
i 

FINDING OF 
NO SIGNIFICANT 
IMPACT 

Contract No. B 635-101-472 

Interstate Route 695 
Baltimore Beltway 
MD 140 To MD 702 
Baltimore County, Maryland 

INTERSTATE ® 

695 
41 © 

45 

•  ared by 
I S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
FEDERAL   HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

146 

147 

and 
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
STATE   HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 



% 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

FOR 

INTERSTATE ROUTE 695 (BALTIMORE BELTWAY) 
FROM MD 140 TO MD 702, BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND 

The Federal Highway Administration has determined that the Selected 
Action, Alternate 2 and the improvement to 11 interchanges within 
the limits of the proposal will have no significant impacts on the 
human environment. Alternate 2 will provide one additional lane in 
each direction for a total of four-lanes from MD 140 to MD 702 as 
follows: From MD 140 to 1-83 (JFX) widening will occur in the 
median; From 1-83(JFX) to MD 147 widening will occur on the outside 
of existing lanes; From MD 147 to MD 702 widening will occur 
primarily in the median. (Pages 111-10 to III-17A of the attached 
documentation further describes the selected action.) This Finding 
of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is based on the Environmental 
Assessment and the attached documentation which summarizes the 
assessment and documents the selection of the selected action. In 
addition, the selected alternative conforms with the Clean Air Act 
Amendments of 1990, in accordance with the US DOT/EPA June 7, 1991 
guidance. 

This FONSI has been independently evaluated by the FHWA and 
determined to adequately and accurately discuss the need, 
environmental issues, and impacts of the proposed project and 
appropriate mitigation measures. It provides sufficient evidence 
and analysis for determining that an Environmental Impact Statement 
is not required. The FHWA takes full responsibility for the 
accuracy, scope, and content of the Environmental Assessment and 
attached documentation. 

// //s-fa / 
Date 
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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF ADMINISTRATOR HAL KASSOFF 

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 21, 1991 

A Final Environmental Document (Finding of No Significant 
Impact) has been prepared for the project listed below. Location/ 
Design approval will be requested from the Federal Highway 
Administration as shown. 

Contract No. B-635-151-472-N 
1-695 (Baltimore Beltway) 
MD 140 to MD 702 
PDMS# 031113 

Recommendation : Location/Design approval 
for Alt. 2 and specific 
interchange improvements. 

The decision to proceed in this manner was made by the 
Administrator at a team meeting held on August 21, 1991. 

/vdl 
cc:  E. L. Homer 

R. Olsen 
D. Harrison 
R. Douglass 
N. Pedersen 
L. Ege 
E. Freedman 
S. Drumm 
C. Simpson 
R. Sanders 
SRC-Baltimore County File 
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MarylandDepartmentofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary 
State Roads Commission 

Neil J. Pedersen, Directs 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Contract No. B 635-101-472 
1-695 (Baltimore Beltway) 
MD 140 to MD 702 
PDMS No. 031113 

feL-jbfk 

RE: Selection of Alternate 

The Project Planning Division is preparing a Finding Of No Significant Impact (FONSI) 
for the subject project.   This document is now ready for submission to the Federal 
Highway Administration. 

The decision to proceed with the FONSI recommending Alternate 2, as well as specific 
interchange improvements, was made by Administrator Kassoff when he approved the 
staff recommendation  on August 21, 1991. 

The Project Planning Team Recommendation   of Alternate 2 and specific interchange 
improvements are documented  in the concurrence memorandum,  which was signed by 
the Administrator, and attached for your information. 

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

My telephone 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 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 



II 
Mr. William I. Slacum 
Page Two 

I concur with the above information. 

dlut&^.sdrKU; Hf& hi 
HalTCassoff, Administrator Date 

Attachment 
cc:      Ms. Liz Homer 

Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
Mr. Robert Douglass 
Mr. Earle Freedman 
Mr. Stephen Drumm 
Mr. James Gatley 
Mr. Dick Harrison 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
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O. James Lighthizer 
Sficrstflrv 

Maryland Department of Transportation Hal Kassoff 
Sta te High way A dministra tion Administrator 

MEMORANDUM 

TO:      Mr. Hal Kassoff K" S*-H 3iv: 
Administrator 

FROM:    Neil J. Pedersen, Director V Pj  L 
Office of Planning and UJ^A^^*2^^ D*" 
Preliminary Engineering   \J 

DATE:    August 21, 1991 

SUBJECT:  Contract No. B 635-101-472 
1-695 (Baltimore Beltway) 
MD 140 to MD 702 
PDMS No. 031113 

Attached are summaries of the Location/Design recommendation 
meetings held on November 21 and December 20, 1990 and June 4 and 
July 30, 1991. The summaries indicate a consensus for selection 
of the mainline and interchange alternatives listed below. Also 
attached is a summary giving the details of the selected 
alternatives. The selected alternatives were: 

Alternate 2 Mainline Widening 
Stevenson Road Intersection Free Right Turn Option 
Greenspring Avenue/MD 133 (Old Court Road) Intersection 

Widening Option' 
1-83 (JFX)/MD 25 (Falls Road) Interchange Option C 
1-83 (HX)/MD 139 (Charles Street) Interchange option A 
1-83 (HX)/MD 139 (Charles Street) Interchange Option D 
MD 45 (York Road) Interchange Option B 
MD 146 (Dulaney Valley Road) Interchange Ramp Relocation 

Option 
MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Interchange Options A and B 
MD 147 (Harford Road) Option B 
US 1 (Belair Road) Interchange Auxiliary Lane Option 
MD 7/US 40/MD 702 Option 3 

Preparation of a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is 
underway.  Location/Design approvals from the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) will be received in November of this year. 

My telephone 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 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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I concur with the recommendation to proceed with the above listed 
alternates. 

Date,, Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

NJP/ih 

Attachments 

cc: Mr. Charles B. Adams 
Mr, Stephen F. Drumm 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. James K. Gatley 
Ms. Cynthia ID. Simpson 
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SfA\l Maryland Department of Transportation 

State Highway Administration    - 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
—Administrator 

H 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

THE FILE 

ROBERT K. SANDERS 

DECEMBER 4, 1990 

SUBJECT: CONTRACT NO. 635-101-472 
I_695 (BALTIMORE BELTWAY) 
MD 140 TO MD 702 
PDMS NO. 031113 

RE: LOCATION/DESIGN APPROVAL, 1ST MEETING 

Th-      pro-ret      plannxna      .earn     met      on      Nov«b.r      21,       1990      «      prea.nt 
^onJenda't^n3 to th. SHA Administrator for Location/De^gn Approval for I- 
HT7Z M 140 to MD 702. Three meeting have been '^^J0^^'^ 
1990    and   January    8,    1991)    to   cbtaxn    Location/De3ign    approval.    The    — 
meeting  was  to  review mainline  alternates. 

Project   Background 

•   „I„H.H     <n    -he     Tnt-r3tate    Development    and    Evaluation 

1995.   The  project   is   funded  for project  planning  and  some  desxgn work. 

r,"      -t,-^       iQfl4       There    were    two    Alternates    Public This     study    began    xn    December       1.84.     There ^ 
Meetings    held    in    October      1985       1^^1989.^thx-    pro^ te    eiements 

""TrL Tn'Z St^^T^u^ AsTstancY Study. It -.- determined 
considered    m   the    btat.wia..   v-u r^nr^al   Corridor   Liaht   Rail  Line  to 
.h.t   Lr.T   could b.   .cco-od..:... •^^'"Jf^J:"^^/^.   1990 public 

Box« S"*1"" <1^*-,0 
y

1.;o. A "construction staoina co-^rtw. ch.ir.0 

their   recommendations  to the  Administrator. 

My telephone number is 

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

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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December 4, 1990 
Page Two (2) 

There are four related projects under design or construction within the 
study limits. MD 43, whitemarsh Boulevard, is under construction. This 
includes an interchange with 1-695 and Beltway widening west o£ Harford Road 
to Putty Hill Avenue. US 1, Belair Road, is tentatively scheduled for 
advertisement in February, 1991. Improvement of the 1-95, Reverse Flow 
interchange, is currently under construction with the widening of 1-95 from 
1-695 to MD 43. US 40, Pulaski Highway, Bridge No. 3191 is under design for 

complete replacement. 

The Baltimore Beltway was constructed during the 1950's and early 1960's in 
accordance with then current design criteria. Little of the existing roadway 
could meet today's design criteria. This includes interchanges spaced too 
closely, ramps with too short radii, inadequate superelevation, steep 
grades, and sharp curves. Nearly all of the study area operates currently at 
LOS E/F during peak hours. Additionally, operation on some of the sxde roads 
causes back-ups onto 1-695. with the addition of another lane in each 
direction by the design year 2015, the roadway level-of-servxce wxll 
approximate current conditions. Currently, the Beltway experienced accident 
rates at all but 2 interchanges (MD 147 and 1-95) higher than the statewxde 
averaoe. The seament of the Beltway from MD 7 to MD 702 is a High Accident 
Section (HAS) as determined by recent more stringent criteria. This is the 
only high accident section on the Beltway. Additionally, there are 32 ramps 

which are High Accident Interchange Ramps (HAIR). 

The objectives of this study were to improve safety and capacity of 1-695 by 
adding one lane in each direction and improving operational characteristics 
of the interchanoes. The study extended to the first intersection on 
crossroads that may influence Beltway operation. Right-of-way impacts were 
to be avoided or minimized. Design criteria established for this project 

included: 

Design Speed - 60 MPH 
Correct substandard grades where feasible 
Correct insufficient superelevation where feasible 

LOS D, if possible 
Desirable shoulder width 10' 
Minimum shoulder width of 3-1/2' inside and 7-1/2' 
outside requires a desian exception (see memo 12/27/83) 
Vertical clearance at bridges over 1-695: 16' minimum; new construction 

16'-9" 

Alternate 2 ;' 

Alternate 2 includes the addition of one lane in each direction. The 
widening will occur from MD 140 to Falls Road in the median. Falls Road to 
west of MD 147 to the outside, from west of MD 147 to Putty Hill Avenue as 
part of the proposed MD 43 project, from Putty Hill Avenue to MD 702 m the 
median. Additionally Alternate 2 would reconstruct the northbound MD 542 to 
eastbound 1-695 ramp from a 25 MPH design speed to 50 MPH design speed. A 
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December 4, 1990 
Page Three (3) 

—^« S135 million is estimated for these improvements, 
total cost of approximate $135 ^lion * investigated briefly for a 
Additionally widening or HOV lane use  xli 3ubstandard 
^sequent project planning study  A rev^ of ^ 

r-r^r^tT^- — ^ 
Alternate 2. 

4.   Alternate 2A 

, •„„ th« Beltway, both horizontally and vertically, in 
Alternate 2A would realign the B^ay     Boulev||rd/Croniv<sll Bridge Road) 

the vicinity of the fj*^^   Road  and perring  Parlay.  This  are. 
interchange  between  Providence statewide average; 
previously had accident rates of ^'^"V^t rate dropped to a similar 
however, following minor ^"^^^^^Hf approximately S29 million is 
rate as other Beltway "^"-^"V^ "£ Administrator directed not to 
estimated for these improvements T£ S^ a3 thi3 Ornate is not 
obtain Location/Design approval for Alt.rnat- ZA 

cost effective. 

5    Alternate 2B (U.S. 40 Mainline) 

Additionally, the bridge clearance en US 40 w.Ub ^ ma.nline) 
bridge is widen for the ultima e sect^ o . ^ ^^   ^   would 

would raise the crest -^=al Vn elevaticn (a maximum of 7') from east of 
require the Beltway to be raised -« «^ be ^^ . This would create 
MD 7 tc the CSX bridge (neither bndg- "°^ * i3 the oniy high 
lono delays and congestion ^"^^^"^^^^detailed review of the 
accident section <""»«£ ^ VciJST.^ not associated with the 
accident history reveals ^at the ac ^ interchange spacing and 
aubstandard crest verti-.al cur/e ed  interchange  improvements 
configuration.  A  discussion  .=f  ^  Pd^ail in 3ub3eguent meetings. A 
followed but will discussed in g««t*r d  s3tiinate £or Alternate 2B. The 
total cost of appro,--!  ,46 -^« ^  Locatio/Design  approval  for 
SHA  Administrator  directed  not 

Alternate 2B. 
f       n.e.mber 20  1 oo0 and January 8, 

6.   The two additional meetings ach*£**   t0'^~  '"he  SHA'  Administrator  for 
1091   will   present  recommendations   -o  -n« 
19 91  wi.ix  P h  interchange options. 
Location/Design approval -or 

/U> 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

THE FILE 

ROBERT K. SANDERS 

DECEMBER 27, 1990 

SUBJECT:   CONTRACT NO. 635-101-472 
1-695 (BALTIMORE BELTWAY) 
MD 140 TO MD 702 
PDMS NO. 031113 

RE: LOCATION/DESIGN APPROVAL, 2ND MEETING 

The project planning team met on D« - ^er 20, 1990 to present 
reconimendationa to the SHA Adminiator for Location/Design approval for 1-695 
from MD 140 to MD 702. Three meetings have been scheduled. The first 
meetina was held on November 21, 1990 and selected mainline alternates. The 
second meeting was held to discuss interchange options from MD 140 to MD 
139. The third meeting, scheduled for January 8, 1991, will disc-.ss 
interchange options from MD 45 to US 40. Present at this meeting were the 

following: 

Hal Kassoff 

C. Robert Olsen 
Neil Pedersen 

Louis Sge, Jr. 
Robert Houst 
James Wynn 
Robert Sanders 
Scott Holcomb 
Anthony Capizzi 
Robert Douglass 
Richard Harrison 
Darrell Wiles 
Gordon Dailey 
Michael J. Rothenheber 

Administrator,   State   Highway 
Administration 
Chief Engineer 
Director,  Office  of  Planning,  and 
Preliminary Engineer 
Project Planning Division 
Project Planning Division 
Project Planning Division 
Project Planning Division 
Project Planning Divison 
Highway Design Division 
Highway Design Divison 
District Engineer, District 4 
District 4 
Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson, P.A. 
Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson, P.A. 

My telephone number is 

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

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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Memorandum 
Location/Design Approval Mtg. 
December 28, 1990 
Page Two (2) 

2 The previous meeting included two unresolved issues. A discussion on 
additional mainline lanes or HOV lanes tfand the US 40 improvements will be 
discussed during the January 8, 1991 meeting. 

3. The following discussion ensued upon each of the proposed interchange 

improvements from MD 140 to MD 139: 

a. Sfevenson Road 

The improvements at Stevenson Road were recommended by the project 
planning team. The Administrator directed obtaining Location/Design 
approval for the proposed improvements. This option could possibly be 
included as a special project. 

b. CT-^nypf^pa Avenue 

The improvements at Greenspring Avenue were recommended by the project 
planning team. The Administrator directed obtaining Location/Design 
approval for the proposed improvements. An interim solution of signal 
timing could be implemented first. This option could possibly be 
included as a special project. 

c.  vq? f TTY)  (?rr.?)"na A & B 

, i • x-83 (JFX) Option B was recommended by the project planning team.  The 
v/ Administrator directed not to obtain Location/Design approval at this 
/V—-       time.    This  option  will  be  addressed  within  the  FONSI  but 

Location/Design approval will not be obtained until either traffic or 
safety problems occur in the future. 

d. T-"? f-7Tv) "Pt?""" c s D 

In addition to Options C and D, an option from the v.E. Team was 
presented to the Administrator. No option was recommended by the 
project planning team. - The Administrator directed to obtain 
Location/Design approval for Option C. Two interim solutions will be 
investigated. The first solution will investigate^ if the decleration 
to 1-83 south could be extended through the Falls Road Bridge by 
restriping. The second solution will investigate a cost to replace the 

Falls Road Bridge. 

e. T-n? f"m/M? 13° npfciQn A 

Option  A  was  recommended by  the  project  planning  team.    The 
Administrator directed to obtain Location/Design approval.   These, 
improvements  will  be  completed  as  part  of,  or  followxng  the 
construction of Type II noise barriers (noise barriers are committed 

but not funded). 
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Memorandum 
Location/Design Approval Mtg. 
December 29, 1990 
Page Three(3) 

•*?•• 

Option C -a recommended by the project planning team. The 
Stainistrator did not direct to obtain Location/Design approval for 
tSt tption! It could be included aa a special project when a problem 

occurs. 

g.   T.a? nm/MP n«» Option P 

Option D vaa recommended by the project planning team. The 
2taInistrator directed to obtain Location/Design approval for this 
o£o" Coordination with the proposed LRT station will be reared. 

• 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

THE FILE 

ROBERT K. SANDERS 

JUNE 6, 1991 "" 

SUBJECT:   CONTRACT NO. 635-101-472 
1-695 (BALTIMORE BELTWAY) 
MD 140 TO MD 702 
PDMS NO. 031113 

RE: LOCATION/DESIGN APPROVAL,   3RD MEETING 

1. The Project Planning Team meet on June 4, 1991-to present ^7 TTAl 11 
the SHA Administrator for Location/Design approval for 1-693 *««*> "J " 
MD 702 Two previous meetings have been held. The first meeting was held 
Z November 21, 1990 and selected mainline alternates. The second meeting 
was held on December 20, 1990 and selected interchange improvements from MD 
Ho to MD 139. This meeting was scheduled to discuss interchange option, 
from MD 45 to MD 702.  Present at the meeting were the toxlowmg: 

Hal Kassoff 
C.Robert Olsen 
Robert Douglass 
James Wynn 
Robert Sanders 
Howard Johnson 
Scott Holcomb 
Stephen Drumm 
Stephen Kouroupis 
Harvey Muller 
Thomas Hicks 
Richard Harrison 
Darrell Wiles 
Andrew Mergenmeier 
Joyce Curtis 
Gordon Dailey 
Michael J. Rothenheber 

Administrator, State Highway Administration 

Chief Engineer 
Deputy Chief Engineer 
Project Planning Division 
Project Planning Division 
Project Planning Division 
Project Planning Division 
Highway Design Division 
Highway Design Division 
Highway Design Division 
Office of Traffic 
District Engineer, District 4^ 
District 4 
FHWA 
FHWA 
GED 
Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson, P.A. 

My telephone number is 

Teletvpewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore MetTo-565-0451 D.C Metro - 1 -800-492-50621 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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June 6, 19'91 ........w 
page Two (2) 
Memorandum 

2 The previous meetings included two unresolved issues. These included 
additional mainline lanes or HOV lanes and an interim typical section under 

the Falls Road Bridge. 

An investigation into a future additional mainline lane or HOV lane beyond 
the additional lane provided by Alternate 2 was investigated. A feasibility 
study only was investigated and no detailed engineering was performed. The 
first option would construct an additional 12' lane beyond the Alternate 2 
widening. This would require replacement of all overpasses, right-of-way 
from over 100 properties even with retaining walls, extensive retaining 
walls everywhere else, reconstruction of noise walls and retaining walls 
constructed with Alternate 2, and Section 4(f) land impacts. For these 
reasons, this option was dropped from further discussion at this time. 

The second option would re-stripe proposed Alternate 2 (see attached typical 
section) to obtain an additional lane. The re-striped lane configuration 
for both sides would include an 8' outside shoulder (12' along concrete 
barriers), two - 12' through lanes, two - 11' through lanes, one - 12' 
HOV/BUS lane, and a 4' inside shoulder adjacent to a median barrier. The 
two - 11' through lanes would be restricted to no trucks. The one - 12' 
HOV/BUS lane would be used during peak hours only and would not be a through 
lane. The effectiveness of an HOV lane was not investigated,, only the 
physical constraints of the typical section. The clearance under bridges 
and median sign supports maybe a constraint if only the Alternate 2 typical 
section is considered during design. A study will be performed to determine 
the impact to increasing the typical section to allow for 10' outside 
shoulders, 12' lanes, 2' buffer between the HOV lane and through lanes, and 
a 4' inside shoulder through overpasses. The FHWA representative stated 
that any change in the typical section would be evaluated in determining 
approval of the environmental documents. It was noted that all bridges 
should be designed to include provisions for utilities, variable message 
signs, and surveillance equipment. 

The second outstanding issue involved an interim typical section under the 
Falls Road Bridge. Staging of the recommended improvements, has Alternate 2 
inside widening from MD 140 to 1-83 (JFX) as a high priority. This would 

' require the replacement of the Falls Road Bridge which would need additional 
lengthening for implementation of 1-83 (JFX) Option C. A typical section 
was presented to allow for minimum shoulders under the bridge during the 
inside widening. This would not require the replacement of the bridge 
saving $5.6 million initially. The bridge would be replaced during 
implementation of 1-83 (JFX) Option C. Attached is the interim typical 
section under the bridge. The Administrator gave approval of the interim 

option. 
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The following discussion ensued upon each of the proposed interchange 
improvements from MD 45 to MD 702. 

a. MD 45 Option B 

The improvements for Option B were recoiranended by the project planning 
team. The Administrator directed obtaining Location/Design approval 
for the proposed improvements. 

b. MD 45 Option C 

The project planning team did not have a recommendation for this 
option. The FHWA, in a prior meeting, agreed that this option was not 
necessary. The Administrator determined that Location/Design approval 
would not be obtained for this option. 

c. MD 146 Option A 

The improvements for Option A were recommended by the project planning, 
team.   The Administrator directed obtaining Location/Design approval 
for the proposed improvement. 

d. Providence Road 

The project planning team did not recommended this option. The 
Administrator determined that Location/Design approval would not be 
obtained for this option. 

e. MD X41 Option A & B 

The improvements for Option A and B were reconraended by the project 
planning team. The Administrator directed obtaining Location/Design 
approval for the proposed improvements. 

f. MD 41 Option E 

The project planning team did not have a recommendation for this 
option. The FHWA, in a prior meeting, agreed that this option was not 
necessary. The Administrator determined that Location/Design approval 
would not be obtained for this option. 

g. MD 147 Option A r 

The project planning team did not recommend this option. The 
Administrator agreed that Location/Design approval would not be 
obtained for this option. 
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h.   MD 147 Option B 

The improvement* for Option B were recommended by the project Pl«^ 
team. The Administrator directed obtaining Location/Deaxgn approval 

for the proposed improvements. 

i.  US 1 Option A 

Th. i»pro•«.n" «« option * «r. r.c«».nd.d by th. P«oj.et••£»£»> 

d"t!:«J«",CtTh.,,nSS«r«oz'ULd S*—. "c«icn/B.,ign 
r«pl.=«».nt.   Th. M£       ,„„„„.  B^t:i»or« County P.rt. ud 

for four properties to avoid a Section 4(f0 impact, 

j.   MD 7/OS 40 Option E 

Time did not permit discussion on these improvements. 
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0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

THE FILE 

ROBERT K. SANDERS 

JULY 31, 1991 

CONTRACT NO. 635-101-472 
I_695 (BALTIMORE BELTWAY) 

MD 140 TO MD 702 
PDMS NO. 031113 

RE: LOCATION/DESIGN APPROVAL, 4TH MEETING 

A meetina wa3 held on July 30, 1991 at SHA Headquarters for 1-695 from MD 
140 to MD 702. Theae previou3 meetinga with the SHA Ad.iaxatr.tor have been 
held and direction was given for Location/Design Approval for all areas 
er-cept interchange improvements from east of 1-95 to MD 702. Present at .he 

meetino were the following: 

Administrator, State Highway Administration 

Chief Engineer 
Deputy Chief Engineer 
Deputy Director, Office of Planning and Preliminary 

Engineering 
Project Planning Division 
Project Planning Division 
Project Planning Division 
Highway Design Division 
Highway.Design Division 
Highway Design Division 
District Engineer, District 4 
Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson, P.A. 
Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson, P.A. 

Hal Kassoff 
C.Robert Olsen 
Robert Douglass 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

Robert Sanders 
Howard Johnson 
Bruce Grey 
Earl Schaffer 
Stephen Kouroupis 
Harvey Muller 
Richard Harrison 
Michael J. Rothenheber 
Joseph Callahan 

The meeting was scheduled to receive the SHA Administrator's direction in 

obtar^ng Location/Design approval from east of 1-95 to MD 702 • *""""* 
at the Public Hearing was US 40 Option E (attached). Thxs section of the 
£it£LreTeltway is the only high accident section (HAS) within the project 
££" A rtv'w of the accident history revealed the majority of accidents 

are occurring due to weaving conflicts. 

My telephone number is 

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

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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3. Several interim solutions were discussed for weaving conflicts along the 
outer loop between MD 702 and US 40. The first option would sign vehicles 
on MD 702 destined to US 40 to use the MD 7 interchange. Concerns were 
raised that most motorists were local origin/destination and would not obey 
the signing. A physical barrier to eliminate the weave could be possible. 
However, a review of the accident data reveals a higher number of accidents 
in the weave between US 40 and MD 7 than between MD 702 and US 40 on the 
outer loop. A second option, for traffic along MD 702 destined to US 40 
east, would shift the movement to a spur from the loop ramp to westbound US 
40. This would require an additional signal along US 40 for the left turn 
movement. This option was rejected due to the higher number of accidents 
within the short weave section between the loop ramps. 

None of these solutions will be recommended to alleviate the weaving 
conflicts along the outer loop between MD 702 and US 40. 

4. The core team was in disagreement with Option E. Several of the concerns 
raised about this option were: the inclusions of three new traffic signals 
on US 40 and the poor level of service; this option does not address the 
weave on the outer loop between MD 702 and US 40; and the use of Relocated 
Golden Ring Road to US 40 to supplement denied movements at the MD 7 
interchange. 

A license plate survey was conducted along MD 695 between US 40 and the 
split to MD 702 or MD 695. This showed that approximately 1/3 to 1/2 of the 
traffic is through traffic. 

There was three premises used in developing Option E, these included: right- 
of-way impacts must be minimized; the MD 7 bridge must not be impacted; and 
the MD 702 interchange would be studied under an independent study. 

Four new alternatives were developed incorporating the detailed traffic and 
accident analysis. Additionally, the restriction of the three premises above 
was removed.  Option 3 was presented as preferred. 

5. Option 1 relocated MD 695 to the south. The relocated MD 695 would be a 4- 
lane divided roadway. It would separate between 1-95 and Md 7, follow the 
transmission lines, overpass MD 7, overpass US 40 just north of Best 
Products, swing south, run adjacent to Batavia park, and tie-in with the 
existing MD 695 at the sharp curves near Chesaco Avenue. The existing Md 
695 would remain and provide interchanges with MD 7, US 40, and MD 702. A 
detailed traffic analysis has not been completed, but is anticipated that 
the relocated roadway would separate approximately one-third of the traffic 
volumes. 

Batavia Park is a gravel excavation pit and not an active park. This option 
would have approximately 15 displacements. A construction cost of 
approximately $55 million is anticipated. 

• 
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9. 

10, 

11. 

Option 2 incorporated the existing alignment, while physical separating MD 
695 through vehicles. Between 1-95 and MD 7 all through vehicles for MD 
695 would be separated into the median (2 lanes each direction) with a 
concrete barrier. All traffic destined for MD 7, US 40, and MD 702 would be 
separated to the outside (2 through lanes in each direction). The MD 7 
interchange would be reconstructed to a 1/4 cloverleaf with a loop ramp in 
the southwest quadrant requiring the bridge to be replaced. The OS 40 
interchange would be reconstructed to a 3/4 cloverleaf, rmssmg a loop ramp 
in the northwest quadrant. A slip ramp from MD 702 to MD 695 westbound 

would be provided. 

Option 3 is very similar to Option 2. This option physical separated the MD 
702 through vehicles into the median. The MD 7 and US 40 interchanges would 
be the same as Option 2. The alignment of this option JLS more compaeible 
with the existing MD 702 interchange. This option would have reduced cost 

and environmental impacts than Option 2. 

Option 4 provided an additional mainline lane to MD 695 as proposed by 
Alternate 2 at the Public Hearing. The MD 7 interchange would be 
reconstructed to 1/4 cloverleaf similar to the previous options. The US 40 
interchange would be reconstructed to an urban diamond. This would require 
only one new traffic signal on US 40 (2015 LOS C/B) . A slip ramp from MD 
702 and MD 695 westbound would be provided. Weaving from the US 40 ramp to 
MD 702 on the inner loop would create a poor operational section. Three 
options were presented for this movement; to deny the moventent; to P^""! 
separate the weave and sign vehicles to MD 7 via Rossville Boulevard and 
Relocated Golden Ring Road; and to physical separate the weave and provide a 

loop ramp east of Kelso Drive. 

While this option is the lowest cost and least right-of-way impacts of the 
options; longer and more intense delays are anticipated during construction. 

Option 3 was presented in a staging of improvements. The first stage would 
replace Stemmers Run bridge and widen US 40 to six !«•• "««** £' 
intersection with Rossville Boulevard. The second option would replace the 
OS 40bridge which is structurally deficient. The third stage would widen 
MD 695 in the median. The fourth stage would construct the slip ramp from 
MD 702 to MD 695 westbound. The fifth stage would complete the remaining 

interchange improvements. 

The SHA Administrator directed obtaining Location/Design approval for Option 
?Z*££~ minor changes. The concrete barrier and shoulders separating MD 
102 and^ 695 through traffic will not be provided. Additionally, some 
interim interchange improvements will be investigated. 

jMI-was directed to begin design of Option 3 as discussed. 
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H. SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES 

The State Highway Administration (SHA) has decided to seek Location/Design Approval 
for: Alternate 2; Stevenson Road Intersection; Greenspring Avenue/MD 133 (Old Court 
Road) Intersection; 1-83 (JFX)/MD 25 (Falls Road) Interchange Option C; 1-83 (HX)/MD 
139 (Charles Street) Interchange Option A and Option D; MD 45 (York Road) 
Interchange Option B; MD 146 (Dulaney Valley Road) Interchange Option; MD 41 
(Perring Parkway) Interchange Option A and Option B; MD 147 (Harford Road) 
Interchange Option B; US 1 (Belair Road) Modified Option; MD 7 (Philadelphia 
Road)/US 40 (Pulaski Highway)/MD 702 (Southeast Throughway) Interchanges Option 3. 
These improvements are described in Section III. The Selected Build Alternate is 
supported by Baltimore County. 

n-l 



SUMMARY OF ALTERNATES - 1-695 (BALTIMORE BELTWAY) MD 140 TO 702 
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ALTERNATE 

1 DISPLACEMENTS PROPERTIES AFFECTED RIGHT-OF-WAY REQUIRED (ACRES) 
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Alternate I: No Build — 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
111 

0 0 0 0 0 ;o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

o •D • A » Alt. 2: MD 140 to Falls Road 3.84 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 1 tn M 0 0 0 0.6 £? 0 0 0 0 0 2.07 20.54 22.61 

S.B.A. Stevenson Road Option - 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.2 0.15 0.35 

S.B.A. Greenspring Avenue / MD 133 - 0 0 0 0 1 0. 0 0 0 1 0.5 0 0 0 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0.05 0.43 0.48 

SEGMENT TOTAL - 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 1 7 3.0 0 0 0 0.6 3.6 0 0 0 0 0 2.32 21.12 23.44 

S.B.A. Alt. 2: Falls Road to Conrail RR 1.86 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 12 3.1 0 0 0 0 3.1 0 1.0 0 0.1 0.1 1.44 14.67 16.11 

1-83 (JFX) / MD 25 Option A — 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.7 1 0 0 0.28 4.67 4.95 

1-83 (JFX) / MD 25 Option B _ 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 2.6 0 0 0 0 2.6 1 4.7 1 0.3 0.1 1.59 19.16 20.75 

S.B.A. 1-83 (JFX) / MD 25 Option C — 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 8.3 0 0 0 0 8.3 0 0 1 0.9 0.4 0.82 7.14 7.96 

1-83 (JFX) / MD 25 Option D — 0 0 0 o • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.4 1 0 0.9 0.36 6.06 6.42 

S.B.A. 1-83 (HX) / MD 139 Option A _ 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 0.08 0 0 0 0 0.08 0 0 0 0 0. 0.04 0.30 0.34 

1-83 (HX) / MD 139 Option C - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.03 0.37 0.40 

S.B.A. 1-83 (HX) / MD 139 Option D 0 0 0 0 0 15 4 0 0 0 19 0.02 0.32 0 0 0 0.34 1 0.8 0 0 0 0.97 12.35 13.32 

SEGMENT TOTAL * - 0 0 0 0 35 5 0 0 0 40 14.1 0.32 0 0 0 14.42 ,2 7.2 3 1.3 0.6 5.17 58.66 63.83 

S.B.A.. Alt. 2: Conrail RR to MD 147 6.28 0 0 0 0 4 0 • 0 0 0 4 4.4 0 0 0 0 4.4 0 4.0 0 0.2 0.6 5.62 60.90 66.52 

Alt. 2A: Con RR to MD 147 (Realig.) 6.28 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6 6.5 0 0 0 0 6.5 0 9.6 0 0.2 2.9 8.94 98.94 107.88 

S.B.A. MD 45 Option B - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.2 0 0 0 0.09 1.05 1.14 

MD 45 Option C — 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0.04 0 0 0.09 0.13 0 0.3 0 0 0 0.12 1.22 1.34 

S.B.A. MD 146 Option _ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.04 0.55 0.59 

Providence Road _ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.12 1.51 1.63 

S.B.A. MD 41 Option A 8 B _ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0.05 0 0 0 0.05 0 2.0 0 0.1 0 1.05 13.20 14.25 

MD 41 Option E _ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.6 0 0 0 0.04 0.43 0.47 

MD 147 Option A _ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.12 1.52 1.64 

S.B.A. MD 147 Option B _ 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 1 10 0 0.45 0 0 0.23 0.68 0 0.1 0 0 0 0.44 1.40 1.84 

S.B.A 

SEGMENT TOTAL ** — 0 0 0 0 4 II 0 0 2 17 4.4 0.54 0 0 0.32 7.36 0 8.3 0 0.4 0.8 7.64 81.78 89.42 

Alt.2: Putty Hill Ave. to MD 702 4.42 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1.45 0 0 0 0 1.45 0 6.5 0 0.1 0.3 3.28 34.96 38.24 

S.B.A. US 1 Modified Option _ 0 a 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
.07 

0.44 0 0 •A 0.44 0 0.1 0 0 0 0.37 1.20 1.57 

S.B.A. MD 7 / US 40 / MD 702 OPTION 3 — 1 2 0 3 3 5* 0 0 a 10 My *S 0 0 1& tif& 0 0.4 2 0.3 0 3.76 30.24 34.00 

SEGMENT TOTAL - 1 2 0 3 2 5 0 0 1 8 1.52 2.80 0 0 5.51 9.90 0 7.0 0 0.4 0.3 7.41 66.40 73.81 

GRAND TOTAL OF S.B.A. 16.40 1 2 0 3 45 19 0 0 3 67 20.42 3.62 0 0 6.34 30.45 1 15.1 3 1.7 1.4 20.24 199.08 219.32 

* JFX OPTION D IS NOT INCLUDED WITHIN THE SEGMENT TOTAL 
** ALTERNATE 2A: CONRAIL RR TO MD 147 (REALIGNMENT) IS NOT INCLUDED WITHIN THE TOTAL 

S.B.A. = SELECTED BUILD ALTERNATE 

FIGURE 11-1 

11-2 
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AND RECOMMENDATIONS 



m.        SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.  BACKGROUND 

1. Project Location 

This section of 1-695 (Baltimore Beltway) is located in Baltimore County, 
north of Baltimore City (see Figure m-l). The segment of the Beltway 
under study runs circumferentially around the Baltimore Metropolitan area's 
urban core for approximately 17 miles between MD 140 and MD 702. Major 
satellite town centers of Owings Mills, Towson and Whitemarsh as well as 
major Interstate Highways such as 1-795, 1-83, and 1-95 are interconnected 
with this segment of the Beltway (see Figure 111-2). 

2. Purpose of the Study 

The Baltimore Beltway is perhaps the most important arterial highway in the 
Baltimore Metropolitan Area. It links several suburban communities and 
distributes traffic along the major arterial routes into Baltimore City. In 
addition to the transportation of goods and services and interstate travel, 
the highway is a highly important commuter route and serves as part of the 
Defense Priority System. 

The purpose of this study is to increase capacity and improve the safety of 
the four and six lane segments of the Baltimore Beltway. This project is 
being undertaken concurrently with a Project Planning Study on the 
southwestern portion of the Beltway and would, if both were constructed, 
provide a nearly continuous eight (8) lane circumferential freeway on the 
entire interstate portion of the Baltimore Beltway. Currently the Beltway 
experiences congestion due to capacity constraints and substandard 
geometries creating a safety problem. The objectives of the mainline and 
interchange improvements proposed here are to alleviate existing and future 
congestion, improve substandard geometries where possible, and provide for 
continued safe and efficient operation on the Beltway in the future. 

3. Project History 

Recognizing prevailing national needs, the Bureau of Public Roads 
Administration, in cooperation with the American Association of State 
Highway Officials, adopted the principal network of a new system of national 
highways in 1947. Four years later the Maryland State Roads Commission 
formally adopted a proposal by the Baltimore County Office of Planning for 
the Baltimore County Beltway. 

The State's Twelve Year Highway Construction and Reconstruction Program 
was adopted in April, 1953, and construction of the Beltway began within a 
year. The first segment opened to traffic in 1955. In 1962, the Beltway 
was formally dedicated and opened to traffic. 

Due to rapid regional economic growth and improved national mobility, 
traffic volumes soon outgrew the capacity of the four lane expressway. 
Subsequently, between 1966 and 1971, most of the Beltway was widened to 
six lanes. 

ill-l 
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£> 
distributor road. Utilizing the eastbound Beltway as a collector- 
distributor road would remove the weaving condition from the through 
Beltway traffic and improve traffic flow on the Beltway. The ramps 
serving the eastbound Beltway would remain essentially as they are 
today. The loop ramp from the westbound Beltway to Cromwell Bridge 
Road would be replaced by an outer connection ramp from the 
westbound Beltway forming an intersection with Cromwell Bridge Road 
at Cowpens Avenue. The outer connection ramp would have a larger 
radius than the existing loop ramp and traffic would exit the Beltway 
under safer conditions. New bridges would be constructed over Loch 
Raven Boulevard and Cromwell Bridge Road. This was dropped due the 
high cost, right-of-way impacts, and the major delays that would occur 
during construction. 

c. MD 140 and MD 129 Interchange 

The eastbound Beltway segment between Reisterstown Road and Park 
Heights Avenue experiences congestion due to weaving conditions. The 
ascending grade at the location tends to inhibit acceleration of some 
vehicles resulting in difficulty entering the flow of Beltway traffic. 
Option A proposed an eastbound collector-distributor road through the 
Reisterstown Road and Park Heights Avenue Interchange. This was 
dropped because the severity of the weaving condition was not as bad 
as originally thought, and the high cost. 

d. 1-83 (JFX) Interchange 

Option A proposed to add one lane to the loop ramp for the 
movement from northbound 1-83 (Jones Falls Expressway) to the 
westbound Beltway (northeast quadrant of the interchange), 
providing a two lane loop ramp. This was dropped because of the 
weaving conflict on 1-83 (JFX) created by the two lane exit occuring 
where a loop ramp merges onto 1-83 (JFX). 

A  variation  of  Option  B   (See Section  m.B.2.f  for  Option  B)  was 
investigated.     This  would  have utilized  the  existing  median  of 1-83 
(JFX)  for the  two-lane  exit  to westbound 1-695.     This  option  was 
dropped due to the undesirability of a left side exit, and the additional 
cost (associated mosdy with the retaining walls as the two-lane ramp 
gained elevation). 

A variation of Option B (See Section m.B.2.f for Option B) was 
investigated that would provide a retaining wall along the Greenspring 
VaUey Historic District (near the Valley Inn). This would have 
minimized the impacts to the historic district but would not have 
eliminated it. It was agreed with the State Historical Preservation 
Officer (SHPO) to provide a fill slope with landscaping rather than the 
retaining wall. 

Another variation of Option B (See Section m.B.2.f for Option B)would 
have the flyover ramp bridge over Falls Road Bridge instead of under. 
This was dropped due to the higher cost and visual impact. 

Two options were investigated to improve the weave length on 
eastbound 1-695 between the loop ramps. Options to shift the loop 
ramps were developed. These were dropped due to high cost and only 
marginally increasing the weave length. 
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Through the 1970's, interchange modifications and reconstructions were 
implemented in a few areas, and a series of projects were begun to 
reconstruct deteriorating bridge decks. Work that began in 1983 to 
resurface and rehabilitate the Beltway continues today. 

This project is currently listed in the Interstate Development and Evaluation 
Program of the Maryland Department of Transportation's Consolidated 
Transportation Program FY 1991-FY 1996 for planning and engineering design 
only. There are currently no funds allocated for right-of-way acquisition or 
construction. The project is also consistent with the 1986 General 
Development Plan published by the Baltimore Regional Planning Council 
(RPC). 

B.     ALTERNATES 

1.      Alternates Considered But Dropped Prior to Public Hearing 

a. Mainline Build Alternates 

Constraints were placed upon the mainline alternates due to the limited 
available space in the median and the proximity of development 
contiguous to the Beltway. The mainline build alternates were 
developed with the basic assumption that right-of-way acquisition would 
be kept to a minimum. This was accomplished by eliminating safety 
grading and providing retaining walls where necessary. Mainline 
sections greater than four lanes in each direction were dropped due to 
right-of-way constraints. 

Transportation Systems Management (TSM) measures such as ramp 
metering were considered and dropped from further consideration. 
Ramp metering was not studied in detail because of the lack of suitable 
parallel roadways in the corridor to receive diverted trips and because 
of the preponderance of cloverleaf interchanges, which are ill suited for 
the storage of queued vehicles. Ramp metering would not increase the 
capacity of the Beltway. 

An improvement to correct the substandard vertical grade at 
Greenspring Avenue was briefly investigated and dropped. This 
alternate was dropped, due to the high cost, and the major delays and 
congestion that would occur as the Beltway's elevation is changed. 

b. Alternate  3A:  Realignment  at Loch Raven Boulevard with Interchange 
Modifications 

Alternate 3A proposes realigning the Beltway, both horizontally and 
vertically, in the vicinity of the Cromwell Bridge Road/Loch Raven 
Boulevard Interchange. The horizontal curves would be flattened which 
would shift the Beltway alignment northward to reduce the sharpness of 
the reverse curves. Also the steep grade would be reduced through the 
area of the relocation. Alternate 3A proposed reconfiguration of the 
Maryland Route 542 (Loch Raven Boulevard)/Cromwell Bridge Road 
Interchange in conjunction with the proposed realignment of the 
Beltway at Loch Raven Boulevard. The Beltway would be realigned and 
the existing eastbound Beltway roadway would be used as a collector- 

• 
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A variation to Option C (See Section m.B.2.f for Option C) was investigated 
for the connection from eastbound 1-695 to southbound 1-83 (JFX). A two- 
lane ramp with a 40 MPH design speed was developed to help minimize 
wetland impacts. This option would have required the westbound 1-695 to 
southbound 1-83 (JFX) two-lane ramp to be shifted. This option was dropped 
due to the increased cost, additional delays and congestion during 
construction, having a 40 MPH design speed while 50 MPH is desired for an 
interstate to interstate connection, and only marginally reducing the wetland 
impacts. 

e.     1-83 (HX) Interchange 

Option B proposed a westbound collector-distributor road along the Beltway 
for traffic destined to the Harrisburg Expressway. This traffic would exit 
the Beltway east of Charles Street. The collector-distributor road would 
bridge over Charles Street and tie into the existing ramp from the 
westbound Beltway to northbound Harrisburg Expressway. The movement from 
Bellona Avenue north of the Beltway, to the westbound Beltway would be 
made with a left turn connection into the loop ramp. The existing loop 
ramp from northbound Charles Street to westbound Beltway would no longer 
access the Harrisburg Expressway. To travel from northbound Charles Street 
to northbound Harrisburg Expressway traffic would turn left at the north 
end of Charles Street and take the ramp directly to the Harrisburg 
Expressway. The existing residences and commercial establishments along 
the Bellona Avenue Ramp would be accessed in a similar manner as today. 
This was dropped in lieu of Option D. 

