LONG
I I I BRIDGE

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

Appendix A3:



LONG
BRIDGE
PROJECT

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

Long Bridge Project
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Summary of
Public Information Meeting #4

February 12, 2018

DY) s occormsn ot crsporron
P Federal Railroad Administratio
District Department of Transportation



LONG
I I I BRIDGE

.8 EPROJECT
Table of Contents
8 0 I 1141 o T 11Tt o Y o 1
2.0  MeEetiNg OVEIVIEW....civuuiiieeiiirneiiimneiiinniinnsiiiessiisesimssssrsssssrsssssrsssssasssssssssssssssssnsssrsnssss 1
3.0 Outreach and Preparations.......cccceeeiiiieueiiiiiineiiiinneiiiiiieiiiesiesessen 2
4.0 Meeting Format and Materials ........cccceeiiiienniiiiiinniiiiieniiisenes 3
5.0 CommeNnts RECEIVEM ......coirruuiiiiimuniiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiinniiiiiesissinssssirsssssssessssssssssssssssenns 5
5.1. Questions and Comments during Question-and-Answer SESSIONS ........cccccecvveeeeevveeeennnen. 6
5.1.1. 4:30 PM Presentation.......cccceiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiic ettt 6
5.1.2. 6:00 PM Presentation.......ccueiiiiiiieiiiiiee ettt sttt e s e e s s e s 7
5.2. Comments from Comment Cards and Title VI Questionnaires ...........ccoceevveereercercreenneenne. 7
5.2.1. General Comments Regarding the Meeting and the Project (3)......cccccceeevveeeennenn. 8
5.2.2. Transportation (11) ...cccceeecciieeieiiie ettt e e tee e e e eree e e e eaba e e e e entee e s eentaeeeenreeas 8
R T F- o M@t o T- Yol n Y ) PP 8
Bike-Pedestrian CroSSiNG (9)....ueciieiiee e eeieesieeesite e e steeesee e steestaeesreestaeesnreesnsaeesareean 8
[NV 1Y T= L o] o TN 1 ) IO S 8
5.2.3. Aesthetics and Visual RESOUICES (2) ...uuiiiieiriieeieiieeeceiiee e ectire et e e et e e 9
5.2.4. Floodplain Management (1) ...ccccueeeiciiieeeciee ettt e et e e e bae e e e 9
5.2.5. NO0iS€ and ViIbration (1)....cccueeeeeieiiiiiieie ettt eetee e e eeree e e eetreeeeeeateeeeennreeas 9
5.2.6. Public Health, Security, and Safety (1) .....cccoeeevieeiiieciee e 9
5.2.7. NEPA Resource Areas - NO COMMENTS......ccccevviiiiiiniiiniiiiiiniicc e, 9
5.3. Comments Received During Post-Meeting Comment Period .........ccccccvivveeeeiiieccinninnenn. 10
5.3.1. Bike-Pedestrian Crossing (1,605)......ccuuiiiiiiieeiiiiiieeeeiieeeeeciteeeeeciteeeeecrreeeeenreeeeenes 10
5.3.2. NAVIZAtION (17) curieiiiieiiieeiee ettt ettt e e stte et e e ette e s te e e sbe e e sbeeestaeesaraesnbeeesaraeenes 13
5.3.3. Additional COMMENTS (7) covveeieeiiieieeiieee ettt ettt eetree e e eetre e e e eeareeeesnreeeeennns 13
6.0 Follow Up and NeXt StePs....c.ccciiiiiiiiiiiiieiiieiirineiereneierensessnsersnsssssnssssnssessnsssssnssssnnss 13

Long Bridge EIS

O

Summary of Public Information Meeting #4 February 2018



LONG
BRIDGE
PROJECT

Connecting North and South Through our Nation's Capital

Appendices

Appendix A: Public Meeting Outreach
Appendix B: Project Fact Sheet

Appendix C: Informational Exhibits

Appendix D: Public Meeting Presentation
Appendix E: Example of Comment Card
Appendix F:  Example of Title VI Questionnaire

Figures

Figure 2-1 | Key Meeting INfOrmMatioNn .......c..cociir ittt et stae e s tee e bae e s be e e eaaeessreeebaeesareean 1
Figure 3-1 | DDOT Tweet on the Long Bridge Public Information Meeting, December 14, 2017................ 3
Figure 4-1 | Photo from the Long Bridge Public Information Meeting, December 14, 2017..........cc........... 4
Figure 4-2 | Photo from the Long Bridge Public Information Meeting, December 14, 2017...........c........... 4
Figure 5-1 | COMMENT IMETNOM. ......c.uiiiiie ettt ettt e s te e s ta e e bae e sbeeessaeesnseeesaeesareean 5
Figure 5-2 | Topics of Comment and Questions Received at the Public Meeting............cccevvvevieeeceeennnenn. 5
Figure 5-3 | Topics of Comments Received During Comment Period ........c.c.cccueeeeieeeereeeecreeeciee e 10
Figure 5-4 | Bike-Pedestrian CrossSing PriOrities .......ccceeiiuieiiieeeieeeciee et et ettt e et e et e eetae e et e eeanas 12
Figure 6-1 | Steps in the Section 106 and NEPA PrOCESSES ......cccveeeivereiveeereeeceeeeiteeeeteeeeereeeeteeestreeeeveeeeanes 14

Long Bridge EIS

©

Summary of Public Information Meeting #4 February 2018



LONG
BRIDGE
PROJECT

Connecting North and South Through our Nation's Capital

1.0 Introduction

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for the Long Bridge Project jointly with
the District Department of Transportation (DDOT). The Long Bridge Project consists of potential
improvements to the Long Bridge and related railroad infrastructure located between the Rosslyn (RO)
Interlocking near Long Bridge Park in Arlington, Virginia and the L'Enfant (LE) Interlocking near 10th
Street SW in the District (the Long Bridge Corridor).

The purpose of this report is to describe and document the Public Information Meeting held on
December 14, 2017.

2.0 Meeting Overview

As noted in the previous section, on December 14, 2017, FRA and DDOT hosted a public information
meeting to present the proposed alternatives to be evaluated in the Draft EIS (DEIS) for the Project. The
meeting also served as part of concurrent consultation for Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) and Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act. Key details
related to the meeting are displayed in Figure 2-1.

Figure 2-1 | Key Meeting Information

Date
e December 14, 2017

Location

¢ DCRA Building Room E200, 1100 4th Street SW, Washington, DC 20024

Time

® 4:00 PM —7:00 PM
e Formal presentations at 4:30 PM and 6:00 PM

Statistics

e 42 attendees
e 2 American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters
e 13 Title VI respondents

e 29 questions and comments written on seven comment cards, four Title VI
Questionnaires, and stated during the presentation question-and-answer sessions

e 1,629 emailed comments

The meeting was conducted in an open house format, where participants had the opportunity to review
informational exhibits regarding the NEPA and Section 106 processes, the project background, the Level
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2 Concept Screening process executed since the last public meeting in May 2017, the proposed
alternatives to be analyzed in the DEIS, and potential opportunities for bike-pedestrian crossings and
landings. The informational exhibits consisted of 19 display boards (Appendix C). At two separate times
(4:30 PM and 6:00 PM), DDOT gave a presentation on the information. The presentation was the same
both times (Appendix D). Participants had the opportunity to ask questions and provide feedback during
two question-and-answer sessions following the presentations, as well as by completing comment cards
distributed at the meeting (Appendix E) or by contacting the Long Bridge Project team through the
posted email or mailing addresses through January 16, 2018. Comments and questions provided
through these methods are documented in this report. Participants could also ask questions and provide
feedback to staff during the open house, but these interactions were not formally documented.

3.0 Outreach and Preparations

The Long Bridge Project team utilized several outreach and communication tools to inform the public
about the meeting and to provide background information about the Long Bridge Project. Outreach
methods included:

e Posting information on the project website, www.longbridgeproject.com, beginning November
21, 2017, three weeks prior to the meeting.

e Publishing advertisements in two newspapers—Washington Post Express (English) and E/
Tiempo Latino (Spanish) —on November 21 and 24, 2017 respectively, to inform both the
English-speaking and Spanish-speaking public of the meeting.

e Distributing an e-blast notification to the Long Bridge public email listserv recipients on
November 22, 2017, three weeks prior to the meeting, and a reminder notification on December
11, 2017, three days prior to the meeting.

e Announcing the meeting through a DDOT-issued press release on November 27, 2017.

e Publicizing the meeting via social media, including the DDOT Twitter account (see Figure 3-1 for
an example tweet) and the FRA Facebook account.

Long Bridge EIS
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Figure 3-1 | DDOT Tweet on the Long Bridge Public Information Meeting, December 14, 2017

DDOT DC @& @DDOTDC - Dec 14 v
Tonight is the public information meeting for the Long Bridge Project. Come join

us between 4 pm and 7 pm at the DCRA building, 1100 4th St., SW in Room E200.
Open house format with presentations at 4:30 pm and 6 pm. More info
longbridgeproject.com/upcoming-meeti...

) o Q 1

4.0 Meeting Format and Materials

The meeting occurred from 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM on December 14, 2017. Attendees signed in at the door
and were offered a factsheet on the project. A copy of the factsheet is in Appendix B. As they entered,
attendees had the opportunity to browse the informational exhibits around the room in an open house
format. One grouping of exhibits provided background on the Long Bridge Project, the NEPA and Section
106 processes, and the project schedule. A second grouping of exhibits provided information about the
Level 2 Concept Screening process and results, as well as details regarding the proposed Action and No
Action alternatives. A third grouping of exhibits explained the crossing and landing opportunities being
considered for a potential bike-pedestrian connection across the Potomac River. A copy of the
informational exhibits is in Appendix C. Staff were available to provide information on the Project and
answer questions. Photos of the open house are shown in Figures 4-1 and 4-2.

