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Appendix B2

RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

This Appendix Section B2 provides detailed responses to State agency letters, presented in the
below order:

* Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) .........ccccccoeiiiiiiiinininin, B-61
» Virginia Department of Historic Resources (DHR) .........cccccceiiiniiiinniinniiiiie, B-216
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RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued) VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued) VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
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B-64

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

1.

As Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
serves as a clearinghouse for State agencies and locality
comments, the FRA and DRPT have reviewed and responded
to all the State agency and locality comments provided by
DEQ in their Appendix A, as appropriate. In the main body of
their comment letter DEQ summarized the substantive
comments from the State agencies and localities. For some
comments, DRPT responded to DEQ’s summary of the
comment. In other cases, to avoid repetition, DRPT responded
to the more detailed comment and discussion contained in the
agency letter attached to DEQ’s comment. When practical,
DRPT has responded to the comment only once and then
referenced this response when the comment was repeated in
the attachment to DEQ’s comment.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

2. through 4. The Project will have unavoidable impacts to water
resources, but FRA and DRPT have minimized or avoided
impacts to the extent practicable. As noted in Final EIS Section
5.1.5, DRPT anticipates submitting a Joint Permit Application
(JPA) for Project impacts to surface waters and wetlands, for
review by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), DEQ,
Virginia Marine Resource Commission (VMRC), and the Local
Wetlands Boards during final design, after funding becomes
available and incremental improvements are scheduled. DRPT
will incorporate the recommended minimization measures
provided by Virginia DEQ in section “1(c) Agency
Recommendations” of their letter into the JPA, where
appropriate, and in coordination with the USACE and VMRC.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comment 4 on previous page)

5. Comment noted; DRPT did not receive comments directly
from VRMC.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

6. and 7. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements #2 through #4 for
response. Additionally, Section 5.1.5 of the Final EIS identifies
permit authority by VMRC for activities in, on, or over
subaqueous lands in Virginia.

8.  DRPT will file erosion and sediment control standards and
specifications with DEQ for review and approval in
accordance with the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control
(ESC) Law (§ 62. 1-44. 15:51 et seq.), the Virginia Stormwater
Management Act (§ 62. 1-44. 15:24 et seq.) and associated
regulations, where applicable and as required at the time of
submittal, during final design after funding becomes available
and incremental improvements are scheduled.

B-67



TIER 11

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT

B-68

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 8 on previous page)

9.

10.

11.

12.

DRPT will develop and submit to DEQ a site-specific ESC plan
in accordance with the approved erosion and sediment control
standards and specifications, as required at the time of
submittal, during final design after funding becomes available
and incremental improvements are scheduled. All regulated
land-disturbing activities associated with the Project will be
covered by the site-specific ESC plan.

DRPT will develop and submit to DEQ a site-specific
stormwater management (SWM) plan in accordance with the
approved standards and specifications, as required at the time
of submittal, during final design after funding becomes
available and incremental improvements are scheduled.

DRPT will register for coverage under the General VPDES
Permit for Discharges of Stormwater from Construction
Activities and develop a Project-specific stormwater pollution
prevention plan (SWPPP), as required at the time of submittal,
during final design after funding becomes available and
incremental improvements are scheduled.

DRPT will consider utilizing permeable paving for parking
areas and walkways, where practicable, during final design,
after funding becomes available and incremental
improvements are scheduled. DRPT will revegetate denuded
areas, after construction.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

13. The Draft EIS identified the Washington, DC-MD-VA
marginal ozone nonattainment area in Table 3.6-2 and in
Figure 3.6-1, and it is reflected in the air quality analysis for the
Preferred Alternative (refer to Section 5.6 of the Final EIS).

14. DRPT will take all reasonable precautions during Project
construction to limit the emissions of VOC and NOx. A
statement to this effect has been added to Section 5.19 of the
Final EIS.

15. Draft EIS Section 4.19.2.3 addresses measures to control
fugitive dust during construction, including methods outlined
in 9 VAC 5-50-60 et seq. of the Regulations for the Control and
Abatement of Air Pollution. Reference to these regulations has
been added to Section 5.19 of the Final EIS.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

16.

17.

18.

If open burning or use of incineration devices are to be used
during construction, DRPT would comply with 9 VAC 5-130
et seq. of the Regulations for open burning and coordinate
with DEQ and local officials to determine whether permits or
other requirements are applicable. A statement to this effect
has been added to Section 5.19 of the Final EIS.

DRPT will adhere to limitations on the use of “cut-back”
during construction consistent with 9 VAC 5-45-780 ef seq. A
statement to this effect has been added to Section 5.19 of the
Final EIS.

DRPT will adhere to requirements of 9 VAC 5-80, Article 6,
Permits for New and Modified Sources, for the installation of
fuel-burning equipment or other air pollution generating
equipment during construction. A statement to this effect has
been added to Section 5.19.2.3 of the Final EIS.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

19. Comment noted. DRPT appreciates the list of hazardous
materials sites provided by the DEQ Division of Land
Protection and Revitalization (DLPR). As described in Draft
EIS Section 3.5, a database search was conducted for
hazardous materials sites within 500 feet of existing or
proposed rail line. Draft EIS Table 3.5-1 lists the databases
included in the search and Table 3.5-3 summarizes the sites by
type within each of the six alternative areas. Maps in Draft EIS
Appendix O show the locations of the sites and tables in Draft
EIS Appendix O provide information on individual sites. As
noted in Section 3.5.3 of the Draft EIS, the search revealed 1,034
mapped hazardous materials sites/facilities within the study
area, most of which (702) are either Petroleum Registered
Facilities or Petroleum Release Sites. Finally, further
investigation of hazardous material sites/facilities that could
potentially be affected by the Project will be completed in a
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) that will occur
prior to any property acquisition.

Final EIS Section 5.5.1 describes potential hazardous materials
sites impacts based on limits of disturbance for the Preferred
Alternative, which have been updated since the Draft EIS.
Appendix M of the Final EIS also provides updated mapping
of the critical hazardous materials sites in relation to the
Preferred Alternative limits of disturbance.

(Responses are continued on next page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

20. to 23. DRPT will comply with the requirements for solid and
hazardous wastes and hazardous materials specified by DEQ
during construction. Section 5.5.2 of the Final EIS addresses
the testing, removal and disposal of solid waste and hazardous
waste during construction in accordance with the Virginia
Solid Waste Management Regulations and Virginia
Hazardous Waste Management Regulations. Prior to the
acquisition of right-of-way and construction, thorough site
investigations will be conducted, as required, to determine
whether any of the sites are contaminated, and, if so, the nature
and extent of that contamination. Any additional hazardous
material sites discovered during construction will be removed
and disposed of in compliance with all applicable federal,
state, and local regulations. All structures being demolished,
renovated, and/or removed will be inspected for asbestos
containing materials (ACM) and lead-based paint (LBP) prior
to demolition. If ACM or LBP are found, in addition to the
federal waste-related regulations, state regulations for ACM
and for LBP will be followed. All necessary remediation will
be conducted in compliance with applicable federal, state, and
local environmental laws and will be coordinated with the
EPA, DEQ, and other federal or state or local agencies as
necessary.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comments 22 and 23 on previous page)

24. DRPT will reduce, reuse, and recycle solid waste generated by
the Project to the extent practicable. See response to comment
#19 regarding the database search for hazardous materials
sites reported in the Draft EIS and the Phase I ESA
investigation that will be conducted prior to any property
acquisition.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

25. Refer to the referenced attached Virginia Department of
Conservation and Recreation (DCR) memorandum (DRPT-
numbered statements #103 through #126) for responses to
detailed comments that are summarized here.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 25 on previous page)



TIER Il FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(For response to comment 25, refer to pages B-74)

26. DRPT does not anticipate use of pesticides or herbicides as
part of Project construction or operating the proposed
additional intercity passenger trains. As noted in Section
5.10.3.2 of the Final EIS, during construction, DRPT will reduce
the likelihood of adverse effects to rare, threatened and
endangered species, and other wildlife through reseeding of
disturbed areas with native plants.




RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

27. DRPT does not anticipate the need for further coordination
with DCR concerning the Crow’s Nest Natural Area preserve;
however, DRPT will coordinate as recommended, if required.

28. and 29. As noted in Section 5.1.6.3 of the Final EIS, DRPT will
implement appropriate erosion and sediment control practices
as required, in accordance with the Virginia Erosion and
Sediment Control Regulations and the Virginia Stormwater
Management Law and regulations.

30. DRPT will coordinate with resource agencies to obtain
updated sensitive resources information in the event of
significant changes in Project scope and during final design,
after funding becomes available and incremental
improvements are scheduled.

31. DRPT searched VDGIF's Virginia Fish and Wildlife
Information Service (VaFWIS) as part of the Draft EIS
inventory of wildlife resources (see Draft EIS Section 3.10.5).
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

32.

33.

34.

35.

As discussed throughout the Draft and Final EIS documentation,
the addition of one track will primarily be within the existing
CSXT right-of-way. DRPT will preserve the continuity of all trail
crossings by extending the existing crossing over the new track
(provided in-kind, to the current design specifications).
Additional vehicle and pedestrian warning devices will be
modified, as appropriate, for the new track and any change in
authorized track speed. The details of these will be determined
during final design after funding becomes available and
incremental improvements are scheduled.