Several variations of Option B were investigated. The first provided a 
connection from Bellona Avenue to the loop ramp. This was dropped because 
the grade differential was too extreme for the connection. Another option 
allowed for an interlacing of the Beltway and 1-83 (N) west of the RR 
tracks. This minimized the impacts along Bellona Avenue but impacted 
Seminary Park creating a 4(f) issue. This option was dropped due to the 
impacts to Seminary Park. 

Several variations to Option D (See Section m.B.2.g for Option D) were 
investigated. An option which provided four through lanes on westbound I- 
695 was investigated. This would have provided lane balance on 1-695. This 
was dropped because it created greater right-of-way impacts, and provided 
an overall worse level-of-service. Several variations of shoulder widths 
through the area of interlacing ramps were investigated. Right-of-way 
impacts were reduced using minimum shoulder widths. An option which 
provided a ramp connection from Charles Street to westbound 1-695 in the 
median was developed. This was dropped due to the increased cost, 
increased delays during construction and the undesirability of the median 
entrance ramp. 
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f. MD 45 (York Road) Interchange 

Several variations of the eastbound 1-695 to southbound York Road via 
West Road were investigated. One option extended the ramp to connect 
opposite the adjacent loop ramp. Another option extended the ramp 
through the Central Voc-Tech Center to Fairmount Avenue. Several 
options realigned the ramp to eliminate the 90° left turn. These 
options were all dropped due to right-of-way impacts and costs. 

g. MD 146 (Dulaney Valley Road) Interchange 

Several variations of the option for westbound 1-695 to northbound MD 
146 via Hampton Lane were developed. One option provided an 
additional lane on westbound Hampton Lane. This would have provided 
a better intersection level-of-service with Dulaney Valley Road but was 
dropped due to right-of-way impacts. Another option would have 
provided a one-way roadway (westbound Hampton Lane) through the 
ramp. This would have provided a free movement from the ramp, 
provide a better intersection level-of-service, but was dropped due to 
the strong opposition from the Towson United Methodist Church which 
was concerned with the lack of access. Another option would extend 
the ramp across Hampton Lane to Dulaney Valley Road. This option 
was dropped due to right-of-way impacts. 

Option A proposed an eastbound collector-distributor road from west of 
York Road to east of Dulaney Valley Road. The loop ramp and the 
outer connection in the southeast quadrant of the Dulaney Valley Road 
Interchange would be realigned to maintain the design speed of the 
loop ramp. The bridges at York Road and Dulaney Valley Road 
proposed for replacement due to Beltway widening would be lengthened 
to span the collector-distributor road. This option was dropped due to 
high cost. 

h.     MD 542 (Loch Raven Boulevard) Interchange 

A connection from westbound 1-695 to Cromwell Bridge Road at 
Cowpens Avenue was investigated. This would have provided a safer 
connection, but was dropped due to the high cost and right-of-way 
impacts. 

i.      MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Interchange 

Option C proposed to eliminate the loop ramp in the northeast quadrant 
of the Perring Parkway Interchange (ramp from northbound Perring 
Parkway to westbound Beltway) with a left turn spur from northbound 
Perring Parkway into the outer connection from southbound Perring 
Parkway to westbound Beltway. A left turn lane would be provided in 
the median of Perring Parkway and another traffic signal would be 
required. The outer connection from westbound Beltway to northbound 
Perring Parkway, would be reconstructed improving the horizontal 
alignment. Option C would be considered in lieu of the westbound 
collector-distributor road (Option B). This option was dropped in favor 
of Option B. 
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Option D proposed to replace the loop ramp in the southwest quadrant 
of the Perring Parkway Interchange (ramp from southbound Perring 
Parkway to eastbound Beltway) with a left turn from southbound 
Perring Parkway onto the outer connection to eastbound Beltway. 
Another traffic signal would be required. Option D would be 
considered in lieu of the eastbound collector-distributor road (Option 
A). This option was dropped in favor of Option A. 

j.      MD 147 (Harford Road) Interchange 

Several variations of the outer connection ramp from westbound 1-695 
to northbound Harford Road were developed. One option would widen 
the ramp to two lanes and signal control northbound MD 147 and the 
ramp. This was dropped due to queuing on northbound MD 147 through 
the weave area of the loop ramps. Another option provided the same 
configuration while shifting the signal further north to provide 
adequate queue distance. This was dropped due to right-of-way 
impacts. 

k.      US 1 (Belair Road) Interchange 

Several options to provide access rather than requiring four relocations 
were developed. These all required right-of-way from Double Rock 
Park. These options were dropped due to the 4(f) issue, Baltimore 
County Parks and Recreation opposition to the connections, and high 
cost. 

1.      MD 7/US 40 Interchange 

Several variations for this interchange area was investigated. This 
included removing the opposite loop ramps then proposed by Option E. 
This was dropped due to the substandard geometries. An interlacing 
scheme between MD 7 and US 40 eastbound was developed. This was 
dropped due to the high cost. A collector-distributor (C-D) network 
for eastbound 1-695 between MD 7/US 40/MD 702 was developed. This 
was dropped due to the high cost and right-of-way impacts. Another 
option would have upgraded Golden Ring Road rather than relocating it. 
This was dropped because it did not provide an adequate level-of- 
service. 

2.     Alternates Presented at the Public Hearing 

a.      Alternate 1: No-Build 

The No-Build Alternate would provide no significant improvements to 
the study segment of the Baltimore Beltway. Minor improvements to 
the Beltway and interchanges, such as bridge deck replacements and 
resurfacing, would occur as part of normal highway maintenance and 
safety operations. However, these routine maintenance procedures can 
not measurably affect the ability of the Beltway to accommodate the 
predicted increase in traffic volumes up to the design year 2015. As 
traffic volumes continue to increase the duration of peak periods and 
poor traffic operations would also increase. Travel time, which is 
directly proportional to congestion, would also increase during peak 
periods. It can be expected that as the magnitude and duration of 
congestion increases, the rate of accidents would increase, air quality 
would degrade due to engine inefficiency, and economic vitality would 
decline   as   the   highway   network   becomes   less   capable   of  efficiently 
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delivering goods, service, and customers. The following build alternates were 
developed on r'=50' photogrammetry. 

b.     Alternate 2: Beltway Widening ^ 

Alternate 2 consists of adding one lane to the Beltway in each direction. 
This would provide four through lanes in each direction from MD 140 to 1-95 
(John F. Kennedy Memorial Highway) and three through lanes in each 
direction from 1-95 to MD 702 (see typical section on P.m-47). The 
addition of MD 695 from 1-95 to MD 702 to the project occurred after the 
Alternates Public Meeting. The proposed action would significantly increase 
the capacity of the Beltway within the study area. Except for a few 
isolated areas the improvement would be contained within the existing right- 
of-way. 

From east of MD 140 (Reisterstown Road) to MD 25 (Falls Road) one 
additional lane in each direction would be located within the existing 54 foot 
median. No additional right-of-way would be required for the widening other 
than areas needed for stormwater management. The MD 25 bridge would be 
replaced due to the narrow median at this location. The bridge replacement 
would require a minor right-of-way taking. 

One lane in each direction would be added between 1-83 (Jones Falls 
Expressway [JFX]) and 1-83 (Harrisburg Expressway [HX]) on the outside of 
the Beltway. This would provide four (4) through lanes in each direction for 
1-695 traffic and two (2) lanes in each direction for 1-83. A minor amount 
of right-of-way would be required between Thornton Road and 1-83 (HX) on 
the north side of the Beltway and for stormwater management. ^^ 

From 1-83 (HX) to west of MD 147 (Harford Road), the existing median is 
26-28 feet wide. Therefore, the additional travel lanes would be placed 
outside of the existing roadway. Minimal right-of-way would be required for 
the improvements and stormwater management. The bridges over the 
Beltway at MD 139 (Charles Street), MD 45 (York Road), MD 146 (Dulaney 
Valley Road), Providence Road and Old Harford Road would be replaced. 

From west of MD 147 (Harford Road) to Putty Hill Avenue, the widening will 
be constructed as part of the extension of MD 43 (Whitemarsh Boulevard), 
which is now under construction. This area is considered outside of the 
study limits, except for improvements to Harford Road and its interchange as 
described herein. 

From Putty Hill Avenue to MD 702 the median varies between 44 and 54 feet 
wide. The Beltway widening would occur primarily within the median. 
Through the 1-95 interchange one lane would be added to the mainline in 
each direction. Additional ramp, deceleration lane, and acceleration lane 
capacity improvements will be constructed as part of the 1-95 widening 
project from the Beltway to MD 24. Minimal right-of-way would be required 
for this segment for stormwater management. 

Alternate 2 also proposes to reconstruct the interchange ramp from 
northbound MD 542 (Loch Raven Blvd.) to eastbound 1-695 to a higher design 
speed.    This ramp has been identified as a High Accident Interchange Ramp 
(HAIR) and was the site of a fatal accident in 1987. 

^amp 
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AuxUiary lanes are proposed wherever the distance between acceleration 
and deceleration lanes is less than 1500 feet. These auxiliary lanes 
would better accommodate merging, diverging and weaving movements. 

c. Alternate 2A: Realignment at MD 542 

Alternate   2A  proposed  realigning  the  Beltway,   both horizontally   and 
vertically,     in     the     vicinity     of    the     MD     542 (Loch     Raven 
Boulevard/Cromwell Bridge Road) Interchange between Providence Road 
and Perring Parkway. 

This alternative would only be considered in combination with Alternate 
2 outside the limits of this realignment. It should not be thought of as 
an alternative to Alternate 2 for the entire length of the Study. This 
alternative alignment improves the 1-695 design speed from 50 MPH to 
70MPH. 

This alternative would provide a long term improvement to highway 
safety and traffic operation. The horizontal curves would be eased, 
shifting the Beltway alignment northward. Also, the steep grade would 
be reduced through the area of the relocation. New mainline bridges 
would be reconstructed over Loch Raven Boulevard and Cromwell Bridge 
Road. An eastbound collector-distributer road would be provided on 
portions of the existing inner loop roadway and bridges. Dunwoody 
Road would require relocation. 

Traffic operation and especially highway safety would be significandy 
improved by increases in the horizontal and vertical sight distances and 
reduction of the grade. The collector/distributor roadway would also 
improve traffic operation and reduce accident potential by reducing the 
number of ramp terminal conflict points on the eastbound mainline from 
four (4) to two (2). These are important improvements considering that 
this segment of the Beltway previously experienced accident rates of 
about three times that of the statewide average for highways of similar 
type. This alternative would also marginally improve highway capacity 
by reducing the grade. 

Maintaining traffic during the lengthy construction period would be 
complicated. The loss of capacity through the construction period 
would be complicated. The loss of capacity through the construction 
area would add to congestion that already exists during peak periods. 

d. Stevenson Road Intersection 

This option proposes adding a free right turn from northbound 
Stevenson Road to the connection ramp to eastbound 1-695. This 
improvement would decrease delay by reducing projected intersection 
congestion. 

e. Greenspring Avenue/MD 133 Intersection 

This option proposes adding a lane to both MD 133 approaches and the 
southbound Greenspring Avenue approach to the signalized intersection. 
This improvement would decrease delay by reducing projected 
intersection congestion which could influence the operation of the 
Greenspring Avenue Interchange with the Beltway. 
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f. 1-83 (JFX)/MD 25 (FaUs Road) Interchange 

Option A would retain the existing geometry but extends the 
northbound 1-83 (JFX) to westbound 1-695 acceleration lane beyond the 
top of the steep westbound Beltway up-grade. This low cost option 
does not relieve long term traffic problems in the weave area along 
northbound 1-83 (JFX). Option A would required additional lengthening 
of the Falls Road bridge beyond that required, for Alternate 2. 

Option B proposes a two lane flyover ramp with a 50 MPH design speed 
from northbound 1-83 (JFX) to the westbound Beltway. This option 
increases safety and capacity by enhancing geometries and eliminates a 
weave on this interstate to interstate movement. Option B would 
require another span on the Falls Road Bridge. The intersection of 
Falls Road and Hillstead Drive would require minor adjustments. 

Option C proposes reconstruction of the outer connection from the 
eastbound Beltway to southbound 1-83 (JFX) as a realigned two lane 
ramp. This option would increase the ramp design speed from 35 to 50 
MPH. Improved operation would result, as well as a decrease in 
accidents. 

Option D would widen the existing ramp from the eastbound Beltway to 
southbound 1-83 (JFX) to two lanes rather than realigning the ramp. 
Both Options C & D include widening southbound 1-83 (JFX) southward 
to the existing truck climbing lane at Falls Road. The bridge carrying 
1-83 (JFX) over the Jones Falls and Falls Road at Rockland would 
require widening. 

g. 1-83 (HX)/MD 139 Interchange 

Option A proposes to improve the sight distance of the existing 
eastbound Beltway to northbound 1-83 (HX) ramp by increasing the 
outside shoulder width. This would improve the safety and efficiency 
of the exit by increasing the sight distance on the directional ramp. 

Option C proposes a southbound auxiliary lane along Charles Street 
from the Beltway interchange through the Kenilworth Drive/Bellona 
Avenue intersection. The left turn bay for turning movements from 
southbound MD 139 to Kenilworth Drive would be lengthened. This 
option would alleviate weaving problems and decrease delay due to 
intersection congestion. 

Option D proposes construction of an exit from the westbound Beltway 
to both 1-83 (HX) and MD 139 (Charles Street) beginning east of 
Charles Street. This option involves major reconstruction of the 
northern portion of the Charles Street interchange. This two lane 
ramp would deliver traffic to an exit ramp to Charles Street and then 
continue under the reconstructed Charles Street bridge to 1-83 (HX). 
This would eliminate the unacceptable weave between MD 139 and 1-83 
(HX) on the Outer Loop. There would be significant traffic disruption 
during the ramp construction and during reconstruction of the Charles 
Street Bridge. It is anticipated that the proposed Towson Light Rail 
Transit Station will be completed prior to this project, which would 
require the relocation of the access road. 
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None of these Options are alternatives to one another. 

h.      MD 45 (York Road) Interchange 

Option B proposes replacing the loop ramp in the northwest quadrant 
with a signalized left turn spur to southbound York Road on the 
westbound Beltway exit ramp. This improvement would eliminate a very 
substandard weaving area on the westbound Beltway at the expense of 
increasing delay on York Road. The improvement would also improve 
the alignment of the southbound to westbound outer connection ramp. 

Option C proposes improvements to the West Road/Beltway ramps and 
the West Road/York Road intersection. The movements to and from the 
Beltway and West Road would be made free flowing by adding 
intersection channelization and minor widening. This would alleviate 
back-ups onto the Beltway. Option C is not a alternative to Option B. 

i.      MD 146 Interchange 

Option A proposes a two-lane, free flowing, outer connection from 
westbound Beltway to northbound MD 146 via Hampton Lane. Traffic 
exclusive to Hampton Lane would yield to ramp traffic. This would 
improve travel efficiency by eliminating unnecessary stops for most 
motorists. 

This option also includes an improved turning radius on the eastbound 
to southbound outer connection at Dulaney Valley Road. 

j.       Providence Road Interchange 

The Providence Road Bridge over the Beltway would be lengthened and 
widened under Alternate 2. Additional improvements at this location 
would address traffic operation along Providence Road. From 
Breezewick Road/Southwick Drive to just north of the Park-and-Ride 
lot, Providence Road would be widened to four continuous lanes to 
allow for left turning movements. This would minimize most turning 
conflicts and improve travel efficiency. 

k.      MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Interchange 

Options A and B, propose collector-distributor roads on both the 
eastbound and westbound Beltway, respectively. These improvements 
would remove weaving conflicts from the through roadways. Both 
options would require additional bridges over Perring Parkway. This 
could be constructed with minor disruption to traffic. 

Option E addresses the weave problem on northbound MD 41 between 
the on ramp from the westbound Beltway and Joppa Road intersection. 
This option proposes to widen the ramp to two lanes, widen northbound 
MD 41 to three lanes, and signal control the ramp and northbound MD 
41. This would eliminate the unsafe weave, but would create an 
additional signal on MD 41. 
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1.      MD 147 (Harford Road) Interchange 

Option A proposes to eliminate the loop ramp in the northeast quadrant 
by providing for a left turn on Harford Road. The outer connection 
ramp in this quadrant would then be realigned to facilitate traffic flow 
onto northbound Harford Road. This would eliminate an unsafe weave 
on the Beltway, but would create an additional signal on MD 147. 

Option B proposes to widen Harford Road to five lanes from just south 
of Putty Hill Avenue to the existing five lane section at Second 
Avenue. This would also include eliminating access to Grendon Lane. 
A short replacement street would be constructed between Grendon Lane 
and Edgewood Avenue through an unimproved lot. Left turns would be 
prohibited from the southbound outer connection ramp to California 
Avenue. The center turn lane would alleviate left turning conflicts on 
MD 147. 

m.    US 1 (Belair Road) Interchange 

This option proposes to widen Belair Road to provide a southbound 
auxiliary lane from the eastbound Beltway to southbound US 1 ramp 
through the signalized intersection at Fowler Avenue and the Bel Air 
Beltway Plaza Shopping Center. Left turns would be prohibited from 
the soudibound connection ramp to Overton Avenue. This would 
eliminate an unsafe weave on U.S. 1. Two business and two residential 
relocations would be required due to access denial. 

n.     MD 7/US 40 Interchange 

Improvements at these interchanges propose to remove the loop ramps 
in the southeast and northwest quadrants of US 40. Left turns at the 
signalized intersections would replace these movements. MD 702 would 
be accessed by a left turn from northbound US 40 via a loop ramp. 
Additional improvements would relocate Golden Ring Road toward the 
south, widen US 40 to six lanes from Relocated Golden Ring Road to 
Rossville Boulevard, and eliminate the eastbound on ramp from MD 7. 
These improvements would operate as a system to improve the Beltway 
and US 40 operational and safety problems associated with lack of 
highway     capacity     and     substandard     geometric     design. These 
improvements would alleviate unsafe weaves on eastbound 1-695 between 
MD 7 and US 40 and between US 40 and MD 702. 

Selected Build Alternates 

a.      Modifications of Alternates Following Public Hearing 

Following the Public Hearing, several modifications of alternates were 
investigated. The investigation was completed in response to comments 
received at the Public Hearing, and comments received from various 
agencies. 

At the Greenspring Avenue/MD 133 Intersection two modifications were 
investigated. The first modification would shift the roadway widening 
to the north. This would impact and unimproved property and avoid 
several residential properties. The second modification would provide a 
left turn bay for northbound Greenspring Avenue. 
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A variation of 1-83 (JFX)/MD 25 (FaUs Road) Interchange Option C was 
investigated. This modification would have provided a 40 MPH design speed 
instead of 50 MPH. The two lane ramp would be shifted further to the east 
to minimize wetland impacts. This would require that the 1-83 (JFX) 
mainline and one other ramp to be reconstructed. Additionally new wetland 
sites would be impacted. 

A modification of MD 45 (York Road) Interchange Option C was investigated. 
This modification would have created a redundant movement by constructing 
a spur from the loop ramp in the southeast quadrant. The spur would provide 
a second movement to southbound MD 45. This would require another 
traffic signal on MD 45. 

Several modifications at MD 147 (Harford Road) Interchange were 
investigated to help facilitate the northbound directional ramp merge. Two 
options would signal control northbound MD 147 and the directional ramp. 
Another option would reduce northbound MD 147 to one lane to allow the 
directional ramp to be a lane add instead of a merge. 

A modification of the US 1 Interchange Option was investigated. The 
modified option would provide an auxiliary lane from the southbound 
directional ramp to a right turn only at the intersection with Fowler 
Avenue/Bel Air Beltway Plaza. The southbound directional ramp would be 
reconstructed. The radius at the merge area would be reduced from ±350' 
(35 MPH) to 100' (under 20 MPH). This reduction in radius will increase the 
weave section along US 1 by ±100'. Additionally it will provide a small 
separation between the ramp and a driveway (access to two commercial 
properties and two residential properties) which previously was not available. 
The auxiliary lane between the ramp and intersection would be aligned where 
the existing southbound right lane is, requiring US 1 to be shifted to the 
east. The shift of the roadway was provided so that no right-of-way would 
be required from Double Rock Park. The tie-in with Overton Avenue will be 
shifted slightly (±85') to the south due to the shift of US 1. 

Four new options were investigated for the MD 7/US 40/MD 702 
interchanges. The first option would relocate MD 695 from east of 1-95 to 
the sharp curves near Chesaco Avenue. The four-lane relocated roadway 
would cross MD 7 just north of MD 588, cross US 40 north of Best, cross 
the CSX railroad, before swinging south to tie-in at the sharp curves near 
Chesaco Avenue. Relocated MD-695 would carry through traffic and existing 
MD 695 would remain and provide access for local traffic to MD 7, US 40 
and MD 702. The 4 lane relocation would be south of the existing roadway 
for a length of 3. 5 miles. The second and third options would provide a 
collector-distributor (C-D) from east of 1-95 to MD 702. Option 2 proposed 
to make MD 695 an express movement between 1-95 and MD 702. MD 695 
would be physically restricted to the interior lanes, without an opportunity 
to interchange at MD 7, US 40, or MD 702. The exterior lanes would 
function as a collector-distributor (C-D) system, and would be designated as 
MD 702 from east of 1-95 to MD 702, for traffic desiring to interchange at 
MD 7, US 40, and MD 702. Option 3 proposed an identical roadway 
configuration, but with MD 702 being made the physically restricted express 
movement, and MD 695 being made the locally interchanging roadway. Both 
options would reconstruct the MD 7 interchange to a 1/2 cloverleaf and the 
US 40 interchange would be reconstructed to a 3/4 cloverleaf. A slip ramp 
from MD 702 to MD 695 westbound would also be provided. Option 4 would 
provide four through lanes in each direction, reconstruct the MD 7 
interchange to a 1/2 cloverleaf and would reconstruct the US 40 interchange 
to an urban diamond. 
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b.      Selected Build Alternates 

A complete description of the alternates preceeds this section.    Mapping fogfe 
the Selected Build Alternate is shown on P.IH-18 through P.m-36.    Specific 
design characteristics of the Selected Build Alternate is described on P.III-46 
through P.in-50. 

The selected build alternate for the Beltway mainline is Alternate 2. This 
consists of adding one lane to the Beltway in each direction (see typical 
section on P.m-47). While this will provide additional capacity to the 
Beltway, it is anticipated that by the design year 2015 the Beltway will be 
operating at LOS E and in some areas LOS F during peak hours. As 
discussed previously, additional through lanes beyond Alternate 2 were 
dropped due to right-of-way impacts and costs. 

The selected build alternate includes the following interchange options: 

o Stevenson Road Intersection. This option proposes to add a free right 
turn from northbound Stevenson Road to the connection ramp to 
eastbound 1-695. 

o Greenspring Avenue/MD 133 (Old Court Road) Intersection. This will 
include the modifications as investigated following the Public Hearing. 
This option will provide additional through lanes and left turn lays at 
the intersection. While this intersection is anticipated to operate at 
LOS E in both the AM and PM peak hours, any additional improvements 
would create substantial right-of-way impacts. 

o 1-83 (JFX)/MD 25 (Falls Road) Interchange Option A and B. The dQ 
build alternate was selected in lieu of these improvements. The no- 
build alternate and Option A will not meet the forecasted operational 
needs for the connection between northbound 1-83 (JFX) and westbound 
1-695. While Option B will meet the forecasted operational needs, it 
impacted the Greenspring Valley Historic District, had public opposition 
and was costly. 

o 1-83 (JFX)/MD 25 (Falls Road) Interchange Option C. The modifications 
investigated following the Public Hearing will not be included with the 
selected build alternate. Option C as presented at the Public Hearing 
was selected. This will provide a two-lane ramp between eastbound 1- 
695 and southbound 1-83. The diverge from eastbound 1-695 is 
anticipated to operate at LOS F/F (AM/PM peak hours) in the design 
year. While this is not preferable, it is an improvement over the no- 
build alternate. An additional mainline lane would be required for a 
better level of service. 

o 1-83 (HX)/MD 139 (Charles Street) Interchange Option A. This will 
improve the signt distance of the connection ramp from eastbound I- 
695 to northbound 1-83 (HX). 

o 1-83 (HX)/MD 139 (Charles Street) Interchange Option C. The no- 
build alternate was selected in lieu of these improvements, the no- 
build was selected due to a lack of current operational problems and a 
doubt of future operational problems. ^p 
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1-83 (HX)/MD 139 (Charles Street) Interchange Option D. This will 
reconstruct the exit from westbound 1-695 to northbound 1-83 (HX). 

MD 45 (York Road) Interchange Option B. This will replace the loop 
ramp in the northwest quadrant with a signalized left turn spur to 
southbound MD 45. An additional signal on MD 45 may increase delays 
slightly. 

MD 45 (York Road) Interchange Option C. The no-build alternate was 
selected in lieu of these improvements. Improvements to West Road 
will be completed by a developer in agreement with Baltimore County. 

MD 146 (Dulaney Valley Road) Interchange Option. This will provide a 
two-lane, free flowing, outer connector from westbound 1-695 to 
northbound MD 146. 

Providence Road Interchange. The no-build alternate was selected in 
lieu of these improvements. The no build alternate was selected 
because no operational problems were forecasted at this location. 

MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Interchange Option A and Option B. This 
would provide a collector-distributor roadway on both the eastbound 
and westbound beltway respectfully. While the merge/diverge from the 
C-D roadways are anticipated to operate at LOS F in the design year, 
these options will remove LOS F weaves from the Beltway. To improve 
the merge/diverge level of service would require additional mainline 
lanes to the Beltway. 

MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Interchange Option E. The no-build alternate 
was selected in lieu of these improvements. The no-build alternate was 
selected due to a lack of current operational problems and a doubt of 
future operational problems. 

MD 147 (Harford Road) Interchange Option A. The no build alternate 
was selected in lieu of these improvemenbts. The no-build alternate 
was selected due to the wetland impacts, and additional operational 
concerns Option A would have created to MD 147. The no-build 
alternate will retain an anticipated LOS F weave between the loop 
ramps in the design year. 

MD 147 (Harford Road) Interchange Option B. This will widen MD 147 
to five lanes between Putty Hill Avenue and Second Avenue. 

US 1 (Belair Road) Interchange. The modified option investigated 
following the Public Hearing was selected. This will reconstruct the 
directional ramp to southbound US 1 and Overton Avenue, and provide 
an auxiliary lane along southbound US 1 between the directional ramp 
and the intersection of Fowler Avenue/Bel Air Beltway Plaza. No 
right-of-way will be required from Double Rock Park, requiring a slight 
shift of US 1 eastward. The modified option would not require the 
denial of access along southbound US 1 that was required with the 
Public Hearing option. Therefore the access to Double Rock Park 
maintenance facilities will not be affected and the two commercial and 
the two residential displacements are not required. The intersection 
of US 1 with Fowler Avenue/Bel Air Beltway Plaza is anticipated to 
operate at LOS A/F (AM/PM peak hour) in the design year. An 
additional southbound lane through the intersection would be required 
to improve the PM peak hour level of service to LOS D. 
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The   realignment   of  the   directional   ramp   and  the   extension   of  the 
auxiliary lane on southbound US 1 was developed to address operation 
and safety  concerns  at the residential  and commercial entrances  alonM| 
southbound US  1  between 1-695  and Fowler Avenue.     Should safet>W 
problems   become   apparent   at   these   locations   in   the   future,   other 
alternatives will be investigated. 

o MD 7/US 40/MD 702 Interchange Option 3 is the selected option in lieu 
of MD 7/US 40 Option E. Option 3 provides the necessary four 
through lanes for capacity requirements instead of three through lanes 
Option E proposed. Additionally Option 3 addresses substandard weaves 
at MD 7 and MD 702 which were not addressed with Option E. Option 
3 provides a 3/4 cloverleaf at US 40 requiring one additional signal on 
US 40, while Option E provided a 1/2 cloverleaf at US 40 requiring two 
additional signals on US 40 and greater delays. 

The selection of Option 3, as part of the selected build alternate, does 
not create any significant impacts and does not substantially change 
impacts from the Environmental Assessment and Public Hearing. 

c.      Phased Construction 

This project includes approximately 17 miles of 1-695 and 18 interchanges. 
Due to the size of this project and the associated high cost, a phasing of 
construction is anticipated. Additionally a Project Planning Study is being 
conducted for the southern portion of 1-695 from 1-70 to west of MD 170 
for widening and interchange improvements. A priority system for all of ti^ 
improvements is being established. Several specific phasing techniques wt^p 
discussed for the project. 

The construction of Alternate 2 from MD 140 (Reisterstown Road) to MD 25 
(Falls Road) would construct an additional mainline lane in the median. This 
would require the MD 25 (Falls Road) bridge to be replaced. The 1-83 
(JFX)/MD 25 Interchange Option C would require an incremental increase in 
the bridge length. It was determined that Alternate 2 would be constructed 
first with minimum shoulders (4' median, 7 1/2' outside) under the bridge to 
avoid replacement. The bridge would then be completely replaced with the 
construction of 1-83 (JFX)/MD 25 Interchange Option C. 

The MD 7/US 40/MD 702 Interchange Option 3 could be constructed in 
stages. The first stage would widen the Stemmers Run bridge and provide 
six through lanes on US 40 through the Rossville Boulevard intersection. 
The second stage would eliminate the loop ramp in the northeast quadrant. 
This movement would be replaced with a left turn spur on US 40. The third 
stage would replace the MD 695 bridge over US 40 to the ultimate section. 
This bridge is structurally deficient and has a life expectancy of 5-10 years. 
The fourth stage would widen MD 695 in the median to provide an additional 
lane in each direction. The fifth stage would widen MD 695 to the outside 
and complete the remaining interchange improvements. 
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4.      Service Characteristics of the Selected Alternate 

a.      Traffic Summary 

Regional development patterns in the Baltimore Metropolitan area have 
changed recendy from decades of largely centralized residential 
development to spreading residential growth and extensive commercial 
and industrial growth. This has resulted in traffic patterns that are 
more diffused and less hub-centralized. From 1960 through 1980, the 
number of workers in the Baltimore region commuting from a suburban 
place-of-work increased by 145 percent. Currendy more than one-half 
of all commuting trips in the area have both suburban origins and 
destinations. 

During the period from 1967 to 1987, motor vehicle registrations in 
Baltimore County grew from 242,237 to 549,217, an increase of 127 
percent, and Baltimore City registrations grew from 247,276 to 309,350, 
despite a declining population. This trend, which direcdy relates to an 
increase in roadway vehicles, together with regular annual increases in 
statewide gross vehicle miles travelled, indicates continued travel 
growth in the study area. 

The Baltimore Regional Planning Council predicts that from 1990 to 
2010 nearly 75 percent of all new commuter trips will be from a 
suburban site to a suburban site. 

Based on current traffic growth rates in the region and nationwide 
trends, traffic volumes on the Baltimore Beltway are expected to 
continue increasing over time. Current average daily traffic (ADT) 
volumes on the Beltway vary from 152,000 vehicles between 1-83 (Jones 
FaUs Expressway) and 1-83 (Harrisburg Expressway) to 72,000 vehicles 
east of 1-95. These volumes are projected to increase 40 to 50 percent 
by the design year 2015. Figure m-14 shows the 1984 traffic figures 
which were used to project traffic to the years 1995 and 2015. The 
forecasted traffic was obtained by analyzing current trends and 
reviewing approved masterplans for future land use. 

These transportation trends and commuting patterns have created 
capacity and safety problems on the existing Beltway. If the projected 
travel demand created by planned regional growth is to be handled in a 
safe and efficient manner, improvements must be made to the Beltway 
to increase its capacity. The Baltimore Beltway is the only 
circumferential highway in the region. Other proposed or recently 
completed transportation improvements such as 1-795 (Northwest 
Expressway), the Owings Mills Metro line, and MD 43 (Whitemarsh 
Boulevard) and the Central Corridor Light Rail Line serve different 
corridors and will not reduce the Beltway's capacity requirements. 
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Level of Service Analysis 

Table HI-l lists existing and design year roadway segments that are 
worse than a level-of-service E capacity for the Beltway mainline and 
interchanges. Level-of-service (LOS) is dependent upon highway 
geometry highway capacity, and traffic characteristics and volumes. 
The Trmsportation Research Board's HIGHWAY CAPACITY MANUAL, 
defines freeway level-of-service as follows: 

o       LOS A:      Freeflow. 
o      LOSE:      Stable flow; the presence of others in the traffic stream 

begins to be noticeable, 
o      LOS C:      Stable flow; the presence of others in the traffic stream 

begins to significantly affect interactions, 
o      LOSD:     High density, stable flow; the presence of others in the 

traffic    stream   begins   to   severely    affect   speed   and 
freedom to maneuver, 

o      LOS E:      Operating conditions at or near the capacity level.    All 
speeds   are   reduced  to   a  low,   but  relatively   uniform 
value, 

o      LOSE:      Forced or breakdown flow. Frequent stoppages. 

Level-of-service E has been selected as the minimal design objective 
for this project. As can be seen from Table HI-l, capacity 
improvements are required based on today's existing condition. After 
construction, the Beltway will operate adequately (LOS = E or better) 
since the constraining botdenecks (primarily mainline sections) will be 
eliminated. However, with continued growth in the Baltimore 
Metropolitan Area, it is expected that even with the proposed 
improvements, the Beltway will not be able to adequately handle design 
year, peak period, travel demands. 

Certain portions of the Beltway are projected to operate at or near 
level-of-service F in the design year of 2015 with mainline 
improvements. Notwithstanding   these   future   congested   conditions, 
overall   traffic   flows   would   improve   substantially   over   "No   Budd 
conditions.     Table III-2, below,  indicates how travel time for selected 
journeys would improve if the Beltway were widened.    Also, in the peak 
periods,   as   shown   in  Table  ffl-3,   the  duration  of congestion  would 
diminish if the Beltway were widened. 

Although, under the build conditions there would not be a significant 
decrease in peak period congestion over existing conditions, under the 
No-Build, the congested period and delay times would increase by 
approximately fifty (50) percent. 
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Table HI-l 

LEVEL OF SERVICE SUMMARY 

EXISTING ROADWAY FAILURE (LOS=F) 

o      1-695 from MD 140 to 1-83 (JFX) 
AM Peak eastbound 
PM Peak westbound 

o      1-695 from MD 45 to Providence Road 
PM Peak eastbound 

o       1-695 from Providence Road to U.S. 1 
PM Peak eastbound 

o       1-695 from MD 146 to MD 147 
AM Peak westbound 

o      1-695 from US 1 to MD 7 
PM Peak eastbound 

o      1-695 from 1-95 To MD 7 
PM Peak both directions 

o      1-695 from U.S. 40 to MD 702 
PM Peak both directions 

o      MD 139 from Kenilworth Avenue to 1-695 
AM and PM Peaks 

o       MD 146 at 1-695 
PM Peak northbound 

o      MD 41 from 1-695 to Joppa Road 
PM Peak northbound 

o      MD 147 from Baltimore City Line through Joppa Road ^^ 
PM Peak both directions ^P 

o       US 1 from Baltimore City Line to Putty Hill Avenue 
PM Peak both directions 

o       US 40 from 1-695 to Rossville Boulevard 
PM Peak both directions 

2015 ALTERNATE 1 (NO-BUILD) ROADWAY FAILURE (LOS=F) 

o      1-695 from MD 140 to MD 702 
AM and PM both directions 

In addition to existing crossroad problems cited above: 

o       Greenspring Avenue at Old Court Road 
PM Peak northbound 

o       West Road at MD 45 
AM and PM Peaks 

o       Providence Road at 1-695 
AM Peak 

2015 ALTERNATE 2 (BUILD) ROADWAY FAILURE (LOS=F) 

o      1-695 from 1-795 to 1-83 (JFX) 
PM Peak both directions 

o      1-695 from MD 45 to MD 43 
AM Peak westbound 
PM Peak eastbound 

TTT-AO 
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Table m-2 

PEAK PERIOD TRAVEL TIME COMPARISON 
(Minutes) 

Origin 
I-83(JFX) 
1-795 
1-795 
1-83 (JFX) 
1-95 (JFK) 
MD 702 (Essex) 

Destination 1985 
1-795 7 
MD 45 (Towson) 19 
I-95(JFK) 32 
MD 45 (Towson) 10 
MD 45 (Towson) 13 
MD 45 (Towson) 16 

2015 2015 
No-Build Build 

22 13 
32 19 
64 38 
12 7 
32 19 
33 20 

Table 111-3 

PEAK PERIOD DURATION* 
(Hours) 

AM Peak Period 
PM Peak Period 

1985 

2.2 
3.0 

No-Build 

3.2 
4.5 

Build 

2.4 
3.9 

* defined as worse than level-of-service 'D/E'. 
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Accident Summary 

Interstate 695, from MD 140 to MD 702, experienced a total of 1,750 
accidents during the three year period 1987 through 1989. The average 
accident rate for the study section was 80.4 accidents for every one 
hundred million vehicle miles of travel (accidents/100MVM). This 
accident rate was significantly higher than the statewide average of 
74.2 accidents/lOOMVM for similarly designed highways under state 
maintenance during that same time period. The three (3) year total 
accident experience for the study section is listed in Table 111-4, below, 
by severity, year, and rate. The statewide average rate for this type 
of design highway is listed for comparison. 

Table m-4 

BELTWAY ACCIDENTS 1987-1989 

Severity 1987 1988 1989 Total 

Accident 
Rate/ 
lOOMVM 

Statewide 
Average/ 
lOOMVM 

Fatal Accidents 
Injury Accidents 
Propeny Damage Only 

1 
194 
182 

3 
227 
219 

4 
181 
211 

8 
602 
612 

Total Accidents 377 449 396 1222 80.4* 74.2 

* Significantly Higher Than Statewide Rate 

During 1988, the mainline roadway section that included U.S. 40 and 
MD 702 was classified as a high accident section (HAS). Additionally, 
the mainline roadway sections at MD 146 (Dulaney Valley Road) and 
Greenspring Avenue were classified as Section Accident Experience 
(SAE). 

During the period 1987 to 1989 all but two (2) of the interchange areas 
within the study segment (MD 147 and 1-95) experienced collision rates 
significantly higher than the statewide rate for similar design highways. 

The highest accident rates (198.6 and 218.3) occurred at the MD 7/US 
40 and the MD 702 interchanges, respectively. The MD 542/Cromwell 
Bridge Road interchange area, which formerly had the highest collision 
rate on the interstate route, experienced a lesser rate than the 
Greenspring Avenue, I-83/Falls Road, I-83/MD 139, MD 146, Providence 
Road, U.S. 1, MD 7/US 40 and MD 702 interchange areas during the 
period 1987 to 1989. This reduction in collision rate is probably 
attributable to widening of the 1-695 bridge over MD 542 and roadway 
resurfacing at this location. 

III-A2 
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The collision types that significantly exceeded the statewide average 
rates were rear end, fixed object, and sideswipe. These types of 
collisions are generally associated with traffic congestion, weaving 
conflicts, substandard vertical and horizontal geometries, and 
substandard clear zone areas. All of these conditions currendy exist 
along the Beltway. Trucks were not involved in an inordinately high 
number of accidents. 

Several interchange ramps within the Study limits were identified as 
High Accident Interchange Ramps (HAIR) for the 1987-1989 period: 

o       Greenspring Avenue: EB off . 
o      1-83 (JFX): EB to SB off, SB to EB on. 
o      1-83 (HX): EB to NB off , SB to EB on, WB to NB off, SB to WB 

on. * 
o      MD 139: EB off, NB to WB on . 
o      MD 146: WB to SB of£. 
o       MD 542: NB to EB on , WB off. 
o      MD41:EBtoSBoff*,EBtoNBoff* „, 
o      M^ 147: EB to $£ off , EB to NB off , WB to NB off , NB to WB 

on , NB to EB on ^ „, * 
o       US 1: EB to SB off , SB to WB on ,EBtoNBoff 
o      1-95: EB to SB off, SB to EB on, WB to §B off, NB to WB^on. 
o       US 40: EB to SB off , NB to EB on , WB to SB off , EB to NB 

off* 

* - HAIRs with substandard geometries. 

High Accident Interchange Ramps are so designated because five or 
more accidents have occurred upon them within a three-year period. 

Under a No-Build alternate, the unacceptable level of congestion and 
resulting accident rates would continue to exist. If the highway 
remains unchanged, the number of accidents would be expected to rise 
as daily traffic volumes and resultant vehicle conflicts increase. 

With the implementation of the proposed addition of a lane of travel in 
each direction of 1-695, highway capacity will be increased. 
Additionally, it is anticipated that the extra lane could result in an 
approximately fifty (50) percent immediate reduction in the number of 
rear end accidents. The accident rate would be expected to grow back 
to approximately today's level by the design year under the Build 
condition. However, if the Beltway were not widened, frequency of 
accidents (especially rear end collisions that are associated with 
congestion) would increase as the duration of peak period congestion 
increases. 

Capacity and safety improvements at high accident interchanges, where 
reasonable, would serve to greatly reduce accident potential both after 
construction and through the 2015 design year. 
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c.      Operational Analysis 

The combination of travel demand exceeding capacity, substandard mk 
geometric conditions, and accident (or near miss) occurrences serve to 
seriously affect operation, resulting in less than efficient performance 
on the Beltway, major arterial cross roads, and interchanges between 
both. The following areas have been defined as deficient and measures 
are proposed to address these spot problems: 

o Greenspring Avenue: Traffic currently queues in the PM peak 
period on Greenspring Avenue southbound from the Old Court 
Road intersection through the unsignalized intersection with the 
eastbound Beltway ramps. As travel demand between the 
eastbound Beltway and projected residential land uses to the south 
grows, the potential will exist for future back-ups onto the 
Beltway    mainline. The    selected    build    alternate    includes 
improvements to the Greenspring Avenue/MD 133 (Old Court Road) 
intersection to help alleviate these operational problems. While 
this intersection is anticipated to operate at LOS E in both the 
AM and PM peak hours, any additional improvements would create 
substantial right-of-way impacts. 

o 1-83 (JFX): Ramps providing movements between 1-83 (JFX) and 
1-695 to the west are not up to standards typically found in 
Maryland    for    the    Interstate-to-interstate    movements. The 
northbound JFX to westbound 1-695 movement is a loop ramp with 
a 20 MPH design speed. The Selected Build Alternate does not 
address this substandard geometries because no safety or traffic 
operational probelms exist today due to the geomertrics. Option B 
which addressed possible long term operational concerns was 
dropped due to public opposition, impacts to the Greenspring 
Valley Historic District, and high costs. 

The eastbound 1-695 to southbound JFX directional ramp has a 35 
MPH design speed that diverges from 1-695 off a 5% downgrade 
and right on to a bridge. The combination of poor geometries and 
travel demand for this Interstate-to-Interstate movement does not 
meet driver expectation and has created a high accident 
interchange ramp (HAIR). The selected build alternate (Option C) 
will improve these substandard geometries and provide additional 
capacity. The diverge from eastbound 1-695 is anticipated to 
operate at LOS F/F (AM/PM peak hour) in the design year. While 
this is not preferable, it is an improvement over the no-build 
alternate. An additional mainline lane would be required for a 
better level of service. 

o 1-83 (HX): The eastbound to northbound two lane ramp that was 
reconstructed in the 1970's from its original trumpet form, is 
dangerous being a high accident interchange ramp (HAIR) (21 
accidents in the last 3 years). The ramp's reverse curves do not 
have sufficient tangent for necessary superelevation runoff (design 
red = 40 mph). The right side shoulder nearly disappears, at 

diverge point, into a concrete barrier that in combination with 
curve and grade results in a horizontal obstruction reducing design 
speed to less than 35 mph. This movement is heavily travelled by 
over 30,000 vehicles per day. The selected build alternate (Option 
A) will provide additional sight distance (to nearly 50 MPH) 
through the curve to help reduce the high accident rate. 

