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‘The National Park Service (NPS) National Capital Parks — East, in collaboration with the District of
Columbia Department of Transportation, is proposing to realignment Section 3 of the Anacostia
Riverwalk Trail through the Kenilworth portion of Anacostia Park. This section of trail is a realignment
of a trail sectton previously identified in 2004. 1t is located east of the Anacostia River in the northeast
section of Washington, D.C., and extends into Maryland, A pedestrian bridge located across the
Anacostia River will connect Anacostia Park with the U.S. National Arboretum. This section of trail will
also serve to link other sections of the Anacostia Riverwalk (ARW) Trail, as well as other District tic-ins.

The purpose of the project is to realign Section 3 of the Anacostia Riverwalk Trail, which had previously
been identificd and analyzed in the 2004 Anacostia Riverwalk Trail Environmental Assessment that
covered three sections of the trail. The Anacostia Riverwalk provides a safe and convenient means for
Park visitors 1o access the Anacostia River waterfront and enjoy Anacostia Park. The realignment of
Section 3 of the Anacostia Riverwalk Trail is needed based on additional site investigations and reviews
that were conducted after the completion of the 2004 environmental assessment. A field assessment
showed that the previously identified alignment had security and construction feasibility issues that had
not been known or anticipated. The rcalignment will avoid these issues and will also provide a more
natural visitor experience for users. The realignment will provide better connectivity for visitors,
including a pedestrian bridge across the Anacostia River, connecting the Park with the U.S. Department
of Agriculture’s National Arboretum, In addition, there is a possibility of crossing a portion of the
Kentlworth Park South Landfill located in the Park as part of Section 3, which would keep the trail closer
to the riverbank. NPS is currently working to complete the Feasibility Study for clcanup of the landfill.
A second phasc of the trail location can now be accommodated and has been considered and analyzed
along with the realignment,

The NPS completed an environmental assessment (EA) that provides an analysis of the environmental
conscquences of the alternatives considered for the project. This EA was prepared in accordance with
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended (NEPA), its implementing regulations by the
Council on Environmental Quality (40 CFR 1500-1508), and Director's Order 12, Conservation Planning,
Environmental Impact Analysis and Decision-Making, and accompanying Handbook,

SELECTED ALTERNATIVE

Based on the analysis presented in the EA, the NPS has selccted alternative B, Realignment of Section 3
of the Anacostia Riverwalk, for implementation. The selected alternative is a revision of the preferred
alignment of Section 3 (alternative 3A) as presented in the 2004 Aracostia Riverwalk Trail EA. The
project includes two phases. Phase I will use portions of the existing roadway network in order to bypass
the southern portion of the Kenilworth Park Landfill, located in the project area, which is not available for
immediate use due to remediation activities that are underway,

‘The realigned Section 3 trail will then head west on Hayes Street, wrapping around Hayes Sireet and
Mayfair Terrace. In this section, Anacostia Avenue is 34 feet wide and is composed of two 12-foot travel
lanes that will be shared by vehicles and bicycles and two 5-foot unmarked parking areas, onc on each
side of the street. Pedestrians will use the existing sidewalk areas. Along Hayes Street, existing parking
will be climinated and a barrier will be put in place on the street to protect trail users {rom traffic and
existing bus routes. Hayes Street is currently 36 feet wide, including the on-street parking. The trail
width will remain at 10 feet with a 4-foot barrier, allowing for 22 feet of roadway.

The trail will then leave Hayes Street, turn north, and cross over the Watts Branch creek on an existing
pedestrian bridge. The proposed trail will traverse Deane Avenue and continue north toward the
Kenilworth Recreation Center and the intersection of 40th Street SE and Anacostia Avenue, The trail will
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then turn west toward the river, traversing the northern edge of Kenilworth Park North (KPN) Landfill
and just south of the boundary (o the Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens. The capped KPN Landfill is open to
the public and provides recreational opportunities. In this section, the trail will again be built on 1-2 feet
fill to prevent any soil disturbance on top of the landfill. Information from the Remedial Investigations
for the Kenilworth Park, which is currently underway, will indicate any additional work nceded at the site
to provide long-term protection frem landfill material associated with the site.

If funding is available, under phase I, the trail will include a bridge across the Anacostia River to provide
connectivity between Anacostia Park and the National Arboretum. The bridge abutment on the eastern
bank of the Anacostia River will be located on top of the northern portion of the Kenilworth Park
Landfill. Steps to remediate the land will occur prior to bridge installation. Additionally, a small dock
(12-foot by I2-foot) will be installed in the area of the bridge to accommodate safe landings and entrics
into the Anacostia River.

Phase I is a final alignment that would be constructed after the completion of CERCLA remediation
activities occurring at the existing Kenilworth Park South (KPS) Landfill, which is currently closed to the
public. The alignment would avoid the use of any existing streets and would continue the ARW Trail
along the east bank of the Anacostia River. The phase I alignment will remain open and wili allow local
residents more direct access to the entire ARW Trail.

The selected alternative consists of multi-use trail options that generally parallel the Anacostia River. The
typical construction needed for the realignment of the trail (¢.g., the width, material, and landscaping) will
vary by location. For cxample, in arcas that are currently maintained as turf, the section will consist of a
12-foot-wide asphalt path that meanders around existing trees and wetlands. The trail will be reduced to
10 feet wide in the area of the Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens. The trail will be landscaped with additional
trees and plants. In environmentally sensitive arcas such as wetlands and river edges, the walkway will
be constructed as a boardwalk. Other portions of the trail will include reconstructing existing roadways,
and constructing the trail in existing sidewalk arcas. In areas of potential contamination, he trail will be
built upward by 1-2 feet to prevent any soil disturbance. The shoulders of the path will be widened in
these areas, allowing for a gentle stope from the raised trail.

OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

In addition to the NPS selected alternative described above, the EA analyzed a no acticn alternative.
Under the no action alternative, the NPS would not construct a new trail or make any enhancements to
existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Visitors would continue to use the River Trail to access the
river and the trail around the historic ponds, but there would be no other routes used by visitors or Park
neighbors to access the Park. The NPS would continue to maintain and operate Anacostia Park and
implement minor improvements as part of its normal maintenance and safety operations. Sections 1 and 2
of the ARW Trail would be completed as planned.

ENVIRONMENTALLY PREFERABLE ALTERNATIVE

The NPS is required to identify the environmentally preferable alternative in its NEPA documents for
public review and comment. The NPS, in accordance with the Department of the Interior policies
contained in the Departmental Manual (DM; 516 DM 4.10) and the CEQ NEPA's Forty Most Asked
Questions, detines the environmentally preferable alternative as the alternative that best promotes the
national environmental policy expressed in NEPA (section 101[b][516 DM 4.10]). In itsNEPA’s Forty
Most Asked Questions, the CEQ further clarifies the identification of the environmentally preferable
alternative, stating, “Ordinarily, this means the alternative that causes the least damage to the biological
and physical environment; it afso means the alternative which best protects, preserves, and enhances
historic, cultural, and natural resources” (CEQ n.d).

After completing the environmental analysis, the NPS identified the selected alternative as the
environmentally preferable alternative in this EA because it best meets the definition established by the
CEQ. The selected alternative improves visitor use and experience in Anacostia Park and the District as a
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whole, while avoiding culturally sensitive arcas. The selected alternative provides beneficial uses of
Anacostia Park, allowing for a regional bicycle and pedestrian connection without degradation of Park
resources. The selected alternative minimizes impacts on wetlands, forests, and trees and places a priority
on retaining highly desirable native tree species. Additionally, the no action alternative (alternative A)
would not meet the goals of this project and would not be able 1o provide a link between the first two
sections of the ARW and other District tie-ins.

MITIGATION MEASURES OF THE ACTION ALTERNATIVE

The NPS places a strong emphasis on avoiding, minimizing, and mitigating potentially adverse
environmental impacts. To help ensure the protection of natural and cultural resources and the quality of
the visitor experience, the following protective measures will be implemented as part of the selected
alternative. The NPS will implement an appropriate level of monitoring throughout the construction
process to help ensure that protective measures are being properly implemented and are achieving their
intended results.

SOILS
During the construction period, the NPS will follow all applicable federal and District regulations and
implement the following mitigation measures to minimize adverse impacts on soils:
» The NPS will adhere to an erosion- and sediment-control plan completed in accordance with
chapter 5 of title 21 and chapter 31 of title 20, District of Columbia Municipal Regulations.

& The NPS will reduce or mintmize adverse impacts by employing best management practices to
prevent and control soil erosion and sedimentation during the construction and operation of the
trail.

VEGETATION
e The NPS will minimize cutting trees whenever possible, Preliminary trail design was routed to

avoid healthy native trees. Instead, unhealthy or invasive trees are slated for removal wherever
feasible.

* The NPS will clearly note vegetation clearing limits on construction documents and will mark
them in the field to minimize the disturbance and alteration of vegetation and wildlife habitat.

¢ The NPS will incorporate native tree planting along the new trail.
WILDLIFE AND WILDLIFE HABITAT
e Vegetation clearing will outside the breeding season for birds (typically April through August)
and/or will not remove occupied bird nests.
WETLANDS
o The NPS will use appropriate crosion and siltation controls during construction, including
stabilization of all exposed soil or fill material at the earliest practicable date, and use silt fcnce
and other appropriate sediment control BMPs,
* The NPs will avoid the use of heavy equipment in wetlands to the greatest extent possible.
¢ The NPS will place excavated material on an upland site,
*  Work will be coordinated to avoid impacting resident amphibians during their breeding seasons
(late February to carly November).
» The NPS will minimize shade impacts, to the extent practicable, in the northern portion of the
realigned section.
VISITOR USE AND EXPERIENCE
® The NPS will avoid construction during peak visitor use periods (e.g., weekends, holidays, and
summer months) to avoid disruption for visitors.
HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY

e The NPS will develop a safety plan prior to the initiation of construction to ensure the safety of
Park visitors, workers, and Park personnel.
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e The NPS will place construction fencing at the intersections of the construction area and
anywhere else visible to visitors to discourage visitors from entering a construction site,

e The NPS will elevate trail in areas of known or potential contamination to avoid ground
disturbance and mobilization of soils.

