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September 22, 2011

Thomas F. Broderick, P.E.

Acting Chief Engineer

MassDOT

10 Park Plaza, Suite 4160

Boston, MA 02116

ATTN: BOSTON HAZMAT ROUTE

Re: Boston Non-Radioactive Hazardous Materials Routing.

Dear Mr. Broderick,

The city of Cambridge has a long history of working to protect residents in Cambridge
from the adverse noise impacts of through trucks. These impacts are most adversely felt at night

when residents are trying to sleep.

The City’s location is particularly challenging, situated between exit 18 on the Masspike
(I-90) where HAZMAT is restricted east of that location and the fuel farms and depots in
Chelsea and Revere; the City currently experiences a lot of through trucks and every street in the
- City has residents living along it.

In 1998 the City did a cordon count around the City including truck counts and recording
the hazardous placards. At that time approximately 14,000 trucks passed through the City or
about 2,450/week. This is more than twice the 1200 shipments per week that Batelle estimates
are traveling through downtown Boston. This volume is likely to have grown. Of the hazardous
materials carriers 90% were gasoline, fuel oil and diesel. Of the 25 locations with the highest
number of hazardous carriers — 59% were gasoline predominately in trailer trucks and 32% were
fuel oil/diesel predominately in single unit trucks. These are exactly the kinds of through trucks
that Boston is trying to restrict. We believe that almost every truck that Boston restricts will end
up going through the City of Cambridge unless the Cambridge route is also restricted.

The difficulty with Boston’s proposed restriction is that it is addressing a regional issue
with only a local solution. Cambridge also experiences a high volume of cut through trucks
which we have always advocated should be using 1-93/1-95 rather than cutting through the City.
However, unless Boston’s through truck restriction also restricts through trucks on the alternate
routes through Cambridge that were studied, we cannot support Boston’s restriction.
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We support their recommended alternative route of 1-93/195. However, we do not believe
the trucks will divert that far out of their way. The Batelle study showed that the Cambridge
route did not meet the criteria for an acceptable alternate route. The Cambridge routes have more
nighttime residents along them than any other route and are no safer than the route through
Boston. The alternate route designation has no control over the route the trucks will choose and
cannot prevent them from shifting their through route into Cambridge. Boston’s requested truck
restriction does not offer a through truck restriction in Cambridge which is required if trucks are
truly going to be diverted to [-93/1-95.

Through trucks volumes, especially the gasoline and fuel/diesel carriers are currently
using both a routing through downtown Boston and a routing through Cambridge. A restriction
in Boston may improve public safety there but it will dramatically degrade public safety in the
City of Cambridge.

Cambridge had the courage to provide a signed truck route through the City. We have
tried to be reasonable and also protect residents from the adverse noise impact of nighttime
trucks. If the Boston restriction is approved, the safety and quality of life for Cambridge
residents would be sacrificed. ~

The Batelle study shows that alternative routes 2 and 5 through Cambridge do not meet
the criteria for an acceptable and safe alternate route. The acceptable alternative route is I-93/1-
95. However, nothing is offered that would restrict those trucks from using Cambridge as
alternate route instead. The City of Cambridge is strongly opposed to Boston’s currently
proposed restriction because a through truck restriction in downtown Boston would not divert
trucks to the proposed alternate route (I-93/1-95) but would instead divert them through the City
- of Cambridge.

Very truly yours,

City Manager



