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Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)
CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION WORKSHEET

Note: The purpose of this worksheet is to assist proposal sponsors in gathering and organizing materials
for environmental analysis required under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), particularly for
proposals, which may qualify as Categorical Exclusions and to assist the FRA in evaluating requests from
project sponsors for categorical exclusion determinations. Categorical Exclusions are categories of
actions (i.e. types of projects) that the FRA has determined, based on its experience, typically do not
individually or cumulatively have a significant effect on the human environment and which generally do
not require the preparation of either an environmental impact statement or an environmental assessment.

Submission of the worksheet by itself does not meet NEPA requirements. FRA must concur in writing
with the proposal sponsor’s Categorical Exclusion recommendation for NEPA requirements to be met.
Please complete this worksheet using compatible word processing software and submit and transmit the
completed form in electronic format.

For Agency Use | Date Received:

Reviewed By: Recommendation for action:
Date: []Accept [ Return for Revisions [] Not Eligible

Comments:

Concurrence by Counsel: Reviewed By:
] Accept Recommendation [] Return with Comments Date:

Comments:

Concurrence by Approving Official: Date:

l. PROPOSAL DESCRIPTION

Proposal Sponsor Date Submitted | FRA Identification Number (if any)
CTDOT

Proposal Title
Springfi el d- New Haven- NYC HSR Corri dor PART B

Location (Include Street Address, City or Township, County, and State)

Contact Person Phone E-mail Address
James Redeker 860-594- 2802 j anes. redeker @t . gov

Note: Fully describe the proposal including specifics that may be of environmental concern such as: widening
an embankment to stabilize roadbed; repairing or replacing bridge piers foundations, including adding rip-rap
in a waterway; earthwork and altering natural (existing) drainage patterns and creating new water discharge;
contaminated water needing treatment; building a new or adding on to a shop building; fueling or collection of
fuel or oil and contaminated water; building or extending a siding; and building or adding on to a yard.
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Description of Proposal

This is one of three separate projects, each with independent utility, which
conbi ned propose the eventual devel opment of fully electrified HSR service from
Springfield, MAto NYC. PART B, this project, consists of a "ready to go"
project that will serve as a congestion relief project train for service on this
route. The New Haven- Springfield Line currently operates both frei ght and
passenger service on a 62 mle corridor. Antrak is currently upgrading all of
the existing track to dass 6. This proposed action includes the addition of
about 10 miles of Class 6 track to provide double track and one interlock in a
segnent of the |ine where passenger and freight encounter conflicts with each
other. Work will include track, interlock, related signal systeminprovenents,
and bridge repairs. Mnor re-alignnent of the existing main-line track and
changes to curve geonetry on sidings, spurs, and secondary track will be

requi red as part of the propsed track installation. However, all such changes
will remain within the railroad right-of-way and within the existing disturbed
area or along previous track alignments. These inprovements will increase the
operating capacity for both passenger rail and freight

Purpose and Need of Proposal
Pr obl em St at enent

Amtrak’s current regional service in the corridor operates six trains each way
per day. In addition to Antrak, there are four freight operators that use the
Springfield Line. These operators serve to make deliveries between various
yards and | ocal industry. The efficient transportation of product is vital to
the economic well being of the local industry as well as the operators.

Because about 60% of the Springfield Line is single track, the freight and
passenger service nust be coordinated closely to avoid delays. A copy of the
track chart is attached as Appendix AL Fromthe track charts it is apparent
that if the segnent of track from"Quarry" through "New' were double track
there would be a | ong segnent of double track from"Holt" through "Wod"; about
17 mles.

Appendi x B contains a sunmary of freight and passenger novenments in the corridor
and indicates the potential for conflict between the frei ght and passenger
service in the Study Area between "Quarry" and "New'. Insofar as these railroad
operators provide delivery to local industry it is difficult to maintain
schedul e adherence and passing tracks are necessary to maintain operations.

PURPOSE

The PURPCSE of the proposed action is to provide an effective passing track in
order to relieve congestion in the Study Area and, therefore, inprove the
efficiency of the freight operators. This will inprove their ability to provide
timely service to local industry, allow for growmh in both freight and passenger
vol umes, avoid delay to passenger service, and add to the overall economnic
vitality of the region

NEED

The NEED for the proposed action is based on the current conflicts that occur
bet ween freight and passenger service and limitations those conflicts cause to
grow h in both services.

Il. NEPA CLASS OF ACTION
Answer the following questions to determine the proposal's potential class of action.

A. Will the proposal substantially impact the natural, social and / or human environment?
] YES (Contact FRA) X] NO (Continue)
Actions that will significantly impact the environment require preparation of an Environmental Impact
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Statement. These proposals typically include construction or extension of rail lines or rail facilities including
passenger, high speed, or freight rail activities.

B. Is the significance of the proposal's social, economic or environmental impacts
unknown?
] YES (Contact FRA) XI NO (Continue)

C. Does Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act apply? (i.e. proposal requires the

use of publicly owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl! refuge of
national, State, or local significance, or land of an historic site of national, State, or local
significance, as determined by the Federal, State, or local officials having jurisdiction over the
park, area, refuge, or site.)

X YES (Contact FRA) ] NO (Continue)

D. Is the proposal likely to require detailed evaluation of more than a few potential impacts?
] YES (Contact FRA) X] NO (Continue)

E. Is the proposal likely to generate intense public discussion or concern, even though it
may be limited to a relatively small subset of the community?
] YES (Contact FRA) X] NO (Continue)

F. Is the proposal inconsistent with any Federal, State, or local law, regulation, ordinance, or
Judicial or administrative determination relating to environmental protection?
] YES (Contact FRA) X NO (Continue)

G. Is the proposal an integral part of a program of current Federally supported actions which,

when considered separately, would not be classified as major actions, but when
considered together may result in substantial impacts?
] YES (Contact FRA) X] NO (Continue)

If the answer to any of the questions B through G is "YES", contact the FRA to determine whether the
proposal requires preparation of an Environmental Assessment.

I

Is the proposal consistent with one of the following potential Categorical Exclusions?
FRA Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts, 64 FR 28545 (May 26, 1999)

X YES (Mark category and continue as indicated) ] NO (Contact FRA)

Financial assistance or procurements solely for planning or design activities that do not commit the FRA or
its applicants to a particular course of action affecting the environment. (stop and submit to FRA)
State rail assistance grants for acquisition. (Continue to Part IIl)

Operating assistance to a railroad to continue existing service or to increase service to meet demand,
where the assistance will not result in a change in the effect on the environment. (stop and submit to FRA)

O Ood O

Acquisition of existing railroad equipment, track and bridge structures, electrification, communication,
signaling or security facilities, stations, maintenance of way and maintenance of equipment bases, and
other existing railroad facilities or the right to use such facilities, for the purpose of conducting operations of
a nature and at a level of use similar to those presently or previously existing on the subject properties.
(Complete Part Ill, Sections H, I, U, & V and submit to FRA)

|:| Research, development and/or demonstration of advances in signal, communication and/or train control
systems on existing rail lines provided that such research, development and/or demonstrations do not
require the acquisition of substantial amounts of right-of-way, and do not substantially alter the traffic
density [or operational] characteristics of the existing rail line. (Continue to Part Il1)

] Temporary replacement of an essential rail facility if repairs are commenced immediately after the
occurrence of a natural disaster or catastrophic failure. (Continue to Part IlI)
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] Changes in plans for a proposal for which an environmental document has been prepared, where the
changes would not alter the environmental impacts of the action. (Continue to Part Il describing the full
consequences of the changes only)

|:| Maintenance of: existing railroad equipment; track and bridge structures; electrification, communication,
signaling, or security facilities; stations; maintenance-of-way and maintenance-of-equipment bases; and
other existing railroad-related facilities. ("Maintenance" means work, normally provided on a periodic basis,
which does not change the existing character of the facility, and may include work characterized by other
terms under specific FRA programs) (Continue to Part I11)

] Financial assistance for the construction of minor loading and unloading facilities, provided that proposals
are consistent with local zoning, do not involve the acquisition of a significant amount of land, and do not
significantly alter the traffic density characteristics of existing rail or highway facilities. (Continue to Part IIl)

|Z| Minor rail line additions including construction of side tracks, passing tracks, crossovers, short connections
between existing rail lines, and new tracks within existing rail yards, provided that such additions are
consistent with existing zoning, do not involve acquisition of a significant amount of right of way, and do not
substantially alter the traffic density characteristics of the existing rail lines or rail facilities. (Continue to Part
1)}

] Improvements to existing facilities to service, inspect, or maintain rail passenger equipment, including
expansion of existing buildings, the construction of new buildings and outdoor facilities, and the
reconfiguration of yard tracks. (Continue to Part IIl)

] Environmental remediation through improvements to existing and former railroad track, infrastructure,
stations and facilities, for the purpose of preventing or correcting environmental pollution of soil, air or water.
(Continue to Part IlI)

X Replacement, reconstruction, or rehabilitation of an existing railroad bridge, including replacement with a
culvert, that does not require the acquisition of a significant amount of right-of-way. (Continue to Part Ill)

. PROPOSAL INFORMATION FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS
Complete Part lll unless indicated otherwise in Part Il and submit to FRA.

