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AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc. 
3800 Ezell Road, Ste 100 
Nashville, TN 
USA 37211 
Tel (615) 333-0630 
Fax (615) 781-0655  w
 

September 8, 2010 
    

Imtiaz A. Choudhry, P.E. 
Senior Regulatory and Compliance Engineer 
Maryland Department of the Environment 
Wetlands and Waterways Program 
Water Management Administration 
1800 Washington Boulevard, Suite 430 
Baltimore, Maryland 21230 
 
RE:  Response to Request for Additional Information 

Joint Federal/State Permit Application  
Application Tracking No. AI#130590 and 201060408 

 CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSXT) MARC - JD to Jones Hill Project 
 Hyattsville, Prince Georges County, Maryland 
 AMEC Project No. 643007790 
 
Dear Mr. Choudhry: 
 
On behalf of CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSXT), AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc. (AMEC) 
provides the following Response to the Request for Additional Information pertaining to the 
Maryland Department of Environment (MDE) Joint Federal/State Permit Application for the 
proposed 2-mile siding track in Hyattsville, Prince Georges County, Maryland.  The JD to Jones 
Hill project is being funded by the Maryland Transportation Authority (MTA) for the MARC Rail 
System.   
 
This letter provides responses or information on the status of items that were addressed in the 
request for additional information that was received from the MDE for the CSXT JD to Jones Hill 
project, dated May 13, 2010. 
 

1. Because of the Maryland Historical Trust review, the project qualifies for a major 
project, therefore, an additional fee of $750.00 should be submitted to the 
Maryland Department of the Environment, P.O. Box 2057, Baltimore, Maryland 
21203-2057.  Please add on the Check 13910 and OBJ 4142 and also mail a copy of 
this letter along with the check. 

 
On behalf of CSXT, AMEC sent a check (no. 169061) on July 12, 2010 for the amount of 
$750.00 to MDE for the additional required fee. 

 
2. Please show on the plans the stream channel and the 100-year floodplain impacts.  

Please quantify those impacts in square feet and label them temporary and 
permanent as applicable. 

 
Stream channel impacts include 242 square feet as a result of encapsulation of an unnamed 
tributary and 1,472 square feet resulting from the installation of bents for the bridge widening 
across the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River. Both of these impacts are permanent and 
labeled as such on the enclosed revised Sheet No. PP4 of the project plans. 
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CSXT and AMEC have been working with Prince George’s County Department of Public Works 
and Transportation (PGDPW&T) and the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to 
assess potential floodplain impacts of the project. The USACE supplied CSXT and AMEC the 
current HEC-RAS model used for the Prince George’s County Levee, Maryland Concept Design 
Report For System-Raising (January 2010).  AMEC modified the geometry of this HEC-RAS 
model by incorporating the proposed bridge for this siding project.  The results of the modified 
HEC-RAS model showed a “No-Rise” to the existing conditions base flood elevations (BFEs).  
No negative impacts to the floodplain are expected. 

 
3. Please provide two sets of approved erosion and sediment control plans which 

should include a construction schedule and a sequence of construction.  No in-
stream work should be scheduled from March 1 through June 15, because of 
stream closure period. 

 
AMEC submitted the original erosion and sediment control plans to MDE during the week of 
August 30, 2010. The permit tracking number 11-SF-0047 was provided by MDE. AMEC will 
forward two sets of approved erosion and sediment control plans when MDE has completed this 
review and given final approval. CSXT understands that no in-stream work should be scheduled 
from March 1 through June 15. 

 
4. As a part of the authorization requirements, you must notify all owners of the 

contiguous property owners, which are those properties which lie within the 100-
year floodplain on both sides of the stream and have common boundaries with 
yours.  You must also notify the mayor or chief executive official and the local 
permitting official of your town, city or county.  This notice should include a 
location, a description of the project, and must be delivered in person or by a 
certified mail.  A sample notification letter is attached. Also attached is a 
Certification of Notification form that you must complete and return, listing the 
contiguous property owners and local official whom you notified.  This form must 
be returned to this office before your application is considered complete.  We will 
be compiling a list of interested persons which will include those names listed on 
the Certification of Notification. 