DRPT has not identified any impacts to the trail system which
would require the addition of a greenway along the corridor
from Leesylvania State Park to Falmouth as a mitigation
measure.

Addressing bicyclist and pedestrian safety specifically on the
East Coast Greenway is beyond the Purpose and Need of the
DC2RVA Project, however, the DC2RVA Project will address
and improve, as necessary, bike/pedestrian safety warning
devices at all public crossings along the DC2RV A rail corridor,
in keeping with the Project’s Basis of Design and applicable
FRA, Amtrak, CSXT, and VDOT safety standards.

No property will need to be acquired from Leesylvania State
Park as part of the Preferred Alternative.

DRPT concurs; scenic rivers are presented in Section 3.1.3.2 of
the Draft EIS. Potential effects on scenic rivers for the Preferred
Alternative are presented in Section 5.1.1 of the Final EIS.

(Responses are continued on next page)



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

36. Provision of a new shared use path within the railroad right-
of-way is beyond the Purpose and Need of the Project and
CSXT policies currently do not allow recreational uses within
their right-of-way. As indicated in Section 5.15.2.2 of the Final
EIS, all existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities will be
maintained (provided in-kind) as part of the Build
Alternatives and will be designed to current safety standards.
Opportunities for additional bicycle and pedestrian
accessibility improvements, including updates to facilities to
meet Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA)
requirements, could be incorporated during final design in
coordination with FRA, after funding becomes available and
incremental improvements are scheduled.

37. Replacement requirements for conversion of Section 6(f) lands
as part of the Preferred Alternative are addressed in Section
5.14.1 of the Final EIS. As indicated in that section, DRPT does
not anticipate permanent impacts to Section 6(f) lands for any
Build Alternatives, including the Preferred Alternative as
identified in the Final EIS. Temporary impacts during Project
construction will not require replacement lands.
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B-80

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

38.

39.

DRPT will coordinate with DCR regarding bridge design at
scenic river crossings during final design, after funding
becomes available and incremental improvements are
scheduled. As discussed in Section 5.1.1.1 of the Final EIS, new
bridges will generally reflect the horizontal and vertical
profiles of existing structures and therefore DRPT anticipates
that the landscape and viewsheds from scenic rivers will be
similar in context to existing conditions.

Table 5.14-1 of the Final EIS identifies the permanent and
temporary impacts of the Preferred Alternative to parkland
resources. Leesylvania and Widewater State Parks are not
among the parklands affected by the Preferred Alternative,
either for temporary or permanent use.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

40. and 41. Close consultation with the Virginia Department of
Historic Resources (DHR) commenced in November 2014.
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act (as amended), DRPT will continue to coordinate all
cultural resource components with DHR during final design,
after funding becomes available and incremental
improvements are scheduled.

42. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements #129 through #131 for
detailed lists provided by Virginia Department of Health
(VDH), and DRPT’s responses.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comment 42 on previous page)

43. Asnoted in Section 5.1.6.3 of the Final EIS, appropriate erosion
and sediment control practices will be implemented during
construction in accordance with the Virginia Erosion and
Sediment Control Regulations and the Virginia Stormwater
Management Law and regulations. During construction, wells
within or adjacent to the Project Limits of Disturbance (LOD)
will be field marked to protect them from accidental damage.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

44. DRPT will coordinate with local utilities to identify potential
impacts to public water distribution systems or sanitary
sewage collection systems during final design, after funding
becomes available and incremental improvements are
scheduled.

45. DRPT will contact local health districts to identify locations of
private wells and sewage systems within the Limits of
Disturbance during final design, after funding becomes
available and incremental improvements are scheduled. The
number of churches and schools within 500 feet of the
DC2RVA rail line are listed for each jurisdiction in Table 3.11-
5 of the Draft EIS. Among the listed facilities are 13 religious
facilities and 10 schools within the City of Richmond.

46. See response to DRPT-numbered statement #45. Prior to
construction, DRPT will inform local communities regarding
utility impacts and will develop appropriate measures to
minimize or mitigate impacts to the community, in
coordination with local health departments.

47. During final design, after funding becomes available and
incremental improvements are scheduled, DRPT will submit
an application to the local health department to relocate any
onsite sewage system that will be impacted by construction.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

48. and 49. Build Alternative 3C: Add Two-Track Bypass (East of
Fredericksburg) was not selected as part of the Preferred
Alternative (refer to Final EIS Section 4.3.3 for details). For
Area 3, the Preferred Alternative is Alternative 3B: Add One
Track East of Existing, which does not involve any Virginia
Outdoors Foundation (VOF) easements, so DRPT does not
anticipate any impacts to VOF easements.



DC2RVA Southeast High Speed Rail DEIS
17-134F

seq.) and Chesapeake Bay Preservation Area Designation and Management
Regulations (9 VAC 25-830-10 et seq.). Each Tidewater locality must adopt a program
based on the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act and the Chesapeake Bay Preservation
Area Designation and Management Regulations. The Act and regulations recognize
local gevernment responsibility for land use decisions and are designed to establish a
framework for compliance without dictating precisely what local programs must look like.
Local governments have flexibility to develop water quality preservation programs that
reflect unique local characteristics and embody other community goals. Such flexibility
also facilitates innovative and creative approaches in achieving program objectives.
The regulations address nonpoint source pollution by identifying and protecting certain
lands called Chesapeake Bay Preservation Areas. The regulations use a resource-
based approach that recognizes differences between various land forms and treats
them differently.

13(b) Agency Findings. In the Cities of Richmond and Fredericksburg and the
Counties of Chesterfield, Henrico, Hanover, Caroline, Spotsylvania, Stafford, Prince
William, Fairfax and Arlington, the areas protected by the Chesapeake Bay Preservation
Act, as locally implemented, require conformance with performance criteria. These
areas include Resource Protection Areas (RPAs) and Resource Management Areas
(RMAs) as designated by the local government. RPAs include tidal wetlands, certain
non-tidal wetlands and tidal shores, and a minimum 100-foot vegetated buffer area
located adjacent to and landward of these features and along both sides of any water
body with perennial flow. Areas within the RMA are subject to the general performance
criteria as specified in 9VAC 25-830-130 of the Regulations and the local ordinance.
Projects within the RMA must minimize land disturbance (including access and staging
areas), retain existing vegetation and minimize impervious cover.

13(c) Agency Requirement. Construction, installation, and operation and maintenance
of railroads and their appurtenant structures are conditionally exempt from the
Regulations provided they are constructed in accordance with:

1. regulations promulgated pursuant to the Erosion and Sediment Control Law, §
10.1-603 et seq. of the Code of Virginia, and the Sformwater Management Act, §
10.1-603.1 et seq. of the Code of Virginia;

2. an erosion and sediment control plan and a stormwater management plan
approved by the Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation; or,

3. local water quality protection criteria at least as stringent as the above state
requirements.

14. Local Participation. DEQ invited the affected localities and planning district
commissions to participate in the Commonweaith’s environmental review of this
proposal.

14(a) Fairfax County. The Fairfax County Land Development Services (LDS),
Department of Planning and Zoning (DPZ) and the Department of Public Works Urban

26

RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

50. During final design, after funding becomes available and
incremental improvements are scheduled, DRPT will ensure
Project conformance with applicable performance criteria for
areas protected by the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act as
specified in 9VAC 25-830-130 of the Chesapeake Bay
Preservation Area Designation and Management Regulations
and local ordinances, including minimizing land disturbance
and impervious cover.

51. As discussed in Section 5.1.1.1 of the Final EIS, the Project will
be constructed in accordance with the Virginia Erosion and
Sediment Control Law (§10.1-560 et seq. of the Code of
Virginia) and the Stormwater Management Act (§10.1-603. 1 et
seq. of the Code of Virginia); the terms and conditions of water
quality permits required by USACE, Virginia DEQ, and
VMRC; and an erosion and sediment control plan and a SWM
plan approved by Virginia DEQ.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

52.

53.

54.

Refer to the referenced attached Fairfax County letter (DRPT-
numbered statements #136 to #138) for responses to the
detailed comments that are summarized here.

Refer to the referenced attached Fairfax County Park
Authority letter (DRPT-numbered statements #139 and #140)
for responses to the detailed comments that are summarized
here.

Refer to the referenced attached Fairfax County letter (DRPT-
numbered statements #136 to #138) for responses to the
detailed recommendations that are summarized here.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comment 54 on previous page)

55. Refer to the referenced attached Fairfax County Park
Authority letter (DRPT-numbered statements #139 and #140)
for responses to the detailed recommendations that are
summarized here.

56. DRPT received and has responded to comments from City of
Fredericksburg under separate cover; the City’s letter and
DRPT’s responses are included as part of the Final EIS.

57. and 58. Refer to the referenced attached Town of Ashland letter
(DRPT-numbered statements #142 through #195) for
responses to the detailed comments and recommendations
that are summarized here.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comments 57 and 58 on previous page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(For response to comments 58, refer to pages B-87)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 58 on page B-87)

59.

60.

61.

Comment noted; DRPT did not receive comments directly
from the Richmond Regional PDC.