For work to fixed facilities, maps displaying the following, as applicable, are required to be
attached for FRA review:

¢ Proposal vicinity

¢ Proposal Site Plan indicating the USGS Quadrangle and Section

¢ Other Information as necessary to complete Part Il

A. Describe how the proposal satisfies the purpose and need identified in Part I

The proposed action increases the operating capacity of the Springfield
Line to relieve congestion between passenger and frei ght service and

| eads to econom c benefits through nore efficient transport of goods
and services. Al inprovenments in the proposed action would be

per manent and support a future High Speed Rail inplenentation process.

B. Location & Land Use: For fixed facilities, attach a map or diagram, at an appropriate scale,
identifying the location of the proposal site and if applicable, the surrounding land uses and zoning of the
site and surrounding properties. If the proposal would require many pages of maps or diagrams, include
only a location map and contact FRA to determine if additional information is required. A map or diagram
that identifies locations of critical resource areas, wetlands, potential historic sites, or sensitive noise
receptors such as schools, hospitals, and residences should be included if there is the potential for impacts
to these resources.

Briefly describe the existing land use of the proposal site and surrounding properties and resources.

The existing land to be used for the project is already railroad right
of way that historically contained two or nore tracks. Adjacent
property usage al ong the corridor varies; industrial,agriculture,
commercial/civic, recreations, residential, and undevel oped | and.

From Berlin north to Newi ngton, |and uses consist of very | ow density
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residential and nei ghborhood conmercial uses on the west side of the
tracks and industrial uses on the east side of the tracks. Single-
famly dwellings on large |ots appear on both sides of the tracks as
the corridor approaches the center of Berlin. Then, |andscape becones
nore industrial with several large distribution facilities |ocated on
t he east and west sides of the rail |ine.

As the rail corridor enters New ngton, industrial uses can be found on
the east side of the rail line. Single famly homes are | ocated on the
west side of the tracks. The nei ghborhood streets are separated from
the rail line by a densely forested buffer. Mving northward through
Newi ngt on, residential uses are located directly adjacent to the rai
line on the east side, while the west side of the tracks is vacant,
forested lands. As the rail corridor continues north toward West
Hartford, industrial |and uses become nore preval ent and take the form
of large warehouses and distribution centers. There are al so severa
football and baseball field |Iocated on the east side of the tracks.

C. Historic Resources: If any cultural, historic, or archaeological resources are located in the immediate
vicinity of the proposal, check and describe the resource(s) and then describe any potential effect of the
proposal on the resource(s). Consultation with the SHPO is necessary when these resources are
potentially affected.

[] Cultural:
X Historical:

Many of the existing railroad bridges and culverts are historic
structures dating to the nineteeth century. These structures
accommodat ed double track until one track was renoved around 1990
Prelim nary engineering inspections indicate that sone of the

bri dges/cul verts in the proposed action segnent have deteriorated to
the point that they will need to be repaired, rehabilitated, or
replaced to support the new double track. No adjacent properties would
be affected by the project and thus the railroad bridges/cul verts are
the only potentially affected historic resources. The Connecticut State
Hi storic Preservation Oficer (SHPO is in concurrence with the
determnation of eligibility of the entire Line for listing on the
Nat i onal Regi ster and the determ nation of No Adverse Effect,

condi tional upon mitigation and further consultation. The inspection
and recomrended action on each bridge structure, as well as it's
potential historic significance is attached as Appendix C

] Archaeological:

The existing land to be used for the project is already

railroad right of way that historically contained two or nore tracks.
Any renoval of or disturbance to archael ogi cal artifacts occurred
during the original and subsequent construction. The proposed action
woul d require m m mal excavation and is not anticipated to extend
beyond the horizontal and vertical extent of previously disturbed
and/or filled areas.

Has consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer occurred? If so, describe and attach relevant
correspondence.

[X] consultation with SHPO: A nunber of historic bridges/culverts in the

proj ect area have beconme structurally unsound and may require repairs
rehabilitation, or replacenent. CTDOT has been in comruni cation with
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SHPO relative to the historical significance and potential Section 106

i mpacts fromthe bridges/culverts. SHPO reviewresulted in their
determ nation of No Adverse Effect upon the State's cultural heritage
conti ngent upon nitigative nmeasures taking place prior to the start of
construction (see Section X. Mtigation). Correspondence received from
SHPO dated Cctober 19, 2009 and May 20, 2010 relative to concurrence,
mtigation and consultation procedures is attached in Appendix C.

D. Public Notification: Briefly describe any public outreach efforts undertaken on behalf of the proposal, if
any. Indicate opportunities the public has had to comment on the proposal (e.g., Board meetings, open
houses, special hearings).

CTDOT has nmet with | ocal comunity | eaders to discuss the scope and
limts of this project.

Indicate prominent concerns expressed by agencies or the public regarding the proposal, if any.

Al'l consulted parties are in favor of this project.

E. Transportation: Would the proposal have a detrimental effect on other railway operations or
impact road traffic, or increase demand for parking?
[XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe potential transportation, traffic, and parking impacts, and address
capacity constraints and potential impacts to existing railroad and highway operations. Include maps or
diagrams indicating any impacts and any proposed modifications to existing railways or roadways or parking
facilities. Also, summarize any consultation that has occurred with other railroads or highway authorities
whose operations this project will impact.

The congestion relief achieved by the proposed action will not increase
t he nunber of freight and passenger trains in the corridor.

F. Noise and Vibration: Are permanent noise or vibration impacts likely?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe how the proposal will involve noise impacts. If the proposal will
result in a change in noise sources (hnumber or speed of trains, stationary sources, etc.) and sensitive
receptors (residences, hospitals, schools, parks, etc.) are present, apply screening distances for noise and
vibration assessment found in FRA noise impact assessment guidance manual (and FTA’'s manual as
needed) and compare proposal location with nearest receptor(s). If the screening distance is not achieved,
attach a “General Noise and/or Vibration Assessment.”

Noise |:| Vibration |:|

The proposed acti on does not increase the nunber of trains operating in
the corridor. And, the existing railroad right-of-way historically
contained two or nore tracks, with nore operations than at the present
time. This project will re-install the track that used to be there, and
relieve congestion, making for nore efficient operations along the
corridor. A benefit of the project is |ess congestion, which nmeans | ess
sl owi ng and braki ng of diesel-powered |oconotives and idling, both of
whi ch create noise in the corridor.

The Proposed Action accounts for double-tracking for a 10-mle stretch
fromBerlin to Newington to relieve congestion. The nunber of trains
will not increase as a result of the Proposed Action. Therefore, there
are no expected vibration inpacts fromthe Proposed Action.

As a result of the general assessment(s) are there noise or vibration impacts?

X1 No (continue) [ Yes (Describe and provide map identifying sensitive receptors):
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G. Air Quality: Does the proposal have the potential to increase concentrations of ambient criteria
pollutants to levels that exceed the NAAQS, lead to the establishment of a new non-attainment
area, or delay achievement of attainment?

X No (continue) [ Yes, attach an emissions analysis for General Conformity regarding Carbon
Monoxide (CO), Ozone (O,), Particulate Matter (PM,,), Nitrous Oxides (NOy), and Carbon Dioxide (COy),
and include a hot spot analysis if indicated. Describe any substantial impacts from the proposal.

Because the Proposed Action does not increase the nunmber of trains
operating in the corridor, enmissions will not change as a result of the
Proposed Action. Thus, the Proposed Action will not result in emission
budgets to be violated or cause or contribute to violations of the

Nat i onal Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for volatile organic
conmpounds (VOCs), nitrogen oxi des (NOx), carbon nonoxide (CO, ozone,
car bon nonoxi de (CO).

