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FEDERGL H1SHWAY ADMINISTRATION
FIMDING OF MND SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
FOR

INTERSTATE ROUTE 1-270 EAST SEGMENT
MONTGOMERY COUNTY,MARYLAND

The FHWA has determined that this project will mnot have any
significant i1mpact on the environment. This finding of no
significant impact is based on the Environmental Assessment and
the attached documentation which summarizes the assessment and
documents the selection of Alternate @2, which provides for
widening primarily on the inside, with Twelve-foot paved inside
shoulders, and a Jersey-type concrete barrier. The Environmental
Assessment has been independently evaluated by the FHWA and
determined to adequately discuss the need, environmental issues
and impacts of the propnsed project, and appropriate mitigation
measures. 1t provides sufficient evidence and analysis .for
determining that an Environmental Impact Statement 1is not
required. The FHWA takes full responsibility for the accuracy,
scope, and content of the Environmental Assessment and attached
documentation.
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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF ADMINISTRATOR HAL KASSOFF
TUESDAY, JANUARY 27, 1987
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A final environmental statement (Finding of No Significant Impa.ct) is being
prepared for the project listed below. Both location and design approval will be
requested, from the Federal Highway Administration, for Alternate 2.

1. State Contract No. M-401-154-372 N - I-270 East Segment
Y-Split to Md. Rte. 495 - PDMS#151105

The decision to proceed in this manner was made by the Administrator at a
staff meeting held on December 15, 1986,

Copy: Mr. J. A, Agrp, Jr.
Mr. B. B, Myers
Mr, E. M, Loskot
Mr. E. S, Freedman
Mr, A, M. Capizzi
Mr. L, H, Ege, Jr.
Mr, M, Snyder
Ms. C. D, Simpson
Contract M~401-154~372

I-1
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William K. Hellmann

G
' Maryland Department of Transportation

W State Highway Administration Secretary
Hal Kassoff
Administrator
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary

Htate Roads Commission

FROM: Neil J. Pedersen, Director Mok % Yot on

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

SUBJECT: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Maryland Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

The Project Development Division is preparing a Finding of

No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the subject project. It is
anticipated that this document will be ready to submit to the
Federal Highway Administration during the month of January, 1987.
The decision to proceed with the FONSI recommending Alternate 2,
inside widening, was made by the Administrator at a meeting on
December 15, 1986. Location/Design approval will be requested
for this alternate.

A summary of the December 15, 1986 meeting and the Team
Recommendation Report is attached.

This informtion is being sent to you as part of the proce-
dure by which you submit the action to Mr. Kassoff, receive his
approval, and formally record and file this action.

I concur with the above information: '/

t/ e ////// |

Date Bal Kaskoff
Administrator

NJP:sh

Attachment

cc: Mr. John Agro Mr. Edward A. Terry
Mr. Bob B. Myers Mr. Ronald Rye
Mr. Edward Loskot Mr. Jack Ross
Mr. llarle S. Freedman \%y. Jerry White
Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi s. Cynthia D. Simpson
Mr. Michael Snyder Mr. Charles Walsh
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. Ms. Catherine Pecora

1-2
My telephons number is 333-1110

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

P.O Box 717/ 707 North Caivert St., Baltimore, Marytang 21203 - 0717



Maryland Department of Transportation Wiiam K. Hellmann

o . Secretary
State Highway Administration
Hal Kassoff
Administrator
January 30, 1987
MEMORANDUM
TO: Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director
Project Development Divisign
FROM: Catherine Pecora ﬂﬂﬂﬁ/
Project Manager
SUBJECT: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105
RE: Minutes of the December 15, 1986 Team Recommendation
to Administrator
ATTENDEES:
‘ Mr. Hal Kassoff State Highway Administrator
Mr. RNeil J. Pedersen Office of Plan. and Prelim. Engr.
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. Project Development Division
Mr. Anthony Capizzi Bureau of Highway Design
Ms. Cathy Pecora Project Development Division
Mr. Woody Hood Bureau of Accident Statistics
Mr. Charles B. Adans Bureau of Landscape Architecture
WMr. Bruce Grey : Project Development Division
Mr. Don Sparklin Project Development Division
Mr. Thomas Folso Planning and Program Development
Mr. Bob Martin Planning and Program Development
Ms. Barbara Ostrom Project Development Division
Mr. Bill Mercado Bureau of Bridge Development
Mr. Richard Ravenscroft District #3 Right-of-Way
Mr. Don Ayres Bureau of Highway Design
Mr. John Jordan Bureau of Highway Design
Ms. Vanessa F. Watkins Bureau of Highway Design
Mr. Steve Kouroupis Bureau of Highway Design
Mr. John Logan, Sr. Bureau of Bridge Design
Mr. Glenn C. Vaughan Bureau of Bridge Design
Mr. Ronald L Buchman Bureau of Highway Design
Mr. David Moss Montgomery County D.O.T.
Mr. Bill Fitzgerald Federal Highway Administration
Mr. Ronald Rye The Wilson T. Ballard Company
Mr. Mark Lotz The Wilson T. Ballard Company

" ] 1-3

My telephone number is__333-1191

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

P.O. Box 717/ 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717
s




Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
January 30, 1987
Page Two

The purpose of this meeting was to present a recommended
alternate for the widening of Interstate Route 270 East Segment
as a result of Project Planning Studies.

The recommended alternate, Alternate 2, was presented. The
possible alignment shift to provide outside widening on the
Y-Split bridge was discussed. The decision will he made during
final design. The proposed pavement section was then discussed
and it was agreed that the section would be based on the recom-
mendation by the Bureau of Soils and Foundations as opposed to
using the pavement typical from the Interstate Route 270 corridor
reconstruction.

The provision of emergency services to the interstate was
discussed next. The Federal Highway Administration has agreed to
provide two turnarounds in areas where an open median is avail-
able as part of this project to replace two that are being closed
within the East Segment service area. The location and design of
these turnarounds will be determined during final design.

Mr. Kassoff directed that the East Segment be included in
the landscaping plan being developed by the Bureau of Landscape
Architecture for the Interstate Route 270 Corridor. This should
include landscaping on the outside of the roadways to replace
what is being destroyed in the median. The proposed median bar-
rier will also be specially treated (sandblasting) to be compa-
tible with the Idterstate Route 270 corridor.

Noise abatement has not been included as part of the widen-
ing project. Mr. Kassoff directed that we continue to work with
the residents in this area by conducting additional ambient noise
measurements.

Mr. Kassoff emphasized the need to coordinate this project
with the Interstate Route 495 and Interstate Route 270 widening
projects. He directed that the lane drops between these projects
that will result from gaps in the construction start dates be
carefully evaluated to provide safe transitions.

This project is anticipated to proceed on schedule with
Location/Design Approval in February, 1987 and advertisement for
construction in December, 1987.

CP:sh
ce: Attendees

Mr. Mike Snyder 1-4
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TABLE 1

Comparison of Alternates

Interstate Route 270 (East Segment) from the Y-Split

to Interstate Route 495

Analysis Item

Alternate 1

Selected
Alternate 2

Socioeconomic Impacts

WO NOWKSWNRE

Residential Displacements
Minorities Relocated

Business Displacements

Total Properties Affected

Historic Sites Affected
Archeological Sites Affected
Public Recreational Lands Affected
Effect on Residential Access
Consistent with Land Use Plans

Natural Environment Impacts

1. Loss of Natural Habitat
(woodland acres)

2. Effect on Wildlife Populations

3. Effect on Threatened or
Endangered Species

4, Stream Crossings

5. Wetland Areas Affected

6. 100-year Floodplains Affected
(acreage)

7. Prime Farmlands Soils Affected
(acreage)

8. Air Quality Impacts (sites
exceeding S/NAAQS)

9. Noise Sensitive Areas (NSAs)
exceeding Federal Noise
Abatement Criteria or
experiencing a 10 dBA or
greater increase

Costs (1988) dollars in thousands

TOTAL

II-1

OO OO OO

0
Not Improved
No

o

11

0
(minimal)

OO OO OoOO0

0
Improved
Yes

o

12

9,800
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[11. SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDAT IONS
A, BACKGROUND
t. Project Location

The east segment of Interstate Route 270 (1-270) is located
in southern Montgomery County just northwest of Washington, D.C.
(see Figures 1 and 2). This segment provides the connection
between 1-270 to the north and Interstate Route 495 (1-495)
(Capital Beltway) to the south. (-270 and 1-495 both serve as
the major north-south and east-weét commuter routes for
Montgomery County and Washington, D.C. [n addition, they provide
service to interstate traffic passing through the region.

2. Purpose of the Project

The purpose of the proposed project is to improve capacity
and safety along the east segment of (-270 by adding one lane in
each direction to the existing four-lane roadway. The existing
roadway currently experiences operational difficulties,
especial ly during the morning and evening rush hour periods.
This will worsen as traffic volumes increase over time, largely
as a result of planned development and growth in Montgomery
County. The project area is a part of one of the fastest growing
corridors in the state in terms of residential, commercial, and
industrial development, and has been designated a growth area in
local master plans. The proposed improvements will provide
sufficient capacity through the design year 2010.

3. Planning History

The east segment of 1-270, including the bridge over
Tuckerman Lane and the interchanges at Maryland Route 187 (Old

Georgetown Road) and at 1-495, was originally constructed in

-1
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1957-58 as a four-iane freeway and designated as U.S. Route 240.
I't was opened to traffic in early 1959, The original plans
included the provision for a fifth and sixth lane on the east
segment.

The highway was redesignated as 1-70S in 1972 and received
its present designation as 1-270 in 1974,

The east segment was initially inciuded in the Highway Needs
Inventory in 1984. The project was added to the Development and
Evaluation portion of the 1985-1990 Consolidated Transportation
Program, together with the widening of the 1-270 Spur. The east
segment of 1-270 and the 1-27¢ Spur were separated into
individual projects in the Development and Evaluation portion of
the 1986-1991 Consolidated Transportation Program in order to
accelerate construction of the east segment using federai
interstate funds. This project is currently listed in the
Development and Evaluation portion of the 1988-1993 Consol idated
Transportation Program for planning and engineering through

fiscal year 1988. |f location and design approvals are
received, the project will be eligible for inclusion in the
construction portion of future Consolidated Transportation
Programs, subject to an agreement with Montgomery County to
advance funding for construction.

On September 17, 1986, an Informational Meeting was
conducted to acquaint the public with the project. On September
30, 1986, a Combined Location/Design Publiic Hearing was held, at
which time pubiic comment was received. During the month of
September, 1986, the Environmental Assessment was circulated to
agencies and communi ty organizations for their review and
comment.

This project is consistent with the Approved and Adopted
Master Plan for the North Bethesda-Garrett Park Planning Area
(December 1970, as amended in 1879) and the North Bethesda Sector
Plan (1978).

The project is also compatible with the 1-270 widening to
the north, as well as the widening of 1-495 east of the 1-270/1- .

-2
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495 interchange, both of which are currently under construction.
The improvements to the east segment would provide continuity of

traffic service between these adjacent highway improvements.
B. AL TERNATES
1. Alternate Considered but Dropped

Widening to the outside of the existing roadway was
considered but dropped for a number of reasons. Outside widening
would involve the additional cost to reconstruct overéasses and
ramp connections, extend drainage structures, and purchase
additional right-of-way. It would impact streams and their
associated wetlands. Outside widening would also create worse
impacts to adjacent residences than inside widening, due to the
acquisition of right-of-way, the destruction of existing
vegetation between residences and the roadway, and an increase in
noise levels due to the increased proximity of the roadway to the

residences.

2. Alternates Presented at the iInformational Meeting and

Public Hearing

a. Alternate 1 (No-build)

The No-build Alternate would make no major improvements to
the existing roadway. Minor improvements such as shoulder
modifications, resurfacing, and signing would occur as part of
normal highway maintenance. This has included a resurfacing
project by District 3 to improve the safety of the ramp between
westbound 1-270 and northbound Old Georgetown Road. The No-build
Alternate was not selected due to its inability to handle the

projected traffic volumes.

b. Al ternate 2- Inside Widening (Selected Alternate)
Alternate 2 is the Selected Alternate and provides widening

-3



in the median of the existing four-lane roadway with the
addition of two 12-foot lanes, two 12-foot shoulders, and a
double faced Jersey-type concrete median barrier (see Figures 3
and 4). This widening conforms with the original plans for the
east segment of 1-270. Interchange modifications are not
included with this alternate but are being studied as a separate
project.

Alternate 2 would include resurfacing the existing roadway
in accordance with the plans for the 1-270 mainl ine
reconstruction. Minor modifications to the resurfacing would be
required at the Old Georgetown Road bridge over 1-270 to provide
minimum vertical underclearance. The bridge carrying the east
segment of 1-270 over the northbound lanes of the 1-270 Spur
would require widening with this alternate. Widening in the
median was presented at the Combined Location/Design Public
Hearing because it would provide the best transition between the
east segment and mainline widening. However, this would result

in a minimum vertical clearance, whereas the desirable vertical

clearance could be achieved if the bridge was widened to the
outside. Therefore, the alignment of the widening will be
shifted to provide outside widening of the bridge. A 60 mile
per hour (mph) design speed will still be provided with this
alignment.

This alternate would include landscaping compatible with the
I-270 corridor, where reasonable and feasible. Noise abatement
would not be constructed as part of this alternate. The total
cost for this alternate is $9,800,000.

3. Service and Design Characteristics of the Selected

Al ternate

The east segment of 1-270 currently carries an average daily
traffic volume of approximately 65,000 vehicles. This volume is
projected to increase to 83,000 vehicles by the design year 2010,
7 percent of which would be trucks. This volume of traffic is

111-4
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currently operating at Level of Service D and is projected to
operate at Level of Service F by the design year under the No-
build Alternate. With Alternate 2, a Level of Service C is
projécted to be achieved in the design year.

With Alternate 2, the existing design speed of the roadway
would be maintained. The horizontal alignment meets 60 mph
design criteria and the vertical alignment meets State Highway
Administration (SHA) standards for 50 mph. No design exceptions
are required for this alternate because the roadway will be
widened to meet the existing roadway |ine and grade.

4. Environmental Consequences

The following discussion summarizes the environmental

impacts of Alternate 2, the selected alternate.

a. Socioeconomic and Land Use

Alternate 2 would be constructed within existing right-of-
way and would not require any residential or business
displacements. The selected alternate would not impact any
minority, elderly, or handicapped individuals.

Existing access would be maintained to all properties in the
study area. Alternate 2 would improve traffic operations,
access, and safety along the east segment of 1-270, alleviate
congestion, and reduce travel costs and times.

Emergency services to neighborhoods within the project area
wouid not be affected by the widening project; however, emergency
service to the interstate system would be improved because the
emergency turnaround just east of Old Georgetown Road would be
moved closer to the Y-split. In response to a request by the
Bethesda Fire Department, a new turnaround wouid be constructed
between the northbound and southbound lanes of 1-270 just north
of the Y-split. This would improve emergency access to the 1-270
east segment eastbound roadway between the Y-split and Old

Georgetown Road, including the Y-split bridge (a high accident

-5



P

area). Approval for this turnaround will be requested from the ‘
Federal Highway Administration.

No publiic parks or recreation areas would be affected by the
selected alternate or used for stormwater management.

The seiected alternate is consistent with Montgomery
County's future land use plians for the area. The proposed
improvements would help accommodate industrial, commercial, and
residential growth planned for the region.

b. Historic and Archeoiogical Sites

The State Historic Preservation Officer has determined that
there are no archaeological or historic sites on or eligible for
the National Register of Historic Places located in the study

corridor.

c. Natural Environment
impacts to the natural environment will be minimal due to
the widening within the median and the urbanized nature of the

study area. No wetlands, floodplains, prime farmland soils, or
significant wildlife habitat would be affected under Aiternate 2.
If stormwater management design or any other design changes
impact wetland areas along the periphery of 1-270, appropriate
agency coordination will be undertaken and mitigation developed.
No federally-listed threatened or endangered plant or animal
species exist in the area.

Tributaries of Rock and Old Farm Creeks cross under 1-270.
Some modification of the existing hydraulic structures may be
required; however, strict adherence to a sediment and erosion
control plan, approved by the Maryland Depar tment of the
Environment (MDE), will minimize water quality impacts during
construction. Stormwater management practices, also approved by
MDE, would be incorporated into the project design to reduce the
effects of surface water runoff and compensate for the iloss of
pervious surface within the existing median area.

-6



d. Noise and Air Quality

The air quality analysis indicated that the selected
alternate would not result in any violations of the 1-hour and 8-
hour State and National Ambient Air Quality Standards (S/NAAGS)
for carbon monoxide in the compietion year (1990) or design year
(2010). Copies of the air quality analysis were provided to the
Environmental Protection Agency and Air Management
Administration. Both agencies found that the project is
consistent with the State Impiementation Plan (SIP) for air
quality (see letters in the Correspondence section).

The project is in an air quality non-attainment area which
has transportation control measures in the SIP. This project
conforms with the SIP since it originates: from a conforming
transportation improvement program.

The results of the noise study were presented in the Noise
Quality Analysis report and summarized in the Environmental
Assessment, both of which are available for public review at the
State Highway Administration, Project Develiopment Division, 707
North Calvert Street, Baitimore, Maryiand.

In accordance with 23 CFR 771, this project was analyzed for
noise impacts under the Type | program. As described previously,
the proposed project consists of the addition of two lanes in the
median of the east segment of 1-270. The Type | program
addresses noise impacts created by new construction or
reconstruction projects. Noise mitigation is considered under
this program when the Federal Highway Administration Noise
Abatement Criteria is approached or exceeded, or when predicted
noise levels substantially exceed existing noise levels. In
Maryland, substantial means noise increases by 10 dBA or more
over existing levels. The Noise Abatement Criteria for
residential areas is 67 dBA. The land use adjacent to the east
segment of 1-270 is primarily residential. Figure 5 illustrates
the four noise sensitive areas for which noise barriers were
investigated.

The following items were considered in determining potential

-7
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noise impacts:
(1) Identification of existing land use.
(2) Existing noise levels.
(3) Prediction of future design year noise levels.
(4) Potential traffic increases.

The existing noise levels as well as the future design year
build and no-build noise levels are shown in Table 2. As can be
seen, both future build and no-build levels will approach or
exceed the Noise Abatement Criteria. There would be a maximum 8
dBA increase with the build alternate when compared to existing
noise levels.

In order to determine if noise mitigation should be
considered, a comparison was made between existing noise levels
and projected build levels. As stated previously, there would be
a maximum of an 8 dBA increase when comparing the build alternate
noise levels with existing noise levels.

Several types of noise mitigation were investigated and
considered for this project. Noise abatement is considered when
the FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria is approached or exceeded or
when noise levels increase 10 dBA or more over the existing
levels.

However, when comparing build and no-build noise levels for
all four Noise Sensitive Areas (NSAs) in the design year (one of
SHA's reasonability criteria) the build levels are only 1-2 dBA
higher than noise levels in the no-build condition, a difference
that is not discernible to thé human ear. This indicates that a
substantial increase in noise levels or impacts is not predicted
to occur as a direct result of the roadway project. The increase
in predicted noise levels over existing levels would not be a
result of the proposed project, but rather it would be a function
of the normal increase in traffic resulting from planned area
growth and development over time. Because all of the roadway
widening will be in the median and the noise source is not any
closer to receptors along the highway, a substantial change in
noise levels between the no-build and build alternatives would
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TABLE 2

BUILD ALTERNATE NOISE LEVELS

Measured Predicted Design Year (2010) Legq
Noise Sensitive Ambient Ambient in dBA
Area (NSA) Receptors Address Leqg (dBA) Leg (dBA) No-Build Build
A 1 5143 King Charles Way 59 61 64 66
1A King Charles Way 66 66 70 72
2 10201 Grosvenor Pl. 59 59 62 64
B 3 5701 Rossmore Dr. 66 67 71 73
4 10525 Farnham Dr. 66 66 71 72
C 5 St. Mark's Church- 63 54 67 69
0ld Georgetown Rd
_6 6066 Valerian Ln. 62 64 68 70
7 Tennis Courts - 70 68 69 71
Valerian Lane
8 10510 Pinehaven Ter. 62 64 68 70
9 5477 Groveridge Way 62 65 69 70
D 10 6220 Charnwood Dr. 66 65 69 70
11 Recreation Center 64 64 69 70
Windemere Circle
12 10904 Earlsgate Ln. 69 65 69 70
13 11012 Earlsgate Ln. 68 65 70 70




not occur.

Another reasonability criterion centers on when the noise
sensitive areas become exposed to the noise source. It has been
determined that for all four NSAs, a majority of sensitive
receptors (99%), in this case residences, were constructed after
the initial construction of the east segment of 1-270. The
transportation facility was opened for traffic before the
majority of homes were occupied. Individuals purchasing these
homes were aware of the east segment of 1-270 which has.always
been a major transportation facility intended to carry high
volumes of traffic.

The feasibility and cost-effectiveness of noise mitigation
were also considered in the decision making process. The State
Highway Administration designs noise barriers to achieve a 7 to
10 dBA reduction in noise levels. However, any impacted noise
receptor which will receive at least a 5 dBA reduction is
considered when determining the cost effectiveness of a barrier.
Cost effectiveness is determined by dividing the total number of
impacted sensitive sites, in a specified noise sensitive area,
that will receive at least a 5 dBA reduction in noise levels,
into the total cost of the noise mitigation. St. Mark's Church
is counted as five residences. The cost-effectiveness methodology
has changed from that shown in the 1986 Environmental Assessment.
At that time, only first row residences were factored into the
cost-per-residence calculations. Second row receptors can now be
included if they meet the two requirements cited above, i.e.,
they are both impacted and receive at least a 5 dBA reduction
from a barrier. The State Highway Administration has established
approximately $40,000 per residence protected as being the
maximum cost for the barrier that is considered reasonable.

The completed analysis shows that the noise barriers
investigated at NSAs B and D along the east segment of 1-270
would exceed $40,000 per residence. Barriers at NSAs A and C
would be less than $40,000. The barrier at NSA A is actually a
berm extension of an existing ear th berm along King Charles Way.
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Table 3 shows the approximate length and height for a barrier .‘
needed to obtain a 7-10 dBA reduction, the total cost of the
barrier, the number of impacted sites receiving at least a 5 dBA
reduction, and the cost per residence.

Noise barriers in the form of walls would achieve the design
goal of reducing noise levels 7-10 dBA for all noise sensitive
areas except NSA A. |t would be physically feasible to construct
the barriers at these locations. However, the noise contribution
from Maryland Route 355 would limit the physical effectiveness
of the berm extension in NSA A to 3 dBA, which is much less than
the 7-10 dBA desired in barrier design. As previously stated,
NSAs B and D would exceed the State Highway Administration's
$40,000 per residence upper limit. Although the cost-per-
residence is much less than $40,000 at NSA C, the difference
between the build and no-build noise levels is not substantial
and all the impacted receptors were built after the initial
construction of the east segment of 1-270.

In addition to noise walls, other abatement measures were

considered as outlined in the Federal Aid Highway Program Manual
7-7-3. These include:

(1) Traffic management measures (e.g. traffic control
devices and signing for prohibition of certain vehicles [heavy
trucks], time use restrictions for certain types of vehicles,
modified speed |imits and exclusion lane designations). These
types of mecasures are not appropriate for an interstate highway
serving high volumes of through traffic. It is not possible to
prohibit heavy trucks from this type of facility.

(2) Alterations of horizontal and vertical alignments.
This also Is not a reasonable alternative because the project
consists of widening the existing facility within the median.

(3) Acquisition of real property or property rights to
establish buffer zones or install earth berms. Existing
residential development immediately adjacent to the roadway makes
it infeasible to acquire significant amounts of property for

buffer areas.

m-10



TABLE 3

I-270 (EAST SEGMENT) NOISE ABATEMENT ANALYSIS SUMMARY

Noise ¢ of Homes # of Homes

3

Sensitive Constructed w/> Than Noise Levels Range (Leq) Barriers 1 Cost Cost With Berm/Berm-Wall
Area Before E.S5eg5 dBA Ambient  No Build Build Build w/ Length Avg. Hgt. Cost Per Total § Mil. Per Res.

1-270 , Reduction (Design (Design Barrier (Ft.) (Ft.) $ Mil. Res. ($)

opened & > 67 dBA Year) Year) {Oesign Year}

(With a

5 dBA Reduc-

tion and

Greater than

67 dBA)
A 0 6 59-66 62-70 64-72 69 3851' 12 0.10 16,700 0.10“ 16,700
B 3 36 66-67 71 72-73 61-65 4,190 14 1.58 43,900 1.14 31,700
[ 0 1845 62-70 67-69 69-71 62-65 6,475 14-19 2.98 16,200 2.1 11.500
D 0 28 66-72 69-70 70 62-65 5,820 15-18 2.63 93,900 1.85 58.800
Notes:

1. Based on a square foot cost of $27.00.

2. Date roadvay opened to traffic - March 1959. ) .

3. Detailed berm analysis includes quantity estimates for cubic yards of fill and surface area of berm, seeding and mulching, and clearing and grubbing.
Existing mature vegetation which serves as a buffer would be lost.

4. Extension of existing berm slong King Charles Way. However noise contribution from MD 355 would limit physical effectiveness of berm extension to 3 dBA.
5. To determine reasonable cost, Church is counted as 5 residences.



Earth berms were investigated. The results are also shown
in Table 3. This study considered the use of berms to lessen or,
in certain cases, eliminate the need for a noise barrier wall.
For locations where berm placement is possible, costs were
computed. A berm extension of an existing berm on King Charles
Way in NSA A would not be ‘physically effective, as the noise
contribution from Maryland Route 355 would |imit the noise
reduction to only 3 dBA.

The analysis for berm placement as an alternative to noise
barrier walls concludes that berms provide a cost-effective
system at two of the three areas remaining areas studied for
abatement. NSAs B and C would have resulting costs-per-
residence of $31,700 and $11,500, respectively, for walls placed
on top of earth berms. NSA D would have a resul ting cost-per-
residence of $58,800. As previously stated, a berm extension in
NSA A would not provide enough reduction to make it physically
effective, even though it is cost effective ($16,700).

However, for all four NSAs, most of the homes that could be
protected by berms were built after the east segment of 1-270 was
opened to traffic in the spring of 1959. Also, the difference
between projected build and no-build levels in the design year
varies from 1 to 2 decibels. Additionally, there would be a loss
of the existing mature vegetation buffer within the right-of-way.
Therefore, noise mitigation is not reasonable and will not be
provided for these areas as part of the proposed widening.

(4) Noise insulation of public buildings or nonprofit
structures. The Windermere Recreation Center and St. Mark's
United Presbyterian Church are located in the study area. Both
facilities are air-conditioned. They can operate with the
windows closed, which provides relief from outside noise levels.

After considering all of the above factors and in spite of
public support for noise barriers, it has been determined that
noise mitigation is not warranted under the current project. The
determination has been made based on the fol lowing:

-at all NSAs, there is little difference between the
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future noise levels for the expanded facility and the traffic .
noise levels for the no-build condition. It is believed that it
would not be reasonable.to expend public funds to reduce an
indiscernible increase in noise levels;
-at all NSAs, a majority of the development along the
east segment of 1-270 occurred after the initial construction of
the roadway;
-a berm extension at NSA A would not be physically
effective;
-and the cost per residence |imit established by SHA
for noise mitigation is exceeded at NSAs B and D.
During the final design of the project, landscaping and
vegetative planting will be incorporated into the plans for the
project to screen residential areas from the roadway to the
extent reasonable. SHA is also willing to work with communities
bordering the east segment of 1-270 to provide technical
assistance in the construction of noise mitigation utilizing
alternative funding sources. ‘
As with any major construction project, areas around the

construction site are likely to experience varied periods and
degrees of noise impact.

This type of project would probably employ the following
pieces of equipment that would likely be sources of construction
noise:

Bul ldozers and earth movers
Graders
Front end loaders
Dump and other diese! trucks
Compressors
Generally, construction activity would occur during normal
working hours on weekdays. Therefore, noise intrusion from
construction activities probably would not occur during critical
sleep or outdoor recreating‘periods.
Maintenance of construction equipment will be regular and

thorough to minimize noise emissions because of inefficiently
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tuned engines, poorly lubricated moving parts, poor ineffective
muffling systems, etc.
Temporary fencing will be considered in heavy residential

areas, where feasible, to screen construction activities.
C. POSITIONS TAKEN
1. Elected Officials

Elected officials have not expressed their position
regarding the proposed alternates. A number of officials,
including former Senator Charles Mathias, Senator Barbara
Mikulski, and former Congressman Michael Barnes, had expressed an
interest in the noise impacts of the proposed project as a result

of concerns raised by their constituents.
2. Citizens and Community Associations

Support for Alternate 2 has been expressed by the business
community through the Greater Washington Board of Trade.

The majority of the comments submitted by the local
residents relate to noise impacts. Approximately 35 individual
written comments were received from residents that requested the
provision of noise abatement measures. The community associations
for Windermere, Lux Manor, and Wildwood Manor have also requested
that noise barriers be constructed. Approximately 150 form
letters were received from the residents of Windermere Manor in
support of this position. The affected residents of the
Windermere neighborhood favor Alternate 1, the No-build, if noise

barriers are not included with Alternate 2.
3. Agencies

The only agencies that provided comments regarding this
project were the Maryland National Capital Park and Planning

Hi-13



Commission (MNCPPC) and the Montgomery County Department of
Transportation. The MNCPPC supports Alternate 2, inside
widening, with the caveat that additionali landscaping be provided
along the outside edges of the roadway to compensate for the lost
vegetation in the median. This will be studied as part of the
landscaping pian that has been develioped by SHA's Bureau of
Landscape Architecture.

The MNCPPC also requested that provisions be made for a
future bikeway crossing at a location north of Grosvenor Lane.
The construction of Alternate 2 would not preclude such a
bikeway.

Finally, the MNCPPC provided comments regarding noise
barriers. They believe that some type of noise abatement should
be provided for Noise Areas B (Wildwood Manor) and D (Windermere
and Lux Manor). They would aiso iike to see a provision in the
SHA noise policy that would not preclude Noise Area C {Grosvenor
Mews) from receiving noise abatement measures. These comments
have been considered in the determination of eligibility for
noise abatement under the Type || noise abatement program, not as
a part of the proposed widening.

The Montgomery County Department of Transportation aiso
supports Alternate 2 as the most feasible means of providing the
necessary additional capacity and minimizing negative impacts.
They, too, expressed a desire that noise abatement measures be
implemented.

D. RECOMMENDAT ION

The Project Planning Team recommended the selection of
Alternate 2. This alternate will provide the necessary roadway
capacity and minimize adverse impacts by containing the
improvement within the median of the existing roadway. This
alternate is compatibie with local master plans and is supported
by Montgomery County and MNCPPC.
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IvV. PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS

A Combined Location/Design Public Hearing was held by the project team on
September 30, 1986, in the Julius West Middle School in Rockville, Maryland. The
purpose of the hearing was to present the results of the engineering and
environmental studies and to receive public comment on the project. Approximately
68 people attended the hearing and 24 individuals made statements following the
presentation by SHA personnel.

One Build Alternate (identified as Alternate 2 - preferred) and the No-build
Alternate (Alternate 1) were presented.

The following is a summary of the statements made at the hearing and the
responses given by the SHA. A complete transcript of the hearing is available
for review in the Project Development Division offices, State Highway
Administration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202. Written
comments received after the hearing are discussed in the Correspondence Section

of this document.

1. Mr. Melvin Blum, 10521 Farnham Drive, Wildwood Manor, Bethesda, Maryland

Comment :

a) He stated that air and noise pollution emanating from I-270 and
any roadway expansions are harmful to health, lifestyle, and
property values; and

b) unless a sound barrier is erected, increasing the traffic flow on
1-270 may help those north and south of the study area but hurt

those living near the east segment of I-270.