NEIGHBORHOODS
s The NPS will conduct all construction activitics during daylight hours to avoid noisc impacts on
Park neighbors.
CULTURAL RESOURCES

s If archeological resources are discovered during construction, the NPS will halt all work in the
immediate vicinity of the discovery until the resources can be identified and documented and an
appropriate mitigation strategy developed. The NPS will consult with the District of Columbia
Historic Preservation Office (DCHPOQ), the NPS, and/or the NPS regional archaeologist to ensure
that the protection of resources is addressed. In the unlikely event that human remains, funerary
objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony are discovered during construction, the
NPS will follow provisions outlined in the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation
Act (25 USC 3001) of 1990.

e A geoarchaeological survey will be conducted on the west side of the Anacostia River, adjacent
to the National Arboretum, prior to the trail bridge being built. I archaeological resources or
buried land surfaces are identified, these locations will be protected during construction activities.
This will be foltowed by appropriate documentation for any National Register—eligible resources
that cannot be avoided during consiruction.

¢ The Anacostia seawall will be protected during any adjacent construction activities and during
any temporary berthing and loading/unloading of construction equipment,

WHY THE SELECTED ALTERNATIVE WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON
THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

As documented in the EA, the NPS has determined that the selected alternative, alternative B (NPS preferred
alternative), can be implemented without significant adverse effects. As defined in 40 CFR §1508.27,
significance is determined by examining the following criteria:

Impacts that may have both beneficial and adverse aspects and which on balance may be beneficial,
but that may still have significant adverse impacts that require analysis in an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS): Soils, vegetation, wildlife and wildlife habitat, wetlands, visitor use and experience,
human health and safety, neighborhoods, cultural landscapes, historic structures and districts and
archacological resources will experience both beneficial and adverse impacts as a result of implementing
the selected alternative; however, no significant impacts were identified that will require analysis in an
E1S. There will be short-term negligible {0 minor adverse impacts and long-term minor adverse impacts
on soils from carth-moving activities during construction and stormwater runoff from the increase in
impervious surface. Adverse impacts on vegetation from construction staging areas will be short-term,
adverse, and negligible. There will also be long-term moderate adverse impacts on vegetation from tree
removal along the trail alignment, however a full tree survey was completed, and healthy, mature trees
will be avoided when feasible. Trees slated for removal were chosen based on their condition, size, and
whether or not they are native or invasive species. The selected alternative will result in short-term minor
adverse impacts on wildlife during the construction period from the noise and activities associated with
construction equipment and there will be long-term minor adverse impacts on wildlifc and wildlife habitat
from the removal of trees along the alignment. Wherever possible, the trail alignment has avoided
wetlands, however the selected alternative will result in long-term minor adverse impacts on
approximately 0.029 acres of wetlands.

Impacts from constructing the realignment of section 3 of the ARW Trail will result in short-term
negligible to minor adverse impacts on visitor use and experience and human health and safety during the
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construction period due to equipment noise and closure of some areas of the Park. The sclected
alternative will have long-term beneficial impacts on visitor usc and experience due to the increased trail
access. There will be long-term beneficial impacts on human health and safety from formalized river
access and improved pedestrian and cyclist access throughout Anacostia Park. The implementation of the
sclected alternative will result in short-term minor adverse impacts on neighborhoods as a result of the
construction activities but long-term beneficial impacts to neighborhoods from access improvements.
Impacts to cultural landscapes will be long-term, negligible to minor and adverse from the introduction of
a new visual element. Similarly, the impacts on historic structures and districts from the selected
alternative will be long-term, minor and adverse. Impacts on archaeological resources under the selected
alternative could range from negligible to minor, depending on the relative loss of integrity and
tnformation potential,

Degree of effect on human health or safety: The selected alternative will not adversely affect public
health or safety. During the construction of phase I, clear closure signs will be posted in order to prevent
visitors from inadvertently entering the construction site, and the NPS will formulate a health and safety
plan. With these mitigation measures, impacts on health and safety during the construction period will be
short-term, negligible, and adverse. In arcas of potential soil contamination, the trail will be elevated
from grade and constructed on 1-2 feet of fill material to avoid disturbance of any soils. Phase I will
provide a direct connection between the end of Section 2 of the ARW Trail, through Anacostia Park, to
the Bladensburg Trail, improving visitor safety by climinating the need for trail users to be routed onto
public roads without a separate trail lane. Additionally, the inclusion of a formalized launch location
(dock) on the eastern bank for kayakers and canocists will improve human health and safety in the project
area. Due to these improvements, phase I will result in a long-term beneficial impact on human healih
and safety.

The construction of the phase Il alignment will provide visitors with a continuous trail along the riverside
after the remediation at the KPS Landfill has been completed or once the landfill area has been cleared for
public use, similar to KPN Landfill. Since phase II will not be constructed until the remedial
investigations have been completed and proper remediation and mitigation measures have been
developed, phase I1 will have no long-term adverse impacts on human health and safety. Short-term
impacts during construction will be similar to phase 1. Phase Il will eliminate the need for Park users to
use the existing road network, further improving the safety of users on the trail.

The implementation of the selected alternative will result in short-term negligible adverse and long-term
beneficial impacts on human health and safety. Therc will be long-term beneficiat cumulative tmpacts on
human health and safety, with the selected alternative having a noticeable beneficial contribution and
slight adverse contribution to human health and safety.

Unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural resources, park
lands, wetlands, prime farmlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas: The project
arca does not contain any prime farmlands, wild and scenic rivers, ecologically critical areas, or Park
lands other than the NPS property that is the subject of this EA.

Phase T will occur within the boundaries of Nationa) Register—eligible Anacostia Park and adjacent to the
potentially eligible Anacostia River Seawall. On the cast side of the Anacostia River, the trail will run
adjacent to the Anacostia River Seawall in the Kenilworth Marsh directly northwest of the Aquatic
Gardens. The construction of the trail adjacent to Anacostia Seawall will not result in a loss of integrity
because the proposed action will not involve physical changes to the seawall. These actions will
somewhat alter aspects of the setting of Anacostia Park and the Anacostia Seawall; however, they will not
diminish the integrity of character-defining features or compromise the overall integrity of historic
resources, resulting n indirect long-term minor adverse impacts, or no adverse effect under section 106,
on historic structures and districts.

Phase I will also include a pedestrian bridge, which wilt cross the Anacostia River at the location of
Kenilworth Park on the cast side of the river and at the southwest corner of the National Arboretum on the
west side of the river. The pedestrian bridge will not directly damage the fabric of the Anacostia Seawall
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because the pilings and the bridge itsell will bypass the seawall. However, mitigation measurcs will be
implemented during construction 1o ensure that the seawall is not damaged indirectly. The design of the
bridge will be completed in consultation with the DC HPO and will undergo review by the Commission
of Fine Arts and the National Capital Planning Commission, ensuring the bridge design will minimize
any impacts to cultural landscapes and the viewshed of the vicinity, Short-term and long-term minor
adverse impacts will be mitigated in the construction permit and will involve fencing off and protecting
the seawall during construction activities.

The construction of the bridge will introduce a new visual element adjacent to the National Arboretum
property and the adjacent Langston Golf Course. While the trail will follow an existing gravel road,
approaches to the bridge and the temporary staging area will require minimal clearing of trees and
vegetation directly adjacent to the National Arboretum property near the terminus of Holly Springs Drive,
a road accessible to visitors. Overall, these activities under phase I will not significantly diminish the
integrity of character-defining featurcs or compromise the overall integrity of these historic resources.
Trees remaining along the road in the National Arboretum and trees along the edges of the Langston Golf
Course will serve as a buffer and for the most part will obstruct views of the bridge and the staging area.
The staging area will be removed after construction. While the views of the bridge, trail, and dock, and
the loss of vegetation will somewhat reduce the integrity of setting, the integrity of the districts as a wholg
will be retained. Therefore, these activities will have short-term and long-term minor impacts, or #o
adverse effect under Section 106, on historic structures and districts.

Phase II will occur within the boundaries of National Register—eligible Anacostia Park and adjacent to the
potentially eligible Anacostia River Seawall in Anacostia Park. While these actions will somewhat alter
aspects of the setting, thcy will not diminish the integrity of character-defining features or compromise
the overall integrity of these historic resources, Therefore, these activities will have long-term minor
adverse impacts, or ko adverse effect under Section 106, on historic structures and districts.

Phase I will occur in the marshland adjacent to National Register-listed Kenilworth Gardens Cultural
Landscape. On the cast side of the Anacostia River, the trail will run adjacent to the Anacostia River
Scawall in the Kenilworth Marsh directly northwest of the Aquatic Gardens. Although the trail will be
located in Kenilworth Marsh, a contributing feature to the Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens Cultural
Landscape, the trail will not compromise the integrity of the marsh because trails and paths are already
present in Kenilworth Marsh. These actions will somewhat alter aspects of the setting; however, they will
not diminish the integrity of character-defining features or compromise the overall integrity of the
Kenitworth Aquatic Gardens Cultural Landscape, resulting in indirect long-term minor adverse impacts,
or no adverse effect under Section 106, on cultural landscapes.