Is the proposal located in a Non-Attainment or Maintenance area?
] No (continue) X Yes, for which of the following pollutants:

X] carbon Monoxide (CO) [X] Ozone (03) [Particulate Matter (PM1q)

H. Hazardous Materials: Does the proposal involve the use or handling of hazardous materials?
XI No (continue) [] Yes, describe use and measures that will mitigate any potential for release and
contamination.

Hazardous Waste: If the proposal site is in a developed area or was previously developed or
used for industrial or agricultural production, is it likely that hazardous materials will be
encountered by undertaking the proposal? (Prior to acquiring land or a facility with FRA funds, FRA
must be consulted regarding the potential presence of hazardous materials)

[] No, explain why not and describe the steps taken to determine that hazardous materials are not
present on the proposal site and then continue to question I.

Xl Yes, complete a Phase | site assessment and attach.

If a Phase | survey was completed, is a Phase Il site assessment recommended?

[0 No (continue) [XI Yes, describe the mitigation and clean-up measures that will be taken to
remediate any hazardous materials present and what steps will be taken to ensure that the local community
is protected from contamination during construction and operation of the proposal.

The proposed project does not change existing rail uses and does not

i ntroduce the use or handling of hazardous waste. There is, however,
some |ikelihood that contami nants will be encountered during
construction. Wthin the Proposed Action area (defined as the NHHS rail
line, plus 250 feet on either side of the line fromMIlepost 21 to

M | epost 31 fromBerlin to Newi ngton), there are properties adjacent to
the railroad right-of-way with a history of contam nation. These sites
were identified by existing CERCLIS, hazardous waste, and/or |eachate-
wast ewater sites associated with industrial, landfill, or waste
managenment sites or incidents. Alist of these sites/incidents by town
is attached (Appendix D) for reference.

In addition, given the long history of rail operations al ong the NHHS
line, there is sonme likelihood of encountering contam nants comonly
associated with railroad corridors, such as railroad ties (wod -
treating chemicals), spilled or leaked fluids (oil, cleaning solvents),
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her bi ci des, transformer fluids (PCBs), fossil fuel combustion products
(PAHs), asbestos, and nmetals such as arsenic and nercury.

To address the potential to encounter hazardous materials during
construction, a Waste Managenent Plan will be devel oped setting forth
protocols and procedures relative to testing and di sposal of such
materials. The Plan will be approved by CTDEP and conply with all state

and federal regul ations.

J. Property Acquisition: Is property acquisition needed for the proposal?
[XI No (continue) [ Yes, indicate whether the acquisition will result in relocation of businesses or
individuals. Note: To ensure eligibility for Federal participation, grantees may not acquire property with
either local matching or Federal funds prior to completing the NEPA process and receiving written FRA
concurrence in both the NEPA recommendation and property appraisals.

K. Community Disruption and Environmental Justice: Does the proposal present potentially
disruptive impacts to adjacent communities?
XI No (continue) [] Yes, provide a socio-economic profile of the affected community. Indicate
whether the proposal will have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on minority or low-income
populations. Describe any potential adverse effects and any community resources likely to be impacted.
Describe outreach efforts targeted specifically at minority or low-income populations.

The re-installment of double tracking where there once was doubl e
tracking for the purposes of congestion relief will have no inpacts to
nei ghbor hoods or conmunity facilities including:

. No changes to access within or to or froma nei ghborhood

. No changes to aesthetic setting or architectural fabric of the
nei ghbor hood

. No physical barriers to neighborhood interaction or comunity
di sruptions from noi se inpacts

. No | oss of inportant comrunity institutions or gathering places

. No di sruption or | oss of community resources, such as energency
services (police, fire, and anmbul ance/ EMI stations), schools,
religious institutions and ceneteries, cultural institutions
including libraries and nmuseuns, hospitals, recreation

areas/ parks, comunity/senior centers.

L. Impacts On Wetlands: Does the proposal temporarily or permanently impact wetlands or
require alterations to streams or waterways?
[0 No (continue) [XI Yes, show wetlands and waters on the site map and classification. Describe the
proposal’s potential impact to on-site and adjacent wetlands and waters and attach any coordination with
the State and US Army Corps of Engineers.

April 2010 field observations indicate that there are several wetl ands
within Antrak properties throughout the corridor. These wetl ands are at
the base of existing ballast and would not be inpacted by the project
because there is no proposal to alter the existing topography. The
doubl e track will be constructed on a previously engineered rail bed
whi ch does not contain wetlands. However, bridge and cul vert
replacenents could tenporarily or permanently inpact waterways where
the bridge/culvert spans or conveys water. The work woul d be conducted
to avoid direct inpacts to water to the extent possible and to abi de by
all state and federal permt conditions, with the intent to mnimnze
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and (if warranted) mitigate inpacts. Mapping of Wetlands is attached as
Appendi x E.

M. Floodplain Impacts: Is the proposal located within the 100-year floodplain or are regulated
floodways affected?
[J No (continue) [X Yes, describe the potential for impacts due to changes in floodplain capacity or
water flow, if any. If impacts are likely, attach scale maps describing potential impacts and describe any
coordination with regulatory entities.

The project will not add enmbankment and and will not change the
exi sting topography that would inpact the floodpl ain capacity. Wrk on
the bridges and culverts within the fl oodplains will be designed as not

to adversely inpact the floodplain. Mapping of floodplains is attached
as Appendi x F.

N. Water Quality: Are protected waters of special quality or concern, essential fish habitats, or
protected drinking water resources present at or directly adjacent to the proposal site?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe water resource and the potential for impact from the proposal, and
any coordination with regulatory entities.

There is no increase in water quality inpacts due to the proposed
action except during construction. Surface Water is illustrated in
Appendi x F. I npacts and associated mitigations are included under
Construction I npacts.

0. Navigable Waterways: Does the proposal cross or have effect on a navigable waterway?
XI No (continue) [] Yes, describe potential for impact and any coordination with US Coast Guard.

The Proposed Action does not cross or have an effect on any Navi gabl e
Wat er ways.

P. Coastal Zones: Is the proposal in a designated coastal zone?
[XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe coordination with the State regarding consistency with the coastal
zone management plan and attach the State finding if available.

The Proposed Action is not in a designated coastal zone.

Q. Prime and Unique Farmlands: Does the proposal involve the use of any prime or unique
farmlands?
[XI No (continue) [] Yes, describe potential for impact and any coordination with the Soil Conservation
Service of the US Department of Agriculture.

The existing land to be used for the project is already railroad right
of way that historically contained two or nore tracks. Any farm ands
that used to be present in the corridor have |ong since been renoved
and filled to create the enbankment for the railroad line and for the
installation of ballast.

R. Ecologically Sensitive Areas And Endangered Species: Are any ecologically sensitive
natural areas, designated wildlife or waterfowl refuges, or designated critical habitat areas
(woodlands, prairies, wetlands, rivers, lakes, streams, and geological formations determined to
be essential for the survival of a threatened or endangered species) within or directly adjacent to
the proposal site?

[0 No (continue) [X Yes, describe them and the potential for impact. Describe any consultation with
the State and the US Fish and Wildlife Service about the impacts to these natural areas and on threatened
and endangered fauna and flora that may be affected. If required prepare a biological assessment and
attach.

Coordination with the DEP and U. S. Fish and Wldlife Service was
initiated for the entire 62-mle Line between New Haven and
Springfield. There is one potential sensitive/critical habitat area for
t hreat ened and endangered species near MP 23, indicated by a

FRACATEX a/06 Page 9 of 12



FRA Categorical Exclusion WorksheetFRACATEXa06-NHHS-05_3-15-11 Final.docx

Connecticut DEP Natural D versity Database record (mapped). However,
there are no bridge/culvert replacenents proposed in the vicinity of
this record, so no work will extend beyond the existing previously
engi neered rail bed where the double track will be placed. There is
thus negligible risk of inpact to this habitat area. Correspondence
bet ween CTDOT and DEP is attached in Appendix G

Safety And Security: Are there safety or security concerns about the proposal?
[XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe the safety or security concerns and the measures that would need
to be taken to provide for the safe and secure operation of the proposal after its construction.

Construction Impacts: Are major construction period impacts likely?

[0 No (continue) [X Yes, describe the construction plan and identify impacts due to construction noise,
utility disruption, debris and spoil disposal, and address air and water quality impacts, safety and security
issues, and disruptions of traffic and access to property and attach scale maps as necessary.

