and
8 MR. LOU MENNO: I think that's 8 assessing it so that we don't wind up with
9 - just an invalid rumor, just as we tried to 9 shaking down the Verizon building, for example,
10 clarify whether there were six or five tracks. 10 causing some sort of harm.
11 We clarified that. We made it very clear that 11 Anyway, what I anticipate is that
12 there will be no chiller plant. 12 within the next week or two you, the parties,
13 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: We heard |13 will get a much expanded draft to look at and we
14  this from LMDC that they are looking at breaking |14 will try to get out a number of the questions you
15 up the chiller plant to try to maximize access to 15 raised today and see how much of that we can get
16 the footprint. I don't know if that's true. 16 incorporated.
17 MS. IRENE CHANG: I don't think we 17 MR. JOEL KLEIN: It's a comment,
18 have any authority on how the chiller plant is 18 in general. It's short. I just wantto go on
19  built. 19 record as saying that Port Authority and FTA
20 MR, JOHN HOTOPP: We were sort of 20 should not take the fact that the families have
21 talking about the slurry walls. C 21 not commented extensively on this document today
22 The last point we have in this ‘122 to mean that we do not have comments or concerns
23 particular document so far was talking about 23 about it.
24 relocating the cross and that will have to be 24 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: Not at all. I'm
25 done at some point during the construction. I 25 encouraging you to comment.
Page 78 Page 80
1 think Peter pointed out that it can probably stay 1 MR. JOEL KLEIN: I will say that
2 in place for some period of time, but eventually, 2 there is almost literally not a sentence on Page
3 construction will impact that area and it will be 3 2 with which we do not take issue. There is an
4 taken down and removed during Hangar 17, pending| 4 awful lot of wishy-washiness about this, there
5 its final disposition with the other artifacts. 5 are some statements in here that are quite
6 Then we move on to a number of other 6 frankly offensive, there are some that appear to
7 items that we haven't quite gotten finished yet, 7 usto be an attempt to get around regulatory
8 draft of the Hudson River bulkhead section that 8 constraints by deliberately using some words in
9 will have to be completed out and you will see 9 lieu of others,
10 that in the next week or two. 10 I will give you just one example very
11 The vibration impact section, that is 11 quickly. There is reference to features that
12 also in process, and other anticipated 12 would be impacted as opposed to affected.
13 archeological resources and anticipated 13 Affected is a defined term in regulatory
14  discoveries are in this document. That gives you 14 lahguage, impacted is not. We have to wonder
15 a beginning of an idea of how you deal with 15 whether that is an accident or whether that was
16 something that comes up in the site that you 16 done deliberately. I know you've done literally
17 didn't plan for, you didn't expect to see and you 17 dozens of these documents and I am surprised to
18 do see, how do you deal with that. Monitoring is 18 see that word used in that way.
19 in process and some of it will have to be 19 So this is just to let you know that
20 monitored as construction moves ahead. 20 we will be having extensive comments. We would
21 Finally, the dispute resolution 21 hope to have a document that's a little farther
22 section. When one of the agencies might become 22 along than this, especially given the amount of
23 unhappy, how do you work through that, That's 23 time since this process has started. The fact
24 also a draft at the moment. You should see that 24  that there is not even a draft of the dispute
25 in a week or so. We are pushing hard to get 25 resolution clause available at this point is
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1 really of concern, I think you know that we are 1 it from their points of view as well,

2 extremely unhappy with the workings of the 2 The document you have is fairly

3 dispute resolution clause that currently exists 3 incomplete, although it's the beginnings of the

4 in the LMDC programmatic agreement. We would | 4 framework that you will see a far more complete

5 hope that that language does not become a 5 document within the next two weeks. I would

6 blueprint for this document. 6 expect that we would get a fair amount of comment

7 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: You all 7 on it and we will give you a couple weeks to

8 should consider adding a section to this 8 consider. I believe sometime in the middle of

9 coordination of mitigation with other agencies 9 next month we would like to have another session
10 because I think there is a lot of overlap with 10 with you and then following that session, you
11 the LMDC and FHWA projects where you all will 11 will have a review period to comment on
12 ultimately find yourself coordinating how to 12 everything that we said or seen or talked about

13 mitigate some of the impacts to the WTC site if 13 and ideas that we have.
14 no more than for economy of scale or because your| 14 I do want to thank you for everything