Participants had two opportunities to attend a formal presentation: one at 4:30 PM and one at 6:00 PM.
The same presentation was given at both times. The presentation provided a more in-depth explanation
of the information presented in the exhibits. A copy of the presentation is in Appendix D. At the
conclusion of each presentation, meeting participants had the opportunity to ask questions and offer
comments during a question-and-answer period in addition to providing written comments on the
comment cards that were distributed.

Long Bridge EIS
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Figure 4-1 | Photo from the Long Bridge Public Information Meeting, December 14, 2017
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5.0 Comments Received

This section summarizes written and verbal comments received at the public meeting, as well as all
comments received through the close of the public comment period on January 16, 2018. 98 percent of
the comments were received via email during the comment period (Figure 5-1).

Figure 5-1 | Comment Method

Public Meeting I 29
Emailed 1605

400 800 1200 1600

The majority of comments and questions received at the public meeting addressed the opportunity for a
bike-pedestrian connection across the Potomac River, while other comments addressed railroad
capacity, navigation, aesthetics, floodplain management, public health and safety, noise and vibration,
funding, and general comments about the meeting (Figure 5-2).

Figure 5-2 | Topics of Comments and Questions Received at the Public Meeting

sike-Pedestrian Crossing [ 10
Railroad Capacity _ z
runcing | 2

Navigation _ 2

Aesthetics and Visual _ 2

Resources

Section 106 _ 2

Floodplain Management
Noise and Vibration - 1
Public Health, Security, - 1

and Safety

Other — 6
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5.1. Questions and Comments during Question-and-Answer Sessions

In addition to the comment cards distributed at the meeting, participants had the opportunity to ask
guestions and provide comments during the question-and-answer period following each presentation.

The questions and answers from the meeting are summarized below.

5.1.1. 4:30 PM Presentation

1. Funding: A participant asked whether the District would be able to fund the Project, since the

District is not a state. Another participant asked about the source of funding for construction.

e Response: The District is not able to provide money to assets it does not own. Ownership and
funding for the new bridge is still to be determined. DDOT, the Commonwealth of Virginia,
and CSX Transportation (CSXT) are partners in this project and continue to discuss how
construction and operations will be funded and managed. Randy Selleck of the Virginia
Department of Rail and Public Transportation (DRPT) noted that the Commonwealth has
committed to funding the final design of the bridge. Amanda Murphy from FRA noted that
completion of the NEPA process is necessary for any Federal funding.

2. Navigation: A participant noted the height of the current Long Bridge as a constraint that
restricts larger recreational boats from traveling to Georgetown.
e Response: A navigation study is being conducted as part of this project to review the
navigable channel associated with Long Bridge and this portion of the Potomac River.

3. Condition of Existing Bridge: A participant inquired about the functional life of the existing
bridge if it is retained.
e Response: The existing bridge is owned by CSXT, and they are responsible for keeping it in a
safe condition. CSXT is confident that the condition of the bridge is acceptable for its current
use.

4. Section 106: A participant inquired whether the existing bridge has special historic significance.
e Response: The existing bridge is a contributing element to East and West Potomac Parks
Historic District.

5. Assessment of Effects: A participant noted that during the Section 106 Consulting Parties
meeting in October, it was stated that the subject of the next meeting in Spring of 2018 was to
be on the adverse effects of the alternatives, and questioned why these are being referred to as
environmental impacts in this meeting.

e Response: The terminology is different for Section 106 and for NEPA. Effects and impacts are
the same thing; Section 106 is concerned with adverse effects to historic properties, while
NEPA considers both adverse and beneficial effects (or impacts) to multiple environmental
resources, including historic properties.

The participant also asked whether anything beyond environmental issues will be considered as
part of the EIS.

Long Bridge EIS
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e Response: “Environmental” under NEPA covers a wide range of impacts to the natural,
human, and built environment, including environmental justice, effects to cultural resources,
and socioeconomic issues. The participant was directed to look at one of the display boards
that provided more information on the environmental resources that will be assessed in the
the EIS.

6. DOD Facility: A participant asked about the location of the DOD Facility.
e Response: The facility is located next to the parking lot of the National Park Service (NPS)
National Capital Region (NCR) Headquarters.

7. Public Meeting Materials: A participant requested that meeting notes, questions, and answers
be posted to the website.
e Response: The presentation and informational exhibits will be posted to the project website
(longbridgeproject.com) on Friday, December 15, 2017. A summary of the public meeting will
also be posted to the website, following the closure of the public comment period.

5.1.2. 6:00 PM Presentation

8. Bike-Pedestrian Crossing: A participant noted that a bike-pedestrian crossing would be a
wonderful opportunity to provide something unique that will add to the public acceptance of
the project.

9. Funding: A participant asked whether the funding division between the District, CSXT, and the

Commonwealth of Virginia has been defined.

e Response: The funding is related to the ownership of the proposed project, and neither have
been determined at this point. DRPT (Randy Selleck) noted that the Commonwealth has
committed to fund final design, and there are ongoing conversations among the District,
CSXT, and Virginia on governance, maintenance, and operations.

5.2. Comments from Comment Cards and Title VI Questionnaires

In addition to the question-and-answer period following each presentation, meeting participants had
the opportunity to provide comments by responding to three questions on a comment card that was
distributed to all attendees. A blank copy of the comment card is in Appendix E. Questions included:

1. Do you have any feedback on the Level 2 Screening Process?
2. Do you have any feedback on the Alternatives to be evaluated in the Draft EIS?
3. Do you have any other comments on the Long Bridge Project?

Some participants also chose to provide comments on the Title VI questionnaires distributed to all
attendees. A blank copy of the Title VI Questionnaire is in Appendix F.

All comments received on both comment cards and Title VI questionnaires are documented below.
Where appropriate, comments are organized according to the NEPA resource topic to which the
comment applies.

Long Bridge EIS
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Transcriptions of the comments are below.

5.2.1. General Comments Regarding the Meeting and the Project (3)

Great to have a formal presentation.
Well done and very informative; information was clearly presented.
It is very important regionally.

5.2.2. Transportation (11)

Railroad Capacity (1)

| think the most acceptable options are now on the table...FOUR tracks for the future!

Bike-Pedestrian Crossing (9)

Navigation (1)

Long Bridge EIS

Retaining the existing bridge and locating a bike/ped bridge downstream is preferable.
Decoupling bike/ped accommodation by putting this on a separate structure means that
accommodation realistically will never be realized, and thus knocks the whole project
out of alignment with DC, NPS, and other plans.

Bike/ped needs to be incorporated. The 14 Street crossing is not pleasant due to auto
traffic whizzing by.

A wonderful opportunity to create a new tourist attraction by adding bike/ped access at
Long Bridge.

Keep bike/ped bridge and access.

On bike/ped bridge, create lookout spots (like Wilson Bridge).

| view ped/bike infrastructure as a key portion of the project. Future efforts need to
make this a priority.

It is clear that ground work is being laid to completely decouple bike/ped from the Long
Bridge Project. This will knock the entire project out of alighment with relevant plans of
DC, NPS and others.

| am extremely concerned that bike/ped options may not be accommodated as part of
this project. Given the significant impact on SW DC because of the CSX railroad
expansion, and the added noise, exhaust pollution, and traffic disruptions, it seems
reasonable to expect a complete transportation solution that includes bicycle and
pedestrian access. Realistically, if this access is not provided as part of the Long Bridge
Project, it will not happen in my lifetime.

It is important to ensure pleasure boats can get under the bridge at high tide. Currently,
the Long Bridge prevents many boaters from reaching areas north of the bridge due to a
vertical clearance, especially at high tide. Recommend a minimum of 20’ clearance at
high tide.

©
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5.2.3. Aesthetics and Visual Resources (2)

e Lighting: the aesthetics of the new design would be enhanced by white or colored light.

e From a representative of the Mandarin Oriental Hotel located at 1330 Maryland Avenue
SW, Washington, DC 20024: We can see the rusting structures from our establishment.
Some of our guest rooms have incredible scenic views of the Jefferson Memorial;
however, some guests find these same rooms objectionable due to the unpleasant sight
of (and perceived or real noise from) being along train tracks.

5.2.4. Floodplain Management (1)

e The options for over water ramps place the bike/ped landing on the DC side at points
that are regularly flooded due to sea level rise, and therefore are not acceptable.

5.2.5. Noise and Vibration (1)

e From a representative of the Mandarin Oriental Hotel: We are located along one of the
curves of the train track and employees and guests can hear screeching wheels as the
trains travel alongside our hotel. We hear the occasional horn. We feel rumbling and
tremors of the freight trains. We are concerned about the negative impact of the
expansion of rail service (volume and frequency) directly alongside our guest rooms.
Please consider sound-proofing and beautifying the areas adjacent to our top luxury
property.

5.2.6. Public Health, Security, and Safety (1)

e From a representative of the Mandarin Oriental Hotel: We can read “hot sulfur” on the
side of some freight trains and wonder what would happen should an accident occur.

5.2.7. NEPA Resource Areas - No Comments

No comments were received related to the following NEPA resource areas:

e Cultural Resources/Section 106

e Parks and Recreation Areas/Section 4(f)

e Air Quality

e Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste Disposal
e (Coastal Zone Management

e Water Resources and Water Quality
Wetlands

Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Resilience
Natural and Ecological Systems
Threatened and Endangered Species

e Environmental Justice

e Energy Resources

e Cumulative Impacts

Long Bridge EIS
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5.3. Comments Received During the Comment Period

The public was also invited to provide comments to the project email address,
info@longbridgeproject.com. This section documents comments received through the closing of the
comment period on January 16, 2018. Most of the comments received via email focused on the
potential opportunity for a bike-pedestrian crossing and increased height clearances for the railroad
bridge to allow for additional river navigation (Figure 5-3).