Phase Il will follow the eastern bank of the Anacostia, joining the phase I alignment south of the
Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens. Phase II would occur adjacent to National Register-listed Kenitworth
Gardens, While these actions would somewhat alter aspects of the setting, they would not diminish the
ntegrity of character-defining features or compromise the overall integrity of the Kenilworth Gardens
Culwral Landscape. Therefore, these activities will have indirect long-term negligible adverse impacts,
or no adverse effect under Section 106, on cultural landscapes.

Wetland impacts are estimated to be approximately 1,260 square feet (0.029 acre). Most impacts on
wetlands and waterways resulting from construction will be temporary. Boardwalks through wetland
areas will be constructed in a low-impact manner. Low-impact construction methods include setting the
first boardwatk pilings from an adjacent non-wetland area and then proceeding with construction of the
trusses and planking to complete an initial portion of the boardwalk. The work will then proceed linearly,
with all construction equipment using the newly constructed section of boardwalk as a working platform
to extend the trail through the wetland area. All construction equipment will remain within the ultimate
footprint of the trail. The activities in these areas may cause a temporary disturbance; however, the
construction of the boardwalk areas will not lead to a substantial loss of wetlands. Wetlands WA, WD,
and WI (see chapter 3 of the EA) are expected to experience long-term localized minor adverse direct
impacts from the construction of the proposed trail (1,200 square feet or 0.027 acre). All actions will
incorporate mitigations to minimize the impacts to wetlands. Such mitigations include avoiding the use
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of heavy machinery within wetlands to the extent possible; utilizing best management practices (such as
stlt fencing) to minimize permanent impacts on wetlands and to prevent sediment and fill material from
accumulating in wetlands as well as downstream from the wetlands: and coordinating the construction to
avoid impacting resident amphibians during their breeding seasons,

The construction of a pedestrian bridge across the Anacostia River will impact an additional 40 square
feet of wetlands from two of the bridge pilings in the river where the average low water level is less than
2 meters deep. Similarly, the construction of the small dock will displace up to an additional 20 square
feet of wetland due to pilings. The additional impacts on wetlands increase the combined impact to 0.029
acre.

As the result of increased impervious surface area from the proposed trail, wetlands adjacent to the trail
may experience increased stormwater runoff, resulting in long-term minor adverse impacts. Overall,
impacts from phase I will result in long-term minor adverse impacts on wetlands.

A Statement of Findings (SOF) for wetlands was not required for this EA because it would involve a
foot/bicycle trail or boardwalk where the primary purposc includes public education, interpretation, or
enjoyment of wetland resources and where the total wetland impact from fitl placement would be 0.1 acre
or less, This 1s an excepted action persection 4.2.1(g) “renovation” in Procedural Manual 77-1: Wetland
Protection. Because of the construction of the bridge and boat launch within the floodplain, an SOF for
floodplains was completed per Director’s Order 77-2: Floodplain Management Guideline (see attached).
However, the bridge and boat launch will not impede or accelerate high ftows or inhibit the ability of the
floodplain to dispersc the volume and energy of floodwaters from the Anacostia River. The Floodplain
SOF concludes that impacts to floodplain functions and values would be negligible, and the topic of
floodplains was therefore dismissed from further analysis in the EA.

Degree to which effects on the quality of the human environment are likely to be highly controversial:
No highly controversial effects in terms of scientific uncertainties as a result of the selected alternative
were identified during the preparation of the EA or by the public during the public comment period.

Degree ta which the possible effects on the quality of the human environment are highly uncertain or
involve unique or unknown risks: No highly uncertain, unique, or unknown risks were identified during
either preparation of the EA or through public comment.

Degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future actions with significant effects or
represents a decision in principle about a future consideration: The selected alternative neither
establishes a NPS precedent for future actions with significant effects nor represents a decision in
principle about a future consideration.

Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively
significant impacts: Implementation of the selected alternative will have no significant cumulative
impacts, As described in the EA, past, present, and future actions and projects within the project area that
could affect soils, vegetation, wildlife and wildlife habitat, wetlands, visitor use and experience, human
health and safety, neighborhoods, cultural landscapes, historic structures and districts and archaeological
resources include the Anacostia Waterfront Initiative, Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) response actions at Kenilworth Park Landfill, Combined
Sewer Overflows (CS5Q), the Anacostia Watershed Restoration Plan, reconstruction of Kenilworth
Avenue NE (1-295) at Foote Street, completion of sections 1 and 2of the ARW Trail, the 11™ Street
bridges project, CERCLA response actions at Poplar Point and Poplar Point redevelopment.

Projects that could affect soils in or around the project area include the completion of Sections 1 and 2 of
the ARW Trail, the CSO project, the reconstruction of at I-295, and the remediation of the Kenilworth
Park Landfill. Tmpacts on soils from these cumulative actions will result in short-term and long-term
minor adverse impacts. When combined with the localized short- and long-term negligible to minor
adverse impacts of the selected alternative, cumutative impacts on soils will be long-term, minor, and
adverse.
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Projects that could affect vegetation inciude the completion of Sections 1 and 2 of the ARW Trail, the
CS0 project, and the remediation of the Kenilworth Park Landfill. Impacts on vegetation from these
cumulative actions will result in short-term and long-term minor adverse impacts. When combined with
the localized short-term negligible impacts and long-term moderate adverse impacts of the selected
alternative, cumulative impacts on vegetation will be long-term, moderate, and adverse

Projects that could affect wildlife and wildlife habitat include the completion of Sections | and 2 of the
ARW Trail and the restoration of the Anacostia River Watershed. Impacts on wildlife and wildlife
habitat from these cumulative actions will result in short-term and long-term minor adverse impacts from
increased visitor access and disturbance in areas that were previously undeveloped. When combined with
the short-term and long-term minor adverse impacts of the selected alternative. cumulative impacts on
wildlife and wildlife habitat will be long-term, minor, and adverse.

Impacts on wetlands from projects, including the construction of Sections 1 and 2 of the ARW Trail and
the Anacostia Watershed Restoration Project, would be long-term, minor, and adverse and long-term
beneficial. When combined with the long-term minor adverse impacts of the selected alternative,
cumulative impacts on wetlands will be long-term, minor, and adverse.

Projects that could affect visitor use and experience include the completion of Sections 1 and 2 of the
ARW Trail and the CSO project. Impacts on visitor use and experience {rom these cumulative actions
have had a beneficial impact as well as short-term, moderate adverse impacts. When combined with the
short-term, moderate and long-term minor adverse impacts and long-term beneficial impacts of the
selecled alternative, cumulative impacts on visitor use and experience will be long-term and beneficial.

Projects that could affect human health and safety include the remediation of the Kenilworth Park
Landfill and the Anacostia Watershed Restoration Project and are expected to have long-term beneficial
impacts on human health and safety by removing contaminants and improving water quality. When
combined with the long-term beneficial impacts and short-lerm minor adverse impacts of the selected
alternative, cumulative impacts on human health and safety will be long-term and beneficial.

Completed NPS projects in the vicinity of the project area, such as the construction of Sections 1 and 2 of
the ARW Trail, have had a beneficial impact on neighborhoods by improving Park access to the Park and
riverfront betow the project area. Future projects in the study area, including AWI projects and the
remediation of the Kenilworth Landfill, will have beneficial impacts on neighborhoods by removing
contamination and improving water quality in the vicinity of the neighborhoods. When combined with
the short-term intermittent minor adverse impacts and long-term beneficial impacts of the selected
alternative, cumulative impacts on neighborhoods will be long-term and beneficial.

Projects that could have impacts on cultural landscapes and historic structures and districts in the study
area include the 11th Street bridges project, the Poplar Point redevelopment project, and the Poplar Point
restoration project. The NEPA compliance for the Poplar Point redevelopment project is not yet
available, but the EIS for the 11th Street bridges project determined that the project will result in an
adverse effect on Anacostia Park because 1.5 acres of open recreation area will be lost. While the project
will not impact the seawalls themselves, it will impact land close 1o the seawalls on both sides of the
Anacostia River. Thus, a finding of adverse effect was recommended. Given the magnitude of these
three projects in Anacostia Park, especially the 11th Street bridges project, adverse impacts on historic
structures and districts are expected for Anacostia Park and the Anacostia River Seawall, which extends
into the present study area. As a result, cumulative impacts for the selected alternative for both cultural
landscapes and historic structures and districts will be long-term, minor, and adverse.

None of the projects considered in the cumulative impact analysis will have any effect on archacological
resources. The presence of National Register—cligible archacological resources in the study area is not
known; however, mitigation measures will likely include an archeological inventory and cvaluation study
that will include a geoarchacological investigation, followed by appropriate documentation for any
National Register—eligible resources that cannot be avoided during construction. Therefore, no significant
cumulative effects will be anticipated as a result of the sclected alternative.
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Degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways, structures, or objects listed
on National Register of Historic Places or may cause loss or destruction of significant scientific,
cultural, or historical resources: As stated in the EA, the project area is adjacent 1o a number of historic
resources that are listed on, or considered eligible, for the NHRP. The Section 106 process was used (o
define the area of potential effect and identify cultural resources within it, analyze the alternatives and
dectermine effects of the selected alternative, and identify minimization and mitigation actions.

All consultations with the DCHPO, as mandated in Section 106 of NHPA, occurred as part of the
development of the EA. The activities associated with the sclected alternative have the potential to
impact two National Register-listed or National Register—eligible properties and two properties that may
be National Register eligible but which have not been formally evalvated:

. Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens (National Register listed)

. Anacostia Park {National Register eligible)

. Anacostia River Seawall (potentially National Register eligible)
. Langston Golf Course (National Register listed)

Archaeological sites may exist in the project area as well.

The NPS began coordination with the DC HPO regarding the Section 3 ARW Trail realignment in 2010.
A revised section 106 consultation letter to include the pedestrian bridge was sent to the DCHPO in April
2011 (see appendix A of the EA). In a letter dated June 21, 2012 and follow-up e-mails dated June 27,
2012, the DCHPO concurred with a “‘no adverse effects” to historic resources within the project area, with
the condition of future geoarchaeology taking place in area of the trail bridge landing on the west bank of
the Anacostia River, adjacent to the National Arboretum, prior to any construction work. The DCHPO
stated concerns about potential adverse effects because the precise location of the identified site in the
project vicinity is only vaguely known, SINEO12, a Woodland period village in this area of Anacostia
River bank. Due to the potential for archaeological resources in this area of the project, the proposed
undertaking will include a geoarchaeological survey requirement in any construction permit or
authorization prior to any work taking place on the trail bridge on the western bank of the Anacostia
River, near the National Arboretum,

The EA includes an assessment of effect under Section 106 of the NHPA in the “Environmental
Consequences” section under “Cultural Resources,” and a copy of the EA was sent to the DCHPO to
complete the Section 106 compliance. The DDOT previously consulted with the Maryland Historic Trust
in 2004, and the proposed Section 3 alignment in Maryland has not changed. The Maryland Historic
Trust responded that no historic resources would be affected.

Degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened species or its critical
habitat: In accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, in April 2009 the NPS:
sent a letter to solicit comments from the USFWS regarding the existence of threatened or endangered
species in the project area. In April 2009, the USFWS responded, confirming that there are no threatened
or endangered species in the project area (see appendix A of the EA).

In April 2009, the NPS sent a letter to the MDNR Wildlife and Heritage Division and the District
Department of the Environment to request information on rare, threatened, and endangered specics in the
project area. The MDNR responded in April 2009, stating “there are no State or Federal records for rare,
threatened, or endangered species within the boundaries of the project site” (scc appendix A of the EA),
The District Department of the Environment has not yet responded.

Whether the action threatens a violation of federal, state, or local environmental protection law: The
selected alternative violates no federal, state, or local environmental protection laws.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
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NEPA regulations require an “early and open process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed
and for identifying the significant issues related to a proposed action.” To determine the scope of issues to
be analyzed in depth in this plan, meetings were conducted with Park staff and the public.

Public scoping for this EA began February 3, 2011, and concluded March 4, 2011, Notice of the public
scoping period was posted on the NPS Planning, Environment, and Public Comment website (PEPC), and
the NPS sent email notices of the meeting to individuals and organizations.

During the 30-day public comment period, comments were received from five community members that
were in support of the proposed trail alignment and pedestrian bridge. One commenter had several
concerns about security on the bridge and provided suggestions for lighting and emergency call boxes,
and also requested the inclusion of a monitored security system.

The EA was made available for public review and comment on December 20, 2011 through January 31,
2012, The EA was also placed on the NPS’s PEPC website. During the public comment period, the NPS
received 13 pieces of correspondence commenting on the proposed action. All 13 commenters were in
favor of the new alignment and bridge connecting Anacostia Park to the National Arboretum. One
commenier also requested that the trail include wayfinding/signage to direct users as well as a safety plan
including camcras, lighting, and emergency call boxes. The same commenter requested the trail
incorporate art and two commenters, including the District Office of Planning, requested that access to
local communities be incorporated into the design of the trail.

Friends of the Naticnal Arboretum, in addition to their support of alternative B, noted that there is an
additional entry point to the Arboretum, where pedestrians could enter directly into the Chinese Gardens
and also noted an existing floating dock on the west bank of the Anacostia River at this location. The
Friends of the National Arboretum also requested the NPS conduct more frequent maintenance where the
trail will be located adjacent to the Arboreturn boundary as well as requested coordination with the
National Arboretum if any construction equipment will need to be brought in through the Arboretum.

The District Office of Planning also provided their support for the construction of the realignment and
bridge as described under alternative B, but also requested the NPS provide additional analysis for other
recreational facilities that may be impacted by the trail. The District also suggested additional related
plans that were not included in the EA (Chapter 1) and requested that the importance and significance of
Anacostia Park be emphasized in the EA. No changes have been made to the EA as a result of the
comments received. All comments, including the NPS response to comments, are provided in attachment
| to this FONSI.
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CONCLUSION

The NPS has selected alternative B for implementation. In light of the impacts described in the EA for
the project and with guidance from NPS Management Policies 20006, natural and cultural resources
information, professional judgment, and considering agency and public comments, the impacts that will
result from the selected alternative will not impair any Park resources and values. The selected
alternative docs not constitute an action that normally requires preparation of an EIS. The sclected
alternative will not have a significant effect on the human environment. Negative environmental impacts
that could occur to Park natural and cultural resources are negligible to moderate in intensity. There will
be no significant impacts on soils, vegetation, wildlife and wildlife habitat, wetlands, visitor use and
experience, human health and safety, neighborhoods, cultural landscapes, historic structures and districts
and archacological resources. No highly uncertain or controversial impacts, unique or unknown risks,
significant cumulative effects, or clements of precedence were identified. Implementation of the selected
alternative will not violate any federal, state, or local environmental protection law.

Based on the foregoing an EIS is not required for this action and thus will not be prepared. This is a
finding of no significant impact.

Recommended: /f//%ﬁ / 2/7"2@//(_ J (//9 Q// 2

Alexcy Romero Date
Superintendent
National Capital Parks-East

L7212

Date

Regional Director
National Capital Region




IMPAIRMENT DETERMINATION

The determination on impairment has been prepared for the selected alternative. An impairment
determination is made for all resource impact topics analyzed for the selected allernative. An impairment
determination 1s not made for visitor use and expericnce, human health and safety, or neighborhoods
because impairment findings relate back to Park resources and values, and these impact arcas are not
generally considered to be Park resources or values according to the Organic Act, and cannot be impaired
in the samc way that an action can impair Park resources and values.

The NPS has determined that the implementation of the selected alternative will not constitute an
impairment to the resources or values of Anacostia Park. This conclusion is based on consideration of the
thorough analysis of the environmental impacts described in the EA, relevant scientific studies, the
comments provided by the public and others, and the professional judgment of the decision-maker guided
by the direction in NPS Management Policies 2006. Implementation of the NPS preferred alternative will
not result in impairment of Park resources or values whose conservation is (1) necessary to fullill specific
purposes identified in the Park’s establishing legislation, (2) key to the natural or cultural integrity of the
Park or to opportunities for enjoyment of the Park, or (3) identified in the Park’s management plan or
other relevant NPS planning documents as being of significance.

The selected alternative will result in short-term to long-term negligible to moderate adverse impacts on
some of the Park’s resources, which include soils. vegetation, wildlife and wildlife habitat, wetlands,
cultural landscapes, historic structures and districts and archaeological resources (subsurface resources).
Soils

Part of the purpose of Anacostia Park is to protect and preserve the Park’s natural resources, which
includes stabilized soils that support natural vegetation and wildlife habitat. Construction activities
associated with the selected alternative will involve ground disturbances such as grading, leveling, and
filling, which would result in disturbance of soils. Although the selected alternative will include the
clearing of vegetation and cxposure of soils, the impacts will be limited to the project areas and soil
productivity and characteristics will not change outside of the limit of disturbance. The use of permeable
materials and erosion control measures will ensure the alternative will not increase sedimentation in the
Anacostia River. Soils throughout the project area are mostly previously disturbed and will not
experience significant adverse impacts as a result of implementation of the preferred alternative. Since
the selected alternative will not inhibit the Park’s ability to protect natural resources, including stabilized
and productive soils, the selected alternative will not result in an overall impairment of soils.

Vegetation

One purpose of the Park s 1o preserve the natural scenery and forest while providing recreational
activities. While activities associated with the selected alternative will involve the removal of turf and
native vegetation including trees, vegetation in the proximity of the proposed boardwalk witl experience
only slight impacts to a relatively small portion of plants proposed 10 be affected. Although an estimated
200 trees will be removed through the selected aiternative in currently undisturbed areas, the popuiation
of these vegetative species will not be significantly compromised and the overall natural scenery will be
preserved. Additionally, preliminary trail design was routed to avoid healthy native trees. Instead,
unhealthy or invasive trees are slated for removal wherever feasible. Thercfore, impacts of the selected
alternative will not constitute an impatrment of vegetation.

Wildiife and Wildlife Habitat

Construction clements and visitor activities associated with the selected alternative will displace species
that currently use the areas of the proposed trail, resulting from human activity and noise associated with
construction activities, The mortality or injury of smaller, less mobile species could occur as a result of
construction; however, impacts to wildlife and wildlife habitat resulting from construction arc expected to
be minimal due to the relatively small area being affected and the ability of adjacent arcas to provide
adequate habitat. Wildlife disturbed in the area of the boardwalk are expected 10 be temporarily displaced
due to construction; however, wildlife habitat in these areas will not be significantly modified, and upon

12




the completion of construction, it is expected that wildlife will resume utilizing the area in a similar
manner as before. In previously disturbed areas, short-term affect to wildlife are expected during
construction, howcever, because of the pre-disturbed nature of these sites, once construction is completed
it is expected that wildlife will continue utilizing the area as before. In addition, construction will be
coordinated to avoid resident and migrant bird breeding seasons. Overall, activities associated with the
selected alternative arc not likely to constitute an impairment of wildlife or wildlife habitat.