15 project is so interrelated. 15 today because this to me has been as useful as
16 So I think having that provision here 16 the comments we got on the determination we got
17 and spelling out how you envision that happening |17 on the report which, as you know, we did a
18 and what it is you will do to effectively 18 substantial amount of work on. Thank you for
19 implement mitigation measures is beneficial for 19  your comments so far. I am going to turn it back
20 all three of you to work together on some aspect 20 to the moderator.
21 of it rather than going off on separate tracks. 21 THE MODERATOR: We are expecting
22 I just think that is a provision that will be 22 to see a further draft within the next two weeks
23 very helpful and I think it will clarify a lot 23 or so, two, three weeks. We would then move
24 for people who are asking how are you dealing 24 towards a meeting in mid-September that would be
25  with this wholistically and all the cumulative 25 focused on that draft. Is that correct?
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1 effects or whatever. 1 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: Correct.

2 I think by the three agencies going on 2 THE MODERATOR: I think we are

3 record as being committed to working together, 3 just about there. Irene, do you have some

4 you will advance that discussion a lot more. 4 comments that you want to make concerning the

5 MR, BOB KORNFELD: Bob Kornfeld 5 LMDC process?

6 again. In number 3, I am just wondering if there 6 MS. IRENE CHANG: I was asked by

7 is a reason that some of the other historic 7 the Port Authority to provide an update at

8 properties around the site haven't been 8 today's meeting on where LMDC is, and I think

