Dear Mr./Ms. ADD NAME,
I was encouraged to read about Ontario’s evolving position on the ALTO high-speed rail project and learn of the statement issued by 11 Eastern Ontario MPPs outlining concerns about ALTO. As someone who lives in one of the potential corridors in Eastern Ontario, I wanted to offer my appreciation and share my own concerns.
Cost-Benefit Analysis: The estimated cost of between $60 and $90 billion, or $2,000 per person, raises serious questions about economic justification, particularly given that only a portion of Canadians would directly use the service and existing VIA Rail service to smaller communities may be deprioritized. These concerns are compounded by the lack of a transparent, public business case.
Economic Impact Claims: While ALTO originally projected up to $35 billion per year in economic impact, the C.D. Howe Institute finds only $15–$27 billion in total benefits over 60 years and the McGill TRAM Study estimates that ALTO will require $1.4 billion/year in subsidies for the next 44 years. Furthermore, ALTO’s projections ignore negative impacts on existing economic contributors, such as segmenting Ontario’s $52 billion/year agri-food sector and $3–$6 billion/year snowmobiling industry.
Green Marketing: Promoted as a low-carbon solution, the project overlooks 7 to 30 megatonnes of construction-phase “carbon debt” that may never be offset, especially as electric vehicle adoption rises. It also ignores the ecological destruction of fragmenting habitats, disrupting wildlife migration, and potentially bisecting sensitive areas like the UNESCO Frontenac Arch Biosphere and the Napanee Limestone Plain. 
Rural Impact: Rural residents, like me, face expropriation or the possibility of living directly beside a high-speed rail line. Severed roads will delay emergency response times and disrupt community connectivity. Dividing productive, generational farmland will restrict access between parcels and severely constrain the movement of livestock and machinery. 
Travel Time and Ridership Assumptions: Project benefits rely on optimistic forecasts. The Flyvbjerg Megaprojects Database shows HSR projects miss ridership targets by ~65%. Additionally, the projected 3-hour Toronto–Montreal travel time relies on downtown stations that now appear increasingly unlikely.
Comparison with Lower-Cost Alternatives: ALTO has not provided a publicly available comparison to lower-cost alternatives, such as separating freight and passenger rail on parallel corridors. Such alternatives could be completed faster, deliver benefits sooner, and allow VIA’s Venture trains to run at 200 km/h for a ~3.5-hour Toronto–Montreal trip. Notably, Ontario’s own 2016 study concluded high-speed rail was not worth the extra cost.
I respectfully ask that all Members of the Legislative Assembly of Ontario use their voices to advocate for the protection of Ontario and encourage the federal government to re-evaluate the current ALTO high-speed rail plan and pursue an approach that represents the least impact and greatest overall benefit.

Yours sincerely,
ADD NAME AND ADDRESS