Figure 5-3 | Topics of Comments Received During the Comment Period

sike-redestrian Crossing | [ . 1605
Navigation I 17

Railroad Capacity | 4

Noise and Vibration 1

Funding 1
Other 1

400 800 1200 1600

5.3.1. Bike-Pedestrian Crossing (1,605)

Although not part of the Proposed Action’s Purpose and Need, the Long Bridge Project will explore the
potential opportunity to accommodate connections that follow the trajectory of the Long Bridge
Corridor to the pedestrian and bicycle network. The feasibility of this opportunity will be assessed as the
Project progresses, and will consider whether a path can be designed to be consistent with railroad
operator plans and pursuant to railroad safety practices. Future efforts to accommodate connections to
the pedestrian and bicycle network may be advanced as part of the Project, or as part of a separate
project(s) sponsored by independent entities.

At the public meeting on December 14, 2017 three potential bike-pedestrian crossing options were
shown that would land near the Mount Vernon Trail in Virginia and in East Potomac Park in the District.
Following the public meeting, 1,604 email comments were received in support of a bike-pedestrian
crossing as part of the Long Bridge Project, and one email comment was received against it. Of the 1,604
email comments in favor of a bike-pedestrian crossing, 98 percent of commenters supported extending
bike-pedestrian landings across the George Washington Memorial Parkway (GWMP) to destinations in
Arlington and across the Washington Channel to destinations in the District.

The following form email was received from 1,277 people (80 percent of the 1,604 email comments in
favor of a bike-pedestrian crossing):

Long Bridge EIS
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“Ms. Chamberlin,

| care about making this region a safer, more connected place to bike, and | write today in regards to the
Long Bridge project.

This project represents a once in a century opportunity to append a biking and walking trail to the new
bridge, creating a continuous non-motorized connection across the river and two major highways. This
connection is an important part of transportation master plans created by DC, Arlington, and the National
Park Service.

I urge DDOT to:

-- Make the Long Bridge bicycle and pedestrian connection continue across the George Washington
Parkway to connect to the Long Bridge Park’s multi-use esplanade across the George Washington Parkway
to the Mount Vernon Trail, as called for in Arlington County’s Long Bridge Park Master Plan,

-- Make the Long Bridge bicycle and pedestrian trail connect directly to Maine Avenue, instead of requiring
an indirect, congested or outdated connection across the Washington Channel, as called for in the
District’s MoveDC plan and State Rail Plan,

-- Leave space for a future trail connection across Maine Ave to Maryland Ave and Hancock Park, and

-- Build the bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure simultaneously with the rail span, not as a separate
project.

Thank you,”

Of the 1,604 email comments in favor of a bike-pedestrian crossing, 231 (14 percent) modified form
emails were received — some with personalized comments or minor adjustments to the form email -
and 97 (6 percent) unique email comments were received. Figure 5-4 summarizes common themes
among the personalized and unique comments. The most frequent comment mentioned that it is
important that the bike-pedestrian crossing “improves commute and travel options.” Several
commenters said that they commute across the river by bike today or they would if there were more
direct connections. The second most common comment stated that it is important that the bike-
pedestrian crossing “improves connections to destinations” like Navy Yard-Ballpark, L’Enfant Plaza, The
Wharf, Pentagon City, Crystal City, and Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport.

Long Bridge EIS
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Figure 5-4 | Bike-Pedestrian Crossing Priorities
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Commenters also mentioned that it is important that the bike-pedestrian crossing “improves the
recreational experience” for leisure activities, and “reduces congestion and pollution” to benefit
residents in the region. Several commenters said that it is important that the bike-pedestrian crossing
“creates a cost effective multimodal solution.” They thought it was important for agencies to package
these related projects into one, and avoid duplicative construction efforts across the river and
neighboring jurisdictions. Other commenters said that it is important that the project “enhances safety
and equity for cyclists,” citing dangerous locations for cyclists like Maine Avenue SW and the Mount
Vernon Trail Connector into Crystal City. Lastly, some commenters said that it is important that the bike-
pedestrian crossing “demonstrates leadership in sustainability.” Examples included building a world-
class bike-pedestrian bridge, and integrating the bridge with the landscape.

In addition to the points summarized above, these specific comments related to the design of the bike-
pedestrian crossing were provided:

Long Bridge EIS
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e Cantilever the bike-pedestrian bridge from the railroad bridge rather than building a separate
bridge. A separate structure would add visual clutter across the river.

e The bike-pedestrian crossing should be a minimum of 16 feet.

e There are examples of bridges that combine freight lines with trails. Research the Steel Bridge in
Portland, Oregon, and the Harahan Bridge/Big River Crossing in Memphis, Tennessee.

e Landing on the shore of East Potomac Park is problematic. That area floods twice daily at each
high tide, and flooding will only get worse.

e The sharp U-turn solution for the bike-pedestrian bridge landing is not desirable.

e Explore the existing elevated pedestrian bridge that crosses Maine Avenue SW, and build a bike-
pedestrian corridor along the Maryland Avenue SW right of way.

5.3.2. Navigation (17)

There were 17 email comments received by members of the recreational boater community. All
comments urged FRA and DDOT to consider sufficient vertical clearance that allow pleasure boaters to
travel to the upper Potomac River at high tide. Some boaters cannot currently travel or travel safely up
stream. One commenter recommended that a “no wake” zone is implemented to help with safety
concerns. Commenters mentioned the desire to travel to popular destinations like the Three Sisters
Islands and the Georgetown Waterfront, along with more recent development at The Wharf and The
Yards. Proposed Alternative B was the preferred alternative among boaters because it allows for a new
railroad bridge and increased vertical clearance. Almost all commenters recommended a 20 feet
minimum clearance at mean high tide, compared to 18 feet today. Two commenters specially
mentioned increasing the clearance to 25 feet.

5.3.3. Additional Comments (7)

In addition to supporting a bike-pedestrian crossing and increased railroad bridge height clearances, the
following is a summary of other comments received via email.

e Two commenters support a four-track bridge, and an additional commenter preferred the
option that reconditions the existing bridge and adds a 2-track bridge.

e One commenter mentioned that capacity issues with freight and rail traffic over the Potomac
River will only get worse, and [this Project] needs to be a priority.

e One commenter mentioned that a dedicated bus-only lane should be considered.

e One commenter mentioned that increased train traffic will cause additional pollution and noise
along the Long Bridge Park, and that the impacts should be studied.

e One commenter inquired about the budgeting process and potential cost of the project.

6.0 Follow Up and Next Steps

The Long Bridge Project website was updated on December 15, 2017, to add the informational exhibits,
presentation, and factsheet from the public meeting. The home page noted that the public could submit
comments to the project email and mailing addresses through January 16, 2018. The materials on the

Long Bridge EIS
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website are all compliant with Section 508 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended in 1998 (29

U.S.C. § 794 (d)).

The next public engagement opportunity is expected to occur in Summer of 2018. The purpose of the
meeting will be to present the recommendation for the Preferred Alternative, based on the analysis
performed as part of the DEIS.

Figure 6-1 | Steps in the Section 106 and NEPA Processes
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Long Bridge Project Public Meeting Outreach

LONG
BRIDGE
PROJECT

Connecting North and South Through our Nation's Capital

Outreach Description Distribution Date

Website Long Bridge Project website updated November 21, 2017 to
with public meeting information: announce the meeting and
http://longbridgeproject.com December 15, 2017 with

meeting updates and materials

Long Bridge Project Distributed two e-blasts to the Long November 22, 2017 (initial

E-blast Bridge public email listserv recipients email) and December 11, 2017
(approximately 320 members of the (reminder email)
public)

Newspaper Published advertisements in two The Washington Post Express

Advertisements newspapers— the Washington Post ad ran on November 21, 2017
Express (English) and El Tiempo Latino and the E/ Tiempo Latino ad ran
(Spanish) on November 24, 2017

Social Media DDOT Twitter account published tweets | Tweet posted on December 14,
regarding the Public Meeting 2017

Press Release DDOT released a press release Released on November 27,
announcing the Public Meeting 2017

Advertisement in the Washington Post Express, November 21, 2017

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the [t ) i R s P PO )

District Department of Transportation (DDOT) invite

the public to an informational meeting to present the P"'bh.c Meeting

alternatives that will be evaluated in an Environmental P ;

Impact Statement (EIS) for the project. At this meeting, Thursday, December 14, 2017

participants will have the opportunity to provide input

on the aiternatives. This meeting is also a part of the Open House format: 4 p.m. to 7 p.m.

concurrent consultation for Section 106 of the National Formal presentations: 4:30 p.m. and 6:00

Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). p-m. (same presentation at both times)
DCRA Building: Room E200

' About the Long Bridge Project: 1100 4th St. SW, Washington, DC 20024
The Long Bridge Project consists of improvements to the ' e :
e Bri%ge and related railroad infrastructure located t:‘::e“’s';gf‘?'fllzo;:"‘;':’hEZggé;'gC?It;d
z e Virginia Railway Express (VRE) Sy Sty adjacent to the elevaotors.‘E Bring an TIID tglg
Arlington, VA and the Virginia interlocking near g5y at the entrance in order to access the
hington, DC. The two-track Long Bridge is  puilding.
intained by CSX Transportation. In addition -
_VRE and Amtrak also currently use the _ Directions from Waterfront Metro

=iy ot Station: A one-minute walk from the

: Metrorail Green line. Take the escalator/

elevator to the ground level and walk
straight, the building will be on your right.

i
ted to ensuring that no person is excluded from participation in, or denied the benefits of its
gL e | origin, gender, age, or disability as provided by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act
< In accordance with the D.C. Human Rights Act of 1977, as amended, D.C. Official
inate on the basis of actual or perceived: race, color, religion, national origin, sex,
ty or expression, familial status, family responsibilities, matriculation, political
victim of an intrafamily offense, or place of residence or business. Sexual harassment
ent based on any of the above protected categories is prohibited by the
subject to disciplinary action. If you need special accommaodations, ﬂW o
dvance of the meeting If you need.language assistance services (translation
h@dcgov five days in advance of the meeting. These services il
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Advertisement in El Tiempo Latino, November 24, 2017

