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Date 

 

Mr. Joseph C. Lawson 

Division Administrator 

Federal Highway Administration 

1990 K Street NW, Suite 510 

Washington, DC 20006-1103 

 

Mr. Faisal Hameed, Chief 

Project Development, Environment & Sustainability Planning 

District Department of Transportation 

55 M Street SE, Suite 400 

Washington DC 20003 

 

RE: Responses to the Virginia Avenue Tunnel Reconstruction Draft EIS 

 

During a regularly scheduled 6B Advisory Neighborhood Commission (ANC6B) meeting on 

September 10, 2013, with a quorum present, the Commission voted 9-0-0 to send this letter to 

the DC Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration with its 

comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) on the Reconstruction of the 

Virginia Avenue Tunnel (VAT). 

 

As the Commission stated in its letter of November 15, 2011, sent after the initial NEPA Scoping 

public meeting, and in its subsequent letter of December 27, 2011, we are most focused on 

making sure that impacts of the construction phase of the project on the quality of life of those in 

its path, traffic flows, and economic development are minimized and, where necessary, 

mitigated.  ANC6B has also been quite firm in making sure that the neighborhoods that endure 

three or more years of this major construction project are benefited in the post-construction phase 

of the project.  We continue those themes here.   

 

Parts of ANC6B will be affected differently by reconstruction of the VAT.  Our residential and 

commercial areas north of the Freeway will be primarily impacted by decisions made on road 

closures and detours and how well these are actively managed.  These decisions will also impact 

the 6B area south of the Freeway, east of 7
th

 Street SE.  But, this area—what is called the Lower 

8
th

—will also be directly impacted by many aspects of the VAT reconstruction itself as the 

Limits of Disturbance (LOD) for all 3 build alternatives crosses this portion of 6B, cutting 

through Virginia Avenue Park.   

 

The Lower 8
th

 has unique features compared with the majority of the project area south of the 

Freeway.
1
 The Park and all but one block are in the Capitol Hill Historic District.  The buildings 

in the Lower 8
th

 are primarily historic townhouses built over 100 years ago and, thus, more 

susceptible to vibration damage than the newer buildings elsewhere.  These buildings are either 

residences or are used for commercial purposes, making the Lower 8
th

 the only portion of the 

                                                           
1
 Yet, according to the DEIS (Chapter 4, page 4-1): “In general, the land uses on the north side of I-695 have 

retained their historical characteristics.  The land uses on the south side, however, have been subject to large scale 
redevelopment that eliminated most of the original structures and buildings.” 
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overall project area with a cluster of small businesses adjacent to or near the LOD.  Lastly, while 

there is a development boom in other parts of the project area, desperately needed development 

in the Lower 8
th

 is frozen until the VAT is reconstructed. 

 

The Four Alternatives 

ANC6B does not support the No Build Alternative. We recognize that a 100-year old tunnel is 

likely to need comprehensive repairs in the near future.   

 

As to the three “build” alternatives, 6B finds that each has strengths and weaknesses.  Thus, we 

support the development of a hybrid as the FEIS preferred alternative and below present the 

attributes we ask that it encompass.  

 

ANC6B would prefer an FEIS alternative whose construction: 

 takes the shortest time to complete (2,3)
 2

 

 work duration is lowest in the MOT Phase 1 (2) 

 work duration is lowest in MOT Phase 2 (3) 

 noise and vibration impacts are the least (unclear but probably 2,3) 

 enables freight trains to operate along a covered track (3) 

 LOD has the smallest footprint in Virginia Avenue Park (4) 

 

and, results in a reconstructed tunnel that: 

 has a barrier between the 2 tracks (3,4) 

 occupies the least space beneath Virginia Avenue Park (2,4) 

 results in one East Portal (2,4) 

 ends up closest to the center line of the existing tunnel (2) 

 has no or the least increased noise or vibration impacts (?) 