1. Construction of the Proposed Action will require about 24 nonths
to conplete. The foll owi ng types of construction equi pnent, anong
others will be used to prepare the site; realign existing track;
construct the new track and rail infrastructure; and repair and
nodi fy existing bridge structures: Trucks and Dunp Trucks,
Backhoes, Cranes, Air Conpressors, Various Track and Ball ast
Machi nes.

2. Derolition and construction will result in a variety of tenporary
i mpacts including: Mintenance of Traffic and safety during
construction near Antrak and freight rail operations, tenporary
noi se and air, waste di sposal neasures, and erosion and
sedi ment ation control .

3. It is anticipated that all work, including construction staging,
will be conpleted within the permanent railroad right-of-way.

4. To mitigate the potential inpacts during construction, mtigation
nmeasur es i ncorporating best mangaenent practices will be devel oped
by the designer. Such mitigation neasures will be included in the
contract documents where necessary and as appropriate and will
i ncl ude, but not be limted to:

- Mai ntenance and protection of traffic
- Noi se

-Air quality

-Water quality

- Di sposal of construction waste
-Cont am nated soils

-Uility inpacts

5. At Berlin Station, the Track 1 alignnent was rel ocated to the
| ocation originally occupied by Track 2. This is due to the under
grade bridge recently replaced to the south of the station. This
al i gnment was never noved back, thus there the Track 1 alignnent
crosses over to the existing single low level platformon the
eastern side of the right-of-way.

To accommopdate construction of the second track, a tenporary
pedestrian grade crossing will be installed in front of the
existing lowlevel platform This will facilitate the boardi ng of
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passengers on a train waiting on Track 1, the westernnost track.

It is anticipated that nost trains will board and alight
passengers from Track 2, the closest track to the platform
however, Track 1 will be available if necessary.

Shoul d Track 1 boardi ng and alighting occur, rassengers will not
cross Track 2 without instruction and supervision by a qualified
train conductor. The pedestrian grade crossing will be a

tenmporary condition until the followon project provides two high-
I evel platforms and a pedestrian up and over structure.

u. Cumulative Impacts: Are cumulative impacts likely?

A “cumulative impact" is the impact on the environment that results from the incremental
impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such other
actions. Cumulative impacts may include ecological (such as the effects on natural resources
and on the components, structures, and functioning of affected ecosystems), aesthetic,
historic, cultural, economic, social, or health, whether direct, indirect, or resulting from smaller
actions that individually have no significant impact. Determining the cumulative environmental
consequences of an action requires delineating the cause-and-effect relationships between the
multiple actions and the resources, ecosystems, and human communities of concern.

X No (continue) [] Yes, describe the reasonably foreseeable:
(a) Directimpacts, which are caused by the action and occur at the same time and place.

(b) Indirect impacts, which are caused by the action and are later in time or farther
removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable. Indirect impacts may
include growth inducing effects and other effects related to induced changes in the
pattern of land use, population density or growth rate, and related effects on air and
water and other natural systems, including ecosystems.

V. Related Federal, State, or Local Actions: Indicate whether the proposal requires any of the following
actions (e.g., permits) by other Agencies and attach copies of relevant correspondence. It is not necessary
to attach voluminous permit applications if a single cover Agency transmittal will indicate that a permit has
been granted. Permitting issues can be described in the relevant resource discussion in sections B-S
above.

X section 106 Historic and Culturally Significant Properties

|Z| Section 401/404 Wetlands and Water

[] USCG 404 Navigable Waterways

|Z| Executive Orders Wetlands, Floodplains, Environmental Justice

] Clean Air Act Air Quality

] Endangered Species Act Threatened and Endangered Biological Resources

] Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act Essential Fish Habitat
|:| Safe Drinking Water Act

X other State or Local Requirements (Describe)

Duri ng the design stage of the project, coordination with the
applicable federal, state and |ocal agencies will be undertaken to
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determ ne the applicable permt requirenents.

X. Mitigation: Describe mitigation measures which address identified impacts and have been
incorporated into the proposal, if any.

Pursuant to the letter dated Decenber 2, 2010, fromthe US Arny Corps
of Engineers, a permit will be sent to that Agency in conpliance with
section 404 of the Clean Water Act for the discharge of dredged and/ or
fill materials into waterways/wetlands in association with rail
construction and the rehabilitation, repair/replacenment of those

bri dges/cul verts to support the rail projects. In addition, Federal
wet | ands boundaries will be supported by appropriate field data

i nformati on where there will be inpacts on wetlands areas, in
accordance with the Corp of Engi neers Wetland Del i neati on manual and

t he acconpanyi ng regional supplenent. Additional information will be
provided to the US Arny Corp of Engineers as devel oped, and appropriate
regual tory actions taken, regarding historic resources, floodplains

i mpacts, and construction inmpacts. No work will be conducted within
the regul ated areas prior to obtaining the required permts.

In conpliance with the letter dated Cctober 19, 2009 fromthe State

Hi storic Preservation Ofice, the following mitigative neasures will be
undertaken prior to the start of construction: CTDOT and/or FRA shall
docunent all railroad-related conponents |located within the project
boundaries, including passenger stations, freight houses, culverts,

bri dges, el evated alignments and enmbankments, interlocking and

swi tchi ng devices, and whistle posts and signalization. Final
docunentati on shall consist of narrative text, photographs and/or
digital images, an index to the photographs, and a photographic site

pl an. Final docunmentation shall be provided to SHPO for permanent
archiving and public accessibility. CTDOT and/ or FRA shall subnmit a
brief history and description of the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield
Line, including project-related information, photographs, site plans
and maps to the Society for Industrial Archaeol ogy New Engl and Chapters
Newsl etter. CTDOT and/or FRA shall coordinate with Connecticut's
trolley and railroad nmuseuns regarding the potential salvage and
adaptive use of small-scale railroad conponents schedul ed to be
upgraded and/or replaced within the proposed project boundaries.

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 106 of the National H storic
Preservation Act and the Connecticut Environmental Policy Act, all
masonry work required during construction nmust neet the Secretary of
the Interior's Standards for the treatnment of historic places.

Al'l remai ning construction-related mitigation required during
construction is included under Section T. Construction |npacts.
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Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)
CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION WORKSHEET

Note: The purpose of this worksheet is to assist proposal sponsors in gathering and organizing materials
for environmental analysis required under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), particularly for
proposals, which may qualify as Categorical Exclusions and to assist the FRA in evaluating requests from
project sponsors for categorical exclusion determinations. Categorical Exclusions are categories of
actions (i.e. types of projects) that the FRA has determined, based on its experience, typically do not
individually or cumulatively have a significant effect on the human environment and which generally do
not require the preparation of either an environmental impact statement or an environmental assessment.

Submission of the worksheet by itself does not meet NEPA requirements. FRA must concur in writing
with the proposal sponsor’s Categorical Exclusion recommendation for NEPA requirements to be met.
Please complete this worksheet using compatible word processing software and submit and transmit the
completed form in electronic format.

For Agency Use | Date Received:

Reviewed By: Recommendation for action:
Date: [] Accept [] Return for Revisions [ ] Not Eligible

Comments:

Concurrence by Counsel: Reviewed By:
[] Accept Recommendation [ ] Return with Comments Date:

Comments:

Concurrence by Approving Official: Date:

I PROPOSAL DESCRIPTION

Proposal Sponsor Date Submitted | FRA Identification Number (if any)
Connecticut Department of Transportation 08/ 30/ 2011

Proposal Title
New Haven-Hartford-Springfield (NHHS)Rail Program Hartford-Wndsor Double Track
Pr oj ect

Location (Include Street Address, City or Township, County, and State)
New Haven, CT - Springfield, MNA

Contact Person Phone E-mail Address
Acting Commissioner 860- 594- 2802 janes. redeker @t . gov
James Redeker

Note: Fully describe the proposal including specifics that may be of environmental concern such as: widening
an embankment to stabilize roadbed; repairing or replacing bridge piers foundations, including adding rip-rap
in a waterway; earthwork and altering natural (existing) drainage patterns and creating new water discharge;
contaminated water needing treatment; building a new or adding on to a shop building; fueling or collection of
fuel or oil and contaminated water; building or extending a siding; and building or adding on to a yard.
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Description of Proposa

