RECORD OF DECISION
FOé

METROPOLITAN ATLANTA RAPID TRANSIT AUTHORITY’S
(MARTA}

ATLANTA BELTLINE
CITY OF ATLANTA,

FULTON COUNTY, GEORGIA

DECISION

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has determined pursuant to 23 CFR Section 771,127
that the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1968 (NEPA) and related
federal environmental statutes, regulations, and exscutive orders have been satisfied for the
Tier | NEPA process of the Atlanta BeltLine (Project) located in the City of Atlanta, Fulton
County, Georgia,

This environmental Recard of Decision (ROD) applies to the proposed fixed guideway transit
and multi-use trails system within & corridor of approximately 22 miles encircling central Atlanta.
Tiering of the NEPA process allowed the FTA and the Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit
Authority (MARTA) to focus on those decisions that are ready for this level of NEPA analysis to
support fulure right-of-way (ROW) preservation.

The Tier 1 decisions included the sslection of either Modern Streetcar or Light Rail Transit
tachnology; selection of a general alignment of new transit and trails; and establishment of the
ROW neads, which were describad and evaluated as the prefetred alternative In the Atfanta
BolfLine Tier 1 Final Environmental Impact Statement/Section 4(F) Evaluation (Tier 1 Final EIS)
dated Aprit 2012, : :

The Project Sponsor, MARTA, is working in partnership with Atianta BeltLine, Inc. (ABI), the City
of Atlanta’s implementation agent for the overall Atlanta BeltLine Project, to advance transit and
trail components through the Tier 1 NEPA process. '

The NEPA process for the Atlanta BeltLine will not be complete until MARTA or its successor
undertakes and completes a Tier 2 NEPA process, which will refine the preferred transit and
trail alignments to achieve the most cost-sffective investment while avoiding or minimizing
potential adverse environmental effects; identify and assess trail design elements, transit station
locations, vehicle typss, storage facilities, site-specific Impacts, and mitigation measures for
impacts that cannot be avoided. Future Tler 2 NEPA activities will take place under a separate
action. '

If MARTA or its successor seeks financlal assistance from the FTA for the preparation of the
Tier 2 NEPA process, and if the FTA provides financial assistance for the Tier 2 NEPA process
of the Project, the FTA will require that MARTA, and any successor agency to MARTA
sponsoring or managing the Project, analyze the Project as presented in the Tier 1 Final EIS
and this ROD. Any proposed change by MARTA or its successor must be evaluated in




accordance with 23 CFR § 771.130 and must be approved by the FTA in writing hefore the
agency requesling the change can proceed with the change.

Back¢round

The Atlanta BeliLine is a propossd fixed guideway transit and multi-use trails system within a
corridor of approximately 22 miles. The Atlanta BellLine study area Is defined as %-mile on each
side of the five existing or former railroad corridors that, together, encircle central Allanta. ,
Collectively, these rallroad corridors form a circuit that intersects existing MARTA rail corridors
near six stations: Lindbergh Center, Inman Park/Reynoldstown, King Memorial, West End,
Bankhead, and Ashby. The study area Is made up of four geographic zones: northeast,
southeast, southwest, and northwest.

The proposed {ransit and tralls slements of the Atlanta BeltLine are part of a comprehensive
economic development effort combining greenspace, trails, transit, and new development along
historic rail segments that encircle central Atlanta. The combination of the following elements is
intended to attract and arganize some of the region’s future growth around the corridor;
transportation, affordable housing, Brownfields redevelopment, land use, historle preservation,
parks and recreation facilities, and economic development. It is anticipated that the Atlanta
Balttine will help reduce regional sprawl in the coming decades and lead to a livable Atlanta
with an enhanced quality of life and sustained economic growth.

The Atlanta BeltLine transit and trails Project has its origins in the City's greenway plans from
the early 1990's and a “Cultural Ring” concept that was refined by architect Ryan Gravel in his
1099 Master's thesis at the Georgia Institute of Tachnology titled, “Belt Line Atlanta, Design of
Infrastructure as a Reflection of Public Policy,” with transit supportive land use and pedestrian-
orieniad urban design principles.

in March 2005, MARTA completed the Inner Core Transit Feasibility Study. The study resuits
indicated that a transit investment in the [nner Core area, inclusive of tho Atlanta BeltLine study
area, is feasible and could Improve nelghborhood conhectivity, complement the existing MARTA
rall system, support the redevelopment efforts within the study area, and capture new riders
over the entire systen. A

In January 2007, MARTA completed the Inner Core BoliLine Alternatives Analysis Detaifed
Screening Results for the Atlanta BeitLine. At the conclusion of the analysis, the MARTA Board
of Directors selected the B3 Alternative (Lindbergh-to-Linidbergh Loop via Inman
Park/Reynoldstown) to advance to the Tier 1 EIS.

Subsequent to completion of the initial screening phase, the FTA and MARTA advanced the
alternatives development and evaluation for the Atlanta BeltLine by iniliating the NEPA process.
The feasibility screening considered crifetia such as potential physical constraints and
constructability, operational constraints, ROW avallability, potential for substantial negative
environmental effects, and order of magnitude costs, Additionally, ABI has bsen completing a
saries of Atlanta BeltLine Subarea Masler Plans for the areas around the Atlanta BeltLine to
provide & framework for transit supportive land use, connsctivity, and greenspace expansion.

Problem Statement

The City of Atlanta is challenged to meet its mobility, housing, and economic development
needs hy its uneven and low-density growlh patterns, a lack of affordable housing, deficlencles
of transportation connectivity across all modes, underutilization of existing transportation
resources, and limited transit, bicycle, and pedestrian options lo address travel needls,
Individually, each of thess issuas contributes to reduced quality of life, mobllity, and economic
competltiveness. Together, they are a severe impediment to creating sustalnable growth and a
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vibrant, fivable community in the years to come. If the City is to address these problems
proactively, a comprehensive and progressive solution is required to Integrate iand use,
sconomic development, social, and transportation needs holistically.

Mobility and access in the study area are challengsd by a fragmented and discontinuous
transpartation network and a lack of transit, bicycle, and pedestrian options as follows:

The existing transportation network is frequently fragmented by major physical barriers including
active and abandoned railroad lines and yards and interstate highways. It is also characterized
by discontinuous local roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian networks, and superblock development
patterns. These deficiencies are particularly acute adjacent to the proposed Atlanta BsltLine
corridors where the continulty of the transportation network is broken by: 1) the numerous large
tracts of underutilized industrial land that lack an urban transportation grid; and 2) the high
density of railroad ROW and related faciiities that have few existing crossings.

There Is a lack of connections between the limited transit options in the study area. The existing
rall and bus transit network provides limited coverage and conneotivily in the study area and Is
focused primatily on providing service to the Central Business District (CBD) rathet than
circulation within the study area or to other activily centers in the City.

Stops on the existing rail $ervice are infraquent within the study area forcing most stucy area
residents to access rail via a bus transfer, driving or walking.

Non-motorized access options are also limited as a result of discontinuous or.absent links in the
City's pedestrian and bicycle network, making padestiian access to activity centers and the rail
and bus system challenging.