 
On behalf of CSXT, AMEC has sent letters (via certified mail) to property owners that own land 
adjacent to the CSXT right-of-way and are located directly adjacent to and/or within the 100-
year floodplain. Letters were mailed on September 8, 2010. AMEC will forward MDE the 
Certification of Notification upon receiving delivery receipts. AMEC is also obtaining the 
signature of Mr.  Keith Brinker (applicant) of CSXT as required for the Certification of 
Notification. This will be provided to MDE under separate cover. 
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If you have any questions, or would like more information, please contact our consultant, Ms. 
Mary Motte Fikri (AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc.) at (615)-333-0630.  Thank you for your 
time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc. 
 

     
W. Troy Neisz, PG     Mary Motte Fikri, PG 
Sr. Project Manager     Wetland Scientist 
 
 
cc: Keith Brinker, CSXT 
 
Enclosure: Revised Sheet No. PP4 
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aPPENDIX c
Air Quality Conformity



Beverley K. Swaim - Staley, Secretary

CONSOLIDATED
TRANSPORTATION

PROGRAM



Maryland Transit Administration -- Line 3 CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM
                    MARC Improvements on Camden, Brunswick and Penn Lines (ARRA)

                            Ongoing improvement program of the MARC Camden, Brunswick and Penn lines to 
ensure safety and quality of service.  Program is implemented through CSX and Amtrak operating 
agreements.  On CSX projects, the existing signal system will be upgraded and three crossovers will 
be added to increase track capacity.  Amtrak projects will include passenger upgrades at Baltimore 
Penn Station, BWI Rail Station and Washington Union Station.

                                                          
None.

                  Improvements are ongoing.

                                                                                     Cost increased $29.5 million due to the 
addition of the Gateway project which is a joint effort by Maryland and several other states, the 
federal Government and CSX to enhance the movement of rail freight.

                              Investments in passenger rail corridor infrastructure improvements are necessary 
to continue quality MARC service.
JUSTIFICATION:

PROJECT:

DESCRIPTION:

ASSOCIATED IMPROVEMENTS:

STATUS:

SIGNIFICANT CHANGE FROM FY 2009 - 14 CTP:

SMART GROWTH STATUS:

Project Not Location Specific or Location Not DeterminedX

Project Within PFA

Grandfathered

Project Outside PFA; Subject to Exception

Exception Approved by BPW/MDOT

               

                                                   

FEDERALX

#8007, #8008 and #8010 added as an ARRA-related project

POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCE:
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Funding

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
CAPITAL COSTS (in $1,000)

FY 2010 - 2015

Source 
Total

7/15/2009 SUBURBAN MARYLAND

Source           Fed/St/Loc 

MDOT/Maryland Transit Administration
Transit
Baltimore/Washington Investment Corridor  project

Facility:

From:

To:

Title: Baltimore/Washington Investment Corridor - previously known as WMATA Green Line EAgency ID: 1175

Description: Project is outcome of recently completed studies of extending the Metrorail Green Line from its current terminus at Greenbelt to Laurel and 
continuing north to BWI Airport.  The corridor extends along a portion of the MARC Camden Line. This study will identify specific transit markets 
and targeted investments for the Baltimore-Washington Investment Corridor. The study outcomes could be the focus of subsequent studies to 
determine specific alignments, station locations, operations and other investment details.

Complete:TIP ID: 4890

X

State 0/100/0 1,458 d 1,458542 d

1,458Total Funds:

Corridor Cities Transitway (CCT)

Facility:

From:

To:

Title: Corridor Cities Transitway (CCT)Agency ID: 1108

Description: This is a joint project with SHA.  The  transit portion of the multi-modal project extends from the Shady Grove Metro station to the COMSAT 
facility just south of Clarksburg. The multi-modal project overall studies transit and highway improvements in the I-270/US 15 corridor in 
Montgomery and Frederick Counties from Shady Grove Metro Station to  Biggs Ford Road north of Frederick.  The Corridor Cities Transitway 
would be either a light rail transit or bus rapid transit line along a 14-mile corridor from Rockville through Quince Orchard, Gaithersburg and 
Germantown to Clarksburg.  Another option under study is "premium bus" service along  a proposed I-270 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV)  or 
Express Toll Lane managed  facility.  Public hearing scheduled Fall 2008.