The NHHS Rail Program Hartford-Wndsor Double Track Project is intended to
restore 5.8 mles of double track along the the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield
(NHHS) rail corridor between Hartford and Wndsor. The track was renpved by
Anmtrak in the 1980s. This trackage will connect to an existing 3.3 mle segnent
of double track between Wndsor and Wndsor Locks to create a conbined 9.1 nmile
two-track section. This added track capacity will reduce current passenger and
freight train delays in the congested area leading to Hartford Yard and the
single-track Hartford Viaduct, as well as support the capacity required for
future passenger rail service expansion on the NHHS rail corridor included as
part of the NHHS Rail Program In addition, five public and four private
crossings will be upgraded Between Hartford and Wndsor Locks to accommopdate the
next section of future double track, and new underground signal, conmunications
and power cables will be installed on the railroad right-of-way between Hartford
and Springfield to support current and future waysi de equi pnent. A map of the
NHHS rail corridor is attached

The project consists of the follow ng:
* Installation of 4.1 mles of new track between MP 38.9 and 43.0
e Rehabilitation of 1.7 mles of existing siding (MP 37.2-38.9)
e Installation of 8500 feet of newrail siding between MP 37.3 and 38.8
* Installation of 4.1 mles of track between MP 38.9 and 43.0.
e Installation of a new “Mdland” interlocking at MP 39.1
e Signalization upgrades, including 26 mles of new underground cabling
e Repairs/rehabilitation to seven under-grade cul verts/bridges
* Mnor naintenance to two culverts
e Upgrade 5 public at-grade crossings; closure/upgrade 4 private crossings.

Several of the structures which nmust be repaired are historic; however, none
currently are planned for replacenent. CTDOT is in discussions with the CTSHPO
to coordinate this work (see discussion under Section C Historic Resources, and
letter of August 26, 2011, to the CTSHPO . Antrak is seeking to update the NHHS
right-of-way cross section with wider track centers and nore consi stent

shoul ders. This would result in mnor changes in the existing track alignnent
and potential expansion of right-of-way boundaries. In a worst case scenari o,
this could inmpact up to 1.04 acres of wetlands between Hartford and W ndsor.
However, Antrak has indicated that it will work with CTDOT to avoid any such
adverse inpacts to wetlands and flood plain areas. As a result, changes to the
alignment in wetland or floodplain areas currently are planned to remain within
the railroad right-of-way and within the existing disturbed area, with no

per manent wetland inpacts. No property acquisition is planned, but it is

possi ble that small "sliver takes" may ultimately be required to adjust ROW
boundari es, for slope stabilization and at at-grade crossings. Any inpacts in a
wetl and area will be coordinated with CTDEEP and FRA, including appropriate
mtigation, and CTDOT and Antrak will conply with all federal requirenents.

The doubl e-tracking will provide i mediate benefits in terns of increased
reliability for existing passenger and freight rail service. |In the event the
full NHHS Rail Programis ready to advance to construction, this segnent of
doubl e-track could be constructed as part of the larger programto provide
procurenent and cost efficiencies, and reduce delays to existing operations.
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Purpose and Need of Proposal
Proj ect needs include the foll ow ng:

The project will provide a reliable, safe and fast transportation alternative
along the 5.8 mile NHHS rail corridor and provide a hi gh-speed passenger rail
networ k connecting the region. |In the process, the comunities along the NHHS
corridor can |leverage the investnment in newrail service to stimulate new
downt own m xed- use devel opment and economi ¢ opportunities.

rail

This project provides inportant new capacity for both current and future
passenger and freight rail service. A major area of rail line congestion is

i mediately north of the Hartford station. Freight operators use the Hartford
Yard to build trains and manage shi pnents destined for |ocal shippers. These
trains operate both on the NHHS rail |line and/or cross over it, limting the
line's availability for use by trains operating to or fromHartford. The result
is both alimtation on the nunmber of through trains and frequent del ays.
Addi ng track capacity by restoring 5.8 mles of double track and adding a new
siding in the Hartford Yard, as well as adding the new Mdl and interl ocking
reduce del ays as well as provide future capacity for additional passenger
and freight rail service. This is critical to transformng the NHHS rai
corridor into a reliable, fast passenger transportation alternative, as well as
hel ping to support tinmely transportation for |ocal shippers and busineses.

wi

I mpacts resulting frominplenmentation of the NHHS Rail Programare detailed in
the NHHS Rail Program Environnental Assessnent, conpletion of which is planned
Decenmber 2011. The project for which this CE is being conpleted is a stand
al one project with independent utility.

for

NEPA CLASS OF ACTION
Answer the following questions to determine the proposal's potential class of action.

Will the proposal substantially impact the natural, social and / or human environment?
[] YES (Contact FRA) X NO (Continue)

Actions that will significantly impact the environment require preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement. These proposals typically include construction or extension of rail lines or rail facilities including
passenger, high speed, or freight rail activities.

Is the significance of the proposal's social, economic or environmental impacts
unknown?

[] YES (Contact FRA) X NO (Continue)

Does Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act apply? (i.e. proposal requires the
use of publicly owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of
national, State, or local significance, or land of an historic site of national, State, or local
significance, as determined by the Federal, State, or local officials having jurisdiction over the
park, area, refuge, or site.)

[] YES (Contact FRA) X NO (Continue)

Is the proposal likely to require detailed evaluation of more than a few potential impacts?
[] YES (Contact FRA) X NO (Continue)

Is the proposal likely to generate intense public discussion or concern, even though it
may be limited to a relatively small subset of the community?

[] YES (Contact FRA) X NO (Continue)
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Is the proposal inconsistent with any Federal, State, or local law, regulation, ordinance, or
Judicial or administrative determination relating to environmental protection?

[] YES (Contact FRA) X NO (Continue)

Is the proposal an integral part of a program of current Federally supported actions which,
when considered separately, would not be classified as major actions, but when
considered together may result in substantial impacts?

[] YES (Contact FRA) X NO (Continue)

If the answer to any of the questions B through G is "YES", contact the FRA to determine whether the
proposal requires preparation of an Environmental Assessment.

Is the proposal consistent with one of the following potential Categorical Exclusions?
FRA Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts, 64 FR 28545 (May 26, 1999)
X YES (Mark category and continue as indicated) [] NO (Contact FRA)

Financial assistance or procurements solely for planning or design activities that do not commit the FRA or
its applicants to a particular course of action affecting the environment. (stop and submit to FRA)

State rail assistance grants for acquisition. (Continue to Part IIl)

Operating assistance to a railroad to continue existing service or to increase service to meet demand,
where the assistance will not result in a change in the effect on the environment. (stop and submit to FRA)

Acquisition of existing railroad equipment, track and bridge structures, electrification, communication,
signaling or security facilities, stations, maintenance of way and maintenance of equipment bases, and
other existing railroad facilities or the right to use such facilities, for the purpose of conducting operations of
a nature and at a level of use similar to those presently or previously existing on the subject properties.
(Complete Part Ill, Sections H, I, U, & V and submit to FRA)

Research, development and/or demonstration of advances in signal, communication and/or train control
systems on existing rail lines provided that such research, development and/or demonstrations do not
require the acquisition of substantial amounts of right-of-way, and do not substantially alter the traffic
density [or operational] characteristics of the existing rail line. (Continue to Part IIl)

Temporary replacement of an essential rail facility if repairs are commenced immediately after the
occurrence of a natural disaster or catastrophic failure. (Continue to Part IIl)

Changes in plans for a proposal for which an environmental document has been prepared, where the
changes would not alter the environmental impacts of the action. (Continue to Part Ill describing the full
consequences of the changes only)

Maintenance of: existing railroad equipment; track and bridge structures; electrification, communication,
signaling, or security facilities; stations; maintenance-of-way and maintenance-of-equipment bases; and
other existing railroad-related facilities. ("Maintenance" means work, normally provided on a periodic basis,
which does not change the existing character of the facility, and may include work characterized by other
terms under specific FRA programs) (Continue to Part IIl)

Financial assistance for the construction of minor loading and unloading facilities, provided that proposals
are consistent with local zoning, do not involve the acquisition of a significant amount of land, and do not
significantly alter the traffic density characteristics of existing rail or highway facilities. (Continue to Part IIl)

Minor rail line additions including construction of side tracks, passing tracks, crossovers, short connections
between existing rail lines, and new tracks within existing rail yards, provided that such additions are
consistent with existing zoning, do not involve acquisition of a significant amount of right of way, and do not
substantially alter the traffic density characteristics of the existing rail lines or rail facilities. (Continue to Part

1)

Improvements to existing facilities to service, inspect, or maintain rail passenger equipment, including
expansion of existing buildings, the construction of new buildings and outdoor facilities, and the
reconfiguration of yard tracks. (Continue to Part IIl)

Environmental remediation through improvements to existing and former railroad track, infrastructure,
stations and facilities, for the purpose of preventing or correcting environmental pollution of soil, air or water.
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(Continue to Part IlI)

Replacement, reconstruction, or rehabilitation of an existing railroad bridge, including replacement with a
culvert, that does not require the acquisition of a significant amount of right-of-way. (Continue to Part IIl)

PROPOSAL INFORMATION FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS
Complete Part 11l unless indicated otherwise in Part Il and submit to FRA.