Wetlands

Part of the purpose of Anacostia Park is to preserve the natural scenery and forests within the Park while
providing recreational opportunities and river access to the community. Part of the protection of natural
resources includes the protection and preservation of wetlands containcd within the Park. The
construction of the realignment of Scction 3 of the ARW trail was designed specificalty to avoid pocket
wetlands existing within the Park. Phase T of the trail will impact approximately 1,200 square feet of
wetlands, including the boardwalk section near the Maryland border. Approximately 60 squarc feet of
riverine wetlands will be impacted within the Anacostia River from the bridge and dock pilings. A totai
of 1,260 square feet or 0.029 acres of wetlands will be impacted. All work will be coordinated to avoid
impacting resident amphibians during their breeding seasons (late February to carly November).

Additionally, the ARW trail will help fulfill the Park purposc of providing recreational activities and river
access. This project 1s exempted from the statement of findings requirement because it is an “excepted
action” under Director’s Order #77-1, since it will involve a foot/bicycle trail or boardwalk where the
primary purpose includes public education, interpretation, or enjoyment of wetland resources and where
the total wetland impact from fill placement will be 0.1 acre or less.

While there will be direct impacts to wetlands, the impacts will not be significant, and the wetlands are
not key to the natural or cultural integrity of the Park outside of the Kenilworth Aquatic Garden area. The
Park will continue to be able to protect natural resources and will use mitigation measures to limit
impacts. Because the Park will continue to be able to meet the Park mission and fulfill the Park purpose |
under the enabling legislation, the selected alternative will not result in impairment.

Cultural Landscapes

Portions of the trail will occur in the marshland adjacent to National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
listed Kenilworth Gardens and within the boundaries of NRHP eligible Anacostia Park, While the
construction of the trail will alter aspects of the setting, the trail will not diminish the integrity of
character-defining features or compromise the overali integrity of Kenilworth Gardens or Anacostia Park
since trails and paths are already present. Since the selected alternative will not diminish the historical
integrity of Kenilworth Gardens, there will be no impairment of cultural landscapes.

Historic Structures and Districis

The construction the ARW trail will occur within the boundaries of NRHP-eligible Anacostia Park and
adjacent to the potentially eligible Anacostia River Seawall. The construction of the trail adjacent to
Anacostia Scawall will not result in a loss of integrity, as the proposed action will not involve physical
changes to the seawall. These actions will somewhat alter aspects of the setting of Anacostia Park and the
Anacostia Seawall; however, they will not diminish the integrity of character-defining features or
compromise the overall integrity of historic resources.

Under phase I, the footbridge constructed over the Anacostia Seawall will not destroy the fabric of the
Anacostia Seawall as the pilings and the bridge itself will bypass the seawall. However, the construction
of the bridge will introduce a new visual element to the National Arboretum property and the adjacent
Langston Golf Course. While the trail will follow an existing gravel road, approaches 1o the bridge and
the temporary staging area will require the clearing of trees directly adjacent to the National Arboretum
property ncar the terminus of Holly Springs Drive, a road accessible to visitors. Overall, these activities
will not significantly diminish the integrity of character-defining features or compromise the overall
integrity of these historic resources. Trees remaining along the road in the National Arboretum and trees
along the edges of the Langston Golf Course wiil serve as a buffer and block views of the bridge and
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staging area. While the loss of vegetation and views of the bridge will somewhat reduce the integrity of
setting, and the integrity of the districts as a whole will be retained and, therefore, will not impair historic
structures and districts.

Archaeological Resources

Archacological sites in surface or near-surface settings may be disturbed and experience adverse impacts
from new construction; however, it is assumed that most archacological resources are buried beneath fill
deposits or modern floodplain deposits, so the impacts will be minimized. The phase IT alignment will
involve new construction for a scgment of trail that will run very close to the Anacostia River shoreline.
The new bridge will also require construction of abutments on both sides of the river, which will involve
relatively deep ground disturbance. On the east side of the river, it is assumed that there is little potential
for preservation of archaeological resources, given the previous construction of the seawall and the
landfill. On the west, prior construction of the scawall would have presumably resulted at least a partial
loss of any archaeological resources in this area, assuming any ever existed in that location. The nearest
previously recorded archaeological site along the western shoreline of the river is Site SINE012, and its
location might be somewhere within one half mile from the bridge crossing. On the west side of the river
is an active floodplain where potential archacological resources may have been buricd by recent flood-
deposited sediment or dredging from river channel maintenance.

While it is unknown whether NRHP-eligible archaeological resources exist along the trail alignment, it is
anticipated that the trail will be elevated along this portion of trail and, therefore, no ground-disturbing
activities would occur. If needed, mitigation of potential impacts to archaeological resources from the
selected alternative will be accomplished by future studies to identify and document NRHP-eligible
resources in the affected area. In specific regard to the trail bridge landing area on the west bank of the
Anacostia River, adjacent to the National Arboretum, a geoarchaeological survey in advance of any
construction work there, will be a requircment of any permit or authorization. Given these mitigation
measures, no impairment to archacological resources will result from implementation of the selected
alternative, as all resources will be documented and preserved
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Attachment 1: NPS Response to Comments

Comment

Allernative B does several greal things for resident cyclists, commuters,
runners. watkers, nature lovers and tourists. 1t continues the riverwalk
path along the RIVER instead of dumping you out in the neighborhood
near the 295/Nannie Helen Burroughs Ave interchange. Tt is a direct
bike commute to Pennsylvania Ave /Souza Bridge, RFK Stadiun/ East
Capital Street bike lanes, and National Ballpark /South Capital Street,
SE. from Bladensburg, Maryland. This really opens up cycle
commutes inlo the city from the cast side of DC. It brings a commuter
experience similar to the Bethesda to Georgetown roule provided by the
Capital Crescent Trail. Proposal A does not invite the same kind of
solitude and ease that the commuler trail provides in Proposal B, Also,
it comnects the Aquatic Gardens by bridge w the National arboretum,
OUTSTANDINGI!!

1 am a cycle commuter and a resident of Marshall Heights, SE. For
cxercise, [ travel a 7.5-mile loop along the River by bike rom Benning
to the Souza Bridge. 1 stop at the new Yes Natural Foods, and head
back down Pennsylvania. cast on Minnesola Ave culting up Ridge
Road o access East Capitol Street and back to Benning Rd. Three
limes 1 cross highway on/olt ramps at Benning. and on both sides of the
Sourza Bridge. [look forward to the complenion of the River trail 1o
minimize my time in streel (raffic and increase my safety riding.
Proposal B provides a traffic (ree loop that is long enough o actually
pet a work out,

Fgot nd of my car 12 months ago and have saved over $6000 in car
payments, mainienance, insurance and fees. [ have a vero cmission 12-
mile daily commute up and down Benning Road o McPherson Sguarc.
To date the maintenance on my bike has been less than $30. When 1
don't bike, T use the circulator hus, metro. zipear or a taxi which [ have
been ahle 10 budget at $120/month. My riends without bikes use
Capital Bikeshare. When [ lost my job this past summer, my
unemployment was able (o cover my expenses hecause | had already
climinated my car. For low-income people, affordable transportation is
imperative. 1 truly believe that great pubic transport is the lifeline of
Washington. City dwellers in all quadrants don't need cars. The
transportation improvements in this city have made my life
economically viable and enjoyable. T have more money to buy
healthier food. [ exercise more and 1 have lost 20 Ibs without dicting.
As an Alrican-American resident from one of the lowest income areas
al DC, it is imperative to our survival. In addition, our neighbor
commuters from the PG County into Washingion need more il
independent travel options. We NEED safe economical transportation
options (o cxercise. commute, and enjoy the environment. Proposal B
provides that.

The National Arboretum and the Aquatic Gardens are the jewels of (his
city. Sadly, many residents still do not enjoy cither. Al present, it is
challenging to bike 1o the Aquatic gardens because Minnesola Ave and
Nannic Helen Burroughs are in ¢lose proximity to highway on/olT
ramps, Trust me: cars are not in the mood lor a 12mph bike upon
exiting a 60mph highway. Proposal A runs too close to the highway
exchange and unknown territory for most folk. 1§ 1 do not feel sale, 1
don't go. The proposed alternative B, will alicviate this notion hecause
the River trail is tucked further away from high stress raffic
intersections and alleviates navigating unknown neighborhoods.
Proposal B ereates an entrance 10 both parks (or tourists and residents
by bike or oot and [ can't express how exciting that is!

Lastly. the River trail pays homage to our water source, It is important
lor all residents and guests to SEE IT and care for it. love that is goes
through a landfill. We need (o see that too! We must connect the

Commenter

kuaosei @gmauil.com

NES Response

Comment noted.
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choices we make 1o their effects, Many folks still do not understand
why there is a § cent charge lor a plastic shopping bag. A short walk
along the river will tell you. The more that we do as & community, the
MOre consciousness grows, So happy thal my city is considering this
betterment and 1 pray that Proposal B is approved.

I would like o add my support for a bridge across the Anacostia River
connecting the 1.5, National Arboretum and the Aquatic Gardens as
part of the comments about the Draft Environmental Assessment for the
Anacostia River Trail, Section 3. The USNA is a wonderlul facility
und a bridge would provide access to its trails and roads for hikers and
bikers.

Thank you lor your work on this project!

Paul Sweet
[nps2020@aol.com|

Comment noted.