* La Administracion Federal de Ferrocarriles (FRA, por sus e L

siglas en inglés) y el Departamento de Transporte del 4 ahii
Distrito (DDOT) invitan al pablico a una reunion informativa Reunién Piblica

para presentar las alternativas que seran consideradas

como parte de la Declaracion de Impacto Ambiental (EIS) s 8 dEpciemee e 2017
del proyecto. En esta reunién, los participantes tendran la 2 i ;
oportunidad de dar su opinion acerca de las alternativas. Ryrigp Wil FObisg ghe A7

S G 2 P i >

Esta reunion también forma parte de la consulta que se esta 4:r§;e;:_c;°2:)2fsr,nrn_i?:,sisma
realizando simultdneamente como parte de la Seccion 106 presentacién en ambos horarios)
de la Ley Nacional para la Conservacién Historica de 1996

(NHPA). Edificio DCRA: Sala E200
5 4th St. SW, Washington, D
Sobre el Proyecto del Long Bridge: " s 8. B 20024

El Proyecto del Long Bridge consiste en nigjoras al puente e petalles de la ubicacién: La sala E200 se
infraestructura ferroviaria asociada entre la estacion ferroviaria  encuentra en el segundo piso del edificio
de Crystal City de Virginia Railway Express (VRE) en Arlington, ~ DCRA al lado de los ascensores. Traiga un
VA y donde las vias del tren se dividen cerca de 3rd St. SW documento de identidad para presentar
en Washington, DC. CSX Transportation es duefio del puente  en la entrada y asi poder acceder al

y lo mantiene. El puente es utilizado no solo por |
de carga (CSXT), sino también por tr
Amtrak).

;Dlmcdons desde la estacién de Metro
ont: A un minuto de la salida
le Metro (Linea Verde).

Para mas informacion sobre mecanica / ascensor

DDOT Tweet on the Long Bridge Public Information Meeting, December 14, 2017

DDOT DC @ @DDOTDC - Dec 14 v
Tonight is the public information meeting for the Long Bridge Project. Come join
us between 4 pm and 7 pm at the DCRA building, 1100 4th St., SW in Room E200.
Open house format with presentations at 4:30 pm and 6 pm. More info
longbridgeproject.com/upcoming-meeti...
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DDOT Press Release, November 27, 2017

1/9/2018 Public Meeting Notice: Long Bridge Project | ddot

311 0Online  Agency Directory  Online Services  Accessibility
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GOV mmmm
Contact

Mayor Muriel Bowser

District Department of Transportation
District Department of Transportation

Office Hours
Monday to Friday, 8:15 am to 4:45 pm

Connect With Us
55 M Street, SE, Suite 400, Washington, DC 20003
Phone: (202) 673-6813
. Fax: (202) 671-0650
TTY: (202) 673-6813
Email: ddot@dc.gov

aoBa-00a A6

Ask the Director
Agency Performance

Ambharic (A™3CZ)
Chinese (7 %)

French (Frangais)
Korean (2= 0{)
Spanish (Espaiiol)
Vietnamese (Ti€ng Viét)

[® Listen O sHARE H¥E..

Public Meeting Notice: Long Bridge Project

Monday, November 27, 2017

PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Media Contacts

Terry Owens — (202) 763-8635, terry.owens@dc.gov
Michelle Phipps-Evans — (202) 497-0124, michelle phipps-evans@dc.gov

(Washington, DC) - The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the District Department of Transportation (DDOT) invite the public to review and comment on the altematives to be
evaluated in a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Long Bridge project, as part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

At this meeting, participants will have the opportunity to provide input on the alternatives. This meeting is also a part of the concurrent consultation for Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA).

What: Long Bridge Public Information Meeting #4
When: Thursday, December 14, 2017
4 pmto 7 pm
Formal Presentations offered at 4:30 pm and 6 pm
(same presentation both times)
Where: Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs (DCRA) Building
1100 4th Street SW, Room E200
Washington, DC 20024

https://ddot.dc.govirelease/public-meeting-notice-long-bridge-project-0

Search Menu
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1/9/2018 Public Meeting Notice: Long Bridge Project | ddot

About the Long Bridge Project:

The Long Bridge Project consists of improvements to the Long Bridge and related railroad infrastructure located between the Rosslyn (RO) Interlocking near Long Bridge Park in Arlington,
Va., and the L’Enfant (LE) Interlocking near 10th Street SW in Washington, DC. The two-track Long Bridge is owned and maintained by CSX Transportation. In addition to freight trains, the
Virginia Railway Express (VRE) and Amtrak also currently use the bridge.

The purpose of the project is to provide additional long-term rail capacity to improve the reliability of rail service through the Long Bridge corridor. Currently, there is insufficient capacity,
resiliency, and redundancy to accommodate the projected demand in future rail services. The project is needed to address these issues and to ensure the Long Bridge corridor continues to
serve as a critical link connecting the local, regional, and national railroad network.

FRA and DDOT are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Long Bridge Project to consider alternatives and evaluate the potential impacts of those alternatives on the
environment in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).

For more information about the study, please contact DDOT Project Manager, Anna Ck at anna.chamberlin@dc.gov or (202) 671-2218, or visit the study website

http:/longbridgeproject.com.

Location Details:
Room E200 is located on the second floor of the DCRA building adjacent to the elevators. Bring an ID to show at the entrance in order to access the building.

® Directions from Waterfront Metro Station: A one-minute walk from the Metrorail Green line. Take the escalator/elevator to the ground level and walk straight, the building will be
on your right.

Getting to the Meeting
Be sure to check out www.goDCgo.com to learn about transportation options for getting to the meeting.

Can't Make the Meeting?

Materials from this meeting will be made available on the study website, htp:/longbridgeproject.com, within 24 hours of the meeting’s conclusion. Those who would like to leave a comment
can do so by emailing info@longbridgeproject.com.

Do you need assistance to participate?

If you need special accommodations, please contact Cesar Barreto at (202) 671-2829 or Cesar.Barreto@dc.gov five days in advance of the meeting. If you need language assistance services
(translation or interpretation), please contact Karen Randolph at (202) 671-2620 or Karen.Randolph@dc.gov five days in advance of the meeting. These services will be provided free of
charge.

The District Department of Transportation (DDOT) is committed to ensuring that no person is excluded from participation in, or denied the benefits of; its projects, programs, activities, and
services on the basis of race, color, national origin, gender, age, or disability as provided by Title VIofthe Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with Disabilities Act and other related
statutes.

In accordance with the D.C. Human Rights Act of 1977, as amended, D.C. Official Code sec. 2-1401.01 et seq. (Act), the District of Columbia does not discriminate on the basis of actual or
perceived. race, color, religion, national origin, sex, age, marital status, personal appearance, sexual orientation, gender identity or expression, familial status, family responsibilities,
matriculation, political affiliation, genetic information, disability, source of income, status as a victim of an intrafamily offense, or place of residence or business. Sexual harassment is a form
of sex discrimination which is prohibited by the Act. In addition, harassment based on any of the above-protected categories is prohibited by the Act. Discrimination in a violation of the Act
will not be tolerated. Violators will be subject to disciplinary action.

AYUDA EN SU IDIOMA
Si necesita ayuda en Espafiol, por favor llame al 202-671-2700 para proporcionarle un intérprete de manera gratuita.

AVISO IMPORTANTE

Este documento contiene informacion importante. Si necesita ayuda en Espafiol o 5i tiene alguna pregunta sobre este aviso, por favor llame al 202-671-2620. Informele al representante de

atencion al cliente el idioma que habla para que le proporcione un intérprete sin costo para usted. Gracias.
AIDE LINGUISTIQUE
i vous avez besoin d aide en Frangais appelez-le 202-671-2700 et | ‘assistance d un interpréte vous sera fournie gratuitement.
AVIS IMPORTANT

Ce document contient des informations importantes. S vous avez besoin d ‘aide en Frangais ou si vous avez des questions au sujet du présent avis, veuillez appeler le 202-671-2700. Dites au

représentant de service quelle langue vous pariez et l'assistance d ‘un interpréte vous sera fournie gratuitement. Merci.
GIUP PO VE NGON NGU’
Néw quy vi cdn gitp do vé tiéng Viét, xin goi 202-671-2700 dé chiing toi thu x8p cd thong dich vién dén gilp quy vi min phi.
THONG BAO QUAN TRONG

Tai ligu ndy 6 nhiéu thong tin quan trong. Néw quy vi cdn gitip do vé tiéng Viét, hodc co thdc mdc bé théng bdo nay, xin goi 202-671-2700. Néi voi ngwdi trd 1oi dién thoai la quy vi mudn
16i chuyén béng tiéng Viet dé chiing t6i thi x8p c6 thong dich vién dén gitip quy vi ma khéng ton dong nao. Xin cdm on.

PRI% KRS
https://ddot.dc.gov/irelease/public-meeting-notice-long-bridge-project-0 2/4
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17912018 Public Meeting Notice: Long Bridge Project | ddot
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goDCgo

.

7 goDCgo

Your #1 resource for transportation information and options to make getting to, and around the District easier than ever.

DC Streetcar

DC Streetcar will facilitate travel for District residents, workers and visitors by complementing existing transit options, and by creating neighborhood connections
where they cumently do not exist.

DC Transportation Online Permitting System

d.TOPS

This online system enables home owners, tenants, and businesses alike to apply for the specific type of public space occupancy, construction, excavation, annual or
rental permit required for use of the public space within the District of Columbia.

Resources >

https://ddot.dc.govirelease/public-meeting-notice-long-bridge-project-0 344
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Long Bridge Project E-blast, November 22, 2017

1/9/2018
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Connecting North and South Through our Nation's Capital

Long Bridge Project
Public Information Meeting

Thursday, December 14, 2017

Open House format: 4 p.m.to 7 p.m.

