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Zimbra brolf@rkk.com 
 

 

 
Fwd: B&P Tunnel-Draft Preliminary Alternatives Screening Report 

 
 

 
 

 

From: "Alaina McCurdy" <McCurdy.Alaina@epa.gov> 
To: "michelle fishburne" <michelle.fishburne@dot.gov>, "Eric Almquist" 
<ealmquist@rkk.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 10, 2014 10:07:27 AM 
Subject: B&P Tunnel-Draft Preliminary Alternatives Screening Report 

 
Hi Michelle and Eric, 

 
Thank you for coordinating with EPA on the B&P Tunnel Draft Preliminary Alternatives Screening 
Report.  We appreciate your efforts to keep us engaged in this project and for allowing us the 
opportunity to provide you with comments for your consideration.   If possible, please forward 
this message to the appropriate MDOT contact for this project. 

 
Below are some comments for your consideration on the report.  Overall, the alternatives 
examined were clearly explained as were the various screening criteria.  Of the 15 alternatives 
considered, four are recommended to be advanced for further study in the EIS.  These include 
the no build alternative, restore/rehabilitate the existing tunnel, and two new location 
alternatives.  While it was largely apparent why many of the alternatives considered were 
recommended to be dropped from further consideration, it was not always clear how each of the 
alternatives measured up against each of the identified screening criteria.  We did see the 
screening criteria laid out for each alternative in Table 1, which we found very useful.  We’d 
suggest including this information more explicitly in the narrative analysis and recommendation 
sections for each alternative in order to make it more clear throughout the document how 
alternatives 3-15 met each of the identified screening criteria.  Currently for alternatives 3-7, the 
analysis sections only present reviewed and summarized information from the 2011 Baltimore’s 
Railroad Network: Analysis and Recommendations report as opposed to focusing on how the 
alternatives were evaluated against the criteria.  Again, we suggest including a more clear 
presentation of how the alternatives were evaluated against each of the screening criteria in 

http://webmail.rkk.com/zimbra/h/printmessage?id=9878&amp;xim=1
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order to further improve the report. 
 

One of the new location alternatives that was evaluated and recommended to be carried  
forward was Alternative 11: Robert Street South.  The description of this alternative states that it 
would be a combination of underground tunnel, an aerial structure and at-grade sections.  The 
map provided of this alternative currently shows the alignment and portal locations.  If possible, 
we’d recommend noting the locations of the aerial structures and at-grade sections on the 
existing map, or adding a new map to show these areas.  While we understand the provided 
discussion and rationale for retaining this alternative, if it hasn’t already been considered, we’d 
recommend that FRA and MDOT consider evaluating a slightly modified Alternative 11 against 
the identified screening criteria.  We’re suggesting a modified Alternative 11 in addition to the 
other alternatives in an effort to think ahead about potential impacts to the community 
surrounding the south portal location.  If possible, we’d suggest, that if it hasn’t already been 
evaluated already, taking a closer look at potential slight alignment shifts or modifications to the 
south portal location and connection to the existing Amtrak corridor of Alt 11 to the north by a 
few blocks.  It appears that if some modification were possible, the portal location could have 
potentially fewer adverse impacts to the community as well as reducing the length of track 
between the portal and existing track.  EPA encourages FRA and MDOT to consider if efforts can 
be made to evaluate the south portal location in closer detail either further into the design of Alt 
11, or evaluating at this stage a slightly modified Alt 11 in order to reduce adverse community 
impacts. 

 
I also had a few questions in order to try to better understand Alternative 12: Robert Street 
North.  I understand this alternative has some portion of cut and cover, however could you 
clarify the length, extent, and location of the cut and cover operation that would be required for 
this alternative?  I was also interested in finding out where or for what length of this alternative 
would not meet the minimum tunnel separation between the existing MTA Metro rail line and 
proposed tunnel.  Has any evaluation been conducted to investigate if realigning or slightly 
modifying the southern portal to the north would allow for greater tunnel separation and 
maintenance of operations through the existing tunnel? 

 
The screening report considers environmental justice throughout the document.  We encourage 
FRA and MDOT to conduct robust community outreach for this project, as it appears at this 
preliminary stage that many of the potential adverse impacts associated with the project could 
be to the community.  We are aware that there are a number of large, influential churches in the 
vicinity of the southern portal locations, as well as community organizations, and suggest that 
project outreach include these organizations to the extent possible. 