The Fricnds of the National Arborctum, a non-profil group that
supports the scientific, educational, and other program aclivitics of the
arboretum lor the henefil of the general public, is pleased 10 comment
on the environmental assessment for the Anacostia Riverwalk Trail
Section 3 Realignment. In general, we are pleascd with the progress
made by the National Park Service in providing these improvements o
public access and use ol the river and its environs.

In particular. we are delighted (o see that the bridge from (he cast bank
to the foot of the arboretum property is included in your proposed
alicrnative for the next phase of trail development. This will result in
substantial improvements in public access to the National Arboretum,
as well as for the first time allowing a trail connection between the
arboretum and the Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens, a sister facility with
common interests and similar opportunities for public education. With
respect Lo the overwhelmingly beneficial impacts this will have, we
have a number ol specific comments for your consideration and
passible inclusion in the final environmental assessment.

First, in addition (o trail access (o the terminus of Holly Springs Drive
in the arboretum as you outline, there is an additional gate directly into
the Asian Gardens during regular visiting hours, Localed near the west
end ol the proposcd bridge, this gate provides a pleasant alternative to
the main trail for walkers; however it is (o steep and winding for
bicyclists: they should eater at Holly Springs Drive,

Sccond, in addition to the dock you are proposing [or the east end of the
bridge. there is already in place u lToating dock on the west shore near
the arboretum entrunce. This facility was the result of the work of a
number of organizations. including the National Park Service and has
become ever more popular with boaters. Having an additional dock on
the cast side will provide a welcome increase in docking capacity lor
the trail and arboretum users.

Third. we are encouraged that the Park Service is committed to build
and maintain the L.000feet of trail from the west end of the hridge along
the river and Hickey Run to the gate entrance at Helly Springs Drive.
At the same time, we hope this will resull in improved mowing and
maintenance ol the length of Park Service property between the Park
Service and the river. Frankly. in recenl years this area has been
neglected and left (o grow over with weeds, which has been of concern
1o the arhoretum and to FONA, as we have tried o cncourage access
(rom the river.

Finally, there are comments in the environmental asscssment that
suggest there may be a need (o cut some trees and shrubs for a staging
area Lo erect the bridge. However, it is not clear if the National Park
Scrvice expects (o access the staging acea through the arboretum. 1f the
latter is the case, it is important W make carly contact with arborctum
personnel Lo discuss leasibility and impacts of such access.

In sum, we are impressed by (he progress you have made Lo date on the
trail and grateful for your positive response 1o proposals for the bridge

Linda Dooley, Fricnds
of the National
Arborelum (Official
Rep}

The National Park Service
appreciates the comments
from the Friends ol the
Nationa! Arboretum and
has the following
responses 1o your four
main comments:

1. The planned rail access
is the fork off Hickey Hill
Road (scrvice road), which
is gradual and will lead 1o
the bridge (trail will tie
mto the existing road).

2. NPS agrees.

3. NPS and National
Arhoretum will continue
to work together, in
conjunction with
managing this riparian
area between the river and
Arborctum property. The
1,000 feet of trail will
improve opportumtics tor
NPS maintcnance in that
area. However, it is
currently mostly kudzi,
and NPS docsn™ anticipate
alot of change in that arca.

4. As stated inthe EA, a
lemporary slaging arei
would require minimal
clearing of trees and
vegetation direcily
adjacent to the National
Arboretum properly near
the terminus of Holly
Springs Drive. Early
contact would he
established between NPS
and the National
Arboretum.
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(o the arboretum, Please let us know if we can be ol lurther assistance.
You may contact either FONA Executive Director Kathy Horan at 544-
8733 and khoeran@Iona org, or FONA Environment Commitlee Chair
Bill Matuszeski at 544-2691 and bmal @olg.com.

Dear Mr. Romero:

Thank you for your correspondence dated December 19, 2011,
announcing the availability of the Anacostia Riverwalk Trail Section 3
Realignment Dralt Environment Asscssment (EA) for public review
and comment. The Office of Planning cnthusiastically supports the
Nationa) Park Service's proposal to make improvements 1o the network
or lrails along the Anacostia River, including the realignment that shifts
Secction 3 closer o the River. The Anacostia River is one of the city's
great-untapped natural resources for recreation, as well as a vital
resource in understanding the city's heritage.

Qur comments fall into four categorics:

I. Additional analysis ol recreational lacilities in the park potentially
impacied by the trail realignment;

2. Improving connections (o adjacent neighborhoods:

3. Swdies or concurrent planning efforts that need 1o be added or
updated: and,

4. Emphasizing the importance of Anacostia Park in the broader context
ol the District of Columbia's park system.

Additional Analysis of Recreation Faeilities Potentially Impacted by
Trail Realignment

The EA does not include an inventory and analysis of the trail's impaci
on cxisting athletic felds. courts. trails, pavilions, or other recreational
amenitics in Anacostia Park. The trail's rcalignment has the potential to
detract from these resources il any are o be removed or decreased in
size 10 accommodate the trail, or 1o enhance if the trail provides
improved or additional routes of access (0 an existing Facility,

Improving Connections (o Adjacent Neighborhoods

The proposed trail realignment increases access from the Eastland
Gardens neighborhood 10 Anacostia Park. but the realignment abandoens
the northemmuost section of the teail linked to the Kenilwonh Terrace
neighborhood. Both Eastland Gardens and Kenilworth Terrace should
have trail connections that ensure residents in the neighborhood
adjacent (o the park have immediate access 10 Anacostia Park,

Relationship of Proposed Action to Policies. Agreements., and Other
Plans

There are several existing agreements or ongoing planning initiatives
that should be cited in the EA. Additional review needs 1o be completed
to sce if any further coordination is nceessary:

- CapitalSpace

Adopted by the National Capital Planning Commission in April 2010
this plan takes a comprehensive approach to establishing a vision for
the District of Columbia’s park system. There are several key planning
concepts that relate directly Lo the work proposed in the EA, including
“Increase Access to Local Parks,” "Connect with Rivers,” and "Expand
Park Sysiem Capaciy.”

- MOA between the DC Recrcation Board and the National Park
Service

[n this 1940 agrecment. Anacostia Park is included in a list of 19 parks
that are "suitable and desirable units of the District of Columbia
Recreation system™ where the District can conduct programs of public
recreation. Language in the agrcement also allows the District 1o
transfer funds to the National Park Service Tor specific park

Christopher Shaheen,
DC Office of Planning

The National Park Scrvice
appreciates the comments
from the DC Office of
Planning. and has the
following responses 1o
your lour main comments;

1. The trail would impact
some of the current
athletic fields, and NPS
might have to consider
adjusting the current
perimeters of the athlen
fields alter trail
installation, The current
alignment was chosen,
however, 10 avoid the
nearby woods, so it is the
preferred alignment.

2. Following the
remediation and
installation of phase 11,
further opportunities will
be evaluated 1o connect
adjacent ncighborhoods.
But. at the moment. that
part of Kenilworth South
is closed.

3. Not every policy is
mentioned in this EA, hut
most of the policics
addressed in (his comment,
this project achicves those
goals (for cxample, the
Star-Spangled Banner
National Historic Trail).

4. NP5 agrees, Anacostiiy
Park is one of three large
parks in the District.
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improvements for reservations included in this agreement.

- Star-Spangled Banner National Historic Trail

The Star-Spangled Banner National Historic Trail is 4 290-mile land
and water route that traces the major cvents of the Chesapeake
Campaign of the War of 1812, This ongoing planning initiative
included a series of meetings in spring 2011 (o discuss aliernative
concepts for the trail and a scenic byway that could develop over the
next twenty years. Anacostia River is identified as a recommended
witer trail segment from the Potomae River to Bladensburg, Maryland.

District of Columbia Planning Initiatives and Development Plans on
Adjuacent Sites

There are two development projects on adjacent sites that will increase
residential population and change the built environment en land
immediately adjacent to Section 3 of the Anacostia Park rail. Any
realignment of the rail should ensure that pedestrian connections
these two arcas are enhanced and maintained. The Parkside Planned
Unit Development, approved by the Zoning Commission in April 2007,
inctudes 1500 to 2,000 residential units: 30,000 to 50,000 square feet
of retail; 500.000 10 700,000 square leel of office: a 42.000 square fect
medical facility; and, a 260,000 square fecl clementary school.

Alsa, the D.C. Housing Authority (DCHA) recently won a $300.000
competilive HUD grant to fund an intensive planning process 1o
renovate much of the area alongside the section of (rail that 18 proposed
for realignment. This planning process will result in a plan that oullines
the development of a sustainable, mixed-income community for
Eastland Gardens and Kentlworth Terrace with increased housing
density, the introduction ol new uses, and possibly rcalign existing
streets and intreduce new roads. DCHA anticipates the planuing
process will start in spring 2012, This process may run concurrently
with an Office of Planning small area planning process that could
recommend land usc changes to accommodale increased density and
mixed uses,

A reference (o Strategic Neighborhood Actions Plans (page 37) is oul
ol date. While these plans were instrumental in engaging residents,
summarizing citizen issues. and providing gencral overviews of
neighborhoods. they have largely been superseded by plans that are
more recehl.

Emphasize the Importance of Anacostia Park Within the District’s Park
System

The EA should acknowledge that Anacostia Park is one of the three
large parks in the District along with the National Mall/Haines Point
ani Rock Creek Park. While the creation of the Park was the result of
dredging in the Anacostia River, once established, it created a balanced
park system with a large natural arca in the eastern half of the city.
Both Rock Creek Park and Anacostia Park play complementary roles in
providing residents and visitors to the capital city with two very
different natural park experiences — onc with steep wpography and
naturally wooded slopes surrounding Rock Creek, the other with a
broad river bed centered on the Anacostia River.

