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Figure 3 - 4 
Potential Routes for Commuter Rail Service











 

2564/WachusettExt/EA/Sec3 3-18 Alternatives Analysis 
Environmental Assessment   

Table 3-1  Evaluation of Options, Phase I Feasibility Analysis 
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Leominster 
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Reverse 

Commute 

Upgrade 

Fitchburg 

New 
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Westminster 

New 

Gardner 

To 

Wachusett 

Gardner  

Existing  Ashburnham  New 

Physical 

Feasibility 
              

Schedule                

Effectiveness                

Impacts                

Costs                

Cost‐

Effectiveness 
              

Financial 

Feasibility 
              

Equity                

 