111-44 



762 
MD 45 Weave Along Westbound 1-695: This weaving section is 
only 400' long and with heavy weaving volumes during the PM 
peak period results in sporadic disruptions to the mainline flow. 
The selected build alternate (Option B) will eliminate this 
substandard weave section. 

MD 45 Off-ramp from Eastbound 1-695: During the AM peak 
period traffic queues back onto the Beltway due to poor 
circulation on West Road. During the PM peak period, congestion 
on West Road results in significant motorist delay. Improvements 
to West Road will be completed by a developer in agreement with 
Baltimore County. 

MD 146 Off-ramp from Westbound 1-695: Similar to the situation 
on West Road, poor circulation on Hampton Lane causes PM peak 
back-ups onto the Beltway. The signal at MD 146 and Hampton 
Lane that creates this rolling back-up also results in queuing on 
northbound MD 146 that regularly extends beyond the cloverleaf 
weave area. The selected build alternate includes improvements to 
alleviate the operational problems. 

MD 147 (Harford Road): The entire roadway from the Baltimore 
City Line to north of Joppa Road experiences operational 
difficulties due to friction from street parking, difficulty in 
negotiating around left turning vehicles, and congested signalized 
intersections. The duration of congestion is day-long, six days a 
week. The intersection with Putty Hill Avenue and Joppa Road 
operate at LOS 'F' during both AM and PM peak hours. During 
PM peaks, traffic queued at these intersections back up along 
Harford Road to the Beltway interchange. The Beltway cloverleaf 
interchange reduces service due to lack of merge lanes for the 
outer connection ramps merging onto MD 147, crossing traffic 
from side streets, and quickly turning left turns off of MD 147. 
During PM peaks, traffic congestion on Harford Road results in 
back-ups onto the Beltway at the EB to NB loop ramp and the WB 
to NB outer connection. The selected build alternate (Option B) 
will provide five lanes along MD 147 from Putty Hill Avenue to 
Joppa Road to reduce operational problems. 

US 1 (Belair Road): Similar to MD 147, US 1 experiences 
undesirable operating conditions from the Baltimore City Line to 
north of Perry Hall. The US 1 problem, however, tends to be 
more a case of travel demand exceeding mainline and intersection 
capacity. The eastbound 1-695 to southbound merge onto U.S. 1 is 
particularly troublesome due to a lack of a merging lane and 
motorist attempting to turn left from the outer connection into 
Overton Avenue. This merge area is a high accident interchange 
ramp (HAIR) location. The selected build alternate will provide an 
auxiliary lane from the eastbound directional ramp along 
southbound US 1 to the intersection of Fowler Avenue/Bel Air 
Beltway Plaza. The auxiliary lane will help reduce accidents 
currently occuring due to the lack of merge area. The directional 
ramp will have a 100' radius (under 20 MPH) just prior to US 1. 
Advance warning devices will be employed approaching the curve. 
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Two access points are located along the auxiliary lane (one access 
point to the maintenance facilities at Double Rock Park and one 
access point combines to two commercial properties and two 
residential properties). As both access points generate low traffic 
volumes, this is not anticipated to be a problem. Vehicles 
ingressing/egressing from Overton Avenue along northbound US 1 
will be required to cross the deceleration lane from northbound 
US 1 to eastbound 1-695. Due to the low volumes on Overton 
Avenue, this is not anticipated to be a problem. 

The realignment of the directional ramp and the extension of the 
auxiliary lane on southbound US 1 was developed to address 
operational and safety concerns at the residential and commercial 
entrance along southbound US 1 between 1-695 and Fowler Avenue. 
Should safety problems become apparent at these locations in the 
future, other alternatives will be investigated. 

o 1-95 (John F. Kennedy Memorial Highway): Current operational 
difficulties at this major fork interchange are being addressed by 
another study. Construction is underway. 

o MD 7/US 4/MD 702: Several deficiencies occur along and adjacent 
to this segment of freeway which was never designed to be part 
of the Beltway. These include: 

Inadequate weave distances between most all ramps, especially 
between US 40 and MD 702. 
Substandard ramp terminal and ramp proper radii resulting in 
design speeds as low as 25 mph and 15 mph, respectively. 
Inadequate capacity on US 40 and on roadways between US 
40 and MD 7. 

The selected build alternate (Option 3) provides increased capacity 
and geometries to address these deficiencies. 

5.     Design Characteristics of the Selected Alternate 

a.     Alternate 2: Beltway Widening 

Alternate 2 consists of adding one lane to the Beltway in each 
direction. Constraints were placed upon the mainline alternate due to 
the limited available space in the median and the proximity of 
development contiguous to the Beltway. The mainline build alternate 
was developed with the basic assumption that right-of-way acquisition 
would be kept to a minimum. This was accomplished by eliminating 
safety grading and providing retaining walls where necessary (See 
Figure 111-15). This project also includes a resurfacing of the existing 
mainline lanes, if needed, during the widening. Several superelevated 
section have substandard cross slopes to todays standards. During final 
design these areas will be investigated for improvement. Auxiliary 
lanes are proposed wherever the distance between acceleration and 
deceleration lanes is less than 1500 feet. These auxiliary lanes would 
better accommodate merging, diverging and weaving movements. 

il 
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High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes 

This document addresses the constraction of an additional lane in each 
direction on the Beltway. These additional lanes, which were originally 
designed for general purpose use, could be converted to HOV's as a 
transportation demand management measure. Further, the improved 
mainline cross section and overpassing structures have been designed so 
as not to preclude the future re-striping of this facility for further 
capacity expansion. Any additional capacity provided on this facility in 
the future, would be subject to the appropriate environmental analysis. 

Light Rail Transit 

This document addresses the construction of an additional lane in each 
direction on the Beltway. A study was conducted to determine the 
engineering feasibility of providing a light rail transit (LRT) line 
connecting potential LRT lines with population centers via 1-695. Two 
lines were investigated. The first line (Towson Connector) would 
originate from the Central Light Rail Line (CLRL) east of the Jones 
Falls and would terminate in Towson. The second line (Whitemarsh 
Connector) would originate in the median of MD 41 (Perring Parkway) 
and terminate in the median of proposed MD 43 (Whitemarsh Boulevard). 

The two study corridors were suggested by the Statewide Commuter 
Assistance Study as possible future transit lines. The study was not 
developed to determine ridership, need, or a preferred alignment. The 
study was performed to determine if major planning revisions would be 
needed to incorporate the LRT, and to provide input for the Statewide 
Commuter Assistance Study. 

The Study concluded that the roadway improvements selected along the 
Beltway would not preclude the future inclusion of either LRT lines. 
Modifications would be required, such as the placement of retaining 
walls, noise walls, and bridge reconstructions. With scheduling of both 
the roadway improvements and LRT lines not established, these 
modifications to the roadway plans may be incorporated to accommodate 
the LRT lines. 

b. Stevenson Road Intersection 

The free right turn would be a single lane with a 25 MPH design speed. 

c. Greenspring Avenue/MD 133 Intersection 

Southbound Greenspring Avenue would require two lanes through the 
intersection which must be reduced to one lane following the 
intersection. The northbound Greenspring Avenue left turn lane would 
be 10'. The left turns on MD 133 would be 10' and the inside through 
lanes would be 11'. Eastbound MD 133 would require two lanes through 
the intersection and reduce to one lane following the intersection. All 
widening on MD 133 would be to the northern side. 

d. 1-83 (JFX)/MD 25 (Falls Road) Interchange Option C 

A two lane ramp with a 50 MPH design speed would be provided. The 
ramp would bridge the Jones Falls and its' tributary. 
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e. 1-83 (HX)/MD 139 (Charles Street) Interchange Option A and Option D 

Option A would widen the outside shoulder to 14' at the diverge area 
from eastbound 1-695 to northbound 1-83 (HX). This will increase the 
horizontal sight distance to nearly 50 MPH at this location. 

Option D would provide a three lane exit to MD 139 and 1-83 (HX). 
The outside lane would exit to MD 139 and the two remaining lanes 
would continue to 1-83 (HX). A 50 MPH design speed would be 
provided. Three lanes would be provided along 1-695 from the diverge 
area until a lane add from MD 139 occurs (approximately 1/2 mile). A 
separate service roadway would be provided for access west of MD 139 
which currently uses the ramp. A future Light Rail Transit Station is 
proposed at the end of the service roadway. 

f. MD 45 (York Road) Interchange Option B 

Option B would reconstruct the northwest directional ramp to a 30 MPH 
diverge and 50 MPH merge onto 1-695. A two lane left turn spur ramp 
in the northeast quadrant would be provided. 

g. MD 146 (Dulaney Valley Road) Interchange Option 

Option A would widen the directional ramp to two lanes prior to the 
intersection with Hampton Lane. The directional ramp would be free 
flow and Hampton Lane would have a stop condition, northbound MD 
146 would be re-striped to allow for three through lanes through the 
intersection. 

h.      MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Interchange Option A and Option B 

The collector-distributor (C-D) roadways would be a single lane with a 
65 MPH design speed. The merges and diverges would be reconstructed 
to tie-in with C-D roadways. 

i.      MD 147 (Harford Road) Interchange Option B 

MD 147 would be widened to five lanes. This will tie-in with the 
existing five section to the north at Second Avenue and a proposed 
five lane section under design for the intersection with Putty Hill 
Avenue. The typical section will provide 11' lanes and a curbed outside 
edge of roadway. A sidewalk will be constructed where widening 
impacts an existing sidewalk. The widening will be split to both sides 
of the existing roadway. A physical restriction between the southbound 
directional ramp and California Avenue will be provided. Access will be 
denied along southbound MD 147 to Grendon Lane. This will require 
that Grendon Lane be closed prior to MD 147. A service road 
connection between Edgewood Avenue and Grendon Lane would be 
provided. 

j.      US 1 (Belair Road) Interchange 

The modified option would provide an auxiliary lane from the eastbound 
1-695 directional ramp to southbound US 1. The auxiliary would become 
a right turn only into the Bel Air Beltway Plaza. The directional ramp 
would be reconstructed and a 100' radius would be provided just prior 
to US 1. Advance warning devices will be employed approaching the 
curve.    The typical section along southbound US  1  would include two 
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through lanes, the auxUiary lane, and a left turn pocket at Overton 
Avenue and at Fowler Avenue. The lane widths would be 13' for the 
auxiliary lane and 12' for the remaining lanes near the directional ramp. 
The lane widths would be reduced to 11' at the box culvert over 
Stemmers Run. 

The typical section along northbound US 1 would provide two through 
lanes. The lane widths would be 11' at the intersection with Fowler 
Avenue and would taper out to 12'. A deceleration lane to eastbound 
1-695 would begin at the Stemmers Run box culvert. 

The typical section would provide a curbed outside edge of roadway. A 
curbed median would be provided across the Beltway Bridge to the 
intersection with Overton Avenue. 

The improvements will require no land from Double Rock Park. See 
Section IIl.B.T.d (P.IH-72 for a complete discussion on the Park). 

k.     MD 7/US 40/MD 702 Interchange Option 3 

Option 3 would provide four through lanes for MD 695. The new loop 
ramp at MD 7 would have a 30 MPH design speed. The three 
reconstructed loop ramps at US 40 would have a 25 MPH design speed. 
The slip ramp from MD 702 to MD 695 westbound would be constructed 
primarily on bridge. 

6.     Design Exceptions of the Selected Alternate 

In order to obtain final approvals of the Selected Alternate, design 
exceptions of current AASHTO standards will be required. The Baltimore 
Beltway was designed in the 1950's and 1960's, and since that time several 
revisions to AASHTO Standards have occurred. This description does not 
constitute the request for the exceptions, but instead documents the types of 
exceptions that may be required for the selected alternate. 

A.    Mainline 

Current AASHTO standards allow for a 3% preferable (4% maximum) 
grade and 60 mph design speed for the Beltway. Two locations along 
the Beltway currently do not meet these requirements: Greenspring 
Avenue and Loch Raven Boulevard. 

The existing vertical grade east of Greenspring Avenue is 5%. A study 
was performed to reduce the grade to current standards. It was 
determined due to costs, impacts, and extensive delays during 
construction, this reconstruction was not cost effective. Similarly at 
MD 542, Loch Raven Boulevard, it was determined that reducing the 
+5% grade to current standards was not cost effective. 

The vertical crest curve of the Beltway at US 40 meets 45 mph under 
current   AASHTO   standards.     A  study   was  performed  to adjust  the 
vertical  crest  curve  design  criteria to  increase  it's  design speed.     A 
review of the accident data revealed no correlation between the current 
accidents and the substandard vertical crest curve. It was determined 
that  due  to  the  costs,  impacts,  extensive  delays  during  construction, 
and no correlation of safety problems to the vertical crest curve, this 
reconstruction was not cost effective. 
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The proposed typical section does not provide for a clear zone (safety 
grading) within areas of outside widening. A 10' outside shoulder (14' 
adjacent to retaining walls) would be provided. It was determined that 
the extensive impacts to right-of-way and associated cost did not 
warrant the placement of a clear zone. 

Several superelevated sections have substandard cross slopes under 
current AASHTO standards. During final design these areas will be 
investigated for improvement. The insufficient superelevation occurs at 
16 locations throughout the study area (see Table 111-5). 

B.     Bridge Clearance 

A preliminary investigation of the existing and proposed bridge 
clearances was performed (see Table III-6). The investigation included 
both horizontal and vertical clearances. All bridges which must be 
reconstructed will be designed to meet AASHTO standards. 

A review of the proposed horizontal clearances revealed on bridge 
which may not meet AASHTO standards. The proposed horizontal 
clearance of 1-83 (HX) southbound ramp to eastbound 1-695 (Ramp C) 
over 1-695 (bridge #3203) is 8' along the median of eastbound 1-695. 
The median of westbound 1-695 meets AASHTO standards. Providing 
the minimum acceptable horizontal clearance of 10' would require three 
spans of the flyover ramp to be reconstructed. It was determined due 
to the high cost of the reconstruction of the bridge, this reconstruction 
was not cost effective. 

A review of the proposed vertical clearances revealed four bridges 
which may not meet current AASHTO standards. An attempt will be 
made during final design to maintain or improve these vertical 
clearance. The following order of priority will be used to evaluate 
bridge clearance: 

o      Provide desirable AASHTO clearance 
o      Provide minimum AASHTO clearance 
o      Maintain existing clearance 

The following bridges over 1-695 may not meet vertical clearance 
criteria: MD 129 (bridge #3147); MD 139 (bridge #3160); and 1-95 
southbound over 1-95 northbound (bridge #3183). The following 
underpass of 1-695 may not meet vertical clearance criteria: US 40 
(bridge #3191). 

Due to impacts that would be incurred, roads with substandard vertical 
clearance are not proposed to be reconstructed to maintain clearance or 
increase clearance to standard requirements. Where an existing vertical 
clearance is less than or equal to current requirements, this clearance 
will be maintained by milling the pavement prior to placing the overlay. 
Where the existing clearance is greater than the standard requirements, 
that clearance will not be reduced to substandard. 

C.       Ramps 

Many of the interchanges along the Beltway were designed in the 
1950's and 1960's. With several revisions to AASHTO standards 
occurring since then, there are many violations of current AASHTO 
standards.    An investigation of existing interchange directional and loop 
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ramps revealed 38 instances of substandard geometries. While some 
ramps will be improved by the selected alternate, many will not due to 
cost and right-of-way impacts (see Table 111-7). 

US 1 Modified Option will reconstruct the directional ramp from 
eastbound 1-695 to southbound US 1. The directional ramp currently 
has no merge area which has contributed a high accident interchange 
ramp (HAIR) location. The lack of merge area is compounded by an 
access point (to two commercial properties and two residential 
properties) within 25'. The approach radius of the directional ramp will 
be reconstructed from a +350' radius (35 MPH) to a 100' radius (under 
20 MPH). AASHTO minimum criteria is 360' radius. An auxiliary lane 
would be provided from the directional ramp to a right turn only at the 
intersection of Fowler Avenue/Bel Air Beltway Plaza. The reduction in 
radius will increase the weave section by ±100. Additionally it will 
provide a small additional separation between the ramp and the access 
point. By providing the auxiliary lane and increasing the separation 
between the directional ramp and access point, these improvements will 
potentially decrease the accident rate. Advance warning devices will be 
employed approaching the 100' radius curve. 

The realignment of the directional ramp and the extension of the 
auxiliary lane on southbound US 1 was developed to address operational 
and safety concerns at the residential and commercial entrances along 
southbound US 1 between 1-695 and Fowler Avenue. Should safety 
problems become apparent at these locations in the future, other 
alternatives will be investigated. 

1-695 from 1-95 west to the project limit is on the 26,000 Mile Priority 
Network (Network established by Department of Defense, State, and FHWA 
to meet the most urgent national defense needs). Proposed vertical 
clearance design exception (including exceptions which do not upgrade 
existing deficiencies) are to be sent to the FHWA Washington Office for 
coordination with the Military Traffic Management Command (in accordance 
with the FHWA May 11, 1990, Memorandum from the Associate Administrator 
for Engineering and Program Development). 

111-52 



# 

i ntH-c.J .co 
TWEETY 355999 

TABLE 111-5 

AASHTO DESIGN EXCEPTIONS REQUIRED FOR MAINLINE 

1-695 MAINLINE 
LOCATION 

DESIGN EXCEPTION 
REQUIRED 

REQUIRED TO MEET 
AASHTO MINIMUM 

CRITERIA 

JUSTIFICATION FOR DESIGN EXCEPTION 

1.     EAST OF 
GREENSPRING 
AVENUE 

MAINLINE 
VERTICAL 
GRADE + 5/ 

4/ MAXIMUM 
3/ PREFERRABLE 

IT WAS DETERMINED DUE TO COSTS, IMPACTS, AND EXTENSIVE 
DELAYS DURING CONSTRUCTION, RECONSTRUCTION OF THE 
BELTWAY AT THIS LOCATION WAS NOT COST EFFECTIVE. 

2.     MD 542 
LOCH RAVEN 
BOULEVARD 

MAINLINE 
VERTICAL 
GRADE + 5/ 

4/ MAXIMUM 
3/ PREFERRABLE 

IT WAS DETERMINED DUE TO COSTS, IMPACTS, AND EXTENSIVE 
DELAYS DURING CONSTRUCTION, RECONSTRUCTION OF THE 
BELTWAY AT THIS LOCATION WAS NOT COST EFFECTIVE. 

3.    US 40 VERTICAL CREST 
CURVE AT 45 MPH 

VERTICAL CREST 
CURVE AT 60 MPH 

AS THERE WAS NO CORRELATION OF CURRENT ACCIDENTS TO 
THE SUBSTANDARD VERTICAL CREST CURVE. IT WAS DETERMINEC 
DUE TO COSTS, IMPACTS AND EXTENSIVE DELAYS DURING 
CONSTRUCTION THAT RECONSTRUCTION OF THE BELTWAY AT 
THIS LOCATION WAS NOT COST EFFECTIVE. 

4.    STUDY LIMITS NO CLEAR ZONE 
PROVIDED 

VARING 
20' TO 30' 

IT WAS DETERMINED THAT THE EXTENSIVE IMPACTS   TO 
RIGHT-OF-WAY AND ASSOCIATED COST DID NOT WARRENT THE 
PLACEMENT OF A CLEAR ZONE. 

5.    PARK HEIGHTS 
AVENUE 

S.E. RATE = 0.016 S.E. RATE = 0.021 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

6.     STEVENSON ROAD S.E. RATE = NORMAL CROWN S.E. RATE = 0.027 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

7.     GREENSPRING AVENUE S.E. RATE = 0.040 S.E. RATE = 0.045 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

8.     MD 25 S.E. RATE = 0.050 S.E. RATE = 0.051 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

9.     JOPPA ROAD (WEST) S.E, RATE = 0.0208 S.E. RATE = 0.021 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

10.   EAST OF MD 45 S.E. RATE = 0.050 S.E. RATE = 0.055 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS. WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

II.    MD 45 S.E. RATE = 0.025 S.E. RATE = 0.045 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

12.   MD 146 S.E. RATE = 0.025 S.E. RATE = 0.045 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

13.   PROVIDENCE ROAD S.E. RATE = 0.025 S.E. RATE = 0.037     . DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

14.   MD 542 S.E. RATE = 0.040 E B S.E. RATE = 0.055 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

15.   JOPPA ROAD (EAST) S.E. RATE = 0.050 S.E. RATE = 0.055 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS^ '                                " 

16.   OLD HARFORD ROAD S.E. RATE = 0.040 S.E. RATE = 0.045 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

17.   AVONDALE ROAD S.E. RATE = 0.030 S.E. RATE = 0.037 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

18.   PUTTY HILL ROAD S.E. RATE = 0.023 E B S.E. RATE = 0.027 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

19.   US 1 S.E. RATE = 0.030 S.E. RATE = 0.037 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

20.   EAST OF US 1 S.E. RATE = 0.033 S.E. RATE = 0.037 DURING FINAL DESIGN, THESE AREAS WILL BE 
INVESTIGATED FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 
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TABLE 111-6 

AASHTO DESIGN EXCEPTIONS FOR BRIDGE CLEARANCE 

BRIDGE 
LOCATION 

1-83 (HX) S .B. 
RAMP TO 1-695 
E.B. (RAMP C) 
(BRIDGE # 3203) 

MD 129 
(BRIDGE a 3147) 

3.    MD 139 
(BRIDGE « 3160) 

1-95 S.B. 
OVER 1-95 N.B. 
(BRIDGE # 3183) 

5.    US 40 
(BRIDGE H 3191) 

DESIGN EXCEPTION 
REQUIRED 

8' MEDIAN SHOULDER 
ON 1-695 E.B. 

15'-10" 
VERTICAL CLEARANCE 

15-8 1/2" 
VERTICAL CLEARANCE W.B. 

l5,-2" 
VERTICAL CLEARANCE 

15-9" 
VERTICAL CLEARANCE 

REQUIRED TO MEET 
AASHTO MINIMUM 

CRITERIA 

10' MEDIAN SHOULDER 

6-0" 
VERTICAL CLEARANCE 

16-0" 
VERTICAL CLEARANCE 

6-0" 
VERTICAL CLEARANCE 

16-0" 
VERTICAL CLEARANCE 

JUSTIFICATION FOR DESIGN EXCEPTION 

TO PROVIDE 10' MEDIAN SHOULDER WOULD REQUIRE THREE SPANS 
OF THE FLYOVER RAMP TO BE RECONSTRUCTED. IT WAS 
DETERMINED DUE TO THE HIGH COST, THIS RECONSTRUCTION WAS 
NOT COST EFFECTIVE. 

IT WAS DETERMINED NOT TO BE COST EFFECTIVE TO REPLACE 
THIS BRIDGE TO OBTAIN ADDITIONAL 2" VERTICAL CLEARANCE. 

IT WAS DETERMINED NOT TO BE COST EFFECTIVE TO REPLACE 
THIS BRIDGE TO OBTAIN ADDITIONAL 3 1/2" VERTICAL CLEARANCE, 

IT WAS DETERMINED NOT TO BE COST EFFECTIVE TO REPLACE 
THIS BRIDGE TO OBTAIN ADDITIONAL 10" VERTICAL CLEARANCE. 

IT WAS DETERMINED NOT TO BE COST EFFECTIVE TO REPLACE 
THIS BRIDGE TO OBTAIN ADDITIONAL 3" VERTICAL CLEARANCE. 
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TABLE 111-7 

AASHTO DESIGN EXCEPTIONS REQUIRED FOR RAMPS 

RAMP DESIGN EXCEPTION REQUIRED TO MEET JUSTIFICATION FOR DESIGN EXCEPTION 

LOCATION REQUIRED AASHTO MINIMUM 
CRITERIA 

1.     W.B. OFF LOOP 
TO GREENSPRING 
AVENUE 

R = 140' R = 175' UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD REQUIRE APPROXIMATLY 1 ACRE OF 
WOODED RESIDENTAIL PROPERTY, DISPLACE TWO SHEDS, AND 
COST APPROXIMATELY $ 2,600,000. 

2.     E.B. OFF LOOP 
TO GREENSPRING 
AVENUE 

R = 135' R = 175' UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD REQUIRE APPROXIMATLY 1 ACRE OF 
WOODED RESIDENTAIL PROPERTY, AND WOULD PUSH THE RAMP INTO 
THE INTERSECTION OF GREENSPRING AVE. WITH OLD COURT RD. 

3.     W.B ON RAMP 
FROM GREENSPRING 
AVENUE 

R = 200' R = 360' ArSOCIATED WITH NOTE tt 1. 

4.    E.B ON RAMP 
FROM GREENSPRING 
AVENUE 

R = 250' R = 360' ASSOCIATED WITH NOTE tt 2. 

5.     1-83 (JFX) 
N.B. TO W.B. LOOP 

R = 145' R = 175' UPGRADING RAMP WOULD REQUIRE RECONSTRUCTION OF A FLYOVER 
RAMP AND DIRECTIONAL RAMP, AND WOULD REQUIRE ACQUISITION 
OF COMMERCIAL RIGHT-OF-WAY. 

6.    E.B. LOOP TO 
1-83 (JFX) N.B. 

R = 145' R = 175' UPGRADING RAMP WOULD DISPLACE ONE RESIDENCE AND ONE SHED, 
REQUIRE RECONSTRUCTION OF A TWO-LANE DIRECTIONAL RAMP, 
AND COST APPROXIMATELY $ 3,300,000. 

7.     MD 45 N.B. LOOP 
TO W.B. 

R = 149' R = 175' UPGRADING RAMP WOULD IMPACT FOUR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 
AND REQUIRE RECONSTRUCTION OF THE DIRECTIONAL RAMP. 

8.     W.B. ON RAMP 
FROM MD 45 S.B. 

R = 250' R = 360' MD 45 OPTION B UPGRADES THE EXISTING RADIUS FROM 100' TO 
250'. TO UPGRADE THE RAMP FURTHER WOULD IMPACT 
RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES. 

9.    W.B. OFF RAMP 
TO MD 45 N.B. 

R = 223' R = 360' THIS SUBSTANDARD RADIUS IS REMOVED FROM THE BELTWAY EXIT 
TERMINAL. UPGRADING REMAINING RAMP WOULD RESULT IN IMPACTS 
TO THREE RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES AND REDUCE THE ALREADY 
CRITICALLY SHORT DISTANCE BETWEEN THE RAMP AND THE 
INTERSECTION WITH CRAVEN DRIVE. 

10.   MD 45 N.B. 
OFF RAMP TO E.B. 

R = 118' R = 360' THIS SUBSTANDARD RADIUS IS REMOVED FROM THE BELTWAY 
ENTRANCE TERMINAL. UPGRADING RAMP WOULD RESULT IN 
DISPLACING ONE COMMERCIAL IMPROVEMENT AND SEVERAL PARKING 
SPACES. 

II.    E.B. LOOP 
TO MD 45 N.B. 

R = 145' R = 175' THIS SUBSTANDARD RADIUS IS REMOVED FROM THE BELTWAY 
TERMINAL. IT WAS DETERMINED NOT TO BE COST EFFECTIVE TO 
RECONSTRUCT THE RAMP FOR AN INCREASE OF 3 MPH. 

12.   E.B. OFF RAMP 
TO MD 146 S.B. 

R = 50' R = 360' THIS SUBSTANDARD RADIUS IS REMOVED FROM THE BELTWAY EXIT 
TERMINAL. UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD DISPLACE ONE 
RESIDENCE IMPACT ANOTHER RESIDENCE AND COMMUNITY SWIMMING 
POOL, AND COST APPROXIMATLY $ 2,400,000. 

13.   MD 146 S.B. 
LOOP TO E.B. 

R = 110' R = 175' UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD DISPLACE 18 - 24 CONDOMINIUM 
UNITS AND COMMUNITY POOL. 

14.   E.B. LOOP TO 
MD 146 N.B. 

R = 110' R = 175' UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD REQUIRE APPROXIMATELY THREE 
ACRES FROM GOUCHER COLLEGE AND COST APPROXIMATELY 
$ 2,200,000. 

15.   MD 146 N.B.     - 
LOOP TO W.B. 

R = 115' R = 175' UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD-DISPLACE-TWO RESIDENCES, IMPACT 
ONE CHURCH, AND REQUIRE HAMPTON LANES TO BE RELOCATED. 

16.   W.B. LOOP TO R = 100' R = 175' UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD DISPLACE TEN RESIDENCES. 
MD 146 S.B. 

17.   W.B. LOOP TO 
PROVIDENCE ROAD 

R = 170' R = 175' UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD REQUIRE APPROXIMATELY FOUR 
ACRES FROM A PRIVATE SCHOOL INCLUDING AN ATHLETIC FIELD, 
AND COST APPROXIMATELY $ 1,900,000. 

18.   CROMWELL BRIDGE RD. 
LOOP ON TO E.B. 

R = 110' R = 175' UPGRADING RAMP WOULD DISPLACE ONE COMMERCIAL 
ESTABLISHMENT, IMPACT PARKING SPACES FROM A HOTEL, IMPACT 
THE 100 YEAR FLOOD PLAIN, AND COST APPROXIMATELY 
$ 4,200,000. 

19.   W.B. DIRECTIONAL 
TO MD 41 N.B. 

R = 180' R = 360' UPGRADING RAMP WOULD RESULT IN A DEGRADATION OF AN 
ALREADY INADEQUATE WEAVE AREA BETWEEN THE RAMP AND 
JOPPA ROAD. 

20-23. ALL LOOP RAMPS 
AT MD 147 

R = 110' TO 150' R = 175' UPGRADING LOOP RAMPS WOULD RESULT IN MAJOR IMPACTS AND 
DISPLACEMENTS TO RESIDENCES AND COMMERCIAL ESTABLISHMENTS 
IN ALL FOUR QUADRANTS. 
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TABLE 111-7 

AASHTO DESIGN EXCEPTIONS REQUIRED FOR RAMPS 

RAMP 
LOCATION 

DESIGN EXCEPTION 
REQUIRED 

REQUIRED TO MEET 
AASHTO MINIMUM 

CRITERIA 

JUSTIFICATION FOR DESIGN EXCEPTION 

24-27   ALL DIRECTIONALS 
AT MD 147 

R = 130' TO 150' R = 360' ASSOCIATED WITH NOTE tt 20 - tt 23. 

28-31    ALL LOOP 
RAMPS AT US 1 

R = 150' R = 175' UPGRADING LOOP RAMPS WOULD CREATE A 4(f) PARK IMPACT AND 
WETLAND IMPACTS IN THE SOUTHWEST QUADRENT, AND RESIDENTIAL 
AND COMMERCIAL DISPLACEMENTS IN THE OTHER QUADRANTS. 

32.   US 1 S.B. 
DIRECTIONAL TO W.B. 

R = 290' R = 360' UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD REQUIRE RESIDENTIAL AND 
COMMERCIAL DISPLACEMENTS. 

33.   W.B. DIRECTIONAL 
TO US 1 N.B. 

R = 290' R = 360' UPGRADING THE RAMP WOULD REQUIRE RESIDENTIAL AND 
COMMERCIAL DISPLACEMENTS. 

34.  US 1 N.B. 
DIRECTIONAL TO E.B. 

R = 320' R = 360' UPGRADING THE RAMPS WOULD REQUIRE RESIDENTIAL 
DISPLACEMENTS. 

35.  W.B. DIRECTIONAL 
TO US 40 N.B. 

R = 220' R = 360' UPGRADING RAMP WOULD DISPLACE A U-HAUL WAREHOUSE AND 
COST APPROXIMATELY $ 7,000,000. 

36.   W.B. LOOP 
TO US 40 S.B. 

R = 160' R = 175' UPGRADING RAMP WOULD IMPACT A PARKING GARAGE FOR 
GOLDEN RING MALL. 

37.   E.B. DIRECTIONAL 
TO US 40 S.B. 

R = 220' R = 360' UPGRADING RAMP WOULD DISPLACE A STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 
POND AND PARKING SPACES, AND WOULD COST APPROXIMATELY 
$ 4,400,000. 

38.  US 40 S.B. 
DIRECTIONAL TO W.B. 

R = 230' R = 360' ASSOCIATED WITH NOTE tt 36.                                                       -^ 
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7.     Environmental Consequences of the Selected Alternates 

An Environmental Assessment (FHWA-MD-EA-90-02-D) was approved by the 
Federal Highway Administration on January 23, 1990.    This section discusses 
the   potential   environmental   impacts   associated   with   the Selected   Build 
Alternate.     Minimization  and/or avoidance of impacts has been a primary 
goal in development of the build alternates. 

a.      Socio-Economic and Land Use 

The transportation benefits of a Build Alternate would enhance the 
quality of life in the communities surrounding the Beltway. The Build 
alternates would not divide existing neighborhoods and existing school 
districts would not change. 

Some access would be changed with two (2) of the interchange 
alternates. Under Option B at Harford Road the movement from the 
eastbound Beltway to California Avenue would be physically prohibited. 
Also direct access between Edgewood Avenue and Harford Road on the 
west side would be controlled and replaced by a short street connecting 
Grendon Lane and Edgewood Avenue. Only a minor portion of trips 
would be affected and alternative travel paths although sometimes 
circuitous, are available. At US 40, the proposed improvement at 
Golden Ring Road and MD 588 would change access. Existing Golden 
Ring Road would become a cul-de-sac. Immediate access between 
southbound US 40 and existing Golden Ring Road would be eliminated, 
resulting in minor access changes to several businesses and the new 
Rosedale Post Office (21237) located on Golden Ring Road. These 
businesses would have the same access to MD 7. 

During construction of any of the Build alternatives (widening or 
interchanges), the neighborhoods adjacent to the Beltway would 
experience some adverse effects. During peak travel periods the 
existing number of lanes of traffic on 1-695 would be maintained in 
accordance with detailed Maintenance of Traffic plans developed to 
assure as safe and efficient a flow of traffic as possible. However, 
because commuters and other Beltway users would experience traffic 
delays during construction, drivers may seek alternate routes through 
neighborhoods. In addition, those who live next to the construction 
areas would experience short-term increases in noise, and decreases in 
air quality (including higher levels of dust). Access from neighborhoods 
to the nearby Beltway may be hampered during construction of 
interchange options. Access to neighborhood services, such as shopping 
centers, may also be temporarily diminished during certain portions of 
construction. During bridge reconstruction, pedestrian paths across 
these bridges may be closed for short periods of time. Two bridges 
over 1-695, MD 25 and Old Harford Road, may be closed to traffic 
during reconstruction either in their entirety or in part. MD 25 could 
be detoured via Old Court Road to either Joppa Road or Greenspring 
Avenue or 1-83 (JFX) could be used. Old Harford Road may be 
reconstructed resulting in either a one-way system or a signal 
controlled two-way system. If a detour is required traffic could be 
detoured to Putty Hill Avenue then to either MD 41 or MD 147 to 
Joppa  Road. The   closing   of  either   bridges,   if  required,   will   be 
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coordinated with emergency facilities. 

Because the Baltimore Beltway has been operational since the early 
1960's, few or no substantial impacts to community facilities are 
expected to occur along the study corridor. 

Each of the interchange build options would promote safety and 
circulation in the study area. As noted in the previous section, access 
to the Rosedale Post Office on Golden Ring Road would be slightly 
changed under the US 40 improvement proposed. No community 
facilities will be permanently separated from the area it serves by any 
proposed improvements. 

During construction, the response time for police and fire services 
would increase as a result of additional roadway congestion associated 
with reduced Beltway capacity. Emergency response time would be 
increased if existing bridges at Falls Road and Old Harford Road would 
be totally closed during construction and emergency vehicles must use 
other routes (see correspondence section P.V-152 to P.V-155). In the 
long term, however, response time is expected to decrease over the No- 
BuUd condition due to less congested traffic patterns. 

No residences would be taken by Alternate 2, no relocations will be 
required, and housing values are not expected to drop. No impacts to 
income or employment are anticipated. 

The only commercial displacements due to interchange options would 
occur at US 40 (Pulaski Highway). Option 3 at MD 7/US 40/MD 702 
would displace two commercial properties due to the reconstruction of 
the US 40 interchange in the southwest quadrant. 

There would be no adverse impact to adjacent, established communities. 
There would be one mobile homes displaced at US 40 (Pulaski Highway). 
There should be no problem in acquiring affordable residential 
replacement properties. 

Relocation of the individuals and families displaced by the project will 
be accomplished in accordance with the "Uniform Relocation Assistance 
and Land Acquisition Policies Act of 1970" as amended in 1987 (See 
Appendix). The relocation will be satisfactorily completed within a 6 to 
12 month period, and in a timely .orderly and humane manner. The 
required acquisitions can be accomplished with minimal impact to the 
economic well-being of the project area and those directly affected. 

As survey of the local real estate rental and sales market indicates that 
there is sufficient comparable replacement housing for the dislocated 
families. There should not be any major difficulties in relocating the 
affected families. Enough housing appears to be available in the area 
so there would be no adverse impact on neighborhoods into which the 
affected families will move. No significant change is population density 
or distribution is anticipated. No other federal, state or local projects 
are foreseen which would affect the supply and availability of needed 
replacement housing. None of the replacements are known to be 
handicapped. 
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TITLE VI STATEMENT 

It is the policy of the Maryland State Highway 
Administration to ensure compliance with the provisions of 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and related civil 
rights laws and regulations which prohibit discrimination on 
the grounds of race, color, sex, national origin, age, religion, 
physical or mental handicap in all State Highway 
Administration program projects funded in whole or in part 
by the Federal Highway Administration. The State Highway 
Administration will not discriminate in highway planning, 
highway design, highway construction, the acquisition of 
right-of-way, or the provision of relocation advisory 
assistance. This policy has been incorporated into all levels 
of the highway planning process in order that proper 
consideration may be given to the social, economic, and 
environmental effects of all highway projects. Alleged 
discriminatory actions should be addressed to the Equal 
Opportunity Section of the Maryland State Highway 
Administration for investigation. 

The Build Alternates may positively affect study area income 
and employment if new jobs in the study area (created by better access 
or project  construction)  are  gained  by  area residents,  or  if improved 
access increases land values.    The increasing employment opportunities 
in the study area projected by the Regional Planning Council will be 
supported by  this project's improvements to general  access  and local 
circulation. 

Short term impacts due to construction are expected to be minor, 
consisting of disturbances in the study area promoting an unattractive 
working and commuting environment. 

In general, the widening of the Baltimore Beltway supports the county's 
land use strategy for growth and development. Improvements at 
interchanges would enhance access to the surrounding area. This, in 
combination with other factors, would attract commercial and industrial 
development near interchanges. If properly managed through zoning 
and other tools, the areas between major interchanges would be freed 
for development as residential and other community uses, thus 
supporting the centralized development pattern the County promotes. 

Short term land use impacts would include: 

o      Restricted access to properties during construction. 
o      Use  of sites  adjacent to the Beltway for storage of construction 

vehicles,   equipment,   and   supplies.      Most   likely,   all   need   for 
storage could be satisfied by the space available in the "loops" or 
open areas within interchanges. Construction easements at some 
places may temporarily restrict its usual land use. 
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b.      Natural Environment 

Topography. Geology. Soils. Farmlands 

Long term impacts due to the widening (Alternate 2) would be minimal, 
particularly where the additional lanes would be constructed in the 
existing median. Where construction would be to the outside of 
existing pavement, changes in topography would occur, including cuts, 
fills, and construction of stormwater management basins. No major 
cuts or fills and no contact with bedrock is anticipated. 

Impacts to soils under Alternate 2 (conversions to pavement) are minor 
as the widening remains in SHA right-of-way and the extent is small. 

For the mainline widening, the potential conversion of prime farmland 
soil units and farmland soils of statewide importance outside the 
current right-of-way to pavement would be approximately 4 and 10 
acres respectively. The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) 
requirements regarding coordination have been fulfilled and the Soil 
Conservation Service has indicated that due to zoning the FPPA does 
not apply. All of the impacted farmland is zoned for development and 
does not carry a high priority for protection. 

Short term potential impacts to land resources would be erosion, 
downstream sedimentation, and construction related cuts and fills. 
Mitigation such as revegetation, as specified in the Maryland Water 
Resources Administration's Standards and Specifications for Soil Erosion 
3nd Sediment Control. 1983. will minimize these impacts and be 
included in contract specifications. Control of sedimentation and 
careful construction work on streambanks is particularly important to 
reduce water quality effects and soil loss. Strict enforcement of an 
erosion and sediment control plan approved by the Maryland Department 
of the Environment (MDE) will be adhered to. 

Vegetation and Wildlife 

There are no known threatened or endangered species in the study area 
or impacted by this project. 

Long term impacts to vegetation and wildlife due to the widening 
(Alternate 2) would be the reduction of trees and shrubs in the 
corridor by approximately 11.5 acres. Species taken would be primarily 
ornamental and within the right-of-way. This clearing would remove all 
trees from the median strip as well as many from the roadside. 
Additional clearing outside the right-of-way may result from 
construction of stormwater management basins. The impacts are 
expected to be minimal since cleared areas will remain grassed as much 
as possible, and any species utilizing them would be very tolerant of 
disturbance. Reforestation   of  an   appropriate   acreage   and   location, 
under the definitions of Natural Resources Article Section 5-103, will be 
coordinated with the Maryland Department of Natural Resource during 
final design. The nature of the habitat (as an ecotone) would not 
change and the proximity of suburban development to which they could 
move would minimize impacts to birds and small mammals.    Clearing 
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adjacent to streams would be kept to a minimum to reduce shading of 
the water and would be mitigated by replantings where possible. 

The reduction of habitat and vegetation under Alternate 2 would, by 
increasing the impervious surface, impact aquatic species by reducing 
the filtering benefits of the area between the pavement and the water 
course. Filtering of pollutants such as oil, grease, sediment, and salts 
would therefore be less. This is not a change as much as an 
incremental impact, however, as the Beltway currently introduces these 
pollutants into area surface waters. Additionally, it is a goal of the 
project design to manage for water quality via basins, trenches, and 
other stormwater management devices. The resulting minor impacts to 
water quality would be concentrated in Lake Roland via Jones Falls, 
and in Stemmers Run due to the drainage patterns of the Beltway. 
Presence of brown trout in Jones Falls dictates certain types of 
stormwater management to preserve their habitat. Particularly, 
measures which allow stormwater runoff to pond and potentially rise in 
temperature would be avoided. In the Jones Falls drainage, infiltration 
would be via subsurface trenches dispersed throughout the watershed. 
Conventional detention basins (24 hour) would be used to avoid the 
potential of ponded water being flushed into the stream by a 
subsequent storm event. 

Other more traditional stormwater management measures would be used 
elsewhere in the project. These would be located, when feasible, 
within interchange areas. 

Impacts of the interchange options are generally minor. The culvert 
extensions or new culvert construction would be at 1-83 (JFX) Option 
C, MD 41 Options A and B, and the US 40 Option. Reforestation of an 
appropriate acreage and locations, as defined in the Natural Resources 
Article Section 5-103, will be coordinated with the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources during final design of any interchange 
options chosen. 

Short term impacts to vegetation and wildlife include disturbance and 
soil erosion. Sediment can impact aquatic organisms by reducing the 
clarity of the water, and burying fish eggs and bottom dwellers. 
Mitigation measures, such as construction scheduling to comply with 
water quality standards, adherence to an approved Erosion and 
Sedimentation Control Plan, and quick revegetation would be followed 
to avoid such impacts. Design and construction of stormwater 
management measures prior to roadway construction would also alleviate 
these construction related impacts (as well as addressing long-term 
concerns). During construction near Jones Falls a double line of sdt 
fences and management measures similar to the Chesapeake Bay 
Initiatives would protect this particularly important stream from 
sedimentation impacts. A waterway construction permit will be acquired 
prior to any instream work. Further mitigation by enhancement or 
inkind replacement of corridor wedands would also benefit area wildlife. 

