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NEGEIVE

DEC 1 4 2009

December 11, 2009 F

Mr. J. Rodney Little, SHPO

Maryland Historical Trust ’ 2o

100 Community Place ’I\S f |l‘33?’
3rd Floor

Crownsville, MD 21032-2023

Re: Determination of Cultural Resources Concerns
CSXTM. '
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ear Mr. Little:

AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc. (AMEC) is providing this letter on the behalf of CSX
Transportation, Inc. (CSXT) to inform the Maryland Historical Trust of three projects that are
planned in the State of Maryland to improve rail line productivity and increase service
capabilities. CSXT and the State of Maryland are both fundihg the rail line improvements.

All of the projects were sited to minimize environmental impacts to the highest extent
practicable. Each project is located mostly within the existing/currently active CSXT railroad
right-of-way which consists of previously-disturbed areas; however, small areas of property
acquisition will be required for select projects. On ayerage, construction activities for the
projects will be limited to approximately 50 feet of the existing rail's centerline.

Each site was surveyed for environmental concerns with no obvious cultural resources
observed. The intent of this. letter is to inform the: SHPO of these projects and to request a
concurrence letter that no cultural resources will be adversely impacted due to the projects. The:
project descriptions follow below.

Pepco: Pepco is located in Dickerson, Maryland. CSXT intends to construct cross-overs
between the two existing railroad tracks at two separate locations. The project will
require the acquisition of additional property for a planned turnout and realign the
track. The project is less than a mile in fength and will occur northwest of Mouth of
Monocacy Road and southeast of the Monocacy River. 4 5 ,N
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Mr. J. Rodney Little, SHPO

December 11, 2009
Page 2
Jessup:  Approximately two and 4 quarter miles of track improvements are occurring at this

project site located in Howard County, MD. Rehabilitation of an existing track is
planned with an.additional hew track to be constructed. The new track addition will
connect the tipgraded line to existing frack to the north leading to Jessup Yard. The
project includes: acquiring ‘additional right-of-way from the east side of the track
from a adjacent parcel that is currently used for a lumber yard Currently, the
additional property. required consists of approximately 25 feet by 3,500 feet on the
north side of the: existing track for this project.

Jones Hill: Two miles of track improvements-are planned within Prince George’s County. The

project begins: at the: intérsection of Decatur Street and 46™ Ave. The track and
continues approximately to Tuxédo Road. A new track will be constructed and
shifting the existing track will be necessary to. accommodate the new track. No
additional right-of-way will be needed for this project. The current bridge crossing
tHe Anacostia River will be modified to accommodate two tracks.

After reviewing the enclosed material, please advise us of any specific potential impacts to
known cultural resources within our footprint. Please provide comments by return mail to Troy
Neisz at the letterhead address. If you have-any questions, please feel free to contact Ms. Amy
Morton, at 703-488-3715 or amy.morton @ amec.com.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc.

~ Tha Maryland Historical Trust has determined
‘that this undertaking will have no adverse effect
on historic proparties.
2as Ca Llﬂ»’m‘o
— Date
W. Troy Neisz - _

Senior Project Manager

Attachment:

Site Vicinity Maps-
Site Topo Maps
SHPO project review forms



Martin O'Malfey, Governor
Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
John R. Griffin, Secretary

Eri¢c Schwaab, Deputy Secretary

December 19, 2009

Mr. Troy Neisz

AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc.
10239 Technology Drive
Knoxville, TN 37832

RE: Environmental Review for CSXT Rail Line Productivity Improvements at 3 Sites in Maryland,
Frederick, Montgomery, Howard and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland.

Dear Mr. Neisz:

For JD to Jones Hill Siding (Decatur Streét to Tuxedo Road) in Prince George’s County, the Wildlife
and Heritage Service has determined that there are no State or Federal records for rare, threatened or
endangered species within the boundaries of the project site as delineated. As a result, 'we have no specific
comments or requirements pertaim'ng to protection measures at this time. This statement should not be
interpreted however as meaning that rare, threatened or endangered species are not in fact present. If
appropriate habitat is available, certain species could be present without documentation because adequate
surveys have not been conducted,

For PEPCO Site — Mouth of Monocacy Road, Dickerson in Montgomery and Frederick Counties, the
Wildlife and Heritage Service’s database records indicate that there are RT&E mussel species located within
the nearby portion of the Potomac River. Freshwater mussels utilize fish hosts for part of their life<cycle and
are filter-feeders; therefore, maintaining water quality is crucial to their continued existence. All appropriate
best management practices should be followed during work, in order to avoid detrimental impacts to the
habitat for these important aquatic native species.

Where the project route crosses Mouth of Monocacy Road, our database indicates that this is within the
catchment basin of a site known as Monocacy Spring which supports the Pizzinni*s Amphipod (Stygobromus
pizzinnii) and the Roundtop Amphipod (Stygobromus sp. 14), both state rare species. These species are found
in groundwater systems and are therefore susceptible to changes in hydrology or water quality. The applicant
should avoid any activities that would impact the groundwater in the area.

Near Aqueduct Lane in close proximity to the project site, there is a record for state rare Robust Baskettail
(Epitheca spinosa), an odonate species which is though to breed in swamp ponds or slow-moving water.
Therefore we would discourage the applicant from any activities that would adversely impact such wetland
habitats during the scope-of this project.

Tawes State Office Building « 580 Taylor Avenue * Annapolis, Maryland 21401
410.260.8DNR or tolt free in Maryland 877.620.8DNR * www.dnr.maryltand.gov « TTY users.call via Maryland Relay
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For Jessup Site from Little Patuxent River to Brock Bridge Road in Prince George’s County, the WHS
database indicates that there are records for the state-listed threatened Glassy Darter (Etheostoma vitreum)
located in Dorsey Run and the Little Patuxent River in close proximity to the project site, All appropriate best
management practices should be followed during work, in order to avoid detrimental impacs to the habitat for
these important aquatic native species.

Thank you foi allowing us the opportunity to review this project. If you should have any-further questions
regarding this information, please contact me at (410) 260-8573. ‘

Sincerely,

oowe Q. B

Lori A. Byme

Environmental Review Coordinator
Wildlife and Heritage Service

MD Dept. of Natural Resources

ER# 2009.1680.pg/mo/fr/ho
Cc:  D. Brinker, DNR



Carroll County Project USFWS Chesapeake Bay Field Office -- Online certification letter Page 1 of 2

United States Department of the Interior
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Chesapeake Bay Field Office
177 Admiral Cochrane Drive

Annapolis, MD 21401
410/573 4575

Online Certification Letter

Today's date: March 14,2010

Pnject JD to Jones Hill Project-The project will construct a 2-
mile railroad siding and modify the existing railroad
bridge over the Northeast Branch of the Anacotia River.

Dear Applicant for online certification:

Thank you for choosing to use the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Chesapeake Bay Field
Office online list request certification resource. This letter confirms that you have reviewed
the conditions in which this online service can be used. On our website
(www.fws.gov/chesapeakebay) are the USGS topographic map areas where no federally
proposed or listed endangered or threatened species are known to occur in Maryland,
Washington D.C. and Delaware.

You have indicated that your project is located on the following USGS topographic map
Washington, DC East

Based on this information and in accordance with section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
(87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 ef seq.), we certify that except for occasional
transient individuals, no federally proposed or listed endangered or threatened species are
known to exist within the project area. Therefore, no Biological Assessment or further
section 7 consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is required. Should project
plans change, or if additional information on the distribution of listed or proposed species
becomes available, this determination may be reconsidered.

This response relates only to federally protected threatened or endangered species under our
jurisdiction. For additional information on threatened or endangered species in Maryland,
you should contact the Maryland Wildlife and Heritage Division at (410) 260-8540. For
information in Delaware you should contact the Delaware Natural Heritage and Endangered
Species Program, at (302) 653-2880. For information in the District of Columbia, you should
contact the National Park Service at (202) 535-1739.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service also works with other Federal agencies and states to
minimize loss of wetlands, reduce impacts to fish and migratory birds, including bald eagles,
and restore habitat for wildlife. Information on these conservation issues and how
development projects can avoid affecting these resources can be found on our website
(www.fws.gov/chesapeakebay).

We appreciate the opportunity to provide information relative to fish and wildlife issues, and
thank you for your interest in these resources. If you have any questions or need further
assistance, please contact Chesapeake Bay Field Office Threatened and Endangered Species

http://www.fws.gov/chesapeakebay/EndSppWeb/ELEMENTS/onlineletter.html 4/14/2010



Carroll County Project USFWS Chesapeake Bay Field Office -- Online certification letter Page 2 of 2

program at (410) 573-4531.
Sincerely,

Leopoldo Miranda
Field Supervisor

http://www.fws.gov/chesapeakebay/EndSppWeb/ELEMENTS/onlineletter.html 4/14/2010



amec®

March 24, 2010

‘Maryland Department of the Environment
Water Management Administration
Regulatory Services Coordination Office
1800 Washingtori Boulevard, Suite 430
Baltimore, Maryland 21230

RE: Joint Federal/State Application for the Alteration of Any Floodplain,
Waterway, Tidal or Nontidal Wetland in Maryland
CSX Transportation, inc. (CSXT) MARC - dDifoxlones Hill Project’
Hyattsvillie, Prince Georges County, Maryiand
AMEC Project No. 643007790

Dear Sir/Madam:

On behalf of CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSXT), AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc. (AMEC) has
completed the attached Maryland Department of Environment (MDE) Joint Permit Application
(Joint Application) for the Alteration of any Floodplain, Waterway, Tidal or Non-tidal Wetland in
Maryland (Attachment 1). CSXT proposes to construct an ‘approximately 2-mile railroad siding
in Hyattsville, Prince George's County, Maryland. The project is being funded by the Maryland
Transportation Authority (MTA) for the MARC. Rail System. The project will impact no wetlands
and approximately 16 linear feet of stream. The following includes a brief overview and
description of the proposed project and impacts to waters of the United States: resulting from
project activities.

Project Location

A site location map (USGS topographic map) is included as Figure 1 in Attachment 2. The
project begins at the intersection of Decatur Street and 46th Avenue and continues southward
approximately two miles to a point just north of Tuxedo Road. The proposed project will include
track shifts and the construction a new siding (predominantly on the west side of the existing
track) between Station 10+00 and Station 129+02 (refer to Attachment 3). The limits of
construction will be contained within the existing CSXT right-of-way.

Project Purpose
The purpose of the project is to improve capacity and fluency of bath freight and passenger rail
traffic in the area on the existing rail system.

Project Activities

Project activities will include placement of ballast adjacent to existing mainline track for &
distance of approximately 2 miles to support the new rail siding extension. Existing culverts will
be extended beneath the new siding to promote adequate drainage, where necessary. Culvert
dimensions: will be maintained throughout. Additionally; the current bridge. crossing across the
East Fork of the Anacostia River will be modified to accommodate two tracks.

AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc.

3800 Ezell Road, Ste 100

Nashville, TN

USA 37211

Tel {615)333-0630

Fax (815) 781-0655 wWww.amec.com



amec®

Maryland Department of the Environment

Water Management Administration

CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSXT)Y MARC - JD to Jones Hill Project
March 24, 2010

Desktop Review of Project Area

AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc. (AMEC) reviewed derial photographs, county soil survey
data, National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps and Prince George’s County GIS data to obtain
information relevant to water and natural resources within the project area. Figures are included
in Attachment 2. A USGS topographic map is included as Figure 1, an aerial photograph of the
project area is included as Figure 2; the soils map is included as Figure 3; and the NWI map is
included as Figure 4.

The NWI map identifies: one wetland within the vicinity of the project area. As shown in Figure 4,
the NWl-identified wetland is located on the east side of the tracks. This is outside of the
proposed project area and will not be impacted by the project. The tracks in this area are bound
by retaining walls ori both sides. No work will be accomplished outside of the retaining walls, and
no impact to the wetland will occur.

Soils within the project area are shown in Figure 3. Table 1 lists the soils identified within the
project area.

TABLE 1 - SOILS LOCATED IN PROJECT AREA

Symbol | Soil Name Hydric?

Ch Codorus-Hatboro sails, frequently flooded Yes

FbB Fallsington-Urbant land complex, 0-5% Yes
slopes

Un Urban land No

UrcD Urban land-Christiana-Downer complex, No

. 5-15% slopes

UreB Urban land-Elsinboro complex, 0-5% No
slopes

UrkB Urban land-Issue complex, 0-5% siopes, No
occasionally flooded

UnB Urban land-Russett-Christiana complex; No
0-5% siopes

UrzA Urban land-Zekiah complex, 0-2% siopes, Yes
frequently flooded -

Zn Zekiah-Urban land complex, frequently Yes
flooded

ZS Zekiah and Issue soils, frequently flooded Yes

We have coordinated with the Maryland Historical Trust (Attachment 4) and the Maryland
Department of Natural Resources (Attachment 5) to determine potential cultural or natural
resource issues. Based on this correspondence, no impacts to cultural resources or threatened
and endangered species are anticipated.

Page 2



amec

Maryiand Department of the Environment

Water Management Administration

CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSXT) MARC - JD to Jones Hill Project
March 24, 2010

Field Review of Project Area

AMEC completed a field raview of the: project area to identify potentially regulated streams and
surface waters along the existing right-of-way (ROW) in areas of potential construction. AMEC's
site evaluation was conducted June 2009. During this field review, the project area was reviewed
for the presence of wetlands and streams. No wetiand areas were observed and four potentially
regulated surface watérs were identified within the project area. These include thie East Fork of
the Anacostia River and three unnamed tributaries of the Anacostia River {identified herein as
Streams B, C, and D). A jurisdictional determination: form for the Anacostia River is included in
Attachment 6. Photographs of the project area as well as East Branch of the Anacostia River
are included in Attachment 7.

Project Impacts to Waters of the United States

Construction activities will be completed using Best Management Practices (BMPs}) including
limiting work below the Ordinary High Water Mark, use of sediment fencing, rock checks, and
sediment traps during project activities, and immediately reseeding any exposed banks or other
disturbed areas with an appropriate seed mixture. in addition, bank slopes disturbed will be
returned ta pre-construction contours. These measures will overlap and supplement activities to
be performed under the on-site Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

The projeet will impact no wetlands. The bridge over the East Fork of the Anacostia River will be
widened approximately 16 linear feet as shown in the project plans included as Attachment 3;
refer to Sheet No. PP4. The 4" X 11" culvert at Stream B will be extended 22 feet fo
accommodate the new construction. Streams C and D will not be. impacted by the project;
neither the bridge at Stream C nor the culvert at Stream D will require alterations.

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.

D Mt Db

Mary. Motte Fikri, PG
Wetland Scientist

cc: Keith Brirtker, CSXT

Page 3
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ATTACHMENT 1

Joint Federal/State Application for the Alteration of Any Fioodplain,
Waterway, Tidal or Nontidal Wetland in Maryland



CSXT MARC pened
ID I Trmes Hsil
_ m 6 u&.f fo P20 b
JOINT FEDERAL/STATE APPLICATION FOR THE ALTERATION OF ANY FLOODPLALIN,
WATERWAY, TIDAL OR NONTIDAL WETLAND IN MARYLAND

FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

Applieation Number Date Determined Complete
Date Received by State Date(s) Returned

Date Received by Corps ,

Type of State permit needed 3} Date of Field Review

Type of Corps permit needed L Agency Performed Field Review
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¢ Pleasé submit 1 original and 4 copies of this form, ret;uiréd maps and plans to the Wetlands and Waterways Program as noted on
the last page of this form. _
¢ Any application which is not completed in full or is- accompanied by poor quality drawings may be.considered incomplete and

result in a time delay to the applicant.

Please check one of the following:

RESUBMITTAL: APPLICATION AMENDMENT: MODIFICATION TO AN EXISTING PERMIT:
JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION ONLY , APPLYING FOR AUTHORIZATION X

PREVIOUSLY Ammwmmmmmmma
DATE 312472010 ,

1. APPLICANT INFORMATION:
APPLICANT NAME:
Name: Mr. Keith A. Brinker B. Daytime Telephone:

Company: _CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSXT)
Address: 500 Water Street, J-275 _
City: Jacksonville State: FL Zip: 32202

MO0 >

ENGINEER INFORMATION:

A. Name: ‘ B. Telephone;

C. Company:
D. Address:

E City: T " " State: TN Zip:

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANT:
Name: Mr. Troy Neisz (AGENT) . B. Telephone: (615) 333-0630

Company: AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc.
Address: 3800 Ezell Road, Suite 100 v _ .
City: Nashville al _ State: TN Zip: 37211

moaop

CONTRACTOR (If known): ‘
A. Name: _ — . B« Telephone;

C. Company::
D. Address:

E. City; State: ' Zip:

PRINCIPAL CONTACT:
Name: Mr. Troy Neisz _ B. Telephone: (615) 333-0630

Company: AMEC Earth & Environmental, inc.
Address: 3800 Ezell Road, Suite 100 .
City: Nashville _ State: TN ‘ Zip: 37211

Tg 0y

PCA 13910
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2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

a. GIVE WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:

CSXT proposes to widen the éxisting bridge over the East Branch of the Anacostia River to
accommodate.a proposed 2-mile rail siding project (additional track adjacent to existing track). A
sulvert for an unnamed stream wiil also be extended as part of the project.

Has any portion of the project been completed? Yes X Ne If yes, explain
Is this a residential subdivision or commercial developnieni? Yes X 'No
If yes, total number of acres on property acres

b. ACTIVITY: Check all activities that are proposed in the wetland, wateiway, floodplain, and nontidal wetland buffer as
appropriate.

A, X filling D, flooding or impounding F. X grading
B. dredging water G. X removing or déstroying
C. excavating, E. draining vegetation

H. X building structures

Areafor itemi(s) checked: Wetland NA (sq. t.) Buffer (Nontidal ' Weétland Only) NA (sq. ft.y
Expanded Buffer (Nontidal Wetland Only)  NA (sq. ft.)

Area of streamn impact. 1,714 sq. ft. {1,472 sq ft for bridge bents in Anacostia.River & 242 sq ft for culvert extension]
Length of siream affected 38 linear feet [16" - Anacostia River & 22" - unnimed stream Aj]

¢. TYPE OF PROJECTS: Project Dimensions
For each activity, give overall length and width (in feet), in coluins 1 and 2. For'miiltiple;activities, give total area of disturbance in
square: feet in column 3. Foractivities in tidal waters, give maximum distance channelward (in féet) in column 4. For dam or small
ponds, give average depth (in feet) for the completed project in column 5. Give'the vohiihe of fill or dredged material in colunm 6.
Maximum/Average Volume of fill/dredge
Length  Width Area Chanmelward. Pond material (cubic yards)
(FL) (Ft) Sq. Ft.  Encrodchient Depth  below MHW or OHW
1 2 3 4 5 6
: Bulkhead
Revetment
Vegetative Stabilization
Gabions:
Groins
Jetties:
Boat.Ramp
' Pier
Breakwater
Repair & Maintenarce
Road Crossing
Utility Line
Qutfall Construction
Small Pond
Let Fill
_ Building Structures
Culvert 22 11 242
Bridge 16 92 1,472
Stream Channelization ;
Parking Area
Dredging.

1]
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New 2. Maintenance 3. Hydraulic 4. Mechanical
. Other (explain) '
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d. PROJECT PURPOSE: Give btief written description of the project purpose:

Two miles of track improvements along the CSXT mainline are planned within Prince George’s County. The
project begins at the intersection of Decatur Street and 46th Ave., and continues approximately to Tuxedo Road.
A new track will be constructed, and the existing track will be shifted to accommodate the new track. No
additional right-of-way will be needed for this project. The current bridge crossing the East Branch of the
Anacostia River will be modified (widened) to accommodate the twa tracks.

3. PROJECT LOCATION:
a. LOCATION INFORMATION:

A. County: Prince B. City: Hyattsville C. Name of waterway or closest waterway East Branch of
George’s Anacostia River

D, State stream use class designation: _|-P '
E. Site Address or Location:  Railroad Bridge across East Branch of Anacostia River, latitude 38.94714, longitude -
76.937513 ;

Culvert crossing at latitude: 38.946278,longitude -78.93757

F.  Directions from nearest intersection of two state roads:  Approximately 1,500 fest (Southeast) along the railroad tracks from

Intersection of Dacatur Street.and Baltimore Ave. Refer to site map in attached Site Assessment and Wetlarid Delineation Report.

G. Is your project located in the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area (generally within 1,000 feet of tidal waters or tidal wetlands)?:

X Yes No
H. County Book Map Coordinates (Alexandria Drafting Co.); Excluding Garrett and Somerset Counties:
Map: Letter: Number: (to the nearest tenth}
[.  FEMA Floodplain Map Panel Number (if known):
J. 1. 38.947114 latitude 2. -76.937513 longitude

b. ACTIVITY LOCATION: Check one or more of the following as appropriate for the type of wetland/waterway where you are
proposing an activity:

x X Tidal Waters F, 100-foot buffer (nontidal wetland H. __ X _ 100-year floodpiain
B. “Tidal Wetlands of speeial State concern) (outside stream channely
C. Special Aquatic Site G. _ X __ Instream channel I River, lake, pond
(e.g., mudflat, I. X Tidal 2. X Nontidal IR Other (Explain)
vegetated shallows)

D. _ Nontidal Wetland
E 25-foot buffer-(nontidal
wetlands only)

¢. LAND USE:

A. Current Use of Parcel Is: 1. Agriculture: Has SCS designated project site-as a prior converted cropland?
Yes No 2. Wooded 3 Marsh/Swamp 4. Developed
5. X Other Rail Road ROW
B. PresentZoningly 1. Residential 2. X Commercial/ 3 Agriaditre 4. Maima S Other
Industrial
C. Project complies witlht current zoning X _ Yes No

THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION 1S REQUIRED BY THE STATE (blocks 4-7):

4. REDUCTION OF IMPACTS: Explain measures taken or considered to avoid or minimize wetland losses in F. Also check:
Items A-E if any of these apply to your project.

A. Reduced the area of B. . Reduced size/scope of C. _ Relocated structures:
disturbance project D. Redesigned project

E. Other




F.  Explanation

Describe reasons why impacts were not avoided or reduced inQ. Abocheck Items G-P that apply to your project.

G. Cost

H Extensive wetlands on site

L X' _ Engineering/design
constraints

L Other natural features

Q. Description

K. Parcel size

L. Other regulatory
reqairemerit

M. Failure to accomplish
project purpose

N. Safety/public welfare issue
0. Inadequate zoning,
P, Other

S. LETTER OF EXEMPTION: Ifyou are applying for a letter of exemption for activities in nontidal wetlands and/or their buffers,

explain why the project qualifies;

A. No significant plant or B. Repair existing structure/fill
wildlife value and wetland impact C. __Mitigation Project
L. Less than 5,000 D Utility Line
square
feet X Overhead
2. In an isolated nontidal 2 Underground

wetland less than 1 acre in size
E.  Other (explain)

F. Check here if you are not applying for a letter of exemption.

IF YOU ARE APPLYING FOR A LETTER OF EXEMPTION, PROCEED TO BLOCK 11

6. ALTERNATIVE SITE ANALYSIS: Explain why other sites that were considered for this project were rejected in M. Also
check any items in D-L if they apply to your project. (If you are applying for a letter of exemption, do not complete this black):

A. 1 site B. 2 -4 sites C 3 or more sites
Alternative sites were rejected/not considered for the. following reason(s):
D. Cost H. Greater wetlands L. Other
impact
E. Lack of gvailability L Water dependency
F. X __ Failure to meet project RN Inadequate zoning
purpose K. - Engineering/design

Located outside constraints
general/market area

G
M. Explanation: _Existing bridge to be widened and existing culvert to be extended.

7. PUBLIC NEED: Describe the public need or benefiis that the project will provide in F. Also check ltems in A-E.that apply to
your project. (If you are applying for a letter of exemption, do not complete this block):

A. X Economic C. Health/welfare E. Other
B. Safety D. Does not provide public
benefits

F. Description




8. OTHER APPROVALS NEEDED/GRANTED:

A. Agency B. Date C. Decision D. Decision E. Other
Sought I. Granted 2. Denied Date Status
US Coast Guard
USACE

9. MITIGATION PLAN: Please provide the following information:

a.  Description of a monetary compensation proposal, if applicabile (for state requirements only). Attach another sheet if
necessary. Not Applicable _

b..  Give a brief description of the proposed mitigation project.  Not applicablé

¢.  Describe why you selected yourpropesed mitigation site, including whiat other dreas were considered and why they were
rejected.  Naot applicable: ,

d.  Describe how the mitigation site will be protected in (¢ future.  Not applicable

10. HAVE ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS BEEN NOTIFIED?: A. Yes B. X No
Provide names and mailing addresses below (Use separate sheet. if necessary);
a. MARYLAND NATL CAPT PARK & b. WASHINGTON SUB SANITARY C.

PLANN COMM COMM ]

6600 KENILWORTH AVE 14501 SWEITZER LN

RIVERDALE, MD 20737-1314 LAREL 15207073902

11.  HISTORIC PROPERTIES: Is your project located in the vicinity of historic properties? (For example: Structures over 50
years old, archeological sites, shell mounds, Indian or Cofonial artifacts). Provide any supplemental information in Section 13.

A X Yes B. - No ¢ Unknown
Historic property approximately 300 feet to the east. Alse within Hyattsville Historic District.
12.  ADDITIONAL INFORMATIQN: Use this space for detailed responses to any of the previous items. Attach another sheet if

necessary:
listorie property approx. 300 feét to the east - 68-077; Dorr House, 4525 Buchanan Street, Hyattsville

Refer to SHPO response in Attachment 4




JD to Jones Hill
Check box if data is ericlosed for any one or more of the following (see checklist for required information):

A, Soil borings D. __X _ Field surveys G. _X Siteplan
B. Wetland data sheets E. Alternate sit¢ analysis H. Avoidance and
C. _X__ Photographs F. Market analysis: minimization analysis

L X _ Otheri(explain) _1) Letter form MD SHPO, and 2) MD DNR findings letter

CERTIFIEATION:

I hereby. designate ‘and ‘authorize the agent named above to act on my behalf in the processing of this application and to furnish any
Mpmat{bq that is-requested. I certify that the information on this form and on the attached plans and $pecifications is true and

Waters 4f the United States have been identified and delineated on site,
accordance ‘with: the: for_Identifyi linedting. J -
responsible-for authorization of this work, or their- duly authorized representative, to enter the project.site for inspection purposes
during working havrs. I will abide by the conditions of the-permit.or licensé if issued and will not begin work without the appropriate
authorization. I also certify that the proposed works are consistent with Maryland's Coastat Zone Management Plan. 1 understand that

LANDOWNER MUST SIGN: %M/j A Lok 775'*:2&»«% DATE%V L

WHERE TO MAIL APPLICATION

Maryland Department of the Environment
Water Management Administration
Regulatory Services Coordination Office
1800 Washington Boulevard, Suite 430
Baltimore, Maryland 21230
Telephone: (410) 537-3762
1-800-876-0200

BEFORE YOU MAIL... DON'T FORGET...

. SIGN AND DATE THE APPLICATION. THE LANDOWNER MUST SIGN.

. FIVE (5) COPIES OF ALL DOCUMENTS (APPLICATION, PLANS, MAPS, REPORTS, ETC.) MUST
BE RECEIVED TO BEGIN OUR REVIEW.

. INCLUDE FIVE COPIES OF A VICINITY MAP (LOCATION MAP) WITH THE PROJECT SITE
PINPOINTED.

o SEND AN APPLICATION FEE OF $750 ALONG WITH A COPY OF THE FIRST PAGE OF THE
APPLICATION TO MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT, P.O. BOX 2057,

BALTIMORE, MD 21203-2057. PLEASE REFER TO OUR WEBSITE
http://www.mde.state.md.us/wetlands FOR FURTHER INSTRUCTIONS.

SAMPLE PLANS MAY BE OBTAINED BY PHONE (1-800-876-0200)

OR E-MAIL acunabaugh@mde.state. md.us.

Revised 7/09:



SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION TO BE INCLUDED ON PLANS, DRAWINGS, OR VICINITY MAPS

In addition to the information indicated on the previous pages, you should include the following.on the 8 1/2 x 11 site plans and any
blueprints you have submitted:

L. Delineation of any wetland buffers or expanded buffers, clearly marked and differentiated.
2 Location of mitigation area, if propesed on the same site as the project.

Note:  If you are proposing a complex project you may wish to submit engineering blueprints of your project with the application
form to expedite review.

Mitigation Location Map: If you are proposing that nontidal wetland mitigation be done at a different location than the
proposed project, you shouid submit a map shewing the location of the mitigation site in relation to the proposed nontidal
wetland losses.

WETLAND DELINEATION

Wetlands should be identified according to niethods described in the: publication Federal Manual Identifving and Delineating
Jurisdictional Wetlands. Copies of the manual may be obtained by calling the U. S. Government Printing Office at 202-783-3238 and
requesting docurment #024-010-00-683-8 at a cost of $7.50; Wetlands must be shown on all plans submitted with the application. All
wetlands on site must:be delineated and shown on the overall site plan. 8!4 x 11 inch plans with topography showing relation of the
wetlands and project impacts must be submitted. Copies of the wetland reports and data sheets used in making the. determination be
included with your application submitial.

Regulatory Agencies
Federal Permits State Authorizations
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers MD Dept. of the Environment
Baitimore District Water Management Administration
Attention: CENAB-OP-R Tidal Wetlands Division
P. O. Box 1715 - 1800 Washington Bivd, Ste 430
Baltimore, MD 21203-1715 Baltimore, MD. 21230

Telephone: (410) 962-3670 Telephone: (410) 537-3837

Coastal Zone Consistency MD Dept. of the Environment

Statement Water Management Administration
Nontidal Wetlands and Waterways
MD Dept. of the Environment Division

Water Management Administration
Wetlands and Waterways Program
1800 Washington Blvd, Ste 430
Baltimore, MD 21230

Telephone: (410) 537-3745

1800 Washington Bivd, Ste 430
Baltimore, MD 21230
Telephone: (410) 537-3768



amec?

ATTACHMENT 2

Figures



J‘%Mﬁu ‘. v Wv



pu

&
2
ﬁ‘ SOURCE:: Bing Maps.
AMEC:Earth & Environmental ‘ e e CUENT
3800 Ezell Road, Suite 100 v L
Nashville, Tennessee 37211 ame CSX Transportation, Inc.
PROJECT YN EY DATUM DATE
Proposed JD to Jones Hill Siding Project _ BES 3-4-2010
Prince Georges County, Maryland ko By REV- NO. PROJECT NO
MEF * 6-4300-78
LE ROJEGTION - SCALE FIGLIRE NO.
Aerial View of Northern Extent of Project AS SHOWN FIGURE 2

Area



Soil Map—District of Columbia, and Prince George's County, land
(JO to Jones Hill Project Area) Mary

76° 57 28~

B sra

431 © 4313000 4313500

431 00
r

431 000 431 500

4310500

431 00

3\ 554

4308500

] M 0 33

Map Scite: 1:20,200 ¥ printed on A size{(8.57% 11°) shest:

76" 8T 24"

Feel

e Moters
N 0 150 300 600 900

-
A g 500 1,000 2,000 3,000

USDA  Natisral Resources Web Soil Survey 212212010
@l Conservation Seivice Natlonal Cooperative Soll Survey Page 1 of 4



.._<vn_n 3 N.SL.AVIN SIH.L
10 “Juaund. .98:3«2%.*%»&? W nwmﬂ_smcww%-m%wﬂs Ecww_ eeq

feseunB 1o) si pue as Bugddew jouleiy; ue woy indino oels poiessusb 1osn

dep IMN ‘SajoN

4 OSIMIBYIO
{uo aausuejar
e 9y dew sy,

&

299'9Z:) efedg

dep AN ' 8inbi]

esusiuy duoy O | |
espawy nog [ |

o0y sweig O

%001 sopunogy

w:..ag.ﬂ aHN

umyg

o1 on

iy

rBiguIN

IR0 PUETIOM S1qB[TRAY G SeMo]
suuony £

10
oy B9

Pund sieigsesy

PUBTIOM QRIUR/PEISAI0 1eTEMUSEI]

Joemdseq sujsey) pue supmsg [
SuoBAjog puepom i Jomony .

NPT xapu| pent Bosn - |
sano ©

spitoy
Sewuty sn

Aemyly ayng
amue &

prOY Joyio

spedy sofe
o &

puaBay

M 995 .92 ‘N w6} 96 .8F Jejued dely

38-55:30-N

38560 N

38-56-30 N

38-570N

M 0-sg-9L

BaQUTy

$62

962

202
o5y

;i

M 0-55-9L

M 0€-G5-94

M 0£-65-9L

M 0-89-92 M 0E-85-9L MO-L5-92

Odd viSSd

%
a N 3 us.@w— d
‘ 104
3issy ,Waw

1yl
1sey uoibuys >@

esly

198014 JO UOHEDOT]
ajewixoiddy

t

M 0-96-9L

M 0E-95-92 MO-25-92

N 0E-65-8€

NO-95-8E

N 0e-88-8¢

N0-19-8¢

Joefoug Buipis jiiH sauor 03 ar




amec?

ATTACHMENT 6

Stream JD Form



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM
U.S. Army-Corps of Engineers

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section TV of the JD Form Insiructional Guidebook.

SE I: BACKGROUND INFORMATI
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (D)

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
State: MD County/parish/borough: Montgomery City:
Center coordiniates of site (Iat/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 38.946278 °N, Long. 76.93757° W,
Universal Transverse Mercator:
Name of nearest-waterbody: East Fork Anacostia River
Nare of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic.resource flows: East Branch of ‘Anacostia River
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC):
[X Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is‘are available upon request,
[0 Checkif othersites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc...) are associated with this action and are recorded on a
different JD form.

D, REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):
[0 Office (Desk) Determination, Date:
[J Field Determination. Date(s):

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.

There Appear to be “navigable-waters of the U.S.” within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in
the review area. |Required)]
Waters subject to the ebb and. flow of the tide:
[0 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce,
Explain:

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION,
There Are “waters of the U.S.” within Clears Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as definéd by 33 GFR part 328) in the review arca. [Required]}

1. Waters,of the U.S.

a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area{check all that apply): !
TNWSs, including territorial seas
Wetlands adjacent to TNWs
Relatively permanent waters® (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs
Non-RPWs that flow directly ar indirectly into TNWs
Wetlands directly abutting RPWs. that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs
Wetlands adjacent to bul not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs
Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs
Impoundments of jurisdictional waters
Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters. including isolated. wetlands

Oo00000x

a

b. ldentify (esiimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the réview area:
Non-wetland waters: 3000 linear feet: width (ft) and/or acres.
Wetlands: 0 acres,

¢ Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: Established by OHWM.
Elevation of established OHWM (if known): :

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):
[ Potentially jurisdictional waters andfor wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional.
Explain:

' Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section TH befow,

? For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tbutary that is not a TNW and that:typically tlows year-round o has continuous fiow at least “seasonally”
(e.g., typically 3 moriths).

* Supporting documerttation is presented in Section 111.F.



) H A ANALYSIS

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjucent ta TNWs. If the aquatic resource is 8 TNW, complete
Section I1LA.1 and Seetion IIL.D.1. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections IILLA.1 and 2
and Section I11.D,1,; otherwise, see Section I11.B below.

1. TNW
Identify TNW: East Fork, Anacostia River.

Summarize rationale supporting determination: Tidally, influenced.

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is “adjacent™ s

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY):

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Repanos have been met,

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are “relatively permanent
waters® (RPWs), i.e, tributaries thaf typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at feast seasonally (e.g., typically 3
months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round
(perennisl) flow, skip to Section I11.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow,
skip ta Section I11.D.4.

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and
EPA regions will include in the record any available information that decuments the existence of a significant nexus between %
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even
though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law.

If the waterbody* is not an RPW, or s wetland directly abutting an RPW, 2.JD will require additional data to determine if the
waterbody has a signifieant nexus with a TNW, If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must
consider the tributary in combination with alf of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD réquest is
the tributary, or its adjaeent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Seetion I1LB.] for
the tributary, Section ILB.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section HLB.3-for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, hoth onsite
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Sectiop HLC below.

1. Characteristics of non-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW

(i) General Avea Conditions:
Waiershed size: acres.

Drainage area: acres
Average annual rainfal): inches
Average annual snowfall: inches

(if) Physical Characteristics:
(a) Relationship with TNW:
[ Tributary flows directly into TNW,
[ Tributary flows through Piek List tributaries before entering TNW,

Project waters are 1 (or less) river miles from TNW.

Project waters:arc Piek List river miles from RPW.

Project waters arc Plck List aerial (straight) miles from TNW.
Project waters are Pick LList aerial (straight) miles from RPW,
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain:

Identify flow route to TNW?>:
Tributary stream order, if known:

* Note that the Instructional Guideboek comtains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid
West.
? Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a. which flows through the review area, to flaw into tributary b, which then flows inte TNW.



) al Tributary Characteristics (check
Tributary is: B Natural
[ Artificial (man-made). Explain:
[ Manipulated (man-altered). Explain:

Tributary praperties with respect to top of bank (estimate):
Average width: 4 feet
Average depth: 0.5 feet

Average side slopes:.2:1.
Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that epply):
B silts [] Sands ] Concrete
BJ Cobbles ] Gravel ] Muck
X Bedrock [J Vegetation. Type/% cover:
[1 Other. Explain:

Tributary condition/stabilify [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks]. Explain:
Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes. Explain:

Tributary geometry: Meandering

Tributary gradient {approximate average slape): %

{c} Flow:
Tributary provides for: Seasonal flow
Eslimate average number of flow events in review arca‘year: Pick List
Describe flow regime: :
Other information on duration.and valume: R

Surface flow is; Pick List. Characteristics:

Subsurface flow: Pick List. Explain findings:
[[1 Dye (or other) test performed:

Tributary has (check.all that apply):

& Bed and banks

] OHWM?® (check all indicators that apply):
[T clear, natural line impressed on the bank
[7J changes:in the character of soil
[] shelving
[J vegetation matted down, bent, or absent
[T lenf litter disturbed or washed away
[ sediment déposition
(] watet staining
J other (list):

] Discontinuous OHWM.? Explain:

the presence of litter and debris
destruction of terrestrial vegetation

the presénce of wrack line

sediment sorting

scour

multiple observed or predicted flow events
abrupt change in plant community

OO0000xX

I factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CWA Jurisdiction (check all that apply):
O High Tide Line indicated by: [J Mean High Water Mark indicated by:
[ oil or scum line along shore objects [ survey to available datum;
[J fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) [] physical markings;
[] physical markings/characteristics [] vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types.
{7 tidal gauges
[ other (list):

(iii) Chemical Characteristics:
Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear. discolored, qily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.).
Explain: y
Identify specific pollutants, if known: .

“A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the streamtemporarily flows underground; or where
the OHWM has been retnoved by development or agricultural practices). Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody’s flow
;egime (e.8-, flow overa rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break.

Ibid.



(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply);
Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width): Forested.
[ Wetland fringe. Characteristics: .
[1 Habitat for:
[] Federally Listed species. Explain findings:
[] Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: .
[ Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings:
[] Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings:

2.  Characteristics of wetiands adjacent to non-FNW that flow divectly or indireetly into TNW

() Physical Characteristics:
{8) General Wetland Characteristics:
Properties:
Wetland size: acres
Wetland type. Explain:
Wetland quality. Explain:
Project wetlands cross or serve a3 state boundaries. Explain:

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW:

Flow is: Pick List. Explain:

Surface flow is: Pick List
Characteristics:

Subsurface flow: Pick List. Explain findings:

[ Dye (or other) test performed:
(c) W ] D ination with Non-TNW:
"1 Directly abutting
] Not directly abutting:

g Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain:
L] Ecological connection. Explain:
[3 Separated by berm/barrier. Explain:

(d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW
Project wetlands are Pick List river miles from TNW,
Project waters are Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW.
Flow is from: Pick List.
Estimate approximate, location of wetland as within the Pick List floodplain.

(i) Chemical Characteristics:
Characterize wetland system (e.g.. water color is clear, brown, oil film on sutface; water quality; general watershed
characteristics; etc.). Explain:
Identify specific pollutants, if known:

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply):

Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type, average width): £

[J Vegetation type/percent cover. Explain:

[J Habitat for:
[ Federally Listed spesies. Explain findings:
L] Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings:
[] Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings:
[ Aquatic/wildiife diversity. Explain findings:

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjatent to the tributary (if any)
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis: Pick List
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis.



C.

For'each wetland, specify the following:
Directly abuts? (Y/N) Size (in acres) Directly abuts? (Y/N) Size (in.acres)

Summarize overall biological. chemical and physical functions being performed:

SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and fanctions of the tributary itself and the functions performed
by any wetlands adjacent to'the tributary to détermine if they significantly affect the chemical, physiesl, and biological integrity
of a TNW. For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent
wetlands, has. more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW.
Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow
of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent
wetlands. It is not appropriate to determiite Significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. befween a
tributary and its adjacent wetland or betwe__ewa‘iributaw and-the TNW). Simifarly, the fact an adjacent wetlarid lies within or
outside of a floodplaiu is not solely determinative.of significant iexus:

Draw ¢onnections between the features docusiented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and

discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider iiiclude; for example:

s Does the tributary, in combination with-its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to
TNWs, or to reduce the amount of pollutants o flopd waters reaching a TNW?2

s Does the tributary, in combination with its-adjacent wetldnds (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and
other species, such as feeding. nesting. spawning, or rearing young for species that are present.in the TNW?

& Does the tributary. in combination with.-its adjacent:wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that
support dawnstream foodwebs? o o

*  Does the tributary. in combination with its-adjacent:wétlands (if any), have other relationships 1o the physical, chemical. or
biological integrity of the TNW?

Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented
below:

L Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs. Explain
findings of presence or absence of significant riexus beiow, based an the tributary itsélf, then go to Section |11.D: 9

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the. non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into
TNWs.. Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the ttibutary in combination with all of its
adjacent wetlands, then go 10 Section H1.D: .

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of
presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to
Section 111.D;

DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL
THAT APPLY):

L. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands: Check all that apply and provide size estimates-in review area:
IX] TNWs: 3000 linear feet.  width (ft), Or, acres.
] Wetlands adjacent 1o TNWs; acres.

2. RPWs that flow direetly or indirectly into TNWs.
[3 Tributaries of TNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that
tributary is perennial: ;
[ Tributaries of TNW where tributaries have continuous flow “seasonally” (e.g., typically three months each year) are
Jurisdictional. Data suppenting this conclusion is provided at Section I1L.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows
seasonally: .



Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (chieck all that apply):
[T3 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft).
[] Other non-wetlahd waters: acres:

Identify type(s)y of waters: .

3. Nou-RPWs® that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.
[0 Waterbody that is nat @ TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a
TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.C.

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the reviéw area (check all that apply):

7] Tributary waters: linear fegt width (fi).
[ Other non-wetland waters: acres.
Identify type(s} of waters:

4. Wetlandsdirectly abutting an RPW that flow-directly or indirectly into TNWs.
[0 Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands.
[J Wetlands directly abuiting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationalé
indicating that.tributary is perennial in Section I11.D:2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is
directly abutting an RPW: . '

[ Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where mibutaries typically flow “seasonally.” Provide data indicating that tributary is
seasonal in Scction I{1.B and. rationale in Section [11.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly
abutting an RPW: :

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres.

5. Wetiandsadjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs,
[J Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributdry to which they are adjacent
and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this
conclusion is provided at Section 111.C.

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres.

6. Wetlandsadjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.
[ Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the fributary to which they are adjacent and
with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional Data supporting this
conclusion is provided at Section HI.C.

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review atea: acres.

7. Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.”
As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional.
[] Demenstrate that impoundment was created from “waters of the U.S.™ or
] Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), ur
[] Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below).

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE,
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):'®
[] which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes,

[C] from which fish or shelifish are or could be taken and. sold in interstate or foreign commerce.
[ which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce,

[ interstate isolated waters. Explain:

[ Other factors. Explain:

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination:

*See Footnote # 3.

? To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section H1.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook.

" Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for
réview consistent with the process deseribed in the CorpyEPA Memorandium Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos;



Provide-estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply):
{1 Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft).
O Other non-wetland waters:  acres.
Identify type(s) of waters: .
[J Wetlands:  acres.

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):

[J If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers
Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements.

[J Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce.
[ Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in “SWANCC,” the review area would have been regulated based solely on the

“Migratory Bird Rule” (MBRY).
[ Waters do not meet the “Significant Nexus™ standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdietion, Explain: :
[ Other: (explain; if not covered above): 5

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sple potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR
factors (i.e.. presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), nsing best professional
Jjudgment (check all that apply):

[0 Non-wetland waters (i.e.. rivers, streams): linear feet width (f).
[1 Lakes/pends: acres.
[1 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource:

[ Wetlands: acres.

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the “Significant Nexus™ standard, where such
a finding is required for jurisdiction {check all that apply):

Non-wetland waters (i.&., rivers. streanis): linear feet, width ().
[J Lakes/ponds: acres.,
[T} Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource;

] Wetlands: acres.

SECTION IV: DATA SQURCES.

A.  SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all thatapply - checked items shall be included in case file.and, where checked
and requested, appropriately reference sources below):
(X Maps, plans, plets or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:
B Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant.
[] Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report.
[ Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report.

Photographs: [X] Aerial (Name & Date):

or [{] Other (Name & Date):Site photographs 11-20-2010.
Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter:
Applicable/supporting case law: .
Applicable/supporting scientific literature:
Other information (please specify):

[T Data sheets prepared by the Corps:
[J Corps navigable waters® study: .
[T U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:
[J USGS NHD data.
[ USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.
B8 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name:Pooisville, MD.
B USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citatlon:Prince Geroges County, MD.
X National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name:
[J State/Local wetland inventory map(s):
[] FEMAFIRM maps: .
] 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929)
O
|
0]
]
O

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD:
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Site Photographs
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, lookin north

Photo 2. Rairoad brid e over East Fork of Anacostia River, lookin u stream STA 24+00.



Photo 3. Railroad Brid e over East Fork of Anacostia River STA 24+00,

Photo 4. Railroad Brid € over East Fork of Anacostia River STA 24+00.
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Photo 5. Stream B, channel on south side of levee, STA 27+00.
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Photo 6. Stream C existin brid e over this stream STA 37+50.
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Photo 7. New railroad brid e over tributa of Anacostia River Stream C STA 37+50.

Photo 8. Pro ect area near Lio d Street.


















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. Al#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.

AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc.
3800 Ezell Road, Ste 100
Nashville, TN

USA 37211

Tel (615) 333-0630

Fax (615) 781-0655



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.

2|Page



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.

/] 7. mmambmgfm

W. Troy Neisz, PG Mary Motte Fikri, PG
Sr. Project Manager Wetland Scientist

CcC: Keith Brinker, CSXT

Enclosure: Revised Sheet No. PP4

3|Page



- 4:07:13 PM - g:\iaDS\00S0\raiN00S0-C-PP4.dgn

dfholmes
9/7/2010

b
b
b
- ©
ZM [ 8
s M 242 SQ. FT. PERMANENT 2 3
De=5" 54’ 24.41 ; 5, iMPACT(ENCAPSULATED g &g
=45 33" 34.27" (RT) p Z EXST CONC ~ 7 £ oz § e
R=970.00 // PROPOSED 27 @ ETAINING 3 ) F w9l
L=771 31’ Y. ADDITIONAL R/W Od“ PROPOSED SIGNAL I g %
éip@gHw” o (PROVIDE GRADING) 2§323
= [ZENR7E N1
v £ BRIDGE_BENTS gESS %
v 1472 SQ. FT. 2asE s
/. (PERMANENT IMPACT) ®
_ _ _ P C/L PROP TRACK
‘g CHECK PRINT
l o DATE__9/7/10
N 'S
—rmm s 24F00 O M N | 0
\ ~
- C/L EXST MAIN - o _
¢ —— NN <
wn A / (...n
= PROPOSED w _ /S
> \ TEMPORARY [ XST RR BRIDGE — w
N SIGNAL V/WALK =z
<\ e - z
ol T T - — 5
_______ EXISTING OPEN DECK BRIDGE TO BE . =
————— REPLACED-WITH -BALLAST-DECK. MATCH . & BALLAST AT LEVEE < )
o PROPOSED T/R PROFILE. LOW CORD  JSASE SUBBALLASTY— 7% — 5Q — — = E
EXST CONC ELEVATION REMAINS THE SAME. z
BRIDGE ABUTMENT EXST RETAINING WALL — B
REMOVE BY OTHERS 3
EXST H/W S g
— EXST CHAIN REMOVED o
LINK FENCE
LEGEND OTE:
_— \ PROEILE OF EXST TRACK
PROPOSED SUBBALLAST \TO B DETERMINED
. @ 1 EXISTING PAVEMENT N \ o
- N\ | g
- \\ PROPERTY TABLE AGERN \\ ; o
=/ AN NO. OWNER 1.0, NO. | IMPACT COMMENT Lo, ' R 825
! N THE MARYLAND NATIONAL 1850 SF AR \ 2 = £9%
-~ (8| CAPITAL_PARK AND PLANNING | 18120315859 SF\ PROPERTY AcauisiTioN AN T - FL
AN COMMISSION : : » \ \ E Hzu
N 2 =
~ Z NN RR 2 z gEs
. J \ MDE NO. 11-SF-0047 | [ Z B Egg
o 258
o G2
= w gF
) (Y]
14
]
A o
Doy
[$]
Z
14
a5 35 o
z
5
20 20 &
]
(2]
w
o
PROPOSED T/R
PROFILE (BOTH TRACKS)
I
9
- _ _ I I I  —  — I— I— I— I— I— I— T I— I— —— 0. . N
s Tt — - PROPOSED
— i i 2 2 e S T/R| PROFILE E
nE T S E— I | S — — — —— S —— © O — = = ) — 25 <
— T —————— po— —_———— == —— N = = = e, e —— — | S o y a
~— e i o T @ “g - — — — | 1 T = =] 2
= g ——— 8 e e e g
\ EXST T/R PROFILE $ ; T N S S e e S — S g
) / N st el e Py E— 4
| & / &
‘ g ! T EXST GROUND UNDER [FROJNG.  P304000050
| a . A =B
‘ < | VC = 120.00 > PROPOSED TRACK gﬁ?,'fg,;mf:
.‘ I (TO BE RAISED) DESIGNED BY: 78S
o0 5 MATCHLINE SEE SHEET PP4A ! 20 |[DRAWNBY: TBS
ICHECKED BY: _MGB
SHEET TITLE:
5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 = 3 3 JD TO JONES HILL
ol ol a a a a a a ~N ~N n el - 9
| | | | | | | | M Q 0 N o
[e] [e] ] ] [} [} [} [} [} [} ITe} ] <
< ~ N o ~ N ~ N o ~ N ~ N o ~ No ~ t\
2 2 % 2 3 3 B3 & 5
g 3 o m B 2 8y © 8 SHEET NO
N 5 2 : M 2 8 2 b TS '
=] 00 T80 7700 500 500 77400 8- PP4
SHEET OF

IF THIS DRAWING IS LESS THAN 22" X 34" IT IS A REDUCED SIZE DRAWING



MTAZS

Maryland

MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Martin O'Malley, Governor ® Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary e Ralign T. Wells, Administrator

October 5, 2010

Mr. Tim Tamburrino

Project Review and Compliance
Maryland Historical Trust

100 Community Place
Crownsville, Maryland 21032-2023

Re: CSXT/MARC Joint Project # 200904968
JD to Jones Hill Siding and Bridge over Northeast Branch of Anacostia River
Prince George’s County
Washington East USGS Quadrant

T

Dear Mr.Tamburrino:

This letter serves to update the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) that the Maryland Transit
Administration (MTA) and CSXT joint project will now require right-of-way. The project limits are from
JD to Jones Hill in Prince George’s County (Attachment 1). The MTA believes the determination of no
adverse effect to historic properties remains valid and seeks the MHT’s concurrence.

On December 11, 2009, AMEC wrote the MHT describing several joint MARC/CSXT projects and
indicated the JD to Jones Hill project would not require additional right-of-way (Attachment 2). On
February 12, 2010, MHT determined the project would have no adverse effect on historic properties.
Small amounts of right-of-way will now be required (Attachment 3). Attachment 4 shows the
approximate right-of-way in relation to the National Register-listed Hyattsville Historic District (NR-673)
and Attachment 5 shows the approximate right-of-way in relation to the National Register-listed
Baltimore-Washington Parkway (NR-1084).

The MTA believes the project will continue to have no adverse effect to historic properties and seeks the
MHT’s concurrence. If you have any comments questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at
Jnewton@mta.maryland.gov or 410-767-3769.

John Newton, Manager
Environmental Planning
Maryland Transit Administration

cc: Troy Neisz, AMEC
Dan Reagle, Maryland Transit Administration

6 Saint Paul Street e Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614 e TTY 410-539-3497 o Toll Free 1-866-743-3682
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December 11, 2009 r

Mr. J. Rodney Little, SHPO
Maryland Historical Trust 1 ,

100 Community Place 7\5 ; lgjL
3rd Floor

Crownsville, MD 21032-2023

Re: Determination of Cultural Resources Concerns
CSXTMARC: vr e : *
1y o Jessu -Howard unt. Ma land
z) v JD o ones il Siding Projec Pfnce GEo e o ty, Maryland
3) o Re ontg mery County Maryland
Ezear Mr. Little:

AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc, (AMEC) is providing this letter on the behalf of CSX
Transportation, Inc. (CSXT) to inform the Maryland Historical Trust of three projects that are
planned in the State of Maryland to improve rail line productivity and increase service
capabilities. CSXT and the State of Maryland are both funditig the rail line improvements.

All of the projects were sited to minimize environmental impacts to the highest extent
practicable. Each project is located mostly within the existing/currently active CSXT railroad
right-of-way which consists of previously-disturbed areas; however, small areas of property
acquisition will be required for select projects. On average, construction activities for the
projects will be limited to approximately 50 feet of the existing rail's centerline.

Each site was surveyed for environmental concerns with no obvious cultural resources
observed. The intent of this letter is to inform the SHPO of these projects and to request a
concurrence letter that no cultural resources will be adversely impacted due to the projects. The
project descriptions follow below.

Pepco: Pepco is located in Dickerson, Maryland. CSXT intends to construct cross-overs
between the two existing railroad tracks at two separate locations. The project will
require the acquisition of additional property for a planned turout and realign the
track. The project is less than a mile in length and will occur northwest of Mouth of
Monocacy Road and southeast of the Monacacy River.

200q0UQGT — HBE:® (a T 2/4 /o

1A B e

2600304069 ~ HBE  2os TT 2/4/le R-w Pavrway

AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc. VL aoRNS BURe

3800 Ezell Road, Ste 100 My atTTsVILLE

Nashville, TN | Rsc 2

USA 37211 f1z]10
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Mr. J. Rodney Liitle, SHPO
December 11, 2009

Page 2

Jessup:

Approximately two and a quarter miles of track improvements are occurring at this
project site located in Howard County, MD. Rehabilitation of an existing track is
planned with an additional new track to be constructed. The new track addition will
connect the upgraded line to existing track to the north leading to Jessup Yard. The
project includes acquiring additional right-of-way from the east side of the track
from a adjacent parcel that is currently used for a lumber vard Currently, the
additional property required consists of approximately 25 feet by 3,500 fest on the
north side of the existing track for this project.

Jones Hill: Two miles of track improvements are planned within Prince George's County. The

project begins at the intersection of Decatur Street and 46" Ave. The track and
continues approximately to Tuxedo Road. A new track will be censtructed and
shifting the existing track will be necessary to accommodate the new track. No
additional right-of-way will be needed for this project. The current bridge crossing
the Anacostia River will be modified to accommodate two tracks.

After reviewing the enclosed material, please advise us of any specific potential impacts to
known cultural resources within our footprint. Please provide comments by return mail to Troy
Neisz at the letterhead address. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Ms. Amy
Morton, at 703-488-3715 or amy.morton @ amec.com.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

AMEC Earth & Environmental, Inc.

- / The Maryland Historical Trust has deterrnined
= s that this undertaking will have no adverse effect

/7 [Bam e e

W. Troy Neisz

Senior Project Manager

Attachment:

Site Vicinity Maps
Site Topo Maps
SHPO project review forms
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Maryland

MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Martin O'Malley, Governor e Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary @ Ralign 7. Wells, Administrator

October 20, 2010

Charles Montrie

Planner Supervisor

Maryland National Capital

Park and Planning Commission
6600 Kenilworth Avenue, Suite 301
Riverdale, MD 20737

RE: MTA/CSXT Double Tracking
JD to Jones Hill
Prince George’s County, Maryland

Dear Mr. Montrie:

The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) is proposing a joint project with CSXT to add
a two-mile siding track between JD and Jones Hill on the Alexandria Extension, in Prince
George’s County (Attachment 1). The purpose of this letter is to request your concurrence
that the project would not adversely affect the activities, features or attributes of the
Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission (MNCPPC)-owned Anacostia
River Park. Additionally, we believe that the temporary impacts proposed at Northeast
Branch Trail are not subject to the requirements of Section 4(f).

The two-mile siding track between JD and Jones Hill is required to eliminate congestion on
the main Camden Line on which MTA operates the Maryland Area Regional Commuter
(MARC) train service. Adding a two mile siding track will create a place for trains traveling
in opposite directions on the Alexandria Extension to wait without having to wait on the
main Camden Line. This will reduce congestion on the main Camden Line and allow
MARC trains to operate with fewer delays and complications.

In order to complete the improvements as proposed, the project will require two linear strips
of right-of-way totaling 16,518 square feet on either side of the Northeast Branch of the
Anacostia River (Attachments 2 & 3). The form of the right-of-way acquisition (fee-simple,
revertible easement, temporary construction easement) will be determined in later
consultation between CSXT and MNCPPC.

6 Saint Paul Street ¢ Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614 ® TTY 410-539-3497 * Toll Free 1-866-743-3682



Mr. Charles Montrie
JD to Jones Hill
Page 2

Given this project is federally funded, any impacts to a publicly owned public park,
recreation area, wildlife or waterfowl refuge or historic sites are subject to the requirements
of Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act. The Safe, Accountable, Flexible,
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) amendment to the
Section 4(f) requirements allows the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to determine that
certain uses of Section 4(f) land will have no adverse effect on the protected resource. When
this is the case, and the responsible official(s) with jurisdiction over the resource agrees in
writing, compliance with Section 4(f) is greatly simplified. De minimis impacts on publicly-
owned public parks, recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges are defined as
those that do not "adversely affect the activities, features and attributes" of the Section 4(f)
resource.

In addition to the permanent impacts to Anacostia River Park, there are also temporary
closures of Northeast Branch Trail (Trail) after dusk. Temporarily closing the Trail after
dusk is required so that beams and other materials may be safely used to construct a new
bridge over the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River and over the Trail.

Given that the improvements would occur by temporary occupancy only after dusk when the
Trail is closed, the requirements of Section 4(f) would not apply in this instance based on the
following criteria:

¢ The duration of impact will be temporary, i.e., less than the time needed for
construction of the project, and there will be no change in ownership of the land;

o The scope of work is minor, i.e., both the nature and the magnitude of the changes to
the Section 4(f) property are minimal;

e There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be
interference with the property’s activities, features, or attributes of the property, on
either a temporary or permanent basis;

¢ The land being used will be fully restored, i.e., the property will be returned to a
condition which is at least as good as that which existing prior to the project;

We request your concurrence that the minor permanent impacts will not impair the
remaining Anacostia River Park. Based on your agreement, MTA intends to propose a de
minimis impact finding to the FTA for the permanent use of the park property. Your
concurrence will also confirm that Anacostia River Park was not acquired or developed with
any Section 6(f) or Program Open Space funding. The MTA will also seek concurrence
from the FTA that the temporary closure of the Trail is exempt from the requirements of
Section 4(f).



Mr. Charles Montrie
JD to Jones Hill
Page 3

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at
jnewton@mta.maryland.gov or 410.767.3769.

Sincerely,

John Newton, Manager
Environmental Planning

CONCURRENCE:

Maryland National Capital Park Date
and Planning Commission

cc. Mr. Brandon Knapp, CSXT
Mr. Dan Reagle, Maryland Transit Administration
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Coordination Sheet for Maryland Department of Natural Resources, Environmental
Review Unit information on fisheries resources, including anadromous fish, related
to project locations and study areas

REQUESTED BY: DATE OF REQUEST:
Dan Reagle 410.767.3771 (p) 410.333.0489 () April 16,2010

Office of Planning | 9th Floor

Maryland Transit Administration

6 St. Paul Street, 21202

PROJECT NAME / LOCATION / DESCRIPTION:
ID to Jones Hill Siding Project and Bridge Construction over Northeast Anacostia, Prince Georges County

NAME OF STREAM(S) (and MDE Use Classification) WITHIN THE STUDY AREA:
Northeast Branch of Anacostia River (see attached map)

SUB-BASIN (6 digit watershed): 02-14-02

DNR RESPONSE (sections below to be completed by MD DNR):

_ X Where presence of yellow perch has been documented in the vicinity of an instream project area,
generally no instream work is permitted in Use I and Certain Use II waters during the period of February 15
through June 15, inclusive, during any year.

ADDITIONAL FISHERIES RESOURCE NOTES:
Fish species commonly found in the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia and its tributaries include Bluegill,

Green Sunfish, Red Breast Shiner and Spot Tail Shiner. Yellow Perch have been documented downstream

in the vicinity of the project area.

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS ON BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES:

The expected fish species should be adequately protected by the Use I instream work time of year
restriction noted above together with use of sediment and erosion control methods, and other Best
Management Practices typically used for protection of stream resources. Areas designated for the access of
equipment and for the removal or disposal of material required for repairs should avoid impacts to the
stream and associated riparian vegetation. Any temporarily disturbed areas should be restored and re-

vegetated.

MD DNR, Environmentél Review Unit signature
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October 5, 2010

Mr. Tim Tamburrino & O [ O O L’ S, OB

Project Review and Compliance ’ro /
Maryland Historical Trust

100 Community Place

Crownsville, Maryland 21032-2023

Re: CSXT/MARC Joint Project # 200904968
JD to Jones Hill Siding and Bridge over Northeast Branch of Anacostia River
Prince George’s County
Washington East USGS Quadrant

‘i

Dear Mr.ﬂﬁnino:

This letter serves to update the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) that the Maryland Transit
Administration (MTA) and CSXT joint project will now require right-of-way. The project limits are from
JD to Jones Hill in Prince George’s County (Attachment 1). The MTA believes the determination of no
adverse effect to historic properties remains valid and seeks the MHT’s concurrence.

On December 11, 2009, AMEC wrote the MHT describing several joint MARC/CSXT projects and
indicated the JD to Jones Hill project would not require additional right-of-way (Attachment 2). On
February 12, 2010, MHT determined the project would have no adverse effect on historic properties.
Small amounts of right-of-way will now be required (Attachment 3). Attachment 4 shows the
approximate right-of-way in relation to the National Register-listed Hyattsville Historic District (NR-673)
and Attachment 5 shows the approximate right-of-way in relation to the National Register-listed
Baltimore-Washington Parkway (NR-1084).

The MTA believes the project will continue to have no adverse effect to historic properties and seeks the
MHT’s concurrence. If you have any comments questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at
Jjnewton@mta.maryland.gov or 410-767-3769.

incerely, -
/\//\ The Maryland Historical Trust has determined
N that this undertaking will have no adverse effect

on historic properties.
/
John Newton, Manager < . // /9 / /0
Environmental Planning Sl Date.
Maryland Transit Administration ~>

cc: Troy Neisz, AMEC
Dan Reagle, Maryland Transit Administration

ZNA TST 11/8 o
6 Saint Paul Street e Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614 e TTY 410-539-3497 ¢ Toll Fr #8%'6-743-3682

Theo: 1g e 1)5/10
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December 6, 2010

John Newton, Manager

Environmental Planning

Maryland Transit Administration

6 Saint Paul Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614
Tel: 410-767-3769
jnewton@mta.maryland.gov

Dear Mr. Newton,

CSXT/MARC - JD to Jones Hill Siding and Bridge

Upon review of the proposed project: CSXT/MARC - JD to Jones Hill Siding and
Bridge, it has been determined that this project is exempt from the requirements of the
Forest Conservation Act due to the fact that the component external to the Critical Area
(4,032 sq. ft.) does not meet the threshold of 20,000 sq. ft. required for FCA review §5-
1602(b)(7)(i).

Please refer to FCP #S11-07 in all future correspondence pertaining to this project. If
you have any questions or concerns, Please do not hesitate to contact me at 410-360-

9774.
Sincerely,

. IVED
Horace Henry V

Southern Region Urban & Community Forestry Coordinator

Register all newly planted trees today!
www.lrees.maryland.gov

Smars, Grern & Grossing

[ 8023 Long Hill Road, Pasadena, MD 21122
' Tel: 410-360-9774 « www.dnr.maryland.gov e TTY users call via Maryland Relay « Fax: 410-360-9875
. 43% hhenry@dnr.state.md.us
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

Department of Parks and Recreation
6600 Kenilworth Avenue Riverdale, Maryland 20737

T

‘ VOICE 301-699-2582
TTY 301-699-2544

FAX 301-864-6941
December 17, 2010

Mr. John Newton, Manager
Environmental Planning
Maryland Transit Administration
6 Saint Paul Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614

RE: MTA/CSXT Double Tracking
JD to Jones Hill
Prince George’s County, MD - Anacostia SVP Tax Map 50/C2, Parcel 4,
Capper-Cramton Parcel 1, Anacostia Unit 2

Dear Mr. Newton:

This is in response to your letter dated October 20, 2010, requesting concurrence with a finding of de
minimus impacts to parkland due to construction of a new railroad siding. The Maryland-National
Capital Park and Planning Commission concurs with the de minimus finding, as long as the Northeast
Branch hiker/biker trail remains open during normal park hours during construction and operation of the
rail siding.

The referenced parcel contains encumbrances that may affect disposal of parkland and permitting of
future construction. The only developed park facility in the vicinity of this parcel is the Northeast Branch
Trail that runs along the northwest side of the Anacostia River. The park is within the Army Corps of
Engineers flood control levy of the Anacostia River. The affected parcel was acquired for parkland in
1945 under the Capper-Cramton Act. The trail, which is part of the Anacostia Tributary Trail System,
was designed and built in the 1990’s with funds provided under the Federal Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act. No funds from the Maryland Program Open Space nor from Section 6(f)
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act were used in the construction of the trail. In addition, the parcel
is within the Chesapeake Bay Critical Resources Conservation Overlay Zone and included in a Prince
George’s County Tree Conservation Plan (TCP 2-097-93).

Should you have any questions, please contact Eileen Nivera, Planner-Coordinator, at 301-699-2522 or
¢ileen.nivera@pgparks.com.

Sincerely,

P

onnie Gathers, Director
Department of Parks and Recreation

c: Eileen Nivera 8
Ray Palfrey
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JAN 13 201

Dan Reagle p——
Environmental Planner
Office of Planning

Maryland Transit Administration
6 Saint Paul Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614

Re: JD to Jones Hill Railroad Siding Project
Dear Mr. Reagle,

This is in response to your letter dated January 3, 2011 regarding a proposal by the Maryland
Transit Administration (MTA) to construct a two-mile railroad siding along the existing track as
well as construct a bridge parallel to the existing bridge over the Northeast Branch of the
Anacostia River. The project is located in Prince George’s County, Maryland. MTA has
requested information on the presence of any species listed as threatened and/or endangered by
NOAA'’s National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).

While a population of the federally endangered shortnose sturgeon (4cipenser brevirostrum) is
recognized to exist in the Potomac River, no shortnose sturgeon occur within the Anacostia. No
other federally listed or proposed threatened or endangered species and/or designated critical
habitat for listed species under the jurisdiction of NMFS are known to occur in the Anacostia
River or within the vicinity of your proposed project. Therefore, no further coordination with
NMEFS is required. Should project plans change or new information become available that
changes the basis for this determination, further coordination should be pursued. If you have any
questions about these comments, please contact Danielle Palmer at (978)282-8468.

Sincerely,

z"'..-..\
| L

b

Mary A. Colligan
Assistant Regional Administrator
for Protected Resources

File Code: Sec 7 - No Species Present 2011
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STATE OF MARYLAND
DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT
WATER MANAGEMENT ADMINISTRATION
LETTER OF AUTHORIZATION

AUTHORIZATION NUMBER: 10-NT-0123/201060408

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 2011
EXPIRATION DATE: February 1, 2014
AUTHORIZED PERSON: CSX Transportation Inc (CSXT)

Attn: Keith A Brinker
500 Water St J-275
Jacksonville, Florida 32202

IN ACCORDANCE WITH ENVIRONMENT ARTICLE §5-503(a) AND §5-906(b), ANNOTATED CODE OF
MARYLAND (2007 REPLACEMENT VOLUME), COMAR 26.17.04 AND 26.23.01, AND 26.08.02 AND THE
ATTACHED CONDITIONS OF AUTHORIZATIONS, CSX Transportation, [ne. (AUTHORIZED PERSON"), IS HEREBY
AUTHORIZED BY THE WATER MANAGEMENT ADMINISTRATION ("ADMINISTRATION™) TO CONDUCT A
REGULATED ACTIVITY IN A NONTIDAL WETLAND, BUFFER, OR EXPANDED BUFFER, AND/OR TO CHANGE
THE COURSE, CURRENT OR CROSS-SECTION OQF WATERS OF THE STATE, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
ATTACHED PLANS APPROVED BY THE ADMINISTRATION ON February 1, 2011 ("APPROVED PLAN") AND
PREPARED BY AMEC Earth & Environmental. Inc., AND INCORPORATED HEREIN, AS DESCRIBED BELOW:

Widening of CSXT Railroad Bridge over the East Branch of the Anacostia River and extension of four culveris to
accommodate a 2-mile additional track and relocation of a side ditch alongside the relocated track as per approved plans. The
proposed project will not impact any nontidal wetlands or nontidal wetland buffer but it will permanently impact 75 linear feet
{1,714 square feet) of the stream channels of the East Branch of the Anacostia River (Use 1 waterway). The project site is
located approximately 1,500 feet, southeast, along the railroad track from the intersection of Decatur Street and Baltimore

Avenue, in Hyattsville, Prince George's County., Marvland.

MD Grid Coordinates: N 142172 x E 405427

%ﬂﬁﬂ% O/Wﬂ%y/
4'%/ Amanda L. Sigillito

Division Chief
Nontidal Wetlands & Waterways Division

Attachments: Conditions of Authorization
Maryland State Programmatic General Permit — 3 (MDSPGP-3)

cc: Compliance Program w/file
US Army Corps of Engineers
Principal Contact: Mr. Troy Neisz




THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS OF AUTHORIZATION APPLY TO ALL ACTIVITIES AUTHORIZED BY

AUTHORIZATION NUMBER 10-NT-0123/201060408
Page 2 of 4

1.

Validity: Authorization is valid only for use by Authorized Person. Authorization may be transferred only with prior
wriften approval of the Administration. In the event of transfer, transferee agrees to comply with all terms and conditions
of Authorization.

Initiation of Work, Modifications and Extension of Term: Authorized Person shall initiate authorized activities with
two (2) years of the Effective Date of this Authorization or the Authorization shall expire. Authorized Person may submit
written requests to the Administration for (a) extension of the period for initiation of work, (b) modification of
Authorization, including the Approved Plan, or, (¢) not later than 45 days prior to Expiration Date, an extension of the term.
Requests for modification shall be in accordance with applicable regulations and shall state reasons for changes, and shall
indicate the impacts on nontidal wetlands, streams, and the floodplain, as applicable. The Administration may grant a
request at its sole discretion.

Respongibility and Compliance: Authorized Person is fully responsible for all work performed and activities authorized
by this Authorization shall be performed in compliance with this Authorization and Approved Plan. Authorized Person
agrees that a copy of the Authorization and Approved Plan shall be kept at the construction site and provided to its
employees, agents and contractors. A person (including Authorized Person, its employees, agents or contractors) who
violates or fails to comply with the terms and conditions of this Authorization, Approved Plan or an administrative order
may be subject to penalties in accordance with §5-514 and §5-911, Department of the Environment Article, Annotated
Code of Maryland (2007 Replacement Volume).

Failure to Comply: If Authorized Person, its employees, agents or contractors fail to comply with this Authorization or
Approved Plan, the Administration may, in its discretion, issue an administrative order requiring Authorized Person, its
employees, agents and contractors to cease and desist any activities which violate this Authorization, or the Administration
may take any other enforcement action available to it by law, including filing civil or criminal charges.

Suspension or Revocation: Authorization may be suspended or revoked by the Administration, after notice of opportunity
for a hearing, if Authorized Person: (a) submits false or inaccurate information in Permit application or subsequently
required submittals; (b) deviates from the Approved Plan, specificaticns, terms and conditions; (v) violates, or is about to
violate terms and conditions of this Authorization; (d) violates, or is about to violate, any regulation promulgated pursuant
to Title 5, Department of the Environment Article, Annotated Code of Maryland as amended; (e) fails to allow authorized
representatives of the Administration to enter the site of authorized activities at any reasonable time to conduct inspections
and evaluations; (f) fails to comply with the requirements of an administrative action or order issued by the Administration;
or (g) does not have vested rights under this Authorization and new information, changes in site conditions, or amended
regulatory requirements necessitate revocation or suspension.

Other Approvals: Authorization does not authorize any injury to private property, any invasion of rights, or any
infringement of federal, State or local laws or reguiations, nor does it obviate the need to obtain required authorizations or
approvals from other State, federal or local agencies as required by law.

Site Access: Authorized Person shall allow authorized representatives of the Administration access to the site of
authorized activities during normal business hours to conduct inspections and evaluations necessary to assure compliance
with this Authorization. Authorized Person shall provide necessary assistance to effectively and safely conduct such
inspections and evaluations.

Inspection Notification: Authorized Person shall notify the Administration's Compliance Program at least five (5) days
before starting authorized activities and five (5) days after completion. For Aliegany, Garrett, and Washington counties,
Authorized Person shall call 301-689-1480. For Carroll, Frederick, Howard and Montgomery counties, Authorized Person
shall call 301-665-2850. For Baltimore City, Anne Arundel, Baltimore, Calvert, Charles, Prince George’s and St. Mary’s,
Authorized Person shall call 410-537-3510. For Caroline, Cecil, Dorchester, Harford, Kent, Queen Anne’s, Somerset,
Talbot, Wicomico and Worcester, Authorized Person shall call 410-901-4020. If Authorization is for a project that is part
of a mining site, please contact the Land Management Administration’s Mining Program at 410-537-3557 at least five (5)
days before starting authorized activities and five (5) days after completion.

Sediment Control: Authorized Person shall obtain approval from the Prince George's County Soil Conservation District
for a grading and sediment control plan specifying soil erosion control measures. The approved grading and sediment
control plan shall be included in the Approved Plan, and shall be available at the construction site.

10. Federally Mandated State Authorizations:




THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS OF AUTHORIZATION APPLY TO ALL ACTIVITIES AUTHORIZED BY

AUTHORIZATION NUMBER 10-NT-0123/201060408
Page 3 of 4

% Water Quality Certification: Water Quality Certification is granted for this project provided that all work is
performed in accordance with the authorized project description and associated conditions.

@ Coastal Zone Consistency: This Authorization constitutes official notification that authorized activities are
consistent with the Maryland Coastal Zone Management Program, as required by Section 307 of the Federal Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1972, as amended. Activities within the following counties are not subject to this requirement:
Allegany, Carroll, Frederick, Garrett, Howard, Montgomery, and Washingion.

11. Best Management Practices During Construction: Authorized Person, its employees, agents and contractors shall
conduct authorized activities in a manner consistent with the Best Management Practices specified by the Administration.

12. Disposal of Excess: Unless otherwise shown on the Approved Plan, all excess fill, spoil material, debris, and construction
material shall be disposed of outside of nontidal wetlands, nontidal wetlands buffers, and the 100-year floodplain, and in a
location and manner which does not adversely impact surface or subsurface water flow into or out of nontidal wetlands.

13. Temporary Staging Areas: Temporary construction trailers or structures, staging areas and stockpiles shall not be located
within nontidal wetlands, nontidal wetlands buffers, or the 100-year floodplain unless specifically included on the
Approved Plan.

14. Temporary Stream Access Crossings: Temporary stream access crossings shail not be constructed or utilized unless
shown on the Approved Plan. If temporary stream access crossings are determined necessary prior to initiation of work or
at any time during construction, Authorized Person, its employees, agents or contractors shall submit a written request to
the Administration and secure the necessary permits or approvals for such crossings before installation of the crossings.
Temporary stream access crossings shall be removed and the disturbance stabilized prior to completion of authorized
activity or within one (1) year of installation.

15. Discharge: Runoff or accumulated water containing sediment or other suspended materials shall not be discharged into
waters of the State unless treated by an approved sediment control device or structure.

16. Instream Constrnction Prohibition: To protect important aquatic species, motor driven construction equipment shall not
be ailowed within stream channels unless on authorized ford crossings. Activities within stream channels are prohibited as
determined by the classification of the stream (COMAR 26.08.02.08): Anacostia River is a Use 1 waterway; in-stream
work may not be conducted from March 1 through June 15 inclusive, of any year.

17. Instream Blasting: Authorized Person shall obtain prior written approval from the Administration before blasting or using
explosives in the stream channel.

18. Minimum Disturbance: Any disturbance of stream banks, channel bottom, wetlands, and wetlands buifer authorized by
this Authorization or Approved Plan shall be the minimum necessary to conduct permitted activities. All disturbed areas
shall be stabilized vegetatively no later than seven (7) days after construction is completed or in accordance with the
approved grading or sediment and erosion control plan.

19. Restoration of Construction Site: Authorized Person shall restore the construction site upon completion of authorized
activities. Undercutting, meandering or degradation of the stream banks or channel bottom, any deposition of sediment or
other materials, and any alteration of wetland vegetation, soils, or hydrology, resulting directly or indirectly from
construction or authorized activities, shall be corrected by Authorized Person as directed by the Administration.

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS AUTHORIZATION
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has reviewed this activity and has granted authorization under the Maryland
State Programmatic General Permit (MDSPGP-3), as a Category [ activity d. The terms and conditions of the MDSPGP-
3, as outlined in the enclosed attachment, should be followed when performing the authorized work




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
BALTIMORE DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 1715
BALTIMORE, MD 21203-1745

Y/ REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

MDSPGP-3 PERMIT COMPLIANCE, SELF-CERTIFICATION FORM (10/1/06)

Corps Permit Tracking No. 201060408 Category & Activity Numbher: 1,d
Project Name: CSXT New Track Applicant Name: CSXT Trans. Inc,
Waterway : Eastern Branch of Anacostia River County: Prince George’s

Dear Permittee:

In accordance with the compliance certificatiori condition of your MDSPGP-3 authorization, you are required upon
completion of all permitted work, or if mitigation/compensation is required, within 60 days following completion of the
authorized work and any required mitigation (but not the mitigation monitoring, which requires separate submittals), to
complete and sign this certification form and return it to the Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District to the address shown
above and include ATTN: CENAB-OP-R.

Please note that the permitted activity is subject to compliance inspections by U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
representatives. As a condition of this permit, failure to return this notification form, provide the required information
below, or to perform the authorized work in compliance with the permit, can result in suspension, modification or
revocation of your authorization in accordance with 33 CFR Part 325.7 and/or administrative, civil, and/or criminal

penalties, in accordance with 33 CFR part 326.
Please provide the following information:

1. Date authorized work commenced: 2, Date authorized work completed:

3. Was all work and any required mitigation, completed in accordance with your MDSPGP-3 authorization, including all
general and/or specific conditions? YES ~ NO

4. Explain in detail any deviations to the authorized work and/or mitigation (use additional sheets if necessary)

5. Was mitigation accomplished through a contribution to the Maryland Nontidal Wetlands Compensation Fund?

YES NO (if NO complete Nos. 6 and 7 below).
6. Wetland Mitigation: Required? YES NO Required Completion Date
Completed? YES NO Mitigation Monitoring Reports Required? YES NO

7. Attach labeled photographs showing completed work including mitization area(s).

[ hereby certify that, except as noted above, that all work, including mitigation, has been completed in accordance with the
terms and conditions, including special conditions of the above referenced permit.

Signature of Permittee Date Signature of Contractor/Agent Date

Address: Address:

Telephone: Telephone:




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
BALTIMORE DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 1715
BALTIMORE, MD 21203-1745

&/ REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR PROJECT

Corps Permit Tracking No.: 201060408 Date: 2/1/11

Permittee/Project Name: CSXT Trans. Inc./Culverts, bridge MDSPGP-3 Category and Activity No.:
1.d

Dear Applicant:

The U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District, has determined that the proposed work meets the terms
and conditions of the Maryland State Programmatic General Permit-3 (MDSPGP-3), provided the work is completed in
compliance with the plan(s) (enclosed), the standard MDSPGP-3 conditions (enclosed), the applicable MDSPGP-3
activity-specific conditions (enclosed), and special conditions (enclosed, if applicable). This MDSPGP-3 verification is
provided pursuant to Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 and/or Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. If
any of the information contained in your application and/or plans is Iater found to be in error, the MDSPGP-3
authorization for your project may be modified, suspended, or revoked.

As a condition of the MDSPGP-3 authorization, you, the permittee, are required to complete and sien the
enclosed Compliance Self-Certification Form regarding the completed work and any required mitigation, and return

to the above address within 60 days following completion of the authorized work and any required mitigation.

In addition, please note, if you sell the property associated with this permit, when the structures or work
authorized by this permit are sti]l in existence at the time the property is transferred, the terms and conditions of this
permit will continue to be binding on the new property owner(s). Although the construction period for work
authorized by this MDSPGP-3 is finite, the permit itself, with its limitations, does not expire. To validate the transfer
of this permit and the associated liabilities associated with compliance with its terms and conditions, you must have
the transferee (new owner) provide a mailing address and telephone number along with their signature and date in the
space provided below, and mail a copy to the above address.

Your MDSPGP-3 authorization is valid until September 30, 2011 unless the MDSPGP-3 is modified,
reissued, or revoked. You must remain informed of the changes to the MDSPGP-3. When changes to the
MDSPGP-3 occur, a public notice announcing the changes will be issued. If you have commenced construction or
are under contract to commence construction of this authorized work prior to the expiration, modification, or
revocation date of the MDSPGP-3 itself, you have 12 months from the effective date of the MDSPGP-3’s
expiration, modification or revocation to complete the work under the present terms and conditions of this

MDSPGP-3.

In order for this authorization to be valid, you must obtain all required Federal, State, and local permits.

Willinm Pl Seth
Soting Chief, Regudaiory Branch

TRANSFEREE SIGNATURE DATE AREA CODE/ TELEPHONE NO.

PRINTED NAME ADDRESS




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
BALTIMORE DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 1715
BALTIMORE, D 21203-1715

REFL. TC
ATTENTION OF

20)0680 Y §

Corps Permit Tracking Number

MDSPGP-3
CATEGORY [ ACTIVITY (1-d)
Road Crossings

The projects, siructures and activities, listed below, must comply with uil aetivity-specific conditions, in
addition to 21l of the general conditions of this pencral permit.

‘Fhis activity authorizes discharges of dredged or fill material associated with new construction of temporary and
permanent roads, as well as widening of existing roads, whic_h cross waters of the United States, including streams
and wetlands. All work authorized by this activity, ineluding discharges, must comply with all activity-specifie
impact limits and conditions listed below, in addition to the general conditions of this permit (Sections 10 and 404;
all waters of the United States).

New road crossings will be reviewed based on the followin gorder of preference: (a) bridge, (b} bottomless arch
culvert, and (c) pipe or box culvert. Written doeumentation may be required to support the preferred crossing
method.

Impact Limits: The total temporary and permanent impact to all waters of the United States, which ineludes tidal
and nontidal wetlands, streams, rivers. and other open waters, may not exceed % scre {21,780 square feet) and 500

linear feet of streams, rivers, and other open waters. In addition, no single road crossing can exceed 200 linear foet
of streams, rivers, or other open waters, This activity can authorize multiple road crossings provided that the total

Conditions:
(2) Application must be submitted to MDE for Corps authorization

(b) Any permanent road crossing of tidal waters is limited to man-made tidal ditches or
channcls (e.g., roadside and agricultural ditches) that are no more than 12 feet wide
measured at the mean high water line. All other permanent road crossings of tidal waters
are to be reviewed as Category 1T activities.

(¢} The width of the fill must be limited to the minimum necessary for the crossing.

(d) For permanent culverted crossings, the culvert must be deprussed in accordance with the
State of Maryland regulations.

{e) The crossing must not be nsed as 2 berm for « permanent impoundment

(1) Exposed stopes and stream banks must be stabilized and revegetated. preferably with
native, woody species, immediately after construction of the road crossing is completed,




{g)

()

(0

: MDSPGP-3
CATEGORY 1 ACTIVITY (1-d)

Road Crossings
e

Any temporary crossing must be removed within 14 caiendar days after the structure is

no longer needed, subject to any time-of-year restrictions, and no later than one year after

the installation date.

Any streams or wetlands impacted for temporary roads, or other temporary activities or
structures, such as stream diversion devices, must be returned to pre-construction

conditions, which includes contours, elevations, stream substrate, and revegetation with
native, wetland species.

Prospective permittees should refer to General Condition VI.C.6 of the MDSPGP-3 (ie.,
pertaining to Aquatic Life Movements). for guidance on hydrologic parameters for




T DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
AN BALTIMORE DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
=R P.0. BOX 1715

BALTIMORE, MD 21203-1 LAt
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Carps Permit Humber

REPL: T.r Effective October 1, 2006

FTENTH o E

CENAB-OP-R-MDSPGP-3 {MARYLAND STATE PROGRAMMATIC GENERAL PERMIT-3)

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Upon the recommendation of the Chiefof Engineers, and under the provisions of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, us
stmended. and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.s.C. 103, the Secretary of the Army hereby uuthorizes the
discharge of dredged or fill material or the plucement of structures into Waters of the United Statey, including wetlunds and
navigable waters, These discharges and structures must comply with all the terms und conditions identified in this MDSPGP-1,

It has been determined that the project qualifies for the MDSPGP-3, Accordingly, you are authorized 1o undertake the activity

pursuant to:

. Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403 and/or
2. Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344),

You are authorized to perform work in accordance with the terms and conditions speeificd in Section Vi of the MDSPGP-3
effective on Getober 1, 2006.

Vi. General Conditions: To qualify for MDSPGP-3 authorization, the prospective permitice must com ply with the
following general conditions, as appropriate, in addition io any activity-specific conditions in the MDSPGP-3 category Jisg

and any case-specific special conditions imposed by the Corps.

A. General Requirements:

1. Other Permigs: Authorization under the MDSPGP:3 does not obviate the need to obtain other Federal, State, or
local authorizations required by law,

2. Applicability: Applicability of the MDSPGP-
waters of i i i

3. Minimaf Effects: Projects authorized by the MDSPGP-3 shail have no more than minimal individuaf and
cumulative adverse en vironmental effects, .

4. Discretionary Authority: Notwithstanding compliance with the terms and conditions of the MDSPGP-3, the
Corps retains discretionary authority to require an alternate Corps permit review for any project under ajl categories of the
MDSPGP-3 bascd on cancerns for the aquatic environment or for any other factor of the public interest. This authority may
be invoked on a case-by-case basis during the review process for Category 1] activitics whenever the Corps determines that,
based on the concerns stated ahove, the potential consequences of the proposed project warrant individual review, In some
rare instances, the Corps may have concerns for the aquatic en vironment or for any other public interest factor pertaining to a
specific proposed project, which hag ilready recejved a case-specific verification as g C ategory I activity. In order to
cvaluate this project under an alternare Corps permit review, the verification inust be suspended in accordance with Section

VILE of the MDSPGP-3.

Whenever the Corps notifies an applicant that an slternate Corps permit may be required, authorization under (he
MBDSPGP-3 is voided. No work may be conducted until the individug| Corps permit is obtained, or until the Corps notifies
the applicant that further reyicw has demonstrated that the work May proceed under the MDSPGP.3,

3. Single and Complete Projects: The MDSPGP-3 shall not he used for piecemeal work ang shail be applicd to
single and complete projects, including maintenance activities. Al tomponents of a project, including all attendant features
both temperary and permanent, shall be reviewed together as conslituting one single and complete project. A Jf planned




phases of multi-phased projects {e.g., subdivisions should include all work such s reads, utilitics, and fot development) sh
he apptlicd for and reviewed together as constituting one single and compiete project. The MDSPGP-3 shull not pe used f
any activity or portion of a project, e.g., a pier or boat ramp, that is part of, or dependent on. an overaj) project, ¢, 1l |
dredging of u main navigation channel of a spur channel, for which an individual permit or some ather alternate Corps perm

is required.

6. Use of Multiple MDSPGP-3 Cmtegory b Activities: More than one Category | activity may be ysed |
authorize a single and complete project under the MDSPGP-3. However the Project must meel the specific requirements ¢ ;
cach Category | activity and the total extent of project impacts must not exceed the acreage limit of he Cutegory | achtivit
with the highest specified acreage limit (e.g., if armoring the toe of an existing culvert i$ constructed under Category 1.b(2
with an associated nontidal bank stabilization authorized under Category L.R1).. the maximum tota) impuct limits to waters o
the United States for the single and complete project may not exceed 1.0 acre (43.560 square feet).

7. Authorized Activities in Navigable Wates Subfect to Section 10 of the Rivers and Hy rbors Act of 1899,

a. If future operationsg by the United States require removal, relocation, or other altcration, of the structure or
work herein authorized, or if in the opinion of the Sceretary of the Army or his authorized Fepresentative, said structure or |
Unreasonable obstruction to the free navigation of the navigable watcr, the permittee will be required, upon
due notice from the Corps of Engineers, to remove, relocate, or alter the structural work or obstructions caused thercby,
without expense to the United States, No claim shall be made against the United States on account of any such removal o

alteration,

b. The U.S. Code of Federaf Regulations, Title 33, Part 64 states that aj| structures erected in navigable waters
in depths in excess of three feet at mean low water (MLW) require obstruction lights unless the applicant is advised to the
contrary by the Coast Guard District Commander. If the structures authorized by this permit are to be built in water depths in
excess of three feet at MLW, the permittee must contact the Commander (AOWW), Fifth Coast Guard District, Federal
Building, 431 Crawford Street, Portsmouth, Virginia, 23704, 10 ascertain the need for obstruction lights.

B. Natiomai Cencerm:

i. Historic Propertiess An y activity authorized by the MDSPGP-3 shall comply with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act, MDE, in cooperation with the Maryland Historic Preservation Office, shall conduct an initia]
review and notify the Corps if any archaeological or other cultural resources are i the vicinity of the project. The Corps may
require applicants to perform a survey of archaeological and historica) resources in the project area. The Corps shaii
determine if consultation under Section 106 with MHT or the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation s required. The
applicant must notify the Corps if the activity may affect any historic properties fisted or eligibie for listing, or that the
applicant has reason to believe may be eligible for listing on the Nationaj Register of Historic Places. Ifthe pcrmittee, during

continue work until notified by the District Engineer that the requirements of the Nationa] Historjc Preservation Act have
been satisfied and that the activity may proceed. |n formation on the location and existence of historical resources can be
obtaincd from the Maryiand Historic Trust, Office of Preservation Services, and the National Register of Historie Places.

2. National Lands: Activities authorized by the MDSPGP-3 shall ot impinge upon the valye of any Federal lang,
including but not limited to, National Wildlife Refiuges, National Forests, National Marine Sanctuarics or any area
administered by the National Park Service (e.g., Assuteague Island National Seashore),

3. Endsnpered Species: The MDSPGP-3 does not authorize dny activity that may affect g threatened or
cndangered species or a species proposed for.such designation, as identifjud under the Federaf Endangered Specics At {ESA )
or which may destroy or adversely modify the critical habitat of sich species unless and unti) dppropriate coordination with
the applicable resource agency(s} is complete and all such issees are resolved in accordance with the applicable regulations
ind the procedures outlined in the MDSPGP-3 Standard Operating Procedures, MDE, in coopcration with DNR. shall conduct
an initial review and notify the Corps and EW S or NVIFS if any Federally-iisted specices or crilical habitat i5 likely 10 be in the
vicinity of the project. The Corps shall determine if consultation with FW§ or NVIFS is required under Section 7 of the ESA.
If consultation js required, the applicant, afier notification, shall not hegin or continye work until notified by the Corps that the
requirements of the ESA have been satisfied and that the activity is cligible for authorization. Informaiion on the location of
threatened und endangered species and their critical habitat can pe obtained from the FWS and NMFS,




4. Essentla) Fish Habitng (EFMY: Scction 305(b)2) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Munagement Act requires an EFH consultation with the NMFS for any action or proposed uctjon authorized, funded, oy
undertaken by a Federal agency that may adversely affect EFH, EFH has been defined by Congress as “those waters and

substrate necessary to fish for spawning, breeding, feedin g of growth to maturity.” The designation and conservation of EF
seeks to minimize adverse effects on habitat caused by fishing and non-fishing activitics. NVIFS has determined thay many
of the MDSPGP-3 Category [ activities are cligible for EFH general or programmatic concurrence and require no turther

EFH consuliation, NMFS, in consuitation with the District, has determined that individual EFH consultation is needeg for

some projects potentiaily cligible for authorization under Category I (includes those projects requiring EFH screening proce: |

under Category II) and all Category 11 projects of the MDSPGP-3 that may adversely affeet EFH. The Corps will coordinal |

with NMFS as part of the Category 1! and Category 11! review procedures, EFH conservation recommendations made by
NMFS will normally be included as 1 permit requirement by the Corps. If the EFH coordination and consultation
requirements con not be resalved under the MDSPGP-3 process, an aliernate ¢ Orps permit review js required for the project.

3. Wild aad Scenle Rivers: No activity is authorized under the MDSPGP-3 that occurs in a component of the
National Wild and Scenic Rjver System, including rivers officially designated by Congress as study rivers for possibje
inclusion in the system, while such rivers are in an official study stutus, unless the appropriate Federal agency, with diregt
management responsibility for the river, has determined in writing that the proposed activity will not adversely affect any
National Wild and Scenic River, including study rivers. Information on Wild and Scenic Rivers may be obtained from the
appropriate Federal land management agency in the area (e.g., National Park Service, U. S. Forest Service, Bureay of Land

authorized representative, said Structure or work shall cause unreasonable obstruction to the free navigation of the navigable
waters, the permittee will be required, upon due notice from the Corps of Engineers, to remove, relocate, or alter the
structural work or obstructions caused thereby, without expense to the United States. No elajm shall be made against the
United States on account of any such removal or alteration, (See VI.A.7.a. above)

b. Other Federally Authorized Chvil Work Projects (L., flood control, dams, and reservoirs): The
MDSPGP-3 does not authorize interference with any proposed or existing Federally-authorized cjvil works project,

7. Federal Liability: In issuing this pemmit, the Federal Government does not assume any liability for the
following:

8. Damages to the permitted project, or uses thereof, as a result of other permitted or unpermitted activities or
from natural causes; .

b, Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a resuit of current or future activities undertaken by or on
behalf of the United States in the public interest; :

¢. Damages to persons, property. or to other permitted or unpermitted activitics or structures caused by the
activity authorized by this permit; ‘

d. Design or construction deficicncies associated with the permiited work; and

¢. Damage claims associated with any future modification, suspension of revocation of the MDSPGP-3 or any
specific MDSPGP-3 verification, ‘

8. Navigation: Projects authorized under the MDSPGP-3 shall not cayse interference with navigation, and no
attempt shall be made by the permittee to prevent the full und free use by the public of al navigahle waters at or adjacent to
projects authorized under the MDSPGP-3. Nathing in the MDSPGP.3 shall in any way restrict the District Engincer, L. S.
Army Engincer District, Baltimore, from exercising his legal authority to protect the public interest in navigation or from
exercising his authority under the Navigation Scryitude of the Lnited States. (See L.A.7.a. above)




C. Mirimization of Environmen(al Impagts;

I. Minimization: Discharges of dredged or filj material into waters of the United States und adverse impacts of _
such discharges on the agquatic ecosystem shall be avoided and minimized to the Maximum extent practicable on-site,

2. Mitigation:

d for all permanent tidal or nontidal wetland impacts ¢ither |

a. Generally, compensatory mitigation will he require
cial condition of the

through the State's tidal or nontidal wetland compensation fund op by the permittee as required by spe
MDSPGP-3 or the State authorization,

b. Generally, com pensatory mitigation wifl be required for aj) permanent impacts of 200 Jincar feet or greater to

d other open waters as appropriate under Federal guidance and to the extent fecessary to ensure

stream channels, rivers, an
ith the application to

that the impacts are minimal. A proposed compensatory mitigation proposal may be submitted w

expedite the process.
applicant’s submittal of g compensatory mitigation proposal for stream impacts, Com pensatory

in or near streams or other op

3. Work in Wetlands: Heavy equipment workin
vegetation disturbance shail be minimized by using techniques such as timber mats, geotextile fabric, and vehicles with low-
pressure tires. Disturbed areas in wet

the work,

4. Temporary Fill and Mags: Temporary fill and the use of mats are both considered a discharge of fil] material
and must be included in the quantification of impact area authorized by the MDSPGP-3. Tem porary fill (e.g., access roads,
cofferdams) in waters and wetlands authorized by the MDSPGP-3 shail be properly stabilized during use to prevent erosion.
ands shall be placed on geotextile fabric laid on the existing wetland grade. Upon completion of the

worl, all temporary fills shall be disposed of at an upland site, sutably contained to prevent crosion and transport to a
porary fill areas shall be restored to their original, Pre-construction contours and revegetated with

native wetland specics.

3. Erosion and Sediment Control: Adequate erosion and sediment contro} measures, practices and devices, such
as vegetated filter strips, geotextile silt fences, phased construction, or other devices or methods, shall be used to reduce

erosion and retain sediment on-site duri
s (b) collecting sediment and suspended and floating materials, and (c) filtering fine sediment. Erosion and

i be removed when the work is complete and the sjte has been successfully stabilized, The
sediment collected by these devices shal! be removed and placed at an upland location, in a manner that will prevent its later
erosion into a waterway or wetland, Al exposed soil and other fjlis shall be permanently stabilized at the earlicst practicable
date. In-stream work shall be conducted “in the dry” whenever practicable. This shouid be accomplished using stream
diversion devices, other than earthen or stone cofferdams, In addition, work ip waters of the United States should be

performed during periods of low-flow or no-flow, whenever practicable,

6. Aquatic Life Movements: No activity may substantially disrupt the necessary life-cycle movements of those
species of aquatie life in digenous to the waterbody, including those species that normaily migrate through the area, unless (he
i d water. Cujverts placed in streams must be installed to maintain low flow
conditions. A low flow channel must be maintained through any discharges placed for armoring across the channel $0 as to
r ot to block or impede the movements of anadromous, estuarine and resident fish.
NOTE: Pieasc refer to Appendix C for an expanded version of General Condition v1.C ¢ entitled, “Guidance for
Constructing Man-Made Stream Crossings and Scour Protection tor Man-Made Stream Crossings 1o Pass Migratory Fish in
The Coastal Plajn Region of Maryland, and Lower Piedmont Region of Cecil, Harford, and Baitimore Counties, Maryland”,
This document includes recommended guidance on fish passage and hydrological parameters to ¢nsure that man-made stream

crossings do not adversely affect migratory fish,




7. Water Crossings:

A Al lemporan and Permnment crossings of waterbodies shall be sutably berdeed. culverted or vilieny g
constateted o wahstind amd 1o prevent the resinetion of hegh Rows and tdq Hows, 1o nkintin existing low flows: and to
prevenl the ovbstruction of nioy chrent by aguatic e mdigenous (o the water bodh . mctuchng nadromons, ustiinine, ang
resudent fish spectes

b Ali water Crosstans (e w. utility lines and road crossings) nust b constructed roughly perpendicntar 0 wile
of 1he Umited Staies, urcluding streams and 3 ctliands, Where o ubdity fine or ieeess roud is coiistructed paralle] 1o 5 strecum
corridor. an undisturbed busfer shi) be manttined between the utility e aceess road and the watervay to avoid o
nmize poteniag fifare HYICES (0 waters of the United States. These potential impacts woulg inchide such gssues a8 sew
hine leaks or faitures. future stream chinuel mandering, stream bank nstabiliey and fardure, and right-of-way LTI

. . s - a . .
¢ Water crossings must be constructed “in e div hengver practicuble. fis should be accomplishe by
using stream diversion devices other tan carthen or stone cofferdims,

d. Equipmicnt shail cross streins only af suwitably constructed permanent or temporary Crossings.

¢. Temporany structures and fijls shall be removed and the dred restored to its original contours and elevations. og
to the conditions specified in the ipproved plans. The femporiuy structures and the areas of fill associsted with these
Strictures must be included in the totgl Watenwvay. wetlands impzicis,

8. Discharge of Pollutanty; Al activitics that are anthorized under the MDSPGP-3 and that involve any discharge
or relocation of polfutants into waters of the United States shafi be consistent with upplicable water quality standards. offlyent
limitations. stindards of performimce, prohibitions, and pretreqiment stindirds and amagement prictices established
purswant to the CWA (33 US.C 125] et. Seq. ). and applicabie State and focal fws and regulations,

9. Spawning Areay: Activities, urcluding structures and work in navigable waters of the United States or
discharges of dredeed or fill materials. in fish and shellfish SPaWIUNg or nursery itreis during SPawning scasons shall be
avoided. fmpacts to these arcys shall be :mvoided or minimized o the waxinmm extent practicitble during all other times of
Year. Aciivities thot result in the physicaf destruction fe. .. excavate. fif). or smother downstream by substantial turbidity) of
ML portaie spawning area are not authorized. '

). Waterfowl Breeding and Wintering Areas: Discharges into breeding and wintering ircas for migratory
waterfow! shall be avoided to the maximm extest practicable,

Ll Envirosmental Values: Tho permitice shadl make ey CrY reasonable effort to constriet of operite the work
auithorized under the NIDSPGP-3 i i humner that mainggins ;s Huiny environmental vahes gs practicable, and that avoids or
minimizes any adverse impacts on existing fish. wildlife, ang natural environments) virugs,

B. Procedural Comditiong;

1. Tospections: The permittee shinl permit the District Enginecr or his authorized represetative(s) to make i
periodic inspections it My time deemed MeCessun to ensure that the work js being performed accordance with the terms
and conditions of the NIDSPGP-3. The District Engigocr - also require post-constrircrion engincering drawings
tas-built plans) for copleted work. ind post-dredging sunvey drawings for My dredging vork,

2 Compliance Certification: Ey eny permittce who receiy ee g w ntien MDSPGP-3 s erification shall subnnt 5
stgned Complimee Certefication Form within 60 dinvs follow ing completion of the inithorized work and am reguired
mutization (b not iniligation inonitormy, whicl FCQUINICs separaty submittls) Fatlure 1o subiit the Compliance -
Certication Formy by the permitice could Fesult an thy Corps taking appropriaty non-compitance cnforeement actton junst
e pernut holder The blink Compliance Cortification Form vll be forwarded 1o e perinttee with 1he NMDSPGP-3
veritication. The complcied form w ichide the tollow Hig

A skeniend that the authorered work eihor Was ar s nof done 1 decordance with the MDAPGP-S
verificiHion, mchudig any peneral and or spectiic conditions  If (e HCOV I s Dot done g decordance with the ADSPCP-3
verdication, mehudmg any senceal and or spectic condittons. the Pernttee shall deseribe the Specthics of the desiation from :
the authorzed actn n E




b. A statement thut uny required mitigation was or was nof completed in accordance with the permit conditions
It the mitigation was not completed in accordance with the permit conditions, the permittee shal duscribe the Specifics of (f l
deviation from the permit conditions.

c. The signature of the permitice, certifying the completion of the work and compensatory mitigation,

ARer the project is com pleted, the certification shall be sent to the Baltimore District at the following address:
L. S. Army Corps of Engineers
Baltimore Districe
Attn: CENAB-QOP-R
P. O. Box 1715
Baltimore, MD 21203-1715

. 3. Transfer of MDSPGP-3 Verifications: If the permittee sells the property associated with a MDSPGP-:
verification, the permittee may transfer the MDSPGP-3 verification to the new owner by submitting a letter to (he Baltimor
District Corps of Engincers office to validate the transfer, A copy of the MDSPGP-3 verification must be attached to the
letter, and the letter must contain the following statement and signature:

“When the sructures or work authorized by this MDSPGP-3 are still in existence at the time the property is transferred, the
terms and conditions of this MDSPGP-3, including special conditions, will continue to be binding on the new owner(s) of
the property. To validate the transfer of this MDSPGP-3 permit and the associated Habilities associated with compliance
with its terins and conditions, have the transferee sign and date below,”

(Transferce) {Date)

4. Mbaintenance: The permittee shall maintain the work or structure authorized by the MDSPGP-3 jp good
condition and in compliance with the terms and conditions of the MDSPGP-3.

5. Property Rights: The MDSPGP-3 does nog convey any property rights, either in real estate or Material, or any
exclusive privileges, nor does it authorize any injury to property or invasion of rights or any in fringement of Federal, State, or

local laws or regulations,

6. Modification, Suspension and Revocation: The MDSPGP-3, or any verification under it, may be ejther
modified, suspended, or revoked, in whole or in part, pursuant to DA policies and procedures and any such action shalf not be

the basis for any claim for damages against the United States,

of the Army or his authorized representative. If the permittee fajls to comply with such a dircctive, the Secretary or hig
designee may restore the wetland or waterway to its former condition, by contract or otherwise, and recover the cost from the

permittee,

8. Special Conditions: The Corps may impose special conditions on any project authorized under the MDSPGP-3,
in cases where the Corps determines that special conditions are necessary to avoid or minimize adverse effects on the
environment or on any other factor of the public interest. Failure to comply with all conditions of the
authorization/vcrification, including special conditions, will constitute 3 permit violation/unautharized work and may subject
the permittee to crim inal, civil, or administrative penalties, and.cr restoration.

9. False or Iacompleie Information: Ifthe project is verified by the Corps or MDE under the MDSPGP-3 and
subsequently discovers that it has relied on false, incomplete, or inaccurate information provided by the permittee, the
MDSPGP-3 verification may be revoked und the Governm ent may institute appropriate legal proceedings.

10. Compliance: Any activity performed in waters of the United Statcs, including wetlands and navigable waters,
that is not in compliance with alf the terms and conditions of the MDSPGP-3 that includes the MDSPGP-3 Category List
activity-specific conditions, constitutes unauthorized work and js subject to an enforcem ent action by the Corps or the EPA,
Furthermore, the MDSPGP-1 does not delegate any Section 104 onforcement or regulatory authority. When unauthorized




worl occurs in waters of the United States, including wetlands and navigable wate

) 18, it is subject (0 one or more of the
tollowing responses by EPA and/or the Corps: .

a. A Cvase and Desist order and’or an administrative compliance order requiring remedial agtion.
b. Initiation and assessme

ntofa Class I udministrative pentalty order pursuant 1o Section 309(g) of the Cw oA,

¢. Initiation and assessment of a Class [] administrative

penalty for cantinuing violation pursuant to Se
309g)ofthe CWA,

ction

d. Referral of the case to the L. 8. Attorney with a recommendation for a civil or ¢rimina) action,

e. Ifthe Corps determines that an after-the-fact application is appropriate, it will be reviewed following the
appropriate procedures.

f. Any other appropriate response,
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Maryland

MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Martin O’Malley, Governor ® Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary ® Ralign T. Wells, Administrator

June 6, 2011

Cheryl L. Kelly

National Capital Planning Commission
401 9th Street, NW, Suite S00N
Washington, DC 20004

Project: JD to Jones Hill Double-Tracking Project
Prince George’s County, Maryland
Draft Environmental Assessment and De Minimis Finding

Dear Ms. Kelly:

Please find enclosed a draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for your comment. The EA describes a
proposed joint-benefit project between the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) and CSX
Transportation (CSX). The project consists of double tracking a two-mile portion of the single-track, four-
mile long Alexandria Extension. The EA discloses that the project will require an approximately 0.38 acre
strip of right-of-way from the Anacostia River Park which was partially funded by the Capper-Cramton
Act. The MTA understands the National Capital Planning Commission would like to adopt this EA to
fulfill its National Environmental Policy Act requirements and as such, offers NCPC a 30-day period to
send any comments on the draft EA to the MTA.

The document also discloses the Federal Transit Administration will make a de minimis determination for
the Section 4(f) use of the park and includes correspondence from the Maryland-National Capital Park and
Planning Commission supporting a de minimis finding.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact Dan Reagle by phone
at 410.767.3771 or by e-mail at DReagle1 @mta.maryland.gov. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

John Newton, Manager
Environmental Planning
Maryland Transit Administration

cc: Mr. Tim Lidiak, FTA
Mr. Dan Reagle, MTA

Enclosure

6 Saint Paul Street ® Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614  TTY 410-539-3497 ¢ Toll Free 1-866-743-3682
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Maryland Transit Administration -- Line 3

CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM

STATUS: Improvements are ongoing.

SIGNIFICANT CHANGE FROM FY 2009 - 14 CTP: 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.

PROJECT: MARC Improvements on Camden, Brunswick and Penn Lines (ARRA)

DESCRIPTION: 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.

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

SMART GROWTH STATUS:

Project Not Location Specific or Location Not Determined

D Project Within PFA D Project Outside PFA; Subject to Exception
I:l Grandfathered I:l Exception Approved by BPW/MDOT

ASSOCIATED IMPROVEMENTS:
None.

POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCE: SPECIAL FEDERAL |:| GENERAL |:| OTHER
TOTAL
PHASE ESTIMATED EXPEND CURRENT BUDGET PROJECTED CASH REQUIREMENTS SIX BALANCE
COST THRU YEAR YEAR FOR PLANNING PURPOSES ONLY YEAR TO
($000) 2009 2010 2011 ....2012.... ...2013.... ...2014.... ...2015... TOTAL COMPLETE
Planning 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Engineering 1,723 1,723 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Right-of-way 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Construction 176,841 75,013 34,005 39,694 13,508 10,610 4,011 0 101,828 0
Total 178,564 76,736 34,005 39,694 13,508 10,610 4,011 0 101,828 0
Federal-Aid 123,585 55,992 19,307 27,963 9,064 8,052 3,207 0 67,593 0

#8007, #8008 and #8010 added as an ARRA-related project
0183, 0687, 8007, 8008, 8010

PAGE ___MTA-3



TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

J For the Metropolitan Washington Region
FY 2010 - 2015

Jury 15, 2009

The preparation of this report was financially aided through grants from the District of Columbia Department of
Transportation, the Maryland Department of Transportation, the Virginia Department of Rail & Public Transportation,
the Virginia Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, and the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Federal Transit Administration, under the Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964, as amended.

National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments



7/15/2009 SUBURBAN MARYLAND FY 2010 - 2015
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

CAPITAL COSTS (in $1,000)

Source Fed/St/Loc Previous FY 10 FYy 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY14 FY 15 [Source
Funding Total

MDOT/Maryland Transit Administration

Transit
Baltimore/Washington Investment Corridor project
TIP ID: 4890 Agency ID: 1175 Title: Baltimore/Washington Investment Corridor - previously known as WMATA Green Line E Complete:
Facility: | State 0/100/0 | 1,458 d | 1,458
From: Total Funds: 1,458
To:
Description: Project is outcome of recently completed studies of extending the Metrorail Green Line from its current terminus at Greenbelt to Laurel and e

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.

Corridor Cities Transitway (CCT)

TIP ID: 3468 Agency ID: 1108 Title: Corridor Cities Transitway (CCT) Complete:
Facility: Section 5307 80/20/0 3,506 a 3,506
From: Section 5309-NS  80/20/0 3,125 a 6,250 a 6,250 a 6,250 a 21,875
To: Total Funds: 25,381
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 55

facility just south of Clarksburg. The multi-modal project overall studies transit and highway improvements in the 1-270/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 1-270 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) or
Express Toll Lane managed facility. Public hearing scheduled Fall 2008.

CSX & Amtrak Efficiency Improvements

TIP ID: 3008 Agency ID: 0183/0687 Title: CSX & Amtrak Efficiency Improvements Complete:
Facility: Section 5307 80/20/0 446 c| 10,481 c| 11,304 c 7,137 ¢ 2,250 ¢ 31,618
From: Section 5309-FG  80/20/0 2,811 ¢ 6,088 ¢ 2,509 ¢ 11,408
To: Total Funds: 43,026

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

Local Bus Replacement - Montgomery & Prince George's

TIP ID: 2713 Agency ID: 0892/0893 Title: local bus acquisition Complete:
Facility: | State 0/100/0 | | 5860 e| 2500e| 2500e| 2500e| 2500e] | 15,860 |
From: Total Funds: 15,860
To:
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 ke

used by Prince George's County and Montgomery County in the delivery of local transit service.
Transit MDOT/Maryland Transit Administration E3 - Bicycle/Pedestrian Accommodations Included M-11
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES




Toton of Bladenshurey

COUNCIL MEMBERS COUNCIL MEMBERS
WARD I ‘WARD II
TRINA BROWN : WALTER FICKLIN
CRIS MENDOZA WALTER GEORGE

MAYOR
‘WALTER L. JAMES

December 16", 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 | 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.

4229 EDMONSTON ROAD + BLADENSRURG, MARYLAND 20710 = (301) 927-7048 « Fax (301) 927-5257


mailto:JNewton@mtamaryland.com

JD to Jones Hill
Town of Bladensburg Comments
Page #2

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.

Sincerely,

~

o
e

Walter L. James,
Mayor

cc: Town Council

4229 EDMONSTON ROAD + BLADENSRURG, MARYLAND 20710 = (301) 927-7048 « Fax (301) 927-5257
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JD To Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
THURSDAY, December 8, 2011
Bladensburg Elementary ScHooL

COMMENT FORM

Maryland

The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) and C5X Transportation are working
cooperatively ta complete this project. The project consists of adding a two-mile section of
second railroad track to an existing single-track corridor and widening an existing railroad
bridge over the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River. Now is your opportunity to
comment on the proposed improvements and share your ideas.’ Your comments are
appreciated and will be reviewed by the project team.

Name: Mavyor Walter L. James and Council of the Town of Bladensburg
Organization: _ TOWN OF BLADENSBURG

Email: wjames@bladensburg.net & jmoss@bladensburg.net

Postal Address: 4229 Edmonston Road

City: Bladensburg State: _Maryland Zip Code: __ 20710

I/We wish to submit the following comments on this project:
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 ierkin and of itself israther | I is 2 bridee whict

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

MTn & Maryland Transit Administration

Mary land Maryland Department of Transportation

John Newton o
Manager, Environmental Planning Division
Office of Planning

6 St. Paul Street » Baltimore, Maryland 21202-6808
410-767-3769 * Fax: 410-333-0489

E-Mail: JNewton@mtamaryland.com ® www.mtamaryland.com
General Lnformation: 410-454-7222 @ Toll Free: 1-888-218-2267
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mailto:jmoss@bladensburg.net

PAGE #2
CONTIUATION, Comments from csx
@9 L X

L/
M a ryla nd The Town of Bladensburg

JD To Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
THURSDAY, December 8, 2011
Bladensburg Elementary SCHoOL

COMMENT FORM

The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) and CSX Transportation are working
cooperatively to complete this project. The project consists of adding a two-mile section of
second railroad track to an existing single-track corridor and widening an existing railroad
bridge over the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River. Now is your opportunity to
comment on the proposed improvements and share your ideas. Your comments are
appreciated and will be reviewed by the project team.

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

Organization: _ TOWN OF BLADENSBURG
Email: wijames@bladensburg.net & jmoss@bladensburg.net
Postal Address: 4229 EdmonstonRoad

City: Bladensburg State: Maryland Zip Code: 20710

~1I/We wish to submit the following comments on this project:

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 mav 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.




¢

January 17, 2012

Mr. John Newton

Manager, Environmental Planning Division
Maryland Transportation Administration
#6 Paul Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21202-6806

Email: JNewton@mtamaryland.com

The Town of Cheverly, in keeping with its commitment to the environmental, agrees with the stated goal of the
CSX-JD to Jones Hill project is to increase the traffic flow of MARC commuter trains. Hopefully this will also
increase ridership, reducing the stress on our highways.

In this vein, we’d like to see a key objective of this project to be “improve non-motorized traffic in the area”.
The State of Maryland, Department of Transportation and the District of Columbia have invested heavily to build
the Anacostia River Trail. This project provides a unique opportunity to maximize that investment, by allowing
neighboring communities’ access to the Anacostia River Trail. Please consider the following:

¢ Design a safe crossing at Lloyd Street by providing a bicycle and pedestrian-safe surface and by providing
adequate signal and other safety measures.

e Design a rail-with-trail that would build a pedestrian-bicycle trail parallel to track. The trail should run from
the near Belmont Street in Cheverly, to Lloyd Street, where it would join the connector trail.

The Town of Cheverly also concurs with Bladensburg Mayor Walter L. James that the bridge crossing the
Anacostia River be raised in an effort to improve boat traffic allowing economic growth of the Bladensburg
Water Park.

We expect the project will be executed in a manner that is respectful to the already stressed environment in the
area. Hopefully, “meeting existing regulations” will not be the goal. Instead we would like to see this project
exceeding standards when restoring the areas of disturbance.

One key area of environmental concern is any impact to Quincy Run. Today, Quincy Run is piped under the
tracks. If during the design of the project it becomes possible to daylight the stream in this area that would be a
significant benefit.

JECEIVE

Mike Callahan JAN 24 201

Mayor, Town of Cheverly

CC: Andrea Harrison, 47th Delegation, Mayor Walter, John Moss. OF CE OF PLANN'NQ

The Town of Cheverly 6401 Forest Road  Cheverly, Md. 20785-3197  (301) 773-8360  Fax: (301) 773-0173



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 | 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. | 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 | spoke to today tell me that their mayor received a letter earlier this week notifying of the meeting
12/8. 1 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, | 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. | 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 | spoke to today share that view.

Unfortunately because of the late notice | 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,
| 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. | live in Cheverly, MD where |
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.

| 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. | 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 | do trust
that you will incorporate this into your work. | have spoken with Senator Ramirez about this and
| will also be contacting Delagate Ivey to see how they can help. | 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 f301.927.2800
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Email to: DReaglel@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

| am property owner at 3000 52" 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. Arethere 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 52" Ave., currently must cross over 52™ 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 52" Ave. which will tremendously increase the flow of
water to the swale next to our property which is already flooding.

7. Isthere 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 52" 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

(page 2 of 2)



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

( IV aryland now features 511 traveler information!
. 51’ Call 511 or visit: www.md511.org

My Daviore s g
X

b% 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 thereisabicycle trail, the LIoyd 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 aong the railroad route, yet
mentions only the Northeast Branch Trail. The Lloyd Street Connector Trail isnot considered.

Page 4 of the assessment document and Drawing EXHOL 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 EXHO1,
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 LIoyd Street per day?
We request that the present project be revised to handle thisin 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 arail-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 devicesto
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://lwww.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/rectrail s/rwt/section5c.htm

Some engineering suggestions.
http://www .techtransfer.berkel ey.edu/railroad06downl oads/ciccarel li.pdf

For rail-with-trail designs:

http://wwwe.railstotrails.org/resources/documents/resource_docs/Rails-with-
Trails%20Report%20reprint_1-06_|r.pdf

Research alternative culvert designs or alternatives to culverts

Updated stormwater management measures are not considered in the Environmental A ssessment.
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@agmail.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. |
plan to measure the decibel level and report on that.
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Maryland

MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Martin O'Malley, Governor ® Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary ® Ralign T. Wells, Administrator

April 6, 2012

The Honorable Walter Lee James, Jr.
Mayor

Town of Bladensburg

4229 Edmonston Road

Bladensburg MD 20710

Re:  JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
Prince George’s County

Dear Mayor James:

Thank you for submitting your comments on the JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
environmental assessment (EA) to the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA).

Raising the bridge structure over the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River would require
considerable alterations of the railroad profile on both the east and west side of the river. The
elevation changes would significantly impact the property requirements immediately adjacent to
the railroad. The current configuration minimizes these impacts to the community.

We are minimizing areas of impact to vegetation and will return areas of vegetation temporarily
disturbed to their previous state. All work will be done in accordance with applicable federal,
state and local regulations to minimize impacts, like stream siltation, to the natural environment.

Ms. Sharon Daboin, CSX Transportation’s Resident Vice-President for State and Community
Affairs, met with Mayor Callahan and Councilman Eldridge on March 2, 2012 in Cheverly to
discuss the project and the Town of Cheverly’s bicycle trail network plans. Ms. Daboin
explained that the addition of a 2™ track will not require modification of the underpasses below
MD 295 and MD 201. To do so for the trail would add a very significant expense and project
delay in coordinating this modification with National Park Service and the Maryland State
Highway Administration. The MTA will revise the existing conditions section of the EA to
include the Lloyd Street Connector as an existing bicycle facility.

6 Saint Paul Street ® Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614  TTY 410-539-3497 e Toll Free 1-866-743-3682



The Honorable Walter Lee James, Jr.
Page Two

Upon approval by the Federal Transit Administration of the final EA, which will include your
written comments and the MTA’s response, it will be posted on the project website at
http://mta.maryland.gov/joint-benefit.

Thank you for your support and interest in pubic transportation. Please feel free to contact me at
410-767-3763 or by email at cblakel @mta.maryland.gov with any questions on this or any other
public transit matters.

Sincerely,

Christiaan Blake, Director
Office of External Affairs

Maryland Transit Administration

cC: Keith Brinker, CSX Transportation
Sharon Daboin, CSX Transportation
Brandon Knapp, CSX Transportation
John Moss, Town of Bladensburg
John Newton, Maryland Transit Administration
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MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Martin O’'Malley, Governor e Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary e Ralign T. Wells, Administrator

April 6, 2012

The Honorable Michael H. Callahan
Mayor

Town of Cheverly

6401 Forest Road

Cheverly MD 20785-3196

Re:  JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
Prince George’s County

Dear Mayor Callahan:

Thank you for submitting your comments on the JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
environmental assessment (EA) to the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA).

As you will recall, Ms. Sharon Daboin, CSX Transportation’s Resident Vice-President for State
and Community Affairs, met with you and Councilman Roswell Eldridge on March 2, 2012 in
Cheverly to discuss the project and the Town of Cheverly’s bicycle trail network plans. Ms.
Daboin explained that the addition of a 2™ track will not require modification of the underpasses
below MD 295 and MD 201. To do so for the trail would add a very significant expense and
project delay in coordinating this modification with National Park Service and the Maryland
State Highway Administration. The MTA will revise the existing conditions section of the EA to
include the Lloyd Street Connector as an existing bicycle facility.

Raising the bridge structure over the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River would require
considerable alterations of the railroad profile on both the east and west side of the river. The
elevation changes would significantly impact the property requirements immediately adjacent to
the railroad. The current configuration minimizes these impacts to the community.

The existing pipes currently under the track at Quincy Run are to remain. All work will be done

in accordance with applicable federal, state and local regulations to minimize impacts, like
stream siltation, to the natural environment.

6 Saint Paul Street e Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614 ® TTY 410-539-3497 e Toll Free 1-866-743-3682



The Honorable Michael H. Callahan
Page Two

Upon approval by the Federal Transit Administration of the final EA, which will include your
written comments and the MTA’s response, the final EA will be posted on the project website
athttp://mta.maryland.gov/joint-benefit.

Thank you for your support and interest in pubic transportation. Please feel free to contact me at
410-767-3763 or by email at cblakel@mta.maryland.gov with any questions on this or any other
public transit matters.

Sincerely,

Christiaan Blake, Director
Office of External Affairs
Maryland Transit Administration

cc: Keith Brinker, CSX Transportation
Sharon Daboin, CSX Transportation
Brandon Knapp, CSX Transportation
John Newton, Maryland Transit Administration
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MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Martin O'Malley, Governor e Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary e Ralign T. Wells, Administrator

April 3, 2012

Mr. Brent Bolin

Director of Advocacy

Anacostia Watershed Association
4302 Baltimore Avenue
Bladensburg, MD 20720

Re:  JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
Prince George’s County, MD

Dear Mr. Bolin:

Thank you for submitting your comments on the JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking
Project environmental assessment (EA) to the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA).
We apologize for not directly notifying the Anacostia Watershed Society of the open
house meeting. However, please note that on November 16, 2011, the MTA notified the
Council and Mayor of the Town of Bladensburg and the Town of Cheverly, in addition to
state elected officials, about the open house meeting.

The MTA placed advertisements about the open house meeting in the Prince George's
County Gazette on November 24, 2011, the Washington Hispanic on November 25,
2011, EI Tiempo Latino on November 25, 2011 and the Prince George's Sentinel on
November 17, November 24 and December 1, 2011. The MTA also mailed
approximately 250 postcards to residents and businesses adjacent to the project corridor
and hung approximately 90 English/Spanish door hangers in the residential areas at the
northern end of the project informing people of the project and the open house meeting.

As you are aware, Mr. John Newton, Manager of the Environmental Planning Division,
contacted you after the MTA received your concerns about the official comment period
occurring over the holidays and informed you that all written comments submitted to the
MTA between December 8, 2011 and January 23, 2012 would be included in the final
EA. All work will be done in accordance with applicable federal, state and local
regulations to minimize impacts, like stream siltation, to the natural environment.

6 Saint Paul Street ¢ Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614 ® TTY 410-539-3497 o Toll Free 1-866-743-3682



Upon approval by the Federal Transit Administration of the final EA, which will include
your written comments and the MTA’s response, the final EA will be posted on the
project website at http://mta.maryland.gov/joint-benefit.

Sincerely,

John Newton, Manager
Environmental Planning Division
Maryland Transit Administration

cc: Keith Brinker, CSX Transportation
Brandon Knapp, CSX Transportation
Dan Reagle, Maryland Transit Administration
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_ MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Martin 0'Malley, Governor ® Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary ® Ralign T. Wells, Administrator

April 3, 2012

Mr. RJ Eldridge

Director of Planning

Toole Design Group

6525 Belcrest Road, Suite 400
Hyattsville, MD 20782

Re: JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
Environmental Assessment Comments
Prince George’s County

Dear Mr. Eldridge:

Thank you for submitting your comments on the JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project environmental
assessment (EA) to the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA).

As you recall, Ms. Sharon Daboin, CSX Transportation’s Resident Vice-President for State and
Community Affairs, met with you and Mayor Callahan on March 2, 2012 in Cheverly to discuss the project
and the Town of Cheverly’s bicycle trail network plans. Ms. Daboin explained that the addition of a 2™
track will not require modification of the underpasses below MD 295 and MD 201. To do so for the trail
would add a very significant expense and project delay in coordinating this modification with National Park
Service and the Maryland State Highway Administration.

As you requested, the MTA will revise the existing conditions section of the EA to include the Lloyd Street
Connector.

Upon approval by the Federal Transit Administration of the final EA, which will include your written
comments and the MTA’s response, the final EA will be posted on the project website at
http://mta.maryland.gov/joint-benefit.

Sincerely,

S

John Newton, Manager
Environmental Planning Division
Maryland Transit Administration

cc: Keith Brinker, CSX Transportation
Sharon Daboin, CSX Transportation
Brandon Knapp, CSX Transportation
Dan Reagle, Maryland Transit Administration
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MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Martin O'Malley, Governor ® Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary ¢ Ralign T. Wells, Administrator

April 3, 2012

Ms. Mary Heath

Mr. Arthur Heath
General Partners

F&H Associates

3000 52™ Avenue
Hyattsville, MD 20781

Re:  JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
Prince George’s County

Dear Ms. Heath and Mr. Heath:

Thank you for submitting your comments on the JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
environmental assessment (EA) to the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA). You raised
several general questions and several very specific questions which this letter will address.

We are sorry for any confusion related to the salutation on the post cards. It is often difficult to
determine who occupies a property and if the owner or resident receives the mail at the address
found in property tax databases. The MTA believes a minimum of two weeks is sufficient notice
prior to an open house meeting. Please also note that on November 16, 2011, the MTA notified by
email the Council and Mayor of the Town of Bladensburg and the Town of Cheverly, in addition
to state elected officials. The MTA also placed advertisements in the Prince George's County
Gazette on November 24, 2011, the Washington Hispanic on November 25, 2011, El Tiempo
Latino on November 25, 2011 and the Prince George's Sentinel on November 17, November 24
and December 1, 2011. The MTA also mailed approximately 250 postcards to residents and
businesses adjacent to the project corridor and hung approximately 90 English/Spanish door
hangers in the residential areas at the northern end of the project informing people of the project
and the open house meeting.

In your comments, you raised several questions about the drainage design and elevations. Please
find enclosed revised plans PP1 to PP19, XS40 to XS44 and EC15 to EC16. They provide the
details you requested on elevation and drainage patterns.

e The area called tapering sub ballast is the transition from the proposed new sub ballast to
the existing sub ballast.
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On PP14:
» The relocated "derail" is on an existing track currently.
= The existing track will not be removed or lengthened.
= The proposed ditching will construct a culvert under the existing track to direct drainage to
the other side, thus relieving any flooding issues.

On PP15:

= The existing stub track will not be extended.

= The project does not include constructing a retaining wall and the new swale will have a
slope of 1.2:1 to 2:1 in the area of the Quonset hut.

= A proposed ditch will be parallel with the track and have a pipe that direct drainage to the
other side of the track to correct the flooding of the alley between the loading dock and
Quonset hut.

= The proposed ditch will be approximately four feet lower than the existing ground
elevation which should be sufficiently lower than the floor of our Quonset hut to alleviate
the flooding problem.

* The plans do include a culvert crossing the existing track in the vicinity of 100+25.

= The plans were redesigned to make 52nd Ave the high point in the drainage system, thus
reducing drainage towards the northwest and to reduce the flow of water towards your

property.

If you require further information about your current concerns and existing conditions, please
contact Brandon Knapp, Project Engineer, at 904.359.4818 or Brandon Knapp@csx.com with
your reference number.

Upon approval by the Federal Transit Administration of the final EA, which will include your
written comments and the MTA’s response, the final EA will be posted on the project website at
http://mta.maryland.gov/joint-benefit.

Sincerely,

John Newton, Manager
Environmental Planning Division
Maryland Transit Administration

Attachments
cc: Keith Brinker, CSX Transportation

Brandon Knapp, CSX Transportation
Dan Reagle, Maryland Transit Administration
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_ MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Martin O'Malley, Governor ® Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary ® Ralign T. Wells, Administrator

April 3,2012

Ms. Sheila Salo
5607 Greenleaf Road
Cheverly, MD 20785

Re:  JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
Prince George’s County

Dear Ms. Salo:

Thank you for submitting your comments on the JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
environmental assessment (EA) to the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA).

The purpose of the project is to improve service on the MTA's MARC Camden line. The
MTA/CSX value input from residents about how the project could be designed to enhance the
surrounding community and your suggestions will be taken into consideration as we complete
design. All work will be done in accordance with applicable federal, state and local regulations to
minimize impacts, like stream siltation, to the natural environment.

On November 16, 2011, the MTA notified by email the Council and Mayor of the Town of
Bladensburg and the Town of Cheverly, in addition to state elected officials. The MTA also placed
advertisements in the Prince George's County Gazette on November 24, 2011, the Washington
Hispanic on November 25, 2011, El Tiempo Latino on November 25, 2011 and the Prince
George's Sentinel on November 17, November 24 and December 1,2011. The MTA also mailed
approximately 250 postcards to residents and businesses adjacent to the project corridor and hung
approximately 90 English/Spanish door hangers in the residential areas at the northern end of the
project informing people of the project and the open house meeting. We believe these efforts
provided sufficient notification to area residents.

The purpose of the open house was to allow residents to learn more about the project, express
concerns and ask questions directly of the project team. Attendees were informed that the EA was
available online or at Bladensburg, Hyattsville or Mount Rainer Libraries, for further review.
Attendees were also encouraged to send any comments in writing via letter or email about the
project until January 9, 2012. Because of the holidays during the official comment period, all
written comments (letter and email) submitted to the MTA between December 8, 2011 and
January 23, 2012 are included in the final Environmental Assessment (EA).

Thank you for providing details on the Lloyd Street Connector to the MTA. The Environmental
Assessment will be revised to include the Lloyd Street Connect as an existing feature and to assess
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possible impacts to the Lloyd Street Connector from this project. The existing crossing protection
at Lloyd Street consists of rail road signals (flashing lights). The proposed protection would be
the same.

Ms. Sharon Daboin, CSX Transportation’s Resident Vice-President for State and Community
Affairs, met with Mayor Callahan and Councilman Eldridge on March 2, 2012 in Cheverly to
discuss the project and the Town of Cheverly’s bicycle trail network plans. Ms. Daboin explained
that the addition of a 2" track will not require modification of the underpasses below MD 295 and
MD 201. To do so for the trail would add a very significant expense and project delay in
coordinating this modification with National Park Service and the Maryland State Highway
Administration.

The purpose of our project is not to increase the number of trains moving through this area, but to
reduce congestion. There are currently 25 to 35 daily trains using this portion of track.

Upon approval by the Federal Transit Administration of the final EA, which will include your
written comments and the MTA’s response, the final EA will be posted on the project website at
http://mta.maryland.gov/joint-benefit.

Sincerely,

John Newton, Manager
Environmental Planning Division
Maryland Transit Administration

cc: Keith Brinker, CSX Transportation
Sharon Daboin, CSX Transportation
Brandon Knapp, CSX Transportation
Dan Reagle, Maryland Transit Administration
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MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Martin O'Malley, Governor ® Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secretary ® Ralign T. Wells, Administrator

April 3, 2012

Mr. John Wright

Ms. Carol Hamilton
4618 Burlington Road
Hyattsville, MD 20781

Re:  JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
Prince George’s County

Dear Mr. Wright and Ms. Hamilton:

Thank you for submitting your comments on the JD to Jones Hill Double Tracking Project
environmental assessment (EA) to the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA).

Please forward any concerns you have about maintenance of the ditch adjacent to your residence
directly to Mr. Brandon Knapp, Project Engineer, 904.359.4818 or Brandon_Knapp@csx.com.
There is a wheel greaser located east of the Anacostia River designed to reduce the train wheel/rail
friction for trains heading west onto the Capital Subdivision. Please also contact the above if you
believe it is not working correctly or have other concerns about existing noise.

Upon approval by the Federal Transit Administration of the final EA, which will include your
written comments and the MTA’s response, the final EA will be posted on the project website at
http://mta.maryland.gov/joint-benefit.

Sincerely,

AN~

John Newton, Manager
Environmental Planning Division
Maryland Transit Administration

cc: Keith Brinker, CSX Transportation

Brandon Knapp, CSX Transportation
Dan Reagle, Maryland Transit Administration
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