Formal presentations: 4:3C p.m. and 6:00 p.m.
(same presentation at both times)

DCRA Building, Room E200

1100 4th St SW, Washington, DC 20024

Purpose of the Meeting

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)
and the District Department of
Transportation (DDOT) invite the public to
review and comment on the alternatives to be
evaluated in a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Long Bridge project, as
part of the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). At this meeting, participants will have
the opportunity to provide input on the
alternatives. This meeting is also a part of the
concurrent consultation for Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).

Directions

Details: Room E200 is located on the second
floor of the DCRA building adjacent to the

https://longbridgeproject createsend.com/t/ViewEmail/d/250E5196D6164F5F/C6 TFD2F 38 AC4859CH *x=0&previewAll=1&print=1

LONG
BRIDGE
PROJECT

https:/flongbridgeproject createsend. com/t/ViewEmail/d/ 250E5196D6164F5F/C67FD2F 38AC4859CI 2t =08&previewAll=1&print=1
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elevators. Bring an 1D to show atthe entrance in
order to access the building.

Directions from Waterfront Metro Station: A
one-minute walk from the Metrorail Green line.
Take the escalator/elevator to the ground level
and walk straight, the building will be on your
right.

For more information about the Long Bridge
Project, please visit:

longbridgeproject.com

The District Department of Transportotion {DDOT) is committed to

ensuring thot no person is excluded from porticipotion in, or denied

the benefits of, its projects, progroms, octivties, ond serwices on the

buosis of roce, color, notiono! origin, gender, ogs or dischility o5

provided by Title Vi of the Ciuil Rights Act of 1964, the Americons
with Disobilities Act ond other reloted stotutes. In occordonce with
the D.C. Humon Rights Act of 1977, os omended, 0.C. Officiol Code
set. 2-1401.01 et seq. {Act), the District of Columbio does not
discriminote on the bosis of octuo! or perceived: roce, color, religion,
notionol origin, sex, oge, moritol stotus, personol cppesronte,

sexuol orientotion, gender identity or expression, fomiliol status,

fomily responsibilities, motricolotion, politico! offfiotion, genetic

informotion, disobility, source of income, stotus os o victim of on
introfumily offense, or ploce of residence or business. Sexvo!
horossment is o form of sex discriminotion which is prohibited by
the Act In oddition, horossment bosed on ony of the obove
protected cotegories is prohibited by the Act. Discriminotion in o

wolotion of the Act will not be toleroted. Violotors will be subject to

oisCp fin cry ocuon.

if you need spediol occommodotions, pleose contoct Cesor Borreto
(202) 671-2829

ot {202) 9 pr Cesar.Barreto@dc.s

) doys in

odvonce of the meeting. If you need longuoge ossistonce serwices

{tronsiotion or interpretotion), plecse contoct Koren Rondolph ot

(202) 671-262

0 or Karen.Randolph@dc.gov five {5) doys in
odvonce of the meeting. These services will be provided free of

thorge

District Department of Transportation

hitps: ilonghridgeproject createsend com AMiewEmail /d/250E S196D 6164F SF /CE7F D 2F 38AC 4859C Fx=08& previewdll=1 &print=1

hitps: Mongbridgeproject createsend.com AMiewE malid/250E 51 96D61 64F SFICETFD 2F 38AC 4859C tx=08previewdll=1&print=1



NG
I I I BRIDGE
PROJECT

Connecting North and South Through our Nation's Capital

1/9/2018 https:/#longbridgeproject.createsend com/tAiewEmail/d/250E5196D6 164F SF/CE7FD2F38ACA859C/ 7b=08&previewAll=1&print=1
* & * * * *x
WE ARE
ESSC GOVERNMENT OF THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

MURIEL BOWSER, MAYOR

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

hitps:/longhridgeproject.createsend com/AiewEm ail/d/250E5 196061 64FSF/CE7FD2F 3BAC4B59C/?tx=0&previewAll=1&print=1 343
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THE LONG BRIDGE

The Long Bridge is a two-track steel truss railroad
bridge that was constructed in 1904. The bridge is
owned by CSX Transportation (CSXT) and serves freight
(CSXT), intercity passenger (Amtrak), and commuter
railroad service (VRE). The Long Bridge is the only
railroad bridge connecting Virginia to the District. The
next closest crossing is at Harpers Ferry, WV. The Long
Bridge is a contributing element to the East and West
Potomac Parks Historic Districts.

WHAT IS NEPA?

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA)
requires federal agencies to assess the environmental
effects of their proposed actions prior to making
decisions. NEPA is an “umbrella” law that encourages
integrated compliance with other environmental

laws so that a proposed project’s impacts are
comprehensively evaluated before implementation.

The Long Bridge Project’s compliance with NEPA will

include preparation of an Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) that will be made available for public

review and comment.

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) is the lead
Federal agency for the EIS. The District Department of
Transportation (DDQT) is the joint lead agency for the
EIS.

FUTURE PROJECT
DATES

Preferred Alternative
Recommendation
Public Meeting

Spring 2018

Draft EIS Available for

Comment/Public Hearing \Winter 2015

Final EIS/Record of

.. Summer 2019
Decision

CONTACT US

Comments can be provided any of the following ways:

At this meeting
Website: www.longbridgeproject.com
Email:  info@longbridgeproject.com

Mail: ~ Anna Chamberlin, AICP
Long Bridge Project
55 M Street, SE
Suite 400
Washington, DC 20003

d.

District Department of Transportation

(‘ U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Railroad Administration

LONG
BRIDGE
PROJECT

Connecting North and South Through our Nation’s Capital

ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT
(EIS)

FACT SHEET

DECEMBER 2017




THE LONG BRIDGE

PROJECT

The Long Bridge Project consists of potential
improvements to the Long Bridge and related railroad
infrastructure located between the Rosslyn (RO)
Interlocking near Long Bridge Park in Arlington, Virginia
and the L'Enfant (LE) Interlocking near 10t Street SW in
the District.

PURPOSE AND NEED

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to provide
additional long-term railroad capacity to improve the
reliability of railroad service through the Long Bridge
corridor.

Currently, there is insufficient capacity, resiliency, and
redundancy to accommodate the projected demand in
future railroad services. The Proposed Action is needed
to address these issues and to ensure the Long Bridge
corridor continues to serve as a critical link connecting
the local, regional, and national transportation network.

<“® RO Interlocking '?‘:

Legend i
Long Bridge Corridor;
O Interlocking

| ® Other Bridges
[M Metrorail Station

! +—+—Railroads
——Metrorail

0

500 1,000

EIS EVALUATION TOPICS

The EIS will evaluate ways of meeting the purpose and
need of the proposed action. The EIS will document
the effects of the Build Alternatives and the No

Build Alternative on the natural, cultural, and human
environment including:

+ Existing and Planned Land Use

« Transportation

» Navigation

« Air Quality

« Green House Gas Emissions and Climate Change
* Noise and Vibration

» Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste Disposal

» Coastal Zone Management

Water Resources and Water Quality
Wetlands

Floodplains

Natural and Ecological Systems
Threatened and Endangered Species
Communities and Demographics
Environmental Justice

Public Health, Security, and Safety
Cultural Resources

Parks and Recreation Areas

Visual and Aesthetic Resources

Utilities and Energy Resources
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Public Meeting
Thursday, December 14, 2017
Open House Format: 4.00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Formal Presentations: 4:30 p.m. and 6:00 p.m.
(same presentation at both times)

d.

District Department of Transportation

@

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Railroad Administration

LONG
BRIDGE
PROJECT

nnecting North and South Through our Nafion's Capital

Co
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Project Overview

What is the Project?

e The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the District
Department of Transportation (DDOT) are preparing an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

« The Long Bridge Project consists of potential improvements
to the Long Bridge and related railroad infrastructure located
between the Rosslyn (RO) Interlocking near Long Bridge Park in
Arlington, Virginia and the L'Enfant (LE) Interlocking near 10t
Street SW in the District of Columbia.

 The two-track Long Bridge was built in 1904 and is owned and
maintained by CSX Transportation (CSXT).

« Virginia Railway Express (VRE) and Amtrak also currently use
Long Bridge.

- ‘  Long Bridge is a contributing element to the East and West

Potomac Parks Historic District.

1



Project Overview

What is NEPA?

« The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA)
requires Federal agencies to assess the environmental

effects of their proposed actions prior to making decisions.

« NEPA encourages integrated compliance with other
environmental laws so that a proposed project’s impacts
are comprehensively evaluated before implementation.

« To comply with NEPA, FRA and DDOT are preparing an EIS

that will be made available for public review and comment.

What is Section 106?
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)
requires Federal agencies to:
« Consider and determine the direct AND indirect effects
of a proposed undertaking on historic properties.

« Consult with State Historic Preservation Offices,
Tribes, and other consulting parties.

« Avoid, resolve, or mitigate adverse
effects to historic properties.

« See: 36 CFR Part 800 (Protection of Historic Properties).

« Clean Air Act
+ Clean Water Act

* Environmental Justice
Executive Order

* Noise Ordinances

+ U.S. Department of
Transportation Act of 1966;
Section 4(f)

+ Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act

« Contaminated Materials and
Substances

« Endangered Species Act

« Coastal Zone
Management Act

I I I BRIDGE
PROJECT

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Protection of Wetlands
Executive Order

Floodplain Management
Executive Order

Federal Flood Risk
Management Executive
Order

Military Construction and
Appropriations Act

State Environmental Laws
Local Environmental Laws
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Project Area Update

Limits

X

Previous Project Area Limits Updated Project Area

 The Project connects logical
termini, has independent utility
even if no additional transportation
improvements in the area are made,
and does not restrict consideration
of alternatives for other reasonably
foreseeable transportation
improvements in the area.

* Project limits updated based on:

o All changes to infrastructure would
be between Rosslyn (RO) and
L'Enfant (LE) interlockings.