Comment noted; DRPT did not receive comments directly
from the Crater PDC.

Railroad operators maintain their own environmental
management systems. For example, Amtrak’s Environmental
Management System Manual (issued September 2001, revised
March 2004) and CSX’s Public Safety, Health & Environment
Management  System  (https://www.csx.com/index.cfm/
responsibility /environment-and-efficiency / environmental-
management-system/) have been designed to ensure
compliance with environmental regulations and minimize
environmental impacts. DRPT will consider sustainable
materials and practices for construction and operation of the
Project to the extent practicable.




RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comment 61 on previous page)

62. During final design, after funding becomes available and
incremental improvements are scheduled, DRPT will consider
incorporating water-reducing measures into facilities design,
where practicable. Maintenance procedures will be
determined by the facilities operator following construction.

63. Final design, after funding becomes available and incremental
improvements are scheduled, will comply with state and
federal guidelines and industry standards for energy
conservation and efficiency. DRPT will consider energy,
environmental, and sustainability concepts listed in the LEED
Green Building Rating System for facilities during final design.

B-91



TIER 11

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT

B-92

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 63 on previous page)

64. and 65. Permit requirements and mitigations are discussed in

66.

67.

Sections 5.1.5 and 5.1.6 of the Final EIS. DRPT will continue
coordination with the federal and state regulatory agencies
during the final design and construction phases of the Project,
after funding becomes available and incremental
improvements are scheduled. For proposed activities that
impact wetlands and/ or surface waters, DRPT will prepare a
JPA to be submitted to the DEQ, VMRC, USACE and local
wetland boards.

It is the responsibility of CSXT, as owner of the rail line and
operator of freight service, to file general erosion and sediment
control standards and specifications annually with DEQ for
review and approval.

DRPT will develop site-specific SWM and erosion and
sediment control plans as part of the Project’s final design
phase, after funding becomes available and incremental
improvements are scheduled. DRPT will continue
coordination at that time with the DEQ and will develop plans
in accordance with the approved standards and specifications.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comment 67 on previous page)

68. Construction activities associated with several of the proposed
improvement elements will disturb more than one acre of
land. These improvements include straightening of curves,
new mainline track and crossovers, station and station area
improvements, new sidings and signals, and safety
improvements at grade-crossings. DRPT will develop SWM
plans for these improvements to be registered for coverage
under the Virginia Stormwater Management Program General
Permit for Discharges of Stormwater Activities, during the
final design phase of the Project, after funding becomes
available and incremental improvements are scheduled. See
Sections 5.1.6 and 5.19.2 of the Final EIS.

69. Demolition and construction activities can result in short-term
increases in air pollutants. DPRT will minimize potential
negative effects during construction (through the contractor at
that time) with the application of appropriate BMP’s. See
Sections 5.1.6 and 5.19.2 of the Final EIS.

70. All solid waste, hazardous waste, and hazardous materials
generated by the Project will be handled and managed in
accordance with federal, state and local regulations, including
the Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations (VSWMR).
Impacts from the Preferred Alternative to known (or potential)
hazardous material sites have been identified and discussed in
Section 5.5 of the Final EIS.

71. Any asbestos, lead, or contaminated residues generated by
construction of the Project will be handled in accordance with
the VSWMR and transported in accordance with the Virginia
regulations governing the Transportation of Hazardous
Materials. DRPT will continue coordination with the DEQ and
the Virginia Department of Labor and Industry during final
design, after funding becomes available and incremental
improvements are scheduled. See Sections 5.5 and 5.18 of the
Final EIS.

72. Any use of lead-based paints during construction will be
performed in accordance with Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA) regulations and with the Virginia
Lead-Based Paint Activities Rules and Regulations.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 72 on previous page)

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

Any environmental release (e.g., petroleum, hydraulic fluids,
etc.) during construction will be immediately remediated on-
site and the appropriate DEQ Regional Office will be
contacted.

The installation and operation or the relocation/removal of
any regulated petroleum storage tanks (above ground or
underground) during construction will be conducted in
accordance with Virginia Regulations 9 VAC 25-91-10 et seq.
and/or 9 VAC 25-580-10 et seq.

See responses to DRPT-numbered statements #26, #36, #37
and #38.

DRPT will continue to coordinate with the Department of
Conservation and Recreation - State Parks Division, through
final design, after funding becomes available and incremental
improvements are scheduled.

DRPT will continue to coordinate with DHR to ensure
compliance with requirements of Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act. DRPT received notification from
DHR under separate cover; refer to DHR’s letter, which is
included as part of the agency responses in the Final EIS.

Final confirmation of all public utilities will be performed
during the final design phase of the Project, after funding
becomes available and incremental improvements are
scheduled.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

79. Build Alternative 3C - Add Two-Track Bypass (East of
Fredericksburg) was not selected as part of the Preferred
Alternative. (refer to Final EIS Section 4.3.3 for details). For
Area 3, the Preferred Alternative is Alternative 3B: Add One
Track East of Existing.

80. The DC2RVA Project is conditionally exempt from the
Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act regulations. All construction
will be in accordance with erosion and sediment control
requirements and water quality protection criteria (see DRPT-
numbered statements #66, #67 and #68 above).

81. See responses to DRPT-numbered statements #52 through
#55.

82. DRPT coordinated with the Town of Ashland throughout
selection of the Preferred Alternative of the Final EIS. Refer to
DRPT-numbered statements #142 through #197 for responses
to comments submitted by the Town.

83. As part of final design after funding becomes available and
incremental improvements are scheduled, the sponsoring
agency will submit a Federal Consistency Determination for
the recommended Preferred Alternative that analyzes the
coastal effects of the Project in light of the enforceable policies
of the Virginia CZMA program and provides commitment to
comply with those policies.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 83 on previous page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(No comments on this page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

84. The content on this page is included in Section 3 (“Erosion and
Sediment Control and Stormwater Management”) of DEQ’s
main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements #8 through
#11.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 84 on previous page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

85. The content on this page is included in Section 4 (“Air
Pollution Control”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statements #13 through #18.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

86. The content on this page is included in the sections of DEQ’s
main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements in the
following sections: Section 5 (DRPT-numbered statements #19
through #24) for hazardous materials and waste; Section 4
(DRPT-numbered statements #14 through #18) for air
pollution control; Section 1 for water quality and wetlands
(DRPT-numbered statements #2 through #4); and Section 3
(DRPT-numbered statements #8 through #12) for Erosion and
Sediment Control and Stormwater Management.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

87. through 93. DRPT appreciates the list of hazardous materials
sites provided by DLPR. The extent of DLPR’s list (401 sites) is
comparable to the number of sites identified in Section 3.5.3 of
the Draft EIS that have the potential to affect the Project, i.e.
484 sites, including CERCLA, potential or known hazardous
material releases/contamination, and petroleum release sites.
Section 5.5 of the Final EIS lists those sites which are within the
permanent Limits of Disturbance (LOD) of the Preferred
Alternative; updated mapping of critical hazardous materials
sites in relation to that LOD are included in Appendix M.
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TIER Il FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(For response to comment 93, refer to page B-102)

94.

95.

96.

97.

Further evaluation of hazardous sites/facilities, including
Pollution Complaint cases, that could potentially affect the
Project, will be completed in a Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment (ESA) prior to property acquisition, if required. At
that time, Phase I ESA investigators will contact the Tank
Programs at the DEQ Regional Offices to gather information
on sites of concern.

As noted in Section 3.5.1 of the Draft EIS, the federal
government and the Commonwealth of Virginia regulate
hazardous materials under multiple statutes. Project
construction and operation will comply with the requirements
of all applicable federal and state laws and regulations for
hazardous materials.

This requirement is contained within Section 5 (“Solid and
Hazardous Wastes and Hazardous Materials”) of DEQ’s main
letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #21.

This statement is contained within Section 15 (“Pollution
Prevention”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered
statement #61.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

98. This content is addressed within Section 3 (“Erosion and
Sediment Control and Stormwater Management”) of DEQ’s
main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements #8 through
#12.

99. This content is addressed within Section 1 (“Water Quality and
Wetlands”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered
statements #2 through #4.



TIER Il FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

100. This content is addressed within Section 4 (“Air Pollution
Control”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered
statements #13 through #18.

101. This content is addressed within Section 5 (“Solid and
Hazardous Wastes and Hazardous Materials”) of DEQ'’s
main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements #19 through
#24.

102. This content is addressed within Section 5 (“Solid and
Hazardous Wastes and Hazardous Materials”) of DEQ'’s
main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements #19 through
#24.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

103. This topic is covered in Section 7 (“Recreational Resources,
Scenic Rivers and Byways”) in DEQ’s main letter. Refer to
DRPT-numbered statement #32.

104. Viewsheds from the Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail
have been clarified as sensitive visual resources, where
applicable; refer to the errata table for the Draft EIS, which is
Appendix A of the Final EIS.

105. The requested clarifications have been addressed in the errata
table for the Draft EIS, which is Appendix A to the Final EIS.

106. This topic is covered in Section 7 (“Recreational Resources,
Scenic Rivers and Byways”) in DEQ’s main letter. Refer to
DRPT-numbered statement #33.



TIER Il FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 106 on previous page)

107.

108.

