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Anacostia Streetcar Extension Study Update
Project Description
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the 
District Department of Transportation are (DDOT) 
are examining the potential for a streetcar extensi on 
between the Anacostia Metro Rail Station and the   
11th Street Bridge. This study, an Environmental 
Assessment (EA), will aid in identifying the alignment 
that best addresses the project purpose and need, 
maximizes environmental bene! ts and minimizes 
adverse impacts. In addition, as part of compliance 
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservat ion 
Act, the project team is also conducting an evaluat ion 
of potential effects on historic and cultural resou rces in 
the study area. See the last section of this newsletter 
for details.

Planning Process and Timeline
The Anacostia streetcar extension project is 
following the FTA’s project development process 
that is designed to identify and screen a long list of 
potentially reasonable and feasible alternatives.

Historic and Cultural Resources
The project team is conducting an evaluation of po-
tential effects on historic and cultural resources in the 
study area. FTA and DDOT, in concurrence with the 
DC State Historic Preservation Of! ce (SHPO), de! n ed 
an Area of Potential Effects (APE) for each of the four 
remaining proposed alternatives. The APE is the geo-
graphic area within which the project may directly or 
indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of 
historic properties (those listed or eligible for l isting in 
the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 

The direct APE for this project includes parcels 
fronting the four remaining alignment alternatives for 
the streetcar. The indirect APE includes parcels that 
may be affected visually or by noise and vibration, 
and temporary effects such as construction noise, 
closure of streets, rerouting of traf! c, etc. 

Historic Resources Listed In or Eligible for 
Listing in the NRHP
In consultation with the SHPO, project historians 
completed a review of previously designated historic 
properties and resources eligible for listing in the 
NRHP within the APE, which are: 

•     Anacostia Historic District 
•     Anacostia Park
•     Cedar Hill/Frederick Douglass Home
•     Suitland Parkway 
•    Twelve archeological sites 

In addition to the listed NRHP sites, the Nichols 
Avenue Elementary School/Old Birney School at 
2427 Martin Luther King, Jr. Avenue SE was identi! ed 
during preliminary data gathering as potentially 
meeting the criteria for listing in the NRHP.

Architectural Survey
In December 2011, project historians conducted 
an architectural survey of resources aged 50 years 
or older located within the direct APE that had not 

been previously surveyed. Historians reviewed his-
toric building permits, plats, and maps to determine 
the age of resources in the APE. Properties located 
within the Anacostia Historic District were previously 
surveyed as a result of the district’s listing in the 
NRHP in 1978 and were not resurveyed. 

Next Steps
The project historians are currently evaluating 
surveyed resources for NRHP eligibility both 
individually and as contributing or non-contributing 
resources to a potential expansion of the Anacostia 
Historic District. 

A report is being prepared this month that will 
outline the NRHP eligibility of surveyed architectural 
and archaeological historic resources within the APE 
and will identify the project’s potential impacts to 
NRHP-listed or eligible historical resources. Should 
there be an adverse effect on a property listed or 
eligible for listing in the NRHP, the project team will 
continue consultation with the SHPO and consulting 
parties in an effort to avoid, minimize, or mitigate 
adverse effects to historic resources.
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Frequently Asked Questions
Q. What work has been completed since our 
public meeting in the summer 2011?

A. The DC Streetcar team has been screening the 
remaining alignment alternatives - as well as a 
No-Build option - through technical screening as 
part of the Tier 2 Analysis for the Environmental 
Assessment. Findings in the areas of Land Use, 
Socioeconomics, Traf! c, Air Quality, Noise and 
Vibration, and Historic and Cultural Resources 
are included in this newsletter. Information on the 
Section 106 process can be found on the next page.

Q. What is next in the study process?

A. The Tier 2 Analysis, which is studying all of the 
remaining alternatives for their potential impact 
on the natural and human environments, is nearly 
complete. When complete, the community will have 
an opportunity to read the document and attend 
the public hearing for an opportunity to see the 
bene! cial and adverse effects of each alternative and 
compare them side-by-side. Residents, agencies, 
and of! cials in the community will be asked for their 
opinion about which alternative is best and why. This 
input will help transit of! cials determine which of the 
remaining alternatives would give the community 
the most bene! ts with the fewest adverse effects. 
The bene! cial effects include better transportation 
options such as access to community facilities and 
jobs, potential for improved economic development 
where the streetcar service is available, and a better 
environment to support local community values such 
as safe streets, clean air, or historic preservation. The  
alternative(s) selected will be identi! ed as the Locally 
Preferred Alternative.