For work to fixed facilities, maps displaying the following, as applicable, are required to be
attached for FRA review:

Proposal vicinity

Proposal Site Plan indicating the USGS Quadrangle and Section

Other Information as necessary to complete Part 11l

Describe how the proposal satisfies the purpose and need identified in Part I:

This project provides inportant new capacity for both current and
future passenger and freight rail service. A major area of existing
rail line congestion is imediately north of the Hartford station

Frei ght operators use the Hartford Yard to build trains and nanage

shi pments destined for |ocal shippers. These trains operate both on
the NHHS rail line or cross over it, limting its availability for use
by passenger trains operating to or fromHartford. The result is both
alimtation on the nunber of through trains and frequent del ays.
Addi ng track capacity by restoring 5.8 mles of double track and addi ng
a new siding in the Hartford Yard, as well as adding the new M dl and
interlocking, will reduce delays as well as provide future capacity for
addi ti onal passenger and freight rail service. This is critical to
transformng the corridor into a reliable, fast regi onal passenger
transportation alternative, as well as helping to support tinely
transportation for |ocal shippers and busi neses.

Location & Land Use: For fixed facilities, attach a map or diagram, at an appropriate scale,
identifying the location of the proposal site and if applicable, the surrounding land uses and zoning of the
site and surrounding properties. If the proposal would require many pages of maps or diagrams, include
only a location map and contact FRA to determine if additional information is required. A map or diagram
that identifies locations of critical resource areas, wetlands, potential historic sites, or sensitive noise
receptors such as schools, hospitals, and residences should be included if there is the potential for impacts
to these resources.

Briefly describe the existing land use of the proposal site and surrounding properties and resources.

The project covers 5.8 mles of the NHHS rail corridor inmediately
north of Hartford. Approximately half of this distance lies within
heavily industrial and other devel oped areas, including the Hartford
Yard; the other half lies in undevel oped forest and forested wetl and
areas to the west of the Connecticut R ver near and in Wndsor.

Historic Resources: If any cultural, historic, or archaeological resources are located in the immediate
vicinity of the proposal, check and describe the resource(s) and then describe any potential effect of the
proposal on the resource(s). Consultation with the SHPO is necessary when these resources are
potentially affected.

[ Cultural:

X Historical:

Many of the existing railroad bridges and cul verts along the NHHS rail
corridor are historic structures dating to the nineteeth century. These
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structures accommodated double track until one track was renoved in the
1980s. A total of seven structures require repair or rehabilitation to
extend their life and accommobdate restorati on of the second track;
however, no replacenents are planned at this tinme. Two other
structures require mnor maintenance. Mst of these structures exceed
fifty years in age. Wirk will include replacing existing signal,
conmuni cati ons and power cables currently attached to or under the

bri dges with new cable. Photographs of the structures are included in
the CTDOT letter of of August 26, 2011 to the Connecticut State

H storic Preservation Oficer (CITSHPO. No adjacent properties are
expected to be affected by the project (other than, as noted, the
possibility that small "sliver takes" ultimately may be required to
adj ust the ROW boundaries, for slope stabilization and at at-grade
crossings) and thus the railroad structures are the only potentially
affected historic resources. The CTSHPO is in concurrence with the
determ nation of eligibility of the entire NHHS rail line for listing
on the National Register. In 2009, it provided a determ nation of No
Adverse Effect, conditional upon mitigation and further consultation,
for a simlar segment of double track work between Meriden and

Newi ngt on.

] Archaeological:

Has consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer occurred? If so, describe and attach relevant
correspondence.

X Consultation with SHPO: | ssues affecting historic structures were addressed
by the SHPOin its COctober 19, 2009 and May 20, 2010 letters pertaining
to Phase 1(Meriden-New ngton) of the NHHS Rail Program On August 26,
2011, CTDOT sent a letter regarding the Hartford-Wndsor double track
project to the SHPO seeking a consistent determ nation and mitigation
requi renents for the new double track section.

D. Public Notification: Briefly describe any public outreach efforts undertaken on behalf of the proposal, if
any. Indicate opportunities the public has had to comment on the proposal (e.g., Board meetings, open
houses, special hearings).

There have been numerous public neetings, hearings and di scussions of
the NHHS Rail Program over the past five years. A new programwebsite
recently was devel oped to provide information and news about the
program It has received sone 2500 visits in just the past four

nont hs.

Indicate prominent concerns expressed by agencies or the public regarding the proposal, if any.

No concerns have been rai sed by the public about double tracking north
of Hartford.

E. Transportation: Would the proposal have a detrimental effect on other railway operations or
impact road traffic, or increase demand for parking?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe potential transportation, traffic, and parking impacts, and address
capacity constraints and potential impacts to existing railroad and highway operations. Include maps or
diagrams indicating any impacts and any proposed modifications to existing railways or roadways or parking
facilities. Also, summarize any consultation that has occurred with other railroads or highway authorities
whose operations this project will impact.

The i nprovenents will reduce passenger and freight rail delays and
enhance operations by freight rail operators. Construction activities
will be staged to minimze inpacts to existing train service.

FRACATEX a/06 Page 6 of 13



FRA Categorical Exclusion WorksheetCat Ex NHHS Hartford Windsor Double Track9 8 FIN

F. Noise and Vibration: Are permanent noise or vibration impacts likely?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe how the proposal will involve noise impacts. If the proposal will
result in a change in noise sources (number or speed of trains, stationary sources, etc.) and sensitive
receptors (residences, hospitals, schools, parks, etc.) are present, apply screening distances for noise and
vibration assessment found in FRA noise impact assessment guidance manual (and FTA’s manual as
needed) and compare proposal location with nearest receptor(s). If the screening distance is not achieved,
attach a “General Noise and/or Vibration Assessment.”

Noise [] Vibration []

The proposed double tracking wll not generate noise or vibration

i npacts. The project will support inprovenents to existing Antrak
service. However, the project will also support future inplenentation
of the NHHS Rail Program which incudes a significant increase in the
nunber of trains serving the NHHS rail corridor.

As a result of the general assessment(s) are there noise or vibration impacts?

X No (continue) [] Yes (Describe and provide map identifying sensitive receptors):

G. Air Quality: Does the proposal have the potential to increase concentrations of ambient criteria
pollutants to levels that exceed the NAAQS, lead to the establishment of a new non-attainment
area, or delay achievement of attainment?

XI No (continue) [ Yes, attach an emissions analysis for General Conformity regarding Carbon
Monoxide (CO), Ozone (O,), Particulate Matter (PM,,), Nitrous Oxides (NOy), and Carbon Dioxide (COy),
and include a hot spot analysis if indicated. Describe any substantial impacts from the proposal.

The project will reduce passenger and freight delays for the current

| evel of service. However, given the |ow nunber of trains currently
operating on the line, the double track project will have neglibile

i npact on overall regional air quality. It should be noted, however,
that the project will also suppport future inplenentation of the ful
NHHS Rail Program which includes a significant increase in the nunber
of trains serving the NHHS rail corridor. Inpacts resulting from

i npl enentation of the full build NHHS Rail Program are detailed in the
NHHS Rai | Program Envi ronnmental Assessnment, conpletion of which is

pl anned for Decenber 2011

Is the proposal located in a Non-Attainment or Maintenance area?
X No (continue) [ Yes, for which of the following pollutants:

[] Carbon Monoxide (CO) [ Ozone (03) []Particulate Matter (PM10)

H. Hazardous Materials: Does the proposal involve the use or handling of hazardous materials?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe use and measures that will mitigate any potential for release and
contamination.

l. Hazardous Waste: If the proposal site is in a developed area or was previously developed or
used for industrial or agricultural production, is it likely that hazardous materials will be
encountered by undertaking the proposal? (Prior to acquiring land or a facility with FRA funds, FRA
must be consulted regarding the potential presence of hazardous materials)

XI No, explain why not and describe the steps taken to determine that hazardous materials are not
present on the proposal site and then continue to question I.