These transit and. non-motorized conditions afe particularly evident when travel between
communities and neighborhoods within the City is attempted. These local trips are the dominant
type of travel in the Clly, and are most often accomplished by personal automabile,

Transportation-related problems caused by these deficiencies include limited access and
mobility, increased travel times, and roadway congestion. These problems also contribute to a
lack of economlc opporlunity at the Individual, communitywide, and cltywide levels.

Project Purpose

The purpose of the transportation elements of the Atlanta BeltLine Project is to improve access
and mobility for existing and future residents and workers by increasing in-city transit and
bicycle/padestrian options, and providing links [n and between those networks. [n addition to its
transportation purpose, the Atlanta BeltLine has a land use and ecohomic development
component that is inténded to stimulate sconomic activity and structure growth,

Project Needs
Population and Employment Growth

Population in the Clty of Atlanta is projectad to increase to 602,700, a 26 percent increase, by
2030. The study area population Is projected to increase by 29 pércentto a poputation of 97,900
during the same periad. In the City, employment is projected to increase by about 136,000 jobs,
or 34 percent by 2030, The study area employment is projected to increase by 66 percent to
over 82,000. These data point to a need to provide public transit improvements to accommodate
growing population and employment in the study area.

Environmental Justice and Transit-Dependent Populations

Compared to Fulton County, the study area contains relatively high percentages of minority and
low-income populations that qualify as environmental justice populations, as well as populations
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without access o automobiles. Public transportation options are often critical to the mobility of
these population groups. This indicates a need to provide public transit and bicycle/pedestrian
options in those areas where environmental justice populations have been identified in the study
area. ) :

Land Use and Economic Development

Over the past 30 years, Atlanta’s real estate development pattern has besn skewed to the
northern zones of the City. Much of this activity has been dominated by low-density, auto-centric
development, such as single-family and townhouse residential development. Meanwhlle, in the
southeast and southwest zones, liftle to no development ocourred during the same petiod.
Market and demographic-analyses show that without intervention these trends are set to
continue into the fulure. = :

If the existing low-density land use patterns and skewed development trends continue, this may
lead to increased roadway congestlon, dacreased mobility, and a reduced quality of life in the
northwest and northeast zones, white doing nothing to address the tack of sconomic
opportunities and qualily of life issues, or make use of infrastructure capacity and
redevelopment opportunities in the southeast and southwest zones. Thus, there is a need to
increase transportation options in paraliel with making changes in land use and development
patterns in the study area to improve gconomic oppoertunities and quality of life. -

Eifects of Growth on Transportation System

The Translt Planning Board (TPB) Concept 3 Creating and Realizing the Reglonal Transit Vislon
Final Technical Report (2008) states, “Congestion is the greatest threat to Atlanta’s continued
economic growth.” Planned improvement of transportation facilities could contribute to the
reduction of congestion when implemented in conjunction with greater density of development
within central Attanta, '

Connect Atlanta (Atlanta, 2008) found the average car ttip originating in the City is only 5.5
miles and that 35 percent of these trips have destinations in the City. Travel patterns within the
study area are expected to remain primarily short trips between nelighborhoods, commercial,
employment, activity centers, and MARTA rail stations. These trips incluide a combination of
home-to-work based trips and non-work trips. These growth forecasts and travel patterns
present a need to expand public transit and bicycle/padestrian options in the study area.

Other Considerations -

The Tier 1 Final EIS is a record of the comments submitted on the Tier 1 Draft EIS. The Tier 1
Final EiS includes responses to these along with additional environmental analysis. 1t also
includes consideration of, and findings related to, requirements of the Endangered Species Act
and Magnuson-Stevens Act, the National Historic Preservation Act (Section 108), the Air Clean |
Water Act, Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act, Section 8(f) of the Land and
Water Gonservation Act, and Executive Orders on environmental justice and floodplains.

On the hasls of FTA's consideration of the evaluations and findings of the Project’s
Environmental Review Documents, as well as the purpose and need, FTA finds that the Project
has met all applicable requirements of a Tier 1 EIS and that this ROD Is complete and supports
this determination. ' :

Alternatives Considered

As a confinuation of the planning process for the Atlanta BeltLine Corridor, the Tier 1 Final EIS
considers and compares the potential effects of the Preferred Alternatives with a No-Build
Alternative. Each of these is described below,




No-Bulld Alternative

The No-Build Alternative Is a basalins alternative retained In the Tier 1 Final EIS in order to
provide a basis of comparison with the Preferred Alternatives. The No-Build Atfernative includes
the foliowing components:

e The existing transportation system incfucting roadways, {ransit service, and trails;

¢ All programmed transportation projects in the Atlanta Regional Commission’s {ARC's)
constrained Envision§ Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) covering fiscal years 2008 through 2013, except for the
Atlanta BeltLine transit and trails; and '

¢ The trail improvements that the City of Atlanta and ABI have already constructed, or
committed to be constructed, although some are elements of the Atlanta BeliLine.

Prefarred Mode Choice

The initial screening analysis completed by MARTA in 2007 identified Light Rail Transit (LRT)
and Modern Strestcar {SC) as viable technologies. The Project Sponsors performed conceptuat
engineering analyses to support the Draft EIS that took Into consideration alignments within all
four zones as well as MARTA Station Connectivity and Infill Station Alternative Area design
considerations. The outcome of these analyses is that either mode can be accommodated
throughout the corridor, :

However, further examination of mode performance in terms of system, vehicle and
infrastructure characteristics, as well as community desires determined that SC would be the
most appropriate mode for the Atlanta BeltLine Project. SC can be implemented at a generally
lower capital cost while its shorter vehicle lengths provide greater flexibility than LRT in
navigating the constrained geometry of the alignments. SC may also result in fewsr noise,
vibration, and land use impacts, In addition, SC is better adapted to the Atlanta BeltLine
operating plan that calls for frequent stops. For these reasons, SC is FTA and MARTA’s
preferred mode technology for the Atlanta BeltLine Project. ~ ‘

Translt Build Alternatives

The Transit Build Alternatives that survived the screening analysis were considered potentially
viable and were assessed in the Tier 1 Draft EIS. The Transit Bulld Alternatives were all
approximately 22-miles long and would accommodate approximately 50 proposed station
locations with an average spacing of slightly less than a ¥-mile.

In the northeast, southeast, and southwest zones, the Transit Build Alternatives were identical.
The alignment by zone [s as follows: .

Northeast

The alignment begins at the Lindbergh MARTA rail station and procesds southeast. At Ansley
Golf Course, it enters the Decatur Belt, an unused freight corridor owned by Invest Atlanta, and
continues south to Edgewood Avente. At the southern end, the alignment enters the area that
includes the [nman Park/Reynoldstown and King Memorial MARTA rail stations.

Sautheast

The alignment bagins at the Inman Park/Reynoldstown and King Memorial MARTA rail stations
area and proceeds southwest. A short section of the alignment between Memorial Drive and
Glenwood Avenue is on-street within the Bill Kennedy Way roadway ROW owned by the City of
Allanta. The alignment proceeds south, crosses 1-20, enters the Atlanta and West Point
Railroad (A&WP) BeltLine, a freight railroad owned by C8X, and proceeds southwest to Allshe
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Avenue. At the western end, the alignment enters the area that includes the West End MARTA
rail station.