CfX 
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Streams. Groundwater. Wetlands and Floodplains 

Long term impacts to streams due to Alternate 2 are related to both £| 
the quantity and quality of runoff. Alternate 2 would result in 53 ^^ 
acres of new impervious surface. Approximately 34 percent would 
provide runoff ultimately to Jones Falls, 30 percent to Stemmers Run, 
and the remainder to other corridor streams. The resultant increase in 
volume and flow rate at any point would be incremental over existing 
conditions. In addition, higher traffic volumes will increase the oil, 
grease, and sediment on the Beltway, and the additional lane would 
require use of more salt and other deicing agents. Widening in the 
median is likely to cause a greater impact than on the outside since all 
vegetation which may have filtered roadway washoff would be removed 
and the wash off is drained directly into the receiving streams. 
However, water quality classifications are not expected to change as a 
result of Alternate 2, and the stormwater management measures 
provided would alleviate these impacts. 

Stonnwater management will provide, as required by state and county 
regulations, measures necessary to maintain post-development peak 
discharges for a 24 hour, 2 and 10 year frequency storm event at a 
level that is equal to or less than the respective pre-development rates. 
Additionally, particularly in Jones Falls, the downstream discharge peak 
for the 100 year frequency storm would not be increased. The goal in 
all areas is no net increase to the receiving stream. The order of 
preference for stormwater management measures utilized is as follows: 

1. Infiltration of runoff on-site 
2. Flow   attenuation   by   use   of  open  vegetated   swales   and  natural 

depressions. 
3. Stormwater retention structures. 
4. Stormwater detention structures. 

Impacts to groundwater due to Alternate 2 are associated with surface 
water quality and are expected to be negligible due to natural filtering 
by vegetation and topsoil. 

Wedands. Floodplains 

In accordance with Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) and 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, wetlands within the study area 
have been identified and the impacts produced by the proposed 
improvements have been quantified. The majority of the wetlands 
identified in the study area are found in direct association with streams 
that intersect the Beltway, with the remainder being areas that have 
developed due to the highway or other altered hydrologic conditions. 
Field investigations were held on March 8 and 30, 1988 and delineation 
was completed using the "Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater 
Habitats of the United States" by Lewis M. Cowardin (U.S.F.W.S.). 

Alternate 2 

Impacts  to  wetlands  under Alternate  2  include partial takings  of nine 
(9)  areas  (a total  of approximately  0.25  acres)     as well as increased       (^ 
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roadway runoff to all wetlands immediately adjacent to 1-695. Table 
111-5 provides a listing of wetland impacts for Alternate 2. The runoff 
impacts are similar to those described under the impacts to streams 
although filtration through stormwater management basins will have 
occurred prior to discharge. Locations for stormwater management 
basins, to be determined as design progresses, would be outside 
wetland boundaries. 

Wetland Site 15 (Figure 111-3, P.m-21) 

Weland Site 15 is located just east of the gore area of wetbound 1-695 
and southbound 1-83N (HX). The improvement in this area is the 
addtion of one outside lane on the westbound Beltway. The resultant 
impact is approximately .070 acre of wetland taken for new earth fill. 

Avoidance - The median can not accomodate the required widening. A 
mainline shift to avoid this site would impact the backyards of the 
Thomleigh Community along Alston Road and require the reconstruction 
of the existing median. A retaining wall designed to avoid this very 
minor take ($146,000) would not be cost effective. 

Minimization - No safety grading is proposed for this project (20' - 24' 
is required). Additionally, a guard rail with 2:1 slopes will be employed 
at this site. 

Wetland Site 17 (Figure m-3, P.m-22) 

Wetland site 17 is located at the end of the on-ramp of northbound MD 
146 to eastbound 1-695. The improvement in this area is the addition 
of one outside lane to the eastbound Beltway. The resulting impact is 
approximately .014 acres of wetland taken for new excavation and fill. 

Avoidance - The median can not accommodate the required widening. 
A mainline shift to avoid this site would impacts the Hampton National 
Historic Site (a 4 (f) issue), and would require a reconstruction of the 
existing median. A retaining wall designed to avoid this very minor 
take ($155,000) would not be cost effective. 

Minimization - A retaining wall is proposed at the box culvert to avoid 
replacement of the box culvert. This will help minimize wetland 
impacts and retain use of the existing box culvert. No safety grading 
is proposed for this project (20' - 24' is required). 

Wetland Site 18 (Figure m-3, P. 111-22) 

Wetland Site 18 is located approximately 1500' from the on-ramp of 
northbound MD 146 to eastbound 1-695, and east of Wetland Site 17. 
The improvement in this area is the addition of one outside lane to I- 
695 for eastbound traffic. The resultant impact is approximately .026 
acres of wetland taken for new earth fill. 

Avoidance - The median cannot accomodate the required widening. A 
mainline shift to avoid this site would impact the Hampton National 
Historic  Site  (a4(f)  issue)  and would require  a reconstruction  of the 
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existing median. A retaining wall designed to avoid this very minor 
take ($101,000) would not be cost effective. 

Minimization - No safety grading is proposed for the project (20' - 24' 
is required). 

Wedand Site 21 (Figure ffl-3, P.m-23) 

Wetland Site 21 is located approximately 440' west of the gore point of 
the westbound on-ramp from Cromwell Bridge Road to westbound 1-695. 
The improvement in this area is the addition of one outside lane to the 
outer loop (westbound traffic) of 1-695. The resultant impact is 
approximately .024 acres of wetland taken for new earth fill. In 
addition, this proposed improvement will require a minor rerouting of 
the tributary to Minebank Run. 

Avoidance - The median can not accomodate the required widening. A 
mainline shift to avoid the site would impact Wetland Site 19 (Minebank 
Run) and would require a reconstruction of the existing median. A 
retaining wall designed to avoid this very minor take ($127,000) would 
not be cost effective. 

Wetland Sites 22 and 23 (Figure m-3, P.in-24) 

Wetland Site 22 is located in the northwest loop of the cloverleaf 
interchange at 1-695 and MD 41 (Perring Parkway). Wetland Site 23 is 
located on the northside of the directional ramp from westbound 1-695 
to northbound MD 41. The improvement in this area is the addition of 
one outside lane to the outer loop (westbound traffic) of 1-695. The 
resultant impact is approximately .003 acres and .012 acres of wetlands 
respectfully for new earth fill. These wetland sites would incur 
additional impacts with MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Interchange Option B. 

Avoidance - The median can not accommodate the required widening. A 
mainline shift to avoid this site would impact Wedand Sites 20, 24 and 
28, would require a reconstruction of the existing median, and would 
require the complete reconstruction of the MD 41 (Perring Parkway) 
interchange. A retaining wall designed to protect Wetland Site 22 
would not be cost effective ($11,000). A retaining wall will not avoid 
impacts to the Wedand Site 23. 

Minimization - No safety grading is proposed for this project (20' - 24' 
is required). Additionally, a guard rail with 2:1 slopes will be employed 
at these sites. 

Wedand Site 24 (Figure 111-3, P.in-24) 

Wetland Site 24 is located approximately 60' east of the Old Harford 
Road overpass of 1-695. The improvement in this area is the outside 
widening of eastbound 1-695 by one lane. The resultant impact is the 
taking of approximately .084 acres of wedand (as well as the stream 
channel) from a tributary associated with Whitemarsh Run, for new 
earth fill and excavation. 
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Avoidance - The median can not accommodate the required widening. 
A mainline shift to avoid the site would impact Wetland Sites 22 and 
23, would impact Woodcraft Park (a 4 (f) issue), would require a 
reconstruction of the existing median and would require reconstruction 
of the MD 41 (Perring Parkway) interchange. A retaining wall will not 
avoid impact to this site. 

Minimization - No safety grading is proposed for this project (20' - 24' 
is required). 

Wetland Site 27 (Figure 111-3, P.in-25) 

Wetland Site 27 is located just east of the off-ramp to northbound US 
1 from 1-695. The improvement in this area is to provide a 
deceleration lane to northbound US 1. Currently there is no 
deceleration lane. The mainline widening is occurring within the 
median in this area. The resultant impact is approximately .009 acres 
of wetland for new earth fill. 

Avoidance - The median will be utilized by the mainline widening. A 
shifting of the beltway to provide the deceleration lane is not feasible. 
A retaining wall designed to protect this very minor area ($147,000) 
would not be cost effective. 

Minimization - No safety grading is proposed for this project (20' - 24' 
required). A guard rail with 2:1 slopes will be employed at this site. 

Wetland Site 29 (Figure 111-3, P.m-26) 

Wetland Site 29 is located on the northside of the ramp to northbound 
1-95 from eastbound 1-695. The improvement in this area is the 
widening of the ramp to two lanes. The resultant impact is 
approximately .009 acres of wetland from the tributary associated with 
Stemmers Run for new earth fill. 

Avoidance - To provide the widening on the south side would require a 
reconstruction of eastbound 1-695 and an extension of a box culvert. A 
retaining wall will not avoid impacts to the site. 

Minimization - No safety grading is proposed for this project (20' - 24' 
is required). 

Pursuant to Executive Order 11990, efforts were made to avoid and 
minimize harm to wetlands within the project corridor. As previously 
discussed, there are no practible alternatives to the proposed 
construction and take of wetland areas. The No-Build Alternate does 
not address the traffic needs for increased capacity, operations, and 
safety for 1-695. A Section 404 Permit (COE), Non-Tidal Wetland 
Permit (DNR) will be required to fill wedands in the project area. A 
suitable wedand mitigation plan will be developed during the project's 
final design phase and will be coordinated with appropritate permitting 
and resource agencies. 

Impacts to floodplains due to Alternate 2 would be encroachment on six 
corridor streams. New impervious surface is an incremental addition to 
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existing Beltway stream crossings and total paved area of study area 
watersheds. These encroachments would not measurably impact the 
floodplain values nor induce development. Increased flooding is not 
anticipated. A finding in accordance with EO 11991 is not required A 
waterways construction permit reviewed and approved by the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources would be required for options 
impacting floodplains. None of the impacts to floodplains are 
significant as defined by risk of loss of life, disruption of emergency 
service, or impacts to beneficiary floodplain values. 

Interchange Options 

Impacts to wetlands from the interchange options include partial takings 
of eight (8) wetland areas. Table III-5 provides a listing of the takes 
for the interchange options In each case, wetland takings are required 
to adequately serve traffic and safety concerns. Roadway design has 
minimized encroachment through careful pier placement, particularly in 
the Jones Falls area. In keeping with E.O. 11990, measures to minimize 
harm, such as careful construction management and flagging of wetland 
boundaries will be incorporated into project specifications. 

A comparison of wetland impacts reveals that the Jones Falls watershed 
will experience the greatest impacts with new stream crossings and 
large areas of new roadway surface. This watershed is quite sensitive 
due   to   its   established   wedand   and   trout   population. Particular 
mitigation at this stream would include careful pier placement to 
minimize impacts, construction scheduling in accordance with stream 
restrictions, on-site construction management to minimize disturbance, 
including use of snow fencing to mark areas, a double row of silt 
fencing and straw bales intercepting runoff, immediate removal of 
dredged material from the floodplain, and revegetation of disturbed 
areas with natural vegetation. 

1-83 (JFX) OPTION C (Figure m-6, P.in-29) 

Improvements associated with 1-83 (JFX) Option C would impact two 
wetland sites (5 and 10). A total of 0.916 acres of wetland impacts 
would occur. All of the wetlands are associated with the Jones Falls. 
This improvement is a two-lane ramp from eastbound 1-695 to 
southbound 1-83 (JFX). 

Wedand Site 5 

Wetland Site 5 is situated adjacent to the inner loop of the Beltway. 
This improvement requires the extension of an existing culvert headwall 
in the stream channel. The resultant impact is approximately 0.003 acres 
of wetland. 

Wedand Site 10 

Wetland Site 10 is located approximately 200' south of 1-695 and is 
immediately adjacent to the southbound 1-83 (JFX) ramps from 1-695. 
This site surrounds the Jones Falls. The resultant impact is 0.913 acres 
of wedand. The impacted area includes a bridge crossing of the Jones 
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Falls in which the entire area under the bridge was considered as 
impacted wetland. 

Avoidance: The No-Build Option is the only avoidance of these two 
wetland sites. The No-Build Option does not meet the transportation 
needs in the design year 2015. 

Minimization: A guard rail with 2:1 slopes will be employed at both 
wetland sites. The impacted area includes a bridge crossing the Jones 
Falls in which the entire area under the bridge was considered as 
impacted wetland (approximate 0.5 acres). This could be reduced in 
Final Design to just the pier location. A retaining wall along a section 
of Wetland Site 5 would not be cost effective ($36,000). 1-83 (JFX) 
Option D is an alternate to 1-83 (JFX) Option C through Wetland Site 
10. Option D would reduce the wedand impact by approximately 0.4 
acres. However, Option D would reduce the design speed of this two- 
lane ramp from 50 MPH to 35 MPH which does not meet the design 
criteria for this important interstate to interstate movement. Another 
option, V.E. Option is also an alternative to 1-83 (JFX) Option C. The 
V.E. Option would reduce the wetland impact by approximately 0.7 
acres. However, the V.E. Option would reduce the design speed of this 
two-lane ramp from 50 MPH to 40 MPH which does not meet the design 
criteria for this interstate to interstate movement. Additionally, the 
V.E. Option would have difficulties in maintaining traffic as the ramp is 
constructed and 1-83 (JFX) is shifted. A retaining wall to minimize 
impacts to Site 10 would not be cost effective ($1,365,000). 

MD 41 (PERRING PARKWAY) OPTION A (Figure HI-IO, P.IH-33) 

Improvements associated with MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Option A would 
impact Wetland Site 28. The resultant impact is approximately 0.025 
acres of wetlands. The improvements include a C-D road for the 
eastbound Beltway. 

Wedand Site 28 

Wetland Site 28 is located in the southwest guardrant of the cloverleaf 
interchange of MD 41 (Perring Parkway) and 1-695. The improvements 
require die extension of an existing culvert headwall in the stream 
channel. 

Avoidance: The No-Build Option is the only avoidance to these 
improvements. 

Minimization: A guard rail with 2:1 slopes will be employed at this 
site. 

MD 41 (PERRING PARKWAY) OPTION B (Figure ffl-lO, P.m-33) 

Improvements associated with MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Option B would 
impact Wedand Site 22 and 23. A total of approximately 0.067 acres of 
wetlands would be impacted. The improvements include a C-D road for 
the westbound Beltway. Both of these wetland sites would be impacted 
by Alternate 2 (mainline widening), the impacted area is in addition to 
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impacts associated with Alterante 2. 

Wetland Site 22 and 23 

Wetland Site 22 is located in the northwest loop of the cloverleaf 
interchange at 1-695 and MD 41 (Perring Parkway). Wetland Site 23 is 
located on the northside of the directional ramp from westbound 1-695 
to northbound MD 41. A resultant impact of 0.014 acres for Wetland 
Site 22 and 0.060 acres for Wetland Site 23. 

Avoidance: A retaining wall designed to avoid impacts to Wetland Site 
22 would not be cost effective ($20,000). Wetland Site 23 can not avoid 
impacts with either Alternate 2 (mainline widening) or Option B. 

Minimization: A guard rail with 2:1 slopes will be employed at these 
sites. 

MD 7/US 40/MD 702 Option 3 (Figure 111-13, P.in-36) 

Improvements associated with these improvements would impact Wetland 
Sites 36, 38, and 39. A total impact of 0.309 acres would occur. 

Wetland Site 36 is located just south of the MD 695 overpass of Kelso 
Drive. Impacts to this wetland result from the US 40 interchange 
option. The resultant impact is approximately 0.010 acres of wetland 
associated with a tributary to Stemmers Run, taken for new earth fill. 

Wetland Site 38 

Wetland Site 38 is located just south of the eastbound MD 695 split to 
MD 702. The resultant impact is approximately 0.236 acres of wedands 
taken for new earth fill. 

Wedand Site 39 

Wetland Site 39 is located on the northern side of the MD 695/MD 702 
Interchange. The resultant impact is 0.063 acres. The impacted area 
was measured as the total area under the proposed bridge crossing of 
the Northeast Creek. 

Avoidance: The No-Build would avoid these wedand sites but does not 
meet the transportation needs in the design year. A shift away from 
Sites 36 and 38 to avoid these sites would impact other wetland sites. 
A retaining wall to avoid Wetland Sites 36 and 38 would cost 
approximately $550,000 and was deemed not cost effective. 

Minimization: A guardrail with 2:1 slopes will be employed at Wetland 
Sites 36 and 38. The impacted area for Wedand Site 39 was taken as 
the area under die proposed bridge crossing of Northeast Creek. 
During final design this impacted area maybe reduced to the area under 
the bridge. 
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Pursuant to Executive Order 11990, efforts were made to avoid and 
minimize harm to wetlands within the project corridor. As previously 
discussed, there are no practible alternatives to the proposed 
construction and take of wetland areas. The No-Build Alternate does 
not address the traffic operational needs. A Section 404 Permit (COE); 
Non-Tidal Wetland Permit (DNR) will be required to fill wetland in the 
project area. A suitable wetland mitigation plan will be developed 
during the project's final design phase and will be coordinated with 
appropriate permitting and resource agencies. 

Encroachment on area floodplains due to interchange improvements is 
minimal and not anticipated to affect floodplain values or benefits. 

Short term impacts to water resources and associated wetlands and 
floodplains would be erosion and sedimentation during construction. 
Construction activities, may, additionally, increase the likelihood of fuel 
or contaminants entering area waterways. If this occurs, mitigation 
will be implemented. 

Mitigation, if properly applied, would alleviate almost all anticipated 
impacts. Adherence to Maryland Standards and an Erosion and 
Sedimentation Control Plan would reduce the sediment and pollutant 
load reaching corridor streams, wetlands, and groundwater. Strict 
enforcement of an erosion and sediment control plan approved by the 
Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) will be adhered to. 
The stormwater management basins which are designed as part of the 
widening and therefore part of the interchange and relocation options 
serve to control both quantitative and qualitative stormwater effects. 
The filtering of runoff through vegetated swales is one of the most 
effective measures of qualitative control. Settling ponds such as the 
proposed stormwater management basins would improve water clarity 
and promote groundwater recharge. Local flow increases and erosion 
impacts are mitigated through the use of rocks and gravel at culvert 
edges. 

CONCEPTUAL MITIGATION 

A total of 1.575 of wetland impacts are anticipated for the Selected 
Alternates. The Jones Falls has the largest impact with approximately 
0.916 acres (1-83 [JFX] Option C). The Jones Falls is quite sensitive 
due to the occurance of a "wild" brown trout population that extends 
from its headwater above Greenspring Valley Road and continues inside 
the Baltimore Beltway. Particular mitigation at this stream would 
include careful pier placement to minimize impacts, construction 
scheduling in accordance with stream restrictions, on-site construction 
management to minimize disturbance (including a double row of silt 
fencing, and straw bales intercepting runoff) and revegetation of 
disturbed areas with natural vegetation. 

The Jones Falls, Slaughterhouse Branch, Stemmers Run, Whitemarsh 
Run, and Meinebank Run all appear to be good mitigation sites. In 
identifying potential mitigation sites for the preliminary phase, the 
following hierarchy by ascending order will be used: 
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1. Within Watersheds 

2. Hydric   Soils   (considered  primarily   for   grading   and   sources   of 
hydrology) 
A. 0'- r 
B. 1.5'-2.5' 
C. 3.0'-4.0' 

3. Land Use 
A. Agriculture 
B. Pasture 
C. Cropland 
D. Strip Mines, Quarries, and Gravel Pits 
E. Barren Land 
F. Shrub and Brush Rangeland 
G. Transitional Areas 

4. Existing wetlands and location to existing wedands 

5. Location to stream channels 

6. Within right-of-way 

7. Floodplains 

8. Slopes 
A. 0 - 3% 
B. 3 -10% 

9. Size of located wetland mitigation site 
A. 0-9 acres 
B. 10+ acres 

Effects on Coastal Resources 

Consistency with the Maryland Coastal Zone Management Program has 
been a goal of this study. The concerns of the program have been a 
consideration throughout the development of this project, and 
coordination has been undertaken with the Coastal Resources Division 
(CRD), Tidewater Administration, Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources (DNR). A representative of DNR participated in the wetlands 
field review, and Coastal Resource impacts were discussed. 
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TABLE m-8 

WETLAND IMPACTS FOR ALTERNATE 2 AND INTERCHANGE OPTIONS 

IMPACTED 
SITE ALTERNATE DESCRIPTION          CLASSIFICATION ACREAGE 

5 INT. OPT. C JONES FALLS R2UB3 .003 
10 INT. OPT. C. JONES FALLS PF01A .913 
15 2 I-83/I-695 PEM5A .070 
17 2 HAMPTON BRANCH PF01A/R2UB3 .014 
18 2 HAMPTON BRANCH PF01A .026 
21 2 LOCH RAVEN BLVD. 

I/C R2UB2 .024 
22 INT. OPT. B PERRING PKWY. 

I/C PF01A .014 
22 2 PERRING PKWY. PF01A .003 
23 INT. OPT. B PERRING PKWY. 

I/C PEM5A/PF01A .060 
23 2 PERRING PKWY. PEM5A/PF01A .012 
24 2 OLD HARFORD RD. PEM5A .084 
27 2 BELAIRRD.I/C PF01A .009 
28 INT. OPT. A PERRING PKWAY PF01A .025 
29 2 1-95/1-695 PEM5A .009 
36 INT. OPT. 3 KELSO DRVIE PF01A .010 
38 INT. OF1'. 3 KELSO DRIVE PEM5A .236 
39 INT. OPT. 3 MD702 R2UB2/R2SB1 •063 

TOTAL 1.575 
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c.      Cultural Resources 

Under   Alternate   2 the   widening   would not   impact   any   significant 
cultural   resources. The   State   Historic Preservation   officer   (SHPO) 
concuned with the determination of No Effect for the widening in 
Alternate 2. 

Option D of the I-83(HX) interchange proposal would require 0.5 acre 
of right-of-way from commercial properties in the Lutherville Historic 
District. This land, a 700' long strip taking, is presently used for 
access to commercial establishments for which access will be 
maintained. The closest National Register site to this improvement 
(The Creighton Springhouse) is over 300' away. The SHPO has made a 
determination of no adverse effect for this alternative due to the 
nature of the improvement. Section 4(f) does not apply to these 
properties because neither the buildings nor properties are individually 
historic, are not an integral part of the historic district in which they 
are located, and do not contribute to the factors which make the 
district historic. 

One potential archeological site has been identified in the study area. 
This site located west of Hampton Mansion possibly would be disturbed 
by excavation for a stormwater management basin. The location and 
size of the basin will be determined during final design. The Maryland 
Historic Trust has determined that Phase I archeological investigations 
are not warranted for this site because they did not retain sufficient 
integrity for testing due to extensive disturbances connected with 
Beltway construction. (See Coorespondence P.V-143 to V-145). 

In the short term, visitors to the Hampton Mansion Historic Site and 
the Valley Inn may experience increased noise and dust for short 
periods of time. A pennanent noise barrier has been constructed along 
the Hampton Mansion Historic Site (prior to the mainline widening). 
The Greenspring Valley and Lutherville Historic Districts may see 
similar short-term disturbances and access disruption. These possible 
short term impacts will not effect the use of the historical resources. 

The SHPO has made a determination of no adverse effect of the project 
on the historical resources. (See Coorespondence P.V-134 to P.V-142). 
Coordination is on-going with the Advisory Council regarding the no 
adverse effect determination for Lutherville Historic District and 
Greenspring    Valley    Historic    District. The    Advisory    Council's 
concurrence in the no adverse effect determination is anticipated. A 
Section 4(f) is not warrented for the historical resources within this 
project. This project will not effect the use of any of the historical 
resources. 

Based upon the above; visual, noise, and aesthetic impacts to the three 
sites will be minor, of short duration, and does not interfer with 
elements of the sites which make them eligible for the National 
Register and will have no substantial impacts to those qualities. 
Therefore, constructive use doe not apply. 

d.      Parks and Recreation 

No direct impacts to parks and recreation areas are anticipated with 
Alternate 2. MD 41 (Perring Parkway) Interchange Option B would 
have temporary construction easement at Woodcroft Park. (See Figure 
111-10,        P.in-33).    Approximately    0.5    acres   would   be   used    for 
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construction activities over one construction season. An earth 
retaining barrier would avoid permanent taking from the parkland. 
Construction activities would not interfere with the existing access, 
playground, or tot lot and would be separated by a fence. Construction 
equipment will not be allowed to cross the park but will access via the 
Beltway. During, construction, the existing noise barrier would be 
removed and then replaced once the earth retaining wall in completed. 
The site temporarily used would be reseeded after construction and 
restored to its original condition. These improvements do not 
constitute a Section 4(f) impact. A Section 4(f) does not apply to a 
temporary occupancy (including those from a right-of-way entry, 
construction and other temporary easements and other short-term 
arrangements) where the officials having jurisdiction over the protected 
resource agree that the temporary occupancy: a) will be short duration, 
b) does not result in change of ownership, c) does not result in any 
temporary permanent adverse change to the activities, features, or 
attributes of the site, and d) involves only minor amounts of land. 
Coorespondence with Baltimore County Department of Parks and 
Recreation (P.V-162 to V-164) indicates concurrance with these 
provisions. 

US 1 (Belair Road) Interchange Option would require no land from 
Double Rock Park (see Figure m-12, P.m-35). Double Rock Park 
currendy has an access entrance to maintenance facilities from US 1 
and from the Bel Air Beltway Plaza (approximately 150' away across 
from Fowler Avenue). These improvements do not effect the activities 
of the park or the public access which is via Avondale Road to Texas 
Avenue. 

In the short term, visitors to some parks near 1-695 might be exposed 
to the view of construction activities. In addition, park sites may 
experience increased noise and dust for short periods of time. The 
construction will not interfer with the activities of the parks. 

Based upon the above; visual, noise, and aesthetic impacts to the parks 
will be minor, of short duration, and does not interfer with elements of 
the parks which make them parks and will have no substantial impacts 
to those qualities. Therefore, constructive use does not apply. 

e.      Air Quality 

The objective of this analysis is to compare the carbon monoxide (CO) 
concentrations estimated to result from the traffic volumes and roadway 
configurations of each alternate with the State and National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards (S/NAAQS). The NAAQS and SAAQS are identical 
for CO; 35 parts per million (PPM) for the maximum 1-hour period (40 
mg/m3) and 9 PPM for an average one hour period within the maximum 
consecutive 8-hour period (10 mg/m ). 

A microscale CO dispersion analysis for 1-hour and 8-hour CO 
concentrations resulting from automobile emissions was conducted. All 
calculations were performed for 1995 (year of completion) and 2015 
(design year). The emission factors were calculated using the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) third generation Mobile Source 
Emissions Model (MOBILE 3) computer program with credit for a 
vehicle inspection and maintenance program. Line source CO dispersion 
estimates were calculated using the third generation California Line 
Source Dispersion Model (CALINE 3). 
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A comparison of the predicted concentrations with the ambient air 
quality standards indicates that Alternate 2 would result in an 
improvement of the air quality of the area over the No-Build Alternate. 
Under the No-Build (Alternate 1), three minor violations of the 1 hour 
standard would occur in the 2015 design year. No violations of the 1- 
hour or 8-hour CO standard would occur due to implementation of 
Alternate 2. 

The construction phase of the proposed project has the potential of 
impacting the ambient air quality through fugitive dust from grading 
operations and materials handling. The State Highway Administration 
has addressed this possibility by establishing Standard Specifications for 
Construction for Materials, which specifies procedures to be followed by 
contractors involved in state work. 

The Maryland Air Management Administration was consulted to 
determine the adequacy of the Specifications in terms of satisfying the 
requirement of the Regulations Governing the Control of Air Pollution 
in the State of Maryland. The Administration found that the 
specifications are consistent with the requirements of these regulations. 
Therefore, during the construction period, all appropriate measures 
(Code of Maryland Regulations 26.11.06.03 D) will be taken to minimize 
construction impacts on the air quality of the area. 

Copies of this Air Quality Analysis Report for 1-695 from MD 140 to 
MD 702 have been provided to the Maryland Air Management 
Administration and the United States Environmental Protection Agency 
for review and comment. 

A conformity analysis was completed by the Baltimore Regional Council 
of    Governments    in    September,    1991. The    Federal    Highway 
Administration made a determination of conformity between the TIP and 
the SIP for attaining air quality standards in November, 1991. 

The Air Management Administration and the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency reviewed the analysis and found them 
to be satisfactory.    Copies of their comments can be found in Section 
V. 

• 
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Site 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 

H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 

O 
P 
Q 

|R s 
T 

U 
V 
w 

TABLE ra-9 
MAXIMUM 1-HOUR PREDICTED CO CONCENTRATIONS (PPM) 

(INCLUDING BACKGROUND CONCENTRATION) 

Use 

Residential 
Residential 
Residential 
Residential 
Residential 
Commercial 
Religious 

Residential 
Residential 
Residential 
Residential 
Residential 
Residential 
Religious 

Residential 
Recreational 
Religious 
Residential 
Residential 
Residential 

Residential 
Residential 
Residential 

Location 

Annen Woods 
Long Meadow Estates 
Cranwood 
Eden Roc 
Grasty Road 
Valley Inn 
Towson 7th Day 

Adventist Church 
Thomleigh 
Wellington Valley 
Rivervale 
Orchard Hills 
Riverwood Hills 
Green Ridge 
Towson Methodist 

Church 
Campus Hills 
Woodcroft Park 
Rock Church 
Baynesville 
Woodcroft Park 
Methodist Church 

Joppa Road 
Ridge Grove 
Parktown Apartments 
Town and Country 

Apartments 

1995 
No-Build  Build 

2015 
No-Build Build 

17.0 14.5 22.3 18.7 
14.5 12.4 18.4 15.5 
20.7 17.3 26.9 22.3 
21.8 18.3 28.8 23.8 
26.9 22.3 36.0* 29.6 
15.9 13.8 19.3 17.7 

20.3 17.2 26.0 21.8 
27.0 22.8 33.7 28.1 
18.8 18.3 26.6 22.4 
26.8 22.6 35.9* 30.0 
21.4 18.1 29.8 24.9 
17.7 14.8 23.5 19.5 
18.5 15.6 25.7 21.5 

17.5 13.1 24.2 17.5 
20.3 17.3 27.7 23.3 
23.5 20.5 33.7 28.8 
18.0 15.4 25.0 21.1 
25.0 21.4 35.3* 29.9 
18.5 15.7 26.3 22.0 

19.0 17.3 30.3 25.9 
22.9 19.5 33.8 28.7 
19.4 16.4 26.6 22.1 

12.3 10.6 18.0 15.2 

* 35 PPM Standard Exceeded 

iflk 
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TABLE ni-lO 
MAXIMUM 8-HOUR PREDICTED CO CONCENTRATIONS (PPM) 

(INCLUDING BACKGROUND CONCENTRATION) 

Sits 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
O 
P 
Q 
R 
S 
T 
U 
V 
w 

Note: No site exceeds the 9 PPM standard. 

1995 2015 
No-Build  Build Np-BuiW Build 

4.4 4.0 5.1 4.5 
3.9 3.6 4.3 3.9 
4.7 4.2 5.6 4.9 
4.9 4.4 5.9 5.1 
5.7 5.1 7.1 6.1 
3.9 3.6 4.2 4.0 
5.1 4.6 6.1 5.3 
5.7 5.1 7.0 6.1 
4.4 4.3 5.6 5.0 
4.5 4.1 5.4 4.7 
5.1 4.5 6.1 5.4 
4.6 4.2 5.5 4.8 
4.9 4.4 5.9 5.2 
4.8 4.1 5.8 4.7 
5.1 4.5 6.1 5.4 
5.4 4.9 6.8 6.1 
4.5 4.1 5.4 4.8 
5.7 5.1 7.2 6.3 
4.6 4.2 5.7 5.0 
5.1 4.6 6.3 5.6 
5.4 4.9 7.0 6.2 
4.7 4.3 5.4 4.8 
4.4 4.0 5.0 4.4 
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Noise Quality 

Noise abatement criteria for various land uses have been established by the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) in 23 CFR 772. The noise abatement 
criterion for land uses occurring in the project corridor, (Category B), is 67 
dBA Leq The Leq or "Equivalent Sound Level" is the energy averaged sound 
level for a given time period; for this analysis the Leq is predicted for a one 
(1) hour period. Future year (2015) noise levels for the project area were 
predicted using the Federal Highway Administration Traffic Noise Prediction 
Model (FHWA-RD-77-108). The STAMINA 2.0/OPTIMA Barrier Cost Reduction 
Procedure version of the FHWA model was used. 

According to the procedures described in 23 CFR 772 noise impacts occur when 
predicted traffic noise levels for the design year approach or exceed the noise 
abatement criterion prescribed for a particular land use category, or when the 
predicted traffic noise levels are substantially higher than existing noise levels 
(in Maryland this is a 10 dBA increase). This analysis (utilizing Category B 
land uses), was completed in accordance with federal procedures and evaluated 
in accordance with State Highway Administration noise policy and guidelines. 
Under SHA policy, once an impact has been identified (the FHWA criteria ot 
67 dBA, approached or exceeded in this case), the foUowing factors are 
evaluated to determine whether mitigation is reasonable and feasible. 

o      Whether  an effective  and feasible method  is  available to  attenuate the 
noise. 

o Whether the cost of noise mitigation is reasonable for those receptors 
that are impacted - approximately $40,000 per impacted and protected 
residence. 

o      Whether the mitigation is acceptable to affected property owners. 

A total of 21 of the 43 NSAs retained for detailed study are currently 
experiencing Beltway traffic generated noise levels which equal or exceed the 
67 dBA Leq FHWA noise abatement criterion for residential land uses. 

Predicted noise levels for Alternate 2 (Mainline Beltway Widening), also reflect 
"worst case" or LOS "C" traffic conditions in the corridor (as well as changed 
number of roadway lanes). As shown in Table IH-ll, predicted noise levels 
increase over No Build levels and range from 1 to 6 dBA for Alternate 2. The 
effect of Alternate 2 over the ambient condition range up to 10 dBA. A total 
of 36 of the 43 receptors would equal or exceed 67 dBA Leq and therefore be 
impacted. 

As detailed in Table IH-ll, construction of any of the interchange options 
would have little or no effect on noise levels at the NSA's receptors as 
predicted under Alternate 2. Therefore the noise barriers investigated by 
Alternate 2 need not be revised. The MD 146 Interchange improvements would 
increase the predicted noise level build alternate by 1 dBA but would not 
effect the noise barrier investigated by Alternate 2. 

The State Highway Administration adopted their Type II Noise Abatement 
Program, in conjunction with Federal legislation, to provide relief from 
existing  noise  levels  for  residential  areas   and  Public  Institutions   adjacent  to 
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V 
existing major highways. To date the following Type n projects are either 
approved or constructed in the project area: 

1-695: Perring Parkway to Harford Road (Constructed) 
1-695: Providence Road (EBR) (Constructed) 
1-695: Hampton/Concordia Drive (Constructed) 
1-695: York Road/Dulaney Valley Road 
I-695/I-83: Thorton/Seminary Road 
1-695: Charles Street/York Road 

Various noise abatement measures were initially considered for receptors 
approaching or exceeding the 67 dBA noise impact criterion under a build 
alternate. Neither a lane shift, construction of earth berms, nor acquisition of 
buffer zones were feasible for any of the NSA's due to right-of-way 
constraints. Depressing the new lanes on all or part of the Beltway was not 
feasible because of the need to maintain continuity with the existing facility. 
Rerouting of through trucks was not feasible as 1-695 is a major part of the 
interstate system on the Northeast Corridor and banning trucks would 
constitute a severe economic burden. A truck ban on portions of the facility 
would direct truck traffic onto local streets. Because of these constraints, 
noise barriers appear to be the most feasible means of reducing noise in the 
project area. 

Noise walls were analyzed for 35 of the 36 NSA's in which impacts were 
projected to occur in order to determine the feasibility and estimate the cost 
of such mitigation. A barrier protecting Hampton Mansion has been 
constructed as a Type II project and is therefore not included in this analysis. 
A barrier at NSA 39 was not analyzed because of site restrictions. A noise 
wall at: this location would not have been effective because it would have to 
be segmented by numerous driveways. Offset barriers to compensate for the 
breaks in the wall are not feasible due to right-of-way impacts and they would 
impact the Lutherville Historic District creating a Section 4(f) impact. 

Barriers were analyzed as to achieve a 7 to 10 dBA reduction in predicted 
noise levels where feasible. Table III-ll lists the location of NSA's analyzed. 
Also included is the ambient noise level, predicted noise levels with the no- 
build and build condition. Noise barriers were analyzed for the affected 
NSA's. For the purpose of this document, the total construction cost of any 
noise barrier is assumed to be $16 per square foot, based on recently 
completed barrier projects. All impacted receptors receiving a 5 dBA or 
greater reduction in noise levels are considered to be protected. 

The evaluation of the 36 NSA's impacted by this project is detailed below. 
Note that some sites are protected by one barrier and other sites have been 
split and two barriers evaluated. 

NSA 1-Beth El Synagogue: NSA 1 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 67 
dBA. There is a 4 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. 
A barrier of 440' in length by 22' in height with a total cost of $154,880 was 
analyzed. This barrier would provide a 6 dBA reduction for the synagogue. 
The cost per residence is $30,976. A church is considered to be equivalent to 
5 residences. This barrier will be considered further during final design. 
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NSA 4-Grasty Road): NSA 2 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 71 dBA. 
There is a 2 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. A 
barrier of 1000' in length by 24' in height with a total cost of $384,000 was 
analyzed. This barrier would provide a 10 dBA reduction for 3 residences. 
The cost per residence is $128,000.   This barrier is not considered reasonable. 

NSA 8-Recreational Facility off Joppa Road: NSA 8 will have a predicted 2015 
noise level of 68 dBA. There is 7 dBA difference between predicted Build and 
No-Build levels. A barrier of 945' in length by lO'-lS' in height with a total 
cost of $151,200 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 4 dBA reduction 
for 1 recreation area. The cost per residence is $20,160. This barrier will be 
considered further during final design. 

NSA 10 and 41-Othoridge Road and Warwick Drive: NSA 10 and 41 will have a 
predicted 2015 noise level of 73 dBA. There is a 10 dBA and 11 dBA 
difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels, respectfully. A barrier 
of 4330' in length by 12-22' in height with a total cost of $985,280 was 
analyzed. This barrier would provide a 7 dBA reduction for 78 residences. 
The cost per residence is $12,632. This barrier will be considered further 
during final design. 

NSA 11-Towson United Methodist Church: NSA 11 will have a predicted 2015 
noise level of 71 dBA. There is a 9 dBA difference between predicted Build 
and No-Build levels. A barrier of 990' in length by 20'-26' in height with a 
total cost of $376,800 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 7 dBA 
reduction for 1 church. The cost per residence is $75,360. This barrier is not 
considered reasonable. 

NSA 12-Cromwell Valley Apartments: NSA 12 will have a predicted 2015 noise 
level of 68 dBA. There is a 4 dBA difference between predicted Build and No- 
Build levels. A barrier of 1790' in length by 10'-14' in height with a total 
cost of $332,806 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 4 dBA reduction 
for 33 residences. The cost per residence is $10,085. This barrier will be 
considered further in final design. 

NSA 13-Lutheran High School: (Residential): This site has a barrier recently 
constructed through the State Highway Administration's Type II noise 
abatement program. 

NSA 13-Lutheran High School (Recreational): NSA 13 will have a predicted 
2015 noise level of 71 dBA. There is a 6 dBA difference between predicted 
Build and No-Build levels. A barrier of 840' in length by 25' in height with a 
total cost of $336,000 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 6 dBA 
reduction for 1 recreation area. The total cost per residence is $84,000. 
This barrier is not considered reasonable. 

NSA 14-Dunwoody Road (East): NSA 14 will have a predicted 2015 noise level 
of 71 dBA. There is a 2 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build 
levels. A barrier of 1185' in length by 20' in height with a total cost of 
$379,200 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 6 dBA reduction for 17 
residences. The total cost per residence is $22,306. This barrier will be 
considered further during final design. 

NSA 18-Linover Park:    NSA 18 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 69 
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dBA. There is a 9 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. 
A barrier of 1110' in length by 16' in height with a total cost of $284,160 was 
analyzed. This barrier would provide a 7 dBA reduction for 1 park. The total 
cost per residence is $142,080. This barrier is not considered reasonable. 

NSA 19-Trurnp's Mill Road: NSA 19 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 
68 dBA. There is a 6 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build 
levels. A barrier of 830' in length by 10' in height with a total cost of 
$132,800 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 3 dBA reduction for 2 
residences. The total cost per residence is $66,400. This barrier is not 
considered reasonable. 

NSA 20-Recreational facility off Lillian Holt Drive: NSA 20 will have a 
predicted 2015 noise level of 67 dBA. There is a 1 dBA difference between 
predicted Build and No-Build levels. A barrier of 1600 sq. ft. in size 
(triangular in shape to account for terrain) with a total cost of $25,600. This 
barrier would provide a 6 dBA reduction for 1 recreation area. The total cost 
per residence is $9,143. This barrier will be considered further in final design. 

NSA 21-Fordcrest Road: NSA 21 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 69 
dBA. There is a 8 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. 
A barrier of 1125' in length by 25'-29' in height with a total cost of $492,800 
was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 7 dBA reduction for 19 residences. 
The total cost per residence is $25,937. This barrier will be considered further 
in final design. 

NSA 26-Granary Drive: NSA 26 will have a predicted noise level of 68 dBA. 
There is a 1 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. A 
barrier of 1000' in length by 15' in height with a total cost of $240,000 was 
analyzed. This barrier would provide a 5 dBA reduction for 13 residences. 
This total cost per residences is $18,462. This barrier will be considered 
further in final design. 

NSA 29-Phillips Drive: NSA 26 will have a predicted noise level of 68 dBA. 
There is a 1 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. A 
barrier of 1000' in length by 15' in height with a total cost of $744,080 was 
analyzed. This barrier would provide a 5 dBA reduction for 13 residences. 
This total cost per residence is $41,338. This barrer will be considered 
further in final design. 

NSA 30-Stonehenge Circle: NSA will have a predicted 2015 noise levels of 75 
dBA. There is a 1 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. 
A barrier of 1330' in length by 10'-12' height with a total cost of $226,560 
was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 10 dBA reduction for 21 
residences. A total cost per residence is $10,789. This barrier will be 
considered further in final design. 

NSA 31-Eden Roc Court: NSA 31 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 70 
dBA. There is a 3 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. 
A barrier of 780' in length by 24' in height with a total cost of $299,520 was 
analyzed. This barrier would provide a 4 dBA reduction for 3 residences. A 
total   cost   per   residences   is   $99,840. This   barrier   is   not   considered 
reasonable. 
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NSA 32-Grasty Road: NSA 32 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 
67 dBA. There is no difference between predicted Build and No-Build 
levels. A barrier of 1295' in length by 14'-20' in height with a total 
cost of $361,600 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 6 dBA 
reduction for 5 residences. A total cost per residence is $72,320. This 
barrier is not considered reasonable. 

NSA 34-Lochmoor Court: NSA 34 will have a predicted 2015 noise level 
of 73 dBA. There is a 5 dBA difference between predicted Build and 
No-Build levels. A barrier of 1740' in length by 10'-18' in height with 
a total cost of $409,600 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 8 
dBA reduction for 28 residences. A total cost per residence is $14,629. 
This barrier will be considered further in final design. 