The requested modifications were addressed in the Final EIS.
The requested clarification has been addressed in the errata
table for the Draft EIS, which is Appendix A to the Final EIS.

An updated discussion of public health and safety is
provided in Final EIS Section 5.18. A shared-use path within
the Project right-of-way is beyond the Purpose and Need of
the DC2RVA Project. The DC2RVA Project will address
bike/pedestrian safety at public at-grade crossings along the
DC2RVA rail corridor, in keeping with the Project’s Basis of
Design and applicable FRA, Amtrak, CSXT, and VDOT safety
standards.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comment 108 on previous page)

109. This topic is covered in Section 7 (“Recreational Resources,
Scenic Rivers and Byways”) in DEQ’s main letter. Refer to
DRPT-numbered statement #34 and #37.

110. Section 4.2 of the Scoping Report explains that 1,220 of the
1,614 public scoping letters received were form letters, one
form letter from Virginians for High Speed Rail, and another
from the East Coast Greenway Alliance. These letters were
summarized in the scoping report, and a full response was
provided for each one. The information from the scoping
report has been clarified in the Final EIS; refer to the errata
table for the Draft EIS, which is Appendix A to the Final EIS.
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IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

111.

Comment noted. The Preferred Alternative as analyzed in the
Final EIS is based on construction of
substructure/foundation for a new two-track rail bridge on
the S-Line across the James River, parallel and adjacent to the
existing CSXT James River Bridge connecting to Main Street
Station, on the downstream (eastern) side; however, the
Project will only construct a single-track bridge with space to
add a second track, if required for future capacity. DRPT will
continue to coordinate with DCR during final design, after
funding becomes available and incremental improvements
are scheduled.

112. and 113. Table 5.10-2 of the Final EIS documents the estimated

114.

115.

acreage of permanent and temporary impacts of the Preferred
Alternative to Priority Conservation Areas, which include
VDCR-DNH-Natural Heritage Plan Conservation Sites and
Stream Conservation Units, and sites identified in the Priority
Wildlife Conservation Areas dataset.

The species list for the analyses conducted for the Draft EIS
was provided by the USFWS on October 19, 2015, prior to
listing of the Rusty patched bumble bee (Bombus affinis). The
Final EIS (Section 5.10.3) has been updated to include a
discussion of the Rusty patched bumble bee.

This recommendation is provided within Section 6 (“Natural
Heritage Resources”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statement #26.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

116.

117.

DRPT appreciates the information provided by DCR
concerning the Marumsco Conservation Site and the fine-
lined emerald (Somatochlora filosa). As noted in Section
5.10.2.3 of the Final EIS, DRPT anticipates that the proposed
Project will not adversely affect downstream aquatic species
with implementation of Best Management Practices,
including use of silt curtains and limiting overflow from
dredging equipment, and other erosion and sediment control
measures. DRPT will continue to work with VDGIF, NMFS,
and USFWS to develop specific measures for avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation of impacts to aquatic wildlife
during final design, after funding becomes available and
incremental improvements are scheduled.

Information regarding Crow’s Nest Natural Area Preserve
and its sensitive habitats is presented in Section 3.10.1.2 of the
Draft EIS. As noted in Section 5.10.1.1 of the Final EIS, the
Preferred Alternative will avoid direct impacts to existing
state and county wildlife conservation areas, except for the
Mattaponi Wildlife Management Area. Potential indirect
impacts to downstream aquatic habitats are addressed in
Section 5.20.1.6 of the Final EIS. As noted in Section 5.20.1.7
of the Final EIS, indirect impacts of the Project can be
minimized with implementation of temporary and
permanent stormwater management features and erosion
and sediment controls. BMPs for avoidance of introducing
new invasive species and preventing the spread of existing
populations will also help minimize impacts to downstream
aquatic habitats.
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IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

118.

119.

This recommendation is provided within Section 6 (“Natural
Heritage Resources”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statement #27.

Information regarding the South Fredericksburg Conservation
Site and the Hazel Run Stream Conservation Unit (SCU), and
the natural communities associated with these sites is
presented in Table 3.10-2 of the Draft EIS. Table 5.10-2 of the
Final EIS documents the estimated acreage of permanent and
temporary impacts of the Preferred Alternative (as updated
since the Draft EIS) to Priority Conservation Areas, which
include VDCR-DNH-Natural Heritage Plan Conservation Sites
and Stream Conservation Units, and sites identified in the
Priority Wildlife Conservation Areas dataset. Outside of the
CSXT right-of-way, approximately 0.04 acres of permanent
impacts, and 0.35 acres of temporary impacts are anticipated at
the South Fredericksburg Conservation Site under the
Preferred Alternative 3B.

Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #117 regarding potential
indirect impacts to downstream aquatic habitats and
measures to minimize impacts.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comment 119 on previous page)

120. Information regarding the South Anna River - Falling Creek
SCU is presented in Table 3.10-2 of the Draft EIS. Table 5.10-
2 of the Final EIS documents the estimated acreage of
permanent and temporary impacts of the Preferred
Alternative to Priority Conservation Areas, which include
VDCR-DNH-Natural Heritage Plan Conservation Sites and
Stream Conservation Units, and sites identified in the Priority
Wildlife Conservation Areas dataset. The estimated acreage
of impacts to specific Natural Heritage Conservation Sites
and Stream Conservation Units, are identified in Table 4-7 of
Appendix M Natural Resources Technical Report of the Draft
EIS. As noted there, the only impacts to the South Anna River
- Falling Creek SCU are under Build Alternatives 5C and 5C
- Ashcake, neither of which were selected as the Preferred
Alternative. In Area 5, Alternative 5A was selected as the
Preferred Alternative (refer to Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS for
details).

The state threatened green floater (Lasmigonia subviridis) is
identified in Table 3.10-8 of the Draft EIS as being among species
that may occur within the vicinity of the study area. A
description of this species is provided in Section 3.10.5.3 of the
Draft EIS. Potential direct impacts to this species from the
Preferred Alternative are identified in Table 5.10-6 of the Final
EIS. Indirect impacts to aquatic habitats, which are addressed in
Section 5.20.1.6 of the Final EIS, are applicable to downstream
populations of green floater and other aquatic species.
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IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 120 on previous page)

121.

122.

123.

124.

125.

This recommendation is provided within Section 6 (“Natural
Heritage Resources”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statement #28.

DRPT appreciates the information provided by DCR
concerning the Laura’s clubtail (Stylurus laurae). The Draft EIS
analysis of potential Project effects on sensitive species
focuses on federal and state listed threatened and endangered
species. Potential Project effects on other wildlife species are
addressed in Section 5.10.2 of the Final EIS. Other applicable
impacts analyses in the Final EIS include the discussions of
impacts to streams (Section 5.1.1), wetlands (Section 5.1.2)
and water quality (Section 5.1.3).

The Dwarf Wedgemussel (Alasmidonta heterodon) is identified
in Table 5.10-5 of the Final EIS as having the potential to be
affected by the Preferred Alternative within Areas 2 through
5 (i.e. Northern Virginia through Ashland). See response to
DRPT-numbered statement #28 for a discussion of erosion
and sediment control, stormwater management, and other
measures to minimize impacts to aquatic habitats. DRPT will
coordinate with VDGIF in accordance with the Virginia
Endangered Species Act during final design and Project
permitting, after funding becomes available and incremental
improvements are scheduled.

This recommendation is provided within Section 6 (“Natural
Heritage Resources”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statement #30.

This recommendation is provided within Section 6 (“Natural
Heritage Resources”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statement #31.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comment 125 on previous page)

126. This topic and recommendation are addressed within Section
8 (“State Parks”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statement #39.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(No comments on this page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(No comments on this page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

127. DRPT received notification from DHR under separate cover;
refer to DHR’s letter, which is included as part of the agency
responses in the Final EIS, for comment/response.




RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

128.

129.

130.

This recommendation is provided within Section 10 (“Public
Water Supply”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statement #44.

DRPT appreciates the list of public groundwater wells
provided by VDH - Office of Drinking Water. The extent of
VDH'’s list (11 wells within 1.0 mile of the Project site, two of
which are within 1,000 feet of the rail) is comparable to the
number of wells identified in Section 5.1.4 of the Final EIS (11
wells within 1.0 mile of the Project rail line, two of which are
also within 1,000 feet of the Limits of Disturbance for the
Preferred Alternative).

DRPT appreciates the list of surface water intakes within a 5-
mile radius of the Project site provided by VDH - Office of
Drinking Water. Three of the surface water intake systems
were identified in Section 4.1.4 of the Draft EIS. DRPT has
recently obtained an updated version (February 2018) of
VDOT’s Comprehensive Environmental Data and Reporting
System, which identifies all eight of the surface water intake
locations within a 5-mile radius of the Project, as identified
from VDH. The additional five locations are located upstream
of the Project. This information has been incorporated into
Section 5.1.4 of the Final EIS.
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IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

131.

132.

DRPT appreciates the list of public surface water sources
within the same watershed as the Project provided by VDH -
Office of Drinking Water. Hanover Suburban Water System,
which is identified in Section 5.1.4 of the Final EIS, is the only
surface water intake within the watershed that is within 5
miles of the Project.

