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C. Public Review Newspaper Advertisement, Press 
Release, and Newspaper Coverage
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Corps of Engineers seeks 
comment on plan to 
restore aquatic habitat in 
Prince George’s County 

Email Print

Posted 6/1/2016

Release no. 16-016

Contact
Sarah Gross
410-962-9015
sarah.d.gross@usace.army.mil

or 

Linda Lowe
301-883-5952
lmlowe@co.pg.md.us

BALTIMORE – The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District, in cooperation with Prince George’s 
County Department of the Environment, is seeking comments for a 30-day period, beginning June 1, 2016, on 
a plan to restore aquatic habitat in previously-degraded streams along six sites in the Anacostia Watershed in 
Prince George’s County. 

The tentatively selected plan is to restore three sites in the Northwest Branch, through Northwest Branch Park 
and near the Mall at Prince George’s and down to near Chillum Park; and to restore three sites in the 
Northeast Branch from south of Interstate Highway 495 North in Berwyn Heights through Indian Creek Park 
and Anacostia River Park near College Park Airport. The combined restoration will restore approximately 7 
miles of in-stream habitat, 4 miles of fish passage on the Northwest Branch, and connect 14 miles of 
previously-restored habitat from other restoration projects.

View the report: http://go.usa.gov/cJwx9. Información está disponible en Español: http://go.usa.gov/cS9Se. 

The 86-square-mile portion of the Anacostia River watershed in Prince George’s County accounts for almost 
half of the total watershed area. Human development and alteration in the watershed have led to severe 
stream habitat damage, including excess sediment and erosion; physical blockages for fish movement; poor 
water quality; and loss of wetlands and forests along the Anacostia River and its tributaries.

“With our plan, we are hoping to turn some of these problems around,” said Anna Compton, Baltimore District 
project manager. “Through restoration, we can help the habitat for the critters that live in these streams. As a 
part of this proposed plan, we hope to increase fish health, movement and spawning areas, and, therefore, 
increase fish abundance and diversity.”

Historically, the watershed had more than 50 fish species. Now, it is limited to just 20 to 30 fish species.

Poor water quality and degraded habitat adversely affect fish abundance, biomass and diversity in the 
watershed, according to research. About 95 percent of stream miles in the entire Anacostia River watershed 
are estimated as falling under very poor to poor categories relating to fish and the invertebrates living at the 
bottom of the streams.

Alewife and blueback herring are species of concern. They travel from the sea to the river specifically to 
spawn; however, they are currently only using 10 to 20 percent of their natural range due to blockages and 
poor habitat.

The proposed plan removes fish blockages on Northwest Branch and Sligo Creek, providing the alewife and 
blueback herring access to their historical range on Northwest Branch, as well as access to higher-quality 
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habitat upstream. The proposed habitat restoration will also support diversity and abundance of native fish 
and other resident fish species.

“This plan provides substantial environmental improvements for the habitat within the recommended sites and 
contributes to a comprehensive watershed restoration strategy,” noted Adam Ortiz, Prince George’s County, 
Department of the Environment director. “Beyond the direct environmental benefits, we also hope to connect 
residents living in these areas back to their streams through recreational fishing and educational 
opportunities.”

Prince George’s County is the non-federal sponsor for this project. The Corps and the county evenly split the 
$1.8 million study costs.

Comments will be accepted until July 1, 2016, and may be sent via email to CENAB-CC@usace.army.mil or 
mail to:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District  
Attn: Angie Sowers 
10 South Howard St., Ste. 11000 
Baltimore, Md. 21201  
* Please have mail postmarked by July 1, 2016. 

Following review of the public comments, a more detailed design and plan will be published for public 
comment in 2017.

“We strive for resilient, cost-effective and sustainable approaches to manage our water-resource challenges,” 
said Col. Ed Chamberlayne, Baltimore District commander. “We looked at various sites in Prince George’s 
County to optimize improvements. Through connecting proposed projects to existing restoration projects like 
at Paint Branch and Northwest Branch, we are able to extend the benefits of these projects, as well as 
enhance federal investments.”

This plan is in alignment with the 2010 interagency Anacostia Restoration Plan that identified more than 3,000 
projects for implementation within the watershed.

Anacostia aquatic assessment baltimore district comment Corps of Engineers environment
fish habitat notice plan Prince George's County proposed public report restoration
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS, COUNTY TO RESTORE ANACOSTIA 
SITES 

BALTIMORE – Fixing the degraded 

Anacostia watershed is a daunting 

task, but the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers and the Prince George’s 

County Department of the 

Environment (DOE) are getting their 

toes in the water on a project 

designed to help.

On June 1, the agencies opened a 

month-long period for public 

comment concerning plans for habitat restoration at six sites in the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia 

River. The plan is currently in the feasibility study phase, where the Corps is determining where the 

restoration work could be done.

“We wanted to work where habitat was degraded, but not so degraded that there wasn’t potential for 

improvement,” said Jacqui Seiple, a geographer at the Army Corps of Engineers Baltimore District and 

the study manager for the project.
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The draft documents available for public viewing and comments mention six potential sites: three in the 

area near the Mall at Prince Georges and Chillum Park and three near Berwyn Heights, south of 495 

North close to Indian Creek Park and the Anacostia River Park near College Park. The Corps’ goal is to 

restore 6.9 miles of in-stream habitat for fish and macroinvertebrates and 4.3 miles of fish passages that 

would connect with 13.5 miles of passage restored in previous projects. Seiple said the project targets 

fish species such as blueback herring and shad whose populations have reached “historical lows” due in 

part to blockages preventing them from reaching the upper parts of the waterways where they spawn.

In 2010, the Anacostia Restoration Plan included approximately 3,000 projects throughout the 176-mile 

watershed. Seiple said this was where the Corps began the process of selecting sites.

“We identified ones the Corps could implement on its authority. We also sent out our own teams to 

evaluate a number of other sites,” she said.

Prince George’s County is home to 86 square miles of the watershed, and the county DOE is the lead 

non-federal sponsor on the restoration project.