NSA 35-Carrbridge Circle: NSA 35 will have a predicted 2015 noise 
level of 73 dBA. There is a 5 dBA difference between predicted Build 
and No-Build levels. A barrier of 1200' in length by 15'-24' .in height 
with a total cost of $427,680 was analyzed. This barrier would provide 
a 7 dBA reduction for 26 residences. A total cost per residences is 
$16,449. This barrier will be considered further in final design. 

NSA 36-Adcock Road: This site has been proposed for a barrier under 
the State Highway Administration's Type 11 Noise Abatement Program. 
This barrier would provided on 8 dBA reduction. The cost per resident 
is $14,084. 

NSA 37 and 38-Alston Road and Jeffers Circle: This site has been 
proposed for a barrier under the State Highway Administration's Type II 
Noise Abatement Program. This barrier would provide a 10 dBA 
reduction. The cost per resident is $14,091. 

NSA 39-Charles Street: NSA 39 will have a predicted 2015 noise level 
of 70 dBA. There is a 4 dBA difference between predicted Build and 
No-Build noise levels. A barrier at this location would cross driveways, 
precluding access, and was therefore is considered unreasonable. (See 
discussion on P.IH-78). 

NSA 40-Marleigh Circle: This site has been proposed for a barrier 
under the State Highway Administration's Type 11 Noise Abatement 
Program. This barrier would provide a 7 dBA reduction. The cost per 
resident is $9,956. 

NSA 42-Meadowvale Road: This site has been proposed for a barrier 
under the State Highway Administration's Type 11 Noise Abatement 
Program. This barrier would provide a 7 dBA reduction. The cost per 
resident is $12,187. 

NSA 43-Annebrook Court: NSA 43 will have a predicted 2015 noise 
level of 75 dBA. There is a 1 dBA difference between predicted Build 
and No-Build levels. A barrier of 570' in length by 14'-22' in height 
with a total cost of $180,211 was analyzed. This barrier would provide 
a 10 dBA reduction for 16 residences. A total cost per residences is 
$11,263. This barrier will be considered further in final design. 

NSA 43-West of Longquarter Branch: This site has been proposed for a 
barrier under the State Highway Administration's Type 11 Noise 
Abatement Program. This barrier would provide a 10 dBA reduction. 
The cost per resident is $11,263. 
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NSA 46-Rock Church: NSA 46 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 70 
dBA. There is no difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. A 
barrier of 500' in length by 10' in height with a total cost of $80,000 was 
analyzed. This barrier would provide a 5 dBA reduction for 1 church. A total 
cost per residence is $16,000. This barrier will be considered further in final 
design. 

NSA 47-Eddington Road: NSA 47 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 73 
dBA. There is a 3 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build levels. 
A barrier of 1150' in length by 10'-16' in height with a total cost of $259,840 
was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 7 dBA reduction for 7 residences 
and 1 church. A total cost per residences is $21,653. This barrier will be 
considered further in final design. 

NSA 47-Wayne Avenue: NSA 47 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 73 
dBA. There is a 3 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build noise 
levels. A barrier of 1405' in length by 15' in height with a total cost of 
$337,200 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 9 dBA reduction for 17 
residences. A total cost per residences is $19,835. This barrier will be 
considered further in final design. 

NSA 52-Double Rock Lane: NSA 52 will have a predicted 2015 noise level of 
70 dBA. There is a 1 dBA difference between predicted Build and No-Build 
noise levels. A barrier of 1060' in length by 20' in height with a total cost of 
$339,200 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 3 dBA reduction for 31 
residences. A total cost per residence is $10,942. This barrer will be 
considered further in final design. 

NSA 55 and 56-East Avenue: NSA 55 and 56 will have a predicted 2015 noise 
level of 67 dBA and 72 dBA. There is a 2 dBA and 1 dBA difference between 
predicted Build and No-Build total cost of $139,200 was analyzed for these 
sites. This barrier would provide a 6 dBA reduction for 10 residences. A 
total cost per residence is $13,920. This barrier will be considered further in 
final design. 

NSA 57-Wayne Avenue: NSA 58-Eddington Road; and NSA 59-Oakleigh Rd: 
Noise analysis for NSA 57, 58 and 59 vicinities were prepared for "Report on 
Noise Barrier Feasibility 1-695: From Lock Raven Boulevard to Perring 
Parkway." (Revised June, 1989). Barriers of 1500' in length by 13.5' in height 
(NSA 57), 2170' in length by 16" in height (NSA 58), and 1450' in length by 
17' in height with a total cost of $1,273,520 was analyzed. This barrier would 
provide noise reduction for 55 residences and a cost per residences is $23,155. 
This barrier will be considered further in final design. 

NSA 60-Proposed MD 43; Noise analysis for NSA 60 includes 9 receptor sites 
that were prepared for "Noise Analysis for MD 43 at 1-695" (May 1, 1987). 
Under the State Highway Administration's Type n Noise Abatement Program, 
two NSA's were analyzed. Balder Road/Arizona Avenue will have a predicted 
2010 noise level of 71 dBA. There is a 2 dBA difference between predicted 
Build and No-Build noise levels. A barrier of 1,200' in length by 24' in height 
with a total cost of $460,800 was analyzed. This barrier would provide a 10 
dBA reduction for 20 residences. A total cost per residence is $23,040. 
California Avenue will have a predicted 2010 noise level of 68 dBA. There is a 
2 dBA drop between the predicted Build and No-Build noise levels.    A barrier 
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of 600' in length by 26' in height with a total cost of $249,600 was 
analyzed. This barrier would provide a 10 dBA reduction for 1 
residences. A total cost per residence is $249,600. 

Land uses that would be sensitive to vehicular noise would also be 
sensitive to construction noise. Although construction is a short-term 
phenomenon, it can cause significant noise impacts. Additionally, it is 
likely that some construction would take place at night to avoid severe 
traffic impacts. The extent and severity of the noise impact would 
depend upon the phase of construction and the noise characteristics of 
the construction equipment in use. Construction would have a direct 
impact on receptors located close to the construction site and would 
have an indirect impact on receptors located near roadways whose 
traffic flow characteristics are altered due to rerouting of traffic from 
the construction site. 

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: 

o Bulldozers and Earth Movers 
o Graders 
o Front End Loaders 
o Dump and Other Diesel Trucks 
o Compressors 

Maintenance of construction equipment will be regular and thorough to 
minimize noise emissions because of inefficiently tuned engines, poorly 
lubricated moving parts, poor to ineffective muffling systems, ect. 

Noise barriers have been analyzed for this project. Based upon the 
information available, it appears that barriers at 18 locations may be 
reasonable and feasible and maybe approved for construction. A final 
decision on each barrier will be made during the design phase of the 
project when more detailed design information will be developed. 

Several noise barriers are expected to be in place prior to Beltway 
construction, including one at the Hampton Mansion Historic Site. With 
the exception of a few spot locations where noise barriers will need to 
be relocated, these barriers will help to mitigate construction noise. 

N 
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TABLE lll-ll / 
~ -~o*' A 

SUMMARY OF NOISE ANALYSIS P 
ALTERNATE 2 

PREDICTED PREDICTED PREDICTED LENGTH / 
NOISE NOISE NOISE HEIGHT (h) NOISE 

SENSITIVE JMStENT- 
NOISF 

LEVEL 
NO-BUILD 

LEVEL 
BUILD 

LEVEL 
WITH 

OF 
BARRIER 

COST OF 
BARRIER (d) 

NUMBER OF 
RESIDENCES 

COST PER 
RESIDENCE (e) 

AREA (b) 
AFFECTED USE LOCATION LEVEL ALTERNATE ALTERNATE BARRIER (feet) ($) PROTECTED ($) 

1 Religious Beth El Synagogue 63 (a) 66 67 61 440/22 $ 154,880 1 church $ 30,976 

2 Religious Chizuk Amuno Synagogue 66 (a) 63 64 - — — 

3 Residential Wisperwood Court Residences (Halcyon Gate) 62 (a) 62 63 - - - 
4 Residential Grasty Road Residences (South) 69 (a) 70 71 61 1000/24 $ 384,000 3 $ 128,000 

6 Commercial (k) Valley Inn Restaurant 60 64 65 - - - ~ _ 

7 Religious Towson 7th Day Adventist Church 62 (a) 65 66 — - — ~ " 
8 Recreational Private Recreational Area off Joppa Road (Brooklandvilie) 61 (a) 68 68 64 945/10-18 $ 151,200 1 rec. area $ 20,160 

«9 Residential Bellona Lane Residences (Rivervale) 61 (a) 64 65 - - — 
" - 

10 Residential Orthoridge Road Residences (Orchard Hills) 63 (a) 72 73 66 500/15 $  120,000 7 $ 17,143 

II Religious Towson United Methodist Church (Hampton) 62 (a) 69 71 64 990/20-26 $ 376,800 1 church $ 75,360 

12 Residential Cromwell Valley Apartments 64 (a) 67 68 64 1790/10-14 $ 332,806 33 $  10,085 

13 Residential Concordia Drive Residences (Hunt Crest Estates) 65 (a) 70 71 65 1400/25 $ 560,000 15 $ 37,333 

13 Recreational Lutheran High School Athletic Field 65 (a) 70 71 65 840/25 $ 336,000 1 rec. area $ 84,000 

14 Residential Dunwoody Road Residences (East) (Oakleigh) 69 69 71 65 1185/20 $ 379,200 17 $ 22,306 

15 Residential Dunwoody Road Residences (West) 61 (a) 62 63 
- — — _ ~ 

18 Recreational Linover Park (Linhigh) 60 (a) 68 69 62 1110/16 $ 284,160 1 park $ 142,080 

19 Residential Trumps Mill Road Residences (Kenwood Park) 62 (a) 66 68 65 830/10 $ 132,800 2 $ 66,400 

20 Recreational Private Recreation Area Along Lillian Holt Drive 66 (a) 66 67   . 61 (g) $ 25,600 1 rec. area $ 9,143 

21 Residential Fordcrest Road Residences (Kenwood) 61 (a) 68 69 62 1125/25-29 $ 492,800 19 $ 25,937 

26 Residential Granery Drive Residences (Fishtown) 67 67 68 63 1000/15 $ 240,000 13 $  8,462 

27 Residential Melody Lane Residences 64 65 66 61 14 0/15 (j) $ 338,400 10 $ 33,840 

28 Residential Round Hollow Road Residences 61 62 63 
- — — 

~ _ 

29 Residential Phillips Drive and Red Barn Court Residences (Cranwood) 68 68 69 65 3050/14-20 $ 744,080 18 $ 41,338 

30 Residential Stonehenqe Circle Residences (Long Meadow Estates) 74 74 75 65 1330/10-12 $ 226,560 21 $  10,789 

31 Residential Eden Roc Court Residences (Eden Roc) 67 69 70 66 780/24 $ 299,520 3 $ 99,840 

32 Residential Grasty Road Residences (North) 67 66 67 61 1295/14-20 $ 361,600 5 $ 72,320 

33 Residential Brickford Lane Residences 61 60 62 - - — — — 

34 Residential Lockmoor Court Residences (Boxwood) 68 72 73 65 1740/10-18 $ 409,600 28 $  14,629 

35 Residential Carrbridge Circle Residences (Thornleigh) 68 72 73 64 1200/15-24 $ 427,680 26 $ 16,449 

36 Residential Adcock Road Residences 72 74 75 67 2400/12-18 $ 5^5,200 38 $ 14,084 

37 Residential Alston Road Residences (Thornleigh) 71 76 77 67 1800/12-16 $ 408,640 29 $  14,091 

38 Residential Jeffers Circle Residences 63 (a) 69 70 64 950/10-15 $  168,000 18 $ 9,333 

39 Residential Charles Street Residences (North) 66 69 70 (c) - — — — 

40 Residential Marleiah Circle Residences (Riverwood Hills) 68 71 72 65 2000/14 $ 448,000 45 $ 9,956 

41 Residential Warwick Avenue and Dublin Road Residences (Orchard-Hills)                             < 72 72 73 66 3765/12-22 $ 865,280 71 $  12,187 

42 Residential Tenbury Road and Meadowvale Road Residences (Green Ridge) 70 72 73 64 2515/8-20 $ 559,040 44 $ 12,705 

43 Residential Wilfred Court Residences West of Longquarter Branch (Towson Park) 74 74 75 65 570/14-22 $  180,211 16 $ 11,263 

43 Residential Annebrooke Court Residences East of Longquarter Branch 74 74 75 65 1230/14-22 $ 388,877 41 $ 9,485 

45 Residential Breezewick Circle Residences 61 63 64 - - - — — 

46 Religious Rock Church 70 69 70 65 500/10 $ 80,000 1 church $  16,000 

47 Residential Eddington Road Residences (Baynesville) 70 71 73 67 1150/10-16 $ 259,840 7, 1 church $ 21,653 

47 Residential Wayne Avenue Residences (Baynesville) 70 71 73 64 1405/15 $ 337,200 17 $  19,835 

52 Residential Double Rock Lane Residences (Parktowne) 69 69 70 67 1060/20 $ 339,200 31 $ 10,942 

53 Residential Glendower Court Residences                                                        ' 64 65 67 61 1610/10-24 $ 556,000 24,  1 re. area $ 22,063 

55 Residential East Avenue Residences (Kenwood Park) 65 66 67 61 870/10 $ 139,200 10 $ 13,920 

56 Residential East Avenue Residences (Kenwood Park) 71 70 72 64 (i) (i) (i) (i) 

57 Residential Wayne Avenue Residences (Baynesville) (k) - - - - 1500/13.5 $  1,273,520 55 $ 23,155 

58 Residential Eddington Road Residences (Baynesville) (k) - - - - 2170/16 $ 1,273,520 55 $ 23,155 

59 Residential Oakleigh Road (Oakleigh) (k) - - - - 1450/17 $ 1,273,520 55 $ 23,155 

60 Residential Avondale Road (Outer Loop) 64 63 64 - - — - — 

61 Residential Sperl Avenue 63 63 64 - " - - - 
62 Residential Balder Avenue (Ridge Grove) (L) 69 69 70 61 — _ — — 

62A Residential Arizona Avenue (Ridge Grove) 59 58 59 52 1200/24 $ 460,800 20 $ 23,040 

63 Residential California Avenue (Ridge Grove) 67 67 67 58 600/26 $ 249,600 1 $ 249,600 

64 Residential Victory Avenue 66 65 66 ~ — 
~ ~ — 

65 Residential Fearne Avenue 65 65 64 - — ~ "* — 

66 Residential Glenroy Avenue 67 66 66 - — ~ - — 

67 Residential Putty Hill Road (Inner Loop) 70 71 68 

HI     O K 



INTERCHANGE 
OPTION 

Greenspring 
Avenue/MD Route 133 

1-83 (JFX) - C 

1-83 (HXVCharles 
Street - A 

1-83 (HXVCharles 
Street - D 

MD 45 - B 

MD 146 

MD 41 

MD 147 

US  I 

MD 7/US 40/MD 702 

NOISE 
SENSITIVE 

AREAS 
AFFECTED 

none 

none 

38 
39 
40 

38 
39 
40 

none 

II 

none 

none 

none 

USE 

Residential 
Residential 
Residential 

Residential 
Residential 
Residential 

Religious 

TABLE 111-11 
SUMMARY OF NOISE ANALYSIS (CONT.) 

INTERCHANGE OPTIONS 
fib 

LOCATION 

Jeffers Circle Residences 
Charles Street Residences (North) 
Marleigh Circle Residences (Riverwood Hills) 

Jeffers Circle Residences 
Charles Street Residences (North) 
Marleigh Circle Residences (Riverwood Hills) 

Towson United Methodist Church (Hampton) 

PREDICTED PREDICTED 
NOISE NOISE 

AMBIENT LEVEL LEVEL CHANGE NUMBER OF 
NOISE NO-BUILD BUILD FROM BUILD ' RESIDENCES 
LEVEL ALTERNATE ALTERNATE ALTERNATE 2 PROTECTED 

EFFECT ON ANY PROPOSED NOISE 
BARRIER; OTHER COMMENTS 

63 (a). 
66 
68 

63 (a) 
66 
68 

62(a) 

69 
69 
71 

69 
69 
71 

69 

69 
69 
71 

70 
(f) 
72 

72 

0 
(f) 
0 

+ 1 

18 

45 

18 

45 

I Church 

Insignificant effect on barrier 
Insignificant effect on barrier 
Insignificant effect on barrier 

None 
(c) 
None 

Insignificant effect on barrier. 

Notes : 
(a) Measurement location is not the same as prediction location.   Predection location was changed to either (I) 
reflect the worst case noise level, or (2) represent an area of use within the noise sensitive area. 

(b) Only 43 NSA's of 56 original sites are listed here. Those removed were outside the study area, not 
sensitive uses, or protected by existing conditions. The noise analysis performed for NSA's 57 through 67 
were performed by subsequent studies and included as additional information. 

(c) A barrier at this location would cross driveways, precluding access, and was therefore not considered. 

(d) $ 16 per square foot. 

(e) This cost effectiveness measure also includes equivalent values as follows: 
I church = 5 residences;    I school =  10 residences;   every 125 feet along 
the improvement of park or area in active recreational use = I residence. 

(f) Existing ramp also serves as local access road. The interchange option would move the ramp traffic further from 
the receptor and at a lower elevation. Although not estimated, noise impact at the receptor would likely be reduced. 

(g) This barrier (1600 square feet) is triangular to account for terrain, 

(h) Barrier height may vary with terrain and receiver elevation conditions, 

(i) Included in analysis for NSA 55. 

(j) Extension of barrier protecting NSA I. 

(k) These three receptors were analyzed for "Report on Noise Barrier Feasibility 1-695: from Loch Raven Boulvard 
to Perring Parkway."   The three sites were analyzed as a composite area. 

(I) A continous barrier for NSA 62 and NSA 62A was analyzed. 
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XV.   PUBUC HEARING COMMEKTS ^  ^ ^ 

Loch Raven Semor ligh Schoo      ^        ^ and cnvuormc^al ^m "^ ^ 

<;HA Protect Planning Team, ^o ui^ 
Sftffl gave individual lesiunome, ^^ 

•'"""*       k  „c«.f.r...«.  «»- I «" »«» »— 

tt. .i^oP^, .„ .!-» «'"« »- —• .* 
4f anv   Eugene Bandy?  Ves. sir. 

affiliation, if *"/•  '•"^ ' 

MR. BANDY: ] 
_„_,. do vou want tne 

I'm Gene Bandy.  I represent  do yo 

address-I'm sorry, you want name? 

MR- 0LSEl,: a„d affiliation for the record, 
just name, address, and affm 

MR. BANDY: . 

yoo .„y •«h ..r t»i. .PP.•.."- » •^-  ^ 
We support the Type L*- 

-^^^7^^^^T^:768•59,' 

# 

Response: 

The SHA adopted their Type II Noise Abatement Program 
in conjunction with Federal legislation, to provide relief 
from existing noise, levels for residential areas and public 
institutions adjacent to existing major highways.  To date 
the following Type II projects are either approved or 
constructed in the project area: 

1-695:  Perring Parkway to Harford Road (constructed) 
1-695:  Providence Road (EBR) (constructed) 
1-695:  Hampton/Concordia Drive (constructed) 
1-695:  York/Dulaney Valley Road 
I-695/I-83:  Thorton/Seminary Road 
1-695:  Charles Street/York Road 

Based on the noise analysis study completed to date, the 
SHA has determined that Type I noise abatement measures 
are reasonable and feasible and will be considered during 
final design at 18 location. 
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llke it to «-. before the viaenin, and it wouXd be .oney 

that is well  spent.  Thank you. | 

MR. OLSEN: j 

Thank you.  les Graef? I 

MR. GRAEF: i 

L.. «..«. E,.cutlv. »lr.«« .« «. »-»       , 

.^-. —'-  - - * --"' "0""PI°"ti
b

9" « i 

.. in .«««. «— "« '"' •'ia"1"' """ ! 

, «, n.v. .«- «»»» •=«"•"" •"" " 
I . ^ .i K„fr would, at this point.     j 

4 „„ti»..»«•« -•» """"""th" " he B.ltu,y. .1U1J 
• A  on York Road north of the Beltway, 

191 Unh-t to be placed on Ttor* «««.« 

211 some concern, and we would 
i - what can be done to minimize that 22! work with us to see what can D 

conflict point. 

Canfaiane* Reporting S«r>ic» 

Response 
1. Alternate2 was selected to widen the Beltway to 

four-lanes in each direction. 

2.  MD45 Option B was selected.  This will place an 
additional signal on MD45.  Coordination is 
occurring with the Towson Development Corporation. 

:P 



u 

we.te also interested in worKin, with the State 

m!,«-ter of protecting the capacity 
Highway Administration, as a matter of P 
mgnwajr Center 
of both VorK Road and Dulaney Valley Road 

j     r>,-1oritv designation 
and would loo* forward to you having a priority    , 

,   f those two (2) corridors so that even as the Belt 
£or study of those      1 ^ handli, 

way traffic increases, we will be able. 

MR. OLSEN: 
u, rraef.  Mary Lipa? Thank you, Mr. Graei. 

MS. LIPA-. «,,„  i 
i^hhors  My name is Mary 1 Gentlemen and Beltway neighbors.  My 

,. .  X Uve on Cromwood Road, which is between Pernng 

A cl R-n boulevard, and my affiliation is that 

""        a d X Uve in this area,  ^cording to the State 

definitions of the Highway Administration, one of their 

*  that it's Baltimore County's main street. 

19| area where I can sit on my ^.^ 

on the Beltway.  I- wondering, where is ^ ^ 

from in the morning and the afternoon   y^ _ 

lt.. coming from Harford County down X ^ ^ 

Route 24 or Mountain Road, which is Route 152. 
22) 

23] 

-^^TTpo-IIng S.nric. • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  An outer beltway was not conside 

the oroiect. the project. 

2.  See the re 

red as part of 

sponse on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 

x3 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

S 

6 

7 

B 

9 

10 

11 

<h<litv study to find out if a 
case, has there been a feasibility stu y 

«  d 1-83 can be constructed as an outer 
road between 1-95 and X ^ 

beltway?  If this would be ^appropriate, 

v.    hout having comnuter buses purchased by the 

State with Park-and-Rides put into the 

:;:L ,«..—- - •« - -^ -^" 
„,««- «• — « —"'^^ wh.r. , u... 

.; 1. tM 1." «!>" - '"" °0 *    ""'"•• 
91 ,-3 tn k^iJ  "Yes. you n,ost 1       ,   «•!,.> Beltway.  We have been told,  Yes, y 

houses from the Beltway barrier." „. „w^... - - - -»•- ^m „. ,„ay „ 
•i« ' — •--7 I.,.-•*-•.<«- 

rr^«-—••-••——Environ" 
nental i^act,  «^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^^^ by 0SHA 

children and our back yards wearing earphones and 
have our children ^ ^ ^ wiU 

filter masks without sound 

„, „.. „. «- -, — » «• - - ^ ' ', th.p. _„- 

J „ « ««,». - »»-«   ;be it „„,.„„. gl„ 
J =.... .«.« Mh.. .»«•• "• "•"•• " 

^ 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

37 

us oursouna barriers.  This is a necessity for us.  We muSt 

have then,.  We are .ore than willing to cooperate, if this be 

the case. 
By the way. the Joppa Road bridge is not mentioned 

in this study.  Mr. HoneyweU did not refer to the aoppa 

Road bridge in any of his explanations.  There is nothing 

iiXe lying in the bed in the corning and hearing an e^pty 

•.*= B«ltwav at 2:00 A.M.  It 
tractor/trailer going across the Beltway 

really gets the old heart pumping, believe me. 

If 2 is approved and the roadwor* begins, let our 

area be where it begins.  Put our barriers up first, and 

let.s do it now.  Rut some of that ,135 llXio. to worK nex   , 

.ear.  This is .ust'the way it happens to be, but whafs goingl 

to happen in the year 201S. when the traffic is the same as 

it is now after the Beltway has been widened, Are we goxng 

to add another lane.  Perhaps another.  There are other 

alternatives. 
v<.i~ u«  Put up our barrxers and 

State Highways, help us.  rut up 

•i  .-„ hntld to your heart's content on 
do it now, and then begin to build to y 

your side of the wall.  Thank you. 

MR. VEIT: 
^ T>~,A     21234.  I am Project 

Ed Veit, 1732 Dunwoody Road, 21"". 

„«*• I am for Alternate 1, No-Buil 1 
2-R.  First of all and foremost, I am ro 

i 

-S5S-*. ".porting 5.^77^68-5918 

Response: 
1.  The No-Build alternate was not the selected 

alternate because it did not address the 
operational or safety concerns. 
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A9 i read what you want to do with the Beltway, if 

. .1 would rather 
and relocate people at Point B, In between 

See you relocate people in Point C and tell then, to .ove 

closer to worK.  X checked the Beltway on .y way out, there 

was no haoc-up.  U only hacHed up a.out an hour a day. and 

^ it'     x dare say we would have a different type of crowd 

here if this were a people pro.ect. with as -ch.-n.jr 

I involved.  Xt would be screak about what's ^n, to happen 

'    my taX .one, if  U would involve health care, education 

.acilities for the aged or ho.eless, dru, P^ra. teen pre, I 

nancy or teen suicide-this is .ust si.ly . hi^r-  *- 

a $135 million anyway you please. 

I think you should tell us the cost flat-out 

•  .  .„ n than tell us where to look in our booklets, 
rather than than be funded 

Anyway, the other thing, if this wer 

by property taxes, X think you would have even a different 

crowd here with an altogether different sentient. 

for No-Build.  Thank you. 

MR. OLSEH: 

Thank you.  Mihdy Hanlon? 

-canl.,.nc. R.^rt»"« UrtJ^**-"*"" 
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MS. HANLON: 
,     *     i•       I live at 1760 Dun- 

Hi, my name is Mindy Hanlon.  I 

.  a in ParXville.  Any my comments pertain to Alternate 
voody Road in ParXvill Raven 

2 as it affects 695 between Perring Parkway 

. -j  addition of a rourtu 
,| in regard to Alternate 2, additi 

. ded I watch the back-up from my home every 
8 «*> lane " needed- .„, , believe one. of the lanes 
. morning and again in the evening.   b 

should be designated a carpool colter lane 

has worked well in other cities and could work well here, 
X hope the addition of a lane willnot have to change 

lent ri ht-of-ways.  The disturbance caused by ,-hour a   , 
curreii   ? K„,rible and since our *  <„„ a few years ago was horrible an day resurfacing a tew yea   , K„„,in in 

„ .a—«~ • — -r-1 p,0,r   ' h 
;;.»..,»«. —. - -"•«—«- -""""-this 

project will create. • 
. -id .-hat walls in our area had to Me have been told that waix 

« A<na      We were outraged when a wall 
wait for future funding.  We w original 

, ble at the Loch Haven Library, that the Department 
book available at ^^^^ could hear 

of the interior requested the wall 

-^^^^s^^^s^T^,•76a•59,8 

Response: 
1, Alternate 2 was the selected alternate.  This 

selection does not preclude the future re- 
stripping of the facility for further capacity 
expansion  such as HOV lanes. 

See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 

Alternate 2A was not selected. 
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guides talk about the greenhouses and garden, on the mansion 

grounds.  Now, our outrage is compounded because we found 

that the needs of a few tourists were placed far above the 

needs of so many residents. 

Mr. Honeywell has assured me that walls will be 

placed at the time of lane construction.  I request that the 

wall construction precede the road construction so that we 

may have the relief we so desperately need.  I cannot carry 

on a conversation anywhere in my yard without having to 

shout. 

we hope you will remedy our situation as soon as 

possible. | 

in regard to Alternate 2A, if adopted, this plan ^ | 

will completely disrupt my family1. life « well as my 

neighbors- Uves.  A ravine in the woods adjoining my property 

will be back-filled, damaging fox and deer habitat as well 

as the stream.  The amount of dirt and noise pollution from 

the heavy equipment moving up and down my road constantly 

will be unacceptable.  The potential danger to my children 

is the forefron; of my concern.  Dump trucks, cranes, and 

bulldozers look neat from afar. Having  them on my street 

would be.a tremendous safety hazard. 

Combine all this with a m million price tag. 

"conf.r.nc. R.porllng S.r.lc. • 301 -768-5918 

• 

^ 



• 

<! 
I 

41 

and you will agree Alternate 2A is unacceptable.  I hope that 

the State can. instead, appropriate that amount for the educa 

tion budget.  Thank you. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Okay, thank you.  Donna Spider? 

MS. SPICER: 

Donna Spicer, 8719 Eddington Road.  I live in the 

area between Loch Raven and Perring Parkway, but I think there 

are a lot of you that will agree with some of the things I 

have to say. 

I do not believe the people affected by this 

widening have been and possibly will not be totally informed 

on the true consequences of this proposal.  Letters to resi- 

dents announcing this meeting and an ad placed in the 

nVZOnsJ-•  state "material summarizing study results, maps, 

and public comments will be available at listed locations." 

This material was either not available, difficult to view, 

or incomplete.  After reviewing the material we could find, 

the general consensus that the State Highway Administration 

does not seriously consider the problems of the people living 

adjacent to 695. 

While moving traffic efficiently and safely is 

important, no less important are the consequences the people 

-^(.r.ne. B.port.no Wc. . 301-768-5916 

Response: 
1. Alternative measns of transportation were not 

part of this study. 

2. See the response on Noise Abatement on P.IV-1, 



wiaenin, only delay, the ti« co«t.» will have to face 

alternative .eans of transportation.  To-r widenln, proposal 

will supposedly improve safety and .oven.ent only a limited 

ti•. Possibly until the year 2015.  What after 2015, 

The solution is not to Keep widening roadways for 

_.. (<;n*» increase in traffic.  The 
an estimated sixty percent (60%) mcrea 

solution is to reduce the traffic.  Public transportation 

will only be accepted when alternative travel becomes more 

convenient than using your own vehicle. 

*r,y  »ir auality and noise levels There is concern for air quality | 

today.  What of tomorrow, with traffic and worse conditions,  j 

It seems the Highway Administration is more concerned with 

.oving vehicles through our area than the environment we  ave 

1 live in.  Detrim,ntal effects of noise on mental, emotional 

physical health and quality of life are well documented 

„, 5 to 10 decibels.  If traffic increases as predicted, noise 

I , i  uiil aaain be unbearable.  The 
19 levels behind those walls will again D 

J residents of my con.unity left your 1*85 October meeting 

on this same topic, with false impressions that we would 

deluded in the sound abatement program by X9,.,  Ko until 

last Spring did we discover that we had been overlooKed. 

-C.nf...nc. R.p.r.ln9 *«£» ' M'-'""5918 



Only after much wor* ana pleaain, were we rccognizea as ,^ 

^pactea ana feasible.  Then, wnen as.in, .or protection £tom 

the aanger ana harra^^ent'we Xive with toaay. the answer 

We receivea-'Ho funas avaiiahle."  How aoes the Highway 

Ministration Ju.tlf, ^naing funas to increase the traffic 

ana worsen the problem? 

ul ..U,. H- «>• -« " ^ """' «—*• ^ 0"lr 

«. - -—-«-«-""••' "r:;: i' 
^ ^  „„fr?  Will we agian hear No funds 

ena up with no noise abatement?  Will we 

available-?  *r. we again to leave with false impresses? 

-No-buiia until fully informea ana we receive honest ana 

complete answers to all our questions. 

MR. OLSEN:' 

Okay, thank you.  Robert Wilfora? 

MR. REUTER: 
MV name is Bob Reuter.  Ana I am 

Gooa evening.  My name 

Tonl...ne. n.portlng S.rrlc. • 301-f68-5918 

(Response: 
1. Alternative means of transportation were not 

part of this study. 

2. The selected alternate does not preclude the future 
re-stripping of the facility for further 
capacity expansion such as HOV lanes. 
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And Vice Prfesident of the Baltimore Area Transit Association, 

the Citizens Non-Connected with the MTA or any other Govern- 

ment Agency Citizens Group.  I am also, by profession, a 

professional transportation engineer and I have had the unique 

experience in the past of having to sit at that table.  I 

know what they're up to.  If you can't dazzle them with 

your brilliance, baffle and confuse them with your bull-shit. 

I heard here tonight claim that there was no impact 

on disabled citizens by this highway.  Since over seventy per- 

cent (70%) of the disabled citizens of the Baltimore 

Metropolitan Area do not drive, I cannot possibly imagine 

how this will not impact on disabled citizens.  It is the 

draining of funds from the treasury to benefit a few, and 

blatantly discriminate against seventy percent (70%) of the 

disabled population of the Baltimore Metropolitan Area. 

The MTA claims there are no funds available for 

lifts for buses.  Baltimore County claims there are no funds 

for County Ride.  No funds-but they find funds for people to 

drive.  He says there is a minority participation~dut-dut- 

dut-dut~where's the minority participation for the disabled? 

If you have your house taken by the State Roads Administration 

and you have disabled-related improvements in your house, 

they're not considered in replacement housing.  You're on your 

Conl.r.nc. R.portlns S«lTle« • 301-768-5918 
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own.  Same old you-know-what. 

The Baltircore Metropolitan Area is interdicted to 

•„ 4-s^ area.  Studies have shown, 
reduce the air pollution in this area. 

repeatedly, that Baltimore exceeds the allowahle standards £or 

hydrocarbons( for carhon monoxide, and other oxidate pollut- 

ants.  *et. studies have repeatedly proven, time a.ter time 

after time, that hi.hways operate on the X .• 1 t-ry 

the number of i.nes and capacity    ^W     «»« «» 

always be X + 1 number of vehicles tryin, to use them no 

.atter how bi, or how many hi.hways 

Highways always exceed one hundred percent ,100%) 

JI-.O nf  their design capacity 
of the design capacity, irregardless of the, 

„««r,lP trv to get on them 
The bigger you build them, the more people try   , 

m you are doing is creating your a*  demand to buUd more 

entire Baltimore light rail improvement pro.ect, and the 

per lane mile is higher.  Ooes this say Something about our 

priorities.  One line of light rail will carry the capacty 

,     of highway.  That one light rail system 
of sixteen (16) lanes of highway. 

* 4-he Beltway in capacity by four (4) times 
is going to exceed the Beltway 

and cost  less. 

V 

"Sonl.r.ne. Reporting S«r,lc. • 301-768-5918 
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This particular project will take thirty-one (31) 

acres of land from our available property tax base-the light | 

rail project will take two (2).  Twenty-two acres of these are 

woodlands, 0 on the light rail project.  Seventy-six (76) 

properties versus 0 for the light-rail project.  Why is it 

there is so much ripping, roaring hullabaloo and everything 

else you want to call it over how bad the light-rail project 

is and no complaints about the environment.  I've head one 

person so far talk about the damage to the environment.  I've 

heard about the wetlands, but not yet.  I've heard all of 

these things-not yet spoken.  They've got a little report 

that we can't even get.  The MTA light rail project produced 

four (4) inches of project environment effects report on the 

light rail project and still there are complaints.  Where 

are those complaints on this environmental disaster? 

Where will, in this project, be the bus lanes or 

the carpool lanes which carry the equivalent? One bus 

carries the equivalent of forty-six (46) automobiles. 

If you took one lane off the existing highway and made it 

.„ exclusive bus lane, you would exceed the capacity improve- 

ments of the entire project. 

Where is the room on here for the in-the-Planning 

stage light rail line from the current north/south line to 

Conl»t.ne« fUportlng S«prlc« • 301-768-5918 
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,  T thought Les Graef would talk about that downtown Towson? I thought i-es 
«.*... he did not, and I don't understand 

from Towsori Improvements; he aia no 

why because we have had a lot of meetings with him. 

Xn any case, where is the access for downtown 

.owson to public transit. They're going to build a large 

transit center in downtown Towson and no way to get to>t 

.hin* ahead.  Be sure and thin, ahead.  That way you will 

a9ain'    There is no cross-county transit alternative 

included. and there is no transportation system management 

alternative improvement which is reguired in every publxc 

transit improve.ent hearing.  To- have to have a TSH. a 

Transportation Systems Management,  .on. here.  Th.s pro.ec 

cost would buy-the MT. opened a bid on new buses a weeK ago. 

using the prices from that bid opening, the cost o these 

lane widening improvements would purchase nine hundred 

nlnety-one CD «* «—•  « "» "^ ^^ 

off the highway and the people where they have to go. 

State Highway Administration,  Ves. do something 

constructive. Give the money to the HTA. 

-^..nc. R.porUng S.r.le. . 30W68-S918 
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MR.   OLSEN: 

Thank you.  Mr.   Reuter.     Mr.  Wilford? 

MR.   WILFORD: 

My name is Robert Wilford.  I live at 8729 Emge 

Road.  There is no affiliation.  However. I believe I speak 

for a group of neighbors on Lackawanna Avenue, Wayne Avenue, 

and Emge Road, and we are concerned about that portion of the 

proposed project that would include the area between Loch 

Raven Boulevard and Perring Parkway. 

Many of the comments that I had prepared for 

tonight, after I spoke with Mr. Honeywell last week, and with 

the representative from Mr. Gisriel's office who will speak 

later, a lot of my comments will be yielded to he, and I think 

we concur with his opinions. 

However, a couple of'points have arisen tonight, 

now. of which I have growing concern, and one is the under- 

standing of the status of the study for the Type II barriers 

for that area along 695 between Loch Haven and Perring Park- 

way.  When you said earlier, and most appropriately, that many) 

of the specific questions would be answered at the maps, 

several of my neighbors prior to this meeting at that map, 

got information that directly contradicts some of the corre- 

spondence we have in writing from your office.  That concerns 

_bonl.•ne. R.portlnfl S.r.lC. . 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  See the Noise Abatement response on P.' IV-1. 
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me as to the status of that project. 

And speaking for the record, of course, provided 

there is no Type II barrier in place when you b.gin this 

construction. I wouid Xi.e to see see assurances that the soufd 

barriers will be constructed in conjunction with the improve- 

ments. 
The entire environmental impact portion, in the 

i   i..D^ <n .since last June with your meetings that I've been involved in since 

i   K.^V to noise abatement and treat- 
department, we keep coming back to noise 

ing it as a nuisance issue.  And, I. for the record, want to 

stress that I believe it is also a structural issue.  I live 

close enough to the Beltway now that the traffic vibrations 

are causing dishes to vibrate off my kitchen sink, and we    ^ 

haVe-the three years we've lived in that house-have had to 

patch the walls twice. 

After my conversation with Mr. Honeywell last 

week, where he explained to me some of the studies that have 

been done relative to vibration damage in projects of this typ 

X had the opportunity to reguest from the State of Illinois 

information that contradicts or may supplement some of your 

own studies.  I ask that that be. in my possession tonight. 

T. ic not. and as soon 
so I could make that available to you.  It. is not. 

as I get it, I will give it to you. 

"Sonl.r.nc. B.portlnB S.r,lM • 301-768-5918 
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But I want to underscore to the State Department 

of Transportation that we shouldn't treat noise abatement 

strictly as a nuisance issue-that I can't be the only property 

suffering serious structural damage, and now you're suggesting 

that you're going to bring that vibration and all of that • 

traffic even closer to my back door.  So, when you consider 

the sound wall, whether you do it in Type II when funding 

becomes available, or in Type I with this project, for 

heaven's sake do it.  Thank you. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Thank you, Mr. Wilford.  Norris Lankford? 

MR. LANKFORD: 

My name is Norris Lankford, with home residence at 

2310 West Joppa Road.  I speak as a citizen.  Members of the 

Project Planning Team, Maryland citizens-I wish to provide 

some observations which follow my review of your Baltimore 

Beltway study contract number B 635-101-472. 

in general, it appears that considerable increase 

in handling capacity for Beltway traffic will result from 

your Beltway widening Alternative 2.  And. additionally, 

safety should be enhanced by the ramp and interchange modi- 

fications.  The most significant other features of the 

proposal are the minimal additional right-of-way requirements 

C«nl.«ne. R.portlns S.r,le. • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  Additional capacity by double decking the Beltway 

was not part of this study. 
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«* *= nn existing improvements and the 
and negligible effects on existing 

environment with the exception of noise. 
On page 6 of the report, it is predicted that the 

propoSed improvements will provide significant enhance  n 

.the vear 2015, when the east/west traffic at 
until around the year zoi.3, „„„,.*_ 

al or exceed present conditions. While support 
peak may equal or exceed ^ 

ing the alternative 2 proposal, and belie 

anticipated traffic increase will occur. X wish to offer 

Elementary ideas to the concerns providing future capa  y 

.handling east/west traffic,  .his Movement, after  U, 

is resigned to handle the east/west traffic portions on 

northern section of the Beltway ^ 

Now, these concerns are expres 
, at the end of the section „,„«.«*«, -*. - «• •• 7    ,„„,„, „« 

»ii-.rnative 2.  The focus of concern is the 

: ;T. . i« i. -. '•••»»»•-"- "Mi" s"o"°"* 

.! propose, first, CaUfornia does. 
^  <., Marvland, a small state, tna. 

more easily in Maryiana, laraest in the 

„. Sl,« ., C.U(o„, .. - -» -  '   '~ 
u   osfteen (15) times more land area o* 

Unon, but has fifteen \±?> „„,,,h- 

.uaKes and the warnings of -gineers. Caliform 

-^^^rport.nfl S.«.c.T5^768.5918 
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'I 

have built and plan to rebuild double-decker highways to save 

land for other purposes.  Cost of rebuilding after earth- 

quakes and even safety are disregarded. 

It is my proposal that, for the future, the option 

of partial sections o£ flyover or double-decking for east/west 

Beltway be considered and retained in consideration. In 

Maryland we have zero (0) earthquake risk as well as mild 

winter weather. Needs of land for housing, agriculture, and 

other uses are too great to waste space for inappropriate 

taking of significant right-of-ways for highways. I do not 

believe this program has a significant acquisition, but 

you're indicating in the future there would be no other 

alternative than significant acquisition 

I wish to have included in Final Design specifica- 

tions of this Alternate 2, the future double-deck considera- 

tions.  It may be, however, that future east/west traffic 

needs, suburb-to-suburb and suburb-to-industrial park will 

be required further north in the forik of a sector of an outer 

Beltway.  For such a need for future east/west highway 

transport, a new northern outer beltway sector could be made 

in two decks to minimize new land acquisition,  whether one 

(1) deck or two (2),. such a northern east/west highway would 

also mitigate undesirable build levels of service anticipated 

Csnhranc* Reporting Scrrlc* • 301-768-5918 
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for this design year peak hours. 

I wish to ccmnend the planners of this study report 

on the details of the Alternative 2 proposal whi.h should 

cover traffic needs for all but the long-term concerns 

addressed on page 6 and herein.  Thank you. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Okay, thank you, Mr. tankford.  Vivian Kasper? 

MS.'KASPER: 

„y name is Vivian Kasper,  I live- at 18 Allenbrook 

Court which is part of Oulaney Towers.  Hopefully I represent j 

son. three hundred (300,-odd residents at Dulaney Towers. 

>, nvo what I've been hearing 
We have a history much like what 

from the other folks.  Documented in 1985. that we would get 

noiSe barriers to be built in the .fiscal yea, ^.    We haven 

seen anything but we have been told subse.uent to that, the 

v  .* Its criteria. We no longer qualify, but 
State has changed its criteria. 

* vvwm If we pay half the price, 
we are fortunate, we can get them if we pay 

*    *  Hollars ($500.00) a running foot, we pay half 
at five hundred dollars i*3uu. 

we can get them. 

we.re a community, in some cases, older folks. 

Metropolitan Area that could pay for the privilege of getting 

-Con..r.ne. A.po-llng S.n,.c. . J01-768-5915 
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Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 
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them.  Other ones, if they get them, won't have to pay for 

them. 