Southwest

The alignment begins at the West End MARTA rail station and proceeds northwest. From the
convergence of the MARTA Station Connectivity and Infill Station Alternatives near Rose Circle,
the alignment proceeds north to Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive on an unused railroad ROW
owned by Georgia Departivent of Transportation (GDOT). At the northern end, the alignment
enters the area that includes the Ashby MARTA rail station.

In the northwest zone, ten Transit Build Alternatives were examined.

There ware four Transit Build A!ternatlvés that would use portions of the existing CSX freight rail
ROW. They include:

s A-CSX Howsll Junction Light Rail Transit {LRT) Transit Alternative
¢ A-CSX Howell Junction Modern Streetcar (SC) Transit Alternative
o C-CSX Marietta Boulevard LRT Transit Aternative

s C-USX Marietta Boulsvard SC Transit Alternative

Four Transit Build Alternatives would be located adjacent to, but outside, the existing CSX
freight rall ROW in the northwest zone. They include:

o B- Howell Junction LRT Transit Alternative

o B Howell Junction SC Transit Alternative

o D-Marietta Boulevard LRT Transit Alternative
» D-Marietta Boulevard SC Transit Alternative

Two Transit Bulld Alternatives would be located adjacent to, but outside, the existing Norfolk
Southern freight rall corridor in-the northwest zone, They include:

¢ F- Atlantic Station LRT Alternative
¢ F-Aflantic Station SC Alternative
Preferred Transit Alternative

-FTA and MARTA have determined that the D-Marletta Boulevard SC Transit Builld Alternative,
adjacent to, but outside of the CSX ROW, Is the best performing and was selected as the
Preferred Transit Alternative based on the analysis presented in the Tier 1 Draft EIS and the
input received as part of the public involvement process, including the comments received
during the Draft EIS public commaent period. The Preferred Transit Alternative is shown in
Attachment A: Preferred Alternative. ' '

Trail Builet Alternatives

In general, all Trall Build Alternatives are alongside the Transit Bulld Alternatives in the
northeast, southeast, and southwest zones. The paralle! alignment of the Preferred Transit and
Tralls Alternatives reduces the potential for community and environmental disruption and would
be the least costly. S '

" in the northwest zone, there were three Trail Build Alternatives evaluated:
o Marietta Boulevard Trail Alternative




e Howell Juhction Trail Alternative
¢ On-Street Trail Alternative

The Marietta Boulevard Trall Alternative and the Howell Junction Trail Alternative would follow
alongside the Transit Build Alternatives that are located adjacent to, but outside, the GSX freight
rali ROW.

The On-Street Trail Alternative Is parallel to the CSX railroad ROW in the northwest zone for a
portion of its length; however, it would use other paralle! streets and ROW for much of its length,

Preferred Trail Alfernative

FTA and MARTA have determined that the best performing and Preferred Trail Alternative is a
hybrid of the Marletta Boulevard Trall Alternative and the On-Street Trail Alternative, using the
best features of each. It s impoartant to note that this Is not a new trail, buta combination of
alignments that were each studied In the Tier 1 Draft EIS. The on-street portions of the
Preferred Trail Alternative enable access to neighborhoods and parks that are not adjacent to
the Preferred Transit Alternative that is shown In Attachment A: Preferred Alternative.

Preferred Alternatives Preliminary Cost Estimate

The cost estimates for the Preferred Alternatives are broken into two categoties: capital cost,
which is the inltial construction costs; and operation and maintenance (O&M) costs, which are
the annual cost for running the proposed system. The preliminary cost estimates will be further
refined in subsequent stages of project planning and engineering design as Project elements
are rendered in greater detail.

The preliminary capital cost estimate (in 2009 dollars) for the Preferred Transit Alternative is
approximately $1,611 milflon, or about $66 milfion per mile constructed. The preliminary capital
cost estimate for constructing the Preferred Trail Alternative is $100.4 million, or approximately
$4.6 million per mile.

The preliminary O&M costs for the Preferred Transit Alternative are $14.49 million annually.
Public Opportunity to Comment and Agency Coordination

A Public Involvement and Agency Coordination Plan (PIAC) (MARTA and ABI 2008) was
daveloped and Implemented in‘accordance with Section 6002 of Public Law 104-59 “Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficlent Transportation Equily Act: A Legacy for Users” (SAFETEA-LU)
that mandates the development of a coordination plan for all projects for which an EIS is
prepared under NEPA. It stipulates opportunity be provided for invoivement hy the public and
agencies. The PIAC Plan is based on ABl's Community Engagement Framework (CEF) created
by City of Atlanta Resolution 06-R-1576 and MARTA's Public Participation Plan.

Key public Involvement activities included a NEPA-compliant Scoping process, public
workshops, community group and organization mestings, and agency coordination in the forms
of a Technical Advisory Committes (TAC), and Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC), and
other agency meetings. In additlon, the Project Sponsors have provided a website for the
exchange of project-related information. .

Kay objectives of the public involvement efforts are to facilitate public understanding, to solicit
input on the Atlanta BeltLine Corridor Transit and Multi-Use Trail Alternatives, and to Identify
potential consequences of alternative courses of action refative to the transportation, social,
environmental, and economic context.




Public comments raceived during the Public Comment Perlod cari be grouped Into several
general categories described in Table 1 below. Each comment is addressed by the Project
Sponsors In Attachment B: Comments Received During the Public Comment Period,

Prior to selecting the Prefarred Alternatives, the Project Sponsors considered the input heard
from the Technical Advisory Gommiittee (TAC) and Stakeholder Advisory Committee (8AC) and
the public during the Draft EIS as well as the results of the Draft EIS analysis of the Build and
No-Bulld Alternatives. The commiltee and public Input played a particularly strong role in the
decision-making process as it emphasized some of the differences observed among the
alternatives in the Draft EIS analysis and highlighted the Importance of those differences to the
community. The factors weighting the decision to select the Preferred Transit and Trails
Alternatives included the fact that the feasibility of using Railroad ROW in the northwest zone is
uncertain in the Tier 1 phase and that the Preferred Alternatives would: ‘

o Provide connectivity to the most parks, nelghborhoods, other transit and tralls, BeltLine
Tax Allocation District (TAD) acreage, and key destinations in the northwest zone such
as Bankhead MARTA Rail Station, Westside Park, Atlantic Station, and Piedmont

Hospital;

s Provide the most northerly access to Peachtree Street;

o Minimize private propsrty impacts by placing alignments In existing transportation ROW,

and

‘o Reach the largest area underserved by rail transit.