SHA Response:

a) The air quality analysis, reviewed and approved by the Maryland
Department of Health .and Mental Hygiene and the Environmental
Protection Agency, indicated that the widening would not result in
any violations of the S/NAAQS for carbon monoxide in the completion

year (1990) or the design year (2010).

Iv-1



b)

2. Mr.

Noise abatement for this project was studied in accordance with
federal regulations and the State Highway Administration's noise
policy and is documented in the environmental documents and a
technical noise report. The analysis was performed to determine
the noise impacts generated by Alternate 2 and under the No-build
conditions. It showed that the projected noise levels at any of
the NSAs for the Build and No-build Alternates in the design year

(2010) are not significantly different.

The increases in predicted noise levels over ambient conditions are
not a result of the proposed widening, but rather are a function
of the increase in traffic over time, resulting mainly from planned
area growth and development. In addition, widening in the median
will not bring the noise source any closer to the residences located
adjacent to the highway. Furthermore, the majority of homes in
the study area that would be protected by a barrier were built
after the east segment of I-270 was built and opened to traffic.
Consequently, in accordance with the State Highway Administration's
noise policy, noise mitigation is not reasonable and is not a part
of this project. See the Noise Analysis Section of this document

(Section III-B).

Gary Kushner, 10529 Farnham Drive, Wildwood Manor, Bethesda,

Maryland

Comment :

a)

b)

He opposed widening of I-270 unless a noise wall to mitigate
existing and anticipated noise levels is included as part of the
videning plans. He stated that without a barrier, the quality of
life and home market values in his neighborhood would be

unreasonably jeopardized.

He stated that construction on the I-270 East Segment in the late

1970's widened the road and made noise even more unbearable.

Iv-2




SHA Response:

a) See Response No. 1b.
b) The construction in the late 1970's to which Mr. Kushner referred
was not a widening of the main portion of the east segment of I-
270, but a small safety project to extend the length of the
interchange on-ramp from Maryland Route 187 to eastbound I-270.
This allowed for safer merging onto the east segment and required
the removal of some roadside vegetation within the state's right-
of-way.
3. Mr. William Dawson, President - Wildwood Manor Citizens Association
Comment :

Mr. Dawson stated that many residents on the north side of the
Wildwood Manor subdivision bordering the east segment of I-270 are
already subjected to highway noise. The Association believes that
any project to increase traffic flow on I-270 bordering their
homes should be conditioned on the provisions of a noise barrier.
They also objected to any consideration of earth berm barriers
because of the 1loss of vegetation near their homes and the
possibility of easements required for construction. Mr. Dawson
submitted a petition signed by over 30 residents in the area

supporting the need for a noise barrier.

SHA Response:

See Response No. 1lb.

4. Mr. Allen Bender, 5003 Macon Road, Rockville, representing the Coalition

on Sensible Transportation (COST)

Iv-3
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Comment :

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

The Coalition opposes the project and wurges its immediate

termination for the following reasons.

It should be studied as part of the I-270 mainline and spur
widening and not as an independent project segmented from the

others.

They believe the project is inadequate as it does not address how

additional traffic will get on the Beltway.

The issue of stormwater runoff has not been addressed. Part of
the runoff previously was absorbed in the grassy median and will
now be discharged into the streams near the road. Special solutions

must be provided for the collected runoff.

Noise violations are unacceptable and must be resolved.

The Coalition opposes the project because public transit alternates
were not considered, the project is inconsistent with the area
master plan, and the existing and planned local road system will
be unable to accommodate increasing amounts of traffic resulting

from this project.

SHA Response:

a)

The I-270 mainline project and the projects to widen the east and
west segments of the Y-split have logical termini and independent

utility.
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b)

c)

d)

e)

5. Mr.

The project is compatible and consistent with the planned
improvements to I-495 and I-270 Mainline. These improvements were
considered into the current proposed project during the project

development phases.

Consideration was given to Beltway traffic conditions. Traffic
studies have shown that the widening of I-495 to increase capacity

will handle increased traffic volumes, especially those originating

from I-270.

A stormwater management plan, approved by the MDE, will be
implemented to reduce the effects of surface water runoff and
roadwvay drainage. Stormwater management areas will be developed
as much as possible within the existing right-of-way. The methods
employed will be consistent with the standards and specifications

for infiltration practices issued by MDE to reduce water quality

impacts.
See Response No. 1b.

The project was developed - in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act and other federal regulations as well as
area master plans, which recommend widening of the east segment of
I-270 by two additional lanes. Consideration was also given to

commuter use of the regional public transit systems.

Leon Reed, 12015 Smoketree Road, Potomac, representing the North

Bethesda Congress of Citizens Association

Comment :

The North Bethesda Congress opposes the entire I-270 project. Mr.
Reed stated that they believe the east segment of I-270 widening
should be considered part of the overall I-270 project, and the

east segment study does not address the impacts of increased
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traffic on the Beltway from I-270. They also believe that .
stormwater runoff and noise impacts resulting from the project are
unacceptable and should be redone as part of the entire I-270

project.
SHA Response:
See Responses No. 1b, 4a-d.

6. Mr. Jose Muniz, 6340 Windermere Circlé, Windermere

Comment:

He endorsed what was previously said by other speakers and

emphasized the need for an effective noise barrier.

SHA Response:

See Response No. 1b.

7. Mr. David Doman, 11008 Earlsgate Lane, Windermere

Comment:

a) Mr. Doman expressed his understanding of the need for the project,
his community's concerns regarding noise, and the need for the
state to provide complete information and data from the noise

study.

b) He was concerned about an inadequate length of time between
notification of the project and the public meetings to review the
data and respond. He believes that the widening and noise abatement

should go hand in hand.

IvV-6



stated that the Windermere community had hired an
and

Mr. Doman
independent acoustical engineer to review the noise data,

legal counsel to review noise abatement statutes. Arrangements

will also be made for a medical consultation to evaluate health

problems related to noise pollution. He called for a second

public hearing to discuss final noise data and to have adequate

time to review this data. In addition, he stated that final

planning for noise abatement should be done prior to final approval

of the construction plan.

SHA Response:

a)

b)

8. Mr.

See Response No. 1lb regarding noise issues.

All federal regulations were fulfilled in conducting the public

meetings and receiving public comment. Notice was given prior to

the public hearing and published in the news media. The

environmental document was available for public review and comment

at selected locations 30 days prior to the hearing and for two weeks

thereafter. The noise report, as cited in the Environmental

Assessment, was also available during this period for public

inspection.

The hearing record was open for 14 days and extended an additional

2 weeks in response to elected official and citizen request. All

comments become part of the project record and are considered when

the State Highway Administrator selects an alternate. The SHA

also met with individuals and community organizations to discuss

their specific concerns. A second public hearing will not be held.

Larry Agee, 6332 Windermere Circle, Windermere
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Comment :

a)
b)

c)

.He agreed with what other speakers had previously stated.

He questioned whether barrier costs cited in the Environmental
Assessment were for earth berms, wood barriers, or concrete walls
and why costs were given for concrete only. He reasoned that if
costs for other than concrete barriers were given, costs could be

reduced, and developments may be able to qualify for barriers.

Mr. Agee was also curious as to whether procedures do or do not

include consideration of an additional public hearing.

SHA Response:

9.

a)

b)

c)

No response needed.

Barrier costs cited in the Environmental Assessment and technical
noise report reflect the average current costs actually experienced
by the SHA, including the costs of panels, footings, drainage
landscaping, overhead and 1labor (currently $27/square foot).
These costs are used to develop a cost per residence ratio. Cost
is one criterion for determining the reasonableness of constructing
a noise barrier. Concrete barriers represent the most common type
of barrier installed in this state. Other materials are considered
for a barrier during the final design phase if a barrier is
determined to be reasonable. Wood barriers are generally more
costly, whereas earth berms, though less expensive, require
permanent easements and right-of-way from adjacent property owners
because they cannot always be built within existing right-of-way.

They also require removal of existing vegetation.

A second public hearing will not be held.

Ms. Gloria Perlman, 6336 Windermere Circle, Windermere

IV-8




Comment:

She stated that she would appreciate any consideration to improve

her home. She would hate to lose it to the noise.

SHA Response:

See Response No. 1b.

10. Mr. George Perlman, 6336 Windermere Circle, Windermere

Comment:

He stated that when he bought his home in 1975, he did not perceive
noise to be a problem on I-270. However, he did not anticipate the
development which has taken place and now perceives noise to be a
problem. He stated that some sort of noise abatement is necessary,
especially in the form of a wall and that the costs to provide

such are reasonable. He contended that the noise data indicated

that 25 homes in Windermere would be affected, but 50 homes is a

more accurate figure.
SHA Response:
See Response No. 1b.

11. Ms. Elouise Agee, 6332 Windermere Circle, Windermere

Comment:

a) She reiterated her neighbors' concerns for the noise issue. She

believes that noise has gotten worse over the years and urges the

erection of a noise wall to protect her neighborhood from noise.
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b) She was also curious how residents would be notified in the event ‘

another hearing would be held.
SHA Response:
a) See Response No. 1b.
b) See Responses No. 7b.

12, Mr. Douglas Callan, Lieutenant and former Station Commander, Bethesda

Fire Department, Station 26, Democracy Boulevard
Comment :

a) Regardless of the alternate chosen, the fire department requested
consideration of additional turnarounds on the east segment of I-
270 to reduce response times to accidents on I-270. He stated that

the development of new turnarounds is especially crucial because ‘

the existing turnaround east of Maryland Route 187 will be closed
wvhen the roadway is widened. This department will willingly work

with the SHA.

b) Mr. Callan also brought to everyone's attention the need for
accurate and less confusing signing in the areas of I-270 and I-495.
It is important for people to know and report their exact location

to enable emergency equipment to respond in a timely manner.

SHA Response:

a) The SHA has met with and will continue to discuss the fire
department concerns. The SHA will request concurrence from the
Federal Highway Administration to provide a crossover between the
northbound and southbound I-270 roadways, just north of the Y-
split, to provide quicker access to the I1-270 eastbound roadway

from the Y-split bridge to Maryland Route 187.

Iv-10
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b) As part of the I-270 Mainline corridor, reconstruction changes to
‘the signing of the Y-split roadways will be made to provide

clarification of these roadway designations.

— e —

13. Mr. Hovard Smith, 11020 Earlsgate Lane, Windermere

Comment :
Mr. Smith reiterated several points made by others at the hearing.

a) He stated that the SHA should reconsider this project because
traffic congestion may worsen in light of the presentation made by
Mr. Bender.

b) He questioned whether the residents were denied due process and
proper consideration and requested another hearing at which time
complete noise data can be provided to them.

c) He pointed out the necessity for noise abatement for the community

now, rather than waiting for anticipated increases in traffic

noise. He believed that the barrier cost-effectiveness issue
extended to the entire development and not to just those homes

which could be expected to receive at least a 5 dBA reduction in

noise levels if a barrier were to be built.

SHA Response:

a) See Responses No. 4a-d.
b) See Response No. 7b.
c) See Response No. 10.
14, Mr. Sheldon Kahalas, 6216 Charnwood Drive, Windermere
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Comment :

a)

b)

He also commented on the noise conditions present in his

neighborhood. He quoted from the Federal Register what the FHWA

requires when looking at highways and noise impacts. He questioned
the use of $40,000 per house as a criterion for noise abatement

reasonability because it was not found in the Federal Register.

He believed that all homes in the Windermere community would be
affected by noise and not just the 25 identified in the noise
study as benefiting from a barrier. The entire community is a
cohesive unit and if one part is affected (i.e., property values),

the entire community would be affected.

It was also his contention that a cost effectiveness ratio, based
on cost per residence, was incorrect. Rather, the ratio should be
based on barrier costs compared to the value of impacted properties

and the number of people affected.

Mr. Kahalas questioned the ambient noise measurements. His
measurements, taken at rush hour, were 2-3 dBA higher than that
stated in the noise report which he believed represented noise
levels for the entire day. He felt that rush hour noise levels
are important and have to be taken in account when addressing

environmental impact.

SHA Response:

a)

See Response No. 10.

As required by federal law, the SHA studies and considers noise
abatement measures (generally noise walls) when the Federal Noise
Abatement Criteria are exceeded or when ambient conditions increase
by 10 dBA or more. A noise study was completed for this project
in accordance with all applicable federal regulations. Based on
reasonability criteria, noise barriers are not being considered as

part of this project.
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Generally, the most typical noise conditions occur during the non-
rush hour period (9 a.m. to &4 p.m.). During this time, the
highest noise levels are experienced for the greatest length of
time. In general, congestion at peak hour periods decreases
speeds and lowers noise levels. The noise analysis reflected
noise measurements taken during these off-peak periods and are
expressed in terms of an Leq noise level. Mr. Kahalas'
measurements, taken at rush hour, indicated higher noise levels
than those reported in the noise analysis. Subsequent study did
indicate that existing noise levels were higher during peak
periods, but this information does not change the barrier analysis.

Noise barriers are not reasonable as a part of this project.

It should be noted that Mr. Kahalas' measurements were taken over
twvo one-minute intervals and are not representative of larger time
periods. A longer time interval would be a more accurate

representation of existing conditionms.

Shirley Joseph, 6220 Charnwood Drive, Windermere

b)
15. Ms.
Comment :

She stated that since moving into her home, noise levels from I-
270 have been getting louder as traffic increases. She believes
that the widening will lead to more noise and that solutions to

the noise problem should be decided before the widening can begin.

SHA Response:

See Response No. 1b.

16. Mr. Edward Viltz, 11024 Earlsgate Lane, Windermere
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Comment :

Mr. Viltz considered it illogical to build highways and not
provide for noise abatement. He also stated that a lack of
commitment to a noise barrier along the east segment of I-270
would be discriminatory to members of the Windermere Community.
This lack of commitment would then force residents to use legal and
political channels to stop the project and to protect their
quality of life and investments. He also stated his desire for a

second public hearing.

SHA Response:

See Responses No. 1b, 7b.

17. Mr. Robert Spelkey, 10701 Misthaven Terrace, President of Tuckerman Walk

(Tubelong South) Homeowners Association.

Comment:

He stated that the Association opposes widening of the east

segment of I-270 without simultaneous approval of noise abatement.

SHA Response:

See Response No. 1b.

18. Mr. Sami Totah, 10904 Earlsgate Lane, Windermere

Comment :

a) He expressed his lack of understanding of why he, as a builder, is
required to provide noise abatement prior to starting construction,

and yet the SHA can build a road before noise abatement is provided.
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b) He was concerned about the time period between the informational
meeting and public hearing and the timing of the initial notices
for these meetings. Mr. Totah believes that inadequate time was
allotted to residents to understand the data. He wurged
consideration of another hearing with more notice and urged
hearing attendees to let their politicians know of their need for

noise abatement.

SHA Response:

a) See Response No. 1lb. The State Highway Administration complies
with Federal Highway Administration regulations concerning the
construction of noise barriers and its own noise policy. Mr.

Totah is subject to different regulations.

b) See Response No. 7b.

19, Mr. Jeff Moore, 5905 Rudyard Drive, Wildwood

Comment :
Mr. Moore supported noise barriers due to the severity of noise.

He believes the noise data are incomplete, and once complete,

should be available for the residents to review.

SHA Response:

See Responses No. 1lb, 7b.

20. Ms. Olive Blum, 10521 Farnham Drive, Wildwood Manor

Comment :
She thought that an Environmental Impact Statement should have

been prepared for this project and referenced several speakers who

had raised similar concerns.
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SHA Response:

The type of environmental document prepared by SHA is based on the
degree of impacts associated with a project. In accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act, the FHWA concurred that an
Environmental Assessment is appropriate. All environmental
impacts discussed in an Environmental Impact Statement are discussed

in an Environmental Assessment.

21. Mr. George Sauer, 8307 Post Oak Road, past president, Montgomery County

Civic Federation, and representing its Executive Committee

Comment :

The Federation's position is that noise barriers should be erected
before the widening begins. In addition, they believe that traffic
on the east segment of I-270 eastbound roadway approaching I-495
should be merged into one lane prior to merging onto the Beltway,
otherwise, backups and traffic jams at the merge point will

continue to exist.

SHA Response:

See Responses No. 1b, 4b.

22, Mr. William Fuller, 6156 Valerian Lane

Comment :

He stated that current noise levels in his development are already
high without any new construction, and that a noise barrier is
varranted nov. His feeling is that any funding for the project
that does not include money for noise barriers is not adequate
funding at all. Mr. Fuller concurs with the conclusions of others

that the information on noise measurements and evaluation is
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inadequate and proposes another public hearing after studying this

information in more detail.

SHA Response:

23. Mr.

See Responses No. 1b, 7b, l4a.

J. T. Holt, Charnwood Drive, Windermere

Comment :

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

Mr. Holt thought that the noise study was deficient as it only
considered 25 homes in the Windermere subdivision as being adversely

affected by noise. He recommended that the analysis be redone.

He wanted to know what decisions have been made regarding the
widening and noise problems and what other options are being

considered for noise abatement (i.e., plantings).

He also questioned why there was conflicting information as to

when the environmental studies were completed.

Mr. Holt questioned whether the residents would be able to review
the final environmental document before it goes to the FHWA, as

well as any other information.

He was curious as to whether the 25 homes identified as being

protected by a barrier in Noise Area D was the best that any

barrier at any cost could protect by more than 5 dBA.

SHA Response:

a)

See Response No. 1b.
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b) See Responses No. 1b, 8. The Build Alternate, inside widening,
was selected. See Section III-B for a summary of the noise study

results.

c) The Environmental Assessment and technical noise report were
completed in August 1986 and available for public review and comment
before and after the September public hearing. The final
environmental document (Finding of No Significant Impact) will
document the selected alternate and address public comments made

at and after the public hearing.

d) The final environmental document will be available for review

after it is approved by the FHWA.

e) See Response No. 1b.

24, Ms. Barbara Brown, 11016 Arrows Gate Lane

Comment:

a) She agreed with most of what was said at the hearing.

b) She concurred that the I1-270 widening should be considered as one
project and not as several segments and that a second hearing is
needed with sufficient notification time.

c) Ms. Brown stated that noise monitoring should be taken from the

upstairs of homes where noise levels are higher than those measured

downstairs.
SHA Response:
a) See Response No. 1lb.

b) See Responses No. 4a, 7b.
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c)

Noise measurements are generally taken outside (i.e., backyards)
because exterior noise abatement criteria are being used consistent

with the land use as specified in 23 CFR 771.

Most human activity generally occurs during the day (generally
during periods of highest noise levels), either outside or on
first story levels. = It also becomes costly to provide a high

enough barrier to protect the second stories of affected homes.

Iv-19
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A. WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED SUBSEQUENT TO THE
COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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September 4, 1986

“
5 o
- c:sg'o
Neil Pederszn =Mz
Director, Office of Planning and D =52
Preliminary Engineering & =mom
State Highway Administration - 333153
707 North Calvert Stxeet == T
Baltimore, MD 21202 Eé N

Dear Mr. Pedersen: ' ,

Thank you for meeting with the Executisr2 Board of the
Luxmanor Citizens Association last evening and your thorough
and candid preseantation of the 1-270 East Segment Project.

The Executive Board has decided to discuss the project at
the Associat{on's general business meeting on October 16,
1986. Following the general business meeting the Executive
Board will be in a position to advise you of the

TN O i S TSR ST, Ty, - s M Pl =
VTR - ;
: - wtns” -

recommendations of the Luxmanor Citizens Association with
regard to the project, in particular, the desirability of
proposed noise barriers.

In view of the above, we request that your office make no
decision with regard “o noise abatement or nois> barriers until
you have .eviewed the position of the Luxmanor Citizens
Association which shuuld be available to you in mid November,
1986. |

'
Sincerely,
'MCB/tms




W

Lﬁhi

ﬂ \  Maryland Department of Transportation Wiliam K. Hellmamn
State Highway Administration :I”I“:m f
QC1 .1 1986 ' Adminitrae

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270
East Segment
Y-Split to 1-495
PDMS No. 151105

Mr. Michael Blackstone

Luxmanor Citizens Association

6112 Tuckerman lane '
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dear Mr. Blackstone:

I am writing to acknowledge your request to consider the
comments of the Luxmanor Citizens Association before reaching a
final decision regarding noise abatement for Interstate Route 270
East Segment Project. '

I would also like to inform you that, as a result of com-
ments at the location/Design Public Hearing on September 30,
1986, the comment period for the "Public Hearing Transcript" has
been extended to October 31, 1986. Your comments should be sub-
mitted by this date if you wish to have them included in the
transcript. Comments can still be submitted after this date for
consideration in project decisions.

As we indicated at the public hearing, noise barriers are
not Jjustified under our Type I noise mitigation program, which
applies to new construction projects, because the build alternate
is not predicted to significantly increase noise levels above the
no-build alternate. Decisions regarding the placement and type
of noise mitigation will, therefore, be based on our Type 1I pro-
gram which is designed to mitigate existing noise violations.
This program requires that the majority of the affected receptors
were built prior to May, 1976 and the majority of the receptors
approach or exceed the Federal noise abatement criteria of 67
dBA. Areas that do not currently meet the 67 dBA criterion will
be periodically measured to determine wh~n and if that occurs.
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My telephons number is_659-1110

Telstypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
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Mr. Michael Blackstone
Page 2

I look forward to réceiving the comments of your association
and 1f I can be of any further assistance please contact me or
the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora, at 659-1191.

' Very truly yours,
L SIGNLD BY:

NEIL J. PEDERSEN

‘Neil J. Pedersen, Director
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:cd

ce: Mr. louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Michael Snyder »
Mr. Charles Adams ' N

Prepared by:
Ms. Cathy Pecora (x1191)
Project Development Division
on October 14, 1986
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
. CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372

P.D.M.S. NO. 151105
I-270 EAST SPUR

%’ <
= cvrz'—,?;
INFORMATIONAL MEETING Zf—n— o
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m ~ ;Or‘*‘:\
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING = =2o
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. P
M-S =
NAME DAU/D g Z‘-’P/QC DATE C’?/f/%
PR ADDRESS LL /52 MsST Sy T e _
CITY/TOWN Pock. sTATE 1L zip coosm
i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foilowing aspects -of this project
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Cﬁ Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

. ] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List,

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already
on the project Malling List.
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Mar\{apd Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

William K. Helimann
Secretary

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

January 19, 1987

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

Mr. and Mrs. David S. Loring
10733 Mist Haven Terrace
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Loring:

I am writing in response to your comments regarding the
Interstate Route 270 East Segment.

Your comments refer to lighting for Tuckerman Lane. This
roadway is owned and maintained by Montgomery County and is
outside the realm of the State Highway Administration's juris-
diction. I am, therefore, forwarding your comments to Mr.
Scott Wainwright, Montgomery County Department of Transpor-
tation, Division of Traffic Engineering, Executive Office
Building, Rockville, Maryland 20850.

Thank you for your comments.

]
'uly your

¢

Louis H. Ege, Jr
Deputy Directo
Project Development Division

J

LHE:CP:bh

cc: Mr. Scott Wainwright (w/attach.)
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My telephone number is_ >3~ 1130

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105
I-270 EAST SPUR
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[il Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

. C] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the maii are already

on the project Mailing List.
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Marylanl Department of Transportation Wiliam K. Heilmams
' - Secretary
State Highway Administration Hal Kassoft
January 19, 1987 Administrator

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

Mr. Stewart S. Manela
8204 Lakenheath Way
Potomac, Maryland 20854

Dear Mr. Manela:

I am writing in response to your written comments submitted
regarding improvements to the Interstate Route 270 East Segment.

The impacts associated with the proposed widening of Inter-
state Route 270 East Segment from the Y-Split to Interstate
Route 495 has been addressed in the Environmental Assessment
dated August, 1986 for this project. It is available for review
at the Rockville Branch of the Montgomery County Library at
99 Maryland Avenue in Rockville. If you desire further infor-
mation, please contact the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora,
at 333-1191.

The comments you submitted referenced Interstate Route 270.
If you are interested in improvements to Interstate Route 270
north of the Y-Split, that information is available at the same
location mentioned above in the Finding of No Significant Impact
which covers Interstate Route 270 between the Y-Split and
Maryland Route 121. This project has received Location/Design
Approval and is in the Final Design Phase. If you have any
questions regarding this project, please contact the Project
Engineer, Mr. Robert Douglass, at 333-2303. '

Thank you for your interest in these projects. Your name
has been added to the mailing list for the Interstate Route 270
East Segment studies and you will receive mailings to provide
you with updates on this project.

Louis H. Ege,
Deputy Direct
Project Development Division
LHE:CP:bh

cc: Mr. Robert Douglass V-8 ,
My talephone number is 333-1130 o

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
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i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foliowing aspects of this project:
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1] Please add my/our name(s) to the Maliling List, *
. - 3 Please delete my/our namae(s) from the Mailing List.

*Persons who have received
on the project Maliling List.

(

& copy of this brochure through the maii are already
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[Maryland Department of Transportation Willam K. Hellmamm
State Highway Administration January 19 , 1987 :cac'u.t(aar:so“
Administrator

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
Mr. Dale J. Gordon PDMS No. 151105
10013 Sinnott Court
Bethesda, Maryland 20817

Dear Mr. Gordon:

I am writing in response to your comments regarding the pro-
posed widening of Interstate Route 270 East Segment.

The State Highway Administration recognizes the needs for
roadway improvements that you have identified and has various
projects underway and planned to address them. One project has
recently been constructed which provided for an additional lane
on Interstate Route 70 between Ijamsville Road and west of
Patrick Street.

Another project that is in various phases of design and con-
struction is a project to reconstruct Interstate Route 270 between
the Interstate Route 270 Spur and Maryland Route 121. This proj-
ect will provide an upgrading of this roadway to an eight lane
highway with two lane collector-distributor roads paralleling the
northbound and southbound roadways between the spur and Maryland
Route 124. From Maryland Route 124 to Maryland Route 121, addi-
tional mainline lanes will be added.

In addition to these two projects, a study is currently
underway which is proposing to improve the existing freeway and
interchanges along Interstate Route 70 from Mount Phillip Road
to Maryland Route l44. This includes improvements to the
Interstate Route 270/Interstate Route 70 interchange. Loca-
tion/Design Approval for this project is currently being
requested from the Federal Highway Administration.

Thank you for your comments regarding this project. Your
name has been added to the project mailing list and you will
receive mailings to provide you with updates on the project.
If you have any questions or further comments, please contact
the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora, at 333-1191.

N '/

Deputy Director
LHE:CP:bh Project Development Division

V-10
My telephone number is___333-1130

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
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Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

William K. Heilmann
Secretary

January 19, 1987 Hal Kassof

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

Mr. John A. Leyes
3904 Underwood Street
Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

Dear Mr. Leyes:

I am writing in response to your comments regarding the pro-
posed widening of Interstate Route 270 East Segment.

The State Highway Administration has identified a strong
need for a cross-country highway as you have described to relieve
Interstate Route 495 from this traffic movement as well as to
handle approved and projected development through this region.
The traffic projections that were developed to identify the road-
way improvements needed for the Interstate Route 270 East Seg-
ment included all development and roadway improvements that are
projected to be in place in the design year 2010. Among the
roadway improvements that we included in this analysis are the
Intercounty Connector, the widening of Interstate Route 495
between Maryland Route 97 (Georgia Avenue) and Maryland
Route 355 (Rockville Pike), and the widening of Interstate
Route 270 between the Y-Split and Maryland Route 121. Even
with these improvements, the traffic projections have indi-
cated a need for an additional lane in each direction along
the East Segment of Interstate Route 270. '

Thank you for your interest in these projects. Your name
has been added to the project mailing list and you,will receive
mailings informing you of future developments on the project.
If you have any further questions or comments, please contact

the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Peco/a, at 333-1191.

Deputy Directbr
Project Development Division

LHE:CP:bh

V-12 ,
My talephone number is 333-1130

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383.7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
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WMaryland Department of Iransportation William K. Helimann ®
State Highway Administration secrelary
January 21, 1987 -:mﬁxﬁf

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

Mr. C. J. Dellatorre
10720 Pine Haven Terrace
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dear Mr. Dellatorre:

I am writing in response to your comments regarding the pro-
posed widening of the Interstate Route 270 East Spur.

A noise analysis was performed for the proposed project. The
Environmental Assessment, dated August, 1986, contains the results
of this analysis, which include measurements of existing noise
levels in your neighborhood. The Environmental Assessment is
available for review at the Rockville Branch of the Montgomery
County Library located at 99 Maryland Avenue, Rockville, or by .

contacting the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora, at 333-1191.

The noise level in your neighborhood was measured as 62 dBA.
It is predicted to increase to 68 dBA with the No-Build Alternate
and to 70 dBA with the proposed widening. The Federal Noise
abatement criteria is 67 dBA which requires us to study abate-
ment in this area.

The analysis that has been performed for this alternate
shows that the projected noise levels for the Build and No-Build
Alternates are not significantly different. The increases in
predicted noise levels are not as a result of the proposed proj-
ect, but are a function of the increase in traffic over time.
Therefore, noise mitigation is being studied in terms of a retro-
fit program for noise abatement which is aimed at mitigating
existing noisc¢ problems.

We hope to have a final position on the noise issue before
the end of this winter.

Your comments also addressed an important point regarding
the congestion that is currently experienced at the interchange
of Interstate Route 495/Interstate Route 270 East/Maryland
Route 355. Improvements to this interchange are going to be
constructed as part of a project to provide additional lanes
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Mr. C. J. Dellatorre
January 21, 1987
Page 2

on Interstate Route 495 between Maryland Route 97 (Georgia Avenue)
and Maryland Route 355 (Rockville Pike). This project has been
advertised for construction and will begin in the spring of 1987.

The improvements that are programmed for the rest of Inter-
state Route 270 are needed to improve traffic operations north
of the Interstate Route 270 Spur and to accommodate traffic
growth that is anticipated on Interstate Route 270 between Inter-
state Route 459 and Maryland Route 121.

Thank you for your comments. Your name has been added to the
project mailing list and you will receive mailings to provide you
with updates on this project. If you have any questions or further

comments, please contact the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora,
at 333-1191.

M"‘ . (i: '
uis H. Ege, Jq.{ °

Deputy Director
Project Development Division

LHE:CP:bh
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Sheidon L. Kahalas REC%IVEB

6216 Charnwood Drive SEP zﬁ%ﬁ

Rockville, MD 20852
(301) 493-6799

BIRECTOR, 0:F10¢ oF
IPLAMHING & PRELIMINAKY ENGINEERING

Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203 September 26, 1986

Dear Sirs,

!} wish to go on record with objection to, as you put it, "improving the
East Segment of 1-270 in conformance with the original construction design
which includes the provision for two additionai lanes". That is to say, 1 object
to the placement of two additional lanes into the east branch of 270, for two
main reasons:

1. It does not solve the problem! Right now and for the foreseeable
future there is a building boom going on up 270. In a few years, ] expect to
see wall-to-wallhouses between Germantown and Frederick. Since I work in
Germantown, 1 have seen the great spurt in building in that area over the
past § years. And since 1 drive north in the morning and south in the
evening, 1 have had occasion, every day, to sec the a&lrcady tremenrdous
increase in traffic going in the other direction. Your proposed construction is
a bandaid, not very cost effective solution, to a gaping wound problem. Your
placing a single lane on each side of the highway wiii not solve this problem.
1 would suggest that the no-build alternative is a preferable solution,
recognizing that there is, or soon will be the need for a major new highway,
not just a widening of 270.1 suggest that it would be prudent to determine
now where where a new north-south highway can be built, rather than
spending valuable resources on a short-term solution, the lane-addition to 270.