“The thing with the Anacostia River watershed has been going on for decades. The county has been 

invested in this process for a while. Our main role here is to coordinate with the Corps of Engineers,” said 

Frank Galosi, project manager at DOE.

Costs – which are estimated to total $37.3 million – will be split 65-35 between the federal government 

and the county, with some of the county’s payments being in the form of in-kind services. Galosi said the 

county is budgeting for each phase of the process separately and has already committed the money for 

this feasibility study phase. That phase is a 50-50 cost-share.

The Corps and the county are seeking public input into the potential impacts to the community of working 

at the sites selected. Galosi said although no detailed plans have been made as to what the specific 

restoration work will entail, the draft document is worth reading.

“There is a lot of good information in this draft report. I think there’s a bulk of good information there for 

people to become educated,” he said.
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They welcome feedback from citizens as well as other stakeholders, like the Maryland-National Capital 

Park and Planning Commission, which owns land near the sites. Another stakeholder is Anacostia 

Riverkeeper, an advocacy group focused on protecting and restoring the river. Emily Franc, the 

riverkeeper there, said the group does plan to submit comments by the June 30 deadline.

“Anacostia Riverkeeper supports past and current restoration plans as outlined in the Anacostia River 

Watershed Restoration Plan. If followed, this restoration plan provides an effective roadmap for 

stakeholder engagement and systematic implementation of complementary remedies across the 

watershed instead of isolated projects,” she said.

Sieple said the project’s timing is opportune because it does allow for the systematic approach Franc 

advocates.

“Part of the problem in the Anacostia is water quality issues. We as the Corps can fix the habitat 

problems, but a lot of agencies are working on water quality issues now too. So it is coming at a good 

time,” she said.

Although the draft documents don’t detail exactly what work will be does, they do state that temporary 

dams or pumps would be used to drain sections of the river while work is occurring, and the team will use 

“natural channel design principals” such as step pools, J-hooks and cross vanes.

Franc said her organization supports that type of design.

“We support natural methods of stream flow management such as beaver dams over concrete channels 

and manufactured weirs,” she said. “Anacostia Riverkeeper is in favor of removing manmade barriers to 

fish passage and restoring natural stream and floodplain processes as much as is feasible in this densely 

urban environment.”

To view the draft and leave comments, visit http://go.usa.gov/cJwx9. The deadline for submitting 

comments is July 1.
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Public Comments

Comment # Commenter Comment Response

1
Lori Byrne - MD DNR 
Wildlife and Heritage 

Service

The Wildlife and Heritage Service has determined that there is a record of 
the state-listed American Brook Lamprey (Lampetra appendix) documented 
for a portion of the Northwest Branch that overlaps with the project areas 

numbered 3 & 13 on the map. While the restoration would ultimately 
benefit this species, we would want to emphasize the need for stringent 
BMPs for sediment and erosion control so that the likelihood of adverse 

impacts to this aquatic habitat is reduced.

Section 2.4.4 was updated to reflect the presence of American Brook 
Lamprey at these sites.  Additionally, Sections 4.8 and 5.4.4 were updated 
to include documentation of the inclusion of BMPs during construction to 

minimize/avoid impacts.

2
Lori Byrne - MD DNR 
Wildlife and Heritage 

Service

The Wildlife and Heritage Service also has a record for state-listed 
endangered Trailing Stitchwort (Stellaria alsine) occurring within the 

floodplain of a portion of Indian Creek where the project area numbered 11 
is on the map. This may warrant further coordination with us in order to 

develop protection measures, so that direct impacts may be avoided.

A site assessment was undertaken with MD DNR staff in July 2016, who 
subsequently provided recommendations to avoid project impacts to 
Stellaria Alsine.  These recommendations were incorporated into the 

proposed feasibility design for site 11.  The designs were sent to MD DNR 
in July 2017.  The report has been edited (Section 5.4.4; Appendix A-7) to 

describe this and recommendations have been added to the report 
(Section 4.8).  Coordination email have been included in Appendix C.

3
Alvin McNeal/Glenn Ryan - 

PG MNCPPC

The draft report contains information regarding approaches to habitat 
improvement and begins to define the proposed scope of work. However, 
there are also inconsistencies and ambiguities that need to be addressed. 

For example, the report does not acknowledge, or address recent in-stream 
improvements - presumably for utility asset protection - that were 

completed by others on Sligo Creek, Indian Creek and Northeast Branch. 

The report (end of Section 1.6) has been updated to include recent 
improvements and other ongoing work in the watershed.

4
Alvin McNeal/Glenn Ryan - 

PG MNCPPC

There is no cumulative tracking of all anticipated environmental impacts 
and the project cost estimate, at initial review, seems to be more than the 
projected costs for fish passage improvements contained in the Anacostia 

Watershed Restoration Plan (ARP).

Section 5.6 addresses cumulative impacts in the watershed as required by 
the National Environmental Policy Act.  The project includes more than 

just fish passage as identified in the ARP.  The project is designed to 
address fish passage as well as in-stream habitat by providing stream bed 

and bank stability and velocity and depth diversity to meet fish habitat 
requirements.  

5
Alvin McNeal/Glenn Ryan - 

PG MNCPPC

The Department of Parks and Recreation anticipates that specific 
information with regards to the overall scope of work, project timeline, and 

the itemized impacts to park facilities - including impact to downstream 
facilities - proposed channel alignments, changes from the pre-to post- 

design conditions, and similar information will be forthcoming.

Concur.  Please see response to Comment 6.

PUBLIC COMMENTS



Public Comments

Comment # Commenter Comment Response

6
Alvin McNeal/Glenn Ryan - 

PG MNCPPC

With any future submittals please provide a comparison table of existing 
and proposed conditions on all park properties. The table should include 

acres of Capper Crampton park land and the facilities impacted, distance of 
stream channel that will be relocated, forested area to be removed, and 

non-tidal wetland area gained/lost. Mapping should indicate the new 
channel alignments and show changes in the 10-year and 100-year water 

surface elevations. 