Table 1

Summary of Comments Received During Public Comment Period

Comment Category

Content

Documentation Request

Reque'st for information or draft document

Plahning Process

Comments that relate to the EIS planning process and previous or
ongoing planning efforts around the Attanta BeltLine Project

Agency Coordination

Reguests for ongoing and addilional agency coordination

General Support for the
Project

Comments in support for the BeltLine and the planning efforts of
the Project : L

Community Impacts

Commenis from neighborhood associations, or comments about
general community impacts '

Environmental Impacts

Comments about the quality of the existing environment or
comments concerning potential impacts of the Project

Agency Comments

Official comments from affected agencies are covered by the other .
categories in this table

Technology and
Aligniment Selection

Comments in regard to a preference for technology and stop
jocations

POTENTIAL EFFECTS

A summary of the potential effects of the Preforred Transit and Trails Alternatives and the No
Build Alternative as described in the Tier 1 Final EIS is provided in Attachment C: Potential
Effects of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to performing at the highest leve! with respect
to the Project purpose and need, the Preferred Transit and Trails Alternatives would provide
many transportation, community, and environmental benefits.

These benefits are achieved through plahning and design efforts to date that have optimized the
alignments and operatlons in response to the purpose and need and public input, while avoiding
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or minimizing adverse community and environmental impacts. The application of avaidance and
minimization strategies will continue during the Tier 2 NEPA analysis to develop effective
mitigation commitments to overcome unavoidable impacts that may remain.

The NEPA process for the Atlanta BeltLine is not complete until MARTA or its successor
undertakes and completes the Tier 2 analysis. The Tier 2 analysis will refine the Preferred
Transit Alternative to achieve the most cost-effective invesiment while avoiding or minimizing
potential adverse environmental effects; identify and assess trail design elements, transit station
locations, vehicle types, storage fadllities, site-specific impacts, and mitigation measures for
impacts that cannot be avoided.

Public and agency outreach will continue during the Tier 2 NEPA analysis as a means of
daveloping and evaluating the elements of the Atlanta BeltLine. Also, MARTA or its successor
will assure that the Preferred Alternative has been Included in the ARG 2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP} and the Transportation improvement Program (TIP) at the time of
the Tier 2 analysis. The Tier 2 NEPA analysis will culminate in an environmental document that
is consistent with NEPA requirements under the US Department of Transportation (USDOT)
Act. Also, the Tier 2 NEPA analysis will include more discussion on Atlanta’s non-attainment
status for the 1997 and 2008 8-hour ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
and the 1097 Particulate Matter (PM..s) annual NAAQS, and a PM, s hotspot analysis will be

- conducted to determine whether this Project is a “project of air quality concern.”

q[\W%’\bW Dete: V= i?dm

Yvefte G. Taylor, Ragional Administrator

Region IV
Federal Transit Administration




ATTACHMENT A:
PREFERRED TRANSIT AND TRAIL ALTERNATIVES
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ATTACHMENT B:
COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

Eight comments were recelved during the FEIS comment periad. The comments came from the
following sources: (3) comiments were received from the Project email, (1) from a phone call
placed to MARTA Project Manager Janide Sidifall, (1) from an email sent to MARTA Project
Manager Janide Sidifall, (1) from the Project Hotline, and (2) from letters orlginally sentto FTA
then forwarded to MARTA Project Manager Janide Sidifall.

Each of the comments could be grouped into general categories as described below.

e Documentation Request: Request for information or draft document.

o Plannmg Process: Comments that relate to the ELIS planning process and previous or
ongoing planning efforts around the Atlanta BeltLine Project.
Agency Coordination: Requests for ongoing and additional agency coordination.

o _Ganoral Support for the Project: Comments In support for the Atlanta BeltLine and the
planning efforts surrounding the Project.

o Community impacts: Comments from nelghborhood associations, or comments about
general community impacts.

o Agency Comments: Official comments from affected agencies, Spedcific content of the
contents can he grouped into the other general categories.

o Environmental Impacts: Commaents about the quality of the existing environment or
potential impacts of the Project. ,

o Technology and Alignment Selection: Cominents regardmg preferred technology and
stop locations.

Each comment is recorded below with details of its source, date, and general category The
Project Sponsors provided responses to each comment receaved

Comment Record: . 2012-01

Comment hy: Jim Stokes
Brookwood Hills Community Email:  Jim.Stokes@alston.com
Date Recelved: 061212 Source: dwa_belflinestudy@belisouth.net
Category: Community tmpacls
Comment

“On hehalf of the Brookwood H[tts Community Club (BWH), I am submiting the following comments
on the Tier 1 Final Environmental Impact Statement (Final EIS). BWH has continuously been a
strong supporter of the BeliLine and believes that it is very important to the future of Atianta.

With respect to the trail alternatives, we support the preferred Marietta Boulevard Trall Alternative.
We could also support the On-Strest Alternalive-so long as it does not invade or impact the
Conservation Area covered by BWH's Conservation Easement with the Clty of Atlanta. We
appreciate your discarding the alternative which was shown as the red dotted line on the Draft EIS
map which would have had substantial adverse environmental Impacts on the Conservation Area,

B-1




Based on what we currently understand, and subject to seeing the final deslgn details, we believe
that we could suppott the preferred Marietta Boulevard Transit Alternative "adjacent to, but outside
of the CSX ROW," if it is located to the north of the CSX ROW running easl from Peachiree Street,
and if it does not have any adverse impact on the Peachiree Hills neighborhood. We oppose such
preferred Alternalive If.it is located south of the CSX ROW running east from Peachlree Street
because [t would have substantial adverse impacts oh homes In BWH. In our comments on the Draft
EIS, we opposed the Marietta Boulevard Transit A!ternallve located In the CSX ROW, and this
Alternative has been discarded in the Final EIS.

Figure 0-2 on page 0-8, as well as other ﬁgures, in the Final EIS appears to show a rait transit
station in the backyards of some our BWH neighbors. We oppose any statlon that would be located
on or impact properties in BWH or Peachtres Hills.

Thank you for your consideration.”

Bﬁ_sﬁ_(mﬁ
Thank you for your involvement and support. During the Tler 2 analysls, stalion and operating plan
details will be developed in consultation with the public,

Comment Record:  2012-02

Comment by: Jim-Stokes
Brookwood Hills Community Email;  Jiim.Stokes@aiston.com
Date Recelveth 06/18/12 Source: dwa_heltlinestudy@bellsouth.net
Category: Documentation Request
GComment

"“We are trying to provide the final EIS to our nelghborhood, and the two people to whom 1 have
forwarded the altached Istter with the link fo the EIS cannot open it. Do you have a www for the
EIS? Or can you forward to me a link that | can forward to others?”

The foilowmg message was emailed to Mr. Stokes:

A copy of the FEIS and appendices can be retrieved at:
It Awwweitsmarta . comibeltline-documents.aspx

Comment Record:  2012-03

Comment hy: None noted Emall: = NA

Date Recelved: 06/G/12 Source: Phone Hotline
Category: Documentation Request

Comment

Is the FEIS on display at the Atlanta Public Library — Downtown Location?