 
Again, thank you for coordinating with EPA on this project.  If you have any questions or would 
like to discuss EPA’s comments on the Preliminary Alternatives Screening Report, please feel free 
to contact me.  We would certianly welcome the opportunity to discuss our comments with you 
in greater detail. 

 
Sincerely, 

Alaina 
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--------------- 
Alaina McCurdy 
Office of Environmental Programs 
U.S. EPA Region 3 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
phone:  (215)814-2741 
fax:  (215)814-2783 
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From: Steve Howard [mailto:pres@boltonhill.org]  
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 08:48 AM 
To: Fishburne, Michelle (FRA)  
Subject: Re: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project  
  
Ms. Fishburne,  
 
I am in receipt of your invitation to participate in the consulting party for the BP Tunnel project. 
I would like to participate. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Steve Howard 
President, Mount Royal Improvement Association 
 
 



From: Carl Young [mailto:carl.m.young@gmail.com]  
Sent: Sunday, April 26, 2015 9:22 PM 
To: Fishburne, Michelle (FRA) 
Cc: Carl Young; Jason Stover 
Subject: Re: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project 
 
Dear Ms. Fishburne - 
 
The Historic Mount Royal Terrace Association [HMRTA] accepts the invitation to 
participate in the B&P Tunnel project as a consulting party.  HMRTA is the 
neighborhood association that represents homeowners of the Mount Royal Terrace 
Historic District, which is Site Number B-4251 of the Maryland Inventory of Historic 
Properties.  As such  our district meets substantially all of the requirements for listing of 
historic districts in the National Register of Historic Places.   
 
Please continue to send email correspondence to our Association email address - 
historicmountroyal@gmail.com 
 
Thank you for contacting us. 
 
Sincerely, 
Carl Young 
board member, HMRTA 
m: 410-456-3415 
 



From: Kim Jumper [mailto:kim.jumper@shawnee-tribe.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2015 10:54 AM 
To: Fishburne, Michelle (FRA) 
Subject: RE: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project  
 
The Shawnee Tribe is interested in consulting on this project. 
 
Kim Jumper 
Shawnee Tribe THPO 
 





From: Holcomb, Eric [mailto:Eric.Holcomb@baltimorecity.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 12:50 PM 
To: Fishburne, Michelle (FRA) 
Subject: Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project  
 
Dear Ms.  Fishburne 
 
Please include the Commission for Historical and Architectural Preservation as a consulting party on this 
project.  
 
Thank you, 
 

Eric Holcomb 

Executive Director 

Commission For Historical And Architectural Preservation Division  

Baltimore City Department of Planning 

8th Floor, 417 E Fayette St 

Baltimore MD 21202-3416 

t 443-984-2728     f 410-396-5662 

e-mail:  eholcomb@baltimorecity.gov 

  

 

MISSION 

TO PROVIDE THE HIGHEST LEVEL OF SERVICES AND LEADERSHIP IN URBAN AND STRATEGIC PLANNING, HISTORICAL AND 
ARCHITECTURAL PRESERVATION, ZONING, DESIGN, DEVELOPMENT, AND CAPITAL BUDGETING TO PROMOTE THE SUSTAINED 
ECONOMIC, SOCIAL, AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT OF THE CITY OF BALTIMORE. 

For more information, contact our website at www.baltimorecity.gov/government/planning/index.html 

This message contains information which may be confidential and privileged.  Unless you are the 
addressee (or are authorized to receive for the addressee), you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone 
the message or any information contained in this message.  If you have received this message in error, 
please advise the sender by reply e-mail, and delete or destroy this message. 
 
 
 



From: Johns Hopkins [mailto:hopkins@baltimoreheritage.org]  
Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2015 9:48 AM 
To: Fishburne, Michelle (FRA) 
Cc: Cole, Beth 
Subject: B&P Tunnel Section 106 Consulting Party 
 
Ms. Fishburne - Thank you for your letter inviting us to be a Section 106 consulting party on the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Tunnel project. We indeed would like to do so and look 
forward to the first meeting whenever that is scheduled.  
 