Q. What happens after the selection of the Locally 
Preferred Alternative?  

A. Following the selection of the LPA, the District 
will continue to discuss the project’s implementation 
schedule with the community as more detailed 
design and engineering, as well as, cost estimates 
are developed.

Highlights from Environmental Analysis
Land Use
The Anacostia Streetcar Extension is compatible with 
future land use guidance documents. Major planning 
initiatives such as the District Comprehensive Plan, 
Anacostia Neighborhood Investment Fund Plan 
(NIF), Anacostia Transit Plan, and DC Streetcar Plan 
aim to increase mobility and transit options for 
residents and visitors. 

The District Comprehensive Plan and the NIF, a 
document created to implement the Comprehensive 
Plan, indicates that there is potential within Anacostia 
to improve retail and commercial revitalization efforts 
and foster continued economic development. 

Socioeconomics
The three remaining streetcar alternatives would 
improve transit service between the residential, 
commercial, and employment areas within Anacostia 
and the rest of the District. Anacostia’s residents 
would have direct access to the new streetcar 
service using the new streetcar stations planned 
within Anacostia’s neighborhoods. Bene! ts of the 

project to minority and low income populations 
living in the area include more transportation 
choices, better access to employment opportunities, 
potential for redevelopment, promotion of equitable 
affordable housing, and enhancement of economic 
competitiveness through the addition of streetcar 
service. 

Traf! c
Twelve streetcars (six streetcars in each direction) 
will be added to Anacostia’s transportation system 
during the peak hours. The streetcars are anticipated 
to operate with the regular mix of vehicular traf! c on 
existing roadways, without a dedicated travel lane. 
Traf! c at four key intersections in the year 2030 is 
anticipated to be congested. The analysis shows that 
the congestion is not attributable to the addition 
of streetcars to the traf! c mix, but to traf! c ad ded 
to the roadway network from proposed land use 
changes, development, and redevelopment in the 
area. Traf! c signal improvements are recommended 
at four intersections to account for anticipated tr af! c 
growth and to allow for smooth operation of the 
streetcar service.

Air Quality
According to results of the analyses done to date, 
under any of the remaining streetcar alternatives, 
no violations of federal carbon monoxide (CO) 
standards are expected near the streetcar station 
stops forecasted to have the highest traf! c volumes 
and worst congestion. Therefore, air quality impacts 
are not a concern with the streetcar project.

Noise and Vibration 
Although wheel squeal at tight radius curves, such 
as the MLK Avenue/Chicago Street intersection, has 
potential of noise impacts, has potential for noise 
impacts, no noise impacts are predicted from the 
normal operation of streetcars on straight track, and 
no impacts from audible warnings are anticipated. 
Measurements of existing vibration along the 
proposed project corridor show that the traf! c-
generated groundborne vibration along Martin 
Luther King, Jr. Avenue is barely perceptible to 
most humans, and the addition of streetcars will not 
change the vibration level. 

3
4 5 6 7 8

9

:

5

;
<

=
>

?
@

@ A
B

@
C

D
E

A

F
G

H
I

J
K

L

M
N

O

P

Q

R

S

T

U

V

W

X

Y

Z Y

[

\
]

^

_`
a

b
c b

d

e
f

e

g

h

i

j

j

k

j

l

m

n
o

p

q
r

s
t

u
v

w

u
x

y

t

z

{

|

}

~

•

€
•

‚

ƒ

„

…
†

‡
ˆ

‰
Š

‹
Œ

‹

•

Ž

•

•

‘

•
’

“”

”
•

–
—

”

˜
™

š
›

œ
•

ž

•

Ÿ

 

¡

¢

£

¤

¢

¥

¦

¤

§

¨

©

ª

«

¬



®

©

¯

°±

²

³

´

µ

¶

·
¸

¹

º

»

¼

½

¾

¿

À

Á

Â

Ã

Ä

Å

Æ

Ç

È

§̈¦295

§̈¦295

É

Ê

Ë
Ì

Í

Î

ÏÐ

Ñ

Ò

Ó

Ô
Õ Ö × Ø Ù

Ú

Û

Ö

Ü
Ý

Ú
Þ Ø

Alternative 4 MLK Avenue / Shannon Place
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Alternative 5 MLK Avenue / Railroad Avenue
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Alternative 9 CSX Railroad Double Track
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