Response




The following reply was provided:
The FEIS and appendices are available in the Downtown Library — 2" FL Reference Section,

Comment Record:  2012-04

Comment by: Steve Cair Email: NA

Pate Recelved: 06/4/12 Source: Phone Call to Janlde Sidifalt
Category: Documentation Request

Comment

Would like a hard copy of the FEIS and appendices since no access to the internet,

Rasponse
Both documents wera mailad on June 4, 2012,

Comment Record:  2012-05

Comment by:- Loule Ingle

Grant Park NA Email:  {ransportation.gpna@gmail.con
Date Recelved: 0611212 - Source: emall to Janide Sidifall
Category: Documentation Request
Commemnt

“i spoke with Mr. Steve Carr today. He advised me that he was on a mailing distribution for the
BeltLine envirohmental impact study and that vs, making copies we should request a soft copy to be
shared with the NPUW Transportation Comimittes, Co-Chalrs Bob Titus and Tom Jehnings are
copled- on this request, and other committee members, This will also be shared with the
netghborhood (EACA, GPNA, SAND, etc) fransportation committee chairs and association
leadership.

Is there a formal request process we should follow, or can you reply to all with that soft copy of the
raport?

Thanks so much for your assistance,”

Response
The following message was emailed to Mr. Ingle:

As requested, attached is an electronic copy of the BeltLine FEIS. The document and its appendices
are also avaitable on the Project website at:

hitp://iwww. itsmarta.com/beltiine-documents.aspx. These documents can also be viewed at
community libraries and other locatiens indicated oh our website
(hito:/iwww.itsmarta.com/fuploadedFiles/About MARTA/Planning/Beltling Corr/Beltl ine%20FEIS%2
0-%20%20List%2001%20Depositories.pdf). Thanks for your interest in the Atlanta BelLine and we
look forward to your input,




Comment Record:  2012-06

Comment by: Craig Camuso, C8X Email:  cralg.camuso@ecsx.com

Date Recelved: 0702112 Source: dwa_belilinestudy@bsilsouth.net
Category: Agency Comments/Agency Coordination

Comment

“Please accept this lelter from CSX Transpoitation, Inc. (CSXT) with regard fo the Tier 1 Final
Environmental Statement (FEIS) for the proposed Atlanta Bellline Projeet,

CSXT made comments to the Tler 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement on September 16, 2011
which is recorded In the response section {Appendix F} of the FEIS, We appreclate the opportunity
to comment and will loak forward to continued discussions as the process advances.

As stated In our previous comments, due fo the imporiance of Atlanta to our overall rall network,
CSXT will have great concern to any proposal that compromise aur ability to move frelght in a safe
and efficient manner through this heavily congestec area.

Please ensure that the following CSXT representatives are included in all future correspondence:

Kelth Brinker Cralg Caniuso Marco Turra Bale Ophard!

CSX Transportation GSX Transporiation CSX Transportation CSX Transportation
500 Waler S, 1690 Marlefta Bivd. 500 Water St. 500 Water St.

10" floor : 12™ Floor 14" floor

Jacksonville, FL 32202 Atlanta, GA 30318 Jacksonville, FL 32202  Jacksonvllle, FL 32202

Kelth.brinker@osx.com  crala.camuso@osx.cont  marco.lurra@esx.com  dale.ophardi@@esx.com

CSXT does have qgusstions on thé schedule and timing of the Tler 2 process anhd requests that we
be notified as soon as a time-table is developed so that the proper representation can be arranged.”

Resnonse
Thank you for acknowledging CSX's involvement in the Tier 1 NEPA process: Coordination with

CSX and other potentlally affected stakeholders will contintie in the Tler 2 phase. The referenced
CSX representatives will be included in the stakeholder database.

Comment Record:  2012-07

Comment by: Heinz J. Mueller, EPA Emall:  N/A

- Date Received: 07/03H12 Source: Email
Category: Agency Comments, Envirenmental Impacts
Comment
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Mr, Brian Smart

Transportation Planner

Federal Transit Administration, Region [V
230 Peachiree Street NW, Suiie 800
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

SURBJ: EPA Comments on the Atlanta Beliline Corridor Environmental Study
Tier 1 Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)
City of Atlanta, Fulton County, Georgia
CEQ #:20120157; ERP #: FTA-F40839-GA

Dear Mr. Smart:

Pursuant to Scetion 309 of the Clean Air Act and Section 1022)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the U.S, Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), Region 4 has reviewed the subject document. EPA agreed o act as a cooperating
agency for the Atlanta Beltline Project on August 19, 2008, we participated in
interagency scoping and Atlanta Beltline technical advisory commitiee (TAC) meetings,
the Beltline Sustainability Task Force and submitted Draft EIS Comments on the project.
The Fier 1 FEIS evaluates the Federal Transit Administration (FI'A) and the
Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authorlty (MARTA) proposal to develop a proposed
fixed guideway transit and multi-use trails system within a continuous 22-mile corridor
around the Midiown and Downtown Atlanta central business districts.

The proposed transit and {rail clements of the Atlanta Beliline is intended to be
part of a comprehensive development strategy that connects greenspace, trails, transit
and new development along historic railroad corridor segments. The Atlanta Beltline
combines transportation, affordable housing, brownficld redevelopment, historic
preservation, parks and recreation, land-use component within its corridor,

The Tier 1 FEIS for the Beltline focuses on three key decistons: the selection of a
preferred transit mode technology, the gencral alignment of transit and {rails, and the
necessary right-of-way (ROW). As a result of our review, EPA offers the following
comnients;

Intemot Addross (UBLY » httpiiwvew.opa,.gov
RecycledMacyclablo » I'rinfad wih Vegetabl: O Based Inks on 1lecychd Papet (Mininwin 36% Postoonsainer)
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Two Lypes of transit technologies were evaluated in the Tier 1 EIS - the modern
street car (SC) and light rail transit (L'TR), The Tier 1 FEIS identifies the SC as the
preferred mode technology for the Atlanta Beltline. EPA continues to support the use of
cither technology for this project.

The Fier 1 EIS examined five transit alternative alignments (A, B, C, D, and [)
and three {rail alignments (Howell Junction Trail, Marietta Blvd Trail and On-Street
Trail) in the northwest portion of the study area. Two transit alternative alignments (A
and C) use portions of the existing CSX freight rail right-of-way (ROW), two transit
alternative alignments are adjacent to but outside of the existing CSX ROW (B and D)
and one transit alternative is adjacent to but outside the existing Norfolk Southern freight
rail corridor, The rest of the Atlanta Beltline (hortheast, southeast, southwest) follows the
same transit and trail alignment,

EPA notes that alignment D was sclected as the preferred transit alternative in the
Tier I FEIS. This alignment includes the Marietta Boulevard Street Car, EPA typically
promotes the selection of alternatives that utilize existing transportation ROWs because
this would minimize the need for additional ROW and reduce the number of impacted
- parcels. ROW will be required to build the transit and rail network which can expose
neighboring populations to moderate levels of noise.

The development of additional mass transit options for the populations within the
City of Atlanta is a desirable goal. EPA supports this type of project in urban areas
because it provides an alternative to the sole reliance on automobiles for transportation
demand, and with proper mitigation should result in fewer adverse impacts. From an air
quality perspective, mass transit options generally reduce the amount of additional green
house gas emissions in the transportation corridor. However, they are not without
impacts, The Tier 2 FEIS should address specific parcel related impacts, noise, air
quality, and water resource impacts associated with the sclected corridor alignments.
Attached are some specific air quality comments that should be addressed prior to the
signing of the record of decision for the BIS.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposed action. If we can be
of further assistance, please feel free to contact Ntale Kajumba at (404) $62-9620 of
Kajumba.ntale@epa.goy.