 

Project Duration 

As detailed in the DEIS, VAT reconstruction will have significant negative impacts on the 

community for an extensive period of time.  Consequently, the shortest time that the community 

will be disrupted is preferred by ANC6B as this could lessen all impacts.  If overall impacts are 

equal, total project duration favors Alternatives 2 and 3, for which the estimated maximum 

duration is 42 months compared with the 66 months of Alternative 4.  According to the 

construction phasing details of each alternative in the DEIS, construction activity will proceed 

along the entire line from 2
nd

 to 11
th

 Street SE for the duration of Alternatives 2 and 3.   

 

For Alternative 4, however, work will advance eastward in 400 foot segments along the line such 

that when the work reaches the eastern part of the area, the community at the western end may 

have long since experienced the worst of the project.  While this different distribution of impacts 

is difficult to analyze, asking the entire community to bear the longer duration of Alternative 4 is 

unacceptable to ANC6B, especially since it would completely close Virginia Avenue south of 

the Freeway for most of the 66 months
3
 diverting traffic both south and north of the Freeway 

                                                           
2
 The number(s) in parentheses indicate the DEIS alternative(s) that illustrate the attribute. 

3
 There is some inconsistency on this point in the MOT Plan Report between the text (p. 4-3) and Figure A-3. 
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and, ultimately, put off development in the Lower 8
th

 area of 6B for almost twice as long as 

would Alternatives 2 and 3.       

 

Traffic and the MOT Plan 

While there is a host of details and data in the DEIS on the impact of the project on multi-modal 

traffic flows during the construction, we note that the Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) Plan Report 

(Appendix J) that supports statements in the DEIS is dated August 2012 and labeled “draft” and 

“preliminary.”  This leads us to some uncertainty about aspects of the study as it pertains to the 

build alternatives.  For the preferred alternative in the FEIS, the MOT Plan should be updated, 

especially sections regarding coordination with 11
th

 Street Bridge and DC Water M Street 

projects.  For example, it may be that by the time this project actually begins, the new Freeway 

on ramp at 8
th

 Street and the new off ramp at 11
th

 Street SE may be completed easing some of the 

existing congestion and changing vehicle flow patterns in the neighborhoods.   

 

For instance, on September 9, 2013, at the 11
th

 Street Bridge Stakeholders Meeting, we learned 

that both of these ramps will be operational by Spring 2014.  We also learned at that meeting that 

reconstruction of the VAT will impact the Bridge project plans to create four lanes for the 11
th

 

Street off ramp, at its intersection with 11
th

 Street.  This widening from two lanes is to facilitate 

both right and left turns onto 11
th

 Street.  Because the two southern lanes will be in the way of 

VAT reconstruction, CSX has apparently committed to finishing this part of the 11
th

 Street 

Bridge Project during the VAT post-construction phase.  ANC6B asks that this commitment be 

detailed in the FEIS, including any impacts on the Bridge project for delays in the VAT project.   

 

ANC6B would not likely support this project without the commitment to keep the north-south 

crossings of Virginia Avenue and the 6
th

 Street off ramp open during construction.  The 

separation of the MOT plan into phases is helpful in that it reduces the duration of certain road 

closures and detours.  Not all of the project area community will be affected similarly by the 

MOT plan.  Much will depend on where people live and businesses are located and on how 

people normally drive through the project area and how they react when faced with detours.   

 

We have tried to analyze the difference between the impacts of MOT Phase 1 and MOT Phase 2.   

But, we have residents and businesses on both sides of the Freeway and several signalized 

intersections north of the Freeway move into the LOS D and E columns during Phase 2, as do 

several south of the Freeway during Phase 1.  Still, some think that residents of and businesses 

north of the Freeway will be more affected by Phase 2 when it detours traffic from the south side 

of the Freeway to the north side along Virginia Avenue and G Street.  This perspective suggests 

an FEIS preferred alternative with a lower duration in Phase 2 than Phase 1, such as DEIS 

Alternatives 2 and 3.    