We just recently went through a resurfacing phase 

of the Beltway which was promised for 1986, and many, many, 

many long nights between 11:00 and 3 o'clock in the morning, 

I shudder to think what's going to be happening when they're 

going to start doing this—much of it is done in the late 

night hours when most of us are trying to sleep.  It would 

seem that there should be a restriction and it's interesting, 

while we're sitting here tonight, I read this little thing 

in this pamphlet that is out there, indicating that the 

Federal Highway Administration requires that if there is a 

noise problem, that the solution from the State, agency be 

practical, reasonable, and accepted to the public.  We don't 

accept it. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Thank you.  Hugh Meade? 

MR. MEADE! • 

My name is Hugh Meade.  I live at 2204 Fox Hunt 

Lane, a community called Heatherfield.  I'm here this evening 

representing myself and other neighbors.  We're particularly 

concerned about widening of the Beltway in Alternate 2, 

between the two (2) I-83s.  Right now, I believe it's five 

Conlarenc* R.portlnfl S«rrlc» • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1. Alternate 1, the No-Build, was not the selected 

alternate because it did not meet the operational 
or safety needs. 

2. See the response on Noise Abatement on P.IV-1. 
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d lt wou^a be expand to six .6, l—-  ^ ««» 
„, lanes and it ^ ^^ ^^^ here tor.igh 

what our .ain conce^:. i - ^^ 

lt.s the environmental impact, expansion of 

haVe now.  We ^  expect aaaitiona 1 ^ V        ^ 

the Belt^ to the extent it is proPo   *> ^ 
SO what we'd like to say, and I d 1 

A  mvself, that we would support 

- °i;r:r :rr-. - «—•— 
Alternate 1, vmicn harriers to help .n *« for sound barrieis. 

abate the noise that is 

to increase and get much worse. .^  We were   ! 

„e did ask earlier for sound barrier 
v.  <. of the construction, in 

told that we .ualified on the has ^1 

terBS that we were there — ^ " ^ quaUfy. but 

the .ise decihel ^^ - ^ _ was the third- 

becaus; t: r- --—- cu"ent retrofit pro9ram 
criteria that we ^ ^ at that 
sowe.rehopingi£-ern ^^^^ 

stretch of the Beltway, that £or 

.A  have another chance to press o 
.ssurances we d have ^ ^^^ abatement barriers 

environmental harriers ^ "•* , have to say.-thanX 

at that particular stretch.  That 

you. 

CD 



< 
I 

Okay, thank you. James McManua? 

MR. McMANOS: 
,   ~       Mv name is Jim McManus.  I live Gcod evening.  My name 

«„ ^<««-. -*«— "u*d .s'")":" T;;- 

„„.  !•. ,»!« P""-3 ""h "* ""9hb°rt'°°d *"" "" 
,     .  «. only probl.. 1. «»• •»!•• "''•1 ''" 

»»,» last thirteen llJ)  ye"" 

-----in-nei9hborhorrvr:ti::r 
is too high to guaiify for the noise      ^ 

T think this is-a form of discrimination. The 
I think this assessed valuation of 
Xand has no problem in increasing the assess  ^ 

* vhree (3) years to where xt s DUS 
m  property over the next three ^ ^^ 

about doubled to what it is now. but yet 
* triers.  I think, I'm not denying 

the noise abatement barriers, 

barriers to any other neighborhood, but it seems 

densely populated neighborhood and had a 
Uved 1. a more "-» ' '   le,s taxes, x.would be eligible 
less expensive home, and paid les 

•  .     So there does seem to be a form of for these barriers.  So there 

-TZZ^^^IZ^•-•-•* 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P.IV-1, 



• „<   h^re and I think we should address this. 
1 prejudice here, and deserves these 

I certainly feel that my home deserv 
2 »,=n I bought the home, 

T vncw the Beltway was there when I bough 
3|| barriers.  I Knew tremendous 

but X didn't Know it was **- t.  o ^ ^ 

capacity.  X didn't Know that the renter ^ 

I    .  tv Baltimore County, would double in the 
the County. Baltim ^ ^ ^ general 

, Li^ this would certainly ere ^^ 

8kra„Sportation fund that -"»£*.  -nty a, we did 
JU we have twice as many cars x» Bati ^ 

in the .OS. where is this money . n   S^ ^ ^^ 

~M the::::;:; rii;:::-^,.. 
before we build tne 

MR. OLSEN: 

Thank you.  Reese Luger? 

MR- LUGER! nd I live at 20 Marcie 
1 „y name is Stephen Luger, and I 

p  t in a subdivision called Marcie woods, which is 

| Woods Court, in a SUDU 

in the Stevens6n area. neighborhood.  We 
We are very concerned in the 

•      d  petition to the Maryland Department of Transporta- 

T^   '       iers.  ^ we echo the same sentiments that 

iany of the other people U *> ^^  ^ ^ 

interesting when the d.eib.1 levels 

-szzzz^^^^•^• 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 
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,„, where our neighborhood 
,     *>,»t they were using maps where 

neighborhoods that they ^^.^ that 

1. much closer to the Beltway than 

Lr. taxen at the Beltway on Area .29. ^ 

I ^ of all, we're very concerned tna 
Second of lsedidwith the resurfacing. 

5 the same problems as everyone we 

0  ttu. night with tremendous noise 

T a11 "" I  1  efore any more construction taXes pUc..| 

IP ""'  "  t't at the sound barriers be put up before any 

9 Lore construction goes, of aU the 
I ..,«...--we don't have to take tne 

l. to pay interstate we  .   ^^ both intetstate and from 

XI construction for people ^ ^^ burner. 

Jsuburb,n areas to downtown areas and *^ P ^^ 

u 4-h»t we do not qualify tor 
„ „. Mv. b..» "Id «« ^^ ^^ ,uilh„ .„, 

„LPlt.«.«-. - «    -       . ,w ,„,»^ »M 
15 from the Beltway, put _ ^^ ^ ^^ planning 

ULiready been designated, and we ee      ^ ^^ ^ 

nLpose of the highway system shou        .^ ^ ^ 

iJLund abatement program as an integral 

"not separately- neighborhood have 

Me have also noticed ^^ they cUmb the | 

nLen coming people who ^^ ^^^ three. o-clocH, and 

23lour o'clocK in the morning, peop 

"^^^^^^^^^^ 

& 



I .in, help.  Well, you ^t don^t Know who 
X^l^rho- revest n, h P oodS( and we tlllnK 

3 there is a safety issue aVso. that 

JL extra .neasure of safety oppoSea-our nei.h- 

J The main thing that 
. at aU to the widening of the 

6 borhood is not opposed ^ ^^ ^^ the sound 

7L ue haVe the sound —^ ^    ^ ^^^ o£ the 
11 1.4 eav We don t. wan*- 

8 barriers, we would say w ,ncrease decibel levels by 
in actually almost increase u 

9 Beltway which will actual y 
-4. (50%) .  Thank you. 

10|| about fifty percent (50%). 

MR. OLSEN: . • -, 
M.rvev Greenbaum? • 

Thank you.  Harvey « 

OHIDEHTlVAp SPEAKER: 

They left. 

MR. OLSEN:, Klose? 
i-Mll Abramson?  Jen 

Okay, thank you.  Gill A 

m'  KL0SE! , live between Dulaney 
My name is aeff Klose. ents haVe already 

A      Most of my comments nave IvalleyKoadandyorkKoad.  Mot^^^^^^ 

2o|b..„ covered. The main thing ^ what 
^th the widening of tne B 

211 totally disagree with tn £.rst- 
^  «o<<!e abatement wans >. ^ 

22L ao want is for the noise we, re. talking about 

Repsonse: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 

-IZZ^^^^^w-• 
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spending U35 million for. road improvement but does that 

include the noise barriers?  I think we're juggling what are 

our priorities.  We start one project-we should finish that 

project.  And the noise abatement walls should go up anywhere, 

anywhere along that Beltway.  I had to put central air in my 

house.  There'is no way that I can sleep at night with my 

windows open.  I'm sure everybody that lives near the Beltway 

experiences the same thing.  I'm sure the State or Federal 

Government doesn't want to absorb the price of my central air, 

but I had to do it because of that reason, and that's not being 

smart. 

I agree with the light rail system because that 

would remove some of the cars from.the Beltway.  We could 

widen that Beltway to fifty (50) lanes each way, and it would 

not reduce the noise, it would not reduce a lot of the safety 

hazards on it.  So. the main thing right now, I believe, is 

to put the walls up and then consider widening it.  And. put 

those walls up with the idea of-you can widen it if you want 

I called Mr. Honeywell and he informed me that the 

Beltway is going to be widened in many places if this plan goes 

through, but some of the existing walls would have to be moved. 

»ow, that is crazy.  That's a waste of our money and I don't 

agree with that at all.  Thank you. 

"conl.r.ne. R.portlng S.rrle. • 301 -768-5818 
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MR. OLSEN: 

Okay, thank you.  George Arconti? 

MR. ARCONTI: 

Good evening. George Arconti from 12 Barrow Court 

in the Lutherville/Riderwood section of Baltimore County. My 

property is Mediately accent to the Beltway. I have son,* 

six hundred feet (600 •) of property that is Mediately ad3a- 

cent to the Beltway right at the 1-83/695 interchange. Since 

I.« been living there. I have had to suffer through the sa.e 

which is the noise and the dust, and everything else that goes 

along with it.  I can .ake a long, elo.uent speech like .any 

of you have. 

simply_.Ge„tlemen, are you listening?  All these 

people are here about the sound barrier.  Pay attention. 

Thank you. 

MR. OLSEN:. 

Thank you.  Mani Pulimood? 

Mr. PULIMOOD: 

Good afternoon.  My name is Mani Pulimood.  I live 

.t 8 Johnson Mill Road. ».lti«r.. Maryland.  I live in the 

Ruxton Hill co^nunity,.which is near the proposed 1-83 or 

Jones Falls, and Maryland 25, Falls Road interchange. 

1 £;n!.r.nc. B.portlnB S.ntl« • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 

Response: 
1.  1-83 (JFX) Option B was not a selected alternate. 
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I am here to testify against the proposed inter- 

change at this location.  I have written out comments here.    | 

I will leave that with you for this turn. 

I am a registered professional engineer practicing 

in Maryland for nearly twenty (20) years, and one of my areas 

of expertise is in environmental engineering and noise control. 

During the course of my daily commute, you know, on my way to 

work, I use this intersection to access 695 west, through the 

existing access ramp from 83,.that is, Jones Falls North.  I 

would also like to go on record to state that I cannot recall 

any instances where there was a back-up due to natural 

traffic congestion at this location, other than times during 

road construction at this intersection. 

The only traffic problem I encounter near this 

intersection of the Beltway is the natural slowing down of the 

traffic on the outer Beltway traffic due to the steep upgrade 

between Exit 23 and 22.  In my opinion, the proposed Options 

A or B at this intersection would not appreciably correct 

these inherent bottlenecks of the Beltway in this area. 

I also heard today in the environmental impact 

study statements made stating that, you know, these proposed 

changes would affect Jones Falls watershed and also the 

wetlands in this area.  And I was also told that every step 

Conltranc* Reporting S»nrlc« • 301-768.5913 
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will be made to conform.  I don't know what you will be 

conforming to, because you will be breaking to start off with. 

I am particularly opposed to the proposed Option 

B which utilizes a high-speed, two (2,-lane flyover ramp from 

northbound Jones Falls to westbound Beltway,  due to its 

environmental noise impact on the surrounding communities.  By 

elevating a portion of the highway ramp, the natural noise 

shielding of the existing portion of the highway due to the 

natural embanlbnent  effect and the vegetation will be lost. 

It is my estimate that the increase in the ambient noise due 

to this, will be in the order of about six (6> to eight (8» 

DBA, or more than doubling the noise-intensity level or the 

perceived noise level from this adjacent community will more 

than double. 

I know my community has, in the past, approached 

the State Highway Department and. you know, they did a study 

near Old Court Road and I was told that there won't be any 

funding because the noise level is not that very much at this 

point in time.  What I'm afraid is, if the Option B is to go 

through and this flyover ramp came about and if_ the noise 

impact is very high, and you come back and you come back and 

a flyover lane which is about fifteen hundred feet (1.500')-X 

Conlir«nc» n.portlnfl S«nlc« • 301-768-5918 
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don't know how many feet it will be designed to. So we will 

all be stuck with a very, very high noise problem, and it is 

my humble opinion that you should drop this option altogether 

Thank you very much. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Kathy Senior? Janet Bowlander? Nader Gary? 

MR. GARY: 

Good evening, ladies and gentlemen.  My name is 

Nader Gary.  My address is 2 Roland Court, Ruxton Hill, 21204 

We did not hear anything about the cost of this 

construction.  If I'm not mistaken, somewhere along the line 

it was $135 million.  This is the current price.   What would 

be the real price when it's finished? Maybe it would be 

better to build.a second beltway by 2015 when there will be 

no opposition and there will be no hearing, I assume, but I 

have to read what I have prepared. 

Extension of 1-83 north, adding another lane to 

695 or 1-83, building a flyover ramp connecting 83 North to 

695 South, will not improve the traffic jams in peak hours. 

Instead, it will have an adverse effect on property values in 

Ruxton and surrounding area communities, leading to less 

taxes on these homes, increasing noise, and increased air 

pollution.  The logical solution to the congestion is to improve 
^^ the 

Conlirtnci Htperslng Swvlc* • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  This study included the interchanging roadways 

to the first major intersection away from the 
Beltway to help in circulation. 
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ing factors play a major role:  (1) 

.  = „,- traffic lights inunedi- 
,    4, ,4- 695   (2) Too many stops or trarnc drain at 695. streets 

atelyaf^er exits from 695 .exist.  (3) Town 
I,! Lt able to ..le the load of cars coming out of ..or 

arterieS" ,. York exit from 695 is 
Example of II factor, near York 

.       ,  hack-up for five (5) or sxx >_   T4- creates a DacK up *•"* 
totally inadequate.  It create 

A-• and 6:00 P.M.  Following 
,<;> miles every day between 4:30 ana 
(6) miles eve y there is another congestion on 

exit from 695 toward New York, there 
,   *„ fi<i5 this problem will 

95 itself.  By adding another lane to 695, ( 

not be solved. «.„„4i_ 

,..   ..tc  will slow down the traffic 
McDonald's, etc.. will arterieS, especially 

i„ summary, adding to ma^or artene 

.K *„ 695 will not solve the problem. ..«-«. - «»>»; g„d „„,«„». 
There may be-suggestions are.  go 

rcS3S.ne. B-P-tlng Sr-.c.7^-768-5918 



< 
I 

1 

2 

3 

4 

S 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

66 

good drains, possible transit officers to improve and guide 

the traffic in peak hours.  IS—prohibit commercial vehicles 

to commute during these peak hours.  16—to increase the 

number of lanes to major arteries—No increase, I'm sorry, 

no increase in numbers of lanes. 

I strongly oppose the proposal to build new roads, 

especially at the junction of 83 and 695. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Okay, thank you.  Dr. Burns? 

DR. BURNS: 

Good evening.  Can you hear me? Are you awake? 

This is a very boring evening, to me.  Lots of talk.  I'm here 

because I live at 502 Hampton Lane.  My name is Dr. Howard H. 

Burns. 

If you get off the Beltway at Dulaney Valley Road, 

you have three (3) choices.  You can go up Dulaney Valley, you 

can go down Hampton Lane, or you can go into my driveway. 

About thirty (30) years ago, they built the wall and a curb 

and the sewerage and said, "Now, Dr. Burns, we will not take 

any more of your land."  They lie.  They now want eight feet" 

{8') in the front of my property, and they want eight feet 

(8') in the back of my property on Dulaney Valley Road.  What 

they pay me, I'm not interested.  What I'm interested in is 

ConUnne* A«poi1lno S*nrlc* • 301-766-5918 
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my .eautiful trees.  When you get off the BeXtway. to Dulaney 

Valley Road, you will see n* beautiful trees, my forsythia 

,fo varieties,, and my bridal wreath, which is truly beauti- 

ful, in my opinion.  In the bacK I have my pine trees.  I 

love my place.  I'm eighty-one ,81, years old, 1 don't want 

to lose any more land.  As long as I have been here, when the 

Beltway was not. Hampton Lane was accent to the Goucher 

proPerty.  There was no Hotre Oa.e Academy.  Ten (10, or fifteeU 

,X5> cars went up the lane every day.  Today If. a speedway. 

My place-sometimes a garbage heaP-I hate it. 

n\ 1  have yet to see or hear or have access to any 

J engineer from this department or any other department who came 

what we can do with Hampton I-ane and Dulaney Valley KoadT" 

And I thin* it is absurd and unforgivable.  Than. you. 

MR. OLSEN: 
rw nnrns  Malcolm Barlow? Thank you. Dr. Burns. 

MR. BARLOW: 
« i•       I live on Robern Avenue.  I'm jxjl I'm Malcom Barlow.  I live on 

lot sure if that's in South Carney or Korth ParHville. but it's 

23Lot on your map.  *ou go bacK to the"drawing, boards. 

iStonne. R.po-lln, S.nrle. .""301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  MD 147 Option B, widening MD 147 to"five lanes, 

was the selected alternate.  This alternate was 
selected to help operational and safety problems 
along MD 147. 
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X am president and currently the sole member of 

the Association to Abolish the State Highway Administration. 

He's smiling over there.  You know, some' Ols.nsthrow baseballs 

and some throw the bull.  You figure out which is which. 

I want to specifically talk about the Harford Road 

project. And, to begin with, I think you've got your 

geography mixed up.  You're talking about north of Putty Hill 

widening, not south, are you not7 What streets are affected 

by your widening of Harford Road? 

MR. OLSEN: 

It's on Harford Road between Putty Hill and Second 

Avenue, which is north of the Beltway. 

MR. BARLOW: 

That's north. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Yes, from Putty Hill. 

MR. BARLOW: 

South of Putty Hill is toward Baltimore City to 

Parkville, where the church is. 

MR. OLSEN: 

The intersection of Harford and Putty Hill south 

of the Beltway, and we would go from there north of the 

Beltway to Second Avenue. 

"conl.r.nc. R.portlng S.r.lc. • 301 -768-5918 
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MR. BARLOW: 

North of Putty Hill is toward the Beltway.  South 

of Putty Hill is toward ParKville/ So I think you'., got your 

directions mixed up. 

At any rate, your one proposal to widen Harford 

R0ad would be a horrible thing to do.  Now, I lived there 

before the Beltway, so I've been around a little bit, and 

you're taking your life in your hands.  They come off that 

Beltway and down Harford Hoad-I would say that ninety percent 

(,0t) of the people are exceeding speed limits, seventy-f.ve  j 

percent (75%) are exceeded by ten ,10, miles per hour or more. . 

We've asked for lights, and the answer is. "We've got to move j 

traffic."  You've got lights on Belair Road-four .4, of them, 

as a matter of fact, between Putty Hill and the Beltway. 

You.ve got intersections I'm familiar with on Hardord Road, 

but that's not what I want to talk about. 

Now, you widen the Beltway, you are increasing the 

now people on Orendon Lane and Harford Road, you have a little 

,  ' v „„ of  etting out on the highway because when the 
ibit of a chance of  ectiny 

. oo»a • it kind of.breaks it up a little 
light changes on Joppa Road, it Kina 

.. n«t on the road before those kinks coming bit.  You can get- out on zne 

-SSTwne. R.portln8 S.n,lc. • 301-768.5918 
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off the Beltway get their speed up to fifty (50) miles an 

hour. But if you move us up to Edgewood, number one—you've 

got three (3) streets sending cars out where you currently only 

have one (1) street sending two to one/one. In other words, 

if you have two (2) cars at each street, one gets out and 

another gets out. You put them all on one street, you've 

got a back-up of four (4) cars to get out. You try to get off- 

I don't know how many people here that live around there or 

ride a bus. I don't. But I know if you try to get off, 

cross Harford Road, when you get off the bus at night, you'll 

never make it. You have to get off at Putty Hill and walk 

four (4) or five (5) blocks to your street, and then across. 

Or go up to the Texaco station and try to cross there and, 

again, you're taking your life in your own hands. So, widening 

it would make it worse. 

What bothers me is it doesn't matter apparently to 

our politicians, about the fact that people on Joppa Road, 

Harford Road, Belair Road, Loch Raven, whatever—it doesn't 

matter if they've lived there for thirty (30) or thirty-five 

(35) years and pays taxes.  To hell with them.  We've got to 

widen the road to move these people, these newcomers, out of 

Harford County downstairs.  The hell with you people.  This 

is the big problem.  And I'll tell you right now, I think come 

Confiranc* Reporting S«r»le» • 301-768-5918 



election, son* people ought to be moved. 

Ln «-.  «— «- B— ^^ ^ 90in9 " ^ i nved there before the Beltway, 
anything.  As I told you, I lived 

d I can tell you now, they built the Beltway  to reUeve 
and I can tell y guarantee you 

h tra£fic now on 
that there's at least ten (10, times as much traffic 

*  as it was before you built the Beltway. 
those two .„ roads as it was ^ ^^ 

A11 y0u.re doing is creat,    se ^^ 

•-.» 83 you're going to throw more traffic You widen 83, you r g ss 

,Way.  If Vou want to-solve the problem, extend 
.  v. n It was supposed to go.  That Baltimore City where the hell it was  PP       . 

,*<n  off of the Beltway.  And why    they g 
|will taKe traffic off o ^ was ^ ^ 

down there,  Because your swee ^ ^^ ^ 

Baltimore at the time, blocked it. 

few people complained about it going through ea.i. a 

are in the woods of —^ ^ 1W across £rom 

^^"Ti'rtylv  (35) years ago. X was a Kid 

Lea,in Par, years ag     -^ _  ^ ^ ^  _ 

[before I moved to the J-BI* 
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would be torn down, you'd have an urban renewal project out 

of it, but the Governor gave in and stopped that highway.  It 

ends in a field out there by Woodlawn. 

Now, damn it, if you built that road, through Balti- 

more City, you would take off twenty-five percent (25%) of the 

truck traffic on that Beltway. I'll guarantee you, and I think 

Dick Trainor ought to drink a couple of strong scotches and 

go down to the Governor, get his nerve up and go down to the 

Governor, and say. "Donnie boy, this is what we've got to do," 

because that's what you're going to have to do to stop it. 

Thank you. I 
i 

MR. OLSEN: ! 

Emory Gross? j 

MR. GROSS: 

Good evening, my name is Emory Gross.  I live at 

6317 Holly Lane.  I'm here representing Delegate Gisriel.  For 

you-from Highways, that means we represent the area from Exits 

25 over to Harford Road. Exit 31.  We have a few communitxes 

which have been greatly impacted by the noise of the Beltway, 

we're in support of your study.  We're in support of you 

Mking the expansions that are necessary on the Beltway, but 

i— >,»T-riers up first.  They've 
...we think you must put the noise barriers up. 

_.4nn   wp've had some help 
23Lot to go in before you do the expansion.  We 

Co„f.,.nc. sporting S.r.lc. . 30.-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 
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,)„„»  We would like to make sure 
£rom Hal Kassoff along these lines. 

.1 that you include in your study the Type XX noise barriers 

3    e are se.eral comities in particular tha. ^ 
1     „  ith  starting on the west side is the Orchard Hill- cerned with.  Starting ^^ 

SI conununity, which is impacted, coming east we 
,  tfc. north- we have Towson Towers on the 

6 village people in the north. coinmunity 

,Lth, -«- — —ious proble,n we h    This is.  • 
SL OVer in the Oakleigh Co^nity .ssociation.  Th, 

„ ambers have talked to you earlxer.  They 
9 conununity which many members ha 

v.   ^he Beltway first came in because of an 
10 were impacted when the ^ 

. ht orior to your administration.  They w oversxght pr.or ^ ^^ would 

it came to putting the noise barrier   . 

like to see you take some action on that. , 

|much. 

MR. OLSEN: 
„   , Mr Gross.  Dr. Margaret Fine? Thank you, Mr. oross. 

DR. FINE: 
~A  T live at Greenspring 

I Hello, I'm Dr. Fine, and I live a 
,enUe on the Beltway, .ust about on the Beltway.  X.e g ven . 

our C4» P^es before to the Court Reporter ant, on top 

h     d Uke to add about *  vonderfu! trees and the 
that. I d like t ,«troved by the pollution,. 
beautiful things that are be.g destroy ^^ 

By the fumes from the Beltway, trees that 

Response: 
1. See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 

2. The selected alternate includes intersection 
improvements at Greespring Avenue to provide 
operational and safety improvements. 
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1 (200) years old that I've seen the difference since I've 

2 noved there, since I had the house built in 1950, for fifteen 

3 (15) years to 1965, before the Beltway began, it was just 

41 beautiful. Now the foxes are gone, the bluebirds are gone. 

5 the deer seldom come around, and all because of the Beltway. 

6 The barriers would help; they wouldn't take away 

7 the whole thing, but I see now that the sludge and the other 

8 things from the riprap that were put in as a rain- drain that 

9 comes down Slaughter Road or Slaughter Stream, has polluted 

10 the whole area there.  I did bring along some water, but, 

11 unfortunately, I left it in the car.  You can't even see 

"I through it any more, it's just destroyed so much of the beauti 

» ful area there at Greenspring.  I have over several thousand 

14 feet that go onto the Beltway and I notice that they've been 

15 sprayed with some kind of chemical, the vines and the trees 

16 there are affected and you tell me that they aren't.  When I 

" see what it has done to your old galvanized posts, I know 

» that it's done more than that to the animals and to the 

19 environment around there. 

20 .A„d I'm definitely against any kind of building 

21| there.  Thank you. 

22 . HR. OLSEN: 

23 okay, thank you.  That completes the list of 

-C.nl.r.nc R.portln, S.nrle. • 301-768-5918 
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regiterea speakers.  Is there anyone else who would li*. to 

.pea. at this ti.e, Ves, sir,  Piease clearly state your na.e. 

address, and affiliation, if any. 

MR. HOGARTH: 

Okay, I'd like to know, Mr. Speaker, why is it in 

the .ornin,, when we hear the traffic reports, when people are 

roaa, why is it that traffic is so hacKed up,  I have to work 

j T or, to five (5) locations.  I m 
for an auto parts store, and I go to five 

«r» .frores  I go all the way out 
in the middle of the five (5) stores.    g 

to woodmoor and I go all the way down to Essex.  This roadway 

if you huild it, I would appreciate it to go up.  I saw in the 

Ceenspring Avenue area, you're going to have a trucK lane 

oown in the southwest portion of Baltimore, on .95, there is 

. truck lane.  That would help eliminate some o, the tra  ,= 

bacKed-up in the morning to alleviate the prohlem. hut I d  ke 

to say. help out the people, do huild the walls. *.* ,- e 

.„ accident, don't let the people go and loo* at the side 

ithe road.  That's what causes the hacK-ups in the morn^ 

Lfs why we have to stay in hacK-ups for twenty-five ,», 

23 because of the back-up.    Than, you very much,. 

-^r.,.nc. fl.p.rt.n, S.«IC. • 301.76M.ie 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 
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1        MR. OLSEN: 

Thank you.  Anyone else who would like to make any 

3 comment? Yes, sir? 

4 t      MR. HOGARTH: 

5 My name is Frank Hogarth. 

6 MR. OLSEN: 

7 Please  state  your name,   address,   ind  affiliation. 

8 MR. MARCHANTI: 

9 My name is Tony Marchanti. and I live at 3021 East 

10 Avenue which is off of 147, right behind Doug Griffith, aPd 

U one of the problems we have is definitely the noise, because 

12 lt.s getting out of control.  But, the other problem is where 

13 the Beltway was built, the box culverts are all deteriorated 

14 „ow and the maintenance is not quite up-to-par.  The area' 

15 back behind there suffers from bad soil erosion which I put 

16 30 tons of rock in myself, and then the State finally did come 

17 i„ and let me tear the fence down, and they decided to put 

18 some rock in, too. • 
The stream which is called Whitemarsh Run that runs 

20 behind that whole area, where the whole road extends down 

21 behind, you can stick your arm up underneath there, four or 

22 £1ve feet (4-5-) where the water cuts through it, and we 

231 flned that all in with rock and that water approximately is 

"'con!.r«,e. R.portlng S.mle. . M1.768-591B 

Response: 
1. See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 

2. Erosion and Sediment control measures will be 
employed-with this project. 



< 
I 

about twelve inches (12") right now, but when it rains, if. 

as high as-13-1/2 feet.  And with the extra lane that I pre- 

sume you're going to build, I n,ean I don't know where my 

property is going to wind up before that's done.  I mean it's 

definitely a soil erosion problem there, a sediment problem, 

and I don't think anybody's addressed it, and I'd like to 

bring it up. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Okay, thank you.  Yes, ma'am?  Please state your 

name and address and affiliation, if any. 

MS. DAVIS: 

My name is Anneka Davis. I live at 2226 Crest Road 

in Baltimore City.  I am not actually in these specific remarks 

speaking for the Baltimore Environmental Center, but I am the 

president of the group and at a Board meeting on Monday 

night, we all agreed that to do this project at all is a 

further continuation of highway building insanity. 

I believe.in this project as well as many others, 

that one should turn off the faucet before you start mopping 

your floor.  I think, in a small system, the noise is one of 

these problems.  This is not something that Maryland could 

address and it's obviously a long-term thing.  I simply *-t 

it out as food for thought.  Trucks, particularly, are very 

Conltnnct R.portlng Swtlc* • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1. See response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 

2. The No-Build alternate does not address the 
operational and safety needs and was not selected. 



< 
I 

78 

1 badly aerodynamically designed.  I mean, if you are driving 

2 past a truck on a rainy day, you can see the swirls of water 

3 coming out.  You know that you don't have good flow lines of 

4 air past trucks, and this is one of the sources of the noise. 

5 Trucks could be designed to be quieter.  I never heard of 

6 anybody suggesting making the trucks quieter, only .walling 

7 off the noise which doesn't work anyway.  That's just a 

8 thought. 

9 As far as the whole business of building highways, 

10 that's another much more major source of a problem, and it's 

11 the same failure to turn off the faucet.  We're never going 

12 to solve the problem of highway congestion by building more 

13 highways.  I mean,this is something highway engineers appear 

14 to be the only people who can't recognize that.  Most of the 

15 people here know' that if you build more highways, you will have 

16 more cars, and if you have more cars, then there will be the 

17 demand to buildnore highways, and then there will be more cars 

18 on them and so it goes. 

19 Short of paving over the entire East Coast, which 

20 i am sure would not be something the highway people would be 

21 adverse to, 1 think we might as well stop now because we're 

22 not going to solve our problems that way. 

23 One of the things that troubles me is the just plain 

Conl.t.nc. Reporting S«rrle« • 301-768-5918 
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the amount of -noney that is bein, used on highwayS that would 

^.e effectively solve *. social problens  if it were spent xn 

other ways.  I fairly recently was at a planners' .eeting 

where Neil Pedersen who is also with the Highway Pepart.ent, 

resented a progra. for the Eastern Bypass and the Western 

Bypass alternatives.  This is supposed to tafce care of the 

traffic ccning up through the whole Washington/Baltimore 

corridor and going around Washington and Baltimore.  One 

possibility on the east side.  One possibility on the west 

side.  The project .alces this one loo* piddling, it really xs 

enough to curl your hair, it is.the predicted cost. X mean the 

I mean that is an awful lot of money. 

I suggested during the comment period for that 

cteate a better city in Baltimore, that people would be will- 

».i.« «-»v rate in Baltimore <„   rhat   would lessen the tax rate 
Ing to live in.  that   woux 

4t is one reason there is all this continuing development. 

assure in the counties and it involves a whole lot more 

T  »n  ifs aot to be looked at as a problem 
than highways.  I mean, it s got to 

to be solved, not simply by building more highways, but y 

thinking the whole way that we are developing and expanding 

Confrtne. R.portlnfl S.r,lc. . 301-768-5918 
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or not expanding. 

If Baltimore City were made livable, so the people 

stayed there, that would actually taXe the pressure off the 

highways because there would be fewer people wanting to be 

driving a hundred miles.  I don't know whether people really 

enioy their daily commutes on the Beltway anyway, you know, 

coming 30. 40. 50 miles in the rush hour highway conditions, 

but if that same amount of money, the one and a half billxon 

they're talHi.g about for a bypass, with over ,30 million for 

this, were used on some things that actually increased public 

Uvability and the quality of life. X thin, it would be a lot 

more effective in solving not only our traffic problem but xn 

something else.  Now, X know that is not going to be decided 

by the Highway people, but it may be decided by us as ctizens, 

writing to our representatives and making some noise about 

thi3 kind of thing, this business of using the money in this 

piecemeal, patchwork, noncomprehensive unplanned kind of 

aevelopment.  Again, this is a long-term thing, but X think 

We ought to get started on it now because things are only 

going to get worse if we don't do some real rethinking of 

the whole policy of developing out in the counties as we ve 

.      A  •-hinkina we can solve highway problems by 
been doing, and thinking we ca 

building highways.  Thank you. 

Coni.r.nc B.pertlno tanlM • »1-768.5918 
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MR. OLSEN: 

Okay, thank you.  The gentleman in the back? 

Please state your name, address, and affiliation, if any. 

MR. UDZINSKI: 

My name is Steven Udzinski, and I live at 3047 

California Avenue, and I have some concerns with the inter- 

change at Harford Road.  As it stands right now, California 

Avenue is an extension of the on-ramp and off-ramps of the 

Baltimore Beltway.  Every morning and evening, I have to put 

up with cars speeding past my house.  Many times, I cannot 

even get into my car as other cars are speeding by, and that 

is an inconvenience in itself. 

Now, you want to tell me that you want me to make 

a left-hand turn across southbound Harford Road during the 

rush hour traffic in the morning, when everybody and their 

brother comes down from Harford County.  1 can't see how that 

is improving the interchange.  And also, there's going to be 

a traffic light there, as I  understand it, and you know, I 

can't see how that's going to help anything either. 

Also, on the other end, with Option B, it is a 

problem of cars making a left-hand turn onto California 

Avenue from the off-ramp, and I'm happy to see that you're 

trying to make some kind of improvement there.  But, I am 

Conltfnem Rtportlng S«r»le» • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1. MD 147 Option A was not selected. 

2. MD 147 Option B was selected and would widen 
MD 147 to five lanes between Putty Hill Avenue 
and Second Avenue. 
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surprised that you're dead-ending Grendon Lane.  You're just, 

going to go ahead and take somebody's, you call it, unimproved 

property, but somebody enjoys that, to have, you know, so you 

can have access onto Edgewood Avenue.  You know, the problem 

isn't at Grendon Lane, the problem is at California Avenue 

and the off-ramp. 

Also, at California Avenue, as you're coming onto 

Harford Road, looking south, there is a sight distance prob- 

lem.  There is a small hill on the property looking south 

with also a hedge and the Harford Road is already starting to 

taper onto the on-ramp going east, and if you try to go past 

that hedge, you're sticking out into the traffic. " And that 

should be addressed. 

Also, you want to widen Harford Road, but south- 

bound Harford Road still has parking on it, which is ridiculous 

You know, you have a two (2)-lane roadway and you have parked 

cars on it, so every night coming home,' you see people getting 

stuck behind these parked cars, you have to try to weave back 

into traffic and then get back over to get onto the on-ramp. 

That's about all I have to say.  Thank you. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Okay, thank you.  Yes, sir? 

MR. LINDSEY: 

Conftranc* R.portlng S«rrlc« • 301-768-5918 
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„y name is Bill Lindsey, 125 Dublin Drive in 

Lutherville. 

I have before me parts of two (2) letters, one 

dated bade in '84 where the Deparfnent of Transportation says 

the noise barriers would be up between .88 and ....  «-t ca.e 

and went.  One dated •85 saying they 11 be up in .89.  That 

came and went. 
The thing that really has n,e concerned is in the 

old "85 meeting book that we got. when we came here in '85, 

there was a statement in there "Hoise is a n^or issue due to 

the extensive residential development in many areas adjacent 

to 1-695.  Several locations are already scheduled for Type 

XX noise barriers.  The noise impact in other areas will be 

monitored and analyzed as part of this year-s project."  Well, 

that was encouraging.  But. in the new booK. the one we 

received coming here, it basically tells you that if. not 

vrm have no concern of it and 
part of the project any more.  You have no 

it's part of the Landscaping Department's concern. 

It appears that you're taking the whole noise 

abatement and just pushing it aside, along with the walls, 

believe what you're s?ying.  Thank you. 

MR. OLSEN: 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 

"conUfne. R.po-llns S.n,le. • 301-768-5918 
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1 Ihank you.     Yes,   sir? 

2 MR. CHRISTOPHER: 

3 My name is Robert Christopher.  I'm President of 

4 the Back River Neck Peninsula Community Association.  I see 

5 you want to widen the road down to Route 702.  Well, I'm very 

6 familiar with'Route 702, as I'm sure you are.  You came down 

7 there and you took a lot of trees down at the Chesapeake Bay 

8 Critical Area, destroyed a lot of wetlands, and right now, 

9 there is still uncontrolled flooding, sediment control is 

10 atrocious, and I would submit to you that before you consider 

11 these projects, which may be a worthy one in the long run, you 

12 complete the projects you started by replacing the wetlands 

13 as you said you would do, replacing the trees in the 

14 Chesapeake Bay Critical Area, and keeping face with the 

15 people.  Thank you. 

16 MR. OLSEN: 

17 Thank you.     Yes,  ma'am? 

18 MS. FLORENDO: 

19 My name is .'Sony Florendo, and I'm one of those 

20 whose property will be allocated eventually, and that is 

2117718 Belair Road.  The reason I'm here is, I am a minority, 

22li am a woman in business, and when I bought that property 

231 five (5) years ago, I wasn't informed by the owner of the 

Csnlaranc* Rtportlno S«nrle« • 301-768-S918 

Response: 
1.  Requests are not related to this project. 

Response: 
1. U.S. 1 Option has been selected to address the 

operational and safety concerns. 
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property about the future of what I was buying.  I know that 

a buyer should be aware of what we are doing, but. you know, 

I felt I was really-this information really hurts me.  When 

I bought the property, I had at least a ten (10)-year project. 

This involves doing a project forthe children, for inter- 

national understanding.  There is a project wherein the 

Philippine conununity can share the culture with the rest of 

the community, both in Maryland and in the adjoining counties. 

I have big plans for this place.  If you are in the 

neighborhood, you will see that that property is the only one 

which offers a lot of potential for sharing culture, educa- 

tion, and many more.  I'd like this Maryland State Highway, 

the State of Maryland, to see this project as a project of 

interest to the rest of the conununity.  I'd like you to help 

me devise some way of addressing my problems.  I am also aware 

that that intersection, Exit 32-A, is a dangerous intersection 

I have heard many accidents happening there.  I look out my 

window and I see these things happening, but as I look, my 

husband and I would go around the community.  There are other 

ways to address this, and I need your help. 

And to those of you who came here tonight to 

address the sound that is. affecting your communities and the 

environmental effects, I support you. 

"Conl.r.ne. R.portlno S.nflc. . 301 -768-5918 
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I caroe in front, .at the beginning I felt like this 

i8 a selfish .otive for me to say, you-Know, I a• interested 

and X love my property, hut after hearing Dr. Burns express 

hi3 concern ahout his property, 1 felt that I have 

things to offer to Maryland.  Thank you. 

MR. OLSEN: 

8 state your name and address. 

9|| .      MR. PATH: 

UK My name is Bob Path and I live in the Longford 

section of Lutherville.  I have a couple of concerns. 

We heard a -couple people tonight fro. the Perring 

PatlWay area speak, and Loch Raven, and Oulaney Valley Road 

t^ng about the noise abatement wall.-n they- going to 

get it, and everybody s been promised.  We in the Longford area 

haVe been promised as well, that we're going to get the^-  . 

have a unified position as to who is going to get the wall 

a„d where we're going to get this wall.  X don't know if a 

of you folks are aware of the original list of twenty-six 

verities and where you fit on that original list of nineteen 

(19) ot twenty-six ,26,.  We were number 19.  The Hampton 

Mansion project was like number 14 or IS which ,e couldn t 

"conL^nc. R.po-l!n9 S.r,.e. • 301-/68-591B 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatment on P. IV-1. 



have been told that you're next in line. 

We.ve had ou, .eetin.s with Hal Kasso,, an. FtanK 

Keller an. eve^ay else has been out an. .aybe they're 

r     L  all of us against one another, X don't Know, but X 
playing all of position is, and 
U*. to know, number one-what the State  P 

stick to that position. 

I2-I think we were promised a wall m  87, 

, v.pre said, and the gentleman 
and '89, and the gentlemen over here 

aid  it keeps getting pushed back further and 

over there said, it keep g potentially     i 
KOW what you're asking us to do is pot 

further. Now, what y° 

11   w^'ve seen that a.i.i<=<»"jr« 
orospect of never getting the wall.  We 

ever get this damned wall, and now we're goxng 
that we may never get polltttion, and 

to look at doubling the traffic the noise,    P 

everything else with the prospect of never getting.it.     . 

Thank you. 

MR. OLSEN: 
All the way in the back, the lady all 

Thank you.  All tne way 
=1 ,« state your name, address, and 

,  *.!..» hack?  Please state jr«- the way in the bacicr 

affiliation. 

MS. PATRONE: 

"S^inc. (Uportlno 8«rte.T5we8.5918 



<. 
I 

ON 

1 

2 

3 

4 

S 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

88 

My name is Charlotte Patrone.  I live at 1026 Adcoc* 

and I'm with the Longford Cotmnunity Association.  There are 

a couple of things that have concerned me this evening. 

#1, I have never heard anybody over there reference 

any coordination with the Baltimore County Master Plan.  You 

know, ate we going to continue the planning on this kind of 

scale?  Do you all coordinate? : 

MR. OLSEN: 

Absolutely. 

MS. PATRONE: 

They've got their ideas of what's happening in 

Baltimore County.  Please, you know, let's not keep breaking 

down walls and costing the taxpayers dollars because people 

don't write letters and people don't communicate.  I can't 

understand why I'm looking at this Beltway but yet I'm not 

looking at anything to do with the Baltimore County Master 

Plan. 

MR. OLSEN: 

If you look at the brochure, you will find that 

Baltimore County is part of the Project Planning Team and 

consistent with the Baltimore County Master Plan. 

MS. PATRONE: 

But it was not part of the presentation, and it 

Conf.r.nc. B.porting S«nrlca • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1. See the response on Noise Abatement P. IV-1. 

2. Mass Transit studies were not part of this study. 
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was not consistently displayed. 

The other thing is, and Mr. Honeywell, I know that 

the barriers are not your problem.  1 know tM barriers are 

not part of anybody's problem over there, and maybe that is 

the problem.  The barriers are in Landscape.  Why in the world 

are they in Landscape? They're not decorative, by any means. 

Whose great idea was it to put protective abatement barriers 

in a landscape project? This is part of your problem. 

You're telling me you've got $240 million-to add a lane, but 

if somebody fell in my pool in my back yard, they'd drown 

because I can't hear it.  But you've got $240 to add a lane. 

You've got such gross lack of foresight that rather than try 

to initiate mass transportation in the State of Maryland, 

you're continuing to put cars on the road as if we fund Ford 

Motor Company.  I can't believe it. 

Yes, these intersections, these interchanges have 

to be upgraded, they're dangerous.  The rights-of-way are too 

narrow.  There's no getting around that.  You cannot continue, 

but for God's sake, you know, let's start looking mass transit 

and I don't mean the light rail system.  I mean some kind of 

working system where people are not having it stuffed down the 

throats.  Thank you. 

MR. OLSEN: 

,. 

• 
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Does anyone else want to make any comments? 

Anyone else? 

Okay, let the record show that no further verbal 

comments were offered.  Should you desire to extend your 

comments in writing, to submit exhibits, or to offer written 

rather than verbal comments, you may do so by letter to the 

appropriate member of the Project Planning Team as noted in. 

your brochure or by means of forms available on the recep- 

tionist's table for this purpose.  We will hold the formal, 

record open until March 16, 1990 for your written comments. 