Sincerely,
Mo, ;(.«ﬁ;,aﬁbf’?:/

,ﬁfﬂ, Heinz J. Mueller, Chief
NEPA Program Office
Office of Policy and Management

B-6




EPA Tier 1 FEIS Comments on the Atlanta Beltline Corridor

B AirQuality - Section 3.12.1.2 "Pollutants of Concern"- The Tier 2 EIS should include
more discussion on Atlanta's non-attainment status for the 1997 and 2008 8-hour ozone
NAAQs and the 1997 PM2.5 annual NAAQS (Pg.3-106),

"Transportation Conformity Determination” - ‘This project should have been carried
forward into the Atlanta Regional Commission 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP) updated last September. Before FTA signs the final environmental document or

¢ therecord of decision, the selected alternative musi be the same as it is in the LRTP. This
project must also be reflected in the Transpottation Improvement Program (i.c., Fiscal
Year 2012-2018) if right-of-way is purchased and construction is planned in the near
future (1 to 4 years). In addition, a PM, s hotspot analysis will have to be conducted to

D ;Icll;rg;i:lle whether this project is a "project of air quality concern (Pg.3-109 Section

Response
Thank you for EPA’s input and support. Your Tier 2 guidance will be incorporated in the Record of

Decision. Responses to the referenced comments are given below:

A. The Record of Decision will include commitments to address the air quality concerns during
the Tier 2 analysis

B. This guidance will be included in the Record of Decision and appropriate Tier 2 work
programs

C. The Record of Decision will include a commitment that MARTA will coordinate with ARC to
ensure that the Preferred Alternative is included in the LRTP and TIP prior to the Tier 2
NEPA Approval

D. The Record of Decision will include a commitment to undertake a hotspot analysis in the Tier
2 phase

Comment Record: 2012-08

Comment by: Steve Carr Email:  N/A
Date Received: 07/03/12 Source: Letterto FTA
Category: . Public Engagement, Technology and Alignment Selection, General Support
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Response .
Thank you for your input and support. Responses to your comments are referenced below.

1.

i

o o

The Notice of Availability of the Tier 1 FEIS for public review and comment was
advertised in the following locations:

a. Federal Reglster May 25, 2012

b. Atlanta Journal and Constitution, Allanta Daily World, and Mundo Hispanico on

June 1, 2012 ’
c. MARTA’s BellLine website (www.itsmarta.com) '
d.  Twenly-five depositories throughout the study area and reglonal locations in
addition to the MARTA and ABI headquarters )

The DEIS only includes tesponses to comments received duting the comment period.
Comment noted. MARTA and ABI's public outreach activities and information
distribution mechanisms are described in Tier 1 FEIS Chapter 4, Public Involvement
and Agency Coordination.
Comment noted,
Comment noted.
MARTA and ABI thank you for your support of the Atlanta BeltLine Project and for your
participation in the development of the Project during the Tier 1 EIS, :
MARTA and ABI look forward to your continued interest and participation in Project
development during Tier 2 analysis,
Thank you for your observations and suggestions regarding the proposed stop
locations. During Tler 2 analysis, you and other members of the public and interested
parties will be invited to participate in and provide input on identifying specific stop
locations and other Project amenities. '
In the Tier 2 analysis, MARTA or its successor will work with the communities and
public to develop detailed design of the Atlanta BeltLine Project. in doing so, the
Sponsor will strive to avoid or minimize snviroimental impaclts; including community
impacts, and work with the communities and the public to integrate effective mitigation
strategies where Impacts cannot be avoided.

10. All environmental conditions, including Brownfields, will he consicdered in more detall as

the Atlanta BeliLine design acvances during Tier 2 analysis,

11. Comment noted,
12, Commaent noted,
13. Comment noted.
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ATTACHMENT C
POTENTIAL EFFECTS OF THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

‘r:ravei Patterns

Would not facilitate trips among activity centers,
major lravel generalors, or MARTA rall stalions
In study area

Would nolt increase {ransportafion opfions or
improve travel efficiency In study area
Subslantlal gaps in bicycle and pedestian
nelworks betwoen activily centers will remain
Serve nearly 80,000 psople and 80,000 Johs in
2030 within ¥%-nile of proposed station

» Sarvas regional Home-Based Work (HBW) lelps destined for study
area

+ Redlrects over 6,000 daily irips from radial routes

= Improves avarage travel time savings In study area

+ Reduces number of study area transit idps transfers

+ Sarves nearly 138,000 people and 117,000 jobs In 2030 within %-
mile of proposed stations

+ Serves twice the population of underserved groups compared lo

the No-Bulld

Transit Services

L J

-»

o affects to exis{lng' MARTA rail or [ocal bus
seivices or GRTA commuler bus service
Connects to14 planned ranslt and passenger

. rall projects

In-street alignments of planned transit projecls
could Impact exIsting bus service

Does not improve bicycle and padestrian
access (o and from MARTA statlons and bus

_ stops

« Reduces transit transfers and rall congastion at MARTA Five

Points Stalion

Does not duplicate existing transit services

Connects fo 21 local bus routes, 8 express routes, and 24 planned

translt and passenger rail projects

o In-strest alignments could affect existing bus service. Sharad use
of lane/facllities couid improve bus service, whereas exclusive
fane for Preferrad Transit Alternative could negatively affact bus
service

» Improves bicycle and padeslian access to and from MARTA

stations, bus stops, and passenger rall

Subsequont analysls In the Tier 2 NEPA phase will determine

polential effects on transit services, especially schedule

adjustments, to facllitate transfers belween services

- &

Most travelars with orlgins and destinations in

-

Diversion of home based work (HBW) and non-work irips may

£ slow growth of congestion on sludy area roadways
12‘ g’:nss’tugg :Irtg?nx;lci’::(lad hot be provided wilh a » Al-grade crossings and in-streot sections will have a minor effect
» . Provigle malnlenance and operatlonal upgrades on roadway operalions
canaclly improvements P g * | « Bill Kennedy Way In-street seclion may affect congestlon, parking,
E . Thp A“V t "St ot SR 1 bus ranid tcansit and existing bike faclllties
'g & Allanta Strestear, SR 19 bus rapld fransi » Forecasted congestion and nearby intersections will require
& (BRT), and Memorlal Drive BRT will operate in- deslgn to minimize operatlon effecls. Further analysls and design
street and could increase congestion refinement will aceur In Tier 2 analysis
ar : ' » Could affact existing and future freight operations In the southeast
5= | * Lindbergh/Emory High Speed Translt and the zone |
F8|  Atantato Lovejoy Gommuler Rail viould » Miligation of effects to be determinad and minimfzed through on-
iL potenttally use or cross frelght rall corridors

going consulfation with freight rail operators,

Passenger

Rail

»

No affects to existing passengor rall operalions

No affects to existing / planned passenger rall

Passenger rall conneclions support the Projasct need to increase
{ransportation connections, travel efficiency, and reduce travel by
personal vehicle




» Ralph David Abernathy Boulevard and Marlelia

@ e . ‘
E‘ Boulevard faclilities would supplement sxisting » Provides connectivily betwaen areas separated by nalural and
) facllities ) manmade obstacles, and belween activiy centors, MARTA rail
@ |  Significant gaps in natwork would rentain stations, and recreational anc cullural facililies
£ throughout the study area » Provides blcyclefpedestian oplions In those areas In which
e | ¢ Minimally responsive to Project nesds environmental Justice populations have been Identifed in the study
R s Would not Increase amount of public area ’
‘g greenspace in {ha sludy area or provide + Increases public greenspace and ssrves two trails
2 connections belween parks » Trall has 15.9 miles of exclusive ROW
0. s New bike/pedestdan facilities have no exclusive .
ROW ! .