Concur.  The feasibility level designs detail the limits of disturbance.  
Impacts are detailed in the report, Section 5.  Modeling was performed to 

assess changes to water surface elevation and the flood plain (see 
Appendix E).

7
Alvin McNeal/Glenn Ryan - 

PG MNCPPC

With initial project budget estimates indicated that $37.3 million in 
resources will be required with a 2/3 share being provided by your agency, 
and 1/3 provided by the Sponsor - in this case Prince George's County - we 
are curious about how firm the commitment is to implement this project, 

and what is the projected timeline.

An estimated schedule for the project is shown in Section 4.4 of the 
report.  Once the report is finalized and approved by the agency, 

implementation is dependent on authorization and appropriations 
through a Water Resources Development Act (Congress).  

8
Alvin McNeal/Glenn Ryan - 

PG MNCPPC

The Park Planning Section will be the point of contact for providing 
information regarding the existing facilities, and the processes that may be 
necessary with regard to impacting Capper Crampton park lands. Capper 
Crampton lands ref to lands acquired utilizing federal funding during the 

acquisition process. As such, changes that impact the Master Plans in these 
parks will require review by the National Capital Planning Commission in 

Washington, D.C.

Based in this comment, USACE coordinated with the National Capital 
Planning Commission.  It was their determination that this project does 

not alter park use and therefore is not within their jurisdiction.  
Documentation of their comments is included in Appendix C-6.  Text was 

added to the report in Sections 2.5.4 and 5.4.4 to describe this.

9
Alvin McNeal/Glenn Ryan - 

PG MNCPPC

Before construction starts, a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
between the three agencies (ACOE, PGDOE, M-NCPPC) may be appropriate. 
This step is mentioned for planning purposes and future project timelines 

may need to allow for completion of this effort.

Comment noted.  

10
Dr. Harriette Phelps, UDC 

Biology Professor 
Emeritus

The use of small sediment-trap ponds to block the downstream transport 
of contaminated suspended sediment is being actively studied at the 
University of MD and elsewhere, along with contaminated sediment 

immobilization (see references in Phelps 2015 etc.). It is my suggestion that 
the USACE Sligo Creek fish habitat study provide funds to study reduction 

of legacy chlordane contamination in fish and sediment of Sligo Creek. This 
issue of tributary contaminants appearing in DC fish is presently being 

investigated by the DC City Council.

We agree that there is merit in furthering the understanding of legacy 
chlordane contamination in Sligo Creek; however, federal funding 

provided for this project is not able to be used for research purposes.  
Text has been added to Section 2.2.3 of the report to identify chlordane 

contamination.



Public Comments

Comment # Commenter Comment Response

11 EPA

It is indicated that only in-stream work will be conducted in the area of 
Paint Branch Creek adjacent to Landfill 3A (LF3A). The landfill was subject 
to Corrective Action. The "Indirect Impacts" indicated that there may be 

increased connection of the stream with its floodplain and that 
groundwater elevations adjacent to the stream could be altered. 

It is not clear, from reading this section, how the portion of the stream will 
be restored or how construction in this area may affect any potentially 

remaining contamination. This is important because groundwater levels 
adjacent to the creek have been shown to range from 2 to 15 feet below 

ground surface (bgs), with the creek bed elevation withinin that range. The 
contaminants have been shown to be present in low levels; however, EPA 
recommends that USACE continue to coordinate with EPA to ensure that 

contaminant levels on LF3A do not increase and that any floodplain 
reconnection done during restoration does not influence hyporheic 

exchange such that contaminates are introduced into surface waters of 
Paint Branch Creek.

Concur.  A review of available data and reports, including EPA's 
"Documentation of Environmental Indicator Determination, Migration of 
Contaminated Groundwater Under Control, Environmental Indicator (EA) 

RCRIS code (CA750)", indicates that groundwater contamination is 
contained on the landfill site and is not migrating to Paint Branch. The 
RCRA Facility Investigation results (revised 6 April 2002, prepared by 

Environmental Resources Management [ERM]), documents that sampling 
of sediments, surface water and soil samples from Paint Branch did not 

show any release of Permit-list metals, volatile organic compounds 
(VOCs) or semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs), as well as Permit-list 

VOCS or SVOCs in ground water. Permit-list metals were reported in 
groundwater. In 1999 ERM re-sampled the Permit-list metals, including 

PCBs, toxins, and methane, to conclude that groundwater conditions 
beneath the Paint Branch Landfill Areas do not pose unacceptable risks to 

human health or the environment. We have also reviewed more recent 
data (2014), which indicate low concentrations of MTBE at the 

monitoring well (PW-7) located along Paint Branch (not to be confused 
with the small tributary - Paint Branch Creek), and concentrations of 

dissolved hydrocarbons continue to decrease over time. As a result of the 
above information, we do not believe the restoration project will have an 

appreciable impact on contamination within or reaching Paint Branch.  
Coordination has been performed with EPA on this issue (see Appendix C) 

and text has been added to the report in Section 5.5.7. 

12
Marian Dombroski - 

Prince George's Vice Chair 
for AWCAC

Some years ago, the name of Brier Ditch Tributary was off officially 
changed to Briers Mill Run. Much work has been done on this stream by 
non-profits and citizen groups. They take offense at the continued use of 

the moniker Brier Ditch. Please change this on the map and report.

Concur.  'Brier Ditch' has been changed to 'Briers Mill Run' throughout 
the document.

13 Private citizen
Anacostia Watershed needs this restoration and I am all in for it 

completely. About time somebody is going to take it on. Thank you so much 
and keep going. This email is adding my vote as YES for you to do it.

Comment noted.

14 Private citizen

I would just like to put Wells Run up for consideration for future 
restoration. It is semi-restored in University Park, and then channelized and 

daylit culverted through Riverdale, until it enters into the NE Branch.  I 
think the daylit culvert section between Rte. 1 and the Trolley Trail, in the 

middle of a local MNCPPC park, has excellent potential for restoration 
along the lines of the University Park section. 

Comment noted for future opportunities.



Public Comments

Comment # Commenter Comment Response

15
James Foster, President, 

Anacostia Watershed 
Society

It is of extreme importance to us that stream restoration work be 
conducted with the least amount on disturbance and impact to wildlife and 

water quality. Steps to be taken as mentioned in this Draft Report are 
consistent with acceptable methods to minimize impact and these should 

be carried out as the top priority.

We are pleased that natural channel design principles will be used to 
restore in-stream physical habitat and that through this process some 
portions of the tributaries will be reconnected to the floodplain. Fish 

blockages are a major concern in the watershed. The removal and 
correction of these would certainly help species of conservation concern 

such as herring and shad reestablish populations in stream sections 
identified.

Comment noted.  Impacts will be minimized as much as possible.

16 Greg Golden - MD DNR

The Department is a strong advocate and supporter of Anacostia River and 
watershed restoration efforts and related initiatives.   The Department has 
contributed to the planning efforts of the Corps by providing responses to 
scoping letters on fisheries and rare, threatened, and endangered species.  

We are available for further coordination on these and other natural 
resource interests, as needed.  On resources such as migratory fish 

spawning runs, coordination may be broadly scoped.  On a more specific 
level, we are available to coordinate on exact sites and sensitive species.   
An important specific location is Indian Creek near the Greenbelt Metro 

Station.  It is our understanding that there will be additional coordination 
efforts for the State listed endangered plant, trailing stitchwort, 

documented in the vicinity of project site 11.   A site assessment will help to 
identify sensitive or important habitat elements and areas at the site, and 
inform upcoming planning steps so that restoration efforts will maximize 

protection and long term resilience of the habitat for trailing stitchwort.  As 
discussed, the sensitive habitat features in this case are not static and are 

more transient, so their protection will be part of an integrated habitat 
resiliency approach rather than just protection of specific current plant 
locations determined from one survey.  More coordination will occur on 

habitat elements to be managed for this species.  

A site assessment was undertaken with MD DNR staff in July 2016, who 
subsequently provided recommendations to avoid project impacts to 
Stellaria Alsine.  These recommendations were incorporated into the 

proposed feasibility design for site 11.  The designs were sent to MD DNR 
in July 2017.  The report has been edited (Section 5.4.4; Appendix A-7) to 

describe this and recommendations have been added to the report 
(Section 4.8).  Coordination email have been included in Appendix C.
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Comment # Commenter Comment Response

17 Greg Golden - MD DNR

We look forward to continued coordination and review as planning and site 
designs develop further for all the sites.  We understand that the Corps 

intends to have one or more future review phases as plans develop, and we 
support that effort.  In this way, designs are not locked in until adequate 
planning and agency and public participation occurs to result in the most 
optimized projects.  As is common with many current, larger restoration 
initiatives, the importance of pre- and post construction monitoring and 

assessment should receive emphasis throughout the lifespan of the 
initiative.  Adaptive management elements (and contingency approaches in 

the event of major flow or flooding events during or soon after 
construction) should also be important components of the planning efforts.  
And as one of our most important recommendations and advocacy points, 

project planning should aim to optimize riparian forest vegetation 
retention and afforestation, and management for native vegetation growth 

along with invasive species control.  These are important factors for all 
restoration initiatives, but are even more in focus for the  Anacostia River 
system, based on its designation within the State's Scenic and Wild River 

Program.

Baseline monitoring was conducted by Tetra Tech in 2015, results of 
which are included in Appendix A.  Post construction monitoring is 

planned for a period of 10 years following construction.  This is detailed 
within the Monitoring and Adaptive Management Plan (Appendix H).  

Recommendations have been added to Section 4.8 and 5.4.5 regarding 
minimization of impacts to riparian vegetation.

18 Private citizen

The project is good news attention to  one of our area’s most valuable 
resources, the Anacostia River watershed. Hopefully, it is the start of a 

focus of effort to  address the entire watershed in Prince George’s County, 
especially at the convergence of the streams near the District of Columbia 

line.

Comment noted.

19
Kristy Beard - NOAA

Confirmed inclusion of the time of year restrictions for anadromous fish.  
No additional comments.

Comment noted.  Time of year restrictions are documented in the report. 

20

PG Soil Conservation 
District

This is a most worthwhile effort in that watershed and the District is 
prepared to offer our technical assistance throughout the process.

Comment noted.



Public Comments

Comment # Commenter Comment Response

21 Kristy Beard - NOAA

NMFS Greater Atlantic Region received the proposed report of the Chief of 
Engineers and the report of the district engineer on the Anacostia 

Watershed Restoration Project in Prince George's County, MD. We lack 
staff time to review and comment on the report. Please keep us updated as 

the project progresses.

Comment noted.

22 Michael E. Noble - DOI

The Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Draft Chief 
of Engineers Report regarding the Anacostia Watershed Restoration Project 

- Prince George's County Maryland.  The Department as no comments to 
submit.

Noted.

23 Aaron Blair - EPA

EPA understands the purpose of the project and need to improve the 
degraded aquatic ecosystems in the Anacostia Watershed.  The described 

recommended plan provides an effective means of accomplishing the 
purpose and need f the project with mimimal impact to human health and 
the environment.  We have one comment regarding agency coordination 

and existing stream restoration in the watershed.  As this assessment 
covered a broad area, that being the entire Anacostia River watershed, it 
would be helpful to identify those existing stream restorations that have 

been implemented in the watershed beyond those conducted by USACE.  In 
design phases and in future studies, it may be helpful to include 

coordination with local watershed groups as well as National Marine 
Fisheries Service and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service which may help identify 
the locations, designs, and effectiveness of previously implemented stream 

restoration in the project study area.  Analysis of these existing projects 
may help inform design and implementation of stream restoration.  Thank 

you for providing EPA with the opportunity to review this project.  

Noted - We appreciate the review and comment. 

NOTE:  This project was a spin-off from the Anacostia Restoration Plan (ARP).  
Extensive coordination with agencies and the public, including watershed groups, 

was performed during development of the ARP, including to indentify existing 
projects and possible opportunities for restoration.  Similar and other required 

coordination was conducted for this study, as discussed in Section 5.8 and 
Appendices C and D of the report.

COMMENTS FROM STATE & AGENCY REVIEW OF FINAL REPORT (AUGUST 2018)
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From: Lori Byrne -DNR-
To: Furney, Frederick V NAB
Cc: Sowers, Angela NAB; Katharine McCarthy -DNR-; Greg Golden -DNR-
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George"s County Environmental Assessment Notice of

Availability
Date: Thursday, July 14, 2016 3:54:43 PM

Dear Mr. Furney,

The Wildlife and Heritage Service has determined that there is a record of the state-listed American Brook Lamprey
(Lampetra appendix) documented for a portion of the Northwest Branch that overlaps with the project areas
numbered 3 & 13 on the map.  While the restoration would ultimately benefit this species, we would want to
emphasize the need for stringent BMPs for sediment and erosion control so that the likelihood of adverse impacts to
this aquatic habitat is reduced.

The Wildlife and Heritage Service also has a record for state-listed endangered Trailing Stitchwort (Stellaria alsine)
occurring within the floodplain of a portion of Indian Creek where the project area numbered 11 is on the map.  This
may warrant further coordination with us in order to develop protection measures, so that direct impacts may be
avoided.

I realize the comment period had closed, but we will likely be submitting similar comments in the next phase of
review for this project.  Thanks for the opportunity to review and comment.

Lori Byrne

On Thu, Jul 7, 2016 at 9:39 AM, Furney, Frederick V NAB <FREDERICK.V.FURNEY@usace.army.mil
<mailto:FREDERICK.V.FURNEY@usace.army.mil> > wrote:

 All interested parties:

 Just a reminder email that the comment period has closed on the above referenced study.

        If you have any questions, please contact Angie Sowers by telephone at (410) 962-7440
<tel:%28410%29%20962-7440>  or by email to Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil
<mailto:Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil> .

 Fred Furney
 10 S. Howard Street
 Baltimore, MD 21201
 410-962-6136 <tel:410-962-6136>

 -----Original Message-----
 From: Furney, Frederick V NAB
 Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 10:47 AM
 To: Seiple, Jacqueline A NAB <Jacqueline.A.Seiple@usace.army.mil

<mailto:Jacqueline.A.Seiple@usace.army.mil> >; Sowers, Angela NAB <Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil
<mailto:Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil> >
        Subject: Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George's County Environmental Assessment Notice of
Availability

 All interested parties:

Comments 1 and 2



        Please find attached the Notice of Availability for the Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George's
County, Maryland, Feasibility Report and Integrated Environmental Assessment (EA).  The draft feasibility report
and integrated EA are available for viewing electronically at Blockedhttp://go.usa.gov/cJwx9, and hard copies can
be found at the following Prince George's County libraries:  Beltsville, Greenbelt, Hyattsville, Mount Rainier, and
Bladensburg.  Comments will be accepted until July 1, 2016.  Please send comments by email to CENAB-
CC@usace.army.mil <mailto:CENAB-CC@usace.army.mil>  or by mail to:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Baltimore District, Attn: Angie Sowers, 10 South Howard Street, Ste. 116000, Baltimore, Maryland 21201.

        If you have any questions, please contact Angie Sowers by telephone at (410) 962-7440
<tel:%28410%29%20962-7440>  or by email to Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil
<mailto:Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil> .

 Thank you,

 Fred Furney
 10 S. Howard Street
 Baltimore, MD 21201
 410-962-6136 <tel:410-962-6136>

--

Lori A. Byrne
Environmental Review Coordinator

MD DNR
Wildlife and Heritage Service
Tawes State Office Building
410-260-8573
**Please use my new email address lori.byrne@maryland.gov <mailto:lori.byrne@maryland.gov> **
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From: Seiple, Jacqueline A CIV USARMY CENAB (US)
To: Sowers, Angela M CIV USARMY CENAB (US)
Subject: Phelps Comment
Date: Wednesday, August 9, 2017 7:14:58 AM
Attachments: 2 Report 16.pdf

IEAM 2015.pdf

-----Original Message-----
From: Harriette Phelps [mailto:hphelps@hers.com]
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2016 6:36 PM
To: Corporate Communication Office-NAB <CENAB-CC@usace.army.mil>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on USACE PG County Aquatic Habitat Restoration Plan

Dear Sirs,

     This is an impressive and well-presented Plan to restore aquatic
habitat in streams at six Anacostia Watershed sites in Prince Georges
County.  It could be used to address the legacy sources of the USA
Priority Pollutant Chlordane found in Sligo Creek (Phelps 2015,
attached).  Chlordane is a serious PBT contaminant because it can
bioaccumulate to harmful levels in fish-eating animals like birds, fish
and man.  Chlordane is responsible for warnings on the consumption of
recreational fish in the District of Columbia.  An active biomonitoring
study using Corbicula clams found five Anacostia River subtributaries
contained sites with bioavailable Technical Chlordane exceeding the
USEPA Priority Pollutant maximum of 400 ug/gm.  All tributary sites with
high chlordane also had high heptachlor epoxide, indicating legacy
sources.   Sligo Creek biomonitoring below a sediment trap pond found
the bioaccumulated chlordane was at reference level indicating chlordane
was being transported by suspended sediment which was blocked by the
sediment trap pond, as reported for other stream pollutants. High
chlordane reappeared following the entrance of a small urban
subtributary. High chlordane with heptachlor epoxide apparently
originating in two Sligo Creek urban locations suggests legacy chlordane
stream dump sites possibly dating back to the 1980 ban on use of
chlordane for termite control.

     Our most recent study on the link among MD legacy chlordane and DC
food fish "Sources of Chlordane in Anacostia River Fish" (Phelps 2016,
attached) verified chlordane contamination of Anacostia tributary
minnows along with chlordane bioaccumulation in perch fished at the
upstream tidal Anacostia Bladensburg Marina  (Phelps 2016, attached). 
But in the Anacostia River near Washington DC highest chlordane (210
ug/gm) was found in the small gizzard shad which migrates upstream in
spring with other herring but not fished due to small size and reputedly
bad taste. Gizzard shad have small downpointing mouths and feed on
organisms in surface sediment and also are a favorite food of DC food
fish. The additional presence of heptachlor epoxide indicated
chlordane-contaminated DC surface sediment  from MD tributary sources
including Sligo Creek as the likely source of DC fish chlordane
contamination via the gizzard shad link.

 The use of small sediment-trap ponds to block the downstream

Comment 10



transport of contaminated suspended sediment is being actively studied
at the University of MD and elsewhere, along with contaminated sediment
immobilization (see references in Phelps 2015 etc). It is my suggestion
that the USACE Sligo Creek fish habitat study provide funds to study
reduction of legacy chlordane contamination in fish and sediment of
Sligo Creek. This issue of tributary contaminants appearing in DC fish
is presently being investigated by the DC City Council.

Sincerely,

Harriette Phelps

--
Dr. Harriette Phelps
UDC Biology Professor Emeritus
45N Ridge Road, Greenbelt MD 20770
301-441-2207
hphelps@hers.com
Blockedhttp://www.his.com/~hphelps/
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From: marian dombroski
To: Furney, Frederick V NAB
Cc: Seiple, Jacqueline A NAB; Sowers, Angela NAB; Compton, Anna M NAB; Gomez, Michele NAB
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George"s County Environmental Assessment Notice of

Availability
Date: Thursday, July 07, 2016 11:58:34 AM

Some years ago, the name of Brier Ditch Tributary was off officially changed to Briers Mill Run.  Much work has
been done on this stream by non-profits and citizen groups.  They take offence at the continued use of the moniker
Brier Ditch.  Please change this on the map and report.  This is not a comment, we are pointing out an error.

Thanks,
Marian Dombroski
Prince George's Vice Chair for AWAC. 

On Thu, Jul 7, 2016 at 9:39 AM, Furney, Frederick V NAB <FREDERICK.V.FURNEY@usace.army.mil
<mailto:FREDERICK.V.FURNEY@usace.army.mil> > wrote:

 All interested parties:

 Just a reminder email that the comment period has closed on the above referenced study.

        If you have any questions, please contact Angie Sowers by telephone at (410) 962-7440
<tel:%28410%29%20962-7440>  or by email to Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil
<mailto:Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil> .

 Fred Furney
 10 S. Howard Street
 Baltimore, MD 21201
 410-962-6136 <tel:410-962-6136>

 -----Original Message-----
 From: Furney, Frederick V NAB
 Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 10:47 AM
 To: Seiple, Jacqueline A NAB <Jacqueline.A.Seiple@usace.army.mil

<mailto:Jacqueline.A.Seiple@usace.army.mil> >; Sowers, Angela NAB <Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil
<mailto:Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil> >
        Subject: Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George's County Environmental Assessment Notice of
Availability

 All interested parties:

        Please find attached the Notice of Availability for the Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George's
County, Maryland, Feasibility Report and Integrated Environmental Assessment (EA).  The draft feasibility report
and integrated EA are available for viewing electronically at Blockedhttp://go.usa.gov/cJwx9, and hard copies can
be found at the following Prince George's County libraries:  Beltsville, Greenbelt, Hyattsville, Mount Rainier, and
Bladensburg.  Comments will be accepted until July 1, 2016.  Please send comments by email to CENAB-
CC@usace.army.mil <mailto:CENAB-CC@usace.army.mil>  or by mail to:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Baltimore District, Attn: Angie Sowers, 10 South Howard Street, Ste. 116000, Baltimore, Maryland 21201.

 If you have any questions, please contact Angie Sowers by telephone at (410) 962-7440

Comment 12



<tel:%28410%29%20962-7440>  or by email to Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil
<mailto:Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil> .

 Thank you,

 Fred Furney
 10 S. Howard Street
 Baltimore, MD 21201
 410-962-6136 <tel:410-962-6136>

--

Marian Dombroski, RA, LEED AP
301.775.1191



From:
To: Corporate Communication Office-NAB
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Anacostia Watershed needs this restoration and I am all for it completely. About time somebody is

going to take it on. Thank you so much and keep going. This email is adding my vote as YES for you to do it.
Date: Friday, June 3, 2016 6:52:27 AM

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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From: Corporate Communication Office-NAB
To: Gross, Sarah D NAB
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Anacostia Restoration, PG County
Date: Friday, June 17, 2016 8:49:58 AM

Sarah,

For your information.

Clem

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Thursday, June 16, 2016 2:30 PM
To: Corporate Communication Office-NAB <CENAB-CC@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Anacostia Restoration, PG County

Hello -

I am trying to look at your report while my son naps, and realize I will not even be able to scratch the surface.  I
would just like to put Wells Run up for consideration for future restoration. It is semi-restored in University Park,
and then channelized and daylit culverted through Riverdale, until it enters into the NE Branch.  I think the daylit
culvert section between Rte. 1 and the Trolley Trail, in the middle of a local MNCPPC park, has excellent potential
for restoration along the lines of the University Park section.

Thanks for your hard work, 
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July 6, 2016 

Ms. Angie Sowers 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District 
10 South Howard Street, Suite 11000 
Baltimore, MD 21201 
Sent via email to CENAB-CC@usace.army.mil  

Re:    Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study and Integrated Environmental 
 Assessment Draft Report – Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George’s 
 County, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Sowers: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Ecosystem Restoration 
Feasibility Study and Integrated Environmental Assessment Draft Report for the 
restoration of aquatic habitats in the Anacostia River watershed in Prince George’s 
County. We appreciate the collaborative effort between the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers and the Prince George's County Department of the Environment to identify 
solutions to degraded and problematic stream systems. This proposed work is critical 
to returning the Anacostia River to a fishable and swimmable state per the Clean Water 
Act, the primary mission of the Anacostia Watershed Society. 

It is of extreme importance to us that stream restoration work be conducted with the 
least amount on disturbance and impact to wildlife and water quality. Steps to be taken 
as mentioned in this Draft Report are consistent with acceptable methods to minimize 
impact and these should be carried out as the top priority.  

We are pleased that natural channel design principles will be used to restore in-stream 
physical habitat and that through this process some portions of the tributaries will be 
reconnected to the floodplain. Fish blockages are a major concern in the watershed. 
The removal and correction of these would certainly help species of conservation 
concern such as herring and shad reestablish populations in stream sections identified. 

We look forward to the implementation of this plan and continued partnerships to 
ensure the restoration of the Anacostia River and its tributaries. 

Sincerely, 

James R. Foster 
President 

James R. Foster 

President 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

Elissa Feldman 

Chair 

Allan Platt 

Vice Chair 

Sadara Barrow 

Treasurer 

Greer Goldman 

Secretary 

Charles Agle 

Robert E. Boone 

James F. Connolly 

Maria Earley 

Charles Evans 

John W. Lyon 

Kathryn Petrillo 

Cynthia Quarterman 

Antoinette Sebastian 

Anthony Thomas 

Michael Tilchin 

Jack Wennersten 

Jack Wennersten

Clean the Water, Recover the Shores, Honor the Heritage 

The George Washington House • 4302 Baltimore Avenue • Bladensburg, MD  20710-1031 

o. 301-699-6204 • f. 301-699-3317 • info@anacostiaws.org • www.AnacostiaWS.org
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From: Greg Golden -DNR-
To: Corporate Communication Office-NAB
Cc: Sowers, Angela NAB; Tony Redman -DNR-; Kristy Beard - NOAA Federal
Subject: [EXTERNAL] MD DNR comments: Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George"s County Environmental

Assessment
Date: Friday, July 01, 2016 6:12:40 PM

The Project Review Division of the Maryland Department of Natural Resources has reviewed the Notice of
Availability and the associated documents for the Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration, Anacostia River Watershed,
Prince George's County, Feasibility Report and Integrated Environmental Assessment. 

The Department is a strong advocate and supporter of Anacostia River and watershed restoration efforts and related
initiatives.  Our work in the watershed includes involvement, often within interagency and public partnerships, in
managing and monitoring various important natural resources within the watershed, including but not limited to
coldwater streams, migratory anadromous fish, forest resources, and rare and sensitive species.  The Department is
also often involved in various ways with restoration projects and programs. 

We are very supportive of the current US Army Corps of Engineers efforts and approaches described in the subject
Feasibility Report and Environmental Assessment.  We agree that fish passage restoration and related enhancement
of ecosystem resilience are important factors in Anacostia River environmental planning.  The proposed restoration
areas will be important additions and connections to other past, present and future restoration reaches in the
watershed.  Specifically, the stream reaches within Northwest Branch, Sligo Creek, Northeast Branch, Paint Branch,
and Indian Creek, each have their specific significance in a watershed approach to restoration.  We agree that natural
channel design principles, riffle grade controls, and riffle/pool restoration are advantageous approaches.  A number
of riffle grade control projects for fish passage enhancement were completed in the Anacosita watershed for the
Woodrow Wilson Bridge project, and these efforts provided a significant foundation and catalyst for additional fish
passage efforts, which are still very much needed in pinpointed locations of the watershed to further enhance and re-
open passage opportunities and eventually help strengthen anadromous fish spawning success.

The Department has contributed to the planning efforts of the Corps by providing responses to scoping letters on
fisheries and rare, threatened, and endangered species.  We are available for further coordination on these and other
natural resource interests, as needed.  On resources such as migratory fish spawning runs, coordination may be
broadly scoped.  On a more specific level, we are available to coordinate on exact sites and sensitive species.   An
important specific location is Indian Creek near the Greenbelt Metro Station.  It is our understanding that there will
be additional coordination efforts for the State listed endangered plant, trailing stitchwort, documented in the
vicinity of project site 11.   A site assessment will help to identify sensitive or important habitat elements and areas
at the site, and inform upcoming planning steps so that restoration efforts will maximize protection and long term
resilience of the habitat for trailing stitchwort.  As discussed, the sensitive habitat features in this case are not static
and are more transient, so their protection will be part of an integrated habitat resiliency approach rather than just
protection of specific current plant locations determined from one survey.  More coordination will occur on habitat
elements to be managed for this species. 

We look forward to continued coordination and review as planning and site designs develop further for all the sites. 
We understand that the Corps intends to have one or more future review phases as plans develop, and we support
that effort.  In this way, designs are not locked in until adequate planning and and agency and public participation
occurs to result in the most optimized projects.  As is common with many current, larger restoration initiatives, the
importance of pre- and post construction monitoring and assessment should receive emphasis throughout the
lifespan of the initiative.  Adaptive management elements (and contingency approaches in the event of major flow or
flooding events during or soon after construction) should also be important components of the planning efforts.  And
as one of our most important recommendations and advocacy points, project planning should aim to optimize
riparian forest vegetation retention and afforestation, and management for native vegetation growth along with
invasive species control.  These are important factors for all restoration initiatives, but are even more in focus for
the  Anacostia River system, based on its designation within the State's Scenic and Wild River Program.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment at the current planning stage. 
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If you have any questions on the comments above, please contact me at your convenience. 

Greg Golden
Project Review Division
Integrated Policy and Review Unit
MD Department of Natural Resources
410-260-8331 <tel:410-260-8331>
please note my new email address:  greg.golden@maryland.gov <mailto:greg.golden@maryland.gov>



From:
To: Corporate Communication Office-NAB
Subject: [EXTERNAL] The Anacostia Watershed Project in Prince George"s County
Date: Friday, June 3, 2016 10:19:40 AM

The project is good news attention to  one of our area’s most valuable resources, 

the Anacostia River watershed. Hopefully, it is the start of a focus of effort

to  address the entire watershed in Prince George’s County, especially at the 

convergence of the streams near the District of Columbia line.

Cheverly,MD

Sent from Mail <Blockedhttps://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986>  for Windows 10
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From: Kristy Beard - NOAA Federal
To: Sowers, Angela NAB
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George"s County Environmental Assessment Notice

of Availability
Date: Thursday, June 30, 2016 5:05:16 PM
Attachments: Anacostia_Notice of Availability_FINAL.pdf

Hi Angie,

Thanks for including the time of year restrictions for anadromous fish. Just wanted to let you know I don't have any
additional comments.

Have a great long weekend!
Kristy

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Furney, Frederick V NAB <FREDERICK.V.FURNEY@usace.army.mil
<mailto:FREDERICK.V.FURNEY@usace.army.mil> >
Date: Wed, Jun 1, 2016 at 10:46 AM
Subject: Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George's County Environmental Assessment Notice of
Availability
To: "Seiple, Jacqueline A NAB" <Jacqueline.A.Seiple@usace.army.mil
<mailto:Jacqueline.A.Seiple@usace.army.mil> >, "Sowers, Angela NAB" <Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil
<mailto:Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil> >

All interested parties:

Please find attached the Notice of Availability for the Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince George's County,
Maryland, Feasibility Report and Integrated Environmental Assessment (EA).  The draft feasibility report and
integrated EA are available for viewing electronically at Blockedhttp://go.usa.gov/cJwx9, and hard copies can be
found at the following Prince George's County libraries:  Beltsville, Greenbelt, Hyattsville, Mount Rainier, and
Bladensburg.  Comments will be accepted until July 1, 2016.  Please send comments by email to CENAB-
CC@usace.army.mil <mailto:CENAB-CC@usace.army.mil>  or by mail to:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Baltimore District, Attn: Angie Sowers, 10 South Howard Street, Ste. 116000, Baltimore, Maryland 21201.

If you have any questions, please contact Angie Sowers by telephone at (410) 962-7440 <tel:%28410%29%20962-
7440>  or by email to Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil <mailto:Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil> .

Thank you,

Fred Furney
10 S. Howard Street
Baltimore, MD 21201
410-962-6136 <tel:410-962-6136>

--

Kristy Beard
Marine Habitat Resource Specialist
Habitat Conservation Division
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NOAA Fisheries
177 Admiral Cochrane Drive
Annapolis, MD 21401
410-573-4542

 Blockedhttp://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/ <Blockedhttp://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/>



From: Steven E. Darcey
To: Sowers, Angela NAB
Cc: John Tarr
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Anacostia Watershed Restoration
Date: Friday, June 03, 2016 10:09:33 AM

Good morning Ms. Angie,

I was just reading through the news release regarding public comment on the Anacostia Watershed Restoration
Project.

We will review and offer comments if prudent.

This is a most worthwhile effort in that watershed and the District is prepared to offer our technical assistance
throughout the process.

Please call upon myself or Mr. John Tarr-District Engineer if we can be of service.

Kind regards,

Steve

Steven E. Darcey, CPESC

Executive Director

Prince George’s Soil Conservation District

5301 Marlboro Race Track Road

Upper Marlboro, MD 20772

301-574-5162 x3

pgscd.org
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Comment 21 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Kristy Beard - NOAA Federal [mailto:kristy.beard@noaa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, September 6, 2018 1:08 PM 
To: Trulick, Jeffrey L CIV USARMY CEHQ (US) <Jeff.Trulick@usace.army.mil> 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Anacostia Watershed Restoration Project 
 
Hi Jeff, 
 
NMFS Greater Atlantic Region received the proposed report of the Chief of Engineers and the 
report of the district 
engineer on the Anacostia Watershed Restoration Project in Prince George's County, MD. 
We lack staff time to review and comment on the report. Please keep us updated as the project 
progresses. 
 
Thanks! 
Kristy 
-- 
Kristy Beard 
Marine Habitat Resource Specialist 
Habitat Conservation Division 
NOAA Fisheries 
177 Admiral Cochrane Drive 
Annapolis, MD 21401 
410-573-4542 
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-----Original Message----- 
From: Blair, AaronM [mailto:blair.aaronM@epa.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, August 30, 2018 2:41 PM 
To: Seiple, Jacqueline A CIV USARMY CENAB (US) <Jacqueline.A.Seiple@usace.army.mil>; Sowers, Angela 
M CIV USARMY CENAB (US) <Angela.Sowers@usace.army.mil> 
Cc: Rudnick, Barbara <Rudnick.Barbara@epa.gov>; Magerr, Kevin <Magerr.Kevin@epa.gov> 
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Anacostia Watershed Restoration FONSI  
 
Ms. Sowers and Ms. Seiple -  
 
Below is EPA Region III's comment on the Anacostia Stream Restoration EA Final Report: 
 
EPA understands the purpose of the project and need to improve the degraded aquatic ecosystems in 
the Anacostia Watershed. The described recommended plan provides an effective means of 
accomplishing the purpose and need of the project with minimal impact to human health and the 
environment.  We have one comment regarding agency coordination and existing stream restorations in 
the watershed.  As this assessment covered a broad area, that being the entire Anacostia River 
watershed, it would be helpful to identify those existing stream restorations that have been 
implemented in the watershed beyond those conducted by USACE. In design phases and in future 
studies, it may be helpful to include coordination with local watershed groups as well as National Marine 
Fisheries Service and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service which may help identify the locations, designs, and 
effectiveness of previously implemented stream restorations in the project study area. Analysis of these 
existing projects may help inform design and implementation of stream restoration.  
 
 Thank you for providing EPA with the opportunity to review this project. If you have questions 
regarding these comments please contact myself at 215-814-2748 or Kevin Magerr at 215-814-5724. 
 
Best, 
Aaron 
 
_______________________________ 
Aaron Blair  
Physical Scientist  
U.S. EPA Mid-Atlantic Region 3 
Environmental Assessment and Innovation Division 
1650 Arch Street  
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
215-814-2748 
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