Complete:TIP ID: 3468

X

Section 5307 80/20/0 3,506 a 3,506

Section 5309-NS 80/20/0 6,250 a 6,250 a3,125 a 6,250 a 21,875

25,381Total Funds:

CSX & Amtrak Efficiency  Improvements

Facility:

From:

To:

Title: CSX & Amtrak Efficiency  ImprovementsAgency ID: 0183/0687

Description: MARC system track improvement project for efficient service as identified and recommended in the MARC Master Plan from the MARC 
Comprehensive Study.

Complete:TIP ID: 3008

 

Section 5307 80/20/0 446 c 7,137 c 2,250 c10,481 c 11,304 c 31,6181,805 c

Section 5309-FG 80/20/0 2,811 c 6,088 c 2,509 c 11,408

43,026Total Funds:

Local Bus Replacement - Montgomery & Prince George's

Facility:

From:

To:

Title: local bus acquisitionAgency ID: 0892/0893

Description: The State of Maryland will allocate funds for the replacement of buses that have exceeded their useful life.  The buses will replace older buses 
used by Prince George's County and Montgomery County in the delivery of local transit service.

Complete:TIP ID: 2713

X

State 0/100/0 5,860 e 2,500 e 2,500 e2,500 e 2,500 e 15,8603,340 e

15,860Total Funds:

11Transit MDOT/Maryland Transit Administration M -X - Bicycle/Pedestrian Accommodations Included



APPENDIX D - PUBLIC MEETING 
COMMENTS AND RESPONSES



 

 

COUNCIL MEMBERS 
WARD I 

TRINA BROWN 
CRIS MENDOZA 

COUNCIL MEMBERS 
WARD II 

WALTER FICKLIN 
WALTER GEORGE 

MAYOR 
WALTER L. JAMES 

 

December 16
th
, 2011 

 

 

 

Mr. John Newton 

Manager, Environmental Planning Division 

Maryland Transportation Administration 

#6 Paul Street 

Baltimore, Maryland 21202-6806 

Email: JNewton@mtamaryland.com   

 

Re: JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project: COMMENTS FROM THE TOWN OF BLADENSBURG 

 

 

Dear Mr. Newton, 

 

The Town and Council and I are always concerned for the continuity and development of 

economic opportunities within our Town.  Thus, factors that curtail or encumber these 

opportunities are sought to be resolved and/ or removed.  The Bladensburg Waterfront 

Park is a key component of our community’ economic vitality whose opportunities may 

be vastly improved as a result forethought and actions within the JD to Jones Hill Double 

Tracking Project.   

 

While the project in and of itself is rather innocuous, we are aware that there is a bridge 

which crosses the Anacostia that must be re-built to allow and conform to double tracking 

standards.  The bridge at its current height is an impediment to boat traffic, thus our 

economic growth in the area of the waterfront park.   In this light, we are requesting that 

if this bridge is re-built, that it is in fact raised to allow such boat traffic to traverse the 

river.   

 

We also believe that preservation of the natural flora and fauna in our area is critical to 

maintain both the watershed as well as a positive community feature.  Thus, native 

vegetation where disturbed by the project is sought to be restored or preserved as most 

reasonably practical.  Most distinctly, the implementing of rail with trail enhancement is 

directly applicable to this project linking to our urbanized trail system so that this area 

becomes more of an amenity than a distraction.  Additionally, we request that all CSX 

crossings should be designed with both bicycle and pedestrian-safe surfaces in mind and 

with adequate signal and other safety measures in place. 

 

 

 

mailto:JNewton@mtamaryland.com


 

 

COUNCIL MEMBERS 
WARD I 

TRINA BROWN 
CRIS MENDOZA 

COUNCIL MEMBERS 
WARD II 

WALTER FICKLIN 
WALTER GEORGE 

MAYOR 
WALTER L. JAMES 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Walter L. James, 

Mayor 

 

cc: Town Council 

       

 

Finally, we ask that there is a comprehensive attempt by CSX at outreach to our connected 

communities and community partners.  This outreach will ensure that they will stay abreast of 

the issues, but also they may provide important information that can assist or facilitate this 

project. 