These recommendations are provided within Section 10
(“Public Water Supply”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statement #43.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

133. This topic and its recommendations are addressed within
Section 11 (“Septic Tanks and Drainfield Regulations”) of
DEQ’s main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements #45
through #47.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

134. This topic and its recommendations are addressed within
Section 12 (“Open Space”) of DEQ’s main letter. Refer to
DRPT-numbered statements #48 and #49.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 134 on previous page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

135. This topic and its recommendations are addressed within
Section 13 (“Chesapeake Bay Preservation Areas”) of DEQ’s

main letter. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements #50 and
#51.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 135 on previous page)
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IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

136.

137.

As indicated in Section 5.10.1.4 of the Final EIS, minimization
and mitigation measures could include minimizing clearing
and grubbing (including tree removal), development of a
mitigation plan that includes landscaping and planting detail
for onsite replacement of any trees removed, and native
revegetation, including native shrub plantings and native
reseeding of disturbed areas to prevent the spread of invasive
species. Construction contract documents will include
appropriate measures to protect trees along the limits of
disturbance. These minimization and mitigation measures
will be applicable to all vegetation communities within the
limits of disturbance, not just environmentally sensitive
areas.

Fairfax County submitted comments directly to DRPT on
November 6, 2017, which included comments on Pohick
Seeps; refer to Fairfax County’s letter, which is included as
part of the agency responses in the Final EIS, for DRPT
responses to their comments.



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comment 137 on previous page)

138. DRPT will continue to coordinate with federal, state, and
local agencies, including Fairfax County, during final design
and Project permitting, in accordance with federal, state, and
local laws and regulations.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

139. Fairfax County submitted comments directly to DRPT on
November 6, 2017, which included these same topics on
Parks; refer to Fairfax County’s letter, which is included as
part of the agency responses in the Final EIS, for DRPT
responses to their comments.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 139 on previous page)



TIER Il FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

140. This letter was provided to DRPT after the preliminary

alternative  recommendations were made to the
Commonwealth Transportation Board in December of 2016,
which was ten months prior to the publication of the Draft
EIS (on September 8, 2017), and are not specific comments on
the content of the Draft EIS. Between receiving this letter and
publishing the Draft EIS, DRPT coordinated with Fairfax
County, and their comments, including those contained
within this letter, are addressed in the analyses and
documentation included in the Draft EIS. Detailed mapping
of the Project corridor was included in Appendices C through
H of the Draft EIS. There will be no acquisitions or easements
on Fairfax County Park Authority lands.

The Project requires compliance with the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966. Since 2014, DRPT has been
complying with this legislation, including Project initiation,
determination of an area of potential effects (APE),
reconnaissance archaeological studies with predictive model,
and architectural identification- and evaluation-level surveys
of the APE. All studies have been coordinated with DHR and
details on these studies and the ensuing coordination can be
found in Final EIS Appendix D. National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP)-eligible resources recorded to date in the
Project APE in Fairfax County include the RF&P Railroad
Corridor, Mount Vernon Parkway, Old Colchester Road and
Colchester Arms. The FRA has determined that the Project
will have an adverse effect on the RF&P Railroad Corridor,
no adverse effect on the Mount Vernon Parkway and
Colchester Arms, and no effect on Old Colchester Road. The
DHR concurred with these determinations. Steps that will be
taken to mitigate the adverse effects to the RF&P Railroad
Corridor have been outlined in the Section 106 Draft
Memorandum of Agreement (Appendix K of the Final EIS).

(Responses are continued on next page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

Specifically related to subsurface impacts, DRPT carefully
evaluated the archaeological APE throughout the corridor,
including Fairfax County. Based on DRPT’s predictive model
and Project plans in the county, no impacts are planned
outside of CSXT right-of-way in areas that have the potential
to contain archaeological sites. Details on this mapping were
discussed with the Fairfax County Parks Authority (FCPA) via
telephone and email in October 2015 and careful attention has
been rendered to assure that no changes to the area of impact
have been made that require additional archaeological study.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 140 on previous page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

141. The City of Fredericksburg submitted comments directly to
DRPT; refer to the City’s letter, which is included as part of
the agency responses in the Final EIS, for DRPT responses to
their comments.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

142. DRPT has reviewed all attachments provided by Town of
Ashland, including the Ashland Museum and Mangum
Economics report, and responded to comments within each
attachment; refer to DRPT-numbered statements #143
through #236.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

143. In 2002, the FRA completed the Tier I EIS for the Southeast
High Speed Rail corridor that established the overall purpose
and defined the route for providing a competitive
transportation choice for travelers within the Washington,
D.C. to Richmond, Raleigh, and Charlotte travel corridor. The
DC2RVA Tier II EIS carries forward the purpose of the 2002
Tier I EIS within the Washington, D.C. to Richmond portion
of the larger SEHSR corridor by identifying the infrastructure
improvements necessary to provide a competitive
transportation choice for current and future conditions; refer
to Section 1.2 of the Final EIS for additional clarification since
the Draft EIS FRA projected passenger, commuter, and
freight train levels for 20 years (2045) to ensure the proposed
infrastructure improvements will be sufficient to meet the
Project’s Purpose and Need. The DC2RVA Project does not
preclude adoption of, or adjustment for, future technological
changes. Developing the corridor incrementally based on
market demand and/ or funding availability allows flexibility
to accommodate future technological changes in final design.

(Responses are continued on next page)



TIER Il FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
144. The 2002 Tier I EIS established the overall purpose for the

SEHSR program, which, as stated in the Tier I EIS, is to
provide a competitive transportation choice to travelers
within the Washington, D.C. to Richmond, Raleigh, and
Charlotte travel corridor. The Tier I EIS recognizes that travel
time and service reliability are key factors affecting the
traveling public’s choice of transportation mode. Neither
FRA nor DRPT have set a specific goal for reductions in travel
time for the Project, nor has a reduction in travel time been
applied as a criterion during alternatives screening or other
evaluation. Reductions in travel time are anticipated to vary
among different trains based on their respective schedules
and station stops, as well as the Project’s final design. While
preparing the Draft EIS, DRPT conducted a survey of rail,
bus, air, and automobile passengers traveling between
Richmond, Virginia and points north (see Appendix | of the
Draft EIS). The central purpose of the survey was to better
understand the behavior of travelers along the DC2RVA
corridor. Data collected from the survey were used to
estimate an initial set of passenger sensitivities to changes in
fare, travel time, and other service attributes. DRPT found
that the traveling public (e.g., number of riders) was directly
responsive to improved reliability and frequency of
passenger rail service. Reduced travel time, while a benefit,
had less effect on ridership.

(Responses are continued on next page)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

145. and 146. The DC2RVA Tier II EIS continues the incremental
approach approved in the SEHSR Tier I ROD in the
Washington, D.C. to Richmond, VA corridor along the
existing rail corridor owned and operated by CSXT.
Consistent with FRA’s decision in the SEHSR Tier I ROD,
DRPT identified and evaluated alternatives to improve and
add capacity to the existing rail corridor which utilize fossil-
fuel burning equipment. Alternative technologies (such as
Maglev or hyperloop technologies or use of electric
locomotives) are not consistent with the Purpose and Need
defined in the 2002 Tier I EIS and ROD, so do not meet the
Purpose and Need of the DC2RVA Project. DRPT does
recognize that technologies are changing, and new
transportation modes and options may be available in the
future. The Project’s Basis of Design allows for sufficient
clearance on new grade-separated roadway crossings so as
not to preclude a potential future electric catenary system.
Advancing the DC2RVA Project along the incremental
approach selected by FRA does not preclude future
applications of hyperloop or other new technologies if or
when they become viable, which would be subject to separate
environmental documentation at that time.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 146 on previous page)

147.
148.

149.

150.

Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #143 for response.

Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #151 for more Town
comments on a deep bore tunnel and DRPT response.

The requested correction has been addressed in the errata
table for the Draft EIS, which is Appendix A of the Final EIS.

DRPT and FRA initially focused review of Ashland Station
alternatives on the existing downtown station, which is
centrally located to serve Ashland and the Randolph-Macon
College campus, and provides easy access to Route 54, the
primary east-west road connecting Ashland to Route 1 and I-
95 to the east and Hanover County’s residential areas to the
west. Based on comments from area stakeholders, DRPT
conducted a screening evaluation of three alternate station
locations: south of Ashcake Road; North of Vaughan Road;
and adjacent to Patrick Street. The location adjacent to Patrick
Street is reasonably close to downtown Ashland and
Randolph-Macon’s campus, but would have similar property
and traffic impacts to expanding the downtown station and
require acquisition of parkland. For these reasons, the Patrick
Street location was eliminated from further consideration.
Neither the station location north of Vaughan Road nor the
location south of Ashcake Road are centrally located to serve
downtown Ashland or the campus. The location north of
Vaughan Road, while having reasonable road access to the
east towards the Route 1 and I-95 corridors, has limited access
to the west on narrow roads through a largely residential area
before linking to Route 54. In contrast, the location south of
Ashcake will have reasonable access to both the east and west
via Ashcake Road, the area’s other primary east-west
corridor. Therefore, a potential station location south of
Ashcake Road was carried forward for further consideration
as an alternative to developing the downtown station to serve
three tracks with 850 feet platforms.