Thank you again and we look forward to participating. Johns 
 
------------------------------- 
Johns Hopkins, Executive Director 
Baltimore Heritage 
11 ½ West Chase Street, Baltimore, MD 21201 
office 410.332.9992 
 



From: Ngongang, Theo [mailto:Theo.Ngongang@baltimorecity.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2015 2:32 PM 
To: Fishburne, Michelle (FRA) 
Cc: Stosur, Tom 
Subject: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project 
 
Dear Michelle, 
On behalf of Director Tom Stosur, I’m writing you in response to your email/letter to him dated April 
23rd. 
I’ll be the point of contact for the Planning Department, so please add me to your list. 
I look forward to participating in the consultation. 
Thank you, 
T 
 

N. Theo Ngongang | Assistant Director | Baltimore City Department of Planning 
417 E. Fayette St.  8th Floor Baltimore, MD 21218 | Direct: 410.396.8337 
  
 
 
 



From: Agnes M. Smith -GOCI- [mailto:agnes.smith@maryland.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 12:15 PM 
To: Fishburne, Michelle (FRA) 
Cc: Lisa Savoy; Keith Colston -GOCI- 
Subject: Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation 

 
--  
Agnes M. Smith 
Project Coordinator, Governor's Ethnic Commissions 
Governor's Office of Community Initiatives 
301 W. Preston Street, Suite 1500 
Baltimore MD 21201 
410-767-7491 (Office) 
410-333-5957 (Fax) 
Agnes.Smith@maryland.gov 

 



 
June 14, 2015 

US Department of Transportation 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Attn: Michelle Fishburne 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
  
Re: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project in Baltimore, Maryland 

Dear Michelle Fishburne, 
 
Thank you for informing the Delaware Tribe regarding the above referenced project.  The 
Delaware Tribe is committed to protecting historic sites important to our tribal heritage, 
culture and religion.   
 
We are interested in learning more about the above project and look forward to receiving 
the results of the engineering and environmental studies.  We would also like to continue 
as a consulting party on this project.  We appreciate your cooperation and look forward to 
working together on our shared interests in preserving Delaware cultural heritage. 
 
If you have any questions, feel free to contact this office by phone at (609) 220-1047 or 
by e-mail at temple@delawaretribe.org. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Blair Fink 
Delaware Tribe Historic Preservation Representatives 
Department of Anthropology 
Gladfelter Hall 
Temple University 
1115 W. Polett Walk 
Philadelphia, PA 19122 

Delaware Tribe Historic Preservation Representatives 
Department of Anthropology 

Gladfelter Hall 
Temple University 

1115 W. Polett Walk 
Philadelphia, PA 19122 

temple@delawaretribe.org 



From: Jason Vaughan [mailto:jvaughan@baltimoreheritagearea.org]  
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2015 12:50 PM 
To: Christeen Taniguchi 
Subject: RE: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project: Invitation and Upcoming Consulting Parties Meeting 

 
Hi Christeen,  
  
Thank you for the invitation. The heritage area is honored to be involved in the process. I have added 
the 7/16 meeting to my schedule. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Jason 
  
==========================  
Jason Vaughan, MHP 
Director, Historic Preservation and Interpretation 
Baltimore Heritage Area Association, Inc. 
100 Light Street, 12th Floor 
Baltimore, MD 21202 
Office: 410‐878‐6411 Ext 3 | Cell: 202‐320‐0283 
Visit us online at www.explorebaltimore.org | www.facebook.com/baltimoreheritagearea 
 















June 7, 2016 

Ms. Laura A. Shick 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Office of Railroad Policy and Development 

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 

Washington, DC 20590 

Ref: Proposed Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project 

Baltimore City, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Shick: 

The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) has received your notification and supporting 

documentation regarding the adverse effects of the referenced undertaking on a property or properties listed 

or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.  Based upon the information provided, we 

have concluded that Appendix A, Criteria for Council Involvement in Reviewing Individual Section 106 

Cases, of our regulations, “Protection of Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800), does not apply to this 

undertaking.  Accordingly, we do not believe that our participation in the consultation to resolve adverse 

effects is needed.  However, if we receive a request for participation from the State Historic Preservation 

Officer (SHPO), Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO), affected Indian tribe, a consulting party, or 

other party, we may reconsider this decision. Additionally, should circumstances change, and it is determined 

that our participation is needed to conclude the consultation process, please notify us. 

Pursuant to 36 CFR §800.6(b)(1)(iv), you will need to file the final Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), 

developed in consultation with the Maryland State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), and any other 

consulting parties, and related documentation with the ACHP at the conclusion of the consultation process. 