 

We appreciate you hearing our comments and concerns on this matter.  Should you require 

further information, please do not hesitate to contact me at 301-927-7048. 
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                                    TOWN OF BLADENSBURG 

                                      4229 Edmonston Road 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                               

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Bladensburg                                                                    Maryland                           20710 

                Mayor Walter L. James and Council of the Town of Bladensburg 

                    wjames@bladensburg.net  & jmoss@bladensburg.net  

The Mayor and Town and Council are always concerned for the continuity and development of 

economic opportunities within our Town.  Thus, factors that curtail or encumber these 

opportunities are sought to be resolved and/ or removed.  The Bladensburg Waterfront Park is a 

key component of our community’ economic vitality whose opportunities may be vastly improved 

as a result forethought and actions within the JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project.   

While the project in and of itself is rather innocuous, we are aware that there is a bridge which 

crosses the Anacostia that must be re-built to allow and conform to double tracking standards.  The 

bridge at its current height is an impediment to boat traffic, thus our economic growth in the area 

of the waterfront park.   In this light, we are requesting that if this bridge is re-built, that it is in fact 

raised to allow such boat traffic to traverse the river.   

SEE CONTINUATION ON SHEET #2 

mailto:wjames@bladensburg.net
mailto:jmoss@bladensburg.net


 

 

We also believe that preservation of the natural flora and fauna in our area is critical to maintain both 
the watershed as well as a positive community feature.  Thus, native vegetation where disturbed by the 
project is sought to be restored or preserved as most reasonably practical.  Most distinctly, the 
implementing of rail with trail enhancement is directly applicable to this project linking to our urbanized 
trail system so that this area becomes more of an amenity than a distraction.  Additionally, we request 
that all CSX crossings should be designed with both bicycle and pedestrian-safe surfaces in mind and 
with adequate signal and other safety measures in place. 
 
Finally, we ask that there is a comprehensive attempt by CSX at outreach to our connected communities 
and community partners.  This outreach will ensure that they will stay abreast of the issues, but also 
they may provide important information that can assist or facilitate this project.  
 
We appreciate you hearing our comments and concerns on this matter.  Should you require further 
information, please do not hesitate to contact me at 301-927-7048.  
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1

Dan Reagle

From: Brent Bolin [bbolin@anacostiaws.org]
Sent: Thursday, December 08, 2011 5:25 PM
To: Dan Reagle
Subject: JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project

Hello, 
 
My name is Brent Bolin and I am Director of Advocacy at the Anacostia Watershed Society (AWS), located in 
Bladensburg, MD.  We have been working since 1989 to restore the health of the Anacostia River and its 
communities. 
 
I just found out today, via a concerned citizen, that there will be a public meeting tonight on the JD to Jones Hill 
Double Tracking Project.  This is the first I have ever heard of this project or the meeting.  I am absolutely 
astonished that AWS would not receive notification of a project that will widen a bridge over the Anacostia 
River and impact several culverts, potentially affecting runoff and drainage to the river. 
 
The citizens I spoke to today tell me that their mayor received a letter earlier this week notifying of the meeting 
12/8.  I have make several inquiries to nearby elected officials and civic leaders and no one has heard of this 
project or this meeting (including the Town of Bladensburg and other Port Towns).  Based on the lack of 
notification to AWS and the other local stakeholders, I am left with a lot of questions about this project and how 
it is being handled. 
 
Finally, I will go firmly on the record as saying that having a 30-day comment period that runs over the holiday 
season is totally unacceptable.  I anticipate working with local stakeholders to formally request an extension of 
this comment period, and proper notice to the affected communities. 
 
Given the relative lack of notice and the running of the comment period over the holidays I can't help but 
wonder about MTA's interest in including the public in this process.  Citizens I spoke to today share that view. 
 
Unfortunately because of the late notice I will be unable to attend tonight's meeting.  I plan to follow up with 
the citizens that do attend and develop next steps. 
 
I look forward to a detailed exchange with you in the near future. 
 