The work includes preparation of the rail bed to restore a second
track. Al work will be performed within the railroad right-of-way.
Gven the long history of rail operations along the NHHS line, there is
sonme |ikelihood of encountering contam nants comonly associated with

FRACATEX a/06 Page 7 of 13



FRA Categorical Exclusion WorksheetCat Ex NHHS Hartford Windsor Double Track9 8 FIN

railroad corridors, such as railroad ties (wod - treating chem cals),
spilled or | eaked fluids (oil, cleaning solvents), herbicides, fossil
fuel combustion products (PAHs), asbestos, and netals such as arsenic
and nercury. CTDOT Environnental Conpliance will nonitor project
activities and provide any testing and/or disposal of materials if
encount ered and requi red.

Al though the work will be limted to the railroad RON there are a
nunber of potential hazardous waste sites near the study area in
Hartford and Wndsor, as well as two CERCLIS sites in Wndsor. None of
these sites abut the rail line. These are as foll ows:

Hartford: There are no designated CERCLIS sites |located within the
study corridor in the City of Hartford. There are four potenti al
hazar dous waste sites:

1. A cooling water discharge site |located west of the rail corridor
between the rail bed and New Park Avenue;

2. A site where ten gallons of oil was discharged, per nonth, into
the storm sewer system at the southeast corner of WAl nut and Edwards
Streets;

3. An auto junkyard located west of the rail corridor near the
i ntersection of Canton and New Donal d Streets;

4. An oil drumstorage site spill site, located at the end of
Sanford Street on the western edge of the corridor.

W ndsor: There are two designated CERCLIS sites within the study
corridor in Wndsor. One is |located west of the railroad corridor on
Meadow Road. The other is west of the railroad corridor on State Route
159. There are two potential hazardous waste sites identified within
the study corridor in the Towmn of Wndsor. One is |located south of I-
291 and is associated with industrial cooling water discharge; the
second is located north of 1-291 and consists of an industrial pit for
former metal hydroxide sludge drying | agoons.

To address the potential to encounter hazardous materials during
construction, a Waste Managenent Plan will be devel oped setting forth
protocol s and procedures relative to testing and di sposal of such
materials. The Plan will be approved by CTDEEP and conply with all
state and federal regulations.

[] Yes, complete a Phase | site assessment and attach.

If a Phase | survey was completed, is a Phase Il site assessment recommended?

[] No (continue) [ Yes, describe the mitigation and clean-up measures that will be taken to
remediate any hazardous materials present and what steps will be taken to ensure that the local community
is protected from contamination during construction and operation of the proposal.

J. Property Acquisition: Is property acquisition needed for the proposal?
[] No(continue) [X Yes, indicate whether the acquisition will result in relocation of businesses or
individuals. Note: To ensure eligibility for Federal participation, grantees may not acquire property with
either local matching or Federal funds prior to completing the NEPA process and receiving written FRA
concurrence in both the NEPA recommendation and property appraisals.

The inprovenents to the rail line will be made within the railroad
right-of-way. No property acquisition is planned. However, it is
possi ble that mnor "sliver takes" ultimately will be required to

adj ust the ROW boundaries, for slope stabilization, or at at-grade
crossings. |If property is required, CIDOT will conply with all Federal
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requi renents.

K. Community Disruption and Environmental Justice: Does the proposal present potentially
disruptive impacts to adjacent communities?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, provide a socio-economic profile of the affected community. Indicate
whether the proposal will have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on minority or low-income
populations. Describe any potential adverse effects and any community resources likely to be impacted.
Describe outreach efforts targeted specifically at minority or low-income populations.

L. Impacts On Wetlands: Does the proposal temporarily or permanently impact wetlands or
require alterations to streams or waterways?
[J No (continue) [X Yes, show wetlands and waters on the site map and classification. Describe the
proposal’s potential impact to on-site and adjacent wetlands and waters and attach any coordination with
the State and US Army Corps of Engineers.

The i nprovenents will be constructed on a previously engineered,
Antrak-owned railroad right-of-way originating to the md-1800s. The
right-of-way traverses several forested wetl ands between Hartford and
W ndsor. These wetl ands are at the base of existing ballast. Antrak is
seeking to update the NHHS right-of-way cross section with w der track
centers and nore consistent shoulders. This would result in mnor
changes in the existing track alignnment and potential expansion of

ri ght-of-way boundaries. In a worst case scenario, this could inpact up
to 1.04 acres of wetlands between Harford and Wndsor (based on a
wor st - case assunption of a five-foot w de inpact through any wetl ands
abutting the track in the study area). However, Amtrak has indicated
that it will work with CTDOT to avoid any such adverse inpacts to
wet | ands and fl ood plain areas. As a result, changes to the alignment
in wetland or floodplain areas currently are planned to remain within
the railroad right-of-way and within the existing disturbed area, with
no permanent wetland inpacts. No property acquisition is planned, but
it is possible that small "sliver takes" may ultimately be required to
adj ust ROW boundaries, for slope stabilization and at at-grade
crossings. Any inpacts in a wetland area will be coordinated with
CTDEEP and FRA, including appropriate mtigation, and CIDOT and Antrak
will conmply with all federal requirenents.

Bridge and cul vert replacenents could tenporarily inpact waterways
where the bridge/cul vert spans or conveys water. As currently planned,
no increase in the conveyance of water across the railroad right-of-way
is planned within this geographical section of the rail line. As a
result, the work is not expected to directly inpact waterways or
wetlands. All work will be conducted to avoid pernanent and tenporary
i npacts to water to the extent possible and to abide by all state and
federal permt conditions, with the intent to mnimze and (if
warranted) nitigate inpacts.

Consul tation with both the CITDEEP and t he USACE by CTDOT and Antrak has
been initiated. A major briefing of both resource agencies is planned
for Septenber 13, 2011. Antrak is planning to seek a section 401/ 404
permt for the NHHS Rail Program covering the entire corridor

i ncluding the Hartford-Wndsor segment of track. The corridor-w de
permt will be submitted in 2012, with issuance of the permts expected
in 2013.

A copy of correspondence with the US Arny Corps of Engi neerings,
relating to the Phase 1 Meriden-New ngton doubl e track project but
defining the process and requirenments applicable to the entire NHHS
Rail Program is attached.
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M. Floodplain Impacts: Is the proposal located within the 100-year floodplain or are regulated
floodways affected?
[] No(continue) [Xl Yes, describe the potential for impacts due to changes in floodplain capacity or
water flow, if any. If impacts are likely, attach scale maps describing potential impacts and describe any
coordination with regulatory entities.

Portions of the project lies within the 100-year fl oodpl ain.

The i nprovenents will be constructed on a previously engineered,
Antrak-owned railroad right-of-way originating to the m d-1800s.
However, portions of the right-of-way lie within the 100-year
floodplain. Antrak is seeking to update the NHHS ri ght-of-way cross
section with wider track centers and nore consistent shoulders. This
woul d result in mnor changes in the existing track alignnent and
potential expansion of right-of-way boundaries. In a worst case
scenario, this could inpact up to 1.04 acres of wetlands between
Harford and Wndsor (based on a worst-case assunption of a five-foot
wi de inpact through any wetl ands abutting the track in the study area).
However, Antrak has indicated that it will work with CTDOT to avoid any
such adverse inpacts to wetlands and flood plain areas. As a result,
changes to the alignnment in wetland or floodplain areas currently are
pl anned to remain within the railroad right-of-way and within the

exi sting disturbed area, with no permanent wetland inmpacts. Current
pl ans do not include a need to add enbanknent and no change is
anticipated in the existing topography that woul d i npact fl oodpl ains
capacity. Wrk on bridges/culverts within floodplains areas will be
designed as not to adversely inpact the floodplain. No property
acquisition is planned, but it is possible that small "sliver takes"
may ultimately be required to adjust ROWNboundaries, for slope
stabilization and at at-grade crossings. Any inpacts on floodplains
will be coordinated with CTDEEP and FRA, including appropriate
mtigation, and CIDOT and Antrak will conmply with all federa

requi renents.

Consul tation with both the CITDEEP and t he USACE by CTDOT and Antrak has
been initiated. A major briefing of both resource agencies is planned
for Septenber 13, 2011.

N. Water Quality: Are protected waters of special quality or concern, essential fish habitats, or
protected drinking water resources present at or directly adjacent to the proposal site?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe water resource and the potential for impact from the proposal, and
any coordination with regulatory entities.