2. The noise situation on 270 is barely tolerable now. 1 understand that,
according to the measurements you did, the noise measurements are exceeded
in one area already. 1 suspec! that if we had the noise measurements done by
our own consultant and subject to his selection of times and circumstances,
etc. and .nterpretation, that the values could rise by 2-4 DBA, especially if
they were done in the Fall with increased traffic and after the leaves have
fallen, rather than in the summer, as your measurements apparently were. This
wouid mean that many other sites, if not a majority, would exceed the
acceptable value of 67.

Your analysis, based on projections to the year 2010, shows the
cost of noise barriers and the number of residences protected, but you
give us no indication of what the actual noise abatement mezsures you
would recommend wiil be. By the way, 1 flat-out do not believe your
projection for the year 2010 that purports to show a 0 t¢ a 2 DBA
difference between the no-build (i.e., no additional lanes) and the bulild
(i.e., two additional lanes) cases. The addition of two 'anes should lead
to a 2(new)/4(original)= 50% increase in the noise level.

V-16




-
-

Until you do make a decision on nolse abatement and I can be
assured that these noise abatement measures wil] be instituted, I have
no choice but to try to protect my investment in my home, whose value
would certainly be degraded by being placed in a noise environment
that exceeds federal standards. Therefore 1 am opposed to the project In

which additional lanes are placed in the East spur of 1-270, whether or
not additional land is required.

Sincerely yours,

Sheldon L. Kahalas

V-17
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Maryland Department of Transportation wilem K. Holmem @

State Highway Administration _ Secrstary
~“R70E. Hal Kessotf

DEG 0 2 % COPY Administretor

No. FOR

Re: Contract No.|[M 40]-1543372 N
Interstate Rqute 370 Ejst SEgment
Y-Split to Irfterstate Route®495 m

PDMS No. 151105 = gr‘ﬁ;

ORIGINAL 6 <o

Mr. Sheldon L. Kahalas TO FILE ) W HOe

6216 Charnwood Drive DATE £, : 2 (@]

Rockville, Maryland 20852 -y 2fn—
Dear Mr. Kahalas: S% —

I am writing to acknowledge the receipt of your comments by
Secretary Hellmann regarding the Interstate Route 270 East Segment
study and will attempt to address some of your concerns regarding
the proposed widening on his behalf. ~

The Build Alternate, Alternate 2, has been shown as the pre-
ferred alternate because it would provide the additional roadway
capacity required to meet projected traffic demand. This project
is consistent with adjacent State Highway Administration proj-
ects. A project to provide additional capacity along Interstate
Route 495 from Maryland Route 97 (Georgia Avenue) fo Maryland
Route 355 (Rockville Pike)/Interstate Route 270 East is about to
begin construction. This project will improve traffic operations
at the Interstate Route 495/Maryland Route 355/Interstate Route
270 East interchange. The proposed widening of Interstate Route
270 East Segment is also consistent with a project currently in
the Final Design Phase that will widen Interstate Route 270 be-
tween Montrose Road and the Y-Split to meet the increasing traffic
demand along the Interstate Route 270 corridor.

An analysis has been performed of the noise impacts generated
by all the alternates being studied, including the No-Build. This
analysis shows that the projected noise levels for the Build and
No-Build Alternates are not significantly different. The in-
creases in predicted noise levels are not as a result of the pro-
posed project, but are a function of the increase in traffic over
time. Therefore, noise mitigation is being studied in terms of a
retrofit program for noise abatement which is aimed at mitigating
existing noise problems.
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Mr. Sheldon L. Kaghalas
B8C 0 2 1986

Page Two

As a result of a recent meeting with representatives of your
community, we agreed to address concerns.such as yours by taking
new field measurements, and reevaluating the noise data and pre-
dictions. Certainly, if we find any errors in our initial assess-
ment, we will reconsider our assessment of noise mitigation.

Your name is on our mailing 1ist for the Interstate Route 270
East Segment project planning study. Through this mailing list,
we will keep you up-to-date on the status of this study.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding this proj-
ect. If you have any further comments or questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me or the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine
Pecora, at 333-1191,

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BYY
HAL KASSOFF
Hal Kassoff
Administrator
HK:tn
cc: Secretary William K. Hellmann
bcc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Jg;. Michael Snyder

r. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Charles B. Adams

Additional Information:

Alternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected a1tefnate for addressing traffic

problems along the 1-270 East Segment.
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September 18, 1986 =k

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Director, Office of Planning

and Preliminary Engineering
Maryland State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, MD 21203

Dear Mr. Pedersen:

The Transportation Coordinating Committee of the Greater
Washington Board of Trade is pleased that the State Highway
Administration is planning to improve the East Segment of
I-270. Although we cannot attend the public hearing, we

did want to register our support. .

Because of its link to I-495, this segment is vital to the
smooth flow of traffic in the I-270 corridor. This widen-
ing would also address the anticipated additional growth
in the area.

Recognizing that many roads are at capacity or nearing
capacity in Montgomery County, the Board's 1984 and 1986
regional Transportation Agenda advocated "Complete widening
of I-270." However, we would urge that the State Highway
Administration accelerate the process as much as possible
to address the critical problems in this area.

Thank you for allowing us to comment on the proposed widen-
ing- of the I-270 East Segment.

Cordially,

L. /é%%
Edwin I. Colodny

Chairman
Transportation Coordinating Committee

RECEIVED

SEP 23 1986 . .
ECTORBFFIEE B——
PLANNING & PRELIMINAKY ENBYEERIf Trade Building » 1129 20th Street, N.W,, Washington, D.C. 20036 + 202-857-5990
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Maryland Department of Transportation | William K. Hellmana

Secretary

State Highway Administration

‘O

January 21, 1987 Hal Kassoft

Administrator

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

Mr. Edwin I. Colodny, Chairman

Transportation Coordinating Committee

The Greater Washington Board of Trade

1129 20th Street, N.W. -
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Colodny:

I am writing in response to your letter to Mr. Neil Pedersen
regarding the proposed widening on Interstate Route 270 East
Segment.

I would like to thank you for expressing your support of
; this project. The State Highway Administration is recommending
. to the Federal Highway Administration the Alternate 2, inside
widening, be approved for design and construction. We antici-
pate receiving Location/Design Approval in February, 1987.
This project is a Number One priority within the State Highway

Administration and we anticipate construction advertisement in
early 1988.

Thank you again for your comments and feel free to provide
me with any additional comments you may have.

Vgny/trT]?fiégxilfd
Louis H. Ege, ‘Jt.

Deputy Director
Project Development Division

LHE: bh

cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
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CoUALT
PUBLIC NOTICE '}
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION |

COMMENT PERIOD EXTENDED

In response to requests from elected officials and citizens,
the Maryland State Highway Administration has extended the comment
period for the Interstate Route 270 East Segment "Public Hearing
Transcript" to October 31, 1986. Written statements and other
exhibits relating to the project may be submitted by this date to
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director, Office of Planning and Preliminary
Engineering, State Highway Administration, Post Office Box 717,
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717. -

Hal Kassoff _
October 9, 1986 State Highway Administrator
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Maryland Department of Transportation Willam K. Hellmamn
State Highway Administration ::;’:;:so"
Administrator

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N v
Interstate Route 270 East Seqpenf!! _

Y-Split to Interstate Route 4PSNo © O OR
PDMS No. 151105

Mr. Sam T. Gibson
5801 Rossmore Drive

Bethesda, M a 2081 ORIGINA, /
ethesda, Maryland 20814 _ 10 FILE /J%L
Dear Mr. Gibson: DATE |,

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed widening of
the Interstate Route 270 East Segment. As you are aware, the erec-
tion of noise barriers is being considered as part of this study. No
decision has yet been reached regarding this issue. Your comments will
be included in the project record and considered in the decision-making
process.

Your name is oun our mailing list, assuring that you will be kept
up to date on the status of this study.

Thank you again for your input.

Very trudy ijf '
y \
M \ —
Neil J. dersen, Dlrector

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:cd

cc: Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Ms. Catherine Pecora

Additional Information: ‘ -
Alternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate for addressing traffic

problems along the I-270 East Selgment. Noise barriers will not be built as
part of this project. '

Vv-23
My telephone number Is__659-1110
Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
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TELEPHONE: (202) 708-2400

October 17, 1986

william Hellman

Secretary of Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 8755

Baltimore-Washington International Airport
Baltimore, MD 21240

Dear Mr, Hellman:

Pursuant to my conversation with your office on
October 10, 1986, I am detailing the following
concerns that my community of Windemere in Rockville,
Maryland share in regard to the I-270 East Segment
Expansjon Project.

The Project, per se, is not at issue.
and understand its necessity and overall beneficial
Impact to Montgomery County, as well as the potential
economic advantages that our community may realize by
jts increased accessibility.

What is at Issue is noise abatement.
is immediately adjacent to the proposed expansion.
Presently, we are living with barely tolerabie levels
of noise pollution based on figures provided by State
Highway Administration consultants with anticipated
increases beyond what is considered excessive levels
after the completion of this project.

Yet, we have received no assurances from officials
that sound abatement barriers will be constructed;

in fact, because the construction costs of such
barriers exceed what is generally accepted, it would
seem doubtful that our neighborhood will ever receive
consideration.

What is particularly disturbing is that at the final
public hearing on September 30, 1986, one month after
official public notification of the project, it was
apparent that the full environmental survey and nojse
pollution study was not ready for publication and
would not be until January 1987. Even so, decisions
are expeuted to be made without this information
avaijlable.

RECEIWD

OCT "'( 1986

+97%

DIECTOR, OcFICE OF

PLANNING & PHELINESARY EACIEERING
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William Hellman. =
Secretary of Department of Transportation

as other highways, T profoundly hope that Windemere is of those neighbor=~
hoods receiving consideration since we, as a community, feel it could be
highly prejudiciallto be excluded from such planning.

' Yours truly,

Howard N. smith, M.D.
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December 11, 13280 \

woward M. Smitin, H.D.

Yater Medical Group

1760 Massachusetts Avenua, 1.W.
Washiagton, D.C. 20036

Dear Dv. Smiths

Thank you for your letter of Gctober 14, 1986 ragarding noise

TN

cory

FOR

ORIGINAL
TO FILE

OATE

abatansut measures in the Windemere commmnity as related to the Drovosed

construction alony the I-270 easters spur.

Tha state Bighvay Administration (Ski) is continuing its evaluation

of tho appropriatencss of meagures to mitigate noise alony I~270. A

decision concerning the construction of noise barriers within the viindamere
coznunity will be made witiaip three wonths. I have asked that the Sik

koop you informsd regarding its decisioca.

I also have asked Secretary William K. Hellmann to provide adiitional
detall regarding this study, and its relationship to tha I-270 construction
project. The Secretary, wvho also racoived a copy of your latter, will Le

responding concurrently with this letter,

I appreciate yocur concern and want to tiank you for your commentg.

Sinzéfﬁiy,

,f" ',)--.'J ./"".-'-’ éf'
S TES e
Tl g, L
Governor /// 0/
BE/WKH/al
bee:s William K. Hallmann
David Chapin
Hal Kassoff .
Neil Pedersen '
véichael Snyder
uis B. Ege, Jr.

Charles Adams
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, Maryland Department of Transportation Harry Hughes

GOVE(HOT
. - The Secretary’s Office

William K. Hellmann
Secrelory

December 9, 1986

Dr. Howard N. Smith

Yater Medical Group

1780 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Smith:

I am writing to respond to your October 14, 1986 letter
regarding noise impacts to the Windemere community associated
with the proposed widening of Interstate Route 270 East Segment.
Additionally, Governor Hughes, to whom you sent a copy of the
same letter, has asked me to provide a detailed response to your

concerns.

The State Highway Administration is continuing its evalua-
tion of the appropriateness of measures to mitigate noise along
. the I-270. This effort is part of a federal program that
‘provides funds for noise abatement retrofitting along areas
adjacent to existing highways. The evaluation considers the
number of homes that would benefit from noise barriers in
relation to cost, when these homes were constructed in relation
to when the highway was constructed, and the availability of
funds. A decision regarding the implementation of this program
, in the Windemere community should be made within three months. I
d have asked Hal Kassoff, the State Highway Administrator, to keep
: you informed regarding the decision.

Your letter indicated that construction of noise barriers
should proceed concurrently with the construction along the I-270
eastern spur. Based on results of studies conducted by the State
Highway Administration, we believe that the roadway widening can
and should proceed independently of the decision to provide noise
; mitigation. Since this finding is contrary to your position, I
! want to explain carefully how this decision was reached.

Noise impact analysis is performed as part of the environ-
mental studies for any major roadway project. When the Environ-
mental Assessment was prepared for the I-270 eastern spur

AT et . - e L L
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Dr. Howard N. Smith
Page Two: : ‘

project, the noise impact of the various alternates, including a
"no-build" option was studied. Projected noise level for the
"build" and "no-build" alternates were not significantly differ-
ent. Most simply stated, even were the proposed additional lanes
not added to the roadway, the noise levels resulting from in-
Ccreased traffic would be approximately the same as that resulting
from traffic levels on the to be expanded roadway. In part, this
is due to the fact that the project involves a widening of the
roadway within the median, so that the noise source will not be
brought closer to the adjoining residences. Our studies indicate
that any increase in noise levels will not result from the
proposed I-270 widening, but as a result of increases in traffic
over time which will occur regardless of the provision of
additional lanes. In sum, the decision to provide noise mitiga-
tion is related to existing and future noise conditions along the
roadway, which are not significantly affected by the widening.
Consequently, the widening project can proce~d independently of
any noise mitigation efforts.

Our findings are based on work done by the State Highway
Administration as part of the Environmental Assessment for the
proposed I-270 project. This document was made available to the
public on August 29, 1986, one month before the Location/Design
Public Hearing, at various locations in the project area. 1In
addition, a Noise Report has been prepared which describes the
noise analysis methodology and results. The report is available
for review and limited distribution by contacting the Project
Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora, at the State Highway Adminis-

tration at (301) 333-1191.

We encourage you to review this material and provide
additional comments to the State Highway Administration. The
closing date of October 31, 1986 for comments applies to the
official transcript of the Location/Design Public Hearing.
Comments received after this date will be included in the project
records and will be considered in the State Highway Adminis-
tration's decision-making process.

As a result of a recent meeting with representatives of your
community, we agreed to take new field measurements, and re-
evaluate the noise data and predictions. Certainly, if we find
any errors in our initial assessment, we will reconsider our
assessment of noise mitigation, as it relates to the I-270

widening project.
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Dr. Hdward N..Smith
Page Three

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding this
project. . :

Sincerely,

William K. Hellmann
Secretary

WKH: jaw

cc: Mr. Hal Kassoff
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Michael Snyder
/M;. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Charles Adams

Additional Information:
Alternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate for addressing
traffic problems along the I-270 East Segment. Noise barriers will not
be built as part of this project.
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LA\;I OFFICES A
DAVID, HAGNER & HARVEY .
1120 NINETEENTH STREET. N, W. o

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20036
202 467-86900

RICHARD G, DAVID
WILLIAM M, HARVEY
JOHN D, HAGNER
DAVID R, KUNEY
DENNIS A, DAVISON
JOHN £, WILLIAMS
STANLLY J, WROSEL
PAUL A KAPLAN
WILLIAM B, BLOAN A .
BTANLLY B MAJORS ¢ o : ’ B
KENNETH W, LOGWOOD Co o : '
DENNIS B, KLEIN . L
CHRISTINE . CARSTENS
DESMOND O. CONNALL, IR October 23, 1986
STUART A KRUGER . .

. CHARLES'J, LECLAIRE ¢ ’

GARRICK R, MULLING
THOMAS R, PETTY

J. FAED CARLEY,IT -
PAMELA V, ROTHENBER!

G ADMITTED IN VIRGINIA ONLY
¢ ADMITTED IN OEORGIA ONLY

Hal Kassoff, Chairman
State Roads Commission of the
' State Highway Administration
~9707 N, Calvert Street -~ =~ c
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 ' o e

'Re: - Windemere Neighborhood Association -
©  _-Route 270 Expansion .

RE

.Dear'Halﬁl ;ﬂ;};'g;ﬁ

. 1%8m.writing to you on behalf of a concerned group of

1\

L‘?’ y - (&)

cAu’.g’onaan —
AT IR M -

WASNIﬂgON, 0. Ce|

TELECOPER NUMBER
202 #67-6910

WRITER'S DIRECY
DIAL NUMBER

CEJVED

ocT 28 1986

T2

© DIREETOR, GiFICE OF
PLANNING & PRELIMHARY EMGINEERING

‘All

'residents.of :Windemere, which is located adjacent to I-270. U

- of us will be: adversely affected by the widening of 1-270 through" )
an unacceptablelincrease in noise pollution. ~We are attempting - -

';to.convince,the?State“Highuay,Administration.that'the erection of

" ‘noige barriers. (other than a berm) is.critical'tdﬁour”well-being”ff°

.and amply justified:by;appropriate engineering:studigs.

’ 5'-'#%;Ihhéﬁéfbeen=askeé-td serve as legaihcoord

' we have ‘retained Mr, Pat:Raher of ‘Hogan & Hartson.

inator, and
Pat has .been

_attemp:ingltd'arfange a .meeting with you through the office of
Senator Dennis but has been advised that you cannot ;meet until

after:the first ofi'November due to a heavy schedule.

This

- creates a.ce:;ainqdifficulty for us because the deadline for ,
~.-f1ling publicf:esponses;is»Octobet.Bl,~1986.ﬁ.13wou1d;like to ask
thgt-this date;bg;extended-until we have an:oppo;tunity to meet.

. .f?;rhiéiféfa matief of true urgehcy to all df us who find
the noise pollution along I-270 to be a serious detriment. The

thought of increasing this pollution is unacceptable.

I would ..

.greatly appreciate ;the chance to meet with you, along with Pat

and any others, to:try to resolve this matter, "Unfortunately,

‘ you and I have .exchanged telephone messages only.
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. LAN OFFIC!B
‘ DAVID, HAGNER & HARVEY

Mr. Hal Kassoff .
~ October 23, 1986
' Page 2

It has been many years since you and I.were friends
and nelghbors in Columbia. I am glad that we will have a chance
to. renew our friendship, and I look forward to meeting you at
your earliest opportunlty.

My very best to you and your family.

oL _ Very truly yours, .
KSR " pavia R. Kuney =\

.cc: Dr. David Doman ,
Patrick M. Raher, Esq.

" DRK/dArf
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Waryland Department of Transportation

Williom K. Helimann .

State Highway Administration Sccretary
X Hal Kassoff
NUV 0 6 ‘985 Administrator
T0E.
COPY
No FOR
Mr. David R. Kuney.
Law Offices of David, Hagner and Harvey _
1120 Nineteenth Street, N.W. PR —
Washington, D.C. 20036 | UKIGINAL
& 0 FiLE A&&
Dear Mr. Kuney: DATE ”éﬂfg'

This is in response to your October 23, 1986 letter in
which you requested that the State Highway Administration
extend the deadline beyond October 31, 1986 for filing public
responses regarding the widening of Interstate 270 East Segment.

1 should start by explaining what the October 31, 1986
deadline represents. This date is the closing date for written
comments being included in the public hearing transcript. As
you may be aware, this date was already extended once to October
31, 1986 and is an entire month after the Location/Design
public hearing, which was held on September 30, 1986.

Obviously, the public hearing transcript is an important
document, but it is not the only means by which the public
can provide input to the decision making process for the proj-
ect. Any written comments received prior to or following
the closing date for the public hearing transcript go into
our project record, and all comments received up until the
time of a decision for the project. are considered at the time
that the decision is made. \

We have scheduled a meeting with the Windermere neighbor-
hood association on November 12, 1986 regarding the Interstate
270 East Segment project. 1 can assure you that any comments
made at that meeting will carry as much weight as if they
had been included in the public hearing transcript.
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Mr. David R. Kuney

page Two  NOV 06 1986

We do not feel that there is a useful purpose served
in further delaying the closing date for the public hearing
transcript for the Interstate 270 East Segment project. There-
fore, an extension will not be granted to the October 31,
1986 deadline. However, you can be assured that any input
which is provided by you or your clients before the decision
is made on this project will be considered in making the deci-
sion for the project.

Meanwhile, if you wish to further discuss any aspects
of the project, please feel free to contact me or Mr. Neil
Pedersen, Director of the State Highway Administration's Office

~ of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, at (301) 659-1110.

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY:
HAL KASSOFF

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK:tn

cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen

bce: Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Charles Adams

Additional Information:
Alternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate for addressing traffic
capacity problems on the I-270 East Segment. The noise analysis indicated
that any increase in noise levels is not a result of the widening, but rather
is a function of normal traffic increases over time in accordance with planned
growth. The projected noise levels for the Build and No-build Alternates are
not significantly different. Accordingly, noise mitigation will not be
implemented as part of this project.
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5707 Rossmore Drive

Bethesda, MD 20814
October 27, 1986

yoe 7 B0
aa

\

Mr. Hal Kassoff

State Highway Administration
Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Dear Mr.

90, ¥

Kassoff:

This is to request that your planning office strongly
consider placement of an effective sound barri
side of the I-270 East leg betwee

er along the south
n 01d Georgetown Road and the
Beltway. The quality of life has been severely compromised by
the ever escalating level of noise along this corridor. It is
apparent that noise control is mandatory regardless of whether or
not there is a widening of the I-270 East leg.

Please advise me of any other avenues whic
in order to make my

h I should pursue
opinion known to
officials.

appropriate planning

Sincerely yours,

gs&wﬁwf

James E. Balow, M.D.
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5707 Rossmore Drive & =)

Bethesda, MD 20814 = -0

October 27, 1986 > 2n3

= 22q

Mr. Neil J. Pederson ) 2’?‘“4
State Highway Administration =z -z
Box 717 - -
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 ==

Dear Mr. Pederson:

This is to request that your planning office strongly
consider placement of an effective sound barrier along the south
side of the I-270 East leg between 0ld Georgetown Road and the
Beltway. The quality of life has been severely compromised by
the ever escalating level of noise along this corridor. It is

apparent that noise control is mandatory regardless of whether or
not there is a widening of the I-270 East leg.

Please advise me of any other avenues which I should pursue
in order to make my opinion known to appropriate planning
officials.

| Sincerely yours,
<€} éZzﬁiha,ézﬂxr”
nges E..Ba{ey, M.D.
Jhtin 4. Babono—

Mary G. Balow

IRECEIVED
' 988
OCl 2y 198¢

DIRECTOR, 0.kt UL
PLANNING & PRELIARY EHGLIEERING
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. | No FOR
Maryland Department of Transportation Wittam K| Hollms
. : - . : © Secretary
State Highway Administration
HalKassJﬂ

NUV 1 2 lggs Admlnlnmd_r

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N~ “FfiLE
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495

PDMS No. 151105 ]
==

= o
o :?‘D
Dr. & Mrs. James E. Balow r <M=
5707 Rossmore Drive i 5“2;53
Bethesda, Maryland 20814 L mTom
Tt O

Dear Dr. & Mrs. Balow: ;; =i

&y =f

I am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letters of
October 27, 1986 to Mr. Pedersen and me regarding noise attenuation
for the Interstate Route 270 East Segment. The comments you and
your neighbors expressed are being considered as part of the State
Highway Administration's decision-making process. We are continuing
to study the feasibility of various types of noise attenuation for

your neighborhood. ‘

Thank you for your input, and if you have any further comments
or questions, please do not hesitate to contact Mr. Neil J. Pedersen,
Director of the Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, at
659-1110, or the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora, at 659-1191.

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY-
HAL KAsSOF F

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK:cd
cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen

L JMr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Additional Information: )
ATternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate. The technical noise

analysis indicated that noise barriers are not warranted, largely in part due

to the insignificant differences in projected noise levels between the Build and
No-build Alternates in the design year 2010. Thus, any increases are not a result
of the widening. Noise barriers will not be constructed as part of this project.
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Michael Naill ¢ s
11327-A Liberty Road S
Frederick, Maryland 21701
(301)898-3545

October 31, 1986

Mr. Harry Hughes

c/0 Maryland Administrative Board of Election Laws
P.0. Box 231 .
Annapolis, Maryland 21404-0231

Subject: Problems on Route 270

Dear Mr. Hughes:

I'm writing you this letter in regards to the congestion on

Route 270. I would 1like to know what is proposed to leviate this
continuous disaster. I ask you this because I am one of the many
who have to take this route every morning and evening. I would
appreciate your -response as soon as possible.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Meine . Nousl

Michael Naill
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*his ic in rasponse tn your letter of Cctobor 31, 193¢ regarfing I
congesitiun problems o Interstate Roate 270.

Addressing the capacity deficioencies along Interstace Fouto 270
is a top priority of thse Maryland State Highway adndnisctration (S1A).
Thae SHA uas budgeted aprroximately $200 million to recoustruct Interstate
Koura 272 ketween the Interstate Poute 270 spur and Marviand Route 121,
Tue project will require upyrading this roadway to an eight lane highway
withh cwo lane collector-distrilutor roads varalleling the northbound and
southbound roadways, letwesn the spur and Maryland Rnute 124. Prom Marylanc
Foute 124 north to Marviapc koute 121 addlitional mainline lanes will be
added. In addition, most of thu interchanges will ba reconstructed. .
Tuils croject has bean dividad into a2 numbeor of secnants which are
iz various phasaes of design and construction. By assigning the engincering
work to a speclul design teanm, tlhe scheuule has been raduoed Ly noearly two
yaars. It is anticiputed construction of the widensd mainline will hogin -
in 1937, sulbject to the {inal outcome of pending litigation.

1 appreciate your concerns reqarding this matter and want to assure
you that tie Sl 48 worhinge toward meeting the incoreasing traffic demands
of the moterists utilicing the Intarstate Route 270 ecorridor.

/ / ’ V 1"'
£ e
- : smgznl?, .

i e 2t g ST, AR S e
P el . . o

¢ » e = e " N

¥ //, (¥ [ w

Governor /'/ ¢
BH/WiH/nl

bec: Secretary William K. Hellmann
Mr. Hal Kassoff
Mr. fieil J. Pedersen
/Mr. louis H. Ege, Jr.
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Dear Mr. Pederéen.

: Weﬁhave been retalned by the Windemere Homeowners
to represent’ their interests with respect to the proposed
widening of..Intexrstate Route 270. ' Enclosed please find
the Comments* of the Windemere Homeowners regarding that
proposal.'- ' :

Slncerely,
Patrl ck M. Raher

PMR/jlw
enclosure .-



COMMENTS OF THE WINDERMERE HOMEQOWNERS
ON THE PROPOSED EXPANSION
. OF INTERSTATE ROUTE 270
FROM THE Y-SPLIT TQ INTERSTATE ROUTE 495

INTRODUC&ION

The . following commenféware presented on behalf of the
Windermere Homeowners .("Homeowners"), an organiiation of
homeowners who will bé adversely affected by the proposed
widening of Interstate 270 (I-270) in Montgomery County.if
noise barriers'aie not installed. The Homeowners represent
vimpacted residents" whose views must be a "major consideration
in reaching a decision” on noise barriers along the I-270
eastern segment. 23 C.F.R. § 772.12(£)(1986).

Substahtiaily all of Windermere was built before 1976,
yet, to date, thé state has conveniently downplayed the fact
that the proposed expénsion of I-270 will impact over 1,000
residents and 225 homes in Windermere alone. These are people
who already suffer.a significant degree of noise pollution and
are in imminent danger of seeing their quality of life
diminished further by highway noise. The short notice period
and incomplete séudy of the prgﬁosed widening has greatly
alarmed the residents of Windermere. These people know
first-hand the insidious and harmful effects of highway noise.
They are extremely concerned, not only with the obvious
inaccuracy, incompleteness and bias of the state Noise Quality
Analysis, but also with the State's apparent disregard for

their right of due process.
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Windermere is locafed dffecély north of 270 between
the Y-split and Oldeeorgetown Road. It is an area already
subject to éubgééﬁﬁia1 noise polluﬁion. Widening the I-270
east seément wiliwgéfve to ianea;e noise pollution in the
neighhorhbod tbjunaéceptable igéels significantly above the
federal noise standard. Rather than seiiously addressing this
problem, the éu;iédt'state proposal, which will utilize federal
fundS} is baséa?gh 5; inadequate environmental analysis and
considérationldféoﬁfions and appears to be biased against the
installation oéfﬁbisglbarriers. 1/ Federal law and regqulations
require a fair{;nd:thorough analysis of the noise effects of

highway construcﬁion"and expansion, prior to project approval.

See 23 .U,S.C, §'109(i) (1982); 23 C.F.R. § 721.1 et seq.

\
e
3.

1/ The comments of the Homeowners are based on the limited
information available in the Noise Quality Analysis, prepared
by the Maryland State Highway Administration and other public
documents provided by the Federal Highway Administration. The
Homeowners have made considerable efforts to obtain additional
information related to this project but have been .
unsuccessful. In addition, the Homeowners have attempted to
meet with Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator, State Highway
Administration, Maryland Department of Transportation in an
attempt to resolve this dispute. Despite the strong interest
of the Homeowners and the need for additional information,

Mr. Kassoff was unable to arrange a meeting with the Homeowners
prior to the date these comments were due. The Homeowners'
request that the deadline for comments be extended until after
it had an opportunity to meet with Mr. Kassoff was also denied.

-

v-41



(1986). The Homeowners believe that, although the Noise
Quality Analysis demonstrates a clepr need for noise abatement
measures, the analysis is, as a whele, an insufficient factual
basis for refusing to implement noisg abatement measures.
Thus, a decision by Maryland to approve this project without
the installation of noise barriers would clearly be arbitrary,

capricious and subject to challenge.

DISCUSSION

Federal tegnlations require a three part analysis to
determine whether noise abatement measures should be
implemented. First, a traffic noise impact must be
identified. Second,‘noise abatement measures which will
*reduce the traffic.noise impact"” must be identified. Third,
“the overall noise abatement benefits® must outweigh the costs
of the abatement measures. 23 C.F. R § 772.13(a) (1986). The
Noise Quality Analysls mandated by, federal regulations and |

o

prepared by the State Highway Department complies with only the

first two stages of the analysis, demonstrat1ng the need for,

-, -v"‘

and availability" of,’ effect1ve n01se abatement measures. The
Analysis, however;_falls to adegFately or accurately provide
the information.necessaty to make a judgment on whether the
benefits of noise abatement outweigh its costs. No estimate of
the benefits of neise‘abatement is provided. Moreover, the

cost data provided islcompletely unreliable. For these
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reasons, the record to. date demonstrates only a need for noise
barriers along the I-270 east segment and the Homeowners
request that Marylénd either ackngwledge that noise barriers
will be insfalléd witﬁ this projéﬁt or halt the Project until a

study which meets'federal requlatory requirements is prepared.

The Noise Impacts of Widening I-270

Protection.aéainst noise pollution is an integral part
of the Fedéfal-aid highway system., The Federal-Aid Highway Act
requires the ﬁromﬁlgation of “standards for highway noise
levels compatible with different land uses." 23 U.S.C.
§ 109(i) (1982); If the I-270 east segment is widened,
Windermere and othef neighborhoods surrounding I-270 will be
subject to noise levels in excess of the federal standard. The
Federal Highway Administration has determined thaL 67
dBA/Leq(h) is the maximum acceptable noise level for most
residential neighborhoods. See 23 C.F.R. Parf 772, Table 1
(1986). According to the Noise anlity Analysis prepared by
the State, at least 166 homes, oéé church and two widely used
recreation areaé will experience noise levels in excess of the

federal standard. 2/ The recreation areas affected by the

2

L
2/ The Windermere Homeowners do not concede that the adverse

noise impact is limited to the areas designated in the Noise
Quality Analysis.. While the Homeowners recognize that any such

T [Footnote continued]
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proposed expansion consist of tennis courts located east of 01d
"Georgetown Road and a heavily used recreation center in the
Windermere neighbophood. 3/

In addition to consideration of projected noise

levels, federal reguiations require state highway agencies to

2/ [Footnoté continued) ;

study is at best an ‘approximation; the Homeowners believe that
the more sophisticated day/night average highway study
methodology (Ldn) would more accurately reflect the impact of
the proposed expansion. The study method employed by the Noise
Quality Analysis does not fully reflect the adverse noise
effacts of the I-270 widening because it does not take into
consideration highway noise at night. ' The day/night average
method, on the other hand, is a 24 hour average which takes
into account heightened sensitivity to nighttime noise.