Best regards, 
Brent 
 
Brent Bolin 
Director of Advocacy 
Anacostia Watershed Society 
4302 Baltimore Ave 
Bladensburg, MD 20710 



From: RJ Eldridge [mailto:reldridge@tooledesign.com]  
Sent: Monday, January 16, 2012 9:58 PM 
To: Dan Reagle 
Cc: RJ Eldridge 
Subject: CSX/MTA Joint Development Project 
 
Dan, 
I believe we’ve worked together before on the MD Climate Action Plan implementation project, 
and possibly on the Maryland Statewide Trails Plan. 
  
I’m writing to you as an vested citizen of Prince George’s County.  I live in Cheverly, MD where I 
am on the town council and have been working for several years with Delegate Jolene Ivey and 
Senator Victor Ramirez, Cheverly Mayor Mike Callahan, Bladensburg Mayor James, and MNCPPC 
staff to improve nonmotorized connections to the Bladensburg Waterfront Park and the 
Anacostia Trails system from Bladensburg, Cheverly and other surrounding areas.  We have had 
modest success‐ the formalized Lloyd Street Connector Trail which allows access to Kenilworth 
Avenue from the southern edge of the Waterfront Park.  This connector is currently reached by 
two functional, but relatively unattractive on‐road routes that carry heavy volumes of truck 
traffic along roadways with poor surfaces for bicycling. 
  
I have sketched up the existing routes (Kenilworth Avenue and Quincy Run), as well as the 
alignment of a proposed Rail with Trail.  Not only would this allow significantly enhanced 
connection from Cheverly, it would also continue a proposed bike route from New Carrollton 
(that actually may connect to the WB&A Trail).  This would allow greatly enhanced access for the 
new residents and workers at the New Carrollton TOD development to the Anacostia Trail 
System (which will connect to DC, College Park and Silver Spring).  Here is a link to a google map 
of the sketch: http://g.co/maps/gqdhx. 
  
As you know, opportunities like this come up once in a generation, and we must think creatively 
and holistically.  I am not aware of the full scope for the project (although it is my understanding 
that the Lloyd Street Connector was not indicated on existing conditions maps), but I do trust 
that you will incorporate this into your work.  I have spoken with Senator Ramirez about this and 
I will also be contacting Delagate Ivey to see how they can help.  I know that they see this as an 
important connection to be maintained and improved. 
  
Please feel free to contact me by phone or email if you have additional questions.   
   
Thank you, 
RJ Eldridge 
  
RJ Eldridge 
Director of Planning 
  
Toole Design Group  
6525 Belcrest Road, Suite 400 
Hyattsville, Maryland 20782  
www.tooledesign.com 
reldridge@tooledesign.com 
p 301.927.1900 x107  f 301.927.2800 



 

 



 



Email to:  DReagle1@mta.maryland.gov; Greg.breedlove@csx.com; troy.neisz@amec.com 
Date:        December 20, 2011 
 
From:    Arthur D. Heath & Mary J. Heath, General Partners  

F&H Associates 
 

Re:    Comments/questions on the JD to Jones Hill Project 
 
I am property owner at 3000 52nd Avenue, Hyattsville, MD 20781 which is adjacent to the proposed project. 
The drawings on your web site do not indicate that the new design will eliminate the flooding caused by CSX at 
our location.  After attending the open house and reviewing the site plans, we would like the following clarified 
from your web site: 
 
http://mta.maryland.gov/joint‐benefit 
Appendix A – Plan Sheets – PP 14 
 

1.  Drawings indicate to relocate existing Derail but does not show this on PP 15.  Will this be relocated 
and if so, will this impede water flow from the swale? 
 

2.  No elevations are shown on drainage swale.  Please state elevations. 
 
Appendix A – Plan Sheets – PP 15 
 

1.  Are the Derail tracks going to extend to where they end now?   
 

2. Are there any plans to install a retaining wall along the back of the old railroad loading dock on our 
building to keep from eroding the foundation?   Will the new swale have the required slope to keep 
from eroding the foundation of our Quonset Hut? 

 
3. Between the railroad loading dock and our Quonset hut, there is an existing ally that floods due to 

CSX’s blocked drainage ditch.  Will this be corrected? 
 