0. Navigable Waterways: Does the proposal cross or have effect on a navigable waterway?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe potential for impact and any coordination with US Coast Guard.

P. Coastal Zones: Is the proposal in a designated coastal zone?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe coordination with the State regarding consistency with the coastal
zone management plan and attach the State finding if available.

Q. Prime and Unique Farmlands: Does the proposal involve the use of any prime or unique
farmlands?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe potential for impact and any coordination with the Soil Conservation
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Service of the US Department of Agriculture.

R. Ecologically Sensitive Areas And Endangered Species: Are any ecologically sensitive
natural areas, designated wildlife or waterfow! refuges, or designated critical habitat areas
(woodlands, prairies, wetlands, rivers, lakes, streams, and geological formations determined to
be essential for the survival of a threatened or endangered species) within or directly adjacent to
the proposal site?

[] No(continue) [X] Yes, describe them and the potential for impact. Describe any consultation with
the State and the US Fish and Wildlife Service about the impacts to these natural areas and on threatened
and endangered fauna and flora that may be affected. If required prepare a biological assessment and
attach.

There is one potential sensitive/critical habitat area for threatened
and endangered species in downtown Wndsor near the existing train
station, around MP 43, indicated by the Connecticut DEP Natura
Diversity Database. (There are records in the Wndsor area for State
Thr eat ened Lept odea ochracea (tidewater mucket; State Special Concern
Li gum a nasuta (eastern pond nussel), Lanpsilis cariosa (yellow

| anpnussel ) and Rana pipiens (northern | eopard frog)). Because al
work is anticipated to be undertaken within the railroad right-of -way,
and as much as the habitat area is within a devel oped area, inpacts
will be mniml. Correspondence between CIDOT and DEP regarding

ecol ogically sensitive areas and endangered species is attached,

i ncl udi ng reconmendati ons suggested by the CTDEEP.

S. Safety And Security: Are there safety or security concerns about the proposal?
XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe the safety or security concerns and the measures that would need
to be taken to provide for the safe and secure operation of the proposal after its construction.

T. Construction Impacts: Are major construction period impacts likely?
[] No(continue) [X] Yes, describe the construction plan and identify impacts due to construction noise,
utility disruption, debris and spoil disposal, and address air and water quality impacts, safety and security
issues, and disruptions of traffic and access to property and attach scale maps as necessary.

1. Construction of the Proposed Action will require about 24 nonths to
conplete. Equi pment to be used during construction include: Trucks and
Dunp Trucks, Backhoes, Cranes, Air Conpressors, Various Track and

Bal | ast Machi nes.

2. Denolition and construction will result in a variety of tenporary

i npacts including: Mintenance of Traffic and safety during
construction near Amrak and freight rail operations, tenporary noi se
and air quality, waste disposal neasures, and erosion and sedi nentation
control .

3. It is anticipated that all work, including construction staging,
will be conpleted within the permanent railroad right-of-way.

4. To mitigate potential inmpacts during construction, mtigation
measures incorporating best nanagenent practices will be devel oped by
CTDOT and included in the contract documents as appropriate. These
wi Il include, but not be limted to:

- Maintenance/protection of traffic
- Noise

- Ar quality

- Water quality
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- Disposal of construction waste
- Contam nated soils
- Utility inpacts

- Compliance with terns of all permts and other regul ations

u. Cumulative Impacts: Are cumulative impacts likely?

A “cumulative impact” is the impact on the environment that results from the incremental
impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such other
actions. Cumulative impacts may include ecological (such as the effects on natural resources
and on the components, structures, and functioning of affected ecosystems), aesthetic,
historic, cultural, economic, social, or health, whether direct, indirect, or resulting from smaller
actions that individually have no significant impact. Determining the cumulative environmental
consequences of an action requires delineating the cause-and-effect relationships between the
multiple actions and the resources, ecosystems, and human communities of concern.

XI No (continue) [ Yes, describe the reasonably foreseeable:
(a) Direct impacts, which are caused by the action and occur at the same time and place.

(b) Indirect impacts, which are caused by the action and are later in time or farther
removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable. Indirect impacts may
include growth inducing effects and other effects related to induced changes in the
pattern of land use, population density or growth rate, and related effects on air and
water and other natural systems, including ecosystems.

No adverse effects are anticipated to occur as a result of the
project, and inplenentation of the project would not contribute
to any cunul ative effects. These inprovenments have i ndependent
utility and woul d occur ahead of the forthcom ng program of
corridor inprovenents that are being evaluated in the NHHS Rail
Program Envi ronnental Assessnent, scheduled for conmpletion in
Decenber 2011.

V. Related Federal, State, or Local Actions: Indicate whether the proposal requires any of the following
actions (e.g., permits) by other Agencies and attach copies of relevant correspondence. It is not necessary
to attach voluminous permit applications if a single cover Agency transmittal will indicate that a permit has
been granted. Permitting issues can be described in the relevant resource discussion in sections B-S
above.

X] Section 106 Historic and Culturally Significant Properties

X Section 401/404 Wetlands and Water

[] USCG 404 Navigable Waterways

X Executive Orders Wetlands, Floodplains, Environmental Justice

[] Clean Air Act Air Quality

Xl Endangered Species Act Threatened and Endangered Biological Resources

[] Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act Essential Fish Habitat
[] safe Drinking Water Act

[] Other State or Local Requirements (Describe)
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X. Mitigation: Describe mitigation measures which address identified impacts and have been
incorporated into the proposal, if any.

Al work is planned to take place within the railroad right-of-way and
areas that already have been disturbed. No property acquisition is

pl anned. However, it is possible that small "sliver takes" may
ultimately be required to adjust the RONboundaries, for slope
stabilization and at at-grade crossings. To mtigate potential inpacts
during construction, best managenent practices will be devel oped and
fol | owed.

CTDOT is coordinating with the SHPO and ot her rel evant agencies
regardi ng application of the Phase 1 mtigation to the Hartford-Wndsor
doubl e tracki ng worKk.

Prior agency conmuni cations comitting CIDOT to specific nmitigation
activities relating to Phase 1 of the NHHS Rail Program i nclude the
fol | owi ng:

U S. Arny Corps of Engineers: Pursuant to the letter dated
Decenmber 2, 2010, fromthe US Arnmy Corps of Engineers, a pernmt will be
sent to that Agency in conpliance with Section 404 of the C ean Water
Act for the discharge of dredged and/or fill materials into
wat erways/wet | ands in association with rail construction and the
rehabilitation, repair/replacenment of those bridges/culverts to support
the rail projects. |In addition, Federal wetlands boundaries will be
supported by appropriate field data informati on where there will be
i npacts on wetlands areas, in accordance with the Corp of Engi neers
Wet | and Del i neati on manual and the acconpanyi ng regi onal suppl enent.
Additional information will be provided to the US Arny Corp of
Engi neers as devel oped, and appropriate regualtory actions taken
regardi ng historic resources, floodplains inpacts, and construction
i npacts. No work will be conducted within the regul ated areas prior to
obtaining the required permts.

Connecticut State Historic Preservation Ofice: In conpliance with
the letter dated Cctober 19, 2009 fromthe State Hi storic Preservation
Ofice, the following mtigative neasures will be undertaken prior to
the start of construction of work under the NHHS Rail Program CTDOT
shal | docunent all railroad-rel ated conmponents |ocated within the
proj ect boundaries, including passenger stations, freight houses,
cul verts, bridges, elevated alignnments and enbankments, interl ocking
and sw tching devices, and whistle posts and signalization. Fina
docunent ati on shall consist of narrative text, photographs and/or
digital images, an index to the photographs, and a photographic site
pl an. Final docunentation shall be provided to SHPO for pernmanent
archiving and public accessibility. CTDOTl shall submt a brief history
and description of the New Haven-Hartford-Springfield Line, including
project-related i nformati on, photographs, site plans and maps to the
Society for Industrial Archaeol ogy New Engl and Chapters Newsl etter
CTDOT shall coordinate with Connecticut's trolley and railroad nmuseuns
regarding the potential sal vage and adaptive use of small-scale
railroad components schedul ed to be upgraded and/or replaced within the
proposed project boundari es.

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 106 of the National Hi storic
Preservation Act and the Connecticut Environnental Policy Act, al
masonry work required during construction nmust neet the Secretary of
the Interior's Standards for the treatnment of historic places.
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