« Not consistent with a majority of the loca and + Gonsistent with Envistond RTP/TIP, Connscl Allanta Plan,
& reglonal transportation plans that include the Concept 3, Allanta Reglon Bicyele Transportation and Pedeslidan
153 Atlanta BeliLine transit andfor mulii-use trails Walkways Plan. Plan for a Walkable Atlanta, and the 2004-2019
2 elements in their recommendations Comprehensive Development Plan (CDP)
£ | . Consistent wilh the Atlanta Regional Freight + Consistent with BeliLino Redevelopment Plan and Subarea
3 |  Mobillty Plan Masler Plans,
g « Potentially contflict with the Attanta Regional Frelght Mobility Plan
n « Mitigation of effects 1o be determined and minimized through on-

golng consultatlon with {reight rail operators

+ Direct effects on land use In the study area by
the additional ROW would be examined in the
environmental analyses for each project

$1.8 acres of converled land for Transit
76.9 acres of converled land for Tralls
- Congistent with Fulure Land Use Map (FLUM)

* & & & ¢

§ » Inconsistent with FLUM ] 765 acres of underutilized land within ¥2-mile of potential stations

= » 213 acres underutilized land within “%-mile of Could create prossures to convert Jow-density or Industrial uses

5 potential statiohs info higher-density uses that may be inconsistent with

= ) nelghborhood character

¢ Further analysis at the Tier 2 phase will evaluate potential effects
s Inconsistent with ZOn]ng bacause the base » Consistent with the Allanta BellLine Ovel’lay District
zoning districts were adopted to support the o Transit infrastructure Is pemitted sxcept in Mulll-Family (MR}
CDP and FLUM Z0ones ,
+ The purpose of the existing Atlanta BeltLine * Tralls are permilted in public ROW, bui outside of ROW, must
Qverlay District would not be met meﬁt zoning setback and buffer requirements if not designated as
: . parks :
« |f designated as parks:

‘g’ 0 dSlpeclal Use Permil required in Resldential and Office zoning

< stricts '

S o Application process available under exisling regutations in MR,
Mixed Resldenttal Commerclal, and Planned Development
districis

« Some districts require amendments to parmlt parks
« Further analysis at Tler 2 phase lo evaluate potential miligation
staps
— . | * Notfully conslstent with the CDP + Consistent with the CDP
g E + Not consistent with the other plans » Consislent with the local Aflanta BellLine Subarea Masler Plans
ad O
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Econontic Development Strategies

. Nﬂ%ﬂﬂlte {?ﬁ%ezv s

W

«- Direct short term posttive effect associated with
constructfon employment

Supports the leng-lerm economic conditions

« Sarves seven gconomic development focus
areas

101 acres of potentlal resldentfa[ and
commercial development capacily within %2-mile
of proposed stations

Inconststent with the economic development
strategles In the CDP relative {o the Attanta
BellLine

Would nof support the estimates of the
econormic growth 1n (he stidy area

&

-

-

_ + Supporis the long-lerm local and reglonal ecanomles

* D]rect short- term poslllve sffect assoclaled wﬂh conslrucllon
employment

+ Serves 20 economle development focus areas

+ 499 acres of poteniial residential anct commerclal development
capacity within %-mile of proposed stations

Wil serve approximately 4,916 acres of Allanta BeltLine TAD fand

¢ Could conflict with Ihe City's policy of retalning as much Indusirial
land within the Clly as possible

+ Stralegles to avold or minlinize these effects will be consldered
during the Alianta Beliline Subarea Master Planning process and
Tier 2 analysis .

» Limited accessibility impact on neighborhoods

and communtiy facililtes In study area

+ Would serve only the study area neighborhoods
that are crossed, leaving large geographlc areas
that would not be servad

+ Waotild not provide recreational space

» Would not remove the barder created by the
existing ralt corrtdors in the study area

» increases regional access for nelghborhood residents

¢ Up to 61 neighborhoods served and up to 71 community faclilies
accessed

o Trall will provide recreational space

¢ Trall wiil remove existing harrier betweaen neighborhocds currently
divided by the railroad ROW

Socioeconomics

¢ Incremental growth and development both
within and outside the study area

¢ ¥ . mile service area of proposed lransil station
locations will contain an estimated 79,874
peoplein 2030 -

+ ¥~ mile service area of proposed transit stallon
locations will contain an eslimated 80,474 jobs
in 2030

+ Will complemant and support the projected populalion,
employment, and household growth

¥ - mlle service area of proposed transit statten locations wiil,
conlaln an estimated 137,940 people in 2030

14 - mile service aréa of proposed transit station locations wil
contaln an estimatad 116,799 Jobs In 2030

Creates 30,000 naw full-fime jobs; 48,000 year-long construction
Jobs; and 28,000 new housing units Inchuding 5,600 affordable
unils over Its 25-year Project span

Environmental Justice

Improved translt service for some environmental
Juslice (EJ) populalions relative to the existing
conditions

In 2000, ¥ - mite setvice area of proposed
transil station focations contaiad 6,850 zero-
car households; 3,777 older adults; 9,368
disabled people; 11,700 low-income; and
28,272 minorily people

»

Improved transit servie for some Ed populations, improving
mobllity and access to employment

In 2000, ¥ - mile service area of propesed {ransit station locallons
conlained 10,079 zero-car householkis; 8,005 older aduits; 18,724
disabled people; 21,784 low-income househo[ds and 59,864
rinority people

Market pressures on low-incoms housing may bs offset by
exisling affordable housing programs and City policy to protect
single-family homes

Noise and vibrallon Impacts will affect all residents in the
southeast and southwest, Including £J populations,

Further analysis during Tier 2 fo determine severity of impacts and
mitigation measures
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+ No affact to exisling viewshed

+ Infraquent maintenance of ROW vagetalion has
created an unsightly overgrowm condition

+ \Where vegetation or other screening Is absent,
views of railroad materials such as plles of ties
or occasional dumped trash can also be
observed

New visual slements including new track and ballast, bridges,

underpasses, power stalions, poles and overhead viires, stalions,

storage yards, and lrail signage, lighting, and furniture

+ [mproves visual aesthstlcs of deteriorated elemants

» Currently abscured Raliroad may be visible

+ Signage and warning indicators will be vislble at at-grade
crossings

« The Trall will create new views, such as parks and historic
struclures

» Detailed analysis as part of Tier 2 will evaluate impacts and

suggest best managemant praclices

| Section 106 and Preliminary
Section 4{f} Statement

Potantial for cultural resource impacts would be
highly localized and determined during required
review process