 

We are unable to reconcile the fact that 6
th

 Street is a northbound one-way street with Figure A-4 

in Appendix J that appears to indicate a long-term detour directing traffic southbound on 6
th

 

Street SE, north of the freeway, toward Virginia Avenue. The draft MOT also predicts increased 

traffic along 6
th

 Street SE creating congestion (LOS of D and E) at un-signalized intersections as 

far north of the Freeway as D Street.  Is the information on Figure A-4 an error?  We cannot find 

any mention of converting 6
th

 Street to a southbound street, something the ANC6B would not 

support without good evidence of the need.  We are also unclear as to why 6
th

 Street intersections 
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north of G Street SE would experience significant additional traffic as a result of the VAT 

project.  Is it because the MOT assumes that drivers having to turn left as they exit from the 6
th

 

Street ramp will opt not to turn right onto Virginia Avenue but continue up 6
th

 Street to turn at 

intersections farther north?      

 

ANC6B supports plans to convert L Street between 8
th

 & 9
th

 Streets SE from one-way 

westbound to a 2-way street in order to facilitate the use of L Street as an east-west alternative to 

Virginia Avenue.  However, in order to accommodate vehicle traffic that ends up at 9
th

 & L, 9
th

 

Street between Virginia Avenue and M Street also should be converted from one to two ways.  

(Currently, 9
th

 Street between L and M is one way northbound.) 

 

Finally, we recognize that—despite all the work on a MOT plan—unexpected changes will occur 

during construction whatever the MOT Phase.  In addition, there will be specific stages in 

construction when the project will switch from Phase 1 to Phase 2 if this concept is maintained in 

the FEIS.  Thus, we ask that a notification process—beyond the normal DDOT Traffic Alerts—

be established to ensure that residents and businesses in the project area are notified well in 

advance of any major change.  Notification could be handled through the community outreach 

effort discussed below.   

 

Vibration and Noise 

Having reviewed the numerous impacts of VAT construction, we find that noise and vibration 

will be the most serious ones in our and other neighborhoods.  While both the vibration and noise 

technical reports provide a wealth of information, we find it difficult to evaluate them in terms of 

the resultant impacts on our community because the conclusions do not account for multiple 

types of equipment operating at the same time.  We ask that when the FEIS focuses on a 

preferred alternative, it provide more comprehensive information on cumulative effects.   

 

Noise and vibration impacts will occur from construction activities and passage of CSX freight 

trains during construction.  Freight trains operating underground in the existing tunnel in 

Alternate 3 are projected to create no more noise than trains currently do.  Whereas, trains 

operating in a runaround track (Alternate 2) or open tunnel (Alternate 4) are projected to increase 

noise by 0 to 2 dBAs and 0-1 dBAs, respectively. These slight increases in noise may be 

drowned out by construction noise during the daytime but be significant if CSX plans to run 

trains at night time.  In any case, in addition to the noise impacts, the community is particularly 

concerned about the safety aspects of open trench/tunnel freight operations.   

 

The DEIS estimates that noise from construction activities will be the same in Alternatives 2 and 

3 and the same or lower in Alternate 4 except when sheet piling is required.  The commitment in 

the DEIS is to conduct sheet piling only between 830am and 430pm on weekdays and, when 

working near residences, to use quieter vibratory techniques.  The DEIS is not clear about 

whether sheet piling has to occur along the entire length of the line or only in specific areas.  

Overall noise data, as mentioned above, are presented in the DEIS by single equipment types.  