9 mentioned, like St. Paul's Chapel, 90 Church 9 based on some of the comments that were made
10 Street and 90 West Street. 10 today, I want to provide some assurances and
11 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: I'm not sure. 11 maybe take us, as Lou did, a few steps back into
12 Are you telling me that the list isn't complete, 12 where we are in the process.
13 that's what your concern is? 13 Folks have thrown around some words
14 MR, BOB KORNFELD: Right. I'm not 14 that may or may not have legal significance, but
15 sure even what issues are being addressed. It's 15 in terms of whether there is cumulative effects
16 just that those buildings seem to fall into the 16 or things that we haven't considered, I think it
17 same category. 17 might be useful for me to just spend a minute on
18 MR. JOHN HOTOPP: According to the 18 the backdrop as to how everyone got to here,
19 code, it's within 90 feet of any of the 19 I think LMDC at its earliest inception
20  construction areas that you have to do monitoring |20 always respected the fact that the Port Authority
21 on those sites for vibration impact. That's 21 owns the property on which our plan is targeted
22 what's driving that particular section. So we 22 and that additional areas surrounding the World
23 will be looking at that issue in terms of this 23 Trade Center site were intended to be part of an
24  particular project. The other projects will also 24 overall redevelopment plan. We recognize that
25 have the same problems and we will be looking at |25 there are existing features at this site, and
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1 with some of your input and the input of many, 1 heard from folks that no one was concerned about
2 many other agencies and individuals, we began the| 2 documenting the current state of the site. In
3 Section 106 process last year, towards the end of 3 reality, our consultants who had been preparing
4 last year, as we embarked on the environmental 4 the EIS and the draft, had taken lots of color
5 review process for our project. 5 photography with respect to the individual
6 At that time we conducted the process 6 aspects that continue to be on the site.
7 in cooperation with the Port Authority. The plan 7 At the end of that process, we also
8 was developed with a tremendous amount of public| 8 acknowledged that many individuals had
9 input that fed both at the selection of the 9 photographs that documented significant points in
10 Liebskind design, the modification of that 10 time since the events of September 11th and none
11 design, the incorporation of the architectural 11 of that had been prepared with an understanding
12 plans by Silverstein Properties and many other 12 that it was supposed to satisfy HABS/HAER
13 considerations as to the structural features, 13 standards. It was significant because it
14 both old and new that exist at the site today. 14 captured a point in time that is now gone. So we
15 With the Port Authority we developed 15 recognize that. We address the fact that we
16 this plan and we recognize that we could only be 16 needed to consult about that existing
17 allowed the opportunity to implement the memorial| 17 documentation.
18 and cultural pieces of that plan, which we 18 It is not traditional that HABS and
19 identified very specifically as the memorial 19 HAER, the National Park Service consider this
20 itself, which we selected at the beginning of 20 information, but it may be that when we are done
21 this year, a museum, which we now call the 21 with our documenting process, they may agree, as
22 Memorial Center and two cultural buildings which  [22  we did, that there is some significance to those
23 we very recently selected institutions to 23 photos, notwithstanding the fact that they were
24 consider and develop as potential occupants and 24 not in quote/unquote archival formats. We have
25 fitters of those facilities. 25 spoken with themn and they say there is a couple
Page 86 " Page 88
1 So as we embarked on this process, we 1 of things we need to discuss and think about but
2 thought it was important and we thought we heard 2 that our discussions will continue,
3 that it was important that we state our 3 So with that done, we agreed that
4 principles and the things that we thought were 4 certainly we were going to commit in the
5 significant from a historic standpoint. 5 programmatic agreement to the commitments that we
6 Notwithstanding the different approaches to MOA's 6 made in our final EIS, which is the document
7 and what programmatic agreements can be, we 7 where, at the request of the consulting parties,
8 wanted to, at your request, prepare a 8 we excerpted to attach to this programmatic
9 programmatic agreement that addressed what we all| 9 agreement so you have in one place all of the
10 concurred was important, 10 commitments that we made to historic resources
11 I want to take us through the very 11 and really moving from those details to the true
12 basic structure of that programmatic agreement 12 purpose of LMDC's plan which was to create and
13 and acknowledge that it expects that future work 13 build the memorial complex which included the