> RO Interlocking provides transition
between the Long Bridge Project
= P and the separate and independent
vy e : S DC to Richmond Southeast High-
) A Speed Rail (DC2RVA) project.
R | e o==1 o LE Interlocking provides transition
W between the Long Bridge Project
and the separate and independent
' ' ) - I ‘ VRE projects that include the
New limits from RO Interlocking near Long Bridge Park in Arlington, addition of a 4" track between LE

Virginia to LE Interlocking near 10t Street SW in the District of Columbia.  and Virginia (VA) interlockings near
3 Street SW.

e

= % % RO Interlocking : RO Interigrsie

s VRE
7 | Crystal City
§| Statian’
=) '\ |
i “Ronald Reagan
Alishington MNaional Airport ey
o .




Purpose and Need

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to
provide additional long-term railroad
capacity to improve the reliability of railroad
service through the Long Bridge corridor.

Currently, there is insufficient capacity,
resiliency, and redundancy to accommodate
the projected demand in future railroad
services. The Proposed Action is needed to
address these issues and to ensure the Long
Bridge corridor continues to serve as a critical
link connecting the local, regional, and
national transportation network.

I I I BRIDGE
PROJECT

Frain Operator CL!rrent # of 2040 # of Trains Percent
Trains per Day per Day Increase

VRE 34* 92 171%
MARC 0 8
Amtrak 24 44 83%
CSXT 18 42 133%
Norfolk Southern 0 6
Total 76 192

* The Fall 2016 public meeting materials stated that 32 VRE trains travel Long Bridge
per day. This number did not account for one non-revenue round-trip, which brings
the total to 34 trains per day.

On Time Performance

Current (Observed)| No Action (2040)
Commuter 91% 25%
In.teraty Long 12%
Distance 70%
Intercity Regional 7%

* The Fall 2016 public meeting materials reported different on-
time performance from what is reported here for two reasons:

(1) The Current percentage is now based on observed
performance, while previously the percentage was based
on modeling results; and

(2)  The No Action (2040) on-time performance has changed due
to revisions in the model related to the tracks around
L'Enfant Plaza Station.

1



Section 106 and NEPA Coordination
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Screening Process

Purpose
.. and Need
Preliminary

Concepts Capacity
(without design)

Connectivity

Resiliency &
Redundancy

Level 1 Screening

I I I BRIDGE
PROJECT

Step 1 Step 2
= > :\\
LI N
1 \\
! N
1 AR
e Mo o N Alternatives
and Need A and Need
Retained getamed (conceptual .
Concepts SOISERES engineeringto  *
(without design) el alolgnment allow assessment of
Feasibility options) Feasibility impacts)
- - .. -} : -
1 ’
| /,
1,7
4
WE ARE HERE——
Level 2 Screening Draft EIS

*Feasibility of bike-pedestrian crossing opportunities
continue to be evaluated, but were not screened as part
of the Level 2 Screening using Purpose and Need

1



Purpose and Need

Capacity: Eliminates operational
bottleneck and prevents development
of future bottleneck.

* Project area (existing) is 2 tracks with 3-track
approaches at RO Interlocking in Virginia
and LE Interlocking in the District.

 Current projects, as well as medium- and
long-term plans, would expand railroad
capacity in Virgina and the District.

« New investment should not preclude additional
railroad capacity to satisfy long-term needs.

I I I BRIDGE
PROJECT

Network Connectivity and Resiliency
& Redundancy: Improves ability to
maintain normal railroad operations and
network connectivity during planned
maintenance and unanticipated outages.

* In order to maintain normal railroad operations
during construction and later during planned
maintenance or unanticipated outages, at least two
tracks must remain in service across the river.

« The Long Bridge corridor serves as a critical link in the
freight, commuter, and passenger railroad networks.

« If service across the bridge is interrupted:

°Freight trains must divert to next closest
crossing in Harpers Ferry, West Virginia;

°VRE service between Virginia and

the District is severed; and

cAmtrak service between the Northeast Corridor
and the Southeast Corridor is halted.




Feasibility

e Provides 25 feet clearance
between bridges over the river

» Structures over river reqwre periodic
maintenance and inspection.

« 25 feet clearance enables vessels to fit
between bridges for access.

« Does not preclude future replacement
or rehabilitation of existing bridge
« Existing bridge will likely need
rehabilitation or replacement
before newer infrastructure.

« Must allow access to existing structure.

LONG
BRIDGE
| PROJECT

e Does not require interlocking
infrastructure over the river

« Increased risk of derailment when
making crossing movements.

* No interlocking infrastructure permitted
on bridge, to minimize likelihood of
derailments over water.

« Avoids DoD Facility

« Must preserve construction and
maintenance access to railroad by staying

10 feet from the fence line of the facility.

1



Level 2, Step 1 Concept Screening Results

Concept

Concept 3

Number of Tracks

Eliminates/prevents operational bottleneck

3 tracks

Concept 8

Improves ability to maintain normal railroad
operations and network connectivity during
planned maintenance and unanticipated outages

Provides 25 feet clearance between
bridges over the river

©

5 tracks

Does not preclude future replacement
or rehabilitation of existing bridge

©

©

Does not require interlocking
infrastructure over the river

©

©

Avoids DoD Facility

@

8 indicates a fatal flaw

S

Retained for
further analysis

LONG
BRIDGE
8 8PROJECT

Concept 3 (3 tracks)

« Would create a long-term bottleneck
because it would not provide 4 tracks.
« Would not allow 2 tracks to remain in
service across the river when planned
maintenance or unanticipated outages

occur on the middle track.

Concept 5 (4 tracks) meets Purpose
and Need and is feasible.

Concept 8 (5 tracks)

« Would create a new operational
bottleneck by requiring trains using the
5% track to switch back to one of the
4 tracks on either side of the bridge.

« Would require interlocking
infrastructure to extend onto the Long
Bridge on the District side of the river.

*Feasibility of bike-pedestrian crossing opportunities

continue to be evaluated, but were not screened as part

f the Level 2 Screening using Purpose and Need

= C—



4-Track Alignment Options I I IF’%?%

District of
. Columbia

Existing
Long Bridge
{retained)

[repla(ed] (retained)

NOT TO SCALE MOT 10 SCALE

MOT 10 SCALE s MOT 10 SCALE

* New 2-track bridge upstream * New 2—track bridge upstream * New 2-track bridge * New 2-track bridge * New 2-track bridge upstream
of existing bridge of existing bridge downstream of existing bridge downstream of existing bridge of existing bridge
« Retain existing bridge * Replace existing bridge « Retain existing bridge * Replace existing bridge  Demolish or rehabilitate

existing bridge

« Expand new bridge to 4
tracks, overlapping footprint
of previous bridge

Existing

i A 7 NOT 10 SCALE ,’

» New 2-track bridge * New 1 track bridge on either « New 4- track bridge upstream * New 4- track brldge
downstream of existing bridge side of existing bridge of existing bridge downstream of existing bridge

» Demolish or rehabilitate * Retain or replace » Demolish existing bridge » Demolish existing bridge

existing bridge existing bridge
« Expand new bridge to 4

tracks, overlapping footprint

of previous bridge

e



Level 2, Step 2 Concept Screening Results | | | BRIDGE

PROJECT

Option

Eliminates/prevents
operational bottleneck

Improves ability to maintain
normal railroad operations
and network connectivity
during planned maintenance
and unanticipated outages

®
®
)
o
®
)
o

Provides 25 feet clearance
between bridges over the river

§
§
8
§

Does not preclude future
replacement or rehabilitation
of existing bridge

§
8
8
8

&
@

Does not require interlocking
infrastructure over the river

©
©
©
©

Retained *Feasibility of bike-pedestrian crossing opportunities
continue to be evaluated, but were not screened as

_ part of the Level 2 Screening using Purpose and Need

D>
D>
®
>

Avoids DoD Facility

indicates a fatal flaw



Proposed Action Alternative A o . | ] exeE
4-track alignment; new 2-track bridge upstream (retain existing 2-track bridge) LBl o

Track Alignment in Virginia
§ ;

Track Alignment in the Distri

— Track Alignment (centerlines) — Retaining Walls
New Bridge Structures




Proposed Action Alternative B o . | ] exeE
4-track alignment; new 2-track bridge upstream (replace existing 2-track bridge) BB REROECT

Track Alignment in Virginia
§ ;

Track Alignment in the Distri

— Track Alignment (centerlines) — Retaining Walls
New Bridge Structures




Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossing Opportunities I I Ip%%?e%'%

Connecting Mo ona Soum Tesugh our Noons Coeta

« Although not part of the Proposed
Action Purpose and Need, the Project
will explore the potential opportunity to
accommodate connections that follow
the trajectory of the Long Bridge Corridor
to the pedestrian and bicycle network.

> The feasibility of this opportunity will be
assessed as the Project progresses, and will
consider whether a path can be designed
to be consistent with railroad operator
plans and pursuant to railroad safety
practices.

o Future efforts to accommodate
Zat v | connections to the pedestrian and bicycle
F o o N el network may be advanced as part of the

T Denned e Lanes. — pecike Brdge Atemative R Project, or as part of a separate project(s)

= = Bike-Friendly Street

 Sceualkon —his L g sponsored by independent entities.

Each blke pedestrlan option could work with
either Proposed Action Alternative

*Feasibility of bike-pedestrian crossing opportunities
continue to be evaluated, but were not screened as

_ part of the Level 2 Screening using Purpose and Need
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossing Ramps I I IPROJECT

Potential Ramp Types

Landing with Ramp over Land

Landing with Ramp over Water

*Length of ramp dictated by maximum 5 percent slope required by Americans with Disabilities Act regulations



LONG
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossing Landings UJMEQJCT
Potential Ramps on the Virginia Side

Upstream of Railroad Bridges

Landing with ramp over land Landing with ramp over land

Landing with ramp over water Landing with ramp over water

*Maximum 5 percent slope required by Americans with Disabilities Act regulations
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossing Landings UJMEQJCT
Potential Ramps on the District Side

Upstream of Railroad Bridges

Landing with ramp over land

Landing with ramp over water Landing with ramp over water

*Maximum 5 percent slope required by Americans with Disabilities Act regulations




No Action Alternative
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The No Action Alternative for the Long Bridge EIS consists of the
existing transportation network, plus all projects within the Project
Area that are predictable by the planning year of 2040. The No
Action Alternative does not include the Long Bridge Project.

Project Year Complete

L'Enfant North and South Storage Tracks

Virginia Avenue Tunnel (under construction)

[-395 HOT Lanes
Boundary Channel Drive Interchange
Crystal City-Potomac Yard Transitway Extension

Fourth Track Virginia (VA) to L'Enfant (LE) Interlocking
Project Journey (new commuter concourse

and security checkpoint at the Ronald

Reagan Washington National Airport)

Crystal City Metro Station East Entrance

VRE Crystal City Station Improvements

L'Enfant Station Improvements

DC to Richmond High Speed Rail (DC2RVA)
Arlington Complete Streets (Army Navy Drive, Crystal
Drive, Clark Bell Street, 12t Street South, 18 Street
South 23 Street South and 27t Street South)

Reconfigure Crystal City Street Network
and Circulation Patterns
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Appendix D

Public Meeting Presentation

Long Bridge EIS

Summary of Public Information Meeting February 2018



Connecting North and South Through our Nation's Capital

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)/
Section 106 Public Meeting

Proposed Alternatives

December 14, 2017

‘. L5, Deparment of Transpotation
.. Federal Railroad Administration

District Drepartment of Transportation

e —




LONG
I I I BRIDGE

Today’s Agenda . APROJECT

AAAAA

. HIJrr psear ’_ eedryit |
r——r— w " , A% :
V"L" creening P

* Proposed Action AIternatlves fer lraft EIS
* Bike-Pedestrian Crossing Opflons

* Next Steps




What is NEPA?

The National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 (NEPA) requires
Federal agencies to assess the
environmental effects of their
proposed actions prior to making
decisions.

NEPA encourages integrated
compliance with other
environmental laws so that a
proposed project’s impacts are
comprehensively evaluated
before implementation.

To comply with NEPA, FRA and
DDOT are preparing an EIS that
will be made available for public
review and comment.

Clean Air Act
Clean Water Act

Environmental Justice
Executive Order

Noise Ordinances

U.S. Department of
Transportation Act of 1966;
Section 4(f)

Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act

Contaminated Materials and
Substances

Endangered Species Act

Coastal Zone
Management Act

LONG
BRIDGE
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Connecting North and South Through our Naticn's Capital

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Protection of Wetlands
Executive Order

Floodplain Management
Executive Order

Federal Flood Risk
Management Executive
Order

Military Construction and
Appropriations Act

State Environmental Laws
Local Environmental Laws




What is Section 106?

e Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA)
requires Federal agencies to:

Consider and determine the direct
AND indirect effects of a proposed
undertaking on historic properties

Consult with State Historic
Preservation Offices, Tribes, and
other consulting parties

Avoid, resolve or mitigate adverse
effects to historic properties

See: 36 CFR Part 800 (Protection of
Historic Properties)

Connecting North and $

LONG
BRIDGE
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The Long Bridge

* Two-track steel truss railroad bridge
constructed in 1904

 Owned by CSX Transportation (CSXT)

e Serves freight (CSXT), intercity passenger
(Amtrak), and commuter rail (VRE)

* Only railroad bridge connecting Virginia to
the District — next closest crossing is at
Harpers Ferry, WV

* Typically serves 76 weekday trains

 Three tracks approaching the bridge from
the north and south

e Contributing element to the East and West
Potomac Parks Historic District

e —
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Project Area Limits Update

'Updated Project Area Limits
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Long tridge Corrider 3
ington National Airport © rnterocking ington National Airport
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A
P VRE Station
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Connecting North and South Through our Naticn's Capital

( Public \ Public Public Tngi?Y Public Public
I Meeting #1 | Meeting #2 Meeting #3 Meeting #4 Meeting #5 Meeting #6
I (Feb 2016) I Scoping Concept c ;to Eed. Preferred Re\llalemand

. . valuated In H uplic

Al
l | Meeting Screening Draft EIS ternative Hearing
_  _ \ J . J L
v v v

e Define o |dentify and e Define Area Determine e Draft e Execute

Undertaking Invite of Potential Effects to Memorandum of Memorandum
e Initiate Consulting Effects (APE) Historic Agreement or
Consultation Parties o |dentify & Properties Programmatic

of Agreement or
Programmatic
AVEIVE (S Agreement to Agreement if
Historic Resolve Adverse necessary
Properties Effects if necessary

Section 106

Notice Purpose . Environmental

i Scoping and N tZ:(r)ljaet(i:\tes Studies and
Intent Need Evaluation

Final EIS/
(2{®]D)

NEPA

2016 2017 2018 2019
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Current and Future Operations

Current # 2040 #

Train . .
Trains per | Trains per
Operator
Day

VRE 34* 92
MARC 0 8
Amtrak/DC2RVA 24 44
CSXT 18 42
Norfolk

Southern 2 6
TOTAL 76 192

Percent
Increase

83%

133%

* The Fall 2016 public meeting materials stated that 32 VRE trains
travel Long Bridge per day. This number did not account for one non-
revenue round-trip, which brings the total to 34 trains per day.

LONG
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On-Time Performance*

Current No Action
(Observed) (2040)

Commuter 91% 25%

Intel“uty Long 12%
Distance

70%

Intgraty 7%

Regional

* The Fall 2016 public meeting materials reported different
on-time performance from what is reported here for two
reasons:

(1) The Current percentage is now based on observed
performance, while previously the percentage was
based on modeling results; and

(2) The No Action (2040) on-time performance has
changed due to revisions in the model related to the
tracks around L’Enfant Plaza Station.
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Connecting North and South Through our Naticn's Capital

Screening Process
Step 1 Step 2

Purpose
and Need
Purpose
and Need
CAPACITY
CONNECTIVITY
RESILIENCY &
REDUNDANCY
Level 1 Screening Level 2 Screening Draft EIS
| WE ARE HERE

*Feasibility of bike-pedestrian crossing opportunities continue to be evaluated, but
were not screened as part of the Level 2 Screening using Purpose and Need.




Level 2 Concept Screening I I I BRIDCE
. . I PROJECT
CO n S I d e rat I O n S Conneciing North and Soulh Through our Nafien's Capital

e All concepts could be implemented and allow for safe railroad
operations

 Environmental issues were considered during Level 2 Concept
Screening, however they did not substantially differentiate
among the concepts because they all occur within the same

corridor

— For example: all concepts would have an impact to water resources and
wildlife habitat (Potomac River, Roaches Run), 4(f) properties (NPS land,
Roaches Run), traffic impacts (corridor crosses highways)

— Engineering will progress on the DEIS Alternatives and help inform
environmental impact analysis

— Environmental impacts of the DEIS Alternatives will be documented in
the Draft EIS which will be made available for public comment.

e —
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 Purpose and Need

— Capacity: Eliminates operational bottleneck and prevents development of
future bottleneck

— Network Connectivity and Resiliency & Redundancy: Improves
ability to maintain normal railroad operations and network connectivity
during planned maintenance and unanticipated outages

* Feasibility
— Provides 25 feet clearance between bridges over the river
— Does not preclude future replacement or rehabilitation of existing bridge

— Does not require interlocking infrastructure over the river
— Avoids DoD Facility
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Concept 8

Level 2, Step 1 I I I LONG

Concept 5

Concept Concept 3

3 tracks 4 tracks 5 tracks

| Number of Tracks

Eliminates/prevents operational bottleneck

Improves ability to maintain normal railroad
operations and network connectivity during
planned maintenance and unanticipated outages

Provides 25 feet clearance between
bridges over the river

Does not preclude future replacement
or rehabilitation of existing bridge

@

*Feasibility of bike-
pedestrian crossing
opportunities
continue to be
evaluated, but were
not screened as part

Does naot require interlocking
infrastructure over the river

O

Avoids DoD Facility of the Level 2
Screening using
Purpose and Need.
Indicates fatal flaw Retained for further analysis

13
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Alternative A

Long Bridge
Commonwealth (retained)

of Virginia

District of
Columbia

\ NOT TO SCALE

0

District of
Columbia

Existing
Long Bridge
Commonwealth (replaced)
of Virginia j

O

NOT TO SCALE

 New 2-track bridge upstream of
existing bridge
e Retain existing bridge

e Allows for safe railroad operations

S

e New 2-track bridge upstream of
existing bridge
e Replace existing bridge

Allows for safe railroad operations
14




4-Track Alignment Options A - C
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Option A \_ Option B \_ Option C
& .
& District of & & District of & & \ District of
c)& Columbia c)& N Columbia c}@ N Columbia
S0 S0 Y
'\. b°> '\. bq '\- bQ
& & &
\ \ \ ‘@S

Existing Existing Existing
\ \ Long Bridge \ Long Bridge \ Long Bridge
Commonwealth (retained) Commonwealth (replaced) Commonwealth (retained)
of Virginia " of Virginia " of Virginia "
\
\ NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE

* New 2-track bridge
upstream of existing
bridge

* Retain existing bridge

* New 2-track bridge
upstream of existing
bridge

* Replace existing bridge

* New 2-track bridge
downstream of existing
bridge

* Retain existing bridge




4-Track Alignment Options D - F

Option D \_
N
X o District of
(’.’;@QJ@Q\% Columbia
¥
\‘bo?
>
. &
\ Existing

Long Bridge
(replaced)

Commonwealth
of Virginia

0

LONG
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necting North and South Through our Naticn's Capital

NOT TO SCALE

Option E \_ Option F \_
N N
N N
A District of A District of
"}'\Q‘?@Q\q’ Columbia "}'\Q‘?@Q\q’ Columbia
S S
& &
Q Q
\ / \ / &