Reality is that several types will be employed simultaneously.  Bottom line: Noise will be a 

nuisance to businesses and residents of the project area regardless of the Alternative and more so 

if/when sheet piling by hammer has to occur.   
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The Vibration Analysis Report of June 2013 (Appendix F) is troubling because it does not 

appear to acknowledge that the 6B area bounded by 7
th

 Street, M Street, 10
th

 Street, and Virginia 

Avenue/Park contains relatively small buildings that ‘contribute” to the Capitol Hill Historic 

District.  With few exceptions, these buildings are old and more fragile than many others in the 

project area.  We ask that this omission be corrected in the FEIS and that it properly account for 

the effects that will occur to this type of buildings.  We note that the DEIS does mention that 

train vibrations could damage fragile older building; it does not discuss the impact of other 

sources.  While the DEIS attention to the historic St. Paul AUMP Church is warranted, it is 

located farther from the LOD than are several buildings in 6B’s Lower 8th.  Two buildings, 809 

& 811 Virginia Avenue, abut the LOD and on their south elevation share party walls with 808 & 

810 L Street SE, respectively.  The area’s two oldest historic buildings (1003 and 1005 8
th

 Street 

SE) are just below the LOD on the west side of 8
th

 Street SE.  The businesses in these buildings 

will be affected by the daytime construction work as will the residents who live in historic 

townhouses along the 900 block of Potomac Avenue, across the street from the LOD. 

  

The DEIS mentions pre-construction surveys.  But, the language in the DEIS, such as the 

following, does not make it clear at all which buildings in the project area would qualify for a 

survey.   

 

“… the owner of a building close enough to a construction vibration source that damage 

to that structure due to vibration is possible would be entitled to a pre-construction 

building inspection to document the pre-construction condition of that structure.” [DEIS, 

Chapter 5, page 5-36] 

 

We ask that all the historic buildings in 6B’s Lower 8
th

 area be entitled to pre-construction 

surveys if the individual property owners are agreeable.  We fully support the provision of a 

“vibration monitoring & mitigation plan” mentioned in the DEIS but ask that more details of the 

plan be provided in the FEIS.  For instance, this plan should include the installation of 

seismographs at key buildings along the south side of the entire length of the LOD in the project 

area and have a periodic and public reporting system of the data gathered.  The FEIS also needs 

to provide details about a claims process and identify an adjudication process and a third party to 

manage it. 

 

Finally, while noise and vibration during construction is a serious concern, the post construction 

noise and vibration impacts also leave us with many questions.  The DEIS mentions that it found 

no increase in noise or vibration with the doubling of trains due to the bi-directional capacity, but 

it failed to mention how double-stacked trains or the overall increased capacity may affect noise 

and vibration.   

 

This leads 6B to concerns about the placement of the reconstructed tunnel.  All 3 of the 

alternatives place the center line of the reconstructed tunnel south of the existing tunnel 

centerline by: 7 feet (Alternative 2), 17 feet (Alternative 4) and 25 feet (Alternative 3).  For 

Alternatives 3 and 4, this puts a portion of the reconstructed tunnel under the tree box strip on the 

south side of Virginia Avenue.  While the DEIS does not appear to state the depth below the 

surface of the reconstructed tunnel, lack of sufficient soil depth may affect the size and variety of 

replanted street trees that can survive along the Avenue.  The positioning of the reconstructed 
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tunnel significantly closer to residences and businesses along Virginia Avenue, as Alternatives 3 

and 4 do, moves the potential of noise and vibration effects closer to the buildings and 

population south of the Freeway. 

 

Land Use, Impacts on Businesses and the LODs  

Among the commitments in the DEIS is one providing all properties directly adjacent to the 

LOD [ES page S-23] with alternative access for both vehicles and pedestrians.  The specifics are 

listed in Table 5-1 of the DEIS MOT report (Appendix J01) and the table includes two 

businesses and two lots in 6B’s Lower 8
th

 neighborhood.  Our comments are below: 

 

 National Community Church (Square 906) 701 Virginia Avenue.  The first point is that 

this property is no longer “under demolition” as noted on the MOT table.  The buildings 

that were on the property have been razed and two sections of the property have been 

converted into private parking pads for church members.  One of these pads could be 

accessed from the driveway/gate on L Street (as the MOT table says) but the other pad 

cannot.  There is a driveway on 7
th

 Street as mentioned in the MOT table.  However, a 

gate created here in the fence would lead vehicles directly through the bio-retention pond 

that the DC Department of Environment required NCC to construct when it paved two 

portions of the lot.  One option might be to connect the two parking pads within the lot so 

that vehicles in both pads could access the L Street gate. For pedestrians the optimal 

solution would be to create a small gate in the fence next to 1003 8
th

 Street SE to 

facilitate members walking between the NCC church in the 500 block of 8
th

 Street and 

their vehicles parked on the lot. 