The filing of the MOA, and supporting documentation with the ACHP is required in order to complete the 

requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. 

Thank you for providing us with the notification of adverse effect. If you have any questions or require 

further assistance, please contact Christopher Wilson at 202-517-0229 or via e-mail at cwilson@achp.gov. 

Sincerely, 

LaShavio Johnson 

Historic Preservation Technician 

Office of Federal Agency Programs 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

August 1, 2016 

 

US Dept. of Transportation 

Federal Railroad Administration 

1200 New Jersey Ave., SE 

Washington, DC 20590         

 

RE: Section 106 Update and Section 4(f) De Minimis Notification B & P Tunnel Project  

 

Dear Mr. Bratcher, 

 

Thank you for updating the Delaware Tribe of the above proposed project.  We concur 

with the “no adverse effect” findings presented in this update.  We would like to continue 

as consultants on this project. 

 

We ask that in the event that a concentration of artifacts and/or in the unlikely event any 

human remains are accidentally unearthed during the course of the project that all work is 

halted until the Delaware Tribe of Indians is informed of the inadvertent discovery and a 

qualified archaeologist can evaluate the find. 

 

If you have any questions, feel free to contact this office by phone at (610) 761-7452 or 

by e-mail at temple@delawaretribe.org.   

 

Sincerely, 

 
 

Susan Bachor 

Delaware Tribe Historic Preservation Representative 

Delaware Tribe Historic Preservation Representatives 

P.O. Box 64 

Pocono Lake, PA 18347 

temple@delawaretribe.org 

mailto:temple@delawaretribe.org
mailto:temple@delawaretribe.org
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Christeen Taniguchi

From: Johns Hopkins <hopkins@baltimoreheritage.org>
Sent: Thursday, August 4, 2016 2:00 PM
To: Christeen Taniguchi
Cc: Beth Cole -MDP-; Laura.Shick@dot.gov; Tim Tamburrino; Eric Almquist; Amanda Apple -MDP-; 

brandon.bratcher@dot.gov
Subject: RE: B&P Tunnel Sec. 106

Thanks chrisreen. This helps. Johns 

 
On Aug 4, 2016 12:01 PM, "Christeen Taniguchi" <ctaniguchi@rkk.com> wrote: 

Hi Johns, 

  

The two rowhouses would be demolished to maintain connectivity between North Bentalou Street and the adjoining 
alleyway located south of the Lauretta Avenue rowhouses.   

  

Your insightful comments have been invaluable to this project’s Section 106 process, so thank you!  Let us know of any 
other questions or comments. 

  

Christeen 

  

From: Johns Hopkins [mailto:hopkins@baltimoreheritage.org]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 3, 2016 4:29 PM 
To: Christeen Taniguchi <ctaniguchi@rkk.com> 
Cc: brandon.bratcher@dot.gov; Amanda Apple ‐MDP‐ <amanda.apple@maryland.gov>; Tim Tamburrino 
<tim.tamburrino@maryland.gov>; beth cole <beth.cole@maryland.gov>; Laura.Shick@dot.gov; Eric Almquist 
<ealmquist@rkk.com> 
Subject: Re: B&P Tunnel Sec. 106 

  

Thanks Christeen. I'll stop harking on the corner of North and Eutaw...it's clear you get the message. 

  

As for the two additional rowhouse to be demolished, these are not exceptionally great pieces of architecture, 
but are nice historic rowhouses that are part of an otherwise continuous block without any gaps. It would be 
helpful to hear (or see) what is going in there that requires their demolition and how it would impact the 



2

remaining houses in the row. On one end of the spectrum, I'm envisioning the street needs widening and that's 
it. On the other end, I'm envisioning a massive vent plant directly adjacent to the remaining houses. Any help 
trying to visualize what's going on? Thanks again. Johns 

 
 

------------------------------- 
Johns Hopkins, Executive Director 
Baltimore Heritage 
11 ½ West Chase Street, Baltimore, MD 21201 
office 410.332.9992 

  

On Wed, Aug 3, 2016 at 4:13 PM, Christeen Taniguchi <ctaniguchi@rkk.com> wrote: 

Hi Johns,  

  

On behalf of FRA, thank you for your input on the recent B&P Tunnel project Section 106 Update submittal.  Please 
see below for FRA’s responses: 

  

1)     Vent Plant – We understand Baltimore Heritage’s continued concern about a possible intermediate 
ventilation plant at the corner of Eutaw Place and North Avenue.  Please be assured that FRA and the B&P 
Tunnel project team are fully committed to incorporating input from the Section 106 consulting parties and 
public as we design the vent plant.  We are working to make the structure as unobtrusive as possible and 
blend it into the neighborhood through the use of architectural and landscaping treatments.  We are also 
considering the feasibility of adding shallow store fronts and intend to work with interested stakeholders to 
ensure compatibility with potential future development plans.   

  

2)     South Portal Area – The two additional rowhouses to be demolished are located at the southwest corner 
of Lauretta Avenue and N. Bentalou Street.   Their addresses are:  2301 Lauretta Avenue and 2303 Lauretta 
Avenue. 

  

As you know, the FEIS is scheduled to be released in October 2016.  If you’d like, we can add you to the list of 
interested parties we’ll be reaching out to when that document is released to the public.  

  

Let us know of any other questions or comments you may have, and thank you for continuing to play an active and 
valuable role as a consulting party. 
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Christeen 

  

  

From: Johns Hopkins [mailto:hopkins@baltimoreheritage.org]  
Sent: Monday, August 1, 2016 11:32 AM 
To: brandon.bratcher@dot.gov; Christeen Taniguchi <ctaniguchi@rkk.com>; Amanda Apple ‐MDP‐ 
<amanda.apple@maryland.gov> 
Subject: B&P Tunnel Sec. 106 

  

Christeen -- Thank you for sending over the revised Sec. 106 report on the B&P tunnel. I have one comment 
and one question: 

  

1) Vent Plant -- Thank you for eliminating the Whitelock Street garden for the north vent plant. We still have 
concerns about the possible site at the corner of Eutaw Place and North Avenue. This is the major gateway 
and connector between Bolton Hill and Reservoir Hill, and we believe that this corner warrants a structure 
that can bring the neighborhoods together -- something the vent plant would not do. Although historically 
there was a large building at the corner, two important things are different this time around: a) the vent plant 
would not be a hive of activity as the historic building was, but rather by design a place where people are not 
allowed; and b) historically what we know today as the Reservoir Hill and Bolton Hill neighborhoods were 
lumped together and known as Mount Royal. Then the community was more seamless. Today North Avenue 
has unfortunately become full of barriers between the two "new" neighborhoods, and today residents and 
planners are looking for ways to break down those barriers, especially along North Avenue. A large people-
less vent plant will not contribute to this effort, especially on the vital corner of North and Eutaw. 

  

2) South Portal Area -- From the report, it seems as if the number of demolitions is being reduced. Thank you. 
But I could not get a good idea of which rowhouses were being added to the demolition list in the Greater 
Rosemont Historic District and the Edmondson Avenue Historic District. Is it possible to email me the 
addresses of these places?  

  

Thanks Christeen. Johns 
 

------------------------------- 
Johns Hopkins, Executive Director 
Baltimore Heritage 
11 ½ West Chase Street, Baltimore, MD 21201 
office 410.332.9992 

"RK&K" and "RK&K Engineers" are registered trade names of Rummel, Klepper & Kahl, LLP, a Maryland 
limited liability partnership. This message contains confidential information intended only for the person or 
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Chesapeake Bay Ecological Services Field Office

177 ADMIRAL COCHRANE DRIVE
ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401

PHONE: (410)573-4599 FAX: (410)266-9127

Consultation Tracking Number: 05E2CB00-2015-SLI-0326 December 09, 2014
Project Name: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project.

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of
your proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills
the requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 ).et seq.

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can
be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed
list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2)
of the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 ), Federal agencies are requiredet seq.
to utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and/or designated critical habitat.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the



human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation,
that listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 ), and projects affecting these species may requireet seq.
development of an eagle conservation plan
(http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.

Attachment

2



http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 12/09/2014  02:29 PM 
1

Preliminary Species list

Provided by: 
Chesapeake Bay Ecological Services Field Office

177 ADMIRAL COCHRANE DRIVE

ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401

(410) 573-4599

Consultation Tracking Number: 05E2CB00-2015-SLI-0326
Project Type: Transportation
Project Description: The proposed project involves replacing an existing 1.4 mile underground
tunnel along one of three potential alignments in Baltimore City (see attached mapping). The project
is in the planning phase and it remains to be determined whether the final tunnel design will extend
beneath the Jones Falls or the track alignment will remain on the existing bridge structure above the
stream before entering the B&P Tunnel.