Thank you for the opporiunity to provide comments on the Anacostia
Riverwalk Trail Section 3 Realignment Draft EA. The District's State
Historic Preservation Office will forward its comments separately. For
further coordination on this project. please contact Chris Shaheen of my
stall at (202) 442-7616 or chris.shaheen @de.gov,

The praposed pedestrian bridge will provide a dircet connection

between the US National Arhoretum and Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens,
a connection that has been needed for decades as both federal Tacilitics
arc off the beaten path. Uscrs of the Anacostia trail should have access

David Healy,
davidhealy@dcaceess.n
¢l

Comment noted.
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to both of these federal park-like Facilities. Both facilitics are important
components of the Anacostia watershed and both need to be better
connected to the users of the river and the river walk.

[ am a resident of Fairlax Village in the Hillerest neighborhood and I'm
commule via bike on a regular basis. [ support ALTERNATIVE B:
REALIGNMENT OF SECTION 3 OF THE ANACOSTIA
RIVERWALK TRAIL (NP3 PREFERRED). This alternative would
provide much needed connections along the Anacostia River. I would
he a safer north o south route for cyclists than along the local roads.

As you move forward with design please consider the folfowing:

- Wayfinding: Many of the designated bike roules in Ward 7 are not
intuitive or vhvious is someone isn't a regular user. Please ensure
adequate signage and other visual clues 1o guide cyclist safely through
the area,

- Safety plan: Salety s a concern for many cyclist. Given some of the
safety challenges along the Met-Branch Trail, please ensure that a
safety plan is developed. funded, and implemented as part of this
project. This includes, but not limited 10, adequate lighting. emergency
call boxes, security cameras. snow/ice removal, and US Park Police
hike patrol.

- Incorpuration of art: Final design should incorporate art that celehrates
and reflects the history of the river,

- Accessibility to the path lrom the local neighborhoods: As mentioned
in the background, accessing the river is a challenge. Please include
paths that connect the local community to this trail

Veronica Davis,
veronica_o_davis@yah
00.Com

Thanks lor your support of
this project. There will be
signs installed throughout
the trail, but as far as
adding additional
wayfinding and art. that
would involve separate
approvals and is beyond
the scope of this project.
Regarding safety, NPS s
currently reviewing a
lighting plan, and overall
salety is always a priority
of the NPS for hoth
contractors and the public.

On behall of the Anacostia Watershed Socicty (AWS) we would like
cxpress our endorsernent of 'Alternative B: Realignment of Section 3 of’
the Anacostia Riverwalk Trail’ under the larger Anacostia Riverwalk
Trail Section 3 Realignment Environmental Assessment,

Since our founding over 20 years ago AWS has worked hard (o
highlight the many beautiful parks that line the shores of the Anacostia
River. Our biggest challenge in doing this important work has always
heen insufficient access, We sce an extension of the Anacostia
Riverwalk Trail linking the District of Colombia and Maryland as a
huge leap forward in (erms of connecting local and regional citizens
with the river and its shoreline parks.

We also appreciate the thorough work that has been done in studying
this opportunity by the National Park Service. Wc're confident that as
the project moves forward. cvery effont will he made (o protect the
environment, the areas culiural resources and local communities (Tom
any adverse impacts related (o the project.

In closing, we look forward 1o supporting this effort by highlighting s
benefits (o walershed residents. For AWS that means continuing to
conduct educational programming that utilizes the trail and Icading
stewardship cvents that help maintain the trail, the river, and its
adjacent parks lor future generations.

Plcase feel free to contact us with questions.

Sincerely

Fames Foster
President

Brent Bolin
Director of Advocacy

James Foster, President,
Anacostia Waltershed
Society

Comment noted.
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Eric Sibley
Manager of Stewardship & Recreation Programs

Think ol other cities all over the World that have taken advantage ol a
river and what it brings in enjoyment.....Been here and in the city for 75
years and the Arboretum has always been important ... Please stop
talking und give it to the people w enjoy... We arc out there....

Ann C. Gardenhour
NCAGC, Cheverly
Garden Club

Comment noted.

A potential bridge (rom the Anacostia River Walk. the Kenilworth
Aquatic Gardens, and the 1S, National Arborctum is a win-win-win
idea! Finally, easier access between some of DC's more remote parks.
I'm constantly astonished by how muny local residents in the DMV
have never been o the USNA or Kenilworth: this bridge will draw
many more visitors to hoth locations.

Kathy Jeniz.
Editor/Publisher
Washington Gardener
Magarine

Comment noted.

I would like o support the link between the National Arboretum and
the Anacostia Riverwalk Trail through the proposed pedestrian bridge
being planned by (he National Park Service and the Districl of
Columbia.

Terry R. Lewis, DC
Resident

Comment noted.

1 would like to supporl selection of Alternative B, the prelerred
allernative, as cvaluated in the dralt environmental assessment.
Realignment of the Anacostia Riverlront Trail and construction ol a
pedestrian bridge Lo the National Arboretum would be a significant step
forward and would provide meaningful community benefits. Thanks’

Matt Klasen

Comment noted.

The bridge idea sounds great, Connecting the Kenilworth Garden ares
with the National Arboretum is o win-win.

N/A

Comment nolcd.

1 would like 1o comment Tavorably on the realignment of the Anacostia
Riverwalk Trail Phase 3. The more direct route through the parkland
makes much more sense and will deliver a much better experience tor
walkers and hikers of the trail, | particularly am pleased o sce the
pedestrian bridge that will link the National Arborctum with the trail.
The National Arboretum is a national treasure. yet it is extremely
difficult 1o aecess at the current time except by car. There is ne public
(ransportation and bikers must risk their lives by biking on major
thuroughlares such as New York Avenue and Bladensburg Road. This
bridge will muke the National Arboretum accessible to thousands of
people who would otherwise not be able enjoy the 446 acres of green
space encompassed by the Arboretum and its many world-class
Gardens and Collections, The bridge will also link visitors o the
Arborelum with the Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens which also has
accessibility issues. Allowing visitors o go back and forth between
these (wo sites via a pedestrian bridge provides an essential link to two
key environmental visitor experiences in the heart of the city. This is
ane of the most exciting developments in enhancing the city (hat 1 have
SCCn i many ycars,

Teanne Connelly,
Federal City Council

Comment noted.
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May 29, 2012

Mr. David Maloney

State Historic Preservation Officer
Historic Preservation Office

12.C. Office of Planning

1100 4th Street, S.W.

Suite E650

Washington, D.C. 20024

Attention: Andrew Lewis
Subject: Continued 106 Consultation-Anacostia Riverwalk Trail. Section 3 Realignment
Dear Mr. Maloney:

In response to correspondence from your oftice dated April 4, 2012 we submit further
explanation of the no adverse effect determination to the historic Anacostia Scawall and potential
archeological resourccs identified in the Area of Potential Effect (APE) for the Anacostia
Riverwalk Trail (ARW) Section 3 Realignment.

Archeological Resources

As previously stated in the Environmental Assessment, the preferred alternative (Alternative B)
proposes the construction of a pedestrian bridge over the Anacostia River in Kenilworth Park.
Our Anacostia Riverwalk Trail partners at the District’s Department ol Transportation (DDO1)
developed the current basic bridge design (~30%) to support cnvironmental impact analyses and
compliance. More detailed design plans will be available in the coming months.

At present, the proposed bridge. supported by two piers in the Anacostia River, will span the |
scawall on both sides ol the River avoiding any impacts to the seawalls. Suitable fill material
will be placed to support bridge approaches on both sides of the River, thereby avoiding the nced
to excavate below the existing grades. Morcover, we are working to restrict any excavation on
the east side of the Anacostia River to avoid exposing the former. unregulated Kenilworth
landfill. The site is currently undergoing Comprechensive, Environmental Restoration,
Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) investigations.

For these reasons we believe the proposed actions will not affect archeological resources. If
previously unrecorded and/or buried cultural deposits are encountered during any portion of the
project, work at that location will immediately cease. The park will conduct an assessment by a
qualified archeologist and promptly report findings to your office.




Mr. Alexcy Romero, Superintendent

Proposcd Construction of the Anacostia River Walk (ARW) through Kenilworth Park — Realigned Third Section
June 21, 2012

Page 2

For the purposes of the project we could issue a finding of Conditional No Adverse Effcct for historic
resources with the condition of continuing consultation on having a geoarchaeological survey conducted
on the western, Arboretum side of the river,

Please contact Andrew Lewis at andrew.lewis@dc.gov or 202-442-8841 if you should have any
questions or comments regarding the historic built environment. Questions or comments relating to
archaeology should be directed to Ruth Trocolli at ruth.trocolli@dc.gov or 202-442-8836. Otherwise,

we appreciate your cooperation in this matter and thank you for providing this additional opportunity to
review and comment.

Sincerely,
LY Tenodlf

Ruth Trocolli, Ph.D.
Archaeologist, District State Historic Preservation Office.

11-147

L100 4™ Street, SW. Suite 1650, Washington, DC 20024 P'hone: 202-442-7600, Fax: 202-442-7638
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STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER
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I
June 21, 2012
Mr. Alexcy Romero, Superintendent
National Park Service
National Capital Parks-East

1900 Anacostia Drive, SE
Washington, DC 20020

RE:  Further Section 106 Comments Relating to the Proposed Construction of the Anacostia River
Walk (ARW) Trail, Section 3 Realignment

Dear Mr. Romero:

Thank you for responding to our April 4, 2012 letter regarding the above-referenced undertaking. We
have reviewed your most recent submittal and are writing to provide further comments regarding effects
on historic properties in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its
implementing regulations, 36 CFR Part 800.

Since we now understand that the proposed bridge will span the historic seawalls and that the previously
referenced “mitigation measures” actually consist of temporarily covering the seawalls with a material
to protect them during construction, we are now able to concur with the National Park Service
determination that the undertaking will have “no adverse effect™ on historic built environment resources.
We do, however, request to be kept informed of any concerns that may be expressed by the National
Arboretum or other consulting parties with regard to effects on such resources.

With regard to archaeology we still have concerns about potential adverse effects because the precise
location of the identified site in the project vicinity is only vaguely known, SINEQ12, a Woodland
village on the Arboretum shoreline. Because the plans are only at about the 30% level, we feel there is
potential for the imprecisely located site to be affected by the project, including any construction staging
areas, sediment and crosion control measures, and drainage/ surface runoff measures that would likely
be a part of the undertaking. These additional construction activities need to be included in the
assessment of effects in the high potential location.

The suggested measure of stopping the project only after archaeological resources are affected to record
and document is insufficient protection for a highly sensitive area with known resources present.
Resource identitication should occur first, and then avoidance if possible. For this project, we
recommend a basic geoarchaeological survey, which we find is a fast, cheap, and effective method for
determining whether intact archacological soils are present in a project area. The rationale for
geoarchaeological survey and avoidance over Phase [ identification survey is because the full plans are
not yct available and because there is the possibility that the archaeological soils are covered by an
unknown amount of fill or alluvium.

Another possible result of the geoarchaeological survey is that archaeological soils or resources are
identifted at or near the existing ground surface (including in the construction staging areas). If this is
the case, then those locations would need protection during construction activities.

1100 47 Street, SW, Suite E650, Washington, DC 20024 Phone: 202-442-7600, Fax: 202-442-7638




referenced letter. Please respond to this email to confirm receipt and
the NPS’ intention of meeting the conditions and retain a copy for your
records. We look forward to continuing consultation with the NPS and
other parties, as appropriate.

Best regards,

C. Andrew Lewis

Senior Historic Preservation Specialist
DC State Historic Preservation Office
Office of Planning

1100 4th Street, SW

Suite E650

Washington, DC 20024

Phone: 202-442-8841

Fax: 202-442-7638
andrew.lewis@dc.gov
www.planning.dc.gov/hpo

Grade Your Government!

Share your thoughts on key DC Government services.

Check out the new grade.dc.gov and give your feedback via web,
text or social media.

Learn more at www.grade.dc.gov

NPS Anacostia River Walk Trail thiough Kenilworth Park - Realigned Third Section SHPO Letter 3.pdf




Stephen To "Lewis, Andrew (OP)" <andrew.lewis@dc.gov>

Syphax/NACE/NP
yp S cc "ADAM_DAVIS@nps.gov" <ADAM_DAVIS@nps
06/27/2012 11:33 AM Ebonee Davis <ebonee_davis@nps.gov>, Gopa

b <gopaul_noojibail@nps.gov>, Robert Mocko

e

Subject Re: Anacostia Riverwalk Trail Project - Section 3
Realignment, [

Andrew,

We have received your email of this morning on the subject. The
National Park Service concurs with the conditions specified in the
attached June 21, 2012 letter from Dr. Trocolli of your office. We too
look forward to continuing consultation with your office as this important
project progresses.

Stephen Syphax

Chief, Resource Management Division
National Capital Parks-East

National Park Service

1900 Anacostia Drive, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20020

Office: 202-690-5160
Fax: 202-690-0862
Email: stephen_syphax@nps.gov

"Lewis, Andrew (OP}" <andrew.lewis@dc.gov>

"Lewis, Andrew

(oPy" To "Stephen_Syphax@nps.gov" <Stephan_Syphax@nps.gi

<andrew.lewis o

@dc.gov> ¢¢  Gopaul Noojibail <gopaul_noojibail@nps.gov>, Robert
Mocko <robert_mocko@nps.gov=,

gg{g;fﬂ:? "ADAM_DAVIS@nps.gov" <ADAM_DAVIS@nps.gov>,

Ebonee Davis <ebonee_davis@nps.gov>, "Trocolli, Rutt
{OP)" <Ruth.Trocolli@de.gov>
Subject  Anacosita Riverwalk Trail Project - Section 3 REalignme:

Hello Stephen:

Based upon your voice mail messages, we understand that there is
considerable urgency to complete the Section 106 process so that
DDOT can obtain “TIGER” grant funds to implement the project. We
also understand that the NPS is willing to meet the conditions outlined
in our letter of June 21, 2012 (attached) with regard to the project.
Therefore, we have determined that the project will have “no adverse
effect” on historic built environment or archaeological properties
conditioned upon fulfillment of the conditions specified in the




Mr. Alexcy Romero, Superintendent

Proposed Construction of the Anacostia River Walk (ARW) through Kenilworth Park — Realigned Third Section
June 21, 2012

Page 2

For the purposes of the project we could issue a finding of Conditional No Adverse Effect for historic
resources with the condition of continuing consultation on having a geoarchaeological survey conducted
on the western, Arboretum side of the river.

Please contact Andrew Lewis at andrew.lewis@dc.gov or 202-442-8841 if you should have any
questions or comments regarding the historic built environment. Questions or comments relating to
archaeology should be directed to Ruth Trocolli at ruth.trocolli@dc.gov or 202-442-8836. Otherwise,
we appreciate your cooperation in this matter and thank you for providing this additional opportunity to
review and comment.

Sincerely,
Ll Temolf

Ruth Trocolli, Ph.D.
Archacologist, District State Historic Preservation Office.

11-147

L100 4™ Street. SW, Suite E650, Washington, DC 20024 Phone: 202-442-7600, Fax: 202-442-7638
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[ ]
June 21, 2012

Mr. Alexcy Romero, Superintendent
National Park Service

National Capital Parks-East

1900 Anacostia Drive, SE
Washington, DC 20020

RE:  Further Section 106 Comments Relating to the Proposed Construction of the Anacostia River
Walk (ARW) Trail, Section 3 Realignment

Dear Mr. Romero:

Thank you for tesponding to our April 4, 2012 letter regarding the above-referenced undertaking. We
have reviewed your most recent submittal and are writing to provide further comments regarding effects
on historic properties in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its
implementing regulations, 36 CFR Part 800.

Since we now understand that the proposed bridge will span the historic seawalls and that the previously
referenced “mitigation measures™ actually consist of temporatily covering the seawalls with a material
to protect them during construction, we are now able to concur with the National Park Service
determination that the undertaking will have “no adverse effect” on historic built environment resources.
We do, however, request to be kept informed of any concerns that may be expressed by the National
Arboretum or other consulting parties with regard to effects on such resources.

With regard to archaeology we still have concerns about potential adverse effects because the precise
location of the identified site in the project vicinity is only vaguely known, SINE012, a Woodland
village on the Arboretum shoreline. Because the plans are only at about the 30% level, we feel there is
potential for the imprecisely located site to be affected by the project, including any construction staging
areas, sediment and erosion control measures, and drainage/ surface runoff measures that would likely
be a part of the undertaking. These additional construction activities need to be included in the
assessment of effects in the high potential location.

The suggested measure of stopping the project only after archaeological resources are affected to récord
and document is insufficient protection for a highly sensitive area with known resources present.
Resource identification should occur first, and then avoidance if possible. For this project, we
trecommend a basic geoarchaeological survey, which we find is a fast, cheap, and effective method for
determining whether intact archaeological soils are present in a project area. The rationale for
geoarchacological survey and avoidance over Phase | identification survey is because the full plans are
not yet available and because there is the possibility that the archaeological soils are covered by an
unknown amount of fill or altuvium.

Another possible result of the geoarchaeological survey is that archaeological soils or resources are
identified at or near the existing ground surface (including in the construction staging areas). If this is
the case, then those locations would need protection during construction activities.

1100 4" Streer. SW, Suite E630, Washington, DC 20024 Phone: 202-442-7600. Fax: 202-442-7638%




Anacostia Seawall

The Anacostia Riverwalk Trail does not require any alteration of the Anacostia seawall. Thc
clevations of the proposed pedestrian bridge and its supports will, as mentioned carlier. allow the
bridge deck to span and avoid the seawalls. To avoid impacts to the seawall during construction
activities and any temporary berthing, the contactor will be instructed to cover the seawall with
an appropriate matenal in the staging and construclion arcas. In the NPS letter dated February
18" we identitied “mitigation measures™ should direct and/or indirect impacts oceur 1o the
scawall; to further clanfy this point the proposed project does not include any actions that require
adding to or removing any features of the seawall.

Consultation

In addition to ongoing coordination with DDOT, we have also been working with the Captain
John Smith Chesapeake National Historic Trail on this, and a number of other park projects.
During the Public Comment period for this project (December 20, 2011 to January 31, 2012)
were received 13 written comments. including positive comments from the Anacostia Watershed
Society. None of these comments were specific to effects to cultural resources.

Finding of Effects

After further analysis we continue to believe that the proposed undertaking would have #o
adverse effect upon historic structures or archeology in Anacostia Park, Kenilworth Park and
Aquatic Garden. or Langston Golf Course. However, should subsequent NEPA/106 steps be
required to implement spccitic components of this project we will continue consultation. We are
cnelosing historic maps documenting the change in grade: please direct your inquiries 10 Fola
Dance, Cultural Resource Specialist at (202) 692-6038, eola_dance(@nps.gov.

-

Sincerely,

AleXcy Romero
Supcrintendent

bee:

NCR Gorder
ANAC Kutruft
NACHK Dance
RM File