 Temporary Parking Lot (Square 929) 801 Virginia Avenue.  As the MOT table says, an 

access driveway needs to be located off L Street to replace the one on Virginia Avenue.  

The MOT table mentions two existing driveways but only one is used for the parking lot. 

 809-811 Virginia Avenue (Square 929). These properties are not mentioned on the MOT 

table.  These two townhouses are businesses and need both vehicle and pedestrian access.  

This could be accomplished from L Street by creating a temporary driveway and walk 

way, perhaps using an empty lot/space east of this property. 

 808-810 L Street SE (Square 929).  These properties are mentioned in the MOT table and 

will be accessible by both east and west bound vehicles once L Street between 8
th

 & 9
th

 

Streets is converted to a two-way street. 

 Dog-Ma Dog Daycare & Boarding (Square 929), 821 Virginia Avenue.  Currently this 

business is accessed by vehicles and pedestrians via Virginia Avenue and has a driveway 

onto Virginia Avenue.  The MOT table appropriately says that the vehicle entrance and 

pedestrian access would be relocated to 9
th

 Street SE.  But the viability of this is 

dependent on the direction of 9
th

 Street (see above under Traffic). 

 Al’s Carry Out 1003 8
th

 Street SE and Wrenn’s Barber Shop 1005 8
th

 SE (Square 929). 

Neither of these buildings are mentioned in the MOT table but the LOD border is shown 

running directly in front of both businesses.  The DEIS definition of the LOD implies that 

the borders are consistent with where fences will be placed.  6B needs clarification of the 

impact of the LOD on these businesses.  Both rely on pedestrian access and the Carry Out 

on vehicles being able to pull up curbside for quick pick-ups. 
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NOTE: As the above properties are in the Capitol Hill Historic District, any driveways created 

should be temporary in nature.  Any new curb cuts would have to be removed after construction 

is completed.   

 

ANC6B needs several clarifications regarding LOD borders.  First, as mentioned above, what 

complications might occur because LOD borders are drawn such that they jut out into north-

south crossing streets?  Is this simply to indicate areas that will be temporarily affected by the 

installation of decking? And, specifically, why does the LOD border extend along the east side 

of the 1000 block of 8
th

 Street SE?  Third, the LOD for Alternatives 2 and 3 extends to the south 

side of the 1000 block of L Street SE.  Will this portion of L Street be incorporated into the LOD 

such that vehicle, pedestrian, and bicycle traffic will be interrupted?  (This block and its 

intersections at 10
th

 & 11
th

 Streets are not mentioned elsewhere in the DEIS as slated to be 

closed.) 

 

For all 3 alternatives in the DEIS, the land consumed by each LOD is the same except within and 

east of Virginia Avenue Park.  There, Alternative 4 has a smaller footprint than do Alternatives 2 

and 3.  Under Alternative 2, the large footprint is to accommodate the temporary run around 

track trench.  Under Alternative 3, the larger footprint is required because the reconstructed 

tunnel has to be split into two single tracks, creating two East Portals rather than one.  The DEIS 

does not explain why the Alternative 3 reconstructed tunnel does not fit (as do Alternatives 2 and 

4) between the two pillars of the outbound Freeway that straddle the existing tunnel.  But, the 

construction consequences of the wider LOD for Alternatives 2 and 3 moves this activity closer 

to the historic residential buildings along the 900 block of Potomac Avenue and the business at 

the corner of 10
th

 & L Streets SE.   

 

The post-construction consequences of Alternative 3’s split tracks are that more of Virginia 

Avenue Park will be on top of the new tunnel, possibly affecting the location and variety of trees 

that could be planted.  CSX tracks between the Anacostia River and the East Portal have long 

created a significant barrier preventing full use of the land north and south of the tracks and 

cutting off easy access to the riverfront.  As such, ANC6B appreciates that CSX has decided to 

move the East Portal a block eastward, freeing up some land in that area.  But, the proposed two 

East Portals will consume more land north of M Street, east of 12
th

 Street SE, and create a wider 

barrier of train tracks up to about 14
th

 Street than currently exists in part of the area that the 

community is currently considering as possible park land under DDOT’s Barney Circle/SE 

Boulevard NEPA study and with the completion of the 11
th

 Street Bridge project. 

 

More Details for Mitigations 

ANC6B appreciates the commitment of many mitigation measures throughout the DEIS and 

endorses those included in S.9 Environmental Commitments [pages S-23 to S-25].  However, we 

request that the FEIS provide specific details about the rodent prevention and controls program 

and dust control program as we have requested above for the vibration and monitoring plan. 

 

We ask for a rodent control program that features: a) baiting in around the project area; b) 

removal of waste from the project area on routine basis (daily, semi-weekly, weekly, etc.); c) 

regular dewatering of any catchment areas; d) pro-active reduction of potential habitation areas, 

such as rodent burrows; e) increased vector control activities during specific phases of 
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construction, such as demolition/removal/disturbance of the existing tunnel; and f) coordination 

with Department of Health to conduct mutually supporting abatement activities beyond the LOD. 

 

A dust control program should incorporate: a) water spraying on areas of loose soil and exposed 

dirt on a frequent basis, even daily if needed; b) wind screens shielding areas of major 

construction; c) netting or fiber covering over soil piles; and d) as construction progresses, rapid 

re-vegetation of exposed areas. 

 

In addition, the FEIS needs to inform us how affected residents and businesses will be notified 

about planned outages and the duration of both planned and emergency outages.  Will this be 

handled by CSX through its community outreach program or by the utilities?  And, by what 

means? 

 

The DEIS says that construction workers would be “prohibited from parking” in either 

residential or metered curbside spaces [ES page S-25].  The FEIS should spell out how this 

prohibition will be enforced. 

 

Historic and Archeological Resources 

As the DEIS states, because the 100 year old tunnel will be demolished, it is most likely that an 

“adverse effects” finding under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act will be 

made, triggering a Memorandum of Agreement to establish mitigations.  ANC6B is a Consulting 

Party to the Section 106 process and plans to contribute to that document. 

 

In the FEIS, we ask that the 35 contributing buildings of the part of Capitol Hill Historic District 

located south of the Freeway be specifically identified (see discussions above).  In addition, we 

ask that the Virginia Avenue Belgian block paving and existing tunnel’s East Portal entrance 

bricks be preserved during construction so they could be used as historic features in the restored 

and enhanced Virginia Avenue Park. The paving stones could delineate the ROW of Virginia 

Avenue that transverses the Park and the bricks could be used to construct a small-scale replica 

of the East Portal as an archway entrance to the Park. 

 

Post-Construction Restorations 

6B is quite concerned about the language used in the DEIS about the post-construction status of 

Virginia Avenue Park.  It varies in the DEIS, ranging from “Virginia Avenue Park would be 

restored” [ES, pages 5-4, 5-15, 5-50 and others] to “CSX would provide enhancements to the 

park at the conclusion of construction in coordination with NPS and DC DPR” [ES, table S-1].   

 

The FEIS should emphatically state that Virginia Avenue Park will be re-designed during its 

restoration and that planning will be done in consultation with NPS, DPR, and the community.  