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel
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Project Location Map: 

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON (((-76.6268744 39.3179166, -76.6194114 39.3110768, -
76.638204 39.2952033, -76.6548552 39.2951369, -76.6553744 39.3094166, -76.6419891
39.3153933, -76.6387276 39.3158581, -76.6369251 39.3167213, -76.6333202 39.3166549, -
76.6268744 39.3179166)))

Project Counties: Baltimore (city), MD

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel
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Endangered Species Act Species List

There are a total of 0 threatened or endangered species on your species list.  Species on this list should be considered in

an effects analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain

fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species.  Critical habitats listed under the

Has Critical Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area.  See the Critical habitats within your

project area section further below for critical habitat that lies within your project.  Please contact the designated FWS

office if you have questions.

There are no listed species identified for the vicinity of your project.

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel
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Critical habitats that lie within your project area
There are no critical habitats within your project area.

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel
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June 11, 2015 
 

Angela Willis 
Maryland Transit Administration 
6 St. Paul St. 
Baltimore, MD 21202-1614 
 
 
RE: Environmental Review for Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project, Baltimore City, 
MD. 
 
Dear Ms. Willis: 

 
The Wildlife and Heritage Service has determined that there are no State or Federal records for 
rare, threatened or endangered species within the boundaries of the project site as delineated.  As 
a result, we have no specific comments or requirements pertaining to protection measures at this 
time.  This statement should not be interpreted however as meaning that rare, threatened or 
endangered species are not in fact present.  If appropriate habitat is available, certain species 
could be present without documentation because adequate surveys have not been conducted.   

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

 
       Sincerely, 
      

                                                              
  
       Lori A. Byrne, 
       Environmental Review Coordinator 
       Wildlife and Heritage Service 
       MD Dept. of Natural Resources 
 

ER# 2015.0251.bc 
 



Tawes State Office Building – 580 Taylor Avenue – Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

410-260-8DNR or toll free in Maryland 877-620-8DNR – dnr.maryland.gov – TTY Users Call via the Maryland 

Relay 

15-MIS-201 

June 29, 2015 

Angela Willis 

Maryland Transit Administration 

6 St. Paul Street 

Baltimore, MD 21202 

Subject:  Fisheries Information for the Proposed Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project, in Baltimore, Maryland. 

Dear Ms. Willis, 

The above referenced project has been reviewed to determine fisheries species in the vicinity of the proposed 

project.  The proposed activities include the Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project, in Baltimore, Maryland. 

Jones Falls, Stony Run (Patapsco River Basin) and tributaries near the site are classified as Use IV streams 

(Recreational Trout Waters).  Generally, no instream work is permitted in Use IV streams during the period of 

March 1 through May 31, inclusive, during any year. 

No anadromous fish have been documented near the project site.  However, these streams may support many 

resident fish species documented by our Maryland Biological Stream Survey.  There are Maryland Biological 

Stream Survey (MBSS) stations near the project location.  The species collected at one of these stations has been 

itemized in the attached list.  MBSS data can be accessed via the MDDNR web page at 

http://streamhealth.maryland.gov, allowing access to resource surveys in neighboring tributaries. 

If you have further questions, please contact the Environmental Review Program at 410-260-8803. 

Sincerely, 

Alison Armocida 

Environmental Review Program 





The following fishes were collected at JONE-312-R-2002 

Common name Percent of total 

LONGNOSE DACE 30.0 

WHITE SUCKER 22.1 

SATINFIN SHINER 19.4 

TESSELLATED DARTER 10.2 

BLUNTNOSE MINNOW 7.0 

YELLOW BULLHEAD 4.2 

REDBREAST SUNFISH 2.3 

MUMMICHOG 1.5 

SWALLOWTAIL SHINER 1.4 

AMERICAN EEL 1.0 

LARGEMOUTH BASS 0.5 

NORTHERN HOGSUCKER 0.3 

http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=LONGNOSE%20DACE
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=WHITE%20SUCKER
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=SATINFIN%20SHINER
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=TESSELLATED%20DARTER
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=BLUNTNOSE%20MINNOW
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=YELLOW%20BULLHEAD
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=REDBREAST%20SUNFISH
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=MUMMICHOG
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=SWALLOWTAIL%20SHINER
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=AMERICAN%20EEL
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=LARGEMOUTH%20BASS
http://mddnr.chesapeakebay.net/mbss/SA_spec6.cfm?species=NORTHERN%20HOGSUCKER
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Online Certification Letter

Today's date:

Project:

Dear Applicant for online certification:

Thank you for using the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) Chesapeake Bay Field
 Office online project review process. By printing this letter in conjunction with your project
 review package, you are certifying that you have completed the online project review
 process for the referenced project in accordance with all instructions provided, using the best
 available information to reach your conclusions. This letter, and the enclosed project review
 package, completes the review of your project in accordance with the Endangered Species
 Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531-1544, 87 Stat. 884), as amended (ESA).This letter also
 provides information for your project review under the National Environmental Policy Act
 of 1969 (P.L. 91-190, 42 U.S.C. 4321-4347, 83 Stat. 852), as amended. A copy of this letter
 and the project review package must be submitted to this office for this certification to be
 valid. This letter and the project review package will be maintained in our records.


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

 This response relates only to federally protected threatened or endangered species under our
 jurisdiction. For additional information on threatened or endangered species in Maryland,
 you should contact the Maryland Wildlife and Heritage Division at (410) 260-8573. For
 information in Delaware you should contact the Delaware Division of Fish and Wildlife,
 Wildlife Species Conservation and Research Program at (302) 735-8658. For information in
 the District of Columbia, you should contact the National Park Service at (202) 339-8309.

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

We appreciate the opportunity to provide information relative to fish and wildlife issues, and
 thank you for your interest in these resources. If you have any questions or need further
 assistance, please contact Chesapeake Bay Field Office Threatened and Endangered Species
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 program at (410) 573-4527.

Sincerely,

Genevieve LaRouche 

Field Supervisor



 

 

 

 
Final Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Correspondence Related to the 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation 
 

 



 United States Department of the Interior 
 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
        Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 

                                       Custom House, Room 244 
                                                           200 Chestnut Street 
                                             Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106-2904 
 

    
February 2, 2016 

 
 
9043.1 
ER15/0695 
 
Michelle Fishburne 
Office of Railroad Policy and Development 
USDOT Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC  20590 
 
 
Subject:  Northeast Corridor Baltimore and Potomac Tunnel Project Draft EIS/Section 4(f) 
 
Dear Ms. Fishburne: 
 
The Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Draft EIS and Section 4(f) 
Evaluation prepared by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for the Baltimore and 
Potomac Tunnel Project in Baltimore, MD.  We understand from the DEIS that the FRA is 
considering the no action alternative and three action alternatives; the preferred alternative will 
be identified in the Final EIS. 
 
The purpose of the Project is to address the structural and operational deficiencies of the existing 
B&P Tunnel and to accommodate future high-performance intercity passenger rail service goals 
for the NEC, including: to reduce travel time through the B&P Tunnel and along the NEC; to 
accommodate existing and projected travel demand for intercity and commuter passenger 
services; to eliminate impediments to existing and projected operations along the NEC; and to 
provide operational reliability, while accounting for the value of the existing tunnel as an 
important element of Baltimore's rail infrastructure.  We offer the following comments on this 
project for your consideration.  
 

Section 4(f) Evaluation Comments 
 
The Department appreciates that you have coordinated with various agencies regarding this 
project and the development of the Section 4(f) Evaluation. We encourage continued 
coordination with these agencies and tribes throughout the life of this project.  
 
Currently, there is no preferred alternative identified and while the Section 4(f) Evaluation does 
contain specific analysis about impacts to Section 4(f) resources, the Department of the Interior 

 
 
 
 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

 



 

 2 

is currently unable to provide concurrence that there is a no feasible and prudent alternative and 
that all measures have been taken to minimize harm. We appreciate and encourage continued 
interagency communication as you move through the process of finalizing the EIS and selecting 
a preferred alternative.  
 
We note that there has been extensive consultation with the consulting parties and that a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) will be developed to resolve any adverse effects. We agree 
that this should be an appropriate measure to minimize harm and to mitigate the adverse effect to 
the Section 4(f) resources. We would appreciate the opportunity to review the MOA along with 
the finalized Section 4(f).  
 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments. 
 
       Sincerely, 

           
       Lindy Nelson 
       Regional Environmental Officer 
    
 
 
 
cc: Cheryl Sams, NPS 
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