If your questions were not satisfactorily answered 

this evening, I urge you to contact the Project Manager, Mr.- 

Honeywell, whose mailing address and phone number are con- 

tained in the brochure.  He will attempt to furnish you with 

a more definitive response. 

Up to the time that we receive project approval, 

all information developed in support of the proposed location 

and design will be available, upon request, at, the Baltimore 

Office of the State Highway Administration for public inspec- 

tion and copying.  Arrangements for such a review should be 

made through Mr. Honeywell. 

Thank you for attending tonight's hearing.  We 

appreciate the interest you have shown in this important 

project. 
Conl.f«ne« Rtportlng S»nilc» • 301-768-5918 
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j. INDIVIDUAL TESTIMONY 

2 DR. GARY: 

3 Okay, this is Dr. Nader Gary, residing at 2 Roland 

4 Court, Ruxton. Maryland 21204.  My phone number is 337-5050. 

5 The extension of 1-83 North, adding another lane 

6 to 695 or 1-83, building a flyover ramp connecting 83-North 

I and 695 South will not improve the traffic jams in peak hours 

sl Instead, it will have an adverse effect on property values of 

9J Ruxton and the surrounding community, leading to less access 

10 on these homes, increasing noise and increased air pollution. 

II The logical solution to the congestion is to 

12 improve the collaterals rather than increase the size of .the 

13 major arteries.  If major arteries and collaterals cannot 

14 drain well, there will be a congestion in the main artery. 

15 The following factors play a major role:  (U Exits are not 

16 able to drain out of 695.  (2) Too many stops or traffic light! 

" immediately after exit from 695.  <3) Town or city streets are 

18 not able to handle the load of cars coming out of major 

19 arteries. 

20 Example of   #1   factor  is New York exit   from  695   is 

21 totally inadequate.     It creates a back-up for  five   (5)   or 

22 six   (6)   miles every day between 4:30 P.M.   to 6:00  P.M. 

23 Following exit  from 695  towards  New York,   there  is  a  congestio, 

Conlanne* R.porting S»r»lc« • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1. 1-83 (JFX) Option was not a selected build 

alternate. 

2. This study included the first major intersection 
away from the Beltway interchanges. 
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on 95 itself.  By adding another lane to 695, this problem 

will not be solved. 

Example 12 factor—on York Road, Charles Street, 

and Kenilworth Avenue, traffic lights and stop lights slow the 

traffic down. 

Example for #3—traffic lights, local stops, and' 

right-turns into local businesses, gas stations, McDonald's, 

etc., will slow down the traffic. 

In summary, adding to major arteries, especially 

on 83-North and South, to 695, will not solve the problem. 

There has to be other solutions, which I list as below: 

#1—good exits, good collaterals meaning the connection between) 
i 

the major arteries should be sufficient.  #3—good drains out ! 

of 695.  #4—possible transit officers to guide the traffic 

in peak hours.  15—prohibit commercial vehicles to commute 

during peak hours.  16—no increase in number of lanes to 

major arteries. 

I strongly oppose the proposal to build new roads, 

especially at the junction of 83 and 695.  Thank you. 

MR. CHILDERS: 

I'm Jack Childers, C-H-I-L-D-E-R-S.  I live at 8344 

Tally Ho Road, Lutherville, Maryland 21093.  This is just 

north of the Beltway between Thornton and Joppa Roads.  We've 

Confaranc* Reporting S*nlc« • 301-768-3918 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 
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lived there since 1971.  When we moved there, the Beltway 

was six (6) lanes.  It is now increased to ten (10) and the 

proposed improvements of which I'm speaking will take it to 

twelve (12).  Not only that, each lane carries more vehicles 

than it did in 1971 and the vehicles that it carries are 

larger than they were in 1971 and noisier. 

Despite the fact we knew the Beltway was there in 

1971, we did not know it would go from six (6) to twelve (12) 

lanes and we would like to make a plea for a noise abatement 

barrier on the north side of the Beltway between Thornton and 

Joppa. 

MR. PORTER: 

My name is Wayne R. Porter.  I live at 8339 Tally 

Ho Road, Lutherville. 

I feel that attention should be directed to page 9, 

that is the area of 1-83, Jones Falls Expressway, to 1-83, the 

Harrisburg Expressway, which states -Environment impacts are 

subject to change during the Design Phase." Over the past 

twenty (20. years, the Beltway has been widened from two (2, 

lanes to the existing five (5, roadway lanes and proposed .« 

(6) roadway lanes.  The Seminary Ridge community along this 

stretch, has consistently been told by the State Highway 

Administration that it does not qualify for noise abatement 

ConLrene. R.portlno S«nle» . 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 
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barrier, because the Beltway was here before the development. 

While that may be true, it is fact that the noise level has 

already been increased by one hundred fifty percent (150%) 

and the proposed widening will result in a two hundred percent 

(200%) increase in noise level. 

Traffic noise has made our yards virtually worthless 

because we are held prisoners within our homes in our efforts 

to try to shut out some of the noise.  The State Highway 

Administration Bureau of Landscape Architecture reports that 

the entire 1-83 JFX to 1-83 Harrisburg Expressway segment is 

now identified as a noise-impacted area.  However, there is a 

lack of funds and when funds do become available, time of 

which is unpredictable, prior approved areas will be accommo- 

dated first even though the noise impact in those areas is 

not as severe as between the two (2) I-83s. 

A December 13. 1989 article in Th. Baltimore Sun 

identified this area as the number 1 traffic hot-spot on the 

Beltway, with 175,000 cars moving through every day-thafs 

more than two (2, per second, twenty-four (24, hours a day. 

Only ten feet (lOM from our property. 

I feel that Alternate 2, Beltway widening must 

include noise abatement barriers between 1-83. aones Falls 

Expressway and 1-83 Harrisburg Expressway.  Thank you for 

Conl.r.nc. n.portlng S.rrle. • 301-768-5918 
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the opportunity to present this. 

MR. CLAPPERTON: 

My name is Gilbert Clapperton.  I live at B338 

Tally Ho Koad.  in the eighteen ,18, years that l-v. lived in 

Senary Kid.e. I have seen the Beltway increase in size and 

traffic volume considerably, and I believe that with the pro- 

,     .WP that noise abatement barriers are a 
posed increase in size, tnat nois..: 

must.  Thank you. 

DR. FINE: 

j For the record, State. Roads Commission, at al., 

HLear Sirs:  For the record and for appeal purposes, I am 

J opposed to any widenin, of the e95 road hi.hway that would 

Jcause me to lose additional land.  Xn addition, the very sug- 

Xestion of allowin, .ore traffic' so close to my residence is 

JLtremely unhealthy and devastate to -ny health and;y real 

J estate value.  X have been subjected to undue hardships due 

M to the State Roads hi.hway projects fro. the very first day 

„ in 1S6S when this ^or  noise and air pollution began.  Pr.or 

to this date, the quiet sylvan beauty of .y residence was a 

K K **      There were deer and birds of many kinds and 
iu joy to behold. There wej.<= 

~A  ,,«. to build our home there in the 
2l||a quietness that caused us to buna 

first place back in 1950. 

N0w I am plagued with the extreme, continuous   • 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 

Response: 
1. See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 

2. Air quality analysis are included in the study 
proceiss. 

-^nc. R.port.n, tarric 7*l-1tW 

K- 



< 
I 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21j 

22l 

23! 

96 

noise all day and all night from this heavy traffic.  There 

is a gradual hill before the Greenspring exit and the trucks 

on 695 change gears about that level with my property.  I have 

had studies, done to record the decibels incurred.  All show 

a noise level above and beyond any normal highway findings, 

in addition, the loss of privacy, the reason for building out 

here in Baltimore County in the first place has diminished 

with each additional lane enlargement. .1 have suffered through 

two (2, major fires and two (2) numerous acts of vandalism and 

numerous thefts which all occurred since the Beltway has been 

here in operation.  I have come home to my house being burglar 

ized and narrow escape from being held captive myself.  All 

this has occurred, I allege, because the State Roads Commission 

has not protected me from the criminal element who look for 

places to rob by allowing a roadside lane to be level with 

my home'and not supplying plantings or trees or prevent a 

clear view from my home. 

No effort to put up any barriers or view protection 

devices have ever been made here.  I hold the State Roads Com- 

mission, their engineers, the safety-protection divisions, 

directly responsible for allowing cars to have clear access 

to my private home and invasion of my privacy of view of the 

695.  Naturally, when the police show up, the intruders either 

' Conftnnc. R.portlng S.r.le. . 301-768-5318 
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11. to the officers or fane reading a map or say they're wait, 

ing for son.eone. but nothing is done.  This fear has followed 

the loss of over a half a million dollars in furniture, 

clothes, artifacts, property that has gone away because this 

condition, due to the Beltway, has only increased, not 

decreased in travel. 

The exhaust fumes from the trucks and the cars, the 

constant accidents that occur, and the carbon monoxide fumes 

which have increased each year tend to cause tension and 

breathing problems that should never have been allowed in the , 

first place.  My health has been in jeopardy and continues to | 

be in jeopardy from this main highway with very minimal super- | 

vision on exhaust fumes and noise factors.  I cannot recall 

ever seeing anyone from the State Roads Commission taking 

note of these dangerous levels of poisonous gases at my 

residence or any other level for noise. 

If this is not enough to cause my property real 

estate value to depreciate over eighty percent (.0.), then 

there is the sign of the Greenspring Avenue exit. Exit 22, whic 

9ives light all through the night to the access of my property 

a„d causes me the loss of even more privacy and sleep. 

•  in addition, the chemical spraying of the natural 

vines and trees on the Beltway side with poisonous toxic 

-eontanne. R.po-llng S.rrlc.T^M-Sine 
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siae of the property to die and nev.r co.e uP agaxn. 

Again. .y air is violated, the State Roads Conunis- 

Si0n has never once aierted me to the U- - **. ^ ^ 

t0Xic attac, o« the ve.etation or my -eathin, ot  poisonou 

substances or prevention ot  sa.e.  Xn addition, whenever 

State Koads Co^nission decides to have so.e .en cut do«„ 

weeds or trees aXon, .y property and the Beitway. there are 

inciaents when these men relieve the.selves hy the wire 

fencing alon, .y property.  Ho arran.e.ents see, to 

to curtail these disgustin, practices hy the State Hoads 

Conunission workers. 
in addition to this, these sa.e workers try 

tea3e or disturh .y .uard do.s which is another invasion of 

pl.nning to .void «v.n . li«l. 

«—.»«««—»- —— -w" ;  , 

«.„.,«...»—•»•'—«•'i",y;ol: ;„ 
v.   harriers to be installed, I was told due to 

asked for these barriers to 

th.«.,..».» ..«» ••' •• '•" ^l- llvln, """•      "\. 

•^S^TS^^Ti^T- 301.768-5918 
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even ^e expensive.     ««. «* -  — ^ «-  ^t. B 

Mission  can ao l»tt« ««  t*, — .«.  P»t. - 

only  $40,000 was offered ** ove, eleven   (XX.   ac.es    an, , 

disgusting worst. suggestions. 
Thank you very much for considering my 

I  appreciate your  time. 

MS. LOGER: 
•>n Marcie Woods Court, Baltimore 

I'm Reesa Luger, 20 Marcie woo 

'  „„, house is extremely close to the 
5T20B  I'm here because our house is 

Zly.  «- noise level is terrihle.  We would like to have 

. decihel level physically taken in our hack yard  « 

10oking at the maps, it looks as thoug - * J 

been taken on Phillip* Drive in an area that is o 

A  not as close to the Beltway.  We feel that 

We are closer to the Beltway and that 

e higher. 

exceeling your acceptable limits of ,,. . W--«  - * 

we are at 68, expecting to be 69, and we feel that 

are closer to the Beltway than you were 
higher because we are closer t 

.o. the testing. ^^ whenever 

We also have had serious t- 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 

t^O 
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cars break down on the Beltway, people seem to think that 

they should jump the fence and come into our neighborhood to 

use the telephone.  Our neighborhood is totally full of 

children.  Unfortunately, I would like to be a good citizen 

but in the world the way it is today, I feel it is unaccept- 

able to have strangers coming into our neighborhood.  I feel 

that the sound barrier wall not only would deter the sound but 

it would block our neighborhood from the Beltway and provide 

major safety. 

In the summer, the noise is so loud that it is 

impossibll to go outside to have a barbecue or anything like 

that.  The other problem is. we have heard that there were son* 

studies done for the environment showing the peopte that live 

close to major highway systems have increased colds and 

illness, and we would like you to get some information on 

that for us.  I have filed a petition with all of our neighbor 

names with Cynthia Simpson for Hoise Abatement.  She promised 

me the petition would be taken to the proper place. 

Thank you for your help. 

MR. LOGER: 

My name is Stefan Luger. I live at 20 Marcie Woods 

Court in Pikesville.  I am very concerned about.the noise 

level that is going to.be occurring when the Beltway is 

~aonl.•nc. B.portlng Srvle. • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 
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Mhere they ^ *. « aete^nin, —, .ere U . UU 

"the period or what day of the weeK it is, the sound 
in the period ^ i£ a 15.minute 

.evels can vary dra.aticaiiy, ^^ 

test is adequate to ^e the entire character 

being produced by the traffic.  Than* you. 

„S. GREENBAUM: ^^ 

My name is Selene Greenbaum.  I llv 

Woods Court, zip code ^      ^ 

iOl every day is incredibiy loud, that 

-cause of the amount of ^ ^ __ , can 

And X probably could give you a traf     P and 

.ooK outside of my slidin, .iass doo.s in my     , 

T feel, as do most or an o* «• 
barrier would significantly help our Ixvin, 

neighborhood that a b rrie w ^ ^ ^^ 

Editions, not only from the      ^^^^ 

the safety standpoint-  X^T       ^ ^ ^ ^ by ^ 

«B„n whom X will not let play     . ^ 

22     I^H a friend, basically because I » ««r.lfl 221 or with a friend, ^ fence( which 

get stuck on the Beltway and will Ju P 23 

-^^^i^^^T15T:7ii^ 

i Response: 
l     1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 
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has been done in the past, several times, or on xnany occasions 

actually, and God knows what they could do.  In the past, 

I guess it was two years ago.  I inquired to Paula Hollinger 

about the safety issue, not even the noise, and they added 

two (2) rows of barbed wire on top of the already existing 

6-foot chain-link fence.  I can tell you that there have been 

raany incidents since then that people have still =on,e over the 

Beltway because the barbed wire does not-it was not put up 

in a long enough stretch.  They put it up, I guess it was too 

short of an area.  But, even so, I do not think that that 

deters people when they see that the houses are right there   j 

and it is a convenient way to get a phone call made and to get j 

help fron, being stranded on the Beltway.  I think that that   , 

alone, that the wall would shield, just by sight, the neighbor- 

hood, would be incredibly helpful to us. 

And then back to the noise issue, I think it would 

make our standard of living quite better in all respects.  I 

hope that southing will be done.  And I also hope that again 

our neighbors who were preivously speaking, mentioned that the 

testing that had been done previously was not even done xn 

our neighborhood, and we are closer to where the specific test 

area is in relation to the Beltway and I think it should be 

done in our neighborhood and that we should be notified when 

•"^onl.r.ne.R.portlng&.rYle.. 301-768-5918 
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the person is going to be out there or have some Kind of 

letter stating that they were actually out there and at what 

time.  I appreciate your help.  Thank'you. 

MR. GREENBAUM: 

Harvey M. Greenbau*.  I would like to direct this 

to somebody's attention in reference to the barrier by my 

house at the Beltway at Marcie Woods Court.  X feel that the 

noise level is very loud, constant from early in the evening 

to early in the morning is very disturbing. 

A1S0( from a safety point, we have a lot of people 

out and I feel that a barrier would serve a dual purpose, for 

the noise and for the safety factor.  X would appreciate what- 

ever you can to help us out.  Thank you. 

MR. MATZ: 

This is Richard Mat..  I'- testifying as to the 

noise level and security issues in and around Marcie Woods 

yi~A  Marcie Woods.  Noise levels 
Court, in the subdivision called Marcie Wood 

are at this point very high, in our opinion.  At certain t mes 

trucks and other vehicles are exceedingly high.  We have also 

experienced security problems, even as shortly as two weeks 

-Sonl.f»ne. R.portln, S.r,le. . 30i.rea-S9iB 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 
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^. hill into our woods and cause us 
A  going to spill down the hill 

v.,  a. luckily nothing happened. 
A  serious problem, lucK have stopped 

There have heen occ* ^ ^ ^ 

4| on the Beltway and cli^d the fence a ^ ^ ^ 

J of our house in the -die o, the n.h . ^^ ^^ 

6 either. 

7 warrants having a wall "* "*' ^ our neighborhood 

Me would also U*.^ ^^ ^^^^ ^^ aone 

9 because we feel the tes s       ^ ^ ^^ ^^ £or ^ 

J in 1986 or so and the «. ^ our Mlglibotllood. 

J exhibits do not even show 
I think that concludes my test 

12 I 

13 «R- VEl,S n .aUy HO Road.. My back yard 
This is Nelson Yen on Tally n      " 

,  HO feet away.  Once three (3) guy. 

J Crossed the fence to my ho.e       ^ ^^  ^^^ 

Jell in the midnight, it was 

J.t our house was scared. .aetting more noise every 
mother thing, the ncse 

of the traffic increase in lots 
20 year because of the t so that•s what we need 

„•* ait in the yard, so tna 
21 be quiet.  We can t ^ ^ ^^ barrler on 

22 to know--do you have the-proje     • ^ ^^ so you 

.  23Llly HO Koad,. My house is number 

-1ZZ^^^^^»« 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1 
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look on the map, on the south tip of the Tally Ho Road very 

close to 695.  Your further consideration would be appreci- 

ated very much.  Thank you. 

MS. JORDAN: 

My name is Carolyn Jordan.  I live at 7207 North 

Charles Street in Lutherville, that's Charles Street, north 

of the Beltway just above Bellona Avenue.  And I'm concerned 

about the traffic at that intersection.  I understand with 

the new proposal all traffic coming up North Charles Street 

will make a left and go onto the Beltway. 

What I would like you people to be aware of the 

traffic there.  For people coming (A) from the 7200 block Nortri 

Charles Street and trying to go left on Bellona Avenue, or 

southbound on North Charles Street.  And, secondly, to remem- 

ber the people that will be coming from the new AAA complex 

which is on Bellona Avenue just west of North Charles Street. 

They, too, will find it almost impossible to cross Charles 

Street on Bellona Avenue, heading east at certain times of the 

day.  This is an intersection that has many traffic accidents, 

and I only foresee that it will have more in the future if all 

traffic would have to go onto the Beltway or 83 by going left 

from North Charles Street. 

That's all I have to say. 

Conltrmc* Reporting S*nrle* • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  1-83 (HX)/MD 139 (Charles Street) Option D is 

a selected build alternate.  This option 
addresses the intersection of Charles Street 
and Bellona Avenue to improve operations and 
safety. 

"5? 



„S. PATBOHB. ij0ng_ 
My name is <y,arlotte Patrone.  I » 

t think the plans that are pro- 

6 area with car traffic, tney 
7they certainiV Wt ioo, to the residents of the are 

8Lon.t consider the burden. ^ ^^ ^ 

1 alSO ^^ "   ^ barriers are being heXd up by 
J is suite obvious that the sound barrie abominable. . 

»L -.*. •« - —^ 0f ^ "".^    d t until vou ,   *„ live with noise, vibration, and dirt u 
U We continue to live w ^ ^ ^  ^ ^ ^  | 

n ca„ .aHe up your minds as nwe ^ 
14Lf in fact any of it since it s real y 

isll no funding." 

16|| Thank you. 

nil     MS. BOATWRIGHT: L  Boat_ 
Yes mv  name is Joyce Boatwright, Mrs. 
Yes, mj •     ,  Ruxton 

,i   «t 1930 Old Court Road, and that s Ru 
Mllvright, and I live at 1930 n abou, 

«I,1M4.  -d X would .ust like to express m  r ^ 

21„the noise that we're hearing ^^^ _ would uke 

.4 invite anyone on the committee or in    • ^ 

23l|ta hear the noise at my bouse right now. but 

Response: 
1. This study did not include mass transit. 

2. See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1. 

Response: 
1. See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 

2. 1-83 (JFX) Option B was not a selected build 
alternate. 

?! 
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to say that I am greatly opposed to Option B on the 1-83 JFX 

Sxit 25, it's called, the Falls Road interchange.  It's Option 

3, would be the one that they recommend a flyover ramp with 

i fifty (50)-mile per hour design speed for northbound 1-83, 

TFX to the westbound Beltway.  This option, it's going to create 

Sven more noise and again it concerns me because it would be 

located so much higher than if we can possibly get some of 

those protective walls. 

I would just like them to seriously consider not 

ioing this Option B. 

MR. MAC CARRON: 

My name is John MacCarron.  I live at 14 Barrow 

Lourt in Towson.  I live at the southwest corner of the inter- 

section of Thornton Road and 695.  We do not have a sound 

barrier currently nor are we in the plans to get one.  There- 

fore. I am opposed to the project in its entirety because the 

current level of traffic noise, pollution-both air and noise- 

is not acceptable and all indications are that it can only 

worsen and there is insufficient assurance in this plan, and 

It's a polite way of putting it, that we are going to get 

anything in the way of noise barriers in my neighborhood. 

Thank you. 
23 

Conl.r.nc. R.portlng S«rrlc. • 301-768-5918 

Response: 
1.  See the response on Noise Abatement on P. IV-1, 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 

I, the undersigned. Notary Public in and for the 

State of Maryland, do hereby certify that the within named, 

individuals  appeared before me at the time and place herein 

set out; and further, having been duly svorn before me, 

according to law, was interrogated by counsel. 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that this hearing was recorded ' 

electronically by me and then transcribed from tapes to the 

within typewritten transcript in a true and accurate manner. 

'• -    I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not of counsel to any 

of the parties, nor am I an employee of counsel, nor any 

relation to any of the parties, nor in any way interested 

in the outcome of this action. 

AS WITNESS, my hand and Notarial Seal this 26th. 

day of   March ,1990. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Qd+ST ft- C*•**^ 
Notary Public 

My commission expires 7-1-90. 

Confaranc* (Uportlng S«rvlM • 301-768-5918 
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V.     CORRESPONDENCE 

The following presents the written comments received during or subsequent to the 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing (held February 28, 1990). Originals of these 
correspondence are available for review in the Project Development Division Offices, 
State Highway Administration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore Maryland 21202. Oral 
comments received during the Hearing are presented in Section IV of this document. 

A. Written   Comments  Received  Subsequent  to  the   Combined  Location/Design  Public 
Hearing 

B. Elected Officials 

C. Agency Coordination 
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V. CORRESPONDENCE 
A. Written Comments Received Subsequent to 

the Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 



February i, 1990 

Office of Planning and Preliminary Eng. 
State Highway Administration 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Attn: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Dir. 

Dear Sir: 

Although I am unable to be present at the hear- 

ing on February 28, 1990, I would like to be placed 

on your mailing list, 

f    Since I own the buildinp at 9008 Harford and 

^run my business from this location, I would like to 

be kept up to date on the projects in and around this 

area. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald A. Sautter 

RS/is 

Response: 
1.  MD 147 (Harford Road) Option B was selected. 

This will widen Harford Road to five lanes. 

CONTRACT No. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAT 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAT, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

•'•-•2i  :J2= ..: _j 

RSfT"    ADDRESS.     frirtO   -^     ^"g- 

NAME _OATE. Sj/ff/fJ 

r,TYfT^^» b/Hi-O STATE-H^: ZIP COOEJU^QK. 

|/W. wish to comment or Inquire about the tollowlng aspects of this project: 

2 0>^&~f_-Y~ jS-tTT ~ d - -xrajw^ £_J_ 

t- 

Response: 

i. ThP SHA flfl^r1-^ ^rir TyrQ TT Nn1'sp Ahafpinpnr Prnrrfm 1n  
conjunction with Federal legislation, to provide relief from 

existing noise levels for residentia] areas and public  

institutions adjacent to existing major highways.  To date the 

following Type II projects are either approved or constructed 

in the project area;  1-695, Perring Parkway to Harford Rd  

(constructed); 1-695, Hampton/Concordia Drive (constructed); 

1-695, Providance Rd (EBR)(constructed); 1-695, York/Dulaney 

Valley Rd; I-695/I-83, Thorton/Seminary Rd; and 1-695, Charles 

St/York Rd.  Based on the noise analysis completed to date, the 

SHA has determined that Type I noise abatement measures are 

f—! pieast add my/our namB(s) to the Mailing Llsl.«  

I—| pitas* delete my/our name(s) trom the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received  a   copy of this, brochure through the mail are already 

reasonable  and  feasible  and will be  considered  during  final 
design at   18  locations. ^ 



Response: 
1. See response on Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

PRO1FCT 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOHvrLnr"'-—' " 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT^"r,\.   T' ! 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472  FED H     iO 30 M.I '90 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

Response: 
1. 

NAME TZfrfer /=: //ZAjetzto-. .DATE. 2-/7-*P 

SkfN
ATSE    Annpp>,.«,    ^Jy   /3ALhf/l     >W*. 

< 
I 

PRINT 

CITY/TOWN   rt/UnSttA*! STATF  /fMUSW       yip   CODE_£<l2£fL 

l/Wa wish to eommanl or Inquire about lh« following aapacttof this prolaol: 

I—I Plaat* add my/our namtlsl lo the Mailing List.* 

I    I Plaatt dalat* my/our namaltl Irom tha Mailing LIU. 

•Ptnons who have raolvsd a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the protect Mailing List. d 

2. 
3. 

A C-D network was considered in Stage I and dropped 
due to operational problems. 
The Providence Road Option has not been selected. 
A staging of mainline and interchange improvements 
has not been £ft?£ltf|iWAY ADMINISTRATION 

•    QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT Bo.  ( 633-101-472 
BALT1H0RE BEITWAT f" 

MD U0 TO MEt 702 t- tJ 
.J 

LOCATIOjr/DESIGN W«LIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAT,  mRDAAT 28,   1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR BICT SCHOOL 

NAME -JA*g<   -ntoWP^Ot 

pmNT6  AD0RESs__li£2S*«2J_£i>£e_ 

BATP     S-lnlle 

CITY/TOWM    Ti»o»SO*< _STATE_JaB_  ZIP COncaitjM 

IMtH wish lo comment or Inquire about the following aspect* of this project: 

-   Pw^W'TTgp  tMPH»>i5   putccp OM MAmumccAPAaiy   RA-mAC -rww VrnPttC -rue hvuot. 

i»n»atnM<afe mtOLt^s io -remjoi »«aflyi.nte. WAS t>o<e.e urnej MUIKUT W\AJdl^ twTByxwtc 

WeOt^CAlneN    ^HP   (tt.DM.non   IM   <c OA MXttS 'pOtKTJ   TVgQUfcH TcwSC*    THy W^ owt-Y 

"*    *  CaiAgeTO<. ptyrP'OtfTPft LAte.   THgeugH   XP^S--!-MPiyl, (PfZUAM Tb moist -hEAsTZmW 

—   fPia^, i^p^^^nwpiHU m-rtGCMMifs Age Co«»pge«.t5ep ew riA-ixc UKM- "ntAffRc 

Aoomt, (n^ixune OK^ITV   ^yge sKa£««ga|  

?ltc«.T TBiP P»»gp»sef ; mineiL   KtAi*m*CMTr Q' a*A<U»<>-rn I HA«THb* . \/Mj±     ''AHIHVLY O*. 

JoPpAj  urt-ry A4SoC'*-r*J>   TOPICS InritofeMxrs    w>ut,t> HCU>  

-THfc   M.m. evf*£gyu>^ AHP   wMOAfU Afe A5  Ogi<nUij.f   PM«mrP  

-  Fttor pgiogi-rv y  s-Aee.T^ ^- MAJee. iwmgww>^ \wpfta>fe«emy Geeone. M^ 

IS Please add my<foiir namelsl to the Mailing List.* 

CD Please delete my/our namelsl from the Mailing List. 

.•Persons who have recaived a  copy  of this brochure through  the mail are  already 
on the project Mailing List. ' 

« 
» 



Response: 
1.  A similiar option was investigated and dropped due to 

right-of-way impacts. 

Response: Q* 
1.  This option was also looked at by the Planning Team C2 

and dropped due to traffic operations on West Road. 



Response: 
1.  This option was investigated and dropped due to public 

oposition and impacts to the Lutherville Historic District. 

Response: 
1.  Alternate 2A was not selected. 

-AmtouuATt 100 m nooo PUUN 

fH HIGHWAY 

«**• 
,0^ 

^•^an 
< 
X o 

PROJECT    ESTATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
BEVELOPM^.:• > QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Pi; ,11-. ==^=8^==^=^=•==^^= 

CONTRACT Ho. B 635-101-472 

FfB 23  3 M5 ^ '^        BALTIMORE BELIVAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATIOH/DESICH PUBLIC HEARINC 
UEDKESDAT. FEBROAXT 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEH SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 

PRINT"    A00RE83 

f/^/,*.^. sJ^^^J HATC JZ/s> y/fo 

riTY/TQWM /L^TlA>&l->i/<f       ST ATP     Mf/pf. ZIP  CODE_^!f£2_ 

l/W* with to comment or Inquire about tho lollowlng atpoetaol thl« prolaet: 

Z£2=  '    ^ Z^-tif-T J4*£~ tesgzZ*   >£u3/. /t^o j£ 

ZUAr^a. <^ A^^^J) 

, 1/    1/     ~    ~,   
/fygt^^*^^tZS&t^itfy-C 

^Z//. 
I—I P'/*1** *66 miloui ninmltk^o Ilia Mailing Llil.» 

^i^-C^^^^t £. 

I    I Plaaaa dalata my/our namadl Irom ih« Mailing Lilt. 

•Partont who ha*a raeaivad a copy ol this broeltuta thtough ID* mall ara altaady 
on  (ha protect Mailing Lilt. y ^^ Q /       -.  - ,     . 

30 //E^u*>"tJ<s-   ? G\ 
no 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
miESTIONS Ann/OR COMMENTS 

CONTIIACT Ho. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 

MD  140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDHESDAT. FEBROART 28. 1990 

LOCH RAVES SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 0o ezs-esco 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

MAM6 jy£^,?./«-,c OATEJO^IO. 

..uu r^ r^^^^"^ Roa^  
C.TV/TOWNj^dVitoALc^STATE.CU ^-P 000^093- 

,/W* wUh ,. con,n,.n, or .ngu.r. .b,u, .h. .oU°w.nfl ..p....-.t «hUpr,|.,.:  

•fty^  fte\S<- 

, H —- /°ur H.m.U» lr°m "•« """"A M'l- Uo^^U  U><.   ^Hf • 
 ">     . ..c.lvtd » copy ol IhH broehuft thrqugh II)t mi^tt* »(f«)dy    - 

^•fK^ 

Response: 
1.  See Response on Noise Abatement on P.V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT No.   B  635-101-472 
BALTWORE BELTWAY 

MD   140 TO MD  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 23. 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME _DATE. 

5«*T
8B    ADDRESS    -^      Sovrnmr    &•     ^fi-Ol '.  

.,TY,T»wM     -7Zcu<»J STATE        tfT>- ZIP CODF  ~*«/ 

|/W* with to comm.nl or Inqulro .bout th. following ispoctt of this prol.et 

s^-cdk+^-d -zr^fv 

^fTttnrr-      t    -j 

Z^.    *fc7*-e a*—TSU ./Oi^u. 
~7    S?-n.-»*3v2 3 -P /IL-M^ Yc^di^—ri-v</ ^^ ^ 

/^"T^ ^L. ^ 

•. ..-k:,,.}^.,   <.~d(> mrh yt' 

rryQ^n-t^i 

Plaas* tdd my/our n«m«(»l to lh» Milling List.* 

CD PHi»« d«l»U my/our nim»l»l trom th» Milling LIU. 

• P.rions  who hiv. rte.iv.d  1  copy ol  Ihii  b.oehu.t through  Ih. mill ir. ilr.idy 
on Ihi proitct Milling List. 

30 

•      •   «*> 

Response: ^^^ 
1.  A C-D network through Towson was investigated^ 

and dropped due to traffic operations. 

G 



Response: 
1.  This has been completed. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS.7; 

CORTllACT »o. I 633-101-*?2 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY J-CJ ; 

MD UO TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESICII PUBLIC HEASIRG 
UEDIfESDAT, rEBXOAKT 28,  1990 

LOCH RAVEH SDIIOR RICH SCHOOL 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

MARK A  Xtiff/GQ  n„B -l-AX-76 

/••TV/TOWU   CZQlTm STATE. lOnfl glP CODF<?t/A<?6'l 

l/W» with to eomm«nt or Inquire »boul tho followlno >ip>et» ot thl» pro)«ct: 

in Kfits*—<U •.Oil       M*.r*-   f^rs     g. ir2_ 

JOU >0     Sr T~*Dn~-~. 

0 
JXL±S~ 

CS^PIca:* sdd my/our nimtH) lo th« Htlllng List.* 

CD Punt d*UI« my/our n»m»(«l Ifom lh» Mailing List. 

•Ptrsons who hiv« f»e»l»»d * copy ol this broehur* llwough lh» mail ar. altaady 
on th* pro|tcl Mailing List. 

p,^-r5Hftr\oir&   4-  MlC ® 

Respohse: 
1. See response for Noise Abatement an P. V-2. ^ 
2. Air quality analysis has determined that the selected 

build alternate has lower CO emissions than the no-build. 

.•at. Jlt&A 

S\J\ • s/st^ t--5fc- 

Mtiiir, '•yV#-l<Atr 

/£»»V f/dAHuZtCAj ~5l5 ^HM ntvcdi 
ir^ 

S> ^a*i.,JUe^i. (/, -jfa   *<fMfl</t   7f<t<d4j'/i*-<&" 

UM* 
'JjpAnL, 

,stj/syn/lsrUJ  -fiUtJ^    a^>ti-*/l-    ^2Jl.UjtMis±*J-tnct/-r/l(VLUJvjjMJ 
X^t   JAJAJ- jUltUAj 

^_. 
J4*£L#*7J _.       .       . 

^S^y^OA-OL^nJl^rijC.. .puJuyJ  

Hit. thus. rfi4,. MU!sCMAAjt,S-aJle.£e-/ M^uax. JO^JL . ^ \^, 

•>&, 
O 
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00 

(gs^<^e^/^l0c^*4^ X.1   •* «*•/ / , ?rr/»y ^  /^ 

/..&.ai+/~Zo 

s   */***; sMiut 

3 4^+jJtJJx^  $»*;*. for»*iU4'Ui*u f OM.iutiuJ 

4 ^<s*«i'««> AS *ng JVUA tj/jeta. m 

•a* 
,a suM-euu\*A4eaUi.« t-tAt* 

J^JJLJCLMJM^^^. tu. t*(tAe<M4- ,'?$)nff<1<"">J'J 

t/tAj 

V 

—su^/i^-f Jl0IL~rLA, Jh -flcutJ   £-*&*)    JyiCLtO _ *?•   fjijA/i a^!jt.-i^' 

Jl&Ltr njU<<U-?va; jbi^Cnl ^MJLjJM c<f-*^'-H^JUJ>vUr»Ct2jod£~_ 

[A^^LUJL   '...7WjJJ>, /Xh+UIM*   jL&lCCtu^   d+tUJ-A M^rU 

7A»ut. S??UMI^£. -C*- sd^rnj.-^LMUA   -tflaS- ZiV ^«S&. A** 

C^-myi^tl^L^y^ sC*^i tzCo -eU&Zc* "tki*.  t**^   fl<uM -t*^'***... . 

tJ-.   ,,  



Response: 
1.  No response is required. 

1). 
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i 

10 

&' 

7^ 
, JtiJfck*** '-*}***t~  

JLtfaLutt*. 

A. JZOX)- '^U&l*. T a^V ^^>^^ 44*""^ J?a<Jl< (tf' tfjtoMJMtS- 
T 

.JyLx 

'ti&Lbt. *?: IxasbbuU. 
M^l— 
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ER 90/117 

United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRCTARY 

WASHINGTON, DC.    2«40 .v\ 

iai-   •••'i2•'• -d 

FEB15 1990 

Mr. A. Porter Darrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
711 West 40th Street, Suite 220 
Baltimore, Maryland 21211 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

This is in regard to the request for the Department of the Interior's comments on the 
Draft Environmental Statement concerning I-€95 (east of SR-140 to west of SR-702), 
Baltimore County, Maryland. 

This is to inform you that the Department will have comments, but will be unable to 
reply within the allotted time. Please consider this letter as a request for an extension 
of time in which to comment on the statement. 

Our comments should be available about late March. 

Sincerely, 

L^SH/S^-*^ 
nathan P. Deason 
irector 

Office of Environmental Affairs 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

-•££ 

"*v" j-_ L-6r/S_ 

v'^ '**?*< *»*» 

Vi\ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION"!;-   •;;.'• 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS-    \; 

COSTRACT Ho. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAt 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

tOCATIOH/BESIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDHESDAT, FEBRUART 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

ir.i- •.I'-s-'M 

MAME       fl*Tiru/L     &   tfAat+Tei.   J^    DATE i'/*'*'ni 

PLE*SE ADDRE38, rr*f  M/f/zr^n—fo»-*h 
PRINT 

C.TY/TOWNJLS^L STATEJS2Q 2IP CODE ^'-^ 

(/Wk wl.h to comm.nt or Ingulf. »bout lh. tollowlng t.p.cf-ot this proj.ct:  

t^tire. _^a **J- 
rtj,]/.^^.  /3<A^ 

^y^y^y   ^fBB&r     StTt,^"*' 

^Sl'A.&sr. 

IT 

"iff ^-viACrrfW*.    &.   s*^ 

**&* *<+*. 

I7T I     •**—^ 

y^i 4&£*-0  

arfrPUin Kid my/ouf mmtUI to lh» M»lllng List.' 

C3 Pltoo «•'•«• my/our n»m»l»l Irom th< Milling LUt.  
 :« h... ..ctlytd • copy ol this brochurt through lh« mall ir. .Irtidy • Pcrioni who h»y« itc»i»»B • >.-••» 

on tht projact Milling List. 

V«urt*«T( ©A, ^f   \\(\Cftool B st ^   f2- W 

Response: 
1. Mass transit is not part of this study. 
2. MD 147 Option B will widen to both sides and replace 

any sidewalk impacted. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIONL-. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT Ho. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTVAT " «• 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDHESDAT, FEBRUART 2S, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME &I.-7K&& fU^Vls 

pmNT"    AD0RE38 

CITY/TOWN    AZOAZt, 

 DATE     <y^/9C 

  ttiTv'Ty)//. 7iP r.nr>*4J3-4 3 

|/W. with to commont or Inqulro «bout th» tollowlng up.eta of thl» proliet: wltn  10  COmm»ni   or   inciuuw   -«**•.   ...-   •-••- -   --•  

Z^j^cuLt uAaj^r AMU**./ ii- t*-cA* 

rr^^L  **,-?'* *** /?1*- — —— 
W^   /foo-iJ^   (>jLtJ^^ JC^^JSU/^Zt^ AwttuS 

sTJ^tSL 

ra,iS4^ -hnJ- 
d2/A.03 

^. 
CWPUHI tdd my/our nim.lil to th» Milling Ll»t.' 

I—| pun. dilitt my/ouf nimili) Itom th» Milling Lilt. 

•P.rsons who hi«. r.c.iv.d i copy ol this b.oehur. through th. mill ir. iinidr 
on lh* pro|«ct Milling List. 

'fllreJ. "^^f WK0«f "B 4 a? P^- 

Response: 
1.  Dr. Fine's comments preceed this page. 



Response: 
1.  Traffis operations did not require these 

improvements' 15 years ago.. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COHTKACT Ito. » 635-10l-*72 
BALTIMORE BEITWAT      . ^ /. 
HD UO TO KD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC BEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRDART 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT No. B 633-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
KD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC REARING 
VEDNESDAT, FEBRDART 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

jO 

< 
I 

NAME    r-Rtvoe   OJ.   Syrm .DATE. l/ll/tt 

CITV/TOWM      ^'il-riMOe.'i STATE    M P .ZIP CODE 211.0-T 

l/W* wlih to eoRimant or Inqulr* about tho following atpoctt ot thl» pfoltct: 

l^HV      U»AS^3'r    77+11      ffLOTtcy      PaOi.       IS"   VS.-4-gC      AC-0 ? 

NAME 
Mr.  * Mrs. Wayne R.  Porter 

.DATE. 
2-24-90 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

8339 Tally-Ro Road 

r.iTY/TnwM    Luthervllle STATE Maryland yip  C0DE_ii2iL 

l/W* with to comment or Inquire about the lollowlng aepeete of thla project: 

Attention ehould be directed to Page 9, 1-83 (JFX)  to 1-83 (HX) which etatea 
'unviroasent lapact*  .. are tubject to change during the design pheae".    Over 
the pest 20 years,   the Beltway has been widened from 2 lanea to the Existing 
S Roadway Lanes and Is now proposed to be widened to 6 Roadway Lanes on either 

told by the SHA that It does not qualify for NOISE ABATEMENT BARRIERS because 

the Beltway was here betore the development.    While that may be true,   it Is 
fact that the NOISE LEVEL has already been Increased by  1501 and the proposed 
widening will result in a 200Z Increase in NOISE LEVEL.  Traffic noise has 

homes In our efforts to shut out some of the noise. 

The SKA Bureau of Landscape Architecture reports that the entire 1-83  (JFX) 

to 1-BJ  (WIJ  segment Is now identified as a NOISE IHPACTEU A1UJC;    however, 
there l* « larV nf fnnda an.1. «Aon f,,n^. An   K.^m.. ».,341JM» trim*   unproHlrraMpI . 

prlor-aapproved areas will be accomaodated first even though the noise Impact is 
net as »av«« as bemeow she twe I 03'si—A 12 13 80 eesiels tw The Belstmers 
Sun Identified this area as the No. 1 Traffic Hot Spot on the Beltway with  
l/a.UUU cars •ovlng through every day (more than 2 per second Z4 hours a day). 
only 10 feet from our property.  

Alternate 2 - Beltway Widening MUST INCLUDE NOISE ABATEMENT BARRIERS between 

1-83 (JFX) and 1-83 (HX). 

rvTpiim sdd my/our nimtdl to ths Mailing List.* 

I—| Plane dtlsle my/our namslsl from the Mailing List. 

•Psnons who have received a copy of this brochure through (he mall are already 
on ih* pro|eel Mailing List. 

30 a 
I—I pissse add my/our namslsl to ths Mailing List.* 

CZ) Please deltle my/our namslsl from the Mailing List. 

4 •t'trsons who have ractlved  a  copy ol this  brochure  through  the mail are  already 
on Jhe project Mailing Ust. 

(3 
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W.CRgtawl*Co. 

' — t 

<JOULiBKii 
IHT[«MAtlON«l 

February 27, 1990 

Mr Donald C. Honeywell, Project Manager 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore. MD 21202 

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell 
February 27, 1990 
Page Two 

If we are to accept revisions to Bellona Avenue, we would, therefore, support the plan 
which places the new Bellona Avenue substantially south of the p an proposed by FHA 
and one which essentially keeps the primary portions of the existing Bellona Avenue In 
tact. 

We hope this letter will be useful for your purposes. Please do not hesitate to contact 
me directly with any other Information with respect to these road improvements. 
Again, many thanks for your time yesterday. 