Note that it is the community that will be deprived of using most of this recreational resource 

during the years of construction.  Re-design should consider a number of additions to the Park, 

such as an already planned dog park, a children’s playground, tennis courts, a basketball court, 

conversation areas, and so on.  To this end, ANC6B has already begun prompting DC DPR’s 

leadership to engage with the community.  We also ask DDOT to clarify what public lands have 

been “freed up” by the 11
th

 Street Bridge project and could be added to Virginia Avenue Park or 

used in other ways for public benefit. 
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We fully support the DEIS in its post-construction commitment to “improving access to Garfield 

Park at 2
nd

 Street” [ES, page S-26] according to plans already developed and to facilitating a 

connection between Garfield Park and Canal Park, as discussed in Paragraph 5.12.2 in the DEIS 

Executive Summary. 

 

We are in full support of the post-construction commitment [bottom of ES page S-25] to work 

with DDOT and the community to create what amounts to a linear tree-lined pedestrian and 

bicycle parkway along the north side of the portion of Virginia Avenue south of the Freeway.  

This linear park should extend from Garfield Park to Virginia Avenue Park and beyond, as 

depicted in the CSX draft concept drawings of April 8, 2010.   

 

In addition, ANC6B assumes DDOT is planning to convert the portion of Virginia Avenue on 

the north side of the Freeway between 6th and 8th Streets back to a one way street after 

construction is completed.  ANC 6B further assumes DDOT will repave this section of Virginia 

Avenue after the increased use it will experience during MOT Phase 2.  In addition, ANC6B asks 

DDOT to use this opportunity to design and install traffic calming measures on Virginia Avenue 

north of the Freeway.  Residences line the north side of this street, and vehicles currently speed 

along the route as if it is part of the 3rd Street on ramp to the Freeway.  Finally, ANC 6B asks 

that the post-construction restoration of this part of Virginia Avenue include the addition of trees 

and other landscaping, and bike and pedestrian infrastructure. 

 

Informing and Engaging the Community and Responding to Community Concerns 

Realistically, no matter how good the planning is, problems will arise during construction.  This 

project will need a robust outreach program.  We are pleased that CSX has already set up a CSX 

police unit and a community office in the project area.  And, we support its commitment [ES 

page S-23] to establish a system for email blasts and flyers as well as a website where up-to-date 

construction related information can be posted (such as progress of and any changes to the 

project).   

 

But, this website should also enable residents and businesses to post comments, ask questions, 

and otherwise provide input.  In addition, CSX should commit to a formal complaint process in 

the FEIS for when the community becomes aware that mitigations promised are not being carried 

out.  As part of this process, we ask that CSX agree to set up a community group to meet 

publicly on a periodic basis during construction and post-construction as a forum where 

problems can be vetted and solutions found and any unforeseen matters can be discussed.  

 

In conclusion, ANC6B hopes that the VAT reconstruction project starts soon and ends as quickly 

as possible.  Our community has already been waiting at least 4 years to get this project behind 

us.  We look forward to developing a good working relationship with CSX and its construction 

management for the duration of the construction and post-construction phases of the project.  

Finally, ANC6B thanks DDOT and FHWA for extending the review period of the VAT DEIS so 

that we had the time to assess the document and its many appendices and prepare this review.   

 

Sincerely. 
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Brian Flahaven 

Chair, ANC6B 

 

Cc:  

Parsons Brinckerhoff 

Delegate Eleanor Holmes Norton, U.S. House of Representatives 

Councilmember Tommy Wells 

Councilmember Mary M. Cheh, Chair, Committee on Transportation and the Environment 

Mr. Jesus Aquirre, Director, DC Department of Parks & Recreation 

Ms Harriet Tregoning, Director, DC Office of Planning 

Mr. Andy Litsky, Chair, ANC6D 

Mr. Andrew Lewis, DC Historic Preservation Office  

Mr. Stephen Flippin, Director, Federal Affairs, CSX Corporation 

Ms Janet Quigley, Chair, Capitol Hill Restoration Society 

Mr. Michael Stevens, Executive Director, Capitol Riverfront BID 

Mr. Martin Smith, [title?], Barracks Row Main Street 

Commissioner Kirsten Oldenburg, Chair ANC6B Transportation Committee 

 