Existing
Long Bridge

(demolished or

rehabilitated) “

Commonwealth
of Virginia

NOT TO SCALE

Existing
Long Bridge

(demolished or

rehabilitated) “

NOT TO SCALE

Commonwealth
of Virginia

 New 2-track bridge
downstream of existing
bridge

e Replace existing bridge

 New 2-track bridge
upstream of existing
bridge

* Demolish or rehabilitate
existing bridge

* Expand new bridge to 4
tracks, overlapping
footprint of previous
bridge

* New 2-track bridge
downstream of existing
bridge

* Demolish or rehabilitate
existing bridge

* Expand new bridge to 4
tracks, overlapping
footprint of previous
bridge




4-Track Alignment Options G - |
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necting North and South Through our Naticn's Capital

Existing
Long Bridge

(retained or

replaced) "

NOT TO SCALE

Commonwealth
of Virginia

Option G \_ Option H Option |
N N
X o\ District of g District of « gr \ District of
(’?“Q'@Q\z Columbia & 3 Q\‘b Columbia C)@‘Z?'@Q\QJ Columbia
Y S ST/ 2
VS, Y ST
& & &/ 8
<&
u i u . N

\_ Existing
Long Bridge
(demolished)

Commonwealth
of Virginia

\ NOT TO SCALE

Existing
Long Bridge
(demolished)

Commonwealth
of Virginia

NOT TO SCALE

* New 1-track bridge on
either side of existing
bridge

e Retain or replace existing
bridge

* New 4-track bridge
upstream of existing
bridge

* Demolish existing bridge

* New 4-track bridge
downstream of existing
bridge

* Demolish existing bridge




Level 2, Step 2
Concept Screening Results

Opftion C *_
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Connecting North and South Through our Nation's Capital

/4 |Option H

R

Option

parational bottieneck @

Improves ability to maintain
normal railroad operations
and network connectivity
during planned maintenance
and unanticipated outages

@
@
@
@
Q
®
')
(<]

Provides 25 feet clearance
between bridges over the river

O

O

O

O

O

O

Does not preclude future
replacement or rehabilitation
of existing bridge

O

O

@

@

@

)

Does not require interlocking
infrastructure over the river

O

O

O

O

O

O

Avoids DoD Facility

>

O

Options advanced for evaluation as
Proposed Action Alternatives for Draft EIS

*Feasibility of bike-pedestrian crossing
opportunities continue to be evaluated,
but were not screened as part of the Level
2 Screening using Purpose and Need.

e Indicates fatal flaw
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Alternative A Alternative B
& District of
& Columbia d)éz’
53
v S
>
A h Q
\ _ \ Existing
' Long Bridge Long Bridge
Commonwealth (retained) 0 Corr}r(ulgnyvgalth (replaced) “
of Virginia of Virginia
\ NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE
* New 2-track bridge upstream of  New 2-track bridge upstream of
existing bridge existing bridge

* Retain existing bridge * Replace existing bridge
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e Although not part of the Proposed Action Purpose and Need,
the Project will explore the potential opportunity to
accommodate connections that follow the trajectory of the Long
Bridge Corridor to the pedestrian and bicycle network.

— The feasibility of this opportunity will be assessed as the Project
progresses, and will consider whether a path can be designed to be

consistent with railroad operator plans and pursuant to railroad safety
practices.

— Future efforts to accommodate connections to the pedestrian and bicycle
network may be advanced as part of the Project, or as part of a separate
project(s) sponsored by independent entities.
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Feasibility of Bike-Pedestrian Crossings I II Lo

32

* Feasibility of bike-pedestrian crossing opportunities
continues to be evaluated

e Criteria for initial identification of opportunities for bike-
pedestrian crossings:
— Provides 25 feet clearance between bridges over the river
— Avoids DoD Facility
— Connects to existing bike-pedestrian network

— Ramps from crossing to existing connections cannot have more
than a 5 percent slope (required by Americans with Disabilities Act
regulations)

 The opportunity for a bike-pedestrian crossing could
potentially be feasible with either of the Proposed Action

Alternatives
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Bike-Pedestrian Crossing Opportunities

h,rl =

Legend
- Existing Path/Trail/Lanes == Long Bridge
== Planned Bike Lanes == Ped/Bike Bridge Alternative
= = Bike-Friendly Street
- Sidewalk on Bridge
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Potential Landings in Virginia

Upstream of Railroad Bridges

Downstream of Railroad Bridges

Landing with ramp over land Landing with ramp over land

Landing with ramp over water Landing with ramp over water

* Maximum 5 percent slope required by Americans with Disabilities Act regulations

23




Bike-Pedestrian Crossing Ramps I I I BRIDGE

Potential Landings in the District 8 EPROJECT

Upstream of Railroad Bridges Downstream of Rallroad Bridges

Landing with ramp over water ' Landing with ramp over water

* Maximum 5 percent slope required by Americans with Disabilities Act regulations

24
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Potential Ramp Types

ecting North and South Through our Natien's Capital

Landing with Ramp over Land

Landing with Ramp over Water




No Action Alternative BRDGE

PROJ E

L'Enfant North and South Storage Tracks 2017
Virginia Avenue Tunnel (under construction) 2019
1-395 HOT Lanes 2020
Fourth Track Virginia (VA) to L'Enfant (LE) Interlocking 2021
Crystal City-Potomac Yard Transitway Extension 2021
Project Journey (new commuter concourse and security checkpoint at the Ronald Reagan

. . . 2021
Washington National Airport)
Boundary Channel Drive Interchange 2021
Crystal City Metro Station East Entrance 2022
VRE Crystal City Station Improvements 2023
L'Enfant Station Improvements 2024
Fourth Track RO to AF Interlocking 2025
Arlington Complete Streets (Army Navy Drive, Crystal Drive, Clark Bell Street, 12t Street 2037

South, 18t Street South, 23" Street South, and 27" Street South)
Reconfigure Crystal City Street Network and Circulation Patterns 2040
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* Accept comments on alternatives through January 16, 2018

e Publish Alternatives Development and Analysis Report (Spring 2018)
* Document affected environment

* Develop engineering design for alternatives

* Evaluate environmental consequences of alternatives
 Determine effects to historic properties

« Recommend and select preferred alternative (Spring 2018)

* Develop Draft Memorandum of Agreement or Programmatic Agreement to
resolve adverse effects to historic properties, if necessary (Fall 2018)

e Publish Draft EIS for public review and comment (Early 2019)
* Public Hearing on Draft EIS (Early 2019)
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Thank You

For more information visit:

longbridgeproject.com

or contact us at:

info@longbridgeproject.com
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Appendix E

Example of Comment Card

Long Bridge EIS

Summary of Public Information Meeting February 2018



LONG BRIDGE PROJECT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING  pecemser 14,2017

Do you have any feedback on the Level 2 Screening Process?

Do you have any feedback on the Alternatives to be evaluated in the Draft EIS?

Do you have other comments on the Long Bridge Project?

LONG
BRIDGE
PROJECT

Connecting North and South Through our Nation’s Capital

LONG BRIDGE PROJECT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING  pecemser 14,2017

Do you have any feedback on the Level 2 Screening Process?

Do you have any feedback on the Alternatives to be evaluated in the Draft EIS?

Do you have other comments on the Long Bridge Project?

LONG
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PROJECT

Connecting North and South Through our Nation’s Capital
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Appendix F

Example of Title VI Questionnaire

Long Bridge EIS

Summary of Public Information Meeting February 2018



GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

* k *

DDOT Sponsored/Co-Sponsored Meeting and Event
TITLE VI PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT QUESTIONNAIRE

The District Department of Transportation is committed to providing all citizens, regardless of race, color, age, gender,
or national origin, the opportunity to participate in and respond to transportation plans, programs, and activities that
may affect their community. To help us make sure we are reaching our goal and maintaining compliance with Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and all relevant federal and local nondiscrimination laws, we ask that you voluntarily
complete the following information. DDOT’s Title VI Coordinator will handle the information you provide with
confidentiality. For more on DDOT’s Title VI Program, please contact DDOT’s Civil Rights Office at 202.671.2700 or
ddot.titlevi@dc.gov.

Please print your responses:

Project/Meeting Name:

Date (Month, Day, Year):

Location of the Meeting (Address):

Was this meeting held at a convenient time? Yes No
If no, what time of day would be more convenient for you? 10am —12pm 3pm —5pm 6pm — 8pm

How did you travel to get here today? (Please circle all that apply)

Car Bus Metro Taxi/Uber Bicycle Walked Circulator Capitol Bikeshare Other

How did you find out about this meeting? (Please circle all that apply)

DDOT Website Project Website Listserv Blog Flier Newspaper Facebook Twitter
Other

Did you find the meeting location to be accessible? (Location, access to transportation and/or disability)
Yes No (If no, please explain)

Name: Gender (Please circle) Female Male
Ward: Email: Zip Code:

What is your race/ethnicity? (Please circle as many as apply)
American Indian/Alaskan Native African-American Asian/Pacific Islander

Caucasian Hispanic Other

What is your age? (Please circle)

Under 18 yrs.  18-24 yrs. 25-34 yrs. 35-44 yrs. 45-54 yrs. 55-64 yrs. 65-74 yrs. senior citizen

What is your primary language spoken at home: (Please circle one)
English Spanish French Amharic Chinese Korean Vietnamese

Tagalog Other (please specify)

Did you require special accommodations (ADA, language translation, etc): Yes No
(If yes indicate type of accommodation provided)

Were ADA features satisfactory? Yes No If no, please explain

Were Language Access
accommodations satisfactory? Yes No If no, please explain

Title VI Form
Office Civil Rights
October 2016


mailto:ddot.titlevi@dc.gov

GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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DDOT Sponsored/Co-Sponsored Meeting and Event

Comments/Concerns regarding this meeting or the project:

Title VI Form
Office Civil Rights
October 2016
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