4. Will the drainage swale be sufficiently lower than the floor of our Quonset hut to alleviate the flooding  
problem?   
 

5. The water that flows down the east side of 52nd Ave., currently must cross over 52nd Ave. to get to the 
swale on the northwest side of the street.  This is because the swale on the east of the street was 
improperly filled in by CSX and has created major flooding.   Do you plan to clean out and reopen 
this swale before the new project begins? 

 
6. The plans call for adding a 24” culvert under 52nd Ave. which will tremendously increase the flow of 

water to the swale next to our property which is already flooding.   
 

7. Is there a possibility that a new culvert could be added at the vicinity of the proposed signal  
at 100 + 25. 
 
 
 
          (page 1 of 2) 



 
Appendix A – Plan Sheets – PP 16 
 

1. Why is the water being diverted to head northwest when there are no provisions allowing this now?  
 
General Questions/Comments: 
 

1. The postcard notifying of the Dec. 8, 2011 open house re JD to Jones Hill Project was addressed to 
“Resident”.  It should have been addressed to the “Building Owners” for proper notification.  The 
postcard was received only 2 weeks before the meeting. 

 
2. Your plans refer to a tapering  subballast.  Please explain what this is. 

 
3. Drawings do not indicate inverts of swales.  Will there be any drawings of this? 

 
4. We were told at the meeting that this new design will not increase train traffic.  Is this true? 

 
5. What guarantee will property owners have that CSX will provide drainage maintenance on this new 

project?   CSX’s lack of maintenance is currently causing business and street flooding which they have 
refused to correct after years of complaints (see CSX Ref #0168h3547022).  This needs to be addressed 
before the new project begins.   

 
Please direct all  future correspondence as follows: 
 

Arthur D. Heath, Jr., General Partner 
Mary J. Heath, General Partner 
F & H Associates 
3000 52nd Ave., Hyattsville, MD  20781 
maryjaneheath@msn.com 
Phone:  301‐343‐759 

 
 
 cc mailed to:    Mark Holder, Director, Public Agency Services 
    CSX Transportation, Inc. 
    500 Water Street, Jacksonville, FL  32202 
 
cc mailed to:    Greg Breedlove, Director, Business nit Services 

6737 Southpoint Drive South, Ste. 100, Jacksonville, FL  32216 
 
cc mailed to:    Mr. W. Troy Neisz, Professional Geologist 
    CSX/AMEC Environment & Infrastructure 

3800 Ezell Rd., Suite 100, Nashville, TN  37211 
 

cc mailed to:  Mr. William Hildebrand 
CSX Corporation 
8439 Dorsey Run Rd, Jessup, Maryland  20794 
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From: Sheila Salo [mailto:sheila.salo@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, December 12, 2011 2:05 PM 
To: Dan Reagle 
Cc: Michael Callahan 
Subject: Revised notes on JD to Jones Hill project 

 

Dear Mr. Reagle: 
 
Please use the revised notes, attached.  
 
Thank you. 
 
Sheila Salo 
 
‐‐  
Sheila Salo 
5607 Greenleaf Rd 
Cheverly MD 20785 

 
 

  

Maryland now features 511 traveler information!  
Call 511 or visit: www.md511.org  

½ 

3 Please consider the environment before printing this email 

 LEGAL DISCLAIMER ‐ The information contained in this communication (including any 
attachments) may be confidential and legally privileged. This email may not serve as a 
contractual agreement unless explicit written agreement for this purpose has been made. If you 
are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or 
copying of this communication or any of its contents is strictly prohibited. If you have received 
this communication in error, please re‐send this communication to the sender indicating that it 
was received in error and delete the original message and any copy of it from your computer 
system. 

  

  



Notes for MTA/CSX double-tracking project 
 
Make safety provisions for existing bicycle trail at grade crossing and consider rail-with-trail 
 
Currently there is a bicycle trail, the Lloyd Street Connector Trail to the Anacostia River Trail, at 
the Lloyd Street grade crossing.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

Map showing the Lloyd Street Connector Trail in proximity to the track 
 

There are no signals or safety measures at this crossing, beyond a sign indicating that there are 
no safety measures.  
 
Page 33 of the assessment document deals with bicycle paths along the railroad route, yet 
mentions only the Northeast Branch Trail. The Lloyd Street Connector Trail is not considered. 
 