Potantial use of Section 4(f) properties possible
by planhed transportation Improvemstits, such
as the 1-20 East BRT, Memorial Drive BRT, and
the Commuter Rail-Lovejoy/Grilfin/Macon
project, which c¢ross the Historic Rail Resources
of the Atlanta BeltLine, )

-

+ 1035 tolal resaurces have the potential to be impactad by the
Preforred Transit Alternative, and 103 by the Preferrad Trail

+ Direct impacts to the Historic Resources localed within the Allanta
BeliLine study area

+ 39 archaeologically sensitive siles in sludy area

+ Tler 2 analysts will raport unavoldahble impacts. Continuaed
consultalions with Georgia State Historic Preservation Office
{SHPO) to identify mitigalions and prepare a Programmatic
Agreement

|
iy

Preliminary Section
4(f) Statement

Provides 1o new acres of park access in sludy
area
Lovejoy Commuler Rail has the potential io
affact Adalr 1l Park, and the 1-20 East BRT has
1he potential to affect Rawson-Washinglon Park

» No direct use of public parks, recreational areas or wlldfife refuge
araas per Section 4{f)

+ Provides over 50 acres of park access

» Provides connectivity befwsen park aclivily centers, and befween
residences and park resources

* Provides a transil optlon te access 22 existing parks and
recreational faglliies

+ Positive effect on future park and recreation faciliiles

such as compliance with American Assoclation
of State Highway and Transportation Officlals
(AASHTO) and Americans with Disabilities Act,
or the control of roadway-track interactions for
at-grade crossings, and measures In operation
for existing transporiation services

e Potentlal for pedestran conflicts with translt, roadways, and

pedesirian securily along the fralls

+ Shared ROW wilk existing freight rail will require appropriate
horizontal and vertical clearances between frelght rall, slrestcar,
and frall modes

« Tisr 2 analysis will Identify needs and strategles for safe frall,
station, roadway-track Interactions, and freight rail-track




. Subject fo ihe U, S Enwronmen!al Protecllon
Agency (USEPA} and Georgla Environmental
Protection Division (GEPD) requijrements for
identifylng and managlng any contaminated or
hazardous material sites

. demolition or renovailon of an identified slructure, and will include

300-fool study area for the Preferred Transit Alternalive; of these
13 sites have the pofenlial of belng direcily impacted

+ 186 REC slies within the 300-foot sludy area for the Preferred
Trall, of these 13 sites have the potential of belng directly
impacied

+ 10 Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (CERCLA)-related sites are within the 300-foot study
area for the Preferred Transit and Trall Allernatives; only 2 of
these have the potenttal for direct impact

s A survey of hazardous imatertal wiil be completed prior to

abatement measures

¢ Required subsequent acliviies include Phase [ and Phase Il
Environmeantal Slte Assessments, removal of undarground storage
tanks where necessary, development of remedial strategies, and
coordination with GEPD

¢ The sponsors of the No-Build projects will be
respansible for Idenlifying utilitles and
addressing potentlal confiicls

» Low potentlal for utllily relocations along rall ROW

+ High potential for utility relocations along slreet

» Moderate potential for ulllily relocations south of CSX rail ROW

« High potentlal for utllity relocations along the west of Peachiree
Slrest

» Potenlial impacts to water/sewer lines under CSX ROW
connecting to the Atlanta Cily Walter Works

« Unavoidable relocations wiii be coordinated with the ulility owners
to minimize disruptions

+ Improves local and regional alfr quality through
improvemants to the existing bus, rall, and
roadway networks

+ Reduction in vehicular emisstons; reduction should offset
Incremental emissions Increase from off-site eleciricily generation
+ The Preferred Trail will contribute no nevw emissions
+ Does nof require a formal conformily determination on a regional
level and, therefore, will not have alr quality impacts for the
nonattamment pollutents

» Noise and vibration lavels in the porions of the
study area will be simllar to those undsr the
existing condlitions

. 150 resudences wllhin nolse-screaning dfstance and 1 13
residences within vibration screening distance in the northwest
zZone

« A detalied noise and vibration analysis will take place during the
Ter 2 analysls

* Travel time-savings of 7.8 million vehicle miles.
Energy savings of approximately 497 billton
British Thermal Units (BTUs) annually

. Travei lime-savings of 145.2 miilion vehicle miles, Fnergy savings
of approxitnalely 806 biliion BTUs annually
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. Potenﬂa[ io dlrec![y aﬁect study area waler
_ resources

° No effecls on wet[ands open water bcdies or so!e source
aqulfers

+ 11 potential stream impacts from fransit, 4 from {rall

+ 1.17 acres of potential stream impact from transit, 0.62 acres from
frall

» Affacts to floodplains associated with stream crossings

» 16 acres of new Impervious surface from translt, 7.2 acres from
trails increasing stormwater runoff

» Adjusiments to alignment and amenily location to be determined
duﬂng Tier 2 analysls

Hiee

¢+ Polenlial {0 affect study area blologlcal
resources

+ Polantial impact associated with siream impacts, new street trees,
and landscaped areas

« Clearad vegstation could remove invasive plants, wiich could
Increase the dlverslly of nalive vegetatlon

" Could change or eliminale the species composition currantly using

the habital

No affects to protected spacies or spedies or habitat protected by

the Migratory Bird Trealy

Durlng Tigr 2 analysis, desfan fo be refined to avold or minimize

impacts as presciibed by resourca protgction regulations,

including NEPA

+ Would be the subject of an environmental
assessiment for each project

- o Minimal potenttal effects on geology, fopography, and solls
.+ Extenston of existing tunnet near Inman Park MARTA rall station,
and the cut near Piedmont Park will require geotechnlcal survey
¢ Geoleshnlcal analysis {o occur during Tler 2 analysis to identify
" minimization and mitigalion slrategles

LA

+ May include development of underdeveloped
land near praposed transil station locations.
This development, should it occur, may also
result In changes to population, smployment,
and comimunlly faclities and services

+ Secondary effects will be focusad around proposed stalion areas,
taking the form of development that will likely result in changes In
populalion, smployment and communily facllities and services

+ Tier 2 analysis will idenfify specific secondary effecls

+ Potential for cumulative effects on ROW,

historlc resources, parks, hazardous malerials,

noise, streams, and waler quality (due to
increases in impervious surfaces)

« Polential impacts on ROW, historic resources, parks, hazardous
matetials, noise, slreams, and water qualily (dus to increases in
impervious surfaces)

+ Tler 2 analysis will identily likelihood of, and appropriate mitigation
for polenliat cumulative effects

* Resources marked with a star (*) indicate those evalualions meeling the federal regutations set forth by the National
Environmental Policy Act, Federal Transit Laws, SAFETEA-LU, and Executive Orders indlcated In the "Pursuant Te® section

on the signaluré page of this document,

+: Resources marked with a plus (+) indicate those evaluallons meeling Saclion 106 of the Nalional Historic Preservation Act
and Seclion 4(f) of the USDOT Act. Formal Section 108 consultation and Seclion 4(f) evaluation will continue during Tler 2

analysls.