Moreover, the Federal Highway Administration does not limit
its analysis to only. those homes which will experience noise
lavels in excess of 67 dBA, A noise impact exists when
projected noise levels “approach or exceed" the noise abatement
criteria. Highway Traffic Noise in the United States: Problem
and Response, U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal
Highway Administration, Office of Environmental Policy, Noise
and Air Analysis Division, April, 1986, at 7. The state study,
however, includes only homes and other community facilities at
which it estimates the noise standard will be exceeded. It
completely fails to assess the impact of this proposal on the
hundreds of additional homes which will experience increased
noise pollution if this project proceeds. Accordingly, the
full impact of the proposed widening is actually much greater
than the State Highway Administration estimate, If Maryland
does not intend to include noise barriers in this Project, the
Homeowners believe that the Analysis must be redone to identify
all potentially affected propertieﬁ, as required. :

3/ The recreation center will experience an 11 dBA increase if
the project proceeds without noise barriers. A 10 dBA increase
has been defined by the State lof Maryland as a "substantial
increase"” in the noise level, which is an independent
justification for noise barriers.
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evaluate and consider "the benefits and cost of [noise]
abatement." 23 C.F.R. § 772.9(a)(1986). Although the State
Highway Adminisfration has developed cost figures for noise
barrieré on i-27b,'it has totally failed to consider the social
and economic bénefits of noise abatement.

There is no question that noise barriers have been a
socially beneficial aspect“o:,inééfstate highway development.
Nationwide, barriers have reduced noise levels by ten to 15
decibles, substantlally improving the quality of life of

residents adjacent to the barrlers See Highway Traffic Noise

in the United States: Problemhand Response, U.S. Department of_

Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, Office of
Environmental Pbiicy,-Noise and Air Analysis Division, April,
1986. Closer to home, "the data confirms that the noise
barriers studied éré'effective in reducing traffic noise

levels."” Effectiveness of Noise Barriers Along the Capital

Beltway (I-495) in Northern Virginia, U.S. Department of

Transportation; Féderal Highway Administration, Office of
Environmentallpoiicy, January, 1980. Barriers at the study
locations in Northern Virginia have reduced the loudness of
traffic noise by at least one-~ half Id. Clearly, all evidence
supports the significant benefits provided by noise barriers.
Thus,.without.further detailed studies that overcome these
benefits there c;n be'no support ﬁdr a decision not to install

noise barriecrs for the-1-270 expansion. The state's failure to
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properly conduct éuch,a study leaves any decision not to
install sound harriers open to challenge as a violation of

regulatory requitements.

The Reasonableness of Noise Abatement

It potential noise impacts are identified, noise
abatement measures must be implemented if they are both

reasonable and feasible., See Highway Traffic Noise, supra, at

7. In this instance, the feasibflity of noise abatement

measures is not 'an issue, leaving only the question of

reasonableness. .In that regard, "the views of the impacted

residents are a major consideration in reaching a decision on

the reasonablenass of abatemeng measures."” Id, (emphasis
added); see 23 C.F.R. § 772.12(f) (1986). The Noise Quality
Analysis takes é muéh narrower and impermissible view of the
factors to be cdnsidered in determining whether noise abatement
measures are reasonable. According to the Noise Quality
Analysis, “"generally, noise barriers are considered reasonable
if the cost per residence is in the $35,000 to $40,000 range."
Nowhere, however, is the baéis for this decision provided or is
the question of whether this generality applies in this
situation addreésed.:

It is also ﬁnclear whether the cost figures in the
Analysis are expfeséed in curfeniidollars or some other unit of

measurement, This attempt to reduce the reasonableness

-




-

determination to a single unsupported dollar figure is not
allowed by law. .The federal regulations require a balancing of
costs and benefiés,ggherefore there must be some basis, on the
record, for the determination that a $40,000 cost outweighs the
benefits of abééémént,along I-270. Thus, the Homeowners
request thaﬁ tﬁe'Anél&sis be redone to comply with the federal
balancing reqdiréménf and that al;”relevant data and analysis
be open for puﬁiic iéview. :

Even:ifkfﬁe $40,000 per resident limit were, on the
record,;found}tpﬁbéién appropriate basis for deciding the
reasonébienéss'df_ndise abatement measures, barriers must be
installed alons-fﬁeﬁéast segment of I-270 because the cost per
resident is reaéonable. The Noise Quality Analysis has divided
the neighborhobdgféffected by the proposal into four separate
Noisé Areas, Afﬁéée.ﬂoise Areas may not, however, be evaluated
individuallf. .The reasonableness of installing noise barriers

must be judgedﬁby viewing the project as a whole. See Vermont

Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. Natural Resources Defense

Council, Inc., 98 S.Ct, 1197, 1209 (1978); Citizens Advocates

For Responsible Expansion v. Dole, 586 F. Supp. 1094, 1107

(N.D, Tex., 1984). 4/ Viewing the proposed expansion of I-270

4/ The necessity of judging noise impacts on a project wide
basis is obvious.. If states are allowed to arbitrarily divide

~ [Footnote continued]

- 8 -
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as a whole, it is clear that noise barriers can be installed at
a "reasonable" price for'all the affected areas.

| Using the cost estimates in the Noise Quality
Analysis, the cost per dwelling of installing noise barriers in
all of the affected areas is $42,726. Although this figure
appears to exceed the $40,000 limit, the cost per residence may
not in fact necessarily exceed the arbitrary limit set by the
State. First, the cost figures infthe Noise Quality Analysis
are based on a §ariety of estimates. The barrier length, the
barrier heightjrnﬁmbér of homes protected and total cost are
all approximations}“ Minor changes in. these approximétions
substantially reduce the cost per' home of noise abatement
measures. For example, in some areas the estimated barrier
height is expressed as a range. The estimated total cost of
£he barrier was.derived by selecting a height slightly over the
mid-point of the expressed range. If the total cost is

estimated using the low point of the range, the cost per home

4/ [Footnote continued)

affected neighborhoods and judge them individually, it is
possible to reduce the number of homes benefitted by noise
abatement measures for purposes of cost analysis and,
accordingly, increase the cost per home in certain
neighborhoods. . Therefore, the state "reasonableness" figure
must be calculated on a cost per residence basis for the entire
prgject. :

-




is $37,967 which qualifies under the State's limited definition
of reasonablené§§;:§/3

Sécond;“éhe noise quality analysis cost methodology is
flawed because.iglféils to consider the benefits of providing
noise abatement folEhe tennis courts and recreation center
which will suffer noise impacts from 1-270. Consideration of
these facilities' reduces the cost per “residence“.of noise
barriers even fdgthetl Consideration and protection 6f such
facilities isiclearly‘mandated b% the Federal Highway .
Administration, Féde}al regulations state that noise abatement

measures must be considered when noise exceeds 67 4dBA for

"recreation areas, playgrounds, active sports areas, [(and]

parks" as well as residences, schools, and churches. 23 C.F.R.
. Part 772, Table 1 (1986) (emphasis adaed). For purposes of
computing the éosg.per residence protected, the State of
Maryland arbitrarily counts schools as ten units and churches
as five units. Appérently, Maryland does not similarly
consider recreation areas and facilities. Clearly, the
recreation center anq tennis courts, which are widely used,
should also be heavily weighted for purposes of cost analysis..
If these facilities are treated in the same manner as churches,
counting each facility as five units, the cos£ per unit of

T

-r
1

5/ Using the exact mid-point of the range reduces the cost to
$41,902 per dwelling unit,.

- 10 -
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noise barriers is $40,366. 6/ If they are treated in the same
manner as schools, the cost is $38,252 per residence. 7/

Third, the Noise Quality Analysis fails to justify or
support'its estimate of the cost of noise barriers. The
Analysis states that "a total cost of $27 per square foot is
assumed to estiméte.total barrier costs“. The Analysis further
states thap this figure is based upon current costs experienced
by the Maryland'étété Highway Admihistration, but does not
indicate the~£y§e of barrier contemplated.

A traffié'hgise analysis must include an “"examination
and evaluation of alternative noise abatement measures for
redﬁcing or eliminating the noisé impacts.* 23 C.F.R.

8§ 772.9(b)(5) (1986); The Highway Department study includes no
such analysis.i Réthér, it merely provides a vagque

descripﬁion --Tg;g; *continuous barrier" -- of the.sole
abatement measdre considered for each Noise Area. The failure
to examine and évéluate the -alternatives is a major deficiency
in the Noise Qdality Analysis. To the extent that the cost of

installing barriers is a consideration, it is impossible to
- <+

6/ 1If the lowest barrier height cost estimate is used, the
cost per dwelling unit, taking into consideration the
recreation center and tennis courts, is $35,869.

1/ Using the lowest barrier height cost estimate, the per
residence cost is $33,992. It should be noted that these two
minor changes reduce the cost per residence by twenty percent.

¢
- 11 -
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make an informed judgment because the noise analysis does not
provide sufficient information. The cost of different

abatement measures varies widely. See Highway Traffic Noise in

the United States, U.S; Department of Transportation Federal

Highway Administration, Office of Environmental Policy, Noise
and Air Analysis Division at p.11l, April, 1986. Without
knowing the type of abatement measures contemplated and the
reasons for selecting a particular method, it is impossible to
judge the accuracylof these costigétimates. For this reason
also, the Homeoﬁﬁefs‘request that the Analysis be redone to
consider the different costs of alternative noise barriers.
Mﬁre importantly, regardless of the method selected,
the state studytapééars to have grossly over estimated the cost
of noise.barrie;s?éibhg I-270. There is nothing in the record
to support thelﬁz;_ﬁér square foot figure and fhe available
evidence sﬁggeéﬁ§3éhat the actual cost per square foot is much

lower, 8/ Federai Highway Administration figures show that the

8/ At the July 14, 1986 meeting of the Montgomery County Noise
Control Advisory Board, Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director, Office
of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, Maryland State Highway
Administration, Maryland Department of Transportation, stated
that the average cost for erecting a highway noise barrier is
approximately $27 per:' square foot for a twenty foot barrier.
This is inconsistent with Federal Highway data which shows that
a 19 foot combination berm/concrete barrier installed on I-695
in 1982, cost only $15.37 per square foot. That data further
shows that the average per square foot cost for all Maryland

‘- [Footnote continued]

- 12..
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cost per square foof_éf a concrete precast noise barrier is
$9.27, 1d. Fof an earth berm noise barrier the cost is a mere
$2.24 perx squaréifoaﬁ. Id. 9/ Using the Federal Highway cost
figures and onlyiqdunfing the 166 homes and one church
protected by noiée barriers along I-270, the cost per residence
is $14,669. Taking the recreation center and tennis courts
into consideration reduces the cost per residepce to at least
$13,859, Even“if:thg Federal Highway cost figures are half of
those experienéed in'Maryland, the Eost of barriers is still
well bélow the'stéte\é undefined'énd unsupported $40,000

standard.

8/ [Footnote continued]

noise barrier projects is $17.23. See Attachment A. Moreover,
none of the projected barriers on the I-270 east segment will
exceed nineteen feet and all of the barriers may be fifteen
feet high or less. It is reasonable to assume that the square
foot cost of noise barriers increases for taller structures.
See Highway Traffic Noise, supra at 10-11. There 1is,
therefore, absolutely no basis that the Homeowners can discern

for the $27 figure.

9/ A table reproducing Federal Highway Administration figures
and the estimated cost per sgquare foot is included as
Attachment B. For purposes of computing a per squarxe foot
average cost, an average barrier height of fifteen feet was
assumed. Even if this height estimate is high, the cost per
square foot is substantially lower than the Maryland State
Highway Department estimate of $27 'per square foot. For
example, if the average barrier height is in fact merely ten
Eeet, the cost per square foot of a precast concrete barrier is
$13.91. - '

- 13 -
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At the very least, the foregoing calculations and
analysis demonstrates that the cost figures in the Noise
Quality Analysisucsnnot be relied on as the sole basis for
decision.“ Moreo;ef;“the data compiled by the Federal Highway
Administration stronoly suggests that the actual cost of noise
barriers wiil befless than the estimate. At worst, the cost of
barriers along 1427Q'nilllexceed Maryland's arbitrary per
residence standerd bpfless than seQen percent. In such
c1rcumstances it cannot be serlously contended that the
1nsta11atlon of barrlers would not be reasonable simply because
the estimated cost per home may slightly exceed $40,000. On
the other side of the ‘ledger, the presence of a serious noise
1mpact along the east segment of I- 270 has been demonstrated
At least one hundred 31xty-one homes and several 1mportant
communlty fac1l1t1es W111 be subject to environmentally
damaging 1evels~of~nolse pollution. The benefits of mitigating
this damage, thoUgh unquantified by the state study, are in the
view of impacted;residents substantial.

_? CONCLUSION

Despite:the many deficiencies in the State Highway
Administration's'Noise Quality Analysis, one thing is
abundantly olear:d The proposed widening of I-270 from the

Y-split to I-495'will have a serious adverse noise impact on
- \

-

Windermere and the other adjacent neighborhoods. It is also

- 14 -

V-53

"

R TN AT AR ST S T 2T

P

o o e YR e et o o e - e s 0 T

im cmee s - —— i gy v+ -



clear that noise abatement measures can be taken to reduce
highway noise.  However, beyond those two facts, the State has
failed to develop a record on which a decision to not construct
noise barriers can be based.

The deficiencies of the record notwithstanding, the
available record will support a decision to install noise
abatement measures in conjunction with widening I-270. The
presence of noise impacts and the availability of at least one
adequate abatement‘measure has been demonstrated. Determining
whether noise abatement measures ére reasonable must be done on
a project-wide bésis. On that bésis the estimated cost of
noise abatement on I-~270 is reasonable.

What the Homeowners see to date is an apparent bias in
the State decision making process to exclude noise barriers
from an expansion project which will utilize the existing
medién strip. Suéh.a bias is not permitted under either
federal requlations or state law. It is arbitrary, capricious,
and an improper use of state and federal funds to cause
citizens to be subjected to admittedly environmentally uqsafe
levels of noise in'such a situation.

The Homeoﬁners do not at this time wish to block the
expansion project, . Such a project has various benefits.
However, this préject;cannot be started if the environmental
damage noted above is not abated through the use of noise

barriers, Accordingly; the Homeowners request that these

- 15 -
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Comments be specifically addressed in the record of this
decision and thag:a;meeting between State Highway
Administration representatives and the Homeowners be undertaken

in an attempt to. resolve this issue.

- 16 -
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PAGE NO. 0005

03/06/85

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC HOISE BARRIERS

STATE
MAINE

Maine
SUBTOTAL

MARYL AND

Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland

SUBTOTAL -
MASSACHUSETTS

Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts

Massachusetts
Massachusetts

Massachusetts
Massachusetts

SUBTOTAL
MICHIGAN
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan

Michigan
Michigan

CITY

Kittery

Baltimore .
Baltimore
Baltimore
Baltimore

. Baltimore

Baltimore
Laurel
Silver Spring

Boxford
Boxford
Lancaster
Leominister
Leominister
Leominister
Leominister
Leominister

Mansfield-Norton

Newburyport
Newburyport
Newburyport
Norton ’
Salem

Salem
Salem

Somerville
Worcester

Allen Park
Canton
Canton
Canton
Flint

I-95

1-695 . 5.

I-695 - -,
I1-695 =
I-795 -
I1-95

1-95
Md.Rte. 197
I1-495

I-95

I-95

I-190

I-190

I-190

I-190

I-190

Rte. 2
I1-495

I-95

I-95

I-95

I-495
Peabody-
Salem Road
Peabody-
Salem Road
Peabody-
Salem Road
I1-93

I-190

I-75

I1-275
1-275
I1-275
I1-475

BARRIER MATERIAL

Berm Only

,Bem{ Only i
Comh/Berm/Concrete T
Concrete/Unspecified =

Berm Only.-
Gther/Lexan

“‘Other/Farwall’’ e

Canh'/sermlﬂetau/Foi
Concrete/Unspecified

wWood/Unspecified
Wood/Unspecified
Berm Only )
Wood/Unspecified
Berm Only
Wood/Unspecified
Wood/uUnspecified
Concrete/uUnspecified
Concrete/Unspecified
Concrete/Unspecified
Concrete/Unspecified
Concrete/Unspecified
Comb/Berm/Wood
Concrete/unspecified

Concrete/Unspecified
Concrete/Unspecified

Comb/Metal/Concrete
Metal/Unspecified

wWood/Unspecified
Concrete/Precast
Concrete/Precast
Concrete/precast
Other/Brick

1978

1982 =

1982
1982
1983

1981,
1981

1976
1981

1975
1975

1979

1980
1979
1976
1976
1976
1980
1975
1975
1975
1980

1980

1974
1977
1977
- 1981
1981

Note:

COST

55 .

992
588 I

1217

1779

466
1258

77

62
170

88
170
281
281
4
274
202
200
202
244

354

354
324

523
354

339
376
376
445
418

Attachment A

n

LENGTH * HEIGHT JOTAL _COST
21y 3 11289
213 11289
122.. -~ 6 0.
884 - - 3 876928
389 ¢ 0 228732 -
sy L 3 o .
135 3 161861
203 - & 161137 -
396 3 184536
661 4 831538
3123 4.57* 2544732 =
1006 3 77462
503 3 31186
244 0 41380
61 2 5368
201 0 119170
76 -2 21356
793 2 222833
122 2 50142
B23 3 225502
518 2 104636
503 2 100600
259 2 52318
732 5 178608
110 4 38940
153 3 54162
580 4 187920
640 12 334720
244 5 86376
8068 1932779
823 4 278997
7500 4 2820000
7500 3 2820000
1285 4 794325
3

= $15.37/square foot.

$17.23/square foot.

mation is available.

*Average barrier height
for all projects
on which height infor-



. Attachment B

Highway Traffic Noise in the United States
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
office of Environmental Policy
Noise and Air Analysis Division
wWashington, D.C.

April 1986

garriers by Type of Material

Barrier Type “Length Length Cost in 1981% Cost/foot Cost/Square ft.
{meters) {feet) (million) (1983%/ft) assuming average
) 15 ft barrier height

8erm 57,169 187,562 6.3 $ 33.59 $2.24

Comb, Wall on 8erm 52,110 170,965 19.3 ’ 112.89 7.53

Block 91,881 © 301,447 24,3 80.61 5.37
Concrete Prescast 37,697 123,678 17.2 139.07 9.27
Concrete Other 39,374 129,180 11,2 B6.70 5.78

Wood 62,002 203,419 19.1 93.90 6.26

Metal 30,911 101,414 11.3 111.42 7.43

Comb, Wall-2 Materials 43,24 " 141,867 21.1 148.73 9.92

Other 11,440 37,533 5.2 138.55 9,24
Caution: Cost data from these tables should not be used to draw

conclusions about which material is more or less
expensive. Cost data is difficult to obtain for many
“barrier installations, Also, taller barriers cost more
than short barriers, other things equal.

o
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Maryland Department of Transportation " Willlam K. Heliman
. o _ Secretary
State Highway Administration Hal Kassoff
December 30, 1986 Administator

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

Mr. Patrick M. Raher

Hogan and Hartson

815 Connecticut Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20006-4072

Dear Mr. Raher:

I am writing as a follow-up to my letter of November 18,
1986 and providing additional information in response to your
comments on behalf of the Windemere Homeowners regarding the
proposed widening of the East Segment of Interstate Route 270
that is being studied by the State Highway Administration.

We appreciate the concerns raised by the Windemere community
and have been coordinating with them since the Location/Design
Hearing on September 30, 1986 to answer their questions and
provide them with opportunities to express their concerns. The
closing date for written comments to be included in the Public
Hearing Transcript was extended until October 31, 1986 as a
result of comments received at the Hearing.

This is not, however, the only means by which the public can
provide input into the decision making process for the project.
All the comments we receive become a part of the project record.
Any comments received prior to December 1, 1986 will be included
in the public hearing record. On December 15, 1986, Adminis-
trator Kassoff selected Alternate 2, inside widening, for final
design and ultimately, construction. In making his decision, Mr. .
Kassoff considered the results of the engineering and environ-
mental analyses, as well as comments received during and subse-
quent to the Public Hearing from citizen groups, environmental
agencies, and planning agencies.

As you are aware, I personally met with the residents of
Windemere in their community on October 14, 1986. At that time,
we discussed the potential impacts of the proposed project, the
noise analysis study results, and provided them with a copy of
the Technical Noise Analysis Study Report.

vV-59
My teiephone number is__33%5-1110
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Mr. Patrick M. Raher
December 30, 1986

Page 2

On November 12, 1986, you, Senator Denis, and representa-
tives of the Windemere community met with Mr. Kassoff, other
members of the State Highway Administration, and me to discuss
our noise policy, which is currently being developed, and %o
provide the community the opportunity to present their concerns
to Mr. Kassoff. I think you will concur that your clients have
been provided ample opportunity to let their feelings be known.

During that November 12th meeting, we committed to recording
again the ambient noise levels in the Windemere community and to
allow the community's noise consultant to participate in the
measurements. The additional measurements were completed on
December 16, 1986 with the community's consultant present. We
will also perform 24 hour noise monitoring during January, 1987
at one location. We will coordinate this monitoring with the
noise consultant. We also committed at that meeting to meet with
their noise consultant to review the technical noise analysis
data. To date, we have received no request for a meeting.

The noise impacts that have been identified have been
analyzed by the State Highway Administration as part of the
Environmental Assessment for the proposed project. The tech-
nical noise analysis was summarized in that document. This
document was made available to the public on August 29, 1986,
one month before the Location/Design Public Hearing, at various
locations in the project area.

The noise analysis for this study was done by the same
methodology as all noise studies done in the State of Maryland
and in conformance with Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section 3 of the
Pederal-Aid Highway Program Manual. Accordingly, the analysis
was performed to determine the noise impacts generated by the
alternates being considered, including the No-Build. This
analysis shows that the projected noise levels for the Build and
No-Build Alternates are not significantly different. The
increases in predicted noise levels are not as a result of the
proposed project, but are a function of the increase in traffic
over time. Thus, noise barriers are not warranted as a conse-
quence of this project. The Windemere community is also being
considered for noise barriers under our retrofit program; a
program not available in most other States. Since our noise
guidelines are currently being finalized, I am not at this time
able to provide a definitive answer as to whether the community
qualifies under the retrofit program. We expect to complete our
guidelines this winter and make a decision regarding the eligi-
bility of the Windemere community. We will contact you when a
decision is made.
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Mr. Patrick M. Raher

December 30, 1986
Page 3

As I mentioned earlier, the noise analysis was completed in
accordance with appropriate Federal guidelines. The noise des-
cription of Leq used by the Maryland State Highway Administration
is recognized by the Federal Highway Administration as being the
appropriate method for analyzing highway noise. The Idn descrip-
tion suggested is more appropriately applied to aircraft or rail-
road noise sources than highways. The number and location of
noise receptors included in the analysis accurately considered
the areas possibly affected by the project. Our studies have
shown that there are homes in the community which would not be
affected by the project. 1In addition, the noise sensitive areas
are chosen to correspond with the physical limitations of noise
abatement that can be provided. The largest area that can be
protected by a single barrier is analyzed individually because it
is accoustically independent of the other areas.

The analysis of noise abatement involves determining the
benefit that can be derived from a noise barrier and comparing
that to the proposed cost in the form of a computation of cost
per residence protected.

The benefit derived from a noise barrier is the amount of
reduction in noise that can be achieved by constructing the
barrier. The State Highway Administration designs noise barriers
to achieve a 7-10 dBA reduction of the first row of homes.
However, all receptors which receive a 5 decibel or greater
reduction in noise is included in the computation to determine
cost per residence. The basic unit of measurement is the number
of residences. Areas such as schools, parks, and churches are
weighed more heavily to account for additional sensitivity to
noise.

The two variables in the computation of barrier cost are
cost and square footage. The square footage for the barrier is
based on the actual barrier design. Barrier heights quoted in
the document reflect the maximum and minimum heights required for
the barrier. The height required to provide protection will vary
as the topography of the study area varies. The square footage
of the barrier is computed on a section-by-section basis.

The cost of $27/square foot for concrete noise barriers has
been developed based on costs actually experienced by the State
Highway Administration. The cost reflects the total cost of the
barrier which included acoustic design, designed construction of
footers and drainage, installation of barriers, overhead, and
contingencies. The costs you have cited are not to be used for
cost estinating purposes because they are incomplete.
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Mr. Patrick M. Raher
December 30, 1986
Page 4

The cost per residence developed from these computations is
then used to determine if the barrier is a reasonable cost. The
Maryland State Highway Administration has established $40,000 as
the maximum cost considered reasonable which represents approxi-
mately one-half the average cost of a home in Maryland. This
criteria is applied to all areas in the State to provide an
equitable comparison.

I hope this information provides you a better understanding
of how decisions are made regarding noise barriers. We look
forward to working with the Windemere community to address their
concerns and provide assistance within the realm of our noise
policy and remain consistent with noise mitigation in other areas
of the State.

Very truly yours,
ORICINAL CIGNED BY:
NEH 1 BPECERSE N,
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:bh
cc: Mr. Hal Kassoff
Mr. Emil Elinsky

bec: Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
/%r. Charles Adams
. Cynthia D. Simpson
Ms. Cathy Pecora

V-62




21l

LUXMANOR CITIZENS ASSOCIATION
Rockville, Maryland

Novembex 6, 1986

Neil J. Pedersen, Directorx

Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering

Maryland Depaxtment of Transpoxtation

State Highway Administration

P.0. Box 717 _
707 Noxth Calvert Street

Baltimore, MD 21203

Re: Contract No. M401-154-372N
Intexstate Route 270 East
Segment Y-gplit to I-495

Deaxr Mx. Pedersen:

With refard to your letter of October 21, 1986, please
considex this letter as the formal position of the Luxmanox
Citizens Association with regard to the above-referenced
proiect.

The Luxmanox Citizens Association believes that the Federal
noise abatement criterxia of 67dBA is currently exceeded or most
cextainly will be exceeded following completion of the project
and chus, even under your Type II program, appropriate noise
mitigation is essential and justified.

The Citizens Association strongly supports the construction
of noise abatement devices of the concrete ox wooden barriex ox
wall type. It is the Citizens Association's belief that noise
abatement devices of this type would provide the most effective
noise barrier to the residents directly c.oncerned while, at the
same time, preserving to the greatest extent possible, the
exlsting trees along the right-of-way.

The Luxmanox Citizens Association hopes to work
constructively with the State Highway Administration in oxder
to obtain appropriate noise abatement along the project
satisfactoxry to the residents.

T OTEVED
N teoenm” e g - , 4

St 1986
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Page Two
Neil J. Pedersen, Director
Novembex 6, 1986

The Citizens Association xrequests that the necessity for
noise abatement devices be recognized and favorably considered
in any decisions made by the State Highway Administration with
regaxd to this project and that youxr office keep the Citizens
Associaton advised of all furthex proceedings with xegaxd to

this project.
Sincerely,

| 7%444//7‘ Sudd—

dent, Luxmanoxr Citizens
Association

MCB/tms
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Secretary
December 2, 1986 Hal Kassoff

Administrator

State Highway Administration

® P) Maryland Department of Transportation Willam K. Hellmamn

Re: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N

Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 49§~;§§295(
. COPY

NG FOR

Mr. Michael Blackstone, President
Luxmanor Citizens Association
6112 Tuckerman Lane

Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dear Mr. Blackstone:

I am writing to thank you for your comments you provided %mcmkﬂ

behalf of the Luxmanor Citizens Association with regard to the |yorfiLE ﬁcL

Interstate Route 270 East Segment. ATE 191/31(56
=7

The noise analysis results for this project show that the
Projected noise levels for the Build and No-Build Alternates are
not significantly different. The increases in predicted noise
levels that you have identified are not as a result of the pro-
posed project, but are a function of the increase in traffic over
time. Therefore, noise mitigation is being studied in terms of
) the Type II program for noise abatement *shich is aimed at mitiga-
’ ting existing noise problems. No decision has been made regarding
' eligibility for noise abatement as of this time.

Your name is on the mailing list for the project planning
study. Through this mailing list, we will keep you up-to-date on
the status of this study, including results of decisions regarding
noise mitigation. If you have any questions in the meantime,
Please give me a call.

Very truly yours,
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:tp/

cc: vMr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Charles B. Adams
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BETHESDA FIRE DEPARTMENT

{INCORPORATED)

P. 0. BOX 30384 .
BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20814

November 15, 1986 ]

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Ooffice of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
State Highway Administration

707 North Calvert Street co
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 d

Dear Mr. Pedersen:

This letter serves to state the concerns of the Bethesda Fire
Department for providing emergency services to incidents
occurring on the west leg of I-270.

At the present time, we have no turnarounds on the I-270 Spur
(west leg) and one turnaround on I-495 in the study area. It
is located just south of Bradley Boulevard and is known to us
as the "Bradley Boulevard turnaround.”

o

BUGINESS PHO
884.0654

Our major problem north of Democracy Boulevard is access to the

southbound lane. We can hear and almost see the southbound

lane from the front yard of the fire station, but to get to it
one must travel 5 to 6 miles to Montrose Road and back to reach

the incident. Wwhile doing this, traffic backs up behind the

incident making our response very slow. Since our business is
providing emergency fire and rescue services, time is often the
most crucial factor in determining the outcome of the incident.

We need a safe turnaround as far north on I-270 Spur as
possible.

South of Democracy Boulevard is not quite as bad for two
reasons. First, we can physically see all of the northbound
lanes from the southbound lane and can easily walk across to
many incidents. Second, we can continue down to the Bradley
Boulevard turnaround and come back up to an incident in the
northbound lanes. We have, when the ground is firm, used the
grass median just south of Democracy to cross over.

RECEIVED

NOV & 2 1986
BIRECTOR, OFFICE OF v-66
PAMING & BRELIUARY EHGINEERING SBMOKE DETECTORS

AN INVESTMENT IN FIRE SAFETY FOR THE HOME




Page 2 of 3
November 15, 1986

Our major concern with the widening of the I-270 Spur is that
it will continue on to I-495 and may seriously affect the
Bradley Boulevard turnaround. = This is probably the most
frequently utilized turnaround in the area. We use it for
every incident on the inner-loop of 1-495 from Bradley
Boulevard to east of Fernwood Road and for incidents on the
northbound 1-270 Spur from I-495 to Democracy Boulevard. If it
is not maintained as a safe turnaround and becomes like the
turnaround south of Montrose Road it will be almost useless to
the fire service. If it is too unsafe to use it will seriously
affect our response to incidents in the areas mentioned above. N

To be useful to the fire service a turnaround must be safe.
Currently at the Bradley Boulevard turnaround we must pull onto
the shoulder of the road before we make the turn, come to a
full stop before we enter the northbound lanes and be
completely out of the southbound lanes, and pull into only one
lane when it is safe to do so. At Montrose Road all we have is
a break in the jersey barrier, with no room to get off of the
northbound lanes before making our turn and having to swing
into 2 1/2 lanes of oncoming traffic. It can rarely be used
safely so we just go on to Montrose Road and exit, using the
bridge and coming back onto the southbound lanes.

Another concern of both the fire/rescue service and the County
and State police is that we spend far too much time responding
to the wrong location. These are not isolated incidents but
regular occurences. For instance, where would one go for an
accident at I-270 and I-495. As one comes southbound on I-270
heading toward Virginia, all signs read "To I-495." We refer
to the west leg as "I-270 Spur" but the public does not know
where they are. There is more confusion by motorists about
where they saw an accident or fire than you can imagine.
Couple this confusion of where they are with the excitement of
having just witnessed an accident or fire and the result is a
very real problem for the response of emergency service units.
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Page 3 of 3
November 15, 1986

Something needs to be done in the way of highway marking to
correct this problem. Years ago, I-270 Spur was called I-470.
Before that it was I-270 and the east leg was referred to as
1-70S. Many of us feel that we should go back to a different
and distinct name or number such as I-670, I-770 or I-870.
Both legs need to be clearly marked so that anyone can tell
which highway they are on.

One final problem which requires immediate attention, and which
has been previously identified, is water supply for the
Interstate Highway System in the areas of the County which have
experienced significant construction growth. There is no
planned water supply available to fight any type of fire on the
Interstate Highway System.

The way it works now is that we bring 500 to 750 gallons of
water with us. If more water is needed, additional engine
companies are dispatched. If we still need more water, engine
companies are directed to nearby subdivisions to find a hydrant
and lay hose lines through yards, around dog houses with mean
dogs, over fences, over noise barriers and out to the
interstate highway. By this time, there is often nothing left
to save from destruction by the fire.

It is past time to do something about water supply on I-270 and
now is a good time to plan to do it.

Thank you for the opportunity to have input regarding this
study. I am forwarding under separate cover a twelve page
print out of all fire and rescue calls in the study area during
the last 34 months. This, along with maps, will be sent to Ms.
Cathy Pecora.

Deglos H. b

Douglas H. Callan
Lieutenant/Station Commander

cc: Ms. Cathy Pecora

1270/Pathl
DHC/r3f
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Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

William K. Hellmann
Secretary

January 27,1987 Hal Kassoft

Administrator

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to I~495
PDMS No. 151105

Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 West Spur
Y-Split to I-495

PDMS No. 151104

Lieutenant Douglas H. Callan
Bethesda Fire Department
P.O. Box 30384

Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Dear Lieutenant Callan:

Thank vou for vyour letters of November 15, 1986 de-
scribing the impact that the proposed widening of the Inter-~
state Route 270 East Segment and the Interstate Route 270
West Spur will have on your ability to provide emergency
services to the interstate.

The difficulty of providing emergency services to an
interstate roadway is a problem inherent of this type of
facility in that limited access is one of the key features

that increases the safety of this roadway over other types
of highways.

Your discussion of the East Segment of Interstate Route

270 indicates that, while the widening will not signifi-
cantly reduce the access you are currently utilizing, the
opportunity exists for improving the services that can be
provided. We are currently reviewing the suggestions you
have made and will reach a decision on the feasibility of
providing an emergency service turnaround during the Final
Design Phase of this study.

The study for the west spur of Interstate Route 270 is
currently in the beginning of the Project Planning Phase.
We will explore alternatives for an emergency turnaround to
replace the one you use just south of Bradley Boulevard.
This will be done after the January Informational Meeting as
part of the preparation of the Environmental Assessment.
Ms. Pecora will be available in late February to discuss the
possible alternatives that we will be investigating.

V-69
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Lieutenant Douglas H. Callan
January 27,1987
Page 2

I would also like to address your concern regarding the
confusion created by existence of two Interstate Route 270
roadways between the Y-Split and Interstate Route 495. We
will be making changes to the signing in the Y-Split of
Interstate Route 270 to provide clarification of these
roadway designations. This will be done as part of the
Interstate Route 270 corridor reconstruction contract which
includes the Y-Split area. We feel that this will signifi-
cantly reduce the confusion that the drivers are experienc-
ing. -

Thank you for your input into these studies. We look

forward to working with you to improve emergency serviceg on
these roadways. Contact the Project Manaqer, Ms. Catherine

Pecora, at 333-1191, or me if you have any additional
comments.,

Very truly vyours,
Nril J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:sh
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Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director © LR

Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering = ;?

Maryland Department of Transportation . 4

State Highway Administration &

P.0. Box 717

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re: Contract #M 401-154-370

PDMS #15110S
Dear Mr. Pedersen:

I am writing to you regarding the proposed road expansion at the I-270
East Spur. While I reluctantly agree that the expansion of the road might
‘be necessary, the increasing of the decibel level due to the road expan-
sion is of great concern to those of us in the immediate neighborhood.

The completed study regarding this ex

would be in excess of those levels which would be considered acceptable.
Under the circumstances, it is only fair that you authorize use of the
appropriate sound barriers to help alleviate this problem.

pansion indicated that the noise levels

I would appreciate it if you could inform me as to whether or not you will
be able to help us with this request. I am sure that if you were our neigh-~
bor faced with the same situation, that you would understand how we feel.

Thank you in advance for your help.

Sincerely yours,

"/ <
Jjj/u);'b// — A ‘

CaryLS. Reines

D

DIRECTOR, g, fyg
PLANNING & mfuumﬁnvffgmm V-7
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Maryland Department of Transportation witam . Hotmam @
State Highway Administration Secretary
Hal Kassoft

Administrator

December 23, 1986

Re: Contract No. M 401-154-372

Interstate Route 270 East Sqgmesdpy

Y-Split to Interstate Route 485

PDMS No. 151105 | FOR
Ms. Cary Reines
6154 Valerian Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852 .
Dear Ms. Reines: $Qﬁ&“

This is in response to your recent comments concerning the DATE

Interstate Route 270 East Segment study.

An analysis has been performed of the noise impacts generated
by all of the alternates being studied, including the No-Build op-
tion. This analysis shows that the projected noise levels for the
Build and No-Build Alternates are not significantly different. The .
increases in predicted noise levels are not as a result of the pro- ‘
posed project, .but are a function of the increase in traffic over
time. Therefore, noise mitigation is being studied in terms of a
retrofit program for noise abatement which is aimed at mitigating
existing noise problems. We hope to make a final decision on the
noise issue before the end of this winter. )

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding this project.
If you have any further comments or questions, please do not hesi-
tate to contact me or the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora,
at 333-1191.

Very tryly yours,
Neil J.\|Pedersen, Tector

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:tn
cc: Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
s. Catherine Pecora
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WILDWOOD MANOR CITIZENS ASSOCIATION
BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20814

December 11, 1986

Mr. Hal Kacsoff =
Administrator ' _ ~ g
State Highway Administration ™~ tD:?
Post Office Box 717 _ Imim
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 e Do
w I
Dear Mr. Kassoff: Ty RO
= Ty —g
Re: 1-270 East Leg Project &3  —i

On behalf of the Wildwood Manor Subdivision of
Bethesda, and especially those households bordering I-270,
I thank you for the attention given thus far by the State
Highway Adminictration to pleas for noise abatement on the
East leg. We especially appreciate last month's visit by
Neil Pedersen, Cathy Pecora, and Charles Adams and the
willingness on their part to come on a holiday. That was a
worthwhile meeting for us and ve like to think it was useful
to them in eoxperiencing first-hand the noise pollution wve
suffer as a result of traffic on 1I-270.

It is now our understanding that a noise barrier, along
those portions of Farnham, Rudyard, and Rossmore Drives
bordering I-270 and primarily in the form of a berm, is a
likely preliminary recommendation as part of East Leg plans.
We understand further that from a scheduling standpoint
noise abatement construction would likely precede highway

work.

Notwithstanding, we take this opportunity to request
formally that our Subdivision be considered for noise abate-
ment under the statewide Noise Abatement Program, if most
immediate relief to us via the East Leg Project should not

be possible for good reason.

With reospect to type of barrier under consideration for
our area, we urge that sufficient financial flexibility be
built into project plans to permit choice of materials
dictated not only by budgetary matters but also by topo-
graphical/"set-back" factors and relatedly the rights of
houscholders to full enjoyment of their properties.

RECELYED itz

DEC ?_2— %ege s
CIOR, OBEG
nmﬁa l&umumum ENGINCERIKS
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Maryland Department of Transportation Wilam K. Holimam ()
State Highway Administration Secratary
Hal Kassoft
JAN 2 3 W Administrator
RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East SegmentL’
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495 = o
PDMS No. 151105 ~ o2
< =Zmm
A:rﬂ'g
) -’
Mr. William Dawson, President t: Dam
Wildwood Manor Citizens Association o _};QE&
Bethesda, Maryland 20814 ;g »
-
Dear Mr. Dawson: poac!
I am writing in response to your letter of December 11, 1986
regarding noise abatement for the Wildwood Manor neighborhood.
As you have noted, the State Highway Administration is aware of
your concerns regarding noise impacts and is evaluating potential
solutions within the realm of our noise policy. We appreciate
the opportunity to have met with you and your neighbors and
receive your input regarding noise abatement.
I would like to clarify the following point regarding possi- '

ble abatement. The provision of noise abatement would not be a
part of the proposed project to widen the East Segment of Inter-
state Route 270. This is because our studies, to date, have not
shown any significant effects on noise levels attributable to the
mainline widening on the median side of the highway.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. If you have
any further comments or questions, please do not hesitate to

contact me or the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora, at
333-1191.

Sincerely,

o
Hal A e

Administrator

HK:sh
ce! \gy. Neil J. Pedersen
r. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Charles Adams
Ms. Catherine Pecora
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My telephone aumber ic 333-1111

Tetetypewriter tor impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free

P.O. Box 717 1 707 North Caivert St., Baltimore, Marytand 21203 - 0717
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5000 Rossmc Drive Y.
et hesda, MD 20814

L o v
canuary 15, 1087 = m
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= D2m=
RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N <2
Interstate Route 270 East Segment ™2 S
y-Split to Interstate Route 495 5 "'ia
- ..M
rDMS No. 151105 REEEI,,
Mr. Hal Kassoff —H-3) EI
Administrator JAN 19 1987
State Fighway Administration [3
Maryland Department of Transportation qmmm:mEMRUHMEM

P.0.Box 717 &numm"
707 North Calvert Street ¥ ENGINEERI)

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Dear Mr. Kassoff;

Thank you for the form letter reply to my concerns
about the noise impact associated with the referenced
project. 1 applaud your efforts for a retrofit program
of noise abatement. It has long been needed.

There still remains another problem that doesnot
seem to have been adequately addressed. It concerns
air pollution associated with the growing traffic
volume using this segment of highway. I recently have
noticed an increased level of air pollution in the
vicinity of our development-( I live about 300 yards
from the Route 270 East Segment.) It appears that we
are already exceeding the Federal standards for auto-
mobile generated air pollution. I would like to know
how you intend to address this issue. A reply other
than by form letter would be appreciated. It is a
fallacious argument that noise and air pollution will
be a function of the volume of traffic and not the
project. The project will encourage more traffic flow
by increasing the number of lanes.

Aside from the noise and air pollution aspects
of the project, your engineering staff seems to have
missed the point of the basic problem. The traffic tie-
ups that project ia apparently tryino to overcome are
due to situations at each end of the Y-split rather
than on the East Segment spur. The mixing bowl effect
along Route 270 from both 0ld Georgetown Road and
Democracy Blvd to Montrose Road result from the merger
of four lanes to three above Montrose Road and the
necessity of drivers to switch two or three lanes to ge?
off at Montrose or get out of the Montrose dedicated exat

lane.

Southbound on the Route 270 spur, the traffic
tie-ups are due to merging two lanes into one fo¢” entry
onto the Captial Beltwmy (Route 495), and then that

lane merges with four others (two from the Beltway and
one each from the north- and southbound Wisconsin Ave.)



All o thic meraina of »iah velocity, hich volume trafiic
takes place in the course of about a quarter of a mile.
Increasing the number of lanes on the Route 270 spur

will only increasc the volume of merainag required to
enter the Capital Beltway. The present situation will
only get worse unless the Beltway is first improved to
absorb better the inflow of traffic at the Route 270/
Route 495 (Beltway)/ Wisconsin Ave (Route 355) inter-

section.

Before Sate and Federal Highway funds are wasted on
a project that is going to worsen rather than solve a
problem, I strongly urge your Administration to address
the basic problem of traffic mergers on the Capital

Beltway.
Sincerely,
%W%m

Donald P. Martineau
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’II' Maryland Department of Transportation Wiliam K. Hollmama
Ad ti " '
State High ministration
ate Highway Hal Kassoft
-
Re: Contract No. M 401-154=372 N 33 o
m
Interstate Route 270 East Segmggg o<
Y-Split to Interstate Route 49 —=m:>D
—_— =rr o
PDMS No. 151105 = =52
o ~om
Mr. Donald P. Martineau @ EEE:SZ
5900 Rossmore Drive = —m
Bethesda, Maryland 20814 = =
—f
Dear Mr. Martineau:
I am writing in response to your January 15, 1987 letter regarding your
concerns associated with the proposed widening of the Interstate Route 270 East 0
Segment. COoPY
The first point raised in your letter is the impact of the widening on |_fO!

air quality. An analysis of the air quality impacts was completed as part o
the Environmental Assessment for this project. This analysis develops the cgr—
. bon monoxide (CO) level which is expected to result from traffic volumes assg-
ciated with the proposed project and compares them to the State and National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (S/NAAQS). The SAAQS and NAAQS are identical for
cO: 35 ppm (parts per million) for the maximum one-hour period and 9 ppm foEqu
INAL
the maximum consecutive eight=hour period. TO FILE /ir

’

DATE 3

This analysis was done for thirteen sensitive receptors chosen for this
project. The methodology used for developing these values accounts for the
background concentration of CO in addition to the CO concentration attributed to
the roadway with the proposed improvements and the associated traffic volumes.
The worst=-case meteorological conditions are assumed for each receptor when
developing these levels.

The CO concentrations were computed for the no-build and build alternates
for the years 1990 and 2010. The values for the one=hour concentrations varied
between 3.1 ppm and 10.9 ppm for the thirteen receptors with the concentration
at the receptor on Rossmore Drive falling within the 3.9 ppm to 4.9 ppm range.
The values for the eight=hour concentrations ranged between 2.0 ppm and 7.5 ppm
for all the receptors studied and between 2.7 ppm and 3.3 ppm for the receptor
on Rossmore Drive.

As you can see, the no=build and build alternates for this study will not
result in violations of the State or National Ambient Air Quality Standards.
The technical analysis was reviewed and approved by the U.S. Envirommental Pro-=
tection Agency and the Maryland Air Management Agency. The project has also
been found to be consistent wih the State Implementation Plan for air quality.

My tolephone number is____333-1111

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toli Free

©R C.. 1Y 7AT Mark Maivar S Ralhmara Marviand 219072 . 0717
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Mr. Donald P. Martineau

Page Two

Your letter also raised an important point that roadway improvements are
needed to both Interstate Route 270 and Interstate Route 495 to accommodate the
projected traffic volumes at these merging areas. We are currently addressing
these improvements.

Improvements to Interstate Route 270 between the Y-Split and Montrose Road
are currently being designed as part of the reconstruction of Interstate Route
270. This reconstruction will provide four lanes in each direction on Inter=-
state Route 270 and a two-lane collector-distributor road in each direction to
accommodate traffic exiting and entering at each interchange. The improvements
between the Y-Split and Maryland Route 189 are scheduled to be advertised for
construction in the spring of 1987.

Improvements to the Interstate Route 270 East Segment/Interstate Route 495
Junction are being addressed by a project to widen Interstate Route 495 from
Maryland Route 97 to Maryland Route 355 which has recently been advertised for
bid. This project will include the widening to two lanes of the ramp from In-
terstate Route 270 southbound to Interstate Route 495 eastbound and the addition
of one lane in each direction of Interstate Route 495.

The proposed widening of the Interstate Route 270 East Segment is compa-
tible with these projects and will function in conjunction with them to improve
the traffic operations throughout this area.

If you desire any further details regarding the points that have been ad-
dressed in this letter, the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora at 333-1191,
may be able to help you.

Thank you for your comments and let me know if any additional concerns
arise.

Sincerely,
()RKH&UM.SKﬂVED BY:
HAL KASBOFF

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK: tn
cc: Mr. John A. Agro, Jr.

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
,H;: Louis H. Ege, Jr.




Residents of the Windermere subdivision submitted approximately
150 copies of the following form letter each to State Highway
Administrator Kassoff, former Secretary of Transportation Hellmann,
and former Governor Hughes for inclusion in the project record.
For the sake of brevity, the names and addresses of those persons
who submitted this form letter are listed on the following pages,
along with a representative sample of the letters sent to the
above-named three individuals.

Individual citizen letters and project mailers (pgs. V-76 to V-96)
from Windermere residents are also included. Representative
responses to each of these citizens from Administrator Kassoff and
former Secretary Hellmann and former Governor Hughes follow the
citizen listing and letters.
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October 14, 1986

Mr. Hal Kasoff

State Highway Administration
707 N. Calvert Street
Baltimore, MD 21203

" Dear Mr.-Kasoff:

Your assistance is requested to resolve a major problem impacting both my
residence and community. Windermere is a community of 220 homes and a
population of approximately 1,000,

Since my property is in relatively close proximity of the interstate 270
eastern spur, I am concerned about the noise pollution and the need for
noise abatement. Current and projected noise levels approach or exceed
federally allowed levels. Research recently completed by the Maryland
Department of Transportation in conjunction with the I1-270 proposed eastern
spur expansion construction indicates an even greater increase over current
noise pollution 1s inevitable. While quality constructed noise abatement
would significantly reduce current and projected noise pollution levels,
the Maryland State Highway Administration apparently has no definitive
plans or funds allocated from federal highway monies pending to correct the
noise pollution problem,

The property taxes on homes in our community and the overall tax bracket of
our residents rank with the highest in Montgomery County and the State of
Maryland. This environmental impact not only has a devastating effect on

- property values, even more importantly, it represents a health hazard to -

our families.*

Your support in ensuring quality constructed and aesthetically acceptable
noise abatement measures are taken immediately and prior to any additional.
consideration of the I-270 eastern spur construction is appreciated.

Sincerely,

V-76
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Mr. William K. Hellman S

Secretary, Maryland Department
of Transportation

PO Box 8755

BWI Airport, MD 21240

Dear Mr. Hellman: <
Your assistance is requested to resolve a major problem impacting both my

residence and community. Windermere is a community.of 220 homes and a
population of approximately 1,000.

Since my property is in relatively close proximity of the interstate 270
eastern spur, I am concerned about the noise pollution and the need for
noise abatement. Current and projected noise levels approach or exceed
federally allowed levels. Research recently completed by the Maryland
Department of Transportation in conjunction with the 1-270 proposed eastern
spur expansion construction indicates an even greater increase over current
noise pollution is inevitable. While quality constructed noise abatement
would significantly reduce current and projected noise pollution levels,
the Maryland State Highway Administration apparently has no definitive

plans or funds allocated from federal highway monies pending to correct the
noise pollution problem. '

The .property taxes on homes in our community and the overall tax bracket of
our residents rank with the highest in Montgomery County and the State of
Maryland. This environmental impact not only has a devastating effect on

property values, even more importantly, it represents a health hazard to
our families. -

Your support in ensuring quality constructed and aesthetically acceptable
noise abatement measures are taken immediately and prior to any additional
consideration of the 1-270 eastern spur construction is appreciated.

Sinraralv.

v-77
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The Honorable Harry Hughes
Governor of Maryland
State House

Annapolis, MD 21404

Dear Governor Hughes:

Your assistance is requested to resslve a major problem impacting both my-
residence and community. Windermere is a community of 220 homes and a
population of approximately 1,000.

Since my property is in relatively close proximity of the interstate 270
eastern spur, I am concerned zbout the noise pollution and the need for
noise abatement. Current and projected noise levels approach or exceed
federally allowed levels. Research recently completed by the Maryland .
Department of Transportation in conjunction with the 1-270 proposed eastern
Spur expansion construction indicates an even greater increase over current
noise pollution is inevitable. While quality constructed noise abatement
would significantly reduce current and projected noise pollution levels,
the Maryland State Highway Administration apparently has no definitive
plans or funds allocated from federa) highway monies pending to correct the
noise pollution problem.

The property taxes om homes in our community and the overall tax bracket of
our residents rank with the highest in Montgomery County and the State of
Maryland. This environmental impact not only has a devastating effect on

property values, even more importantly, it represents a health hazard to
our families.

Your support in ensuring quality constructed and aesthetically acceptable
noise abatement measures are taken immediately and prior to any additional
consideration of the I-270 eastern Spur construction is appreciated.

Sincerely,

RECEIVED

0CT 15 1985

EXEC. DEPT
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Mr. Larry N. Agee
6332 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Frank Ahmel
11000 Arroyo Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. G. Antoine
6472 Windermere Circle
Rockville, -Maryland 20852

Mr. Cirilo Antonio
6404 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. John F. Barber
6419 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Dorii Beset
26 Windermere Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mrs. Harvey Black
10012 Warwood Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Lawrence M. Blanker
(No Address)

Mr. Harold R. Bloom
6120 Calwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. David Buchman
6208 Charwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Caris
6213 Mazwood Road
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Alan Cheung
6325 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

V-7S

Mr. Edward W. Chen
6464 Windermere Circle

- Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Paul Clarke
6205 Starwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Herbert Cohen
10809 Mazwood Place
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Maurice Coleman
6420 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. James J. Daly
6905 Earlsgate Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Glenn M. Davis, M.D.
6229 Starwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. K. Deshpande
6001 Lux Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Alvin Dobbin
6509 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. and Mrs. David B. Doman
11008 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Albert Dorfman
6204 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

‘Mr. Robert J. Ertman

6513 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. George A. Esworthy
6345 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852



Mr. and Mrs. Albert Feiner .
6512 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Glenn Flittner
6105 Wayside Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. James Foley
6409 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Fanaroff
Court
Maryland 20852

Mr. Arnold
6301 Cameo
Rockville,

Mr. Edward
6312 Cameo
Rockville,

H. Gerstenfield
Court
Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Gregory Gingery
10908 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. and Mrs.
10917 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. William Gorman,
Post Office Box 2092
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Gould
11116 Arroyo Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. and Mrs. Galen Hallick
10924 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. and Mrs. Ernest D. Hanowell
6105 Calwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Richard Hallgren
6121 Wayside Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

F. Erich Hemphill, DVM, Ph.D.
6217 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Joel Goozh -

Jr.

V-80

Ms. Betsy Hirschel
6308 Cameo Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. J. T. Holt
6200 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

A. Hussain, M.D.
11009 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Ichiuji
6544 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Dennis Johnson
6115 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Shirley Joseph
6220 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Sheldon Kahalas
6216 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. K. Katz
6120 Tuckerman Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Richard M. Kaufman, M.D.
6224 Mazwood Road
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mrs. Joseph Kleinman
10909 Waxwood Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Harfy R. Keiser, M.D.
6132 Lux Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Paul S. Lerz
6401 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Homer Lowenberg
10901 Rosemont Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852




Mr. Herbert Levinson
6528 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ayesha Malik, M.D.
6100 Wayside Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mf. Davis B. McCarn
6455 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Norma McCormack
10801 Mazwood Place
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mrs. Alice L. McKeon
11012 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Tom Michalik
6110 Calwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. S. Miller
6444 Windermere Circle -
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. William D. Mancini
6207 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Donald W. Moore, Jr.
6117 Calwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Jose C. Munié
6340 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. J. W. Neuenschwander
6432 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Nierman
6901 Earlsgate Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Robert D. Nolan

6101 Calwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

v-81

~Mr. and Mrs.

-
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<
.

Mr. and Mrs. George B. Pearlman
6336 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. Alan J. Peikin
10905 Waxwood Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Frances Penan
10909 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Piccone
6224 Starwood Way '
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Gerald J. Racheke
6221 Starwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Maryann Raehl
(No Address)

Mr. Raden
11000 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Robert L. Regan, M.D.
6213 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Russell S. Rice

11001 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852
Mr. and Mrs. K. S. Rizk
6134 Lux Lane

Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Jeff Rohlfs
6220 Mazwood Road
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Murray Roffeld
11l Windermere Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. and. Mrs. Tom Schaumberg
10804 Mazwood Place
Rockville, Maryland 20852



Dr. and Mrs. P. K. Seidelmann
6539 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Helen Sheehan
6003 Lux Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Marlene Shuman
22 Windermere Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Jonathan Simon
6443 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. George M. Sirilla
6524 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Dinos Skenderis
6305 Cameo Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. and Mrs. John Skilling
10905 Earlsgate Lane -
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Edward L. Smith
11027 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. and Mrs. Howard Smith
11020 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. John Staurulakis
25 Windermere Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Davis Strahr
11035 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Daniel D. Tarbutton
6113 Calwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs.Gregory B. Taylor

6505 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852
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Mr. Sami E. Totah
10904 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. Joel Tumarkin
6449 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. and Mrs. John B. Vesely
6425 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Edward G. Viltz
11024 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Gary Vonkampen
11008 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Karen S. Walters
6120 Wayside Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Howard M. Walker
6408 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mrs. Estelle S. Wiser
6504 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Phillip Wright
(No Address)

Mr. & Mrs. William M. Wilkinson
11005 Arroyo Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852




Ms. Mary Blasberg
6328 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. S. Bottmant
6221 Mazwood Road
Rockville, Maryland 20852

MR. Ivan B. Brendler
6130 Lux Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Michel Cadeaux
6400 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Rita Calason
6309 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Charles Chu
6349 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Gus G. Dinos
11031 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. & Mrs. John S. Eng
6337 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Mary H. Fang, M.D.
1100 4 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Gene Gallegher
No Return Address

Mr. & Mrs. Richard Gatti
2 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Peter Geargatsos
6117 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Arlene Gildenhorn
10905 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Joseph Greif
6108 Wayside Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20852
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Mr. & Mrs. Joel Helke
6348 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20851

Mr. Donald L. Hill
6225 Mazwood Road
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Steven Hudson
10900 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Soo Koh
6204 Starwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Theodore Kopsudeé
6516 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. James Kraft
11005 Earlsgate Lane
Bethesda, Maryland 20852

Mr. David R. Kuney
11028 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Stuart R. Lloyd
10912 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Gerald M. Lowrie
6424 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Alan Malesky
6217 Mazwood Road
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs Robert J. Matty
6212 Mazwood Road
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Richard E. Metrey
10805 Mazwood Place
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Barry Modlin, M.D.
11123 Arroyo Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852



Dr. & Mrs. Steve Paul
10910 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Perlis
6121 Lux Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. A. Mathew Philip, M.D.
6508 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Sarfino & Rhoades

Certified Public Accountants
6253 Executive Boulevard
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. H. Rivas, M.D.
No Return Address

Maximo Tomas Rodriguez-Yturrey
6208 Starwood Way

Windermere

Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Drane L. Schilit
10800 Mazwood Place
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. H.C. Shah
6106 Wayside Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mrs. Madelyn R. Shapiro
10904 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Reze Shayesteh, M.D.
11036 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Dan S. Shiau
6344 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Jia-Lin Sheng
6416 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Donald Sperling
10908 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852
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Mr. R. Sotoudeh
6316 Cameo Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Steven R. St. John
11004 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Ronald Tisch
11005 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. James J. VanMessel
10032 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. John Van Santen
6501 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Howard M. Walker
6408 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Steve Wishnow
11023 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Resident
6225 Earlsgate Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Resident
6908 Earlsgate Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. N. Bennett
11011 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mrs. Donna Gendersons
10913 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Carol H. Nguyen
6304 Cameo Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. James Wenkai Lee
6212 Charnwood Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852




Mr. Julius J. Menn
6116 Wayside Drive
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Angelo H. Magafan
6313 Windemere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Gulen F. Tangoren
6456 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Charles Chu
6349 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Resident
6516 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Sylvia Wagner
No Address

Mr. & Mrs. Arnold Spavack
No Address
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372

=

[ Dl
P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 = R ‘
I-270 EAST SPUR = o<®
INFORMATIONAL MEETING =73
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. r SO e
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING = =27
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. o im—
- .

NAME % 4 é_ﬂd.é&k DATE 4ﬁ

/<
PRINT ADDRESS—M&Me
h V
cnvnown.@Mﬁ_snTs k@l’ zIp cooe.&ﬁ_

i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foilowing aspects-of this project:

NN

(auuk LYl s
vy

Z
/ﬁ Please add my/our name(s) to the Maliling List.*

3 Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maliing List.

#Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already
on the project Malling List. )

. V-86



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 ‘Qf’
I-270 EAST SPUR — -
INFORMATIONAL MEETING N o<y
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. — =M=
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING — Lol
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. S ZTm
L A . )
= "*[?_1‘1
==~
NAME SAMI E. TOTAH DATESept. 9,1986
PLEASE 10904 Earlsgate Lane
PRINT _ ADDRESS Sgate Lan
STATE___MD ZiP CODE_20852

CITY/TOWN_Rockville
I/We wish to comment or inquire about the foilowing aspects of this project:

_Gentlemen:
I live at 10904 Earlsgate Lane which, as shown on the detail study for

the widening of the I-270 East Spur, will be impacted by the air and
(Section #12)

noise from the additional traffic on 270.

sleasing sound bairier be instaiied

I, therefore, register my strong objection to the widening of the spur

to shig}éjan protect our house from the noise and the air impact

[ Please add my/our name(s) to the Maiiing List.*

(] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maiiing List.
y of this brochure through the mail are already

*Persons who have received a cop
on the project Maiiing List. -
v-87
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION \
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
_————

I-270 EAST SPUR
INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m.
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.

vame [ dawed G Vi \ = DATE C\\\\\\%\n

PLEASE ppress_\ \ O I;c\c\sr%)é&&‘ Lo
crrvrown o N\ grare_W) ziP cope) OH T

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the foilowing aspects-of this project:

1AM en NN Yo Wl W /\'\n\‘\m\(\ e op be “\GS\Q
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_Q\M\NO%\ \o\n—e_ 0\\;\ \A\\o\\ /S\ 0\ Mo N\u\ QN _cox)

\§.Q_ ):XMQEQR
NN W e e ) g \\& (VRTY L NNESNENITEN
a2 owx Dy o Cu\v‘?gi NN OAY ERTEE\N OA(
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U\\ USS«'&&W\ o\\m A (QQ\.\ & \Q\s\ \‘N\h Niaw N\O

<Sc \k&ihﬁ e @mn\gx NK)*A%\ i OQ\%L\O\\\Q ) oowe
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o CQS(&u N0 \&Q2 Q\N\ 0\‘130\\\ (L\w\ \0\ (k V‘?ﬁ XQNK\
\\\g &\\1\\ \\\u( Qv _Qug Com§w\w\ \\"‘\Q‘\QSK oC \\A\
‘S.\\-Q\\O NS o«k& QNS W \\“\QL\?\s m\%\s Q& ‘\ AN

a2 N Qe
'\\'Qs\i\ N PO a g \*\\ \\ \xn\ AN CANS ob\x \ GOV
G\\\c\\\kc\ -

' @

_£) Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*
(] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure throu

on the project Maiiing List. /
'v-88 - A
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION )b‘q
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

‘ CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105
1-270 EAST SPUR
INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m.
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.