Page 4 of the assessment document and Drawing EXH01 indicates that there will be flashers at 
this crossing; page 33 indicates that the current safety measures are adequate. The assessment 
document indicates that “New asphalt and timber crossings would be provided at the crossing of 
..., Lloyd Street....”  
 
“In addition, railroad signals, signal buildings, fencing, turnouts, derailers, and retaining walls 
would be relocated or installed, as required.” The latter statement does not indicate how the 
Lloyd Street crossing, in particular, would be handled. 
     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Detail from Drawing EXH01,  
showing flashers at the Lloyd Street crossing and a feature (arrow) not explained in the key 

 
 
We request a detailed description of the safety measures proposed for this crossing. 
 
How many trains are expected to cross at Lloyd Street per day? 
 
We request that the present project be revised to handle this in two ways. 
 
1. Design a safe crossing by providing a bicycle and pedestrian-safe surface and by providing 
adequate signal and other safety measures.  
 
2. Design a rail-with-trail that would build a pedestrian-bicycle trail along with the added 
tracking. The trail would run from the southernmost double track, near Belmont Street in 
Cheverly,  to Lloyd Street, where it would join the connector trail. This would provide an 
important public service to communities underserved by alternative transportation options. That 
would also be good public relations. 
 
Below are some resources. 
 
The FHWA: Railroad-Highway Grade Crossing Handbook - Revised Second Edition August 
2007, provides that “Non-motorist crossing safety should be considered at all highway-rail grade 
crossings, particularly ... at non-motorist facilities, such as bicycle/walking trails..... 
 
“Passive and active devices may be used to supplement highway-related active control devices to 
improve non-motorist safety at highway-rail crossings. Passive devices include fencing; swing 
gates; pedestrian barriers; pavement markings and texturing; refuge areas; and fixed message 
signs. Active devices include flashers; audible active control devices; automated pedestrian 
gates; pedestrian signals; variable message signs; and blank-out signs. 
 
 
“These devices should be considered at crossings with high pedestrian traffic volumes; high train 



speeds or frequency; extremely wide crossings; complex highway-rail grade crossing geometry 
with complex right-of-way assignment; school zones; inadequate sight distance; and/or multiple 
tracks. All pedestrian facilities should be designed to minimize pedestrian crossing time, and 
devices should be designed to avoid trapping pedestrians between sets of tracks. 
 
“Guidelines for the use of active and passive devices for non-motorist signals and crossings are 
found in MUTCD Section 10D, Part 10.” 
 
See also: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/rectrails/rwt/section5c.htm 
 
Some engineering suggestions: 
http://www.techtransfer.berkeley.edu/railroad06downloads/ciccarelli.pdf 
 
For rail-with-trail designs: 
 
http://www.railstotrails.org/resources/documents/resource_docs/Rails-with-
Trails%20Report%20reprint_1-06_lr.pdf  
 
Research alternative culvert designs or alternatives to culverts 
 
Updated stormwater management measures are not considered in the Environmental Assessment. 
 
Use environmental safeguards beyond the minimal regulatory requirements 
 
Minimize disturbance of soil and vegetation.  
 
Replant trees on stream banks. 
 
Use all measures to prevent siltation of all streams and seeps. 
 
Comments on the public face of this project 
 
Publicity was minimal and should have extended beyond 1/4 mile on either side of track to 
encompass the entire Anacostia watershed. 
 
The open house event provided the bare minimum for public discussion. 
 
The scope of the discussion is narrow and does not allow for consideration of the project in the 
context of the needs of the communities through which the tracks pass. 
 
The discussion period allowed is very short.  
 
 
 



John Wright 

Carol Hamilton 
JOHNLWRIGHT61@gmail.com 
4618 Burlington Road 
Hyattsville, MD 20781 
 
1. We are experiencing flooding of our garage during rainstorms.  There is always 
a lot of debris in the ditch along the track, which blocks the water flow in effect 
creating a dam. Railroad ties are being dumped in the ditch. 
 
2. The noise levels are very high as trains go around the curve.  The sound is a 
high pitched squeal that is painful when we are outside or the windows are open.  I 
plan to measure the decibel level and report on that. 
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