DRPT notes that there are no improvements to the existing or
alternate station location as part of the Preferred Alternative
(see Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS). Refer to DRPT-numbered
statement #154.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

151.

152.

153.

DRPT and FRA considered a deep bore tunnel during the
alternatives development and evaluation process, and
dismissed the concept from further consideration during
screening of potential alternatives (as reported in
Alternatives Technical Report, Appendix A of the Draft EIS)
due to high costs and potential impacts within the Town of
Ashland. The concept of a deep bore tunnel - both a deep
hard-rock version and a shallower soft-earth version - was
further evaluated and considered by the Town of
Ashland/Hanover County Community Advisory Committee
(CAC) process (refer to Section 3.3 of the Final EIS for CAC
details). The CAC members dismissed the deep bore tunnel
as an unlikely alternative due to its anticipated cost, impacts
to the Town from ventilation towers and other structures, and
potential operational concerns.

The FRA and DRPT have identified Alternative 5A, which
will maintain two tracks through Ashland, as the Preferred
Alternative (refer to Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS for details
on the selection process). DRPT and FRA considered several
eastern bypass alignments during the alternatives
development and evaluation process, and dismissed the
concept from further consideration during screening of
potential alternatives (as reported in Alternatives Technical
Report, Appendix A of the Draft EIS) due to high costs and
potential impacts to parks, property, infrastructure
(including Route 1 and 1-95), and wetlands. Concept AEB1,
in particular would have required additional right-of-way
through an existing park. The concept of an eastern bypass,
including AEB 1 through the park was further evaluated and
considered by the CAC process (refer to Section 3.3 of the
Final EIS for CAC details). The CAC dismissed the eastern
bypass alternatives due to their high costs and impacts to
property, infrastructure, and the park, and identified a
western bypass alternative, known as AWB 1, as their “least
objectionable” bypass alternative.

Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #151 for response.

(Responses are continued on next page)
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154. The Town of Ashland has stated a preference for maintaining

the existing station location and improving the station with
350 feet platforms. The FRA and DRPT have identified
Alternative 5A, which will maintain two tracks through
Ashland, as the Preferred Alternative (refer to Section 4.3.5 of
the Final EIS for details on the selection process). No roadway
or station improvements will occur as part of the DC2RVA
Project between Vaughan Road and Ashcake Road as part of
Alternative 5A. Station platform improvements, unrelated to
the DC2RVA Project, are being separately negotiated
between the Town of Ashland and Amtrak. In this separate
ongoing project, Amtrak is working with the Town of
Ashland and FRA to improve the existing station platforms
to meet ADA requirements. These improvements are
independent of the DC2RVA Project and are likely to be in
place before construction would start on the DC2RVA
Project.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 154 on previous page)

155.
156.

157.

Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #151 for response.

FRA and DRPT, and the Ashland/Hanover CAC, considered
and eliminated a deep bore tunnel alternative for achieving
additional rail capacity in Area 5 (see response to DRPT-
numbered statement #151). The FRA and DRPT have
concluded that Alternative 5A, in which a third track is added
north and south of downtown Ashland and two tracks are
maintained through Ashland, has sufficient capacity to meet
the Project’s Purpose and Need. The ability of this alternative,
with its reduced footprint and lower impacts to the
community, to meet Project performance goals has been
established by FRA and DRPT refined operations analysis
modeling, as reported in Section 3.2 of the Final EIS.

The FRA and DRPT have identified Alternative 5A, which
will maintain two tracks through Ashland, as the Preferred
Alternative (refer to Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS for details
on the selection process). Trench options were considered
during the alternatives development process, but were not
carried forward as candidate Build Alternatives in the Draft
EIS. A trench option was also considered by the
Ashland/Hanover CAC process. The CAC determined a
three-track trench through the Town of Ashland would be the
“least objectionable” option for adding capacity through
town below-grade.

(Responses are continued on next page)
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158. The FRA and DRPT have selected Build Alternative 5A:

Maintain Two Tracks Through Town, which will maintain
the existing two track railroad through Ashland, as the
Preferred Alternative (refer to Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS for
details on the selection process). DRPT has followed FRA
guidance for assessing potential ground-borne vibration
associated with the proposed intercity passenger trains in the
preparation of the Draft and Final EIS. The vibration
assessment also followed precedent recently established by
the Richmond to Raleigh (R2R) EIS, which was also approved
by FRA. Per FRA, train-induced ground-borne vibration is
assessed using a threshold for human perception of vibration.
The threshold for human perception is much lower than the
threshold for structural damage to fragile buildings, so this
assessment approach is somewhat conservative with respect
to potential building damage due to train-induced ground-
borne vibration. Vibration is assessed on a per-event basis,
not on a cumulative basis. Therefore, only the highest levels
of vibration need to be studied, not the total amount of
vibration occurring over a 24-hour period. On that basis, the
vibration level from one of the proposed passenger trains is
projected to be the same as the vibration level from all of the
proposed passenger trains (9 new daily round-trip trains (18
total trains per day) for the Project). The most common source
of ground-borne vibration in the study area is freight trains,
which operate and may increase or decrease independently
of the proposed DC2RVA Project. Freight trains generally
produce higher levels (or more) ground-borne vibration than
passenger trains because they are heavier. Preferred
Alternative 5A will not involve any new tracks or the
relocation of the existing tracks through Ashland and
therefore vibration levels are expected to be similar to current
levels as a result of the DC2RVA Project.

(Responses are continued on next page)
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159. Comment noted. FRA and DRPT began preparing the Tier II
Draft EIS for the DC2RVA Project in 2014, and the alternatives
development process was underway in December 2016, when
the 5-year review of the comprehensive plan was adopted by
the Town Council. References to the Town’s plan have been
modified to address the Comprehensive Plan as of December
2016, and quoted language from the previous plan has been
removed in the Final EIS; refer to the errata table for the Draft
EIS, which is Appendix A.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(Response to comment 159 on previous page)

160.

161.

162.

The designation of the Ashland/Hanover Visitor Center to a
community facility has been corrected; refer to the errata table
for the Draft EIS, which is Appendix A to the Final EIS. The
FRA and DRPT have selected Alternative 5A: Maintain Two
Tracks Through Town, which would will maintain the
existing two track railroad through Ashland, as the Preferred
Alternative (refer to Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS for details
on the selection process). The Preferred Alternative does not
impact this community facility.

DRPT has responded to the Ashland Museum comments that
the Town provided; refer to DRPT-numbered statements
#197 through #235.

The requested corrections have been addressed in the errata
table for the Draft EIS, which is Appendix A to the Final EIS.

163. and 164. FRA and DRPT have identified Alternative 5A, which

165.

will maintain two tracks through Ashland, as the Preferred
Alternative (refer to Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS for details).
Section 4.9.1 of the Draft EIS describes the visual assessment
methodology. While DRPT understands the Town of
Ashland’s concern with Build Alternatives 5B and 5D, the
“High” visual impact rating does not apply as per the visual
assessment methodology because the railroad tracks are
already a predominant visual feature through town.

DRPT reviewed the business relocation analysis and
concluded that the information as presented in Section 4.11.1
of the Draft EIS is correct. However, because Build
Alternative 5A: Maintain Two Tracks Through Town was
selected as the Preferred Alternative, there will be no
permanent or temporary construction impacts to the
businesses; refer to Final EIS Section 5.11 for details.
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(Response to comment 165 on previous page)

166.

167.

DRPT acknowledges the economic impact analysis that was
conducted by a third party at the request of the Town, which
DEQ has provided as an attachment to this letter. Refer to
DRPT-numbered statement #236 for response.

FRA and DRPT have identified Alternative 5A, which will
maintain two tracks through Ashland, as the Preferred
Alternative. As selected, it will not include any roadway or
station modifications within downtown Ashland. Platform
improvements at the Ashland Station are being negotiated
between the Town of Ashland and Amtrak, with no proposed
changes under the DC2RVA Project. Similarly, there will be
no roadway improvements (including no modifications to
existing at-grade crossing treatments) between Vaughan
Road and Ashcake Road under the DC2RVA Project. Refer
to Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS for details of the Preferred
Alternative in Area 5.

168. and 169. The Ashland/Hanover Visitor Center would be

relocated under one option evaluated in the Draft EIS, Build
Alternative 5D. However, Alternative 5A is the Preferred
Alternative for Area 5, which will not affect the existing
Ashland /Hanover Visitor Center.

170. and 171. DRPT acknowledges that the Town of Ashland finds

the changes in land use from road to rail transportation to be
an incompatible use.



TIER Il FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
(Response to comments 170 and 171 on previous page)

172. The comment cites the calculated estimates of daily motor

vehicle delay at the England Street/Thompson Street
intersection for 2015 and 2025 No-Build, and for Alternatives
5A/5B Year 2025 Build conditions (from Tables 5-41 and 5-42
of Appendix S: Transportation Technical Report of the Draft
EIS). As noted in the Draft EIS and reiterated in the comment,
there are increases in delays between 2015 and 2025 for both
No-Build and Build conditions; it is important to note that the
delay impacts of the Project are represented by the difference
between the 2025 No-Build and the Alternative 5A/5B Year
2025 Build conditions. Three-quarters of the increased delay
occurs based on anticipated changes between 2015 and 2025
No-Build (i.e., unrelated to the DC2RVA Project), with the
remaining 25 percent attributable to Alternative 5A/5B.
Additionally, these tables summarize vehicle-hours of delay
on a daily basis (i.e., an average across an entire day) and are
not reflective of delay experienced by a single vehicle. The
majority of delay in the corridor is the result of freight trains.
CSXT growth is independent of the DC2RV A Project and will
occur regardless of whether or not the DC2RVA Project is
implemented. An updated analysis of Total Daily Vehicle
Delay for the Preferred Alternative is presented in Final EIS
Section 5.15.2.4.

The comment cites the “40-hour FHWA threshold”; this
“threshold” is identified as one of 11 conditions for which
public at-grade crossings “should be considered for grade
separation or otherwise eliminated” in FHWA’s Railroad-
Highway Grade Crossing Handbook. While one of 11
conditions identified by FHWA for consideration, this 40-
hour value is not a hard requirement for implementing any
particular improvement or action at a grade-crossing.
Additional clarification on this topic has been added to Final
EIS Section 5.15.2.4.

(Responses are continued on next page)



RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

173. Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #167. Preferred
Alternative 5A will not require any closure of Center Street /
Railroad Avenue in the Town of Ashland. All modifications
to address necessary changes to traffic flow and operations
resulting from the Preferred Alternative will conform to all
applicable current AASHTO and VDOT standards.

174. Additional details on this comment are included in the
attachment from the Ashland Museum. Refer to DRPT-
numbered statements #201-235 for a detailed response.



TIER Il FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT
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175.

176.

The Draft EIS, prepared by FRA and DRPT in accordance
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and its
implementing regulations, describes the alternatives
development process and for Area 5 (Ashland) evaluates in
detail seven alternatives, including Alternative 5A, Maintain
two Tracks through Town. While there is no requirement
within NEPA to identify a preferred alternative as part of
Draft EIS documentation, the Draft EIS for the Project
identified DRPT’s recommended preferred alternative for the
corridor, but did not recommend a specific preferred
alternative for Area 5 (Ashland). Instead, DRPT established a
CAC to further review and inform the evaluation of
alternatives for Area 5, which is summarized in Section 3.3 of
the Final EIS. The CAC met five times in open public
meetings to review Project alternatives and identified, from a
community perspective, the least objectionable through
Town, western bypass, and below-ground alternatives. After
reviewing all the comments received on the Draft EIS and
considering the input from the CAC process, on December 6,
2017, DRPT provided the CTB with a final recommendation
for a Preferred Alternative. The CTB formally identified
Alternative 5A - Maintain Two Tracks Through Town as the
Commonwealth of Virginia’s Preferred Alternative for Area
5. FRA has agreed with and confirmed DRPT’s
recommendation that Alternative 5A meets the Purpose and
Need of the DC2RVA Project.

DRPT has conducted the public outreach for the Project in
accordance with FRA’s requirements under NEPA and its
implementing regulations. Beginning in 2014, DRPT held 4
public scoping meetings (including one in Ashland), 3 public
meetings to present alternatives development and screening
criteria, 3 public meetings to review preliminary alternatives
screening results, and 1 public meeting in Hanover County to
review the Project, proposed bypass routes, and access to
private property. DRPT also held multiple meetings with
representatives of the Town and County since the Project
inception.

(Responses are continued on next page)
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177.

The Ashland/Hanover CAC held five public meetings
during the period May - September 2017, plus multiple
community-led meetings to publicly evaluate Project
alternatives in the Ashland/Hanover area. The Draft EIS
described the CAC process, and all CAC presentations,
questions/answers, and technical briefing materials were
made public via the DC2RVA Project website.

DRPT held 5 public hearings, including one in the
Ashland/Hanover area, in conjunction with the public
release of the Draft EIS in September of 2017. FRA's Preferred
Alternative, 5A, was evaluated in detail in the Draft EIS, and
was identified by the CAC as the “least objectionable”
through-town alternative. The deep bore tunnel alternative
was considered and eliminated by FRA and DRPT during the
initial alternatives screening process, and was considered and
eliminated again by the CAC during the CAC process. The
three-track trench alternative was considered by the CAC and
identified as the “least objectionable” below-ground option.

The Ashland Museum elected to be a consulting party in
January 2015. The Town of Ashland was invited to be a
consulting party, and elected to participate, in February 2017.
All consulting party materials (letters, emails, reports, etc.)
were disseminated to the Town upon becoming a consulting
party. Since February 2017, DRPT held two in-person
meetings and two conference calls with the Town and the
Ashland Museum specifically focused on cultural resources.
DRPT is committed to continuing this dialogue through
completion of the Tier II process, final design, and
implementation (once funding becomes available) and will
disseminate data as available, including any ensuing reports,
eligibility determinations, Project effect, and Section 106
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) production (the Section
106 Draft MOA is Appendix K of the Final EIS). Information
and updates will be sent through several media outlets to
ensure communication is open and informative.

(Responses are continued on next page)
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178. As described in Section 2.1.4.3 of the Final EIS, the

Ashland/Hanover CAC, composed of representatives of
Hanover County, Town of Ashland, Randolph-Macon
College, and CSXT, was asked to review all Project
alternatives for the area and develop a local consensus that
met the DC2RVA Purpose and Need. After holding 5
meetings reviewing alternatives for the Ashland/Hanover
area, including the deep bore tunnel, the CAC was unable to
reach consensus for a single alternative and instead identified
a “least objectionable” alternative for a western bypass, a
through town option (Alternative 5A, DRPT’s Preferred
Alternative), and a three-track trench (below grade option).
During a CTB meeting in October 2017 to present the results
of the CAC process, Town representatives spoke in favor of a
western bypass and County representatives spoke in favor of
a trench or other through Town option. The rationale for
selecting 5A: Maintain Two Tracks Through Town is
presented in Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS.
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(Response to comment 178 on previous page)

179.

180.
181.

182.

Subsequent to the Draft EIS alternatives development
process, the concept of a deep bore tunnel - both a deep hard-
rock version and a shallower soft-earth version - was further
evaluated and considered by the Ashland/Hanover CAC
process. The CAC members dismissed the deep bore tunnel
as an unlikely Project alternative due to its anticipated cost,
impacts to the Town from ventilation towers and other
structures, and potential operation concerns; refer to
Appendix G of the Final EIS for details.

Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #167 for response.

As noted by the Town of Ashland, the 2009 Decision Brief:
Alternatives Considered but Dismissed, Richmond to
Doswell, VA, was developed by DRPT and approved by FRA
to evaluate using the Buckingham Branch Railroad for the
proposed high speed passenger service, bypassing both
Ashland and Staples Mill Road Stations. In 2009, Hanover
County, Henrico County, the Town of Ashland, and
Randolph-Macon College all opposed moving passenger
service to the Buckingham Branch Railroad. In preparing the
Draft EIS, FRA and DRPT reevaluated use of the Buckingham
Branch Railroad, both as a potential passenger route and as a
freight diversion route. FRA and DRPT dismissed
alternatives using the Buckingham Branch Railroad from
further consideration in the DC2RVA Draft EIS due to
substantial impacts to wetlands, cultural resources, property,
infrastructure, and rail operations. The Ashland/Hanover
CAC also evaluated the Buckingham Branch Railroad for
both passenger and/or freight diversion, and eliminated the
use of the Buckingham Branch Railroad from their further
consideration.

Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #179 for response.
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(Response to comment 182 on previous page)
183. Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #180 for response.

184. DRPT eliminated the area north of Vaughan Road for a new
Ashland station as part of the alternatives analysis process
and it was not considered as part of any of the Build
Alternatives analyzed in the Draft EIS (refer to DRPT-
numbered statement #150 for additional response). The
Preferred Alternative for the Ashland Area is Build
Alternative 5A: Maintain Two Tracks Through Town and,
per the CTB resolution of December 6, 2017, will not include
any modifications to the existing station location.

185. Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #179 for response. Build
Alternatives 5B and 5D, each adding a track at grade through
Ashland, have been evaluated in detail in the Draft EIS, and
were not selected by FRA as the Preferred Alternative.

186. The North Ashland park polygon shown on Figure 3.14-1 in the
Draft EIS was obtained from the VDOT CEDAR database - VA
DCR “conservation land” dataset (July 2017). Section 4(f) applies
when the land is one of the enumerated types of publicly owned
lands and the public agency that owns the property has formally
designated and determined it to be significant for park, recreation
area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge purposes. Evidence of
formal designation would be the inclusion of the publicly owned
land, and its function as a Section 4(f) property into a city or county
Master Plan; an expression of interest or desire is not sufficient.
While the North Ashland Park is included the Town of Ashland’s
Comprehensive Plan and Parks and Recreation Master Plan, the
park location and boundaries are not clearly identified. Additional
conversations in January 2018 with Mr. Joseph Collins, Town of
Ashland Parks and Recreation Coordinator, indicate the
development of North Ashland Park stalled several years ago due
to the recession and the location for the development of the future
park was never established. The future land use in this area is
identified as a mix of government and open space. Given this
information, this area would not be considered a Section 4(f)
resource at this time. North Ashland Park has been removed as a
Section 4(f) resource as indicated in the errata table for the Draft
EIS, which is Appendix A of the Final EIS.