Very truly yours, 

W. C. PINKARD & CO.. INC. 

David R. Frederick 
Executive Vice President 

DRF/cg 

I 

Dear Mr. Honeywell: 

Thank you very much for ^^X^imBtZ^^Vt^l^l 
impact on the office ^k^ to^"'ta^EwSE^General Partnership, and are 

February 28. 1990. 

We understand thattwo modifications tc, BeUona ^^^^X*^ ,o the widening of Route 695. access ramps to 695. a• ^ p.rticultr 

transit   station  proposed  by   MTA.    We f^
af",fn

r
a

a,, "rans|t statlon. except as It 
Ssdlctlon over the MTA P'j• «In hL Ve new^Lllona Avenue directly adjacent and 

[„e,?r'oV^ Kx^rgroi^ 
P,ease be advised ,ha, none of the Pi-u^r^^^^^^ 

MTA light rail «".--'« ^'^ "'^ ^ Jo^of our prope'rt/and will result in 
VS^£2££M«£ much o^whlch will be transit buses. 

Notwithstanding our overall feeling - are writing ^^P•"^ th?" 
the plans under consideration in {Ww of «» ^ ^r

A7minlstVation would have the 

Response: 
1.  The FHWA "lane continuity" is 1-83 (HX) Option D 

with four through lanes verses three through lanes, 
The three through lanes option was selected. 

JM&tt* 

UX.aoi)S76-90]l 



Responop; 

1.  1-83 (JFX) Option C was selected.  Neither 
Option A or B was selected. 

Response: 
1.  See the response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COKTRACT Ho. B 635-101-W2 
BALTIMORE BELTVAT 

MD 1*0 TO MD 702 

LOCATIOM/DESICN PUBLIC REARIHC 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUAKT 28,  1990 

LOCH RAVEM SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

l( yicc       LlffVir: 0v.(   M  }ZV   flO NAME /f yigc        -'Ob"  Ov.t   [,1 DATE_2- 

PrnNT86   """"""     '^^^    GU     f^t   M  

CITY/TOWN       (ScJctT^f\.<-       STATg       M Zip  ftnnc  2.12.04 

l/W« with to eommant or Inquire about the following aipaeUol thliprojoet: 

T-rs r crry)   CfTT^s   A   A   c, f) 
/   rumsnf   c-pftM A tl^J -^~tL<-\ C CO    ft    0-1 

tVnvzidw     .       "TL:     neisg.     Uv-eS      '.ti^J      mSviol<!.    Tr« 

Cv J ts-,.<M x<. 3Wi U.i - •ft.'-tA Li ..  ........ ——j- . • ~          i 

vJ„,y,.   \LA^.—^ 
°-^-it: /.••viC.:.H 

ssaj Hi idiov • •> Trx 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME  aVgAjy./X 'ftUlVxy.-o -DATE. 42$fl SL 

PRIMT88   A""""""  ^OLV^^  &K^ C\^t.    <\U^  

CITY/TOWN__lciAiaO STATEJEWWLCA ZIP  CODE. 
I/We wlah to comment or Inquire about the following aapecta of thla project: 

yoc   •Vy-M-w^ f\^Vg-f   -cc.U.^A   X w„rVV U.-^v,,.—q rs c fnrr\a\c,lL-  

-Ctr-e   (^ivr « .   L   A.-> r»r\   Voc.  uncj nfco-y-  t-K^    V\p\^fiw  .L  t>.i» aW...V 

&   \v\C   ^Bj^^   w^Ac.     gKAlruj        fS./^   X    On^    frKl\     Kg.^-e.    tl^g   n^.'sf?-  

rid'^^  . ...te l-.tir.-i-^      Vr^,.,,.   ^-^    ,-^-  th^.    trr.^Ce   ^VWVN VW-t  

CSLP'**'* •dd my/our namt(s) lo Iht Mailing Llsl.* 

I    I Pi*ai« dtlata my/our namals) from ih« Mailing Lilt. 

•Parsoni who have racaivad a copy ol this brochura through tha mail ara alraady 
on tht proiacl Mailing List. 

30 

TT^i Plaaaa add my/our namalsl to lha Mailing List.* 

CD Plaaaa dalata my/our namals) from tha Mailing List. 

•Persons who hava racaivad a copy ol this  brochuia through the mail are already 
on tha profact Mailing List. 

\1 



EutlimriU* CHomtmmttg ABflnriatiott 
P/O Box 6 

Luthnvtll*, Maryland 21033 

< 
I 

28 February  1990 

Mr.   Louia H.   Ego,  Jr. 
State  Highway  Adminatration I 
Baltimore,   HO     21202 

Dear Hr.   Ege: 

We want to thank you and Hr. Pederaen for sending the 
Assocetion (and to me personally) the Environmentel Assessment 
and the green booklet for the public hearing. 

I concur in the assesment statement, page "-12 " The SHPO 
has made a determination of no adverse effect ...   Quite "e 
opposite.  The SHA hed made every effort to address the c°ncerns 
of the Lutherville Community Association and has rejected the 
flyover.  The proprosed alternate D is quite ecceptable and 
it Would seem that Option D "modified" is required for real 
safe traffic flow. 

It might be noted that the Baltimore County Historic 
District il considerably smaller than the Federal District.  The 
County district is confined to the contiguous boundaries of the 
t?uly historic properties.  The Creighton Spnnghouse is historic 
but outside County bounderies. 

Since Option D "modified" wes proposed we heve been told 
tw MTA that the beltwev stop for light rail has been deferred 
Sd"^oSably wiU^ll  be Suilt.  Perhaps the sister  departments 

of SHA end HTA need to communicate further on this option. 

For real accuracy in the documents submitted to us I would 

like to point out several things: ,...,, „„ noilnna Ave 
There is a historic black eongwtxon church on B.llonaAv.. 

that should appear on Figure 1-5.  Also St. John's "^hodist 
on Seminary Ave. just west of Bellona was omitted from 1-5. 

The country club which lies elong the edge of the ramp 
from eastbound beltway to northbound, 1-83 is simply V""^ 
Country Club (do not confuse it with somethin,in Greenspnng 

Valley). 

Please keep us informed as progress continues.  We might 
want to meet end confer about the impact of option D Modified. 
Right now it seems appropriate. 

Sincerely, 

Robert H. Gifford 

515 Spring Ave. 
Lutherville 

Response: 
1.     1-83   (HX)   Option D has been selected. 

MEMBERS OF THE PROJECT PLANNING TEAM 

MY NAME IS MORRIS LANKFORD WITH HOME RESIDENCE AT 2310 WEST JOPPA RD. 

I WISH TO PROVIDE SOME OBSERVATIONS WHICH FOLLOWED MY REVIEW OF 
YOUR BALTIMORE BELTWAY STUDY CONTRACT NUNBER B635-10I-472. 

IN GENERAL IT APPEARS THAT CONSIDERABLE INCREASE IN HANDLING CAPACITY 
FOR BELTWAY TRAFFIC WILL RESULT FROM YOUR BELTWAY WIDENING ALTERNATVE 2 
AND, ADDITIONALLY, SAFETY SHOULD BE ENHANCED.BY THE RAMP AND INTERCHANGE 

MODIFICATIONS. 

THE MOST SIGNIFICANT OTHER FEATURES OF THE PROPOSAL ARE THE MINIMUM 
ADDITIONAL RIGHT OF WAY REQUIREMENTS AND NEGLIGIBLE AFFECTS ON EXISTING 

IMPROVEMENTS AND THE ENVIRONMENT. 

THE PROPOSED BELTWAY WIDENING FROM ROUTE 140 TO ROUTE 702 IS FOR THAT 
SECTION OF THE BELTWAY CARRYING EAST TO WEST AND WEST TO EAST TRAFFIC. 

ON PAGE 6 OF THE REPORT IT IS PREDICTED THAT THE PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 
WILL PROVIDE SIGNIFICANT IMPROVEMENTS UNTIL AROUND THE YEAR 2015 WHEN 
THIS EAST- WEST TRAFFIC AT PEAK MAY EQUAL OR EXCEED PRESENT CONDITIONS 

WHILE SUPPORTING THE ALTERNATIVE 2 PROPOSAL AND FINDING THE ANTICIPATED 

TRAFFIC INCREASE REASONABLE, I WISH TO OFFER SUPPLEMENTARY IDEAS TO 
THE CONCERNS FOR FINDING FUTURE CAPACITIES FOR HANDLING EAST- WEST 

TRAFFIC   THESE CONCERNS ARE EXPRESSED IN THIS PROJECT REPORT AT THE 
TOP-RIGHT OF PAGE 6 AT THE END OF THE SECTION ON ALTERNATIVE 2 

FOCUS OF CONCERN IS A STATEMENT THAT IN MOST AREAS IT IS 'NOT 
FEASIBLE TO CONSIDER MAINLINE SECTIONS GREATER THAN 4 CONTINUOUS 

LANES IN EACH DIRECTION." 

I PROPOSE. FIRST, THAT EVENTUALLY WE CAN PROVIDE PROTECTION FOR OUR LAND 

MORE EASILY IN MARYLAND, A SMALL STATE, THAN CALIFORNIA DOES. 
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA IS NOT ONLY THE THIRD LARGEST IN THE UNION BUT 
HAS MORE THAN FIFTEEN TIMES THE LAND AREA OF MARYLAND.   IN SPITE OF HIGH 
EARTHQUAKE POTENTIAL, RECENT LARGE EARTHQUAKES, AND THE WARNINGS 
OF ENGINEERS THEY HAVE BUILT AND PLAN TO REBUILD DOUBLE DECKER HIGHWAYS 
TO SAVE LAND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.   COST OF REBUILDING AND EVEN SAFETY IS 

DISREGARDED. 

IT IS MY PROPOSAL THAT, FOR THE FUTURE, THE OPTION OF PARTIAL SECTIONS 
OF FLYOVER OR DOUBLE DECKING FOR EAST- WEST BELTWAY BE CONSIDERED AND 

RETAINED IN CONSIDERATION. 

>2 



R^spon.sp: 

1.  An outer Beltway or double decked Beltway 
was not part of this study. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

<3 
I 

IN MARYLAND WE HAVE ZERO EARTHQUAKE RISK AS WELL AS MILD WINTER WEATHER 
NEEDS Of LAND FOR HOUSING.AGRICULTURE, AND OTHER USES ARE TOO GREAT TO 
WASTE SPACE FOR INAPPROPRIATE TAKING OF SIGNIFICANT NEW RIGHT OF WAYS 

FOR HIGHWAYS.   I WISH TO HAVE INCLUDED IN FINAL DESIGN SPECIFICATIONS OF 
ALTERNATIVE TWO THE FUTURE DOUBLE DECK CONSIDERATIONS. 

IT MAY BE .HOWEVER. THAT FUTURE EAST WEST TRAFFIC NEEDS (SUBURB TO SUBURB 
AND SUBURB TO INDUSTRIAL PARK) WILL BE REQUIRED FURTHER NORTH 
IN THE FORM OF A SECTOR OF AN OUTER BELTWAY.   EVEN IF THIS IS A MORE LIKELY 
NEED FOR FUTURE EAST- WEST HIGHWAY TRANSPORT. A NEW NORTHERN OUTER 
BELTWAY SECTOR COULD BE MADE IN TWO DECKS TO MINIMIZE NEW LAND 
ACQUISITION.   WHETHER ONE DECK OR TWO, SUCH A NORTHERN. EAST- WEST 
HIGHWAY WOULD ALSO MITIGATE UNDESIRABLE BUILD LEVELS-OF-SERVICE 
ANTICIPATED FOR THE DESIGN YEAR PEAK HOURS. 

AGAIN I WISH TO COMMEND THE PLANNERS OF THIS STUDY REPORT ON THE 
DETAILS OF THE CURRENT ALTERNATIVE TWO PROPOSAL WHICH SHOULD COVER 
ALL BUT THE LONG TERM CONCERNS ADDRESSED ON PAGE 6 AND HEREIN. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,.      . 

NORRIS B. LANKFORD 

PETITION 

Wo, the residents of Marcle Hoods, Plkesville, Maryland, are 

concerned about the proposed addition of two lanes to the 

Baltimore Beltway adjacent to our development. Increasing the 

number of lanes in the Beltway will have a direct and adverse 

affect on the amount of traffic and the noise level emanating 

from Beltway traffic adjacent to our development, as well as the 

safety of our residents. There have been instances where drivers 

whose cars have broken down on the Beltway adjacent to our 

development have crossed the fence and trespassed on to our 

property. He oppose the addition of additional lanes to the 

Beltway adjacent to Marcle Woods. Further, in the event that 

additional lanes are constructed, we respectfully demand that a 

noise barrier be erected to curtail the increased noise level 

from increased traffic flowing on an increased number of lanes as 

well as to ensure the safety of those of us living in Marcle 

Hoods. > 

Address 
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PETITION PETITION 

I C 

Wo, the rasldents of Marcio Woods, Pikesville, Maryland, are 

concerned about the proposed addition of two lanes to the 

Baltimore Beltway adjacent to our development. Increasing the 

number of lanes in the Beltway will have a direct and adverse 

affect on the amount of traffic and the noise level emanating 

from Beltway traffic adjacent to our development, as well as the 

safety of our residents.. There have-been instances where drivers 

whose cars have broken down on the Beltway adjacent to our 

development have crossed the fence and trespassed on to our 

property. We oppose the addition of additional lanes to the 

Beltway adjacent to Marcie Woods. Further, in the event that 

additional lanes are constructed, we respectfully demand that a 

noise barrier be erected to curtail the increased noise level 

from increased traffic flowing on an increased number of lanes as 

well as to ensure the safety of those of us living in Marcie 

Woods. 

Name Address 

"7  ''W^Jti   cj(*,c<z. <=?r Js-ioct 
7   /fccj*  Moor*-,     0   -^df 

/A Mnflv. M>,v!< <y <&* 
15 ") K-ttlCU. % e>tL>   far JLK 
'S" i^Uda:. U/ycti Ct       'X^A 

H MA^ig-UJooDs>(3r. -2-12. ^ 

Response: 
1.     See previous page, 

We, the residents of Marcie Woods, Pikesville, Maryland, are 

concerned about the proposed addition of two lanes to the 

Baltimore Beltway adjacent to our development. Increasing the 

number of lanes in the Beltway will have a direct and adverse 

affect on the amount of traffic and the noise level emanating 

from Beltway traffic adjacent to our development, as well as the 

safety of our residents. There have been instances where drivers 

whose cars have broken down on the Beltway adjacent to our 

development have crossed the fence and trespassed on to our 

property. We oppose the addition of additional lanes to the 

Beltway adjacent to Marcie Woods. Further, in the event that 

additional lanes are constructed, we respectfully demand that a 

noise barrier be erected to curtail the increased noise level 

from increased traffic flowing on an increased number of lanes as 

well as to ensure the safety of those of us living in Marcie 

Woods. 

Name Address 

_3_M Wi/, (Lfortd.'lfit J/acr 
d   /I'U-vti. ^i^l £/ ^•Z.y---' 

A yJ^^.jDiJL dh^/i^ 
U M»*x^ u.;rr^ rr- 3/3 £><i 
—     ' * "T • *"'*T" —•+——  

3 fljpuiMs (ttteih of. 2nc>£> 
yyi—  tfWwcu Mori* &.&-*? 

I? ih«u Imih (I ahw 

See previous  page. 
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Response: 
1.  Coordination with Towsori Development 

Corporation has continued. 

TOWSON 
DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION a nonprotit community improvement orgsnizilion 

29 West SusquehannJ Avenue • Suite 10 • Towson, MD 21204 • (301) 8:    ',?', 

TESTIHOMY BY 

TOWSON DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

at Beltway Widening Public Hearing 

February 28, 1990 ' 

Towson Development Corporation with Its 55 pember Board and 11- 
member Executive Committee wishes to go on record as favoring, In genera] 
SHA's widening of the Beltway to 4 lanes In each direction In the vlcln-l 
Ity of Towson Towncenter. ' 

Our corporation has over the past ten plus years been In regu- 
lar touch with the appropriate County and State transportation planners , 
regarding highway and transit Improvements' In our area. We have had our 
transportation and transit committees review proposals by DOT, SHA, HTA 
and others and reel that we are in a good position to comment.upon this 
current Beltway proposal. 

Towson towncenter Is prospectlvely destined to double In size 
over the next twenty years. As other communities In the drainage 
(access) shed of the Beltway also take on additional growth, It Is clear 
that we must have a Beltway that can accommodate expanding vehicular 
traffic needs. Therefore, we are in full accord with the widening of 
the Beltway, the so-called "fourth lanlng". We see that maximizing the ' 
capacity potential of existing roadway rlghts-of-way, along with new 
fixed guldeway transit, as offering the best prospects of keeping pace 
with increased travel demands in Baltimore's growing suburbs. In light : 
of our support for the Beltway widening improvement, we pledge to work 
with you both to find the appropriate timely funding of the project as 
well as Integrating the community's working around the construction 
Interruptions and complications. 

We have some comments about the detailed design as presented. 
By the way, we consider the four Interchanges from Charles Street to 
Providence Road as the feeder access gateways to Towson's towncenter. 
We'd like to see the design planning for roadways feature or emphasize 
Dulaney Valley as the primary Ingress roadway for Beltway travelers from 
the east and York Road for travelers from the west. 

Relative to the Charles Street interchange area, we feel that 
there should continue to be an access road from Charles Street to the 
prospective Beltway Station for the Northern Central Light Rail project. 
While there may be delays in building that station, we see It as the bus 
connector station for Towson towncenter. So we expect SHA will continue 
to show a road connector to that future transit station. 

I 

HOWOUir •O*t0 MfMMU tASItttUOt* 

OC**r*~tfWi 
MixrrM. MA* ••»•»« 

ftjOMv* u> t, ttecmt C* 

lot 1. T«lWf« 

In regard to the York Road Interchange, we understand why In Option B 
there Is proposed replacement of the northwest loop ramp with a signalized left 
turn spur In the northeast quadrant.  However, this causes us a great deal of 
concern! We're worried that the addition of a traffic light at this spot on 
York Road further exacerbates the traffic conditions on York Road. We ask you 
to share expected traffic loading on that new crossover of York Road and Its 
Impact so that we aay be fully briefed on the difficulty it may cause. 

We see no complications with the Dulaney Valley and Providence Road 
Interchanges. 

Basically our primary Interest is In having a Beltway whose inter- 
changes work well and to also have roadways of adequate capacity that feed and 
drain the Interchanges well.  In our area, we're very worried about York and 
Dulaney Valley Roads being sized sufficiently to handle traffic loads ten to 
twenty years from now. Therefore, we aks SHA to put on Its priority study 
agenda a comprehensive assessment of access problems southerly from the Beltway 
Into our towncenter Loop Road system. Please let us know when this might be 
scheduled. 

Finally, we ask that SHA sign the Beltway to alert'drivers coming to 
Towson towncenter that they have a choice of several Interchanges to get to 
Towson. We think you should Install signs which say "Towson - Next 3 (or <<) 
Interchanges". We'll work with you on specific wording and placement. 

Thank you, 

Jerry  Resclgno and 

^O-Uj 

Alan Shecter 

JR:AS:r3 
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February 27, 1990 

Maryland Department of Transportation 

State highway Administration 

Extension of 183 North-adding another lane to 695 or 

183, building a flyover ramp connecting 83 North and 695 South 

will not improve the traffic jams In peak hours. Instead, it 

will have an adverse effect on property values of Ruxton and 

surrounding communities leading to less taxes on these homes. 

Increased noise and increased air pollution. 

The logical solution to the congestion is to improve 

the collaterals, rather than increase the size of major arteries. 

If major arteries and collaterals cannot drain well, there will 

be a congestion in the main artery. The following factors play 

a major role: 
,   1. Exits are not able to drain out of 695 

2. Too many stops or traffic lights immediately 

after exit from 695. 
3. Town or city streets are not able to handle the 

load of cars coming out of major arteries. 

Example of II Factors New York exit from 695 Is 

totally inadequate. It creates a back up for 5-6 miles every day 

between 4:30 « 6:00 pm. Following exit from 695 towards New York, 

there is congestion on 95 Itself. By adding another lane to 695. 

this'problem will not be solved. 
Example for 12 Factor: On York Road, Charles Street 

and Kenilworth Avenue, traffic lights and stop signs slow the 

traffic down. 

Bo«4<rO|*ri»bafatr 

Acvovffty OT OpnUlfllfnolVfT 

NADER Q GARY. M.D 

DANA TAYLOR OCX 

100 N  BROADWAT 
BALTIMORE. MD 112)1 

H1.490n 

400O ANNAPOLIS RD. 
BALTIMORE. MD 11121 

7194)0) 
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Example for 13 Factor: Traffic lights, local stops 

and right turns into local businesses, gas stations, McDonalds, 

etc will slowdown the traffic. 

In Summary: Adding to major arteries, specially on 

83 North and South to 695 will not solve the problems. There 

has to be:     1. Good exits 

2. Good collaterals 

3. Good drains 

4. Possible transit officers to guide the 

traffic in peak hours. 

5. Prohibit commercial vehicles to commute 

during peak hours 

6. No increase in number of lanes to major 

arteries 

I strongly oppose the proposal to build new roads, 

specially at the junction of 83 and 695. 

Nader G. Gary 

2 Roland Court 

Ruxton, MD 21204 

P.S. If the projection is correct, there is a need for a 
. 2nd beltway 5-7 miles outside the present beltway, which 
econofWlcally is more feasible. 

continued. 

Response: 
1.  1-83 (JFX) Option B was not selected. 

^ 
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Response: 
1. Access to California Avenue from E.B. 1-695 is 

via Putty Hill Avenue or East Avenue to Ayondale 
••-- Avenue or by -"-U"""" turrr:   *"'      "~.         
2. .See response for No-ise Abatement on P. V-2. 

.    ' •    ?i.C.i-Tf 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION      UEV^.-v     ' 
QUESTIONS AND/<?R COMMENTS 

NAME 

CONTKACT HO. B 635-101-472- 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HICB SCHOOL 

Tr-.   •» 

WA(?\ 
'i i  (ill    OU 

.DATE. •).••}.(. - to 

nmf*    AD0RE3S_^i>±2j^£2A_Ao2_ 

CITY/TO WN fi*3i21fi« .STATE. rte .ZIP CODE %\Zh^ 

|/W« with to oomm.nl or Inqulro about tho lollowlng »ip«ct» of thl«pro|oot: 

go*^   wv^V^^.   »,     L.»p    a^»   t.*is  -fo   \1^«.-Cc<«j.  PJ)"^   vtMJkj^  

>. VA-GT -TueiO   o^-^   (l,/n.>r**~M  /Qoff. 

^sa: 
KK^^A ^ M: t 

^i^ 

• ^ !>-«•     6 nxcq^ 

I—I ptcait «dd my/our nam'«(i> to lh» Mailing List.* 

I—| piaasa dalal* my/our namaO) Irotn lha Mailing Lltt. 

•Paraona who hava raealxtd a copy of this brochura Ihrough lha mall ara alraady        _ 
on lha projaet Mailing Lilt. ^o 

Response: 
1. MD  147  Option A was not  selected due  to traffic 

operations. 
2. MD     147  Option B was  selected.     By      G^ti   s/g/^o 

adding a center  turn,   safety will be  improved for 
vehicles  enter/exiting AMai4Zft.T|rtl. STA^to&¥Affiy.^AAT.ON 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT Ho. S 635-101-472 
BALTIKORZ BELTWAY 
KD HO TO MD 702 

L0CATI0H/DESICM PUBLIC HEARING 
UE0HESDAT. FEBRUART 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR BICH SCHOOL 

NAME _0ATE. 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

l/tf** 

CITY/TOWN. In LTi/vtaf-t STATE- SHD- -ZIP CODE—^iiy 

l/Wa with to commont or Inqulra about tha following aapaeta of thlaprolact: 

cL-^j  O fLj ft,   *~4-JL '     ~~~ 
^JL 3C±£- 

CLr-jL 

^ 

I       .    6 i     'A 

±trj 
•^A JCa. 

uf~j L^^- nX AIS.  v/jtrt-.^J'*^ **-**• j>^~-* 

j^tH x^ y ^Ju ^~JJ o-fJU* 
^^ <&*- or- rcg^*   ^JL^jL^l. 

JLZS ~~   CM   M^jL^^M-^,   CX^-JU* 

•^Vflf 
1   ^v<   ~Zi~   ^--wtt^ 

tjiS JX&  A^M   ^J jdU -A-ZL/L^z- 
tr*** 

f—I pitata add my/our namals) to tha Mailing Lilt.* 

I—I pi»a«a dalata my/our namatsl tiom tha Mailing List. 

• Pa/ions who hava racaivad a copy ot this brochura Ihrough tha mall ara alraady 
on lha projaet Mailing List. 

•v24-: 

*-->* £<% 
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PLEASE 
PRINT 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COHTKACT MO.   B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB  BELTWAY 
MD  140 TO MD  702 

LOCATIOM/DBSIGN PUBLIC BEAKING 
HSDNBSDAY,   FEBRUARY  28,   1990 

LOCH RAVBN SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

NAME NAA»3'I     K .   \ UOvuOoO •DATE-^-'-^Q 

ADDRESS. 8 TotHotoO   Kicu. i*)m 

CITY/TOWN_Ml3Uinfl£ STATE 4AQ ZIP CODF  31 ^W 
t/W« with to oommenl or Inqulro •bout tho following »»p»ot» of thl«pro|oet: 

< 
I 

KX 
O 

L 

^cf:       Rio^iO    "JPX /TMJU     fldffi> 1«gft>XwtfSGfe ••  

lio toorf««*? To  TVHI ^fliuw^   S-f^o   wP^<-u   oo 'I'trfe 

Tvxi.   PlVffffrtt^    Gk^UtdftO  Of-  fm  O.W<d ?   Ph<_   T*     1v*Mw..^Mtdii^ 

T uiiu   toOMO.jKf   ^^ S«>/   wiu.   kf.cP Mfc    ^o^to    b^b  

1 ^J [ 

L^ffi.Qi 
Ef Pltit* add my/our n«m«(«) to lh» Mailing List.* 

V-*U> 

|—1 Pitti* daleta my/our nanit(t) from tha Mailing Lltl.     _ .              ^ . 

^Ptnona who hava racalvad a copy of Ihla brochura through tha mail ara already  'o£X 

on tha projact Mailing Lilt. v on tha projact Mailing Lilt. .       _. ^-iV 

Response: 
1.  1-83 (*X) Option B wasj&ot selected. 

MANX K. PUUMOOD, P£. 
EIGHT • JOHNSON MIU. ROAD 
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 2U04 

(301) SZ3-26SS 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

4 

I- STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION: -   v, 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472     1.1~ 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
HO 140 TO HD 702 

LOCATION/0BSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

- -:.... ^J 

NAME 
Cf' 2L ^4*6^ .DATE. 

sr  <34*h><?<o«/   & 

'Sffi 

I   rAivirnyHYr~ffiZ)< dA^ BTATE 0^. ZIP COOP>2/Q2-0F 

"Hit wlWto comment or Inqulr* about Iho following ••poet* of thloproloot: 

.V./   ^^r.r     .,/frjfr' AjU^+d-  u /ZZi,  

/fyjJZ~,     /off AJ>*l&<is.     stzAAU*'    SU*^ \ 

T r 
-. t) ?!«»»• »di my/our naffldt) ts the Mailing List.* 

T?U Pl»as*j^*l*l* my/our namadl from lh* Mailing Utt. 

•Pat*on* who hava racalvad a copy of thla btochura through tha mall ara alraady 
en tha pro|act Mailing Llat. f£ 

Response: 
.1.  MD 147 Option B was selected resulting in the 

closing of Grendon Lane.  A connection between 
Grendon Lane and Edgewood Ave. would be constructed. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION -• 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472  , •-; 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

o -J .... :u 

NAME 

PROD   OO 1 

PR?NATSE '""•— Ziro   EcfgjLUJvoU—4re*iu<t  

w,-tn»,YiB»/Sn*Br-e Atm—tltL ZIP CODF Vf? $ Y. 

I/W» wlah to eommant or Inquire »bout tho following aapacta of thla prolact: 

e./**, *j it-    ftp-****/** tAJLS. tf W—22fcS- 

JSL + k,*?     a A       ft/** *>** A     jft/ed*tje      V»*/>—«*^oy 

-fhtfti't- fek-frff     *+t       fTef+MwU    Jl<se*,\J*J. 

t7* s* 'k'h /v    a A     HJ is/J+t* > '*« irJp*>W' \Ji     A*** az- 

{21 Plaasa add my/our namala) to tha Mailing Lilt.* 

r~l Plaaaa dalata my/our namala) Itom tha Mailing Llat. 

*Paraona who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha projact Mailing Llat. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIO^iVr. OFrt    - 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS       D    -  - 

COMTRACT HO. B 635-101-472     " 0  '^ 3s ,.., 'S(J 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
HO 140 TO HD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
HBDNKSDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 

PLEA"    AD0BES3 /7    CU<4&& iZT 
PRINT 

CITY/TOWN 7GuJ£irr-^-~> .STATE Ifat- .ZIP CODE. jsjtzr \ 
l/W. with to comm.nl or Inqulr. about th. tollowlng a.p.ct. ot thli proloct: 

'far^    SJittJ. xrs,/**? <*<**** — 
nrj.tSf*/*<xa^ _ •  

Ca Pl»i»t add my/our nann<») to tha Malllnfl Uit.» 

I—| piaasa dalata my/our namalal Irom tha Malllnfl Llat. ^  

•Partont who hava racalvad a copy ol thl* brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on ttia pro|aet Mailing Llat. 

11 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

NAME 

£muTE    A00RE33 PRINT 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION   ,VJ, 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS     "'; 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472      \,^   .• 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO HO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

';J 

_DATE 3^ T-Iri 

^YfT^uifj      -^^v^^..^      STATE Q^/A ZIP CODE    J-1 ^ '"f 

l/Wa wlah to commont or Inquire about tho tollowlng aapecta of thlaproleet: 

3 \c~ <* .T^ •'I/••-»•--A-ygl^ 
^ 

jin. A^W 

<£^1 VV^Jl A-: ^>«r<L. ^^XX^O e^s. i_& £i-J  

'Z,c-yv< ^">^"-, ^yA - 
-^ r .-a 'SP A A   r\a U 

:i^ a 
<-Y» ^, iv4 «L^ -h& 

Exr^tiLs-o •U-v  V-J ^=4 
_a. C^ 

O 
\?V^.V,VCX.V^M      VTM—r'^^ A-^^^ 

'i-e- 
^rcl^g- 

<a  < ^ sl^sx--, Wtr •V-Z-i^arfc: 

•Ui^. Hn.ArA ^^J^<>J nAtJ.-V-vo^ dj^ 

Q^-^-vA^/-    \^ ^^—a-*a 
A^A^ .        v A7 ; \\ V?-g~ 

Cz^ 

CZD Piaasa add my/our namals) to lha Mailing LIJI * 

CD Plaaia dala la my/our nama(a) Irom lha Mailing List. 

•Paraons who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochura through lha mall ara alraady 
on tha pro|act Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION   S£VF''-Cv ' 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTKACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
KD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DSSICH PUBLIC HEARING 
HBDHESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

la 

*EL0T-}-r: 

•i39.M'Sl 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

ADDRESS. 
U AMnatt Cl. 

.'MO   111* 

-DATE. 

CITY/TOWN. .STATE. .ZIP CODE. 

I/W* with lo eommant or Inqulro about Iho following atpoeta ol thla project: 

4 
•V   sOsr*-^ (UfO-^J ,t7>yL^ vUtl^^O 
.sfy<A*Ztj^' PA "-f-*-* 

SC*.AJULJU> X&L) AdtZZA^Z&J&A^J TU-tU*. **-<. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
KD 140 TO KD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 

EmNT6   *""•»»•       3    &EJ-Utos.    coon- 

.DATE 
3-6'td 

CITY/TOWN 'Tocos* fl/ .STATE. /At .ZIP r.nntsAf^Y 

l/Wa wlah to eommant or Inquire about tha following aapaetaof thla prolaet: 

&J   XQLL*»*JI~UI 

a^M   t^lh r. 
/HO t&J^A.'UJi 3 -f tvvt&> 

'ttr+jjt+^ij 

<^L <<a^«c<    -SK^    CISVL*^ iJly^^JU, SLSyLCLe*L~      ^-jt^Lg^Jl   A-t-^K.  ^•M-U.LC^, 

Syi Pl*>i* add my/our namadl to tha Mailing Mat.* 

• (Ma my/our nama(a) from tha Mailing Llat. 

•Paraona who hava racalvad a copy ot this broehura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha projact Mailing Llat. 

,3C 

£^ Plaaaa add my/our nama(a) to tha Mailing Llat.* 

CD Plaaaa dalata my/our namala) from tha Mailing Llat. 

*Paraons who hava racalvad a copy of this broehura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha projact Mailing Llat. 

(31) 

«»5s o 



< 
I 

K3 
4^ 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-«72 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
ND 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC BEARING 
NEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME poTr.'tl ne+-rLu .DATE Sfa'+fac 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. lJT%l!o   Lnri* 

CITY/TOWN. 
/   a So* .STATE no .ZIP CODE. 3A2*/ 

l/W« with to oommant or Inqulr* •boul th« following »»p«ct» of thli project: 

km./:*~* -hi** +l«* 0*Lt^~f sko*U H*T ha  
*.*.~JI*.J J.+^t     f^mW+j /oV^Tfc    H*;** 

T^-ir/yg^ 

f—| pitas* add my/our nimds) 10 lh» Milling Ll»l.* 

OPh my/our ntmtlt) Iron) lh> Mailing Lilt. 

•Par»ona who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the pro|ect Mailing Ll»t. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

132, 

NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION....;: 
QUESTIONS AND/PR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472     |!'•- 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
KD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

P#VJ-   (Z-; ST^stMS DATE. 

-J 

3-*--9A 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 3r7 Ttie*   AAA/^ 

*,tv,Tn»iY,'7buJSC>/t/ STATE_^f^L .ZIP CODE. <?/jLO  ^ 

I/We wlah to comment or Inqulr* about the following aapecta of thla prolect: 

UJJU    OAJ-   <MLf****J^ fe rdx-s 
/2^,^C&JU->    ^L^O    Z*  &«J2Zk*-Us 

~AS~t^£s-rt*l * -"l**- ^^t^LA^b 

^ &<6fs~ 
OVIU^A^ zz 

Ca-x^ZZiaJZ^s   s^.. *AS   <VtjUu<,.   <rrf*r-'    tf~*£-<L*^t. 
"SstsLu^J?   ^-TfjMA^t -   xi^t-J&^^t. 

•*v.       . 

fef Please add m y/our namelsl to the Malting List. • 

1 1 Please delete my/our nameisl from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the pro|ect Mailing List 

35 
Response:     _  . ^^^.^ 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2 

*P 
0 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See Response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COKTJUCT HO. B 635-101-472       > 
BALTIMOR8 BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
WBDHESDAr, FBBRUAXT 2B, 1990 
LOCH RAVSM SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME .DATE. 
/    /  

JJif*"8    Annppag     /^AL*fif3£n0K*-     Cn^JLT PRINT " •*•"•'      L^- —, '        '        ^-y ' '  

CITY/TOWN      /^WSat/ STATE/^V Lf/lf 7IP GtMH^/cldf^ 

l/W* wish to eommant or Inqulra about tha following aapaeta of thla project: 
 *\A/     ;        . ; -g  

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DBSION PUBLIC HEARING 
VBDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

":.V~! •> 

NAME -fLZed*    7. -7) OA/C/) // .DATE 

PRINT88    ADDRESS. /^SfAA-ocos       (^eo^l 

^yy« 

CITY/TOWN_L£i£^£22_ .STATE. n-. h .ZIP  CODE oil ao/ 
l/Wa wlah to eommant or Inqulra about tha following aapsctaof thlsprolact: 

LLu -3: b<?j- -^il   ^ Q o-^ *-<^*J<.^  fiiA-J^- 

A^*A—*--C4J^ -tJU:    JLL^UI^JOIO 

&r*~-i^*4+£ii 

iH: O-r^'/^L, *-tJ\   .<.^Ll_      ^    /-<^ 
//fuAy  ^ 

7 

5    ^z '^-<,   -fi-AJ.*-"!,  -^t*^, o    "W 6<^ f^< T" 

f*~1 Plaaia add my/our nimalt! to the Mailing List.* 

CD Plaata dalata my/our namali) from tha Mailing Llat. 

•P«(»on» who hava raealvad a copy of this brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha profact Mailing Llat. v • 

CE? Plaaaa add my/our namala) to tha Mailing Uat.» 

I    I Plaaaa dalata my/our namala) from tha Mailing Lilt. 

•Paraona who hava raealvad a copy ol thla brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha projact Mailing Utt. 

v35 

^ 



< 
I 

as 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT HO: B 635-101-472      ',, 
B&LTIMORB BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO HD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC BBAKINC 
VBDHBSOAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

Ld 

NAME 

PLEA3E 
PRINT ADDRESS. /^T S^J. J~6 Cj 3 

T rzi. 
fITV/TnWM   /f^J  <^AJ _QTATC    MD .ZIP CODE. £i./J-o</ 

l/W» wlah to comm.nt or Inqulr* tbout tho following »»p«ct» of thl» proloot: 

—^—"^ 
^-iLlZ     •*•*•% -it      a'^-f-^   j^d~c*H-~£. 

^^^U^^^d   H'/ A^^fSl    </t..LJ'*J. 

(—I pita** add my/our natntlil to th* Mailing Llsl.* 

Pf* Plaasa dalata my/our namals) from tha Mailing List. 

•Paraons who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha pro|aet Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.     See  response-for-Noise-Abetemeftt-on P.-V-2. • 

PROJECT 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOtycvFLOP'-   ' 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS    "c" 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY 
HD  140  TO HO   702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY,   FEBRUARY   28,   1990 

LOCH  RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH   SCHOOL 

lb   0    IJMO-.I.'SO 

NAME 

At 

/f/LAS O'/Z 7-. ^/   &£*,, ̂ o/-e^v<g    ni-rc    3-6-Y& 

PmNT6    ADDRESS    <¥ &     '/T* ^ s9iJ <£• 

riTv/rnwu      /ou^^o/O .STATE. M~ .ZIP rnnc   2/^2 of/ 

^/WB wlah to commant or Inqulra about tha following aapscta of thla projact: 

O AS ^A'<? 7&,~^ — -vtJ/V y^ ^ £ Ttr     Sy<Vs£s*-& s 

/%,, ^OAJS 7776*: r><> * 

-irzxSf^?/ 

A/at & is      £^LJ' v>e   ^Cxu^-c, 

po„^ n       #su o-r-yfe-f?      fc3'Z*- T-•*<*><r-s'   "^ -^^z^vvir-^' 
A/O/Z.T-/^          CS/F ^ s7> c; & «<=•       >^i-     ru,**. stZ/jr^rJO 

SSrJT?.  -T- /osO '&'*-         ^sfsuiF 1>           ssv       S sy-te? 

t^To st^ssU <£.         *^«r^*VZ S 

O^^iaaaa addw^/our namals) to tha Mailing List.* 

CD Plaasa dalata my/our namals) from tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who hava racalvad a copy of this brochura through tha mall ara alraady   - 
on tha pro|*ct Mailing List. 

Response: * " 
•1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 
2.  An outer beltway was not part of this project. 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement  on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS"- 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-473 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
ND 140 TO HD 702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
HBDNESDAY. FEBRUAKY 28. 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

Jj 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME   ClfrP.OLyiJ       LJ>-^/ttX> n.rc  *3 Atf ?£> 

RITV/TOWM   -rttlASl/ti       "    ftTATP     />7 h TIP   rnnc ^ /Pvf/ 

l/Wii with to comment or Inqulr* about tho following ••poctt of thltprolaot: 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

Iha J   /j 
^ •••.. '30 

.DATE. l/j/lo 

CITY/TOWN ^JdUJmyXs STATE 

S**-*-^ 

S?nJL .ZIP COD Cc^/«xoV 

l/W» wish to comment or Inqulr* about tho lollowlng aapaeta ol thla prolaot: 

< 
I 

rJ). TSCw^ ^^^ ZZ^O J^- 

•i**** 
^r- 

s/~i£, /^f^^'Ttt/, ^^gf^gt^l. 

3 ^£- 

Z^V 

yfJyn. 

^_ 
IT7( Pi»««« «dd my/our n«m«(*) to th« Mailing Ltd.* 

CD Plats* dalala my/our namala) (torn ths Mailing Llat. 

•Parsons who havs rscslvsd a copy ot this brochurs through ths mall ars alrssdy 
on ths pro|set Mailing List. 

yOu 

^_y-'e>7^ o^-f^6-<Ljt ji i A5> ,+#,. 

/a^A^/z^-. JU-n^uL.   Jl      ^Q^ f>-/^, n n f  I 
f*-** • 

A^JL.   J>-L*«jfi£'l 

'*±6<? S 

. fi^J- *0.  ^ 
0^\J- 

r%"^-' 

A-*-•  O Je^iJl nf' S' -~ ILO 

tsfru e ds 

y—I piaas* add my/our nams(s) to ths Mailing List.* 

I    I Please delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List. 

•Psrsons who have rscslvsd a copy ol this  brochurs through ths msll ars already 
on  Iha protect Mailing List. 

.^ 



< 
I 

! N> 
00 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS i —^ —• 

COHTHACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BUTIMORB BBLTHAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGN PUBLIC HBARING 
NBONBSDAT, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

- PROJECT 
CEVELOPiit-T 

H« 3   IflgoHii'SO 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWN. 'TtiVlSON .STATE. .ZIP CODE tyoy 
l/W« with to comment or Inqulr* about tho tollowlno aapoets of thla projoet: 

ffaf epAM, 
•-& 

vaj/<nij, 

71 Zfif/bmy arltfn'THkAt       - 

A/^P^hf^V MlAV   Xtrf   rf*,.!  /fJVt    /l/J  fore 

Y/Ael M*yf. 
Ti dt/.   {Ute&m/ 

W% 

C3 

_.   _ I  

Pita** add my/oOr nam*(*> to lh* M^WMfl/*!.*   ^ j_  /£  

Pica** d*l*t* m^p>'r named) Irom thaHaalllpglJil. ~: 

•P*r*ons who h*v* (•calv*d a copy of this brochur* through tha mall ar* already 
on lha pro|act Mailing Ll*t. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2rf« 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME «Z).   Mt'riCaAya* 

Sfcf*"    ADDRESS     ^ Re//*"'* C+  ShJ**** 
DATE 

CITY/TOWN. Aotv^eO       nTATg    AftJ ZIP CODE oir/Ao^ 
l/W* wlah to comment or Inqulr* about tha following aapacta of thlaprojaet: 

r>^»^ ^> <- 
la^e.    /» 6i '* ftir 

^ -/   t^n   I'/TT    ^-S-f' 
 •>****+ 

ttr*   o~*fr    or tor" r* 

ct^*** &x 

4* f^   *0;*m 

w asC srsc-f  Hi 

(S3 Pleaie add my/our named) to the trailing List.* 

-A 
harrirrt 

he Mall 

2^ 
I—I pieate delete my/our named) from the Mailing Llat. 

•Pereons who have received a copy of this brochure through the n^all are already 
on the protect Mailing Lltl. ' 

41 

<^*i 
Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on^/ V-2. ^e*_ 



Response: 
1.  No response required. 

•I US. 0*p**m* at Houtlni md Urbw DTiUmwil 

BMmora Ome« Ragton M u f; 0.1 ^ ^ T 

Scd Floor, 10Morth CrtMStrMt -" • 
BrtKnoir* Mwytand 21202-&A 

His 5   Zii^l'SO 
»roh 7.   1990 

«(••. Louli H. Ef*. Jr. 
Daputy Dirtctor 
Sffle* of Plannlnf and 
Prolialnary Enftnaartnt 

Ibata Hlfhway Adalnlