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The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and Maryland Department of Transportation (MDOT) 
are undertaking an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to study high-speed Magnetic 
Levitation (Maglev) passenger train service between Baltimore, Maryland and Washington, DC. 
An earlier 2018 study selected two potential alignment alternatives (included in the draft EIS) from 
an initial set of fourteen alternatives. In addition to a “No Action” alternative, one route alternative 
(J1, Parkway West) would align along the westside of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
(above ground for 5-6 miles) and another alternative (J, Parkway East) would align along 
the eastside (above ground for 8-9 miles) of the B-W Parkway. The purpose of today’s 
presentation is for staff to provide an update on the project and hear comments/questions 
from individual Commissioners on staff’s comments on the Draft EIS which are due by May 24, 
2021. 

Within the National Capital Region, the MAGLEV would require federal property primarily 
under the jurisdiction of the National Park Service (NPS) and Beltsville Agricultural Research 
Center (BARC), with additional land potentially from the United States Secret Service (Rowley 
Training Center) and National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) Goddard 
Space Flight Center. Project elements would consist of below-grade tunnels; above-ground 
viaducts; stations; a Train Maintenance Facility (TMF); and several fresh air/emergency egress 
structures. NCPC would have approval authority over future federal property development 
within the District of Columbia, and advisory authority over federal property development 
within Prince George’s County, Maryland. In addition, NCPC would have advisory authority 
for projects on property owned by the District of Columbia. NCPC has a NEPA 
responsibility when federal or District applicants submit development proposals for their 
property and NCPC has an approval authority.  

The federal elements of the Comprehensive Plan for the National Capital include policies that 
support public transportation, as well as policies that encourage preservation of our region’s park 
network, forested areas, historic/cultural resources, and parkways. Additionally, the 
Commission represents the interests of the District of Columbia and multiple federal properties – 
United States Secret Service Rowley Training Center, Beltsville Agricultural Research 
Center (BARC), Baltimore-Washington Parkway (B-W Parkway), Greenbelt Park, and 
Goddard Space Flight Center – which would be significantly impacted by the MAGLEV 
project. As such, the Commission’s interests in the project include impacts to federal 
property, planning and land use impacts within the District of Columbia, and the extent that 
impacts can be avoided or mitigated.  
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In general, the majority of staff’s comments focus on impacts to specific federal properties and 
operations within the District; however, staff also continues to have overarching comments and 
questions regarding the larger Purpose and Need of the project, its relationship to other public 
transportation modes already in use, and the range of study alternatives analyzed through the DEIS. 
The Comprehensive Plan for the National Capital Region includes policies that support public 
transportation in the region; however, in this instance, the proposed project would provide for-
profit transportation for a relatively small market with a heavy reliance on the use of federal 
property. There would be a wide range of federal research, security, and other functions that would 
be adversely impacted in the area, as well as a huge cost to irreplaceable parkland and natural 
resources. Staff finds that the current DEIS does not provide enough information regarding project 
benefits given the federal/State government’s long investment in MARC and Amtrak, nor specific 
mitigation that would help to offset project impacts. 
 
Purpose and Need 
 
The Purpose of the project is to construct and operate, a safe, revenue-producing, high-speed 
ground transportation system that achieves the optimum operating speed of the MAGLEV 
technology to significantly reduce travel time to meet the capacity and ridership needs of the 
Baltimore-Washington region. Stated project needs are to address the issues and challenges with 
increasing population and employment; growing demands on the existing transportation network; 
inadequate capacity of the existing transportation network; increasing travel times; decreasing 
mobility; and maintaining economic viability. However, what is not clear are the benefits of the 
project given its potential significant impact to a wide variety of federal activities in the region; its 
impact to State and federal investment in MARC and Amtrak; the limited scope of the current 
facility; and whether the benefits would outweigh the project’s enormous environmental and 
planning costs. 
  
The DEIS shows a travel time of only 15 minutes between Baltimore and Washington, DC with 
an average $60 one-way (ranging between $40-80) trip fare. By comparison, sample Amtrak or 
MARC fares are $14 (sample Northeast Regional Saver Fare) and $8 (standard one-way trip) 
respectively, making these services more accessible to the traveling public. The DEIS shows 
MAGLEV as diverting approximately 30% of MARC customers away from the service, which 
could result in future service reductions. With infrastructure already in place, expanding MARC 
and Amtrak services would be much less disruptive to federal and private property in the area. 
Finally, the DEIS does not reflect any plans to expand the MAGLEV past Baltimore to further-
away destinations (Philadelphia, New York City) as part of a larger regional or national system, 
which could help increase the benefit of the project. 
 
Range of Alternatives 
 
As noted in prior comment letters from NCPC, FRA’s decision to eliminate all but two Baltimore-
Washington Parkway alignment options means that no matter which alternative is selected, there 
would be significant impacts to multiple federal properties in the region. Elimination of the other 
alternatives was based on a set of relatively general criteria and conceptual impact information, 
with little meaningful data on real impacts to federal planning, security, research activities, or 
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historic nature of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. Without a better understanding of 
appropriate mitigation measures for each unique federal property, remediation costs may be 
underestimated, which could affect project feasibility estimates and ultimate selection of a 
preferred alternative. Thus, FRA should reconsider adding one or more non-Parkway alignments 
to broaden the study range should neither alternative prove feasible once federal plans, 
programming and mitigation are better understood. 
 
Impacts to Federal and District Property 
 
Potential environmental impacts appear to be significant, both to federal and District properties 
within the National Capital Region (under NCPC’s review jurisdiction) and within the larger study 
area, which includes other federal lands (not under NCPC jurisdiction) such as the Patuxent 
Research Refuge, Fort Meade, and National Security Administration property. Of particular 
concern are physical impacts to recreational facilities and parklands, cultural resources, viewsheds, 
water resources, wetlands/waterways, ecological resources (forests) and soils/farmlands. While it 
may be possible to lessen these impacts to an extent, their magnitude would likely make it 
impossible to fully mitigate in a meaningful manner. Before selection of the preferred alternative, 
MDOT/FRA should continue to work with stakeholders to develop more specific mitigation and 
identify specific locations for mitigation so that this information is available for consideration and 
adequately documented in the final EIS and Record of Decision (ROD). At this point, it appears 
that there continue to be significant planning obstacles to overcome before selection of a preferred 
alternative is possible. 
 
National Park Service Property 
 
Draft EIS materials show that both MAGLEV alignment alternatives would significantly impact 
NPS property. Baltimore-Washington Parkway land would have numerous sizable permanent 
impacts (ranging from 40-89 acres) including aesthetics/visual quality, historic setting, and 
ecological resources (forests). Additionally, 13-36 acres would be directly affected through 
construction impacts and although only a temporary use, the land would be occupied for a number 
of years and new trees/vegetation (as mitigation) could take up to 75-100 years to fully mature. 
Regarding NPS reservations within the District of Columbia, these parcels would all be used 
temporarily (for several years) and fully restored once construction is complete. 
 
NCPC’s Comprehensive Plan recognizes visual and physical encroachment as a threat to the scenic 
and pastoral qualities of our region’s parkways as reflected through our Parks and Open Space 
Element. The best way to protect the BW Parkway’s historic character would be to avoid the use 
of the NPS land all together, either through additional tunneling or by using another alignment 
completely outside of NPS property. While the draft EIS attempts to convey the project’s most 
recent impact and mitigation information, as well as its use of multiple photo simulations to 
communicate the project’s visual impact, the study remains too broad for detailed Commission 
input related to specific project sites.  
 
Beltsville Agricultural Research Center (United States Department of Agriculture) 
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Both alignment alternatives would significantly impact the Beltsville Agricultural Research Center 
(BARC) property, with much greater impacts borne by BARC should the Train Maintenance 
Facility (TMF) locate on the property, either to the east or west of the BW Parkway. United States 
Department of Agriculture (USDA) representatives have expressed concern with potential impacts 
to sensitive wetlands, stormwater management, and increased polluted stormwater runoff. The 
large size and placement of the approximately 200-acre TMF on BARC property would impact 
the viability of the federal research facility, with significant impacts to its future plans and 
programs. In particular, the DEIS states that the Airstrip TMF (east of the BW Parkway) location 
would impact the area’s unique setting, which cannot be replicated in another location on BARC 
property, with research functions no longer available and years of ongoing research possibly lost 
or altered for a very long time. This description exemplifies the project’s potential significant 
impact to BARC. 
 
The DEIS does include a chapter on land use and zoning (Chapter 4.3) that describes the project’s 
compatibility to local Prince George’s County and District of Columbia land uses and zoning, with 
federal property identified relative to future MAGLEV development. However, the study does not 
currently include any future land use/planned development information for potentially affected 
federal properties, which is important to understanding and assessing real impacts to federal 
activities in the region. With two potential TMF sites on BARC property, understanding BARC’s 
future plans for their property is critical to assessing realistic project impacts and determining 
potential mitigation strategies. This point is true for each federal property including the B-W 
Parkway, Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbelt Park, and United States Secret Service Rowley 
Training Center. Thus, FRA should collect more detailed planning information; use the 
information to assess potential impacts on federal activities; and base their preferred alternative 
decision on minimizing disruption to federal plans/operations in the region. 
 
Goddard Space Flight Center (National Aeronautics and Space Administration) 
 
Potential impacts to the NASA Goddard Space Flight Center (GSFC) would be less than those to 
NPS property and BARC, with greater physical and operational impacts resulting to the GSFC 
should the BW Parkway East (J) Alternative and Airstrip TMF site be selected. Specifically, 
NASA has expressed concerns related to vibrational, electromagnetic, and lighting interference to 
their Geophysical and Astronomical Observatory facility (located on land leased from BARC near 
the Airstrip TMF site), should the MAGLEV locate closer to the GSFC campus. In addition, 
campus access from the BW Parkway (via Explorer Road) would also be impacted during project 
construction. As previously stated, FRA should use the current GSFC Master Plan as a tool to 
assess potential MAGLEV impacts to research activities on the campus, and to develop appropriate 
mitigation prior to selection of the preferred alternative and release of the final EIS and ROD. 
 
James A. Rowley Training Center (United States Secret Service) 
 
With its location along the eastside of the BW Parkway, the Rowley Training Center would 
experience greater impacts from the J Alternative (Parkway East) than with the MAGLEV 
Parkway West (J1) alignment. Based on the Secret Service’s security-related mission, need for 
training space on its campus, and plans for future projects, representatives have expressed a 
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number of concerns with the project related to security/close proximity, noise/vibration, and 
stormwater runoff. Previous coordination meeting notes state that the Center would not be able to 
cede any land for the project, indicating how critical it is for FRA to consider future plans for this 
and other federal properties when identifying which alignment alternative to pursue. 
 
District of Columbia Impacts 
 
District of Columbia planners have expressed a number of overarching concerns with the project 
based on a lack of detail provided in the DEIS and from FRA’s previous elimination of other 
potential MAGLEV station locations within the District. Eliminating other alternative station sites 
has made it difficult to identify other locations that may be preferrable to the Mount Vernon East 
Station location, and to understand potential project impacts. Other concerns include:  
 

• Construction impacts to New York Avenue (which functions as a major transportation 
corridor within the City) – the corridor must remain fully functional during project 
construction; 

• Proposed construction of a 1,000-space garage beneath the new station headhouse building 
without consideration of other shared parking opportunities and the District’s effort to 
minimize parking in the City; 

• No direct underground connections to nearby Metrorail. This conflicts with one of the 
reasons for eliminating the previous NoMa station locations – no easy connections to 
Metrorail. 

 
NCPC staff will incorporate any comments from Commission members at the May meeting into 
staff’s comments on the DEIS. The FRA and MAGLEV team were invited to present to the 
Commission at the May meeting; however, they declined until after the public comment period 
ends. Following the conclusion of the public comment period, FRA and the MAGLEV team have 
offered to give a presentation to the Commission to help address any questions and concerns heard 
at the May 2021 meeting and/or expressed through the staff comment letter.  
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Purpose and Need

To evaluate, and ultimately construct and operate, a 
safe, revenue-producing, high-speed ground 
transportation system that achieves the optimum 
operating speed of the SCMAGLEV technology to 
significantly reduce travel time to meet the capacity and 
ridership needs of the Baltimore-Washington region.

Project objectives include:

• Redundancy and mobility options for transportation 
between Baltimore and Washington, D.C.

• Connectivity to existing transportation modes in the 
region (e.g., heavy rail, light rail, bus, air).

• Complementary alternative to future rail expansion 
opportunities on adjacent corridors.

• Local and regional economic growth. Study Area
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National Capital Region

Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway

USSS Rowley 
Training Center

Beltsville Agricultural 
Research Center

NASA Goddard 
Space Flight Center

Key Federal Interests:
• Plan/Policy Consistency
• Night-Time Lighting
• Tree Removal
• Historic Resources
• Visual Impacts
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NCPC Review
• Approval authority over federal property and Central Core Area (District Land) Buildings 

within the District of Columbia

• Advisory authority over federal property outside of the District of Columbia and property 
owned by the District of Columbia (outside of the Central Area)
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Agency Participation Participating Agencies:
• Federal Transit Administration
• National Capital Planning Commission
• U.S. Department of Interior - National Park Service
• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
• U.S. Department of Agriculture – Beltsville Agricultural

Research Center
• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
• National Aeronautics and Space Administration, Goddard

Space Flight Center
• District of Columbia Department of Planning
• District of Columbia Department of Transportation
• District of Columbia State Historic Preservation Office
• United States Commission of Fine Arts

Lead Agency:

Grantee:
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Other Planning

• Amtrak Northeast Corridor (NEC) 
Planning Initiative

• Hyperloop
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Environmental Impacts
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Environmental Impacts – Watersheds
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Environmental Impacts – Wetlands/Waterways
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Visual / Vegetation Impacts
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