(Responses are continued on next page)
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187. The parcel affected in the vicinity of Giddy Up Lane is Parcel
ID 7779-76-4998. It is the common area of the Lance and Bridle
subdivision. There are no residential relocations in this area.

188. Partial parcel acquisition and one commercial relocation on
Ashcake Road would occur under Build Alternative 5B as
evaluated in the Draft EIS. However, Alternative 5A was
selected as the Preferred Alternative for Area 5; refer to Final
EIS Section 5.11 for impacts of the Preferred Alternative on
Community Resources, including relocations.
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189.

The comment was provided verbatim previously; refer to
DRPT-numbered statement #156 for response.

190. and 191. The Ashland/Hanover Visitor Center would be

192.
193.

relocated under one option evaluated in the Draft EIS, Build
Alternative 5D. However, Alternative 5A is the Preferred
Alternative for Area 5, which does not affect the existing
Ashland/Hanover Visitor Center. The designation of the
Ashland/Hanover Visitor Center to a community facility has
been corrected; refer to the errata table for the Draft EIS,
which is Appendix A to the Final EIS.

The discussion of relocations, closures, and acquisitions in
Appendix Q of the Draft EIS are accurate, other than as noted
above.

Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #167 for response.

DRPT acknowledges the economic impact analysis that was
conducted by a third party at the request of the Town, which
DEQ has provided as an attachment to this letter. Refer to
DRPT-numbered statement #236 for response.
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194. Refer to DRPT-numbered statements #178 and #179 for
response.

195. Refer to DRPT-numbered statement #180 for response.



TIER Il FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

196. This letter was provided to DRPT prior to the publication of
the Draft EIS (on September 8, 2017), and are not specific
comments on the content of the Draft EIS. Between receiving
this letter and publishing the Draft EIS, DRPT coordinated
with the Town of Ashland to address the comments
contained within this letter. The comments in this letter are
addressed in analyses and documentation that represents the
Draft EIS. Notwithstanding, additional details on this
comment are included in the attachment from the Ashland
Museum; refer to DRPT-numbered statements #201-235 for a
detailed response.
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(Response to comment 196 on previous page)
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197. Similar comments from the Ashland Museum were provided
under separate cover from the Ashland Town Manager; refer to
DRPT-numbered statement #197. Additional details on this
comment are included in the attachment from the Ashland
Museum; refer to DRPT-numbered statements #201 through
#235 for detailed responses on these topics.
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(Response to comment 197 on previous page)
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198.

199.

The bypass was the subject of a Phase IA reconnaissance
study rather than a full identification-level study as part of
the Draft EIS process for numerous reasons, primarily due to
the width of the bypass corridor and the archaeological best
practice to avoid excavations where possible. It is fully
understood that the Phase IA reconnaissance study is a
planning document only and does not replace the need for
full survey. Rather, this work identified areas that would
require archaeological survey and above-ground resources
needing study should this alternative be considered.
Alternative 5A: Maintain Two Tracks Through Town
(without station or roadway modifications between Vaughan
Road and Ashcake Road) was selected as the Preferred
Alternative for the Ashland Area (refer to Section 4.3.5 of the
Final EIS for details on the selection process).

Because the bypass was not selected as the Preferred
Alternative, no additional cultural resource studies beyond
the Phase IA study were necessary.

These comments were provided verbatim under separate
cover; refer to DRPT-numbered statement #197.
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200. There are no physical impacts to this building under any of

the Area 5 Build Alternatives, including the Preferred
Alternative 5A: Maintain Two Tracks Through Town.
University properties would be covered under relocations as
an institutional entity (not business or community entities),
but this is not applicable as the building is not being relocated
as part of the Project.

The Project requires compliance with the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966. Since 2014, FRA and DRPT have
been complying with this legislation, including Project
initiation, determination of an area of potential effects (APE),
archaeological studies with predictive model, and
architectural identification- and evaluation-level surveys of
the APE. All studies have been coordinated with DHR and
details on these studies and the ensuing coordination can be
found in Draft EIS Appendices R and U and Final EIS
Appendices D, E, and K.

Randolph-Macon College and the Randolph-Macon
extension are both historic properties within the Project APE.
As such, DRPT evaluated impacts to these historic resources,
both direct and indirect. FRA evaluated the potential impacts
of the Project on these resources and determined that the
Project will have no effect. DHR concurred with these
determinations.
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201. through 235. DRPT commenced coordination with the

Ashland Museum in January 2015 and has continued a
dialogue with the Museum and the Town of Ashland since
that time. Beyond documents sent to all consulting parties,
DRPT held one-on-one calls and meetings due to the sensitive
nature of cultural resources in this area. On May 12, 2017,
DRPT held a call between the team and the Town planning
department to discuss the Section 106 process. On May 15,
2017, DRPT held a follow-up call with representatives from
the Town and Ashland Museum. During these calls, DRPT
presented information on the legal parameters of the studies
as well as information on the Project findings. In turn, the
Town and Museum presented data on the history of their
community and their concerns regarding cultural resources.
One item that was discussed was a concurrent investigation
(as of the summer of 2017) of architectural properties in the
historic district. The Town and DHR had teamed to host a
cost-share project to resurvey the Ashland Historic District,
evaluate the resources within the district, and make
recommendations on boundary changes for the district, if
appropriate. Commonwealth Heritage Group was selected to
do this work. Because of the nature of the projects, the cost
share resurvey project area and the DC2RVA Project area
overlapped. DRPT reviewed the results of the cost share
resurvey project upon completion and compared the results
to the DC2RVA work. The results were discussed with the
Town of Ashland, Ashland Museum, and DHR extensively.

(Responses are continued on next page)
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DRPT received written comments on the technical reports from
the Town of Ashland on May 31, 2017 and from the Ashland
Museum on May 30 and June 19, 2017. DRPT evaluated all
comments in light of the Commonwealth study and the DHR
determinations on NRHP eligibility. On October 11, 2017,
DRPT held a consulting party meeting in Ashland with
representatives of the Town, Ashland Museum, and Hanover
County present. During this meeting, DRPT presented the
results of their investigations on the data presented by the
Town and Ashland Museum in their May 30, May 31, and June
19 letters. In sum, the cost-share resurvey project, presented the
same NRHP eligibility recommendations in their documents as
DRPT on all resources within the DC2RVA area of potential
effects (APE). In addition, DRPT met with the DHR to discuss
the letters on July 26, 2017 and go over the Town and
Museum’s concerns. The DHR elected to not expand the APE
and said that the matching NRHP determinations presented by
DRPT and the cost-share resurvey project appeared accurate.
No changes in eligibility were made by the DHR at this time.
Upon hearing these results at the October 11 meeting, the Town
stated that the results of this subsequent study appeared valid
and satiated their concerns. The Museum did not concur but
stated that they appreciated the follow up. Given the results of
these investigations, the APE was only expanded in those few
cases where DRPT adjusted the limits of disturbance (LOD). In
general, the APE in Ashland was not expanded beyond the
Draft EIS limits and the previous NRHP eligibility results for
resources studied for the Draft EIS were not changed.
However, additional studies in areas where the LOD has been
modified since the Draft EIS were completed, and the results
were sent to all consulting parties for comment. These results
are also presented in the Final EIS. The results of the additional
LOD studies were coordinated with the Ashland Museum and
Town of Ashland through emails, telephone calls, and in -
person meetings. See Chapter 5 and Appendix E of the Final
EIS for additional details.
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)
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(For response to comments 201 through 235, refer to pages B-178 and B-
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VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

(For response to comments 201 through 235, refer to pages B-178 and B-
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RESPONSES TO STATE AGENCY COMMENTS

VIRGINIA DEQ (continued)

236. DRPT acknowledges that the Town of Ashland
commissioned an economic report and has included the
report in its formal comments.

NEPA requires FRA to evaluate the physical impacts of
construction of no-build and build alternatives. Relocation of
businesses is the primary adverse economic effect of a build
alternative. Build Alternative 5A, the Preferred Alternative
for Area 5, has one business relocation on Ashcake Road due
to the grade separation of Ashcake Road and the CSXT tracks
for safety and traffic mobility purposes. There are adequate
replacement properties available for relocation purposes in
the area.

The economic report commissioned by the Town of Ashland
focused on “two general categories [of construction
alternatives] that are likely to have a significantly disruptive
impact”: “the proposals that add a third above-ground track”
and “constructing the three-track trench” (Mangum, p.15).
Alternative 5A, the Preferred Alternative for Area 5, does not
fall into either of these categories and was not formally
assessed in the report. Nevertheless, the “Disruptive Impact
of Construction” is addressed in Section 4.11.1 of the Draft
EIS and Section 5.11.1 of the Final EIS and comes to a similar
conclusion as the report.

The construction management plan (to be developed once
final design is complete and construction is to commence)
will include provisions to maintain access during
construction to all businesses/buildings not being relocated.
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IMPACT STATEMENT

VIRGINIA DHR

1.

The Department of Rail and Public Transportation (DRPT) is
committed to continuing coordination of all cultural resource
components with the Virginia Department of Historic
Resources (VDHR) through completion of the Tier II
environmental process, final design, and implementation, and
will disseminate data as available, in accordance with Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.
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