NAME ML R\ Georqg @mr\man DATE &pfl- '1’}/9:?(

PLEASE ,ppRess 2236 L\)mé ermere Cirde
cnv/TOWNED__C-kﬂJiE-__sTATE md . 2ip cope_ X o PEA

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects-of this project:

[ Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

.' {1 please delete my/our name(s) from the Maliing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the malii are already
on the project Maliing List. -

V-89 24



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372

a\| 435
3a

~
D

1110
13N
d

P.D.M.S. NO
1-270 EAST SPUR

D
=0
o 2R
. 151105 500
INFORMATIONAL MEETING 3
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. &
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m
CABRIEAK
name — Jose€ C. Muny Z2
PLEASE
PRINT

DATE q-/Q/' XQ)
aooress 03 FO WWDE&M&?@ CGncte :
cITysTown KoLk Vi LLE

STATE Md
IiWe/wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this prolect
66‘/\/7’1/Eh(:,\/

2IP cope 20V 12
we MusST

AAVE A WALL
OJL. B \/Am)

228
BATKS OO 270
S,vuuo/bce,JS witl  AoT
LEVE ¢ DOWAN .

Kesp

INRENSED Noj fe

(WK you

AL SV ANV |

Sncefe («\f Y O JS

v

~J

3 Please add my/our name(s) to the Maiiing List.*

] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maliing List,.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through tha mail are alread
on the project Mailing List.

@

y

Z

.
e

+ V-20

N



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION \6
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105
I-270 EAST SPUR

INFORMATIONAL MEETING S o

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. m
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING - 95D
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. . Lo
s 3m
no ~ o
—'

NAME mr‘f MT’_; H&(D%s’l— Mck@ﬂ DATE 7
PREASE appRess_ [(0 /2 £a P/sg_aﬁéﬂ[o
CITY/TOWN chﬁw// &—STATE W 2iP CODE %&‘4_

~t7We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects-of this project:

_Xo et u =

[==]
(=]

™9 Piease add my/our name(s) to the Maiiing List.*

] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maiiing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the maii are already
on the project Mailing List.
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PLEASE

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION \
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372

[ e }
P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 S o
I-270 EAST SPUR o —e
INFORMATIONAL MEETING T Zm
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. = =g
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING w 3
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. = o3
= 0
LT kit
NAME 3 l : "

DATE g2t 29 /752

PRINT _ ADDREss_[(20¢ Q[N’mvaw/ {0/.

CITY/TOWN p\m llzvtﬂﬁ STATE M

ZIP CODE_ 228X 2

wlsh to comment or inquire about the following aspects-of this project:

[ l'\w j:">7ﬂ syw n(/evv/L? NL@/ a_ lo+ o

V\V\jc,, y\.mr/f\ h~svT -M»ou I/Aer\ we hdﬁ:/( /»% In

1977,

f'ﬁ” o) mes ) l'S' - (/\/me ore 3o ?/1;15 '
¥ s

rg_clw»: He Nase fecvels  Lihidl,

o Ve {0 #es M o5 oA ou-
14 i

2
V\eLg—L[am'f .

po— t MeCor pne 10%82]  Morwed Flace K,okm//( 2858

Gail _ Scheumbeey 10806 Perweed foce Loclomlle  2oprs
T E He")”‘- ik L22  Clemeeed Yr.. " T
" feter  Georgetbes 001 Clompont M- 2
ﬁwl\«fv{ Y’\efrrm 1080  frorwons //,/ t 2
Ny H‘e’rbgif Cohen 0809 Mar o d // t t“

I;El Pleasgq add'my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

[ Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maiiing List. .

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are aiready

on the project Mailing List.
V-92

{~



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

o Y,
T o \
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS P grﬁ;g
o 252
. CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 o S-om
I-270 EAST SPUR @ LEG
INFORMATIONAL MEETING = .
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. = -
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING =g
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.
NAME L[:IRIQ:/ N. PX%@QJ DATE Q“Qé'gé
PLEASE

PLEASE ADDRESS.£332 WivdeRmere Cirele
ciryitown_RocKy i/ Lle. state_MD

ZIP CODE 510?5&

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects-of this project:

W/WJAQW Crrespred MM%M( M
AJAJ“‘A /u‘m‘ ’uu. AL 7 /ILAMA 4 /MM

ot O VALY L/, , (Z T-* o Ca/ AL ¢
0 W4, jerians pon TRHIL ’me [0 _1tah
W Ysa Lt s srurell9bat 1

Ko doat ol rudic WW L e Lo 4
adirinineV eruidion - MMMWM#L% Al a

CK&M‘M‘@QJWM aMMWvC: "hM/LU &/ﬂmwz
“hffear L/

Y

W

ﬁ% wndd alie bk 1o Luni~ ,(,w%zoé' ff W/CZWL

%M‘/Mﬂw by e 4o : v A 22

“L‘ Je il ey " LA 5 v&b"m L-27

"’ %M%mw
< o Yrakr vodve - J

_2__ A~ Please add my/our name(s) to the Maliing List.*

. T Piease delete my/our name(s) from the Maliiing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the malii are already
on the project Maliing List.
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS S
ST
CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372  P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 ™ o<
I-270 EAST SPUR w <%
INFORMATIONAL MEETING o HOS
5 S8
=
z

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m.
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
S

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.
\‘
£2
DATE /0/¢fy/

7//ch>ma—J T MC[Cenn

NAME
PRinSE  ApDRESS_[( O > GARU 64T Lowe
s 1
CITY/TOWN fekviwe STATE__MD zIP cope_2° SN
I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects-of this project:
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] Please add my/our name(s) to the Malling List.*

(3 Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List.
Py of this brochure through the maii are airea‘dyl

"

*Persons who have received a co
on the project Maiiing List. S
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GAIL SCHAUMBERG
10804 MAZWOOD PLACE
ROCKYILLE MO 20852
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Mr. & Mrs. Howard M. Walker
6408 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852
(301) 530-9414

//_m_ PR \")\;
o

€ o

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director — m
Office of Planning and ==} og"o
o X . —m:
Preliminary Engineering o <o
State Highway Administration w % cn_-‘
707 North Calvert Street 8B 3 O
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 - Tm—i

P L ::

5

[= 4

Octaber 6, 1986

Dear Mr. Pedersen:

We are residents of the Windermere sectiéi"f of Luxmanor and are writing vou to voice our
opinion of the proposed noise barriers along the 1-270 spur.

As we understand the situation, should any barriers be approved, stich as walls or earth berms,
existing trees and foliage would have to be removed in order to construct either of these barriers.
our preference, understanding full-well that the noise abatement rating is not as high as with wali

and/or earth berms, would be to leave ALL trees and foilage untouched and add large-sized evergr
trees as additional screening.

we realize that the final decision rests with the State Highway Administration. However, we

" would greatly appreciate having this suggestion put before the appropriate group as another option.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Very truly yours,

A feen

~Howard M. & Susan G. Walker

RECEIVED - | :

oCcT "9

DIRECIOR, OFHICE OF
SLANNING & RRELOSMARY EAGRIEERINS

V.0A
c¢e: Michael Blackstone



STATE OF MARYLAND
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21404

g " 7% ]
HARRY HUGHES December 1966 "~ -
! \

GOVLRNO®

Dear Friend:

Thank you for your correspondence regarding noise abatement measures
for proposed construction along the I1-270 eastern spur in Montgomery County.

Due to the large volume of communications 1 have received on this
subject, I find that it is not possible to answer each one individually.
1 nope, therefore, that you will accept this method of reply with understanding.

The State Highway Administration (SHA) is evaluating the appropriateness
of measures to mitigate noise along I-270. This effort is part of a federal
program that provides funds for noise abatement retrofitting along areas
adjacent to existing highways. A decision has not ye: been made concerning
the construction of noise barriers along this portion oI I-270. The evaluation
will consider the number of homes that would penefit from noise barriers in
relation to cost, when these homes were constructed in relation to when the
highway was constructed, and the availability of funds. A decision regarding
the implementation of this program within your area should be made within
three months. The SHA will keep you informed.

Your letter asks that consideration of roadway construction along the
I-270 eastern spur be postponed until noise mitigation is undertaken. Based
on results of SHA studies we believe the roadway widening can and should
proceed independently of the decision on noise mitigation.

Noise impact analysis is performed as part of the environmental studies
for any major roadway project. When the Envirommental Assessment was
prepared for the I-270 eastern spur project, the noise impact of the various
alternates, including a "no-build" option was studied. Projected noise
levels for the "build" and "no-build" alternates were not .significantly
different. Simply stated, even were the proposed additional lanes not
added to the roadway, the noise levels resulting from increased traffic
would be approximately the same as that resulting from traffic levels on
the proposed expanded roadway. In part, this is because the project
involves a widening of the roadway within the median so that the noise -
source will not be brought closer to the adjoining residences.

Our studies indlcate that any increase in noise levels will not result
from the proposed I-270 widening, but as a result of increases ip traffic
will occur over a period of time regardless of the provi§ion of additional

FOR DEAFf BALTO AREA 269-2609/D. C. METRO $65-0450

GENERAL INFORMATION ({301) 269-3431-TTY
v-97
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lanes. In sum, the decision to provide noise mitigation is related to
e*isting and future noise conditions along the roadway, which are not
significantly affected by the widening. Consequently, the widening
Project can proceed independently of any noise mitigation efforts.

For your information, the SHA construction schedule for the 1-270
eastern spur is as follows, As part of the federal funding application
Process, the SHA will submit the project to the Federal Highway Adminjis-
tration (FHA) for location and design approval in or about February 1987.
The approval process generally takes approximately two months. It is
anticipated FHA funds for construction of this project will not be .
available for at least two years.

I realize our position does not have unanimous support. I do hope,
however, that the infoxmation provided explains the reasons for our position.
1f you desire additional information please do not hesitate to contact
Mr. Hal Kassoff, the State Highway Administrator, State Highway Adminis-
tration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202, telephone
number 333-1234,

ncerely

Ld—

xnor

Additional Information: Because there was no significant difference
between the Build and No-Build Alternate noise 1levels in the
design year 2010, noise abatement will not be considered as part
of the proposed project. Noise mitigation is being examined in
terms of a retrofit program aimed at abating existing noise
levels. However, the State Highway Administrator has not yet made
a final decision on the Administration's noise policy. A final
position on these issues should be taken by summer of 1988. Your
name is on the project's mailing list and you will receive up-to-
date information on the status of this project.
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Maryland Department of Transportation Willlam K. Hellmann

State Highway Administration Secretary
Hal Kassoff

Administrator

Re: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment

Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

This is in response to your recent comments concerning the Interstate 270
East Segment study.

An analysis has been performed of the noise impacts generated by all of
the alternates being studied, including the No-Build option. This analysis
shows that the projected noise levels for the Build and No-Build Alternates
are not significantly different. The increases in predicted noise levels are
not as a result of the proposed project, but are a function of the increase in
traffic over time. Therefore, noise mitigation is being studied in terms of a
retrofit program for noise abatement which is aimed at mitigating existing

‘ noise problems.

As a result of a recent meeting with community representatives, new field
measurements will be completed in December so that we will be able to re-assess

our information and analysis. We hope to have a final position on the noise
issue before the end of this winter,

Your name iS on our mailing list for the Interstate Route 270 East Segment

project planning study. Through this mailing list, we will keep you up-to-date
on the status of this study.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding this project. If you
have any further comments or questions, please do not hesitate to contact me
or the Project Manager, Ms, Catherine Pecora, at 333-1191.

Sincere}y

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK:tn
cc: Secretary William K. Hellmann

Additional Information:
. ATternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate.
My telephone number Is

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Tcli Free

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717
V-99 '
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Residents of Windermere also submitted a form letter to Senator
Mikulski. A representative sample of this letter, as well as the
Senator's response to the citizens, is enclosed. The attached
listing, as well as the Windermere Citizen listing in the preceding
section, indicates those individuals who submitted this letter to
Ms. Mikulgki. The response from Administrator Kassoff and former
Secretary Hellmann addresses these concerns.
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October 14, 1986

The Honorable Barbara McClusky
House of Representatives

2404 Rayburn Hoyse Office Building
Washington, DC 20512

Dear Ms, McClusky:

Your assistance is requested to resolve a major problem impacting both my
residence and community. Windermere is a community of 220 homes and a
population of approximately 1,000.

noise abatement. Current and projected noise levels approach or exceed
federally allowed levels. Research recently completed by the Maryland
Department of Transportation in conjunction with the I1-270 proposed eastern

our residents rank with the highest in Montgomery County and the State of
Maryland. This environmental impact not only has a devastating effect on

Your support in énsuring quality constructed and aesthetically acceptable
noise abatement measures are taken immediately and prior to any additional
consideration of the I-270 eastern spur construction is appreciated.

Sincerely,




Ms. Maryann Raehl
6221 Starwood Way
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. & Mrs. Steve Paul
10901 Roundtable Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs, Michael Rhodes
6153 Executive Boulevard
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. James J. VanMessel
11032 Earslgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Resident
6508 Windermere Circle
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Resident
11039 Earlsgate Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Resident
6128 Tuckermah Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

P : I}';,."\t'\ .
;’.‘..uif.‘:z;;.ﬂ:..._‘:.s;_i. % -
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MERCHANT MAFINE AND FISHERIES BARBARA A. MIKULSKI Wniaiaron, C 20815 ‘U‘b

SUSCOMMITTEES:
{202) 226-4016
CHAIRWOMAN, OCEANOGRAPHY 30 DISTRICT, MARYLAND

® S Congress of the Enited States S e
ENERGY AND COMMERCE {301) 882-4510

Eouse ot Represe“ta“bes 6609 REISTERSTOWN ROAD, #104

HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT BALTIMORE, MD 21215

COMMERCE, TRANSPORTATION AND TOURISM (.| asbi“gton’ E@ 20515 (301) 358-0758

419 SOUTH HIGHLAND AVE.
BALTIMORE, MD 21224
{301) 683-4000

October 23, 1986

T LI A oW A & Y s e KT e T

Re: 1-270

Dear .
This - is just a short note to inform you that | have forwarded your
letter to Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator for the Maryland Department of
Transportation. | will be back in touch with you as soon as | receive a

2 T AT e LTS T TR A I ST . - B il B sl B

response.
. Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to be of assistance.
Sincerely, -
' _"f \w»'? /
&
Rarbara A. Mikulski
Member of Congress
BAM:cj

V=103
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Maryland Department of Transportation

Willlam K. Hellmann .
State Highway Administration Secratary

Hal Kassoft
Administrator

Re: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

This is in response to your recent comments concerning the Interstate 270
East Segment study.

An analysis has been performed of the noise impacts generated by all of
the alternates being studied, including the No-Build option. This analysis
shows that the projected noise levels for the Build and No-Build Alternates
are not significantly different. The increases in predicted noise levels are
not as a result of the proposed project, but are a function of the increase in
traffic over time. Therefore, noise mitigation is being studied in terms of a
retrofit program for noise abatement which is aimed at mitigating existing
noise problems.

. As a result of a recent meeting with community representatives, new field

-measurements will be completed in December so that we will be able to re-assess
our information and analysis. We hope to have a final position on the noise
issue before the end of this winter.

Your name is on our mailing list for the Interstate Route 270 East Segment
project planning study. Through this mailing list, we will keep you up-to-date
on the status of this study.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding this project. If you
have any further comments or questions, please do not hesitate to contact me
or the Project Manager, Ms. Catherine Pecora, at 333-1191,

Sincere)y

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK:tn
cc: Secretary William K. Hellmann

Additional Information:
Alternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate.

My telephono number Is

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearlng or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewlide Toll Free

£.0. Box 717/ 707 North Caivert St Rajtimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717
V=104




Residents of Wildwood Manor submitted approximately
50 copies of the following form letter to State
Highway Administrator Kassoff for inclusion in the
project record. For sake of brevity, the names and
addresses of those who submitted the letter are
listed on the following pages, preceded by a sample
of the form letter. Individual letters and project
mailers are included following this listing. A
representative sample of the SHA response to all
these submissions follows these letters and listing.
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Mr. Hal Kasaff :
State Highway Administration
Box 717.

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Dear Mr. Kasaff,

Your assistance is requested to resolve a majar prablem impacting both my

residence and community., WI/ldwaod is a community of 420 homes aond a
populatian aof approximately 2,000, -

Since my property is in relatively close praximity af the Interstate 270

eastern spur, | am concerned about the naise pallution and the need far

nalse abatement, Current and projected nolse levels exceed federally allawed
levels as per the C’ar§ract No. M 401-154-372, Interstate Raute 270 fram Y-split
to Interstate Route 435 PDMS No. 151105. ~ Research recently completed by

the Maryland Department of Transportatian in canjunction with the 1-270 praposed
eastern spur expansion canstruction indicates an even greater increase over
current noise pallution is inevitable.

The praperty taxes an homes in our community and the averall tax bracket of
our residents ronk with the highest in ‘Mantgomery County and the State of
Maryland. This enviranmental impact not only has a devastating effect an

property values, even more importantly, it represents a health hazard to aur
families,

Your suppart in ensuring quolity canstructed and aesthetically acéeptable
naise abatement meosures are taken Immediately and priar to any odditianal
consideratian of the 1-270 eastern spur construction is appreciated,

Sinéerely,
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Mr. & Mrs. D. Alling
5908 Rudyard Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. K. M. Allison
5932 Rudyard Drive
BEthesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. John H. Baker
10508 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Dr. & Mrs. James E. Balow
5707 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. B. H. Bederman
6049 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Melvin Blum
6328 Windemere Circle
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Dorothy Bratt
10407 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Lorrise Brockett
6020 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. D. Carron
10541 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. David L. Carrell
5721 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Vernon R. Cheek
5912 Rudyard Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Wen-Yuan W. Chen
10525 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Charles Clifton
5700 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814
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Mr. Frank Costanza
6040 Chatsworth Lane
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Mary J. Craigo
5912 Rudyard Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. H. Darmawi
10312 Fleming Avenue
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Karen Davis
10537 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mrs. Rita Demsey
10329 St. Albans Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Alan L. Dessoff
6024 Chatsworth Lane
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mrs. Walter Durham
5808 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Charles Gershenson
5916 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Len Gradowski
5934 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Henry Gronkiewig
10305 Rossmore Crout
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Peggy Greens
10308 Fleming Avenue
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Alexander Gritz
10533 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Herbert Harvey
5926 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814



Mr. Rolf Hyan
6041 Chatsworth Lane
Washington, D.C. 20014

Mr. & Mrs. Kenneth Hom
5933 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Jerry Hood
5603 Grosvenor Lane
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. J. Thomas Hughes
5711 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Phillip H. Jaid
6009 Avon Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. John W. Johnson
6032 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Sue B. Kolser
6012 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Walter L. Kotchin
5917 Rudyard Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Gail Kushner
10529 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Donald A. Lampe
10509 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Carl K. Laritan
5938 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Joseph E. Marceron

6204 Yorkshire Terrace
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Edward McCaney
10311 Cheshire Terrace
Bethesda, Maryland 20814
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Mr. & Mrs. Cornelius P. McKelvey
10324 St. Albans Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Helen McPherson
5929 Cheshire Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. D. Menou
10524 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Donald P. Mortineau
5900 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Robert E. Munnich
6033 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. L. W. Myer
10504 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. THomas Q. Nichols
5804 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Mohand Y. Nong
5905 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Michael A. Norcross
5912 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Noukelak
5913 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Leon Picon
10318 Fleming Avenue
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Marc P. Reager
6024 Southport Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Luis Reque
5701 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814




Ms. Marjorie Rymes
5904 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Elias Savada
6016 Chatsworth Lane
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Douglas Sawyer
6032 Chatsworth Lane
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Christopher Stark
5909 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. Gene H. Gleissner
10532 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Earl Stigger
10306 Fleming Avenue
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Ernest B. Tremmel
5908 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mrs. C. G. Valanos
1050 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Rojer W. Warner
10400 Fleming Avenue
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Joan S. Weinberg
6105 Yorkshire Terrace
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mrs. Benjamin Weinmann
10528 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Richard S. Welton
10512 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Raymond C. Wilkinson
10517 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814
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Ms. Lynn Davis Yapeiic
6013 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Dr. & Mrs. J. K. Yeager
10310 Fleming Avenue
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Resident
10303 Cheshire Terrace
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Resident
5904 Rossmore Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Resident
10252 Hatherleigh Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Ms. Shirley B. Shiflett
No Address

Mr. Donald V. Wilson
No Address

Ms. Ellen H. Femmel
No Address

Mr. Carlyle F. Robinson
No Address

Mr. John M. Toohey
No Address
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105
I-270 EAST SPUR

INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m.

LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.

NAME Gﬁ'ﬂq Try Lt Nen DATE 7#%{’6
PLEASE ,pnppess (0627 (A tttm YR (Ve
cirvitown _SETHE s sTate_mb zIp coo%{,(/

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects -of this project:

’f)u#u (M'T‘- 270
. n 7%_1 4 A D [lolgx Aﬂf‘k/-ug Uh

[ please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* .

] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maliiing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mali are already
on the project Mailing List. v-110 /;5'/
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION = 2
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS S o<z
<&
. CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 :) "M
1-270 EAST SPUR 2 XO
INFORMATIONAL MEETING = -
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. = =
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING o2
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.
NAME _Melvin Blum DATE 9/9/86
P 21 Farnham Drive
PLEASE appress_'°
Bethesda MD 20814
CiITY/TOWN STATE ZiP CODE

i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foilowing aspects-of thisproject

~Life will be made worse for us by the I-270 East Leg PROJECT.

When we
bought our house in 1972, I-270 was little more than a murmur.

Now, hand-

somely landscaped though it is, none of us can sitbn the I-270 side of our
house.

I
Double panes cover all our windows and the house has been sealed
‘ permanently to shut out the constant noise.

ane
Unless a sound barrier is erected--and we actually need/at present--

increasing the traffic volume of I-270 would help some but hurt others.

Whether or not this PROJECT goes through, a sound baTtrier should be erecte

to protect Farnham, Rossmore and Rudyard Drives where they border the
highway.

. m Please add my/our name(s) to the Maliling List.*

] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Malling List.

*Persons who have received a copy ¢f this brochure through the mall are already
on the project Malling List. V-111



September 11, 1986

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen

Director, Office of Planning
and Preliminary Engineering

State Highway Administration

P. 0. Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

98, Hd 85 21 Gl &35

Dear Mr. Pederson:

We %sfﬁriting regarding the proposed project to widen Interstate
Route 270 from the "Y-split" to route 495. We live adjacent to 1-270.
The noise from the traffic is horrendous at all hours. The widening
of this road will significantly increase the noise level. We strongly
object to widening of this segment without installation of sound
barriers on both sides of the highway.

Please include this letter as part of the record.

Sincerely,
O0lga P. Gritz

.d;ﬁfﬁzu»e(lc~ <1jv;£7__—

Alexander Gritz 5

10533 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, MD 20814

RECEIVED

SEP 15 1986

Gi.ST0A, OFFICE Ot

PLAHNING & PGELININARY ENGINEERING
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION !
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372

P.D.M.S. NO. 151105

e
m (e
I m
I-270 EAST SPUR = =5 ;3)
INFORMATIONAL MEETING R
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. = " oo
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING S RPN
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. - - oa
- e
- -
faw-of)
o
-
NAME _ DOMALD A LAMPS DATE_ - 12-%¢
PLEASE 29 FARDHAM DT
PRINT __ ADDRESS_/O

CITY/TOWN _FETHESDA

STATEMD 2P cope 208
i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foilowing aspects-of this project:

MY HoME 1S o EARMHAAM DR AND MY BAckYAD HAY APRMMATELY oo Feet
ADIAEPT TD THE T-2712 RIGHT-0F-WAY,

X HAVE LIVED (N THi€ RSSdere
SINCE ITWAS BULT |0 1968, THE A0ise FROM 220 HAY IN(Rened SITRDILY

SINCE THAT T'ME TO THE POINT TPAT |T 1S AT RSSIRLE TO SiT o My PATIO
' AND KETD |, MUt LESS CAZRSY O A CORVERLFRTION 0L LISTEN TO Sowg EADIo

MUSIC, TDO MINIMIZE THE INTRUSION OF THE RofAd P0ISE” 8D THE HoUdse
CITYAE ATED STERM WiVDoWS WHICH ARE keer 18 AME YeRd PRIVID,

T'WVE READ THE EMNVIZOAMer I RS,

ONE  comMeEDT™ 1§ THAT
EAANHAM DAV HAS A NUmBa oF TWo STIRY HemST - pNoT  JUST

oreE sTonsy ¢ pne AND A-Hiue sy . (Ths RAISS Te QUETTTON
A T>  How CAREEULLY THE SUDY WRE DowE ).

(T TV SN TIRAT
THE TWOo STIILY +OMES wWILD Ba SUBJECTED TO A HiGHER. aJdise Ll

Boipusy THE OF7SL IMIBR SiNe Thale (o> Be LSS FoulAdes TO
ATTERVUAE THE JoISE

T SmonetyY Uess THAT THE roiSs RBARIER. SNDEn CoVSIDERATIN

OV THE S5VTH SIDE OF TI-7170 ALowe- The witdwdts Devaormewi™
&= INSTAUED .

l [ Please add my/our name(s) to the Malling List.*

[ Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already
on the project Mailing List, ' W13

!



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

I-270 EAST SPUR
INFORMATIONAL MEETING

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m.

LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
1986 - 7:30 p.m. o

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30,

= o

- =2
NAME MR 4 MRS DENIJAMM  WEMMA MK pate_alis[§6253
Gy 20O
, ..::'_)Q_
FARMHAM DR, N 35
=

PheACE  ADDRESS__104 2%
CITY/TowN BETHESD A STATE_ M1 21P CoODE 0 ¥TY
i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foliowing aspects-of this project:

MWMMW&&WMM

’CLGWWMAIM&&W '

MMM&%M&&%MWM MULLIOBAR.
i uhm@uw& WMWQMW
L\M&mﬁmw&p

] Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

] Please deiete my/our name(s) from the Maiiing List.
»Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already

V-114
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on the project Maliling List.



e e = T )

A T e e e e e s e e i L 2 R TTA TN PRRAS VIR 2 2 W TR Y .+ e .:f;\\
N
. Gene H. Gleissner 10532 Farnham Drive Bethesda, MD 20814
< (301) 530-4655

/ " 17 September 1986

Stete Highwey Administration

Office of Planning and Preliminary
Engineering

Box 717

Beltimore, MD 21203

Dear Sirs:

| am writing regerding the proposed widening of the eastern leg of
interstate 270 tetween the ¥ south of Montrose road and the intersection
with 1-495 at Wisconsin Avenue. My femily and | live adjacent to this
portion of 1-270 and would be directly affected by the increased noise,
dust, and poliution thot the increesed traffic load (SO%) wouild creete. We
therefore would prefer to see the highwsay remain as it is at present and
?omteholftetrnotive plen developed to deel with the traffic issues projected

or the future.

Recognizing, however, that an acceptable alternative to the widening of
I-270 in this area msay not be available, we must insist gs g minimum on -
the construction of ADEQUATE NOISE BARRIERS alangside The widened
portion of the highway. The present traffic load aiready creates
unacceptable noise levels during the marning and evening rush hours,

. interfering with rest and relaxetion. | would expect the edditionsal treffic
}oad]created by the widening to raise this noise to a totally unacceptable
evel.

Accordin ll{;, we most urgently request that adequate noise barriers be
made a8 mandafory part of thie widening plan.

' Sincerely yours,

o 50

Gene H. Bleissner

RECE;"E VinpJ

g _'""“L))
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Cultural Alliancy:
.:J-v“ A of Greater dishinyvan
Yoo tds 9
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Ceruiar 238, 198c
Mr. Hal Kasoff'

State Highway Ac.:
BO" '71'7 :

alnisaration

' Baltirnere, .~MD 2"203 0717

Desr My

A mair issue has becn ralsed In our ccmmunity

and [ wish to inforiin vou of my views. This

"ﬁatt«i‘ an'UxVes W uu‘Nqu wilanar, a'ﬂéiguuﬁruaod

"ﬁ_"of 4"0 ‘horniés and a posulace numbering nearly

‘There is great need for you to support our
.cornmunity’s: efiorts
‘constructed and ®sihetically accer abie noise

te insure that quaity

abatedical aieaaures acs lakes ~t’m‘.u'dmhuy gid bafore
any aadmonal considera.ion of the 1-270 easiern 3pur

'.':I. ‘L

Since ‘ny propcrty 53 close v th 1-270 spur, | am
" concaraed about the curielt ar.d projected noise levels
~which exceed federally aliswed leveia as per the Contract

No. M €01-154-372, Interyi:id~ Route 270 from Y-split o

- Intecstate Route 495 PDME No. 151105. Reseaich

;-recently completed by the Laryland Departmant of
' ..Tranapo'rat‘on in conjunction with the 1-273 proposed
. CBSIErD 3pUr expansion consiructicn indicates an even
: .greater mcre'aae over curr R nolsh pom.uon levels i~ o

Pleaae belp. our efforr to pravent. any damage to our_
$ nelgnbo*hooc 5
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September 17, 1986

Mr. Neil Pederson

Director, Office of Planning and Engineering
State Highway Administration

P.0. Box 717

Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Dear Sir:
I am writing concerning the proposed widening of I-270 East Segment.

First of all this would not alleviate the problem as there 1s a back-

up now during rush hour with the two lanes, as the beltway and Rockville
Pike cannot handle the traffic comming off 1.270 East Segment. Therefore,
it would just increase the problem by adding the additional lanes.
Further it would increase the traffic noise in our neighborhood and
decrease the value of our property.

The access road has already decreased the value of our property as the
trees that served as a nolse barrier were cut down and nothing has
really been accomplished to replace this natural barrier.

Therefore, since it would not improve the traffic problem,,would cost
over four million dollars, increase the noise level in our neighborhood,
decrease the quality of our 1ivelihood and the value of our property, I
request that this project be disapproved.

Since%ely yours,

Z;i ,ze%l?;%;«w
Rayfiond C. Wilkinson

: 10517 Farnham Dr.
! Bethesda, Maryland

20814
|
!
) {:l% I
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ST DIRECTAR, GFICE OF
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Additional Information:
Alternate 2 {inside widening) is the selected alternate for addressing traffic
capacity problems on the I-270 East Segment.

{\%

Waryland Department of Transportation Willam K. Hollmamn ®

Secretary

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

State Highway Administration

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

This is in response to your recent comments concerning
the Interstate Route 270 East Segment study.

An analysis has been performed of the noise impacts
generated by all of the alternates being studied, including
the No-Build option. This analysis shows that the projected
noise levels for the Build and No-Build Alternates are not
significantly different. The increases in predicted noise
levels are not as a result of the proposed project, but are
a function of the increase in traffic over time. There fore,
noise mitigation is being studied in terms of a retrofit
program for noise abatement which is aimed at mitigating
existing noise problems.

We hope to; have a final position on the noise issue
before the end of this winter.

Your name is on our mailing list for the Interstate
Route 270 East Segment project planning study. Through this
mailing list, we will keep you up-to-date on the status of
this study.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding this
project. If you have any further comments or questions,
please do not hesitate to contact me or the Project Manager,
Ms. Catherine Pecora, at 333-1101.

Sincerelyy,

HAl Kassoff
Administrator

HK:sh V=118
cc: Secretary William K. Hellmann

My telephone number is 333-1111

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717




The following letters and project mailers received
for this project, for which noise was a major
concern, received a general response from State
Highway Administrator Kassoff. This response is
located after the letters and comments on the

following pages.
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Mr. Mark Siegel
10725 Lady Slipper Terrace
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. T. Maciag
6050 Valerian lane
Rockville, Maryland 20652

Mr. & Mrs. Leonard Klompus
6049 Valerian Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. David S. Addington
Ms. Linda L. Werling

9 Englishman Court
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. & Mrs. Richard P. Bertocchi
6005 Rudyard Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. Thomas Koval
6100 Rudyard Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mr. & Mrs. David E. Mengering
6152 Valerian lane
rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Ralph H. Weavér
10408 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Mrs. Vicente Roa
10716 Pine Haven Terrace
Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr. Arthur N. Dubin
Dubin & Associates

4701 Sangamore Road
Bethesda, Maryland 20816

v-120

.S(/)/cn ///747



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ‘%
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

. CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105
1-270 EAST SPUR
INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m.
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.