14 is necessary because we stili have planning to 14 Museum Center and the most likely avenue with
15 do. We had selected things, but folks said, 15 which any artifacts that were preserved or any
16 well, how do we know? We want you to put it on 16 remnants that are removed could be displayed for
17 paper. So we did. Now we understand that, yes, 17 the future,
18 it doesn't say everything because we couldn't say - 18 So in Stipulation 3, we went to the
19 everything in April of this year, but we wanted 19 issue of the design of the memorial and we made a
20 to make those commitments as we finalized our 20 very concrete commitment here that as we
21 EIS. 21 developed the memorial, we would incorporate
22 What we did in Stipulation 1, which is 22 portions of the western slurry wall and the
23  the subject of much letter-writing on my part as 23 truncated box beam column bases and that we would
24  well, we agreed that we would consider the 24 provide reasonable and appropriate access.
25 existing documentation about the site because we 25 Now, that wasn't really intended to be
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1 a wiggle spot, but to provide assurance to folks 1 can hear from you more about how they will
2 because someone had suggested, oh, well, are we | 2 realize this vision.
3 going to have to crawl, so we thought what words | 3 Right now, however, we are only at the
4 can we find to make it meaningful. You could 4 point that probably one of the footprint areas
5 probably debate it, but for us the spirit of what 5 can be discussed in any detail, but as progress
6 we wanted to do was to provide people access. 6 is made, we will keep you posted on what the
7 Folks asked us for adjectives, we 7 agenda for that meeting will be. We would like
8 wanted to provide assurance. We are not here to 8 to provide an agenda in advance of that meeting
9 debate whether this was intended to minimize. 9 so you see who will be in attendance, what we
10 It's not. We wanted to articulate the commitment |10 will address so that you can look forward to
f11 that we had made which is that the memorial or 11 probably the first substantive meeting on sort of
12 the Memorial Center will provide a means by which [ 12 the future design and implementation that we can
13 you can access the box beam column bases. 13 have.
14 Now, we noted, though, that we weren't 14 In that regard, just yesterday we
15 in a position to tell you exactly how we could do 15 learned that Davis Brody Bond has also retained a
16 that and so this is probably the most updated 16 historic preservation consultant, Higgins &
17 portion that I can give you today. While we had 17 Quasebard, who will be assisting them so that we
18 selected the memorial, Michael Arad and Peter 18 will have a comprehensive team that will look at
19 Walker -- and Michael Arad specifically was not 19 ways that none of us in this room could possibly
20 an architectural firm that could take the project 20 conceive of as to.how you can address different
21 through necessarily on his own. In the past few 21 features.
22 months we issued an RFP and we selected Davis 22 So as Bruce mentioned, since we last
23 Brody Bond as an associate architect to help him 23 met with you, the Memorial Center Advisory
24 go througdh the process, he and Peter Walker, to 24 Committee, which was also something that this
25 realize the design of the memorial. 25 group called for had met, prepared guidelines
Page 90 Page 92
1 What we took is that now a larger team 1 that were released for public comment and now
2 of architects, along with our own planners, anhd 2 they've been finalized just at the time of our
3 Bill Kelly, who you've seen here from the very 3 last board meeting last week. So those will also
4 beginning, Betty Chen, who is our VP for planning 4 feed the process.
5 who many of you have met, a new team of folks 5 All of the principles that people
6 will help to address the memorial and the design 6 should keep in mind will be kept in mind in the
7 features of that memorial, will take this project 7 form of documents as well as personnel and
8 forward with this programmatic agreement in hand [ 8 ongoing sessions. We think that the design teams
9 because this document was the result of a lot of 9  will be the ones who really will be the ones
10 the efforts and records really for the future, 10 meeting with the Section 106 process consulting
11 all of the things that everyone did through this 11 parties on a going-forward basis,
12 process. 12 With respect to the artifact review, I
13 The public comment process and the 13 think Jackie and Mark already discussed that they
14 environmental process have really been embodied |14 are in the final stages of updating the
15 in one place which I thought was a great thing, 15 inventory. I expect to go and, along with some
16 that all the documents that were relevant could 16 members of the design team, look at the fully
17 be handed off to the folks who will do the actual 17 laid out or whatever format is at Hangar 17 to
18 designs that will make this vision real. 18 see what we have. We will be doing that
19 What we have, as we've reported in a 19 hopefully in the next few weeks or maybe we will
20 couple of letters recently -- we ended up writing 20 wait until the inventory is available.
21 letters every month to keep you up-to-date and in |21 Along with that, we have, through the
22 late September, maybe to not strain you, so that |22 Memorial Center Advisory Committee, thought in
23 you are all ready with this group in early 23 much greater detail about some of the future
24 October to bring the team, the design team 24  artifacts, preservation and presentation
25 forward so that you can hear from them and they |25 possibilities. But again, I don't think that we
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1 are anywhere near having compiled the team of 1 program being implemented by the Port Authority.
2 curators and museum experts that we should have 2 We may have created some confusion in our LMDC
3 for the museum in the future. 3 meetings and the PATH meetings, those being a
4 So we are really only at the beginning 4 different team of folks that are within Port
5 of that process, preservation being the first 5 Authority, maybe not different, but a set team
6 step in how it will be displayed, which ones, 6 within the Port Authority.
7 which other ocnes. We can't make that 7 LMDC and the Port Authority, though,
8 determination on how, but our goal is to look and 8 have worked very closely and I think they said
9 to preserve and to know what's available so that 9 that I want to reassure you that that's going on
10 others can make those decisions in the future. 10 as well, to look at how the redevelopment and the
11 In that respect, we did something that was not 11 memorial program will fulfili the objectives of
12 required by any of these documents and that was 12 this programmatic agreement and the overall
13 at the suggestion of the Lower Manhattan 13 historic philosophy that, obviously, cur memorial
14 Emergency Preservation Fund, which was to explore |14 and redevelopment program tries to fuifill.
15 what forms of non-traditional and other media we 15 So when folks were asking how do you
16 could use to record the current state of the 16 consider the cumulative impacts, I'm not sure
17 site. This was an effort that our memorial 17 that it is cumulative because we are very clear
18 department really undertook with a lot of input. 18 in our EIS that the plah is a plan that addresses
19 It was probably the most coordinated effort 19 most of the areas that you've seen. Exhibit F to
20 internally at LMDC about something that grew out 20 the programmatic agreement, the commitments made
21 of this process, which is that we hired three 21 relating to the western slurry wall, the
22 different videographers to go to the site and to 22 commitments made to provide access to the box
23 take recordings on the theory that people have 23 beam column footprints, those are commitments
24 different perspectives. 24 that we made as part of the memorial and
25 Just like this group of consulting 25 redevelopment plan.
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1 parties, we hired three different videographers, 1 These commitments are incorporated
2 two that went below ground into the pit and 2 into the EIS and the ROD, the Record of Decision
3 around the site, one that did an at-grade watk to 3 that arose out of that process. They are not
4 record inside the perimeter of the current 4 going anywhere, those commitments, and whether
5 viewing wall. And then also a photographer who 5 they are part of the memorial plan, whether they
6 could put together a 360 virtual tour of the site 6 are part of the redevelopment or part of the
7 from a few different perspectives. All of those 7 cultural programming that we will implement, they
8 folks are in the process of preparing samples of 8 remain consistent throughout that building
9 those materials. 9 process.
10 If it becomes possible, we will see 10 So while I think this project suggests
11 what we can do about sharing some of that 11 that the PATH project may also have impacted some
12 material with you. They spent a lot of time and 12 of the resources we discussed, I think what was
13 the primary goal was to have raw footage that we |13 revealed today is there are some that they will
14 could save so that people who prepare 14 not, so then it's not cumulative. It's about
15 documentaries or museum presentation materials |15 what our project, meaning the memorial and
16 would have the raw footage to work with, to edit, |16 redevelopment project, will ultimately affect.
17 to put together, whether it was all three of 17 So as part of the commitment that we
18 these folks' existing materials, future 18 made in the programmatic agreement as individual
19 materials, that there would be a library of raw 19 plans for structures that may impact on the
20 footage that people could use to compile the 20 resource are developed, we would share them as
21 material for communicating to future generations |21 part of our regular update process in the
22 what existed at the site before the project, the 22 programmatic agreement.
23 rebuilding project began. 23 Yes, everyone knows that the Freedom
24 The one fundamental point that I want 24 Tower has already been designed. That's why in
25 25  April when we met with you, we shared the World

to address is that the redevelopment program is a
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1 Trade Center garage sub-grade column and slab 1 sense of the physical remains of the footprints
2 work with you because we knew how that building | 2 that exist. You can then complete your inventory
3 plan would address that structure, 3 of this documentation that you did previously.
4 As we move forward to Tower 2, I'm 4 MR. TIM STICKELMAN: That's not
5 sure that the design team and the architects will 5 [Irene's MOA, that's the Port Authority's MOA.
6 be able to explain to you and discuss with you 6 Peter spoke about the footprints and what the
7 some of whatever may be impacted with respect to| 7 Port Authority has committed and those will be
8 the 1 and 9 staircase, escalator remnant. We 8 considered. We hear what you're saying.
9 will come to you when the time comes to discuss 9 MS. IRENE CHANG: I'm sorry, I
10 the possible impacts and then to discuss the 10 meant to say that we were considering some of the
11 mitigation, as it may be appropriate. 11 details. We will keep reading the MOA and we
12 I was a little long-winded, but I 12 will see if it's appropriate for LMDC to sign
13 thought it was important to go over some of the 13 it. We haven't ruled that out at all. We don't
14 context. Our main goal is to meet with you again |14 know the full contents yet.
15 probably in a month or very early in October so 15 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: It's not
16 we can introduce you to some of the members of |16 a question, it's a comment. I didn't want to
17 the design team that you have not met but who 17 miss this opportunity and I didn't want to let
18 certainly know about all of you and have read 18 this go by. The first speaker here today,
19 these documents and intend to fulfill the mission 19 Bernard Cohen from the FTA had the courtesy of at
20 and the commitments that we've made. I don't 20 least addressing for the first time directly a
21 know if anybody wanted to ask me any questions. |21 question that has been putto all the agencies
22 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: Just a 22 involved here. That was a request that the
23 quick question, Irene. Before LMDC in a Family 23 determination of eligibility be forwarded to the
24 Advisory Council meeting had mentioned that they | 24 keeper of the National Register for review. We
25 were going to look into the suggestion of the 25 appreciate the answer, even though we are not
Page 98 Page 100
1 Historic Preservation League in terms of the 1 happy with what that answer is.
2 videography and documentation of the site, at 2 We cannot help but wonder why the
3 that point we asked to be sure that when that 3 agencies are afraid to take that step. I think
4 happéned if you could be sure to clean off those 4  virtually every one of the preservation
5 few inches of dirt that currently obstruct the 5 organizations, and that includes Professional
6 remains of the footprints, as Peter had mentioned 6 Historic Preservation personnel, has recommended
7 earlier. I just was wondering if at that time 7 that that procedure be taken because they all
8 that that videography was conducted if that had 8 have concerns with the content and extent of the
9 happened. 9 determination of eligibility contrary to some of
10 MS. IRENE CHANG: That happened 10 the statements that were made here today.
11 because the Port Authority really had to be the 11 I want to address this particularly to
12 chief architect of how that brushing-off process 12 the Port Authority personnel and the Port
13 had to take place. We were very concerned that 13 Authority engineers. One of the things that the
14 we had the videographs in before July 4th when 14 determination of eligibility does not do Is
15 the ceremonial start-up construction took place. 15 address the significant contributions of various
16 The videographs that went into the bathtub went 16 Port Authority people whose major life's
17 in Juné, before any of the prep work really 17 achievement was represented by the World Trade
18 began. 18 Center. Austin Tobin, Tobin Plaza, now
19 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: I think 19 obliterated. Ray Martin, I think the Port
20 that speaks to the urgency. If you could try to 20  Authority recently named a scholarship after him,
21 expedite the documentation of the physical 21  Guy Tozzoli and John Kent.
22 remains of the footprints, it could probably be 22 These individuals' crowning
23 helpful to have that information for the 23 achievement in their life's work was the
24 consulting parties before you finalize this 24 construction of the World Trade Center. Yet in
25 memorandum of agreement so that people can get a | 25 spite of requests from the preservation groups
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1 that the significant contributions of these 1 incorporated into a memorial. You could go as
2 individuals be recognized as part of the 2 far as you want to irregardless of what's set
3. determination of eligibility and that the World 3 forth in the DOE,
4 Trade Center as an engineering and construction 4 I think the final comment I need to
5 achievement be recognized, those requests have 5 make is that we are hedging our bets on a keeper
6 been completely ignored and eliminated from the 6 coming back, getting us detailed information,
7 final determination of eligibility. It's one of 7 when in my experience, the keeper with referral
8 the reasons that we feel that a formal referral 8 of formal DOE's checks a box that says "eligible"
9 to the keeper of the National Register is 9 and it says nothing more. It looks at the
10 necessary. 10 information that's provided, typically doesn't go
11 And so I would ask the engineers and 11 any farther than what's already submitted for the
12 personnel from the Port Authority to remember 12 analysis. So we can wait 45 days and achieve
13 this as we move forward, that you missed an 13 very little but a box check that says eligible.
14 opportunity to commemorate the achievements of |14 We are already treating it as eligible.
15 vyour past colleagues and other agencies here have | 15 So my position, and I think that of
16 allowed you to, I think the word is be bulldozed 16 the council's is what could be the value added
17 into belittling the achievements of those 17 and what, based on initial comment from the
18 people. 18 keeper, could we possibly anticipate them
19 MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE: The whole | 19 providing that would advance these discussions.
20 concept of referring this DOE to the keeper is 20 And quite frankly, I don't have full confidence
21 set forth in the council's regulations, so I 21 that it will be anything more than them looking
22 think perhaps I need to go on record and speak to {22 at it and checking the box.
23 this whole issue, When the 9/11 Family Coalition |23 THE MODERATOR: That wraps it up.
24 and the Consortium of Preservation has raised a 24 We will get a notification up to people looking
25 number of issues about getting clarity on the 25 towards a meeting in the second or third week in
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1 form of DOE, we thought it was worth pursuing. 1 September and a further elaboration of the MOU
2 We also found that the DOE, as 2 will come out as well in the next couple of
3 written, didn't have the limits on it that we 3  weeks.
4 Iinitially envisioned and that through 4 (Whereupon, the meeting was concluded
5 consultation, good-faith consultation in some 5 at4:00 p.m.)
6 instances, the mitigation that was being 6
7 developed far exceeded the limits that we thought 7
8 wouid be inherent in and sticking strictly to the 8
9 DOE. So we felt there was progress that was made | 9
10 in spite of some flaws or deficiencies in this 10
11  document. 11
12 When we did an informal referral to 12
13 the keeper, her response back was at best a 13
14 recitation of information we already had seen. 14
15 There was nothing beyond that or to embellish 15
16 what we did. Internally, we would have put out 16
17 regulations, we would have to suggest to the 17
18 agencies that they refer this DOE to the keeper 18
19 to get a formal determination. 19
20 FTA and FHWA have been unequivocal in 20
21 telling us they are not inclined to do it, they 21
22 think they are making great strides and progress 22
23 in consulting with people and see opportunities 23
24 to go even farther, i.e., the identification of 24
25 25

Port Authority personnel. That could be

Transcription by Jane Rose Reporting
1-212-727-7773 www.janerose.net




WTC Transportation Hub Permanent WTC PATH Terminal
Section 106 Consulting Parties Meeting - August 19, 2004

OCoOoNOU WN -

N R b b e e et e
SOVONOUTAWNRFEO

21
22
23
24
25

Page 105
CERTIFICATE

STATE OF NEW YORK )
. SS:
COUNTY OF KINGS )

I, HANNA ROTH, a Shorthand Reporter
and Notary Public within and for the State of New
York, do hereby certify:

That the hearing herein before set
forth, was duly recorded by me, and that such
hearing is a true record of the proceedings.

I further certify that I am not
related to any of the parties to this action by
blood or by marriage, and that I am in no way
interested in the outcome of this matter.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto
set my hand this 13th day of September 2004.
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