PLEASE Aooness_éJ_QSO VAL[@(AN LA’N&
cnvnowu._(Z.QC}LWLU;: _STATE MA 2ip cooe 20852,

i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foliowing aspects-of this project:

.ffqau buld the 230 plan ond widen Hhe Yodke,

4

Al /ll .

- 7 bw] 40 2 ‘M
¢ aJLm} ??@WQJA YZX‘&%‘%

_M& 0] 1 ﬁPw"Mg M'M

Ay 270 ﬂ;fuqnmf Wl 0,00 m;olhkow

~omd B H000 @mwwm 1T

. 5
ﬁ Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* o \ch < A\l
pisy

. 3 Please delete my/our name(s) from the Malling List. : \\\f\ \Q a

*Porsons who have received a copy of this brochure through thevmg‘{lz\gr%%%r;ady
on the project Mailing List. vo1a1 14310




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION \
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 '
1-270 EAST SPUR
INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 peme.
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.

nave €. Boer DAqu/é/%'
PRitSE  ADDRESS__ (0 65/ Fous Havey ler__-

CITY/TOWN Rocxy. sy STATE Ad. ZiP CODEZOPSZ.

i/We wish to comment or inquire about the foilowing aspects-of this project:

4
2]

Y o
m
- o<
=M=
woaoa
w T om
=TS
= ~“un
> 3
K= o)
[ Piease add my/our name(s) to the Malling List.*

(] Piease delete my/our name(s) from the Maiiing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mali are already
on the project Mailing List. v-122
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

‘ CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO

. 151105 5 o
I-270 EAST SPUR - m
INFORMATIONAL MEETING = 933
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. ~ D
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING ~ 5 :2;
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. £ C Lo
= oo
.{
NAME //\EOUMD i /77#/6/,4 /‘(/»0”7 ﬂUS DATE 7#]/f

\t

PLEASE aooress 2049 Vﬂ—/\gg/,%/Aﬁ,Ud

G815 curv/TowQDQKV'LLe. state [N D 21p cope Z08S3

ZIWe wish to commead=er Inquire about the followlng aspects of thls project:

Sound Bhfbiers O 270 € Mtﬁmp NoeTH &7

OLD GSoecerowa) BoAD

EZ Please add rmsgfour name(s) to the Mailing List.*

C ] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maliiing List,

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already
on the pro]ect Maliling List. v-123
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372

P.D.M.S. NO.
I-270 EAST SPUR

INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m.

LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.

151105

NAME

PLEASE

MeRK SiEcEL
PRINT

DATE ?!q!%
ADDRESS__ |0 73S Lokdu‘ Sh()/u‘?-ex Tu’f.

cirysTown_{2o cle l

Hd

STATE

A

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project:

370 Aoy b netaiod . St
+}\.0/U]“—~

Q

Pl Ao odiy Ko oL

Ay oS

By

S ———

g

H oo =

qDeA,u/ .

ey v

14

M—J% Coveorved U Ao

¢ aAdA Teoval oo
_M%AJZ £ ot \%ﬁ' b

a3 o
LAk

Lt)Q/ STRoNGEL Y

Jar /&L it o A
e Qoo d ofrsa

7& ]

Al {%.

ij@)
[T T0 Apon. | gurgd M(’M

~—

U = 4

IAA/V\-/&A/\} i n ot M/ﬁm

111638

1q

€

51410

R EL
ORIOYd

[
\v

o

s

-

\
.

] Please add my/our name(s) to the Maliing List.*

q

X8

Ikt

1
-

[ Piease delete my/cur name(s) from the Mailing List.

on the project Maiiing List.

*Parsons who have received a cony of this brochure through the mali are aiready

vV-124
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

’ 1986 - 7:30 pomo

Li.

wn
= R
oy «Z 0
‘ CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 — Y@ >
1-270 EAST SPUR = =52
INFORMATIONAL MEETING - . 5m
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. roTES
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING =
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30 -
o

Davip 5. ADDINGTAON
NAME _L/NDA L. WERLING pate_ /10/36

lr:lﬁlet?'rs'e ADDRESS. 7 ENGLISHMAN COURT

CITY/TOWN ROCKVILLE

state_MD zip cope_0852

i/IWe wlsh to comment or inquire about the following aspects-of thls pro]ect

Mﬁw b not whown ey

Wn/wtd/wnw

U wodd Lbe T poe pound Ypnion ewetic] albva/
@ 20 7 MWMWW vwridoniis, o/ﬂ
‘Zéaiﬁmaddwadapf&‘d 0 {

) uaﬁLW %Ly/miq 2y MM The  Commen T
e ﬂaﬁw 07 et m@pwaﬁd

i

] Please add my/our name(s) to the Malling List.*

] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List.

*Pgrsons who have received a copy of this brochure through the malii are already
on the project Malling List.
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION T o
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS N o<
—m=
=m=
CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 ~ P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 ™ Toc
I-270 EAST SPUR s =20 .
INFORMATIONAL MEETING 2 by :%'5—1‘
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. 3 j
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING o
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.
NAME SALEPH H, WEAVER DATE /f/Z;/fZ
PLEASE aoDRESS L0404 AARMIAM DT,
CITY/ITOWNBEZHESZA STATE /72, ZIP CODE. 225/~

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects-of this project:

ZE ODRIECT To THE (o V% nE S
Lol _T#HAR Folipuiiniie KEAsir/S !

L THE NoI1sE LEVEL EoR THE. Hor g OwWNELL 14/ THE MNifrHeEsn
_ SEC TN P10 MANIR L) gut o M ANBELLAGLE , THE A5t

— LEVEL 4T plaiseT e ¢ : D YK

2. AT PRESEAT. EACH RUsH eV F8A THAEFIC BACKS (0

</ L WA/ / 0L L 2. an L-US
Lo SEQMATLY THE JVR Lbn€ T =270 EpST Loorl BACAS (14
o T 270, SMeh T 497 Canin T UKL TET Yon0ls IH4
TLLLE . fofions T =270 o) (o THE (JoKiler Caprw 1T~ Han ££rS
7039 MoniZ Lan s PRy T-278, I7 AFLRAAL THE7T YoU o4z
—LEARLT Bulllpr T PARL IV LodaliZ g o T =270, [INriE NOLAA.
MM PULOT I AT LA ST EXNTEAS TD TAYIRAL T
HAVE LivBor AT JHIS LIcTrin) Siui s J9L0 4+ THAYRLE L THn
T-94 [ T -220 ExTeulinsde, THE Soduize’ 78 THA fZusis
1S To Hoip ALThqsaiZ INTERSTETA LseT£S T Yl S

T4%. Ll LINCTN) [ Co ARSS Anad T GRELTLY [ 7 TTH
FHorg T—495~ A—A/n T8 LowrR ry 0L T =270 : FLEASKE =

Piease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

L -

[ Piease delete my/our name(s) from the Maliling List. .

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the maii are already

on the project Mailing Llst.v“m6 vy, IASTA _OUR Ak 9 Ard /AN
A B PRIGEL A LJ67 5K - 5
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
—_——————————

. CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105
I-270 EAST SPUR
INFORMATIONAL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m.
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m.

103royd

98, Hd ST Z 27 43§
10iS1AIQ
Lii4%d013A30

NAME Ae £ Hey Rch@zé PMONL: DATE_f-/5-¥F 4L
PRCE ADDRESS__GOo S Qg&_*&,—c‘. D eade

ciTy/TowN_Bethresde. state__mD>D 2IP CODE2o F /¢

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects-of this project:

—_ (Mo arc veryg coacecwned o 4., £ T Aqh( aoiS¢
lewe [ s ot _’t_“\: oz.’.<¢t‘- woold see. {o pre doee
Exe.eglc-;? 1T < Egd&ga‘ \4\%4*/941 L&d 'QM“"'Q_‘“A-Q'\L.S.
M}l" < lQ_Lg_ie —~eq d C)—_l. {‘e;—Lf-_—— 13 LShia /)'Q‘e[a vAh -

—A—LQS-F-L&_L.(_% ""} WS FH';_P*PAAI—|41'_.§(AJ(‘& éc_

‘ qr\uﬁ( A 4;3 :“llu\:\g’ T‘(
e(\S"\‘(:\A\ kalgs——' rk'a« ey#asto«\
\

> O Lgic(‘ [ =Y anuad

[ Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

(1 Please delete my/our name(s) from the Maliin~ List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this ochure through the mail are aiready
on the project Mailing List. - f/
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P.D.M.S. NO. 151105

I1-270 EAST SPUR
INFORMATIONAL MEETING

[ Vel

= 3R
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. = o<
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING =M
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. N oo
— 2-am
an RERE 2

—p " ,"-_1

NAME [ he mas KOV&Qﬁ
PLEASE

PLEASE 4 poress__(ol00 EMVM\bh

{ \
cnvnown:‘b_éilﬁfié__snre MD 21p copeNIIY

i(We/wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects-of this project

My wife and T |ive Very nedy e
_e_ﬁg-_\:g_—@.t_

TA m&é!S’{’mr\. 2 ‘Hv 'éwor-
' T ‘!‘A(S is

. pnad,, 2 [\ OVE .' e54 r e

A ull| sin

"4 problemjoven ot the precort dime.

p

NPlease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

] Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List.

(,*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure throu
O™ on the project Mailing List.

gh the mail are aiready
v-128
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

o
Y4
CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372  P.D.M.S. NO. 151105 < 0‘2‘;‘0
I-270 EAST SPUR . =20
INFORMATIONAL MEETING ) %‘ﬁ\
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. -~ 9/__; o,
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING A )
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. =2 A
2
NAME Mr. and Mrs, David F. Mengering DATE _September 22,1
PLEASE ; '
PRINT ADDBESS 6152 Valerian Lane
CITY/TOWN__Rockville, STATE MD ZIP CODE__20852

I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects-of this project:

My husband and I attended the September 17th meeting and were very impresse

u The sentatives from th i ay Administratior
uere very informative and patiept., Our main concern was the noige level,
(we are located behind your noise level testing area #7, the tennis courts)

Mde wanld 1ike very much to sﬁé sound barriers put up along the corridor ]

fro h dge (01d Georgetown Road down towards the beltway). We realjze

and agree that there must be expansion of the I-270 Fast Segment., but we al

feel the people living around this segment should have some consideration

;;x.;tw;m_wm_lmwmmg__
i ed our area?; 2-Wi e be'built before, after or during the

construction?; 3-What type of sound barriers are being proposed?. My hushsz

and I,and hopefully people from our community will be attending the Septemt

J0th meeting,
Sdto e, X COVsnagrnne/

EXX Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*

] Please deiete my/our name(s) from the Maiiing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the malil are already
on the project Mailing List. -
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

e eEERa e —

g g
CONTRACT NO. M 401-154-372 P,D.M.S. NO. 151105 o o<V ‘
I-270 EAST SPUR =~3
INFORMATIONAL MEETING w SO
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1986 - 5:30-9:30 p.m. S S2o
LOCATION DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING =3 =z m—
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1986 - 7:30 p.m. =
- =
o

NAME /VI&. Vieenlte feg . DATE Sepfﬁ? /75
PLEASE

PRINTC ADDRESS___/071h  Pue Hiwn Ten

city/Town __Apckwiile.  state M(/ 21P CODEFP5¥

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects -of thisproject:

MM_WMAM bhe bore /9766/5”0

and do st Mhow  whel J/awss ar oms alose gﬁﬂ
U,i)g/) T twaul B omment . s ﬁg/n/m//;e Sforks

ontp _the L -270 SNul, b Dave a _gize Aok

_/d_g//i//l/ o oue 4 D/@_m_mm#ﬁ/ &, Sg(a/gn ‘

Us J?L APIM/(P of fhe  noise . There 1< o

farR e shet b

0 -0 SD/J/'

but s s oF //j!k /‘é/D Lm a&qlr/ gddéaag beoes

ggo“ld buvther  inclaese "t e 00/5¢ | fupa 7~ A

o s /dz of e {i)uﬂ/{/ astrlt o 5"1%‘),‘7.,

barriers 1n i osi'dentx Ofe’n 1o
declease. the rdnise  prablem.
] Piease add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* .
QﬂPIease delete my/our name(s) from the Maiiing List.

*Persons who have received a copy of this brothure through the maii are already

on the project Maiiing List,.
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% INDEPENDENT NETWORK CONSULTANTS

P.0. BOX 2328 ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND. 20852-2328 301—984-9600

S
-
r=>
o =
n 2
October 14, 1986 2O
=% =
Mr. Neil J. Peders >
eil . edersen 8

Director
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

P. O. Box 717
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Dear Mr. Pedersen:

Our home is located next to 270 between Rockville Pike and 014
Georgetown Road in the Cloisters. -

Over the past several years the noise level has become
increasingly worse. Now that the road is scheduled to be
widened, we anticipate it becoming more unbearable.

We notice that "sound barriers" are being placed around the
Washington Beltway and 270 and respectively request that "sound
barriers”™ be placed on the stret¥h of road to be widened near our

home as well.

Please advise us as to what steps we must take in order to make
this happen.

Sincerely,

DNarea € C7§1{}u4bx4g tLKE%LUpAJ<3
Mar¢ia and Leonard Klompus

6049 Valerian Lane
Rockville, Maryland 20852
(301) 984-9615

P ROEIVET)
REC,E_Q‘;;G 5‘3

00T 16 1986

iermwn A A
Ethb‘uu, |N|;L'E Ui

PLAKKING & PRiLimiAR{ EXZEICERING
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4701 SANGAMORE ROAD  NORTHBUILDING  BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20816 (301) 320-2600

Dubm Cgf\ssouatc—:s

it - CONSULTING AND MANAGEMENT
‘October 16, 1986

[

P
: , , =
Mr, Neil J. Pedersen, Director Z O
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering = »9m
Maryland Department of Transportatlon . g
State Highway Admlnlstratlon ‘ . , g
P. O. Box 717~ e TTE =f
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 0711. ‘ ' =3

RE: Contract # M 401-154-370
PDMS #151105

Dear Director Pedersen,
Thank you for your note in regards to the extension of the dead-

line for receipt of comments in the Public Hearing transcript. The
purpose of my letter is to share with you my concerns.

To beqln, the increasinq of the decibel level due to the road expan-
sion planned is of-great concern to those of us who live nearby. Our
point is quite simple, we agree that widening of the road is the
thing to do, but for us to accept increasing noise levels cannot be
justified on.any grounds.

We did not know1nq1y buy into a situation that was g01ng to be
made worse by the expansion of the roads. Again, increasing decibels
levels were an unknown situation to us at the time of our original
purchase. .

Please consider our request a priority concern. We again agree
with the planned expansion of the roads, but implore you to consider
in your planning. the building of a barrier to deflect the noise.
Finally, just imagine for a moment that you were our neighbor faced
with our same situatlon.

Thank you for your consideration to this matter.

-1
Arthur N. Dubin, CPM, PCAM
Elafor v

m&mﬁ & i’t.}.l... R i

V=132

| }QFC.«__,.L IE?‘“-’

AND:bvs aeT 20




LAW OFFICES

FUREY, DOOLAN & ABELL
. WILLIAM PUREY 8401 CONNECTICUT AVENUE

JEFF EVAN LOWINGER
THOMAS CHARLES KIMMEL

DEVIN JO{IN DOUOLAN

W, SHEPHERDSON ABRILL CHEVY CHASE. MARYLAND 208is OREUGORY V. POWELL

PATRICE W. FUREY (301) 652-6880 JULIA L. UBRIEN

ELSIE L.REID . —_—

PHILIP L. O'DONOGHUE ' WILLIAM §. ABELL

MARIANNE K. RENJILIAN BEOBERT R. FPEROUSON, JR.
CHRISTOPHER S. ABELL

OF COUNSEL

19)

September 30, 1986

£
RURERLAY
4373430

LIS

Mr. Neil J. Petersen

Director of Planning and Engineering
State Highway Administration

P.0O. Box 717

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0701

1337Gud

5, 4y o€

Dear Mr. Petersen:

I am writing in reference to the State Highway
Administration's plans to widen portions of Interstate 270.
I understand there are "two legs" being considered for
widening, the east and west legs. I am informed that the
. project includes the widening of I-270 in the median section
- from the Y split to the Capital Beltway.

My firm represents clients that own land along-
side portions of Interstate 270. I would appreciate receipt
of information regarding the project and whether it is
intended to build in the existing right-of-way or to acquire

additional right-of-way.

Thank you very much for your attention to this

letter.
Sincerely,
Elsie L. Reid
/ig

SHA Response: Ms. Reid was sent a project brochure
which indicated that no right-of-way

RECEIVED | would be required for the widening.

OCT 3 1986

BCEGS3, Uil gF
@ i & poeiney mvrens
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Additional Information: Alternate 2 (inside widening) is now the selected \\
alternate for addressing traffic capacity problems

on the I-270 East Segment.

Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

William K. Hellmann
Secratary

Hal Kassoff

Administrator

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105 .

This is in response to your recent comments concerning
the Interstate Route 270 East Segment study.

An analysis has been performed of the noise impacts
generated by all of the alternates being studied, including
the No-Build option. This analysis shows that the projected
noise levels for the Build and No-Build Alternates are not
significantly different. The increases in predicted noise
levels are not as a result of the proposed project, but are
a function of the increase in traffic over time. Therefore,
noise mitigation is being studied in terms of a retrofit
program for noise abatement which is aimed at mitigating
exlsting noise problems.

We hope to; have a final position on the noise issue
before the end of this winter.

Your name is on our mailing list for the Interstate
Route 270 East Segment project planning study. Through this
mailing list, we will keep you up-to-date on the status of
this study.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding this
project. If you have any further comments or questions,
please do not hesitate to contact me or the Project Manager,
Ms. Catherine Pecora, at 333-1191.

Sincerely,

HAl Kassoff
Administrator

HK:sh
cc: Secretary William K. Hellmann

My telephone number is 333-1111

Teletypewriter for Impaired Héaring or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-045v_l34 3 — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

P.O. Box 717 1 707 North Ca Itimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717



B. ELECTED OFFICIALS
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The SHA Responses to former Senator Mathias and former Representative
Barnes were in response to telephone inquiries.

The correspondence form citizens enclosed with the letter from Senator
Mikulski to State Highway Administrator Kassoff is represented by a sample
letter.
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[ . Maryland Department of Transportation -

Secrotery

Hal Kassoft
Administrator

State Highway Administration

DEC 0 9 1088

Re: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N ,
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495

POMS No. 151105  Zo7WE

<D
’ S
COPY i
No. | FOR - ©
The Honcrable Charles McC. Mathias, Jr. w =
United States Senate - £
Suite 387 £ O
Russell Serate Office Building = +
Washington, D.C. 20510 i
(<]
Attention: Mr. Geoffrey Rhodes ORIGINAL
y TO FILE /QZQQ
Dear Senator Mathias: DATE

This is in response to recent inquiries from constituents regarding the
Interstate Route 270 East Segment study as it relates to noise impacts and miti-
gation,

As part of the project planning study for the Interstate Route 270 East
Segment, a noise analysis was performed. The results of this study indicate
that the increase in noise as a result of this widening is in the range of 0-2

"dBA. This indicates that the increase in noise ‘evel between the build and no-

build condition is not significant. Thus, it is the increase in traffic over
time, under the nd-build condition, which creates the increase in noise level to
an amount which exceeds the noise abatement criterion., Since the proposed proj-
ect is not causing a significant increase in projected noise levels, noise miti-
gation is not being considered as part of this project.

The Windermere neighborhood is one of the neighborhoods in this project
that is being considered for possible eligibility in the Type II Noise Abatement
prograim which provides abatement for an existing noise problem. A final deci-
sion has not yet been made on the Type 1I barriers. The existing noise levels
are scheduled to be monitored in the near future, and we hope to make a final
decision early next year. -

v-137

My telephone number is 333-1111

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
3837555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free

P.O. Box 717 1 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Mary.and 21203 - 0717

William K. Hollmemn
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The Honorable Charles McC. Mathias ‘

DECogm

Page Two

We will inform you of any decisions reached regarding the Interstate Route
270 East Segment study. If you desire to discuss this further, please feel free
to contact me,

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED By:
AL KASSOPF

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK:tn

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
M. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Charles B, Adams
Ms. Catherine Pecora

Additional Information: )
Alternate 2 (¥nside widening) is now the selected alternate for addressing

traffic capacity problems on the I-270 East Segment.
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Sccrstary

Hal Kossofi
Administrator

State Highway Administration

. ’ )II." Maryland Department of Transportation. - Witliom K. Hofimams

DEC 0 9 085

Re: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segmént

Y-Split to Interstate Route 4957 s
. Py - <
PDMS No. 151105  ~7770 gm;
corPY w ¢52;§2
No FOR EF Txin
The Honorable Michael D. Barnes == P
United States House of Representatives - T
Suite 302 = -1
11141 Georgia Avenue
Wheaton, Maryland 20902
ion: i i ORIGINAL
Attention: Mr. Vic Weissberg O e /&4
Dear Congressman Barnes: DATE
This is in response to recent inquiries from constituents regarding the
' Interstate Route 270 East Segment study as it relates to noise impacts and miti-
gatioen, '

As part of the project planning study for the Interstat2 Route 270 East
Segment, a noise analysis was performed. The results of this study indicate
that the increase in noise as a result of this widening is in the range of 0-2
dBA. This indicates that the increase in noise level between the build and no-
build condition is not significant. Thus, it is the increase in traffic over
time, under the no-build condition, which creates the increase in noise level to
an amount which exceeds the noise abatement criterion. Since the proposed proj-
ect is not causing a significant increase in projected noise levels, noise miti-
gation is not being considered as part of this project.

The Windermere neighborhood is one of the neighborhoods in this project
that is being considered for possible eligibility in the Type II Noise Abatement
program which provides abatement for an existing noise problem. A final deci-
sion has not yet been made on the Type II barriers. The existing noise levels
are scheduled to be monitored in the near future, and we hope to make a final
decision early next year. :

. v-139
My tolephone number is 333-1111

Teletypewriter for Impalred Hearing or Spesch
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492.5062 Statewlde Toll Free

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717




The Honorable Michael D, Barnes .
DEC 0 9 1085

Page Two

We will inform you of any decisions reached regarding the Irterstate Route
270 East Segment study. If you desire to discuss this further, please feel free
to contact me.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED. BY:

HAL KASSOFF
Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK:tn

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Charles B. Adams
M. Catherine Pecora

Additional Information:
Alternate 2 (jnside widening) is the selected alternate for addressing
traffic capacity problems on the I-270 East Segment.
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COAST GUARD

{202) 2254018

ENERGY AND COMMERCE @Dﬂm‘ts g nt tbe | wnitcb é tateg

mmm orFiCES:
1414 FALLON FEDERAL BUILDING
/XX BAeron:;;_(::‘lgOl
y {301)
MHEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT %oust ' nt Reprtstntat‘bes G600 RuSTERSTOWR RUAD, #104
COMMERCE, TRANSPORTATION AND TOURNISM wasb"nmon’ m¢ 205 15

BALTIMORE, MD 21215
{301) 368-0768

419 SOoUTH HIGHLAND AvE
BaLTIMORE, MD 21224
(301) 563-4000

October 16, 1986

i
S &
- = o<
Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator o m o
Maryland Dept. of Transportation . w = 1;)8
State Highway Administration " NS o
707 North Calvert Street ‘ s a
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 = ‘;
Dear Mr. Kassoff: : S
I would appreciate it if you would review the enclosed corres-
pondence and would contact my office as soon as possible with the
appropriate information to respond to my constituent.

If this matter can be handled by telephone, please contact my staff
‘ assistant Terence Qurtis with the information.
to have a reply as soon as possible,

Natu.rally, we are anxious
We will ask for a letter confirming
your conversation with my staff assistant.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Singerely,

M

Barbara A. Mikulski
Member of Congress
BAM:tc:ar

encl.

LV ‘, L4l “LJC)E QXFD

O(‘T x4 1986‘
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Dear é‘-y&ﬂ_

Your assistance is requested to resolve a major problem impacting both my
residence and community. Since my property is in relatively close
proximity to Interstate 270, the increases in traffic over the past five
years have resulted in noise levels exceeding the Federal Highway
Administration's noise abatement criteria, Research recently completed by
the Maryland Department of Transportation as Part of the 1270 (east

however, apparently has no definitive Plans in place or funds allocated
from monies provided to correct the noise pollution problem,

The property taxes on homes in our community rank with the %ighest in
Montgomery County. This environmental impact not only has a devastating
effect on property values, evenm=more importantly, it represents an
environmental health hazard to our familijes,

Your support in ensuring that a Quality and aesthetically acceptable noise
abatement barrier is built prior to any additional consideration on the
Interstate 270 expansion project is appreciated.

Sincerely,

V-142
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Willlam K. Helimann
Secratory

Hal Kassofl
Administrator

State Highway Administration

’ ) Maryland Department of Transportation .

5el 09 1%5

Re: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route/495cr__:_‘::

PDMS No. 151105 Ay < %
COPY — 25>
N [ FOR | ©© oo
The Honorable Barbara Mikulski = -/om
United States House of Representatives oo
1414 Fallon Federal Building == -
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 g§ -
Attention: Mr. Terence Curtis
ORIGINA
Dear Congresswoman Mikulski: 70"‘-5}/5{:/:
DATE :
This is in response to your recent letter regarding inquiTTes—fTOm your

constituents on the Interstate Route 270 East Segment study as it relates to
noise impacts and mitigation.

As part of the project planning study for the Interstate Route 270 East
Segment, a noise analysis was performed. The results of this study indicate
that the increase in noise as a result of this widening is in the range of 0-2
dBA. This indicates that the increase in noise level between the build and no-
build condition is not significant. Thus, it is the increase in traffic over
time, under the Ao-build condition, which creates the increase in noise level to
an amount which exceeds the noise abatement criterion. Since the proposed proj-
ect is not causing a significant increase in projected noise levels, noise miti-
gation is not being considered as part of this project.

The Windermere neighborhood is one of the neighborhoods in this project
that is being considered for possible eligibility in the Type II Noise Abatement
program which provides abatement for an existing noise problem. A final deci-
sion has not yet been made on the Type II barriers. The existing noise levels

are scheduled to be monitored in the near future, and we hope to make a final
decision early next year.
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My telephone number Is___ 333-111 1

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383.7555 Baltimore Melro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statowide Toll Free

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0717




The Honorable Barbara Mikulski ‘ _— : BEC 09 1986 .

.Page Two

We will inform you of any decisions reached regarding the Interstate Route
270 East Segment study. If you desire to diccuss this further, please feel free
to contact me.

Sincerely, ;
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY:.
HAL KASSOFF

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK:tn

cc: Mr. Michael Snyder
Mr. Neil J, Pedersen
Mr. Louis H, Ege, Jr.
Mr. Charles B, Adams
M Catherine Pecora

Additional Information:
Alternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate for addressing
traffic capacity problems on the I-270 East Segment.
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. SENATE OF MARYLAND
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401-1981

STEWART BAINUM, JR.
2OTH LEGISLATIVE DISTRICY : : - 211 JAMES SENATE OFFICE BLDG.
MONTGOMERY COUNTY , . WASHINGTON AREA D38-3634 (TOLL FREE)
DUDGET & TAXATION COMMITTEE , : ANNAPOLIS AREA 041-CESN (TOLL FREE)
SUBCOMMITTEE ON CORRECTIONS AND TRANSPORTATION October 23, 1986 e DISTRICT OFPICE: '
SUBCOMMITTEE ON CAPITAL BUDGET ' | ' 10800 Locmmmve
JOINT BUDGET 8 AUDIT COMMITTEE SILVER SPRING. MARYLAND 260801 !
' son es1-331g <
- 2
» C
- 2
o
.Mr. Hal Kassoff - - &
Administrator . '
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert ‘Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
Dear Mr. Kassoff:
. , Recently I veceived a letter from a constituent who 18 concerned
about the noise levels along 1-270. Could you please share the results

of any research which has been done to evaluacte noise levels along
this route and any_1nformation-regard1ng possible noise abatement

plans.
Thank you for ydur time and cooperation.

Sincergly,

art Bainum, Jr.

SBir:cc

. OCT%71236 .

J-iog . - '
DIRELTDA, Oci1iE OF © V=145
PLANNING & PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

X

OFFICE ADDRESS: -
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SENATE OF MARYLAND

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401-1 991

STEWART BAINUM, JR.
207 LEGISLATIVE OISTRICT
MONT GOMERY COUNTY
BUDGET & TAXATION COMMITTEE
ACOMMITTEE ON COﬁREC’ﬂONﬁ AND TNANSPORTA‘I’ION
GUDCOMMWTEE ON CAPITAL PUDGET
JOINT BUDGET & AUDIT COMMITTEE

October 24, 1986

Mr. Hal Kassoff

Administrator
State Highway Administration

707 North Calvert street
Baltimore, Marylan 21202

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

Recently 1 received & letter from 2 consti
about the ncise 1evels along 1-
of any resea i has been don

this route and any jnformation regarding

plans. ‘

ime and cooperation.

Thank you for your t

sBjricc
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CorY _
No FOR
. ' Maryland Department of Iransportation Wiliem K. Hellmam
State Highway Administration _ Secretary
Hal Kassoft
Administrator

DECOOogs  |Yorue/5Y

DATE

Re: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495::)

PDMS No. 151105 o o
— m
- o<
=3
The Honorable Stewart Bainum, Jr. o -;;>52
Maryland State Senate =208
10800 Lockwood Drive e L, —
Silver Spring, Maryland 20901 - T
[onuyd e }
[ v ]

Dear Senator Bainum:

I am writing as a follow-up to your letters of October 23 and 24, 1986
regarding the Interstate Route 270 East Segment study as it relates to noise
. impacts and mitigation.

As part of the project planning study for the Interstate Route 270 East
Segment, a noise analysis was performed. The results of this study indicate
that the increase in noise as a result of this widening is in the range of 0-2
dBA. This indicates that the increase in noise level between the build and no-
build condition is not significant. Thus, it is the increase in traffic over
time, under the no-build condition, which creates the increase in noise Tevel to
an amount which exceeds the noise abatement criterion. Since the proposed proj-
ect is not causing a significant increase in projected noise levels, noise miti-
gation is not being considered as part of this project.

The Windermere neighborhood is one of the neighborhoods in this project
that is being considered for possible eligibility in the Type II Noise Abatement
program which provides abatement for an existing noise problem. A final deci-
sion has not yet been made on the Type II barriers. The existing noise levels
are scheduled to be monitored in the near future, and we hope to make a final
decision early next year.

. i V-147

My telephono number Is____333-1111

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5082 Statewlide Toll Free

P.O. Box 717/ 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0747
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The Honorable Stewart Bainum, Jr.

Page Two

We will inform you of any decisions reached regarding the Interstate Route
270 East Segment study. If you desire to discuss this further, please feel free
to contact me.

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SiGNED o
AL KAsse: ~
Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK:tn

cc: Mr., Michael Snyder
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Charles B. Adams
/Ms; Catherine Pecora

Additional Information: )
Alternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate for addressing

traffic capacity problems on the I-270 East Segment.
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Montgomery County Government

October 8, 1986 o

Hr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
Haryland State Highway Administration

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re: 1I-270 East Segment
Environmental Assessment

Dear Hr. Pedersen:

He have reviewed the environmental assessment and believe it to be an
accurate representation of the need for and likely impacts of the widening of
the I-270 East leg. We support Alternative 2--the inside widening option--as
the most feasible means of both providing necessary new capacity and
minimizing negative impacts. During the design phase of this project, we
expect that you will be specifying the noise mitigation measures to be

fmplemented.

The interchange improvements that would likely be needed at 01d Georgetown
Road should also be addressed, but we agree that the mainline widening should
not be delayed until the precise Interstate access improvements are
identified. 1Instead the State and County will proceed forthwith to evaluate
various interchange options on both the east and west legs, with the objective
of programming them at or near the time the mainlines are widened.

Sincerely,

o |

<
Robert S. McGarry, Diréctor
Department of Transportation

RSM:mjo
cc: Hr. Louis H. Ege, Chief, Bureau of Project Planning, MSHA

RECEIVED
Pt T
OCT 17 1988
v-150
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Maryland Department of Transportation Willam K. Hellmann

Socretary
November 7, 1986 Hal Kassoft

Administrator

State Highway Administration

RE: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment
Y-Split to Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

Mr. Robert S. McGarry, Director
Department of Transportation
Montgomery County Government
101 Monroe Street

Rockville, Maryland 20850

Dear Mr. McGarry:

Thank you for your comments supporting the proposed widening
of the Interstate Route 270 East Segment. As you have noted, we
will continue to analyze noise mitigation measures as the project
moves into the design phase.

The State Highway Administration looks forward to working
with the County to address the anticipated capacity and access needs

in this area. ' _
Very truly y;jf ,

Neil J. dersen, Director
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:cd

w»cC: Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
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My telophone number 1s659-1110

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toit Free

P.O Box 717/ 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21207 - 0717




Add on mation:

Alternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate for addressing
traffic capacity problems on the I-270 East Segment and minimizing
environmental impacts.

Results from the technical noise study indicate that projected noise
Tevels for the No-build and Build Alternates in the design year 2010 are
not significantly different. The increases in predicted noise levels are
not a result of the proposed widening, but rather are a function of the
increase in traffic over time 1in accordance with planned development.
Accordingly, noise barrifers are not warranted as a consequence of this
project and will not be constructed. 1In addition, since the majority of
homes adjacent to the roadway were constructed after the roadway, they are
not eligible for the Type II, or retrofit, noise program.

Interchange improvements at 01d Georgetown Road and at Democracy
Boulevard on the I-270 west leg will be addressed in a separate SHA study.
This study, to be jointly conducted with the Maryland~National Capital Park
and Planning Commission, the Montgomery County Department of Transportation,
the developer of the Davis tract, and SHA, will explore a variety of
solutions to the traffic operation and capacity problems at these
interchanges.
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MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK _AND PLANNING COMMISSION |

2

8787 Georgia Avenue o Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

(301) 2¥31BBB
495-4525

REC j‘WE D

October 21, 1986 ocT ?S 1986

Tz
Mr. Hel Kassoff pir: ‘N'U*Et oF
Administrator e & €l ALY ENCINEERING

State Highway Administration T
707 N. Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re: 1I-270 Spur - East Leg
Dear Mr. Kassoff:

The Montgomery County Planning Board reviewed the project
planning study for the East Leg of the I-270 Spur during our
regular meeting on September 25, 1986. The Board supports the
widening of the East Leg from four to six lanes. Staff have
reviewed the North Bethesda/Garrett Park Master Plan and find
that the plan recommends the widening of the I-270 East Spur to
six lanes. We have several specific recommendations to make with
regard to this project.

First, we feel very strongly that the close coordination
between our staff and your staff that has been established on the
I-270 project should be continued for the Spur project and that
those agreements regarding the visual corridor should continue
along the Spur projects.

Second, the Board regrets the loss of the grassed median
currently in place on the I-270 Spur. This area provides a
"green relief" between I-495 and I-270 that has been quite
pleasant. We would like to have been able to retain the median.
However, we understand that an outside widening (either com-
pletely or partially as suggested by our staff) would negatively
affect the adjacent residential community and that, in this case,
the inside widening seems to be the only choice. We urge that
you provide increased landscaping along the outside edge of the
roadway to help offset the loss of the green median.

Third, Planning Board and staff feel very strongly that the
Old Georgetown Road interchange needs to be studied for possible
improvements. The SHA traffic numbers indicate that the inter-
change intersections will fail unless improvements are provided.
The project planning study for the West Spur includes the Democracy
Boulevard interchange. Also, a possible connection directly into

Montgomery County Planning Board



the Davis Tract from the East and West Spur should be otudied. We .
are in agreement with your staff that this additional work can be
combined into a third study which will include both interchanges

and the two possible connections to the Davis Tract, and we

strongly recommend that this be initi.ted as soon as possible.

Fourth, our Master Plan of Bikeways (1978) shows a future
bikeway in an old trolley line right-of-way near Fleming Avenue
south of the Spur and near Georgetown Prep School north of the
Spur. The Spur design should make provision for this bikeway to
cross the Spur (that is, nothing about the design and construc-
tion of this roadway project should preclude the future construc-
tion of the bikeway) and construction of the base of the support
column in the median may be desirable as part of the project.

Fifth, the Planning Board supports the installation of noise
barriers to protect the residential communities along this road-
way. Two areas - those identified as B and D in the Environ-
mental Assessment ~ appear to be likely candidates for some type
of barrier. .

We concur in staff's concern over the SHA's position that
area C does not cualify solely because the majority of the houses
were constructed after May 1976. Our Environmental Planning
Division staff memorandum, which discusses this and other policy
issues in some detail, is enclosed for your information and
review. We understand the need for priority considerations in ‘
the distribution of a fixed amount of funds for this program but
do not fully understand why this area should be removed from
future consideration. That is, can it not be on the list but
with an appropriate priority rating? A formal clarification of
SHA noise barrier policy would be most helpful in improving our
understanding of these issues.

We think the choice between berms, walls, or retaining the
existing vegetation is best resolved by SHA and the residents.
We are very interested in the "visual corridor" issue and will be
available to provide input from the highway side (representing
the driving public).

We look forward to a continued joint effort as this project
proceeds through the approval process, design, and into
construction.

Sincerely,

) fof%%

Norman L. Christeller
Chairman, MCPB

NLC:PBW:dlf
Enclosure
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8787 Georgia Avenue © Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760
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September 22, 1986

MEMORANDUM
TO: Montgomery County Planning Board
FROM: Montgomery County Planning Staff

SUBJECT: 1I-270 East Spur - State Highway Administration
Project Planning Study

Recommendation: Support the widening of the I-270 East Spur to
six lanes and request additional study as follows:

(1) Preservation of the "green relief" area along the spur
is of paramount importance. Attention should be given
to (a) preserving the existing grass median by widening
to the outside, (b) providing a planting area between
the jersey barriers of the median, or (c) if all else
proves unfeasible, additional plantings along the edge.

(2) The study should be expanded to include the interchange
with 0l1d Georgetown Road and a possible direct connec-
tion with the Davis 7ract.

SHA should make provision for our staff to work with SHA
staff during the design phase of this project as we are doing on
the I-270 projects to ensure continuity of the "visual corridor"
concepts along this section of highway. :

This project should include provision for the future con-
struction of a bikeway across the I-270 East Spur in accordance
with the Master Plan of Bikeways.

Project Schedule

The first meeting of the project team was Frigday, August 29,
1986. The Informational Meeting was held September 17, 1986;
approximately ten to fifteen citizens attended this meeting. The
Location/Design Public Hearing will be Ssptember 30, 1986. SHA
expects to receive Location/Design Approval in February 1987 and
anticipates that the construction contract could ke advertised as
early as November 1587.
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The I-495 project will be advertised this fall with the
start of construction next spring; construction is expected to
take throo to four construction seasons. '

Tho I-270 project (from the Y Spur to south of Falls Road)
will be advertised in February 1987 with an anticipated open to
traffic date of winter 1985/90. The Montrose Road Interchange
will be advertised in October 1987 with an anticipated open to
traffic date of summer 1950.

Proiect Description

This project is the widening of the I-270 East Spur (between
1-495 at Wisconsin Avenue and I-270) from two lanes to three
lJanes in each diroction. (See the attached brochure.) The build
alternative is an inside widening which will roplaco the existing
green median with pavement and back-to-back jersey barriers.

(The mainline crops-section is shown on page 5 of tho brochure.)
The widening projoct io very gimple to design and to construct.
One structuro (the bridge that carries southbound traffic from
I-270 over northbound traffic on the west spur to the east spur)
will need to be widened. The Old Georgetown Road interchange is
not part of the study - our gtaff thinks that it should be
included. Noise studies have been conducted and barriers are
being considered at four locations. The widening of I-495
between the spurs is no longer being considered as part of this
project. Any improvement of this section of I-495 will be
programmed as a gpecial project.

. This project will tie into the I-270 widening on the north
and the I-495 widening (through Rock Creek Park) on the south.
Current geometrics on those roadways produce capacity restraints
for southbound traffic entering the Capital Beltway (I-495) and
for northbound traffic entering I-270. The curreht problem
entering I-495 will be eliminated when the I-495 widening is
completed. It is less certain that the northbound merge problem
will be eliminated but conditions should improve considerably
especially when the Falls Road Interchange is open to traffic. A
southbound bottleneck may occur if the I-495 project is completed
without widening the spurs but our staff is not convinced that
this project is so urgent as to preclude further study of the 0ld
Georgetown Road interchange and a possible direct connection to
the Davis Tract.

Recommended Addition to Study

It is important that any potential change %o the inter-
changes or the main roadways be evaluated during the design
process. An interstate roadway is not like a local road, where
new curb cuts can be allowed and turn lanes easily added after
the main roadway project is completed. The complexity of inter-
state movements, the high travel speeds, and the rigid design
standards mean that all potential modifications should be
analyzed fully before the plans are finalized.
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The Davis Tract (Rock Spring Park) has been characterized as
one of the most desirable tracts for devaelopment on the East
Coast. Thoro is still over 50 acres of undevaloped land in the
tract, most of it zoned residential. There are also other major
developable tracts in the vicinity. The capacity of the local
roadway system to accommodate trips going into and out of the
Davis Tract is becoming a constraint, on both the east and west
sides. Improved or changed access to the I-270 spurs is one
possible solution to this constraint and must be explored now
before options are eliminated by this project.

Our staff feels that SHA should look seriously at the alter-
natives which have been suggested concerning access from the
Davis Tract onto the I-270 spurs, and determine the feasibility
of such connections and costs associated with them. This work
should not be left to a consultant hired by a developer since the
recommendations will have major impacts on an important public
roadway. Incorporation of them into the design after it is
finalized is very difficult, and may be impossible. '

We are not suggesting that the SHA should have to fund the
improvements. This may well be an appropriate developer func-
tion, at least in part. However, the State should do its own
analysis of the most probable proposals, and perhaps have a main
roadway design that would allow for the modifications at some
later date.

The intersection of 01d Georgetown Road is a similar situa-
tion. The at-grade intersections of the I-270 ramps with 0ld
Georgetown Road are approaching unacceptable levels of service.
An analysis of how to increase the capacity of the interchange
should be included in the mainline analysis, since inclusion of
the design features at this stage is by far the most efficient
and effective process.

Good highway engineering makes as few changes as possible to
an existing highway when a roadway is widened. This is both
cost-effective and, in most cases, easiest to construct. The
inside widening does that. As far as we know, the appearance of
the roadway was not an important element of the design when the
I-270 spurs were constructed. Apparently, the attractive green
median was always intended to become travel lanes, shoulders, and
jersey barrier medians. Our staff thinks that this should be
reexanined.

Env men

A memorandum from the Environmental Planning Division is
attached for your review and consideration. An Environmental
Assessment document has been prepared and made available to our
staff. The major environmental issue will be noise. Four areas
have been analyzed for noise impacts with monitoring conducted at
13 sites. Table 6, Project Noise Levels, is reproduced from the
Environmental Assessment document for your information and review.

V—157 . -

Y



Blkaoway

Tho Master Plan of Bikeways shows a bikeway (P=-20) crossing
the I-270 opur north of Fleming Avenue. This bikeway connects
.with Tuckorman Lane and proceeds north along the old trolley line
right-of-way to Marinelli Road and the White Flint Metro station.
The design of the I-270 East Spur should retain this option. 1In
fact, thé support of the necessary column might be included in
this project.

gonclusion

Although our staff supports the wvidening of the I-270 East
Spur, we think that additional study is needed.

¢

PBW:dlf
Attachmeaents

cc: Melissa Banach
Perry Berman
Karen Kumm
Steve Federline
Pat Willard
Rick Hawthorne
Tom Robertgon
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THE BARYLAND-NATIOKAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLARNING COMMISSION

September 19,1986

TO: Pat Willarg, Coordinator, Transportation Planning

VIA: Jorge A. Valladares, Chief, JAU
Environmental Planning Division Ay

FROM: Stephen D. Federline, Principal Environmental Plannneg/éﬂﬁjL

SUBJECT: Environmental Issues and Recommendations on I-270
East Spur in Preparation for Location / Design Public
Hearing

Issues and Recommendations
* Review of SBHA noise analysis and recommendations

While we understand that a noise technical study has been
Completed, we have not received a copy. The Environmental
Assessment does state that all residential areas along this roadway
will experience noise levels in excess of FHWA standards in the
design year 3010, thus requiring the examination of noise abatement
measures. A commitment to provide noise barriers was not apparent in
the Environmental Assessment. :

* Provision of noise abatement measures -~ FUNDING POLICY

A major issue involves the designation of this project for
Federal funding of noise abatement measures. According to FHWA
Regulations (CFR 23 Part 772.5(h)), this is a Type I project =»
since it involves a "physical alteration of an existing highway -

funding pool. Type II Projects are strictly retrofit noise barriers
intended to resolve current noise problems. The allocation of funds
for Type II projects is based on the State's determination of need
and could theoretically cause major delays in provision of noise
barriers regardless of the timing of highway expansion.
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However, recent experience on the Ccarderock I-495 cxpansion
indicates that these projects are now being considered under the
Type II (retrofit) program by SHA. Type II noise projects are
1imited to developments that have been constructed before May
14,1976 with cortain exemptions. We believe that our noise
compatible land use planning program satisfies both the intent and
dictate of one exemption as cited in the Federal Regulations on
Traffic Noise Abatement (CFR 23 Part 772.13b) to "exercise land use
controls over the remaining undeveloped lands adjacent to highways
in the local jurisdiction to prevent further development of
incompatible activities" which allows a waiver of the May, 1976
cutoff date for Federal funding of Type II noise abatement projects
for existing noise-impacted land uses near Federal-aid highways.
Thus the date of construction of the adjacent housing should have
no bearing on SHA noise abatement decisions for this and other
projects in Montgomery County.

The second issue involves the method by which SHA evaluates
cost/effectivenoss of noise, barriers. The method basically is to
divide the number of residential units protected by the total cost
of the barrier, resulting in a figure that reflects a cost per unit
protected. A dilemma exists in our County since we aggressively try
to reduce the number of units within noise impacted areas and, by
doing so, significantly reduce our ability to take advantage of the
SHA-funded noise barrier program. By SHA designating an maximum
cost per dwelling figure of $35,000 - 40,000, they penalize our
efforts to mitigate the effects of traffic noise , and reward areas
such as those around the Baltimore Beltway for allowing
high-density development (apartments and rowhouses) adjacent to the
Interstate.

A pertinent example is the Timberlawn townhouse development
north of the :Spur. The site plan was amended to move the tennis
courts into the noise impacted area, and a row of townhouses
internal to the site and away from the highway noise. If this had
not been done (resulting in 6-8 more units adjacent to I-270), the
cost per unit protected would have gone down, and the likelihood of
SHA providing a noise barrier would be improved.

Together these two issues result in penalties to Montgomery
County and its residents for efforts that are encouraged in Federal
regulations.

¢ Provision of noise abatement measures - TYPE and LOCATION

The preservation of existing vegetation has been a significant
design consideration in site design for developments on this
segment of I-270 for two reasons: first, trees provide a perceptual
reduction in noise impact, and second, noise berms would require
massive grading and loss of vegetation to provide affective noise
reduction. Thus, with the singular exception of the Grosvenor Mews
site, the preferred approach to noise mitigation has been through
site design, setbacks, tree preservation, and acoustical treatment.
of buildings. Site-by-site details of our efforts to mitigate
traffic noise are included later in this memo.
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Although we have not had an opportunity to review the SHA noige
study or any roadway cross-sections, it appears that barriers
incorporated into the trees would be preferable to the massive
berms needed for effective noise reduction. Some combined approach
(berm/barrier) may be possible if the major stands of trees could
be protected. As stated above, the location of barriers should
depend solely on projected noise impact, and not be ruled out
because the date of construction of adjacent housing preceded FHWA
regulations.

* Control of quality and quantity of stormwater runoff

Since the loss of the vegetated median will also mean the loss
of a valuable natural buffer to roadway pollutants and runoff, it
is essential that action be taken to assure that stormwater be
appropriately managed to mitigate all effects of the major increase
in impervious area with the roadway widening. Page IV-3 and IV-~4 of
the Environmental Assessment discuss control of surface water and
mention State agencies with responsibility in this areca. Both
-M=NCPPC and County DEP staff should also be provided with detailed
studies of the methods of controlling stormwater. It should also be
noted that there is already a significant flooding problem
downstream in the Grosvenor Park housing complex which could be
exacerbated by any increase in runoff from this project.

% Sunmary of M-NCPPC's Noise Mitigation Efforts Along I-270 East

Over the last several years the Planning Board and staff at
M=NCPPC have aggressively promoted noise compatible land use / site
planning for developments in the vicinity of the I-270 East Spur.
What follows:. is a summary of those efforts.

Starting at I-495 and moving west along the northern side of
the I-270 spur, here is pertinent information concerning
implemented noise abatement measures:

GROSVENOR MEWS TOWNHOUSES south of Grosvenor Lane (site vaAn)

- site plan evaluation in 1980 and 1983 (#880016 & #883011)

- exterior noise reduction found feasible and consistent with
recommendations made for parcel in North Bethesda Sector Plan

- landscaped berm constructed at developers' expense along I-270
partially within ROW (with approval from SHA)

= some units along southern edge (currently under construction)
where berming was infeasible were subjected to acoustical
treatment criteria mandating interior level of 45 dBA 1dn (see page
10 of noise guidelines).

GROSVENOR PARK TOWNHOUSES north of Grosvenor Lane west of Grosvenor
Place (site "B")
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- preliminary plan of subdivision approved in 1982

-gite plan approved in 1983 ({#883070)

- noise mitigation through site design determinod by
consensus to ba preferred approach = protection of intervening tree
cover was major consideration (visual barrier gives a perceptual
noise reduction)

- development prohibited in "neck" area neer Grosvenor Lane

- streets and parking areas were placed in impacted area
nearest I-270 _

- units were oriented to parallel and face I-270 (thereby
protecting patio/deck areas using buildings as barriers), or
perpendicular to I-270 to reduce direct exposure and provide some
butfering by other units

TIMBERLAWN PARCEL "“v"

- gite plan for townhouses approved in 1983 ({883016)

- due to topographic/ceost cffectiveness congsidorations,
phyasical barriers were determined infeasiblo

- interior protection through acoustical troatment mado a
condition to site plan approval

- subsequent to site plan approval, developer came to M=-NCPPC
and asked for permission to build a berm. Berm unfortunately was
underdesigned and was not an effective height for most of the unitsgs

- developer cited for failure to provide acoustical treatment .
and was required to retrofit existing townhouses (triple glazing on
windows, sliding doors, and skylights)

TIMBERLAWN PARCEL "J"

- site plan for townhouses approved in 1981 (#881037)

- noise mitigation through site desian including placing and
connecting garages on I-270 side, moving proposed townhouses
towards interlor of site and tennis courts near 1-270, and having
townhouses facing I=-270 for protection of backyards

BREWER-CORBY PROPERTY (south of I-270 & north of Grosvenor Lane)

- site plan approved in 1986 (#886043)

- consultant study (which included noise monitoring)
determined that single-family attached units were sufficiently
setback to achieve exterior standard of 65 dBA Ldn

- noise-mitigating site design features include tree
preservation, setback of 100 feet from ROW, and six foot noise/
privacy walls protecting the patio areas '

The Windermere/ Heritage Walk subdivision was also examined

for noise impact in the early days of our noise program in 1978 Al.
(4178203). An increased setback was the only noise abatement optio

that was inmplemented.
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Othervise, all developments in this I-270 eastern spur are
either undeveloped or developed prior to our land use / noise
abatement program. The remaining undeveloped properties
(principally the Davis, Aubinoe, and Corby tracts) will be examined
for noise abatement as they come in for development.

cc: Nazir Baig
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Maryland Department of Transportation -

State Highway Administration Sccrotary
Hal Kassoft
' Administretor
ORIGINAL
DEC 0 8 1985 TORLE 5
DATE

Re: Contract No. M 401-154-372 N
Interstate Route 270 East Segment

Y-Split %o Interstate Route 495
PDMS No. 151105

Ccopy - f}\
No. | FoR

Willom K. Hellmanrn .

T

5 o
i m
Mr. Norman L. Christeller, Chairman — EZ;%;S
Montgomery County Planning Board LT O
Maryland-National Capital Park and w O’E%?E
Planning Commission H oo
8787 Georgia Avenue ™ 1ﬁfﬁ~4
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 - 3
b

Dear Mr, Christeller:

I am writing to thank you for your support of the Interstate Route 270 East

Segment widening and to offer the following comments regarding your recommenda-
tions, :

ke look forward to continuing cooperation with you and your staff regarding
the possible landscaping of the Interstate Route 270 East Segment. The land-
scaping agreements reached for the landscaping along the Interstate Route 270
corridor will be incorporated into this study where reasonable and feasible.

The State Highway Administration shares your concerns regarding the traffic
operation and capacity at the interchanges of Interstate Route 270 with 0ld
Georgetown Road and Democracy Boulevard. These will be studied in a separate
Project Planning study which will address both the 01d Gecrgetown Road inter-
change and Democracy Boulevard interchange on the west segment. This study will
be conducted jointly with your staff, the Montgomery County Department of Trans-
portation and the developer for the Davis Tract and will explore the feasibility
of a variety of solutions in this area.

The proposed widening will not preclude the construction cf a bikeway
across the Interstate Route 270 East Segment. The construction of a pier in the
proposed median could be done if it were designed' in accordance with the pier
designs that are proposed for the Interstate Route 270 mainline reconstruction.
The State Highway Administration will work with your staff during the Final

Design phase of this project if you desire to provide such an overpass now or at
a later date.
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Mr. Norman L. Christeller

DEC 08 1056

Page Two

As you are aware, the noise impacts associated with the proposed widening
have been of paramount concern. The noise analysis indicates the difference in
noise levels between the build and no-build conditions in the design year is
insignificant. Therefore, we do not believe it would be appropriate to consider
noise barriers under the State Highway Administration's Type I noise abatement
program. Eligibility for barriers will be considered under the Type II program,
We have also agreed to collect additional field data to verify our noise analy-
sis.

Thank you again for your input and I look forward to continuing coordina-
tion with you and your staff regarding these issues.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY:
HAL KASSOFF

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

HK:tn

cc: Mp. Neil J. Pedersen
/Mf. Louis H, Ege, Jr.
Mr. Charles Adams
Mr. Steven McHenry
Mr. Richard Davis

Additional Information:
Alternate 2 (inside widening) is the selected alternate for addressing
traffic capacity problems on the I-270 East Segment. Because the noise
study indicated that noise barriers are not warranted as a result of the
widening, they will not be constructd as part of this project.
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BUREAU OF
PROJECT PLANNING

il 928 RGS

TORREY C BROWN. MD RENNL ITH M WHEAYVE M
stcaeTARY STATE OF MARYLAND TR
JOHN R. GRIFFIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES ARt ogeT e
DEPUTY SECRETARY EMERY T CltAaves
MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY DrpL e OIRE Tk

THE ROTUNDA
71t W, 4074 STREET, SUITE 440
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21211

Division of Archeology
338-7236

16 January 1986

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Bureau of Project Planning

State Highway Administration

P.0. Box 717/707 Morth Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

RE: I-270 - Montgomery County

Dear Mr. Ege: ‘

I have reviewed the subject project relative to archeological resources.
There is one reported site near the project area as depicted on the attached
map. Site 18M063 is represented by five Late Archaic/Early Woodland quartz
projectile points collected from the site by a previous owner.

Three transects surveyed during the MDOT study include portions of the
present study area. All three (Transects #12-005, 12-010, 12-011) failed
to locate any archeological resources. In general, the archeological
potential of this area is considered moderate. However, extensive land-
disturbing operations (road and housing construction, primarily) have effectively
diminished the potential for intact sites in most of the project area.

If I can be of further assistance on this matter, please let me know.
Sincerely yours,

~

Dennis C. Curry

Archeologist
DCC:1w
cc: Cynthia Simpson
Rita Suffness
Attachment
v-170
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April 4, 1986

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief
Environmental Management
MDOT-SHA

707 N. Calvert Street

P. 0. Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203

RE: Interstate Route 270

Y-Split to I-495
Contract M 401-154-372
Dear Ms. Simpson:

Thank you for your letter of Oct. 25, 1985 concerning the above-
referenced project.

This office concurs with the opinion that both the Davis Farm
(M 30/19) and Wild Acres, the Grosvenor Estate (M 30/15) are inventory
quality properties, not eligible for National Register inclusion.

We appreciate your cooperation.

Sincerely,

George J. 2:dreve

Environmental Review Administrator
GA/AL/mc
CC: Ms. Mary Ann Kephart
Ms. Roberta Hahn

Mr. Mark Walston

.
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Maryland Historical Trust

April 23, 1986

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy Director
Project Development Division

State Highway Administration

P. 0. Box 717

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

RE: Contract No. M 401~154-372
1~-270, East Segment from
the Y-Split to I-495
P.D.M.S. No. 151105
Montgomery County, MD

Dear Mr. Ege:

Construction of the above-~referenced project will have no effect
upon significant archeological resources, Therefore, archeological
investigations are mot warranted for this particular project.

Thank you for providing us this opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,
Richard RB. Hughes

State Administrator of
Archeology

RBH/BCB/mmc

CC:  Mr. Tyler:Bastian
Ms. Mary Ann Kephart
Ms. Roberta Hahn
Mr. Mark Walston
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Department of Natural Resources

TORREY C. BROWN, M.D. MARYLAND FOREST, PARK &_ VY'LDL'FE SERVICE DONALD E. MACLAUCHLAN
SECRETARY Tawes Office Building DIRECTOR
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

November 5, 1985

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Acting Chief
Environmental Management

Department of Transportation

P.O. Box 717

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

RE: Contract No. M 401
P.D.M.S. No. 151104
I-270 East Leg from
Y-Split to I-495
Inside Widening

. Dear Ms. Simpson:

Your request for any information we may have concerning threat-
ened or endangered species was review by Gary J. Taylor.

There are no known populations of threatened or endangered
species within the area of project influence in Montgomery County.

Sincerely,

mes Burtis, Jr.
ssistant Director

JB:emp

cc: G. Taylor
C. Brunori

) V-173
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269-3716
Telephone . :
TTY FOR DEAF: STATEWIDE 1-800-492-5062; BALTIMORE 269-2609




United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES
1825B VIRGINIA STREET
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

November 7, 1985

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson

Maryland Department of Transportation
P.0. Box 717

707 North Calvert St.

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Dear Ms. Simpson:

This responds to your October 24, 1985 request for information on the
presence of Federally listed endangered or threatened species within the
area of the proposed widening of I-270, Montgomery County, MD (P.D.}M.S. HNo.
151104).

Except for occasional transient individuals, no Federally listed or pro-

posed endangered or threatened species are known to exist in the project

impact area. Therefore, no Biological Assessment or further Section 7
Consultation is required with the Fish and Wildlife Service (¥WS). Should .
project plans change, or if additional information on the distribution of

listed or proposed species becomes available, this determination may be
reconsidered.

This response relates only to endangered species under our jurisdiction.
It does not address other FWS concerns under the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act or other legislation.

Thank you for your interest in endangered species. 1If you have any
questions or need further assistance, please contact Judy Jacobs of our
Endangered Species staff at (301) 269-6324.

Sincerely yours,

S 1 o

; Supervisor
“ Annapolis Field Office

v-174



TORREY C. BROWN. M.D. STATE OF MARYLAND FRED L. ESKEW
SECRETARY
SOHN R GRIFFIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES ASSISTANT SECRETARY
DEPUTY SECRETARY CAPITAL PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION

TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

November 27, 1985

Mr. Louis H. Ege

Bureau of Project Planning
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Subject: 1-270 East Leg From Y-Split to
I-495, Inside Widening

Dear Mr. Ege:

The Maryland Natural Heritage Program has no record of any rare species,
unique habitat or other significant natural feature at, or in the vicinity of
this project site. However, in the absence of a recent site review, we cannot
show that such species or features are not present.

Sincerely,

Ayne0d W nodon

Arnoid W. Norden
Maryland Natural Heritage Program

AWN:mle

v-175
269-3656
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TTY FOR DEAF-BALTIMORE 269-2609, WASHINGTON METRO 565-0450
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OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE

201 WEST PRESTON STREET « BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 « AREA CODE 301 « 38X 225-5275
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Adele Wilzack, R.N., M.S., Secretary William M. Elchbaum, Assistant Secretary

February 5, 1987

-v"
g 2

[ ? .’fi 2
L O
Ms. Cinthia D. Simpson, Chief 3 };EZ?E
Environmental Management o . E. o
Project Development Division o e e

707 North Calvert Street, Room 310 = =

Baltimore, Maryland 21202 = '

RE: Interstate Route 270 Expansion
East Segment
From the Y Split to I 495
Contract No. M 401-154-372

Dear Ms. Simpson:

I have reviewed the air impact analysis performed for the widening
of the east segment of Interstate Route 270 and concur with its conclusions.

The proposed project is consistent with the transportation control
portion of the State Implementation Plan for the Metropolitan Washington
Interstate Air Quality Control Region. Furthermore, adherence with the
provisions of COMAR 10.18.06.03D will ensure that the impact from the
construction phase of this project will be minimal.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this analysis.
Sincerely,

%M/LVTQ%
Mario E. Ji oi‘quer

Division of Air Quality Planning
and Data Systems
Air Management Administration
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#%,,  UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
{" an % REGION Il

% 841 Chestnut Building
A oot

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107
| APR 27 1987

Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief
Environmental Management

Project Development Division (Rm. 310)
MD State Highway Administration

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, MD. 21202

Re: MD Rt 270 East Segment - Y split to Rt 495
Air Quality Analysis

Dear Ms. Simpson,

In accordance with the responsibilities delegated to EPA under Section
309 of the Clean Air Act and the National Environmental Policy Act, EPA
Region III has reviewed the above referenced document. The area in question
is currently in a non-attainment area for CO and ozone, yet the Analysis does
not supply information about the changes in the CO emissions and ozone levels
(i.e. the loading in tons/year) that will result from the Build alternative.
In addition, there does not appear to be a comparison of these CO emissions
as related to the Build vs. No-build options. It is possible that an
evaluation of recent air quality data could be a basis for redesignating
the area as being in CO attainment. But until this happens, EPA remains
uncomfortable in assessing the impacts of the highway widening with regard
to air quality, based on the information presented.

However, we recognilze that a request for additional information would
result in a departure from standard operating procedure under SHA's working
agreement with the FHWA. Harold Frankford of our Air Management Division
will be contacting the FHWA to explore the implications of this policy as
it relates to future projects. With your input, I am certain that this
matter can be easily resolved.

Until such time as a procedural determination is made, we can, in all
fairness, offer no further objection to the development of this project as
it relates to air quality.

Thank you for including EPA in the scoping and coordination process.

Should you have any questions, or if we can be of additional assistance,
please contact Mr. Frankford at 215/597-1325, or myself, at 215/597-9302.

Sincerely,

Wi Sl g

' €y M. Alper, Chief
NEPA Compliance Section

cc: Harold Frankford (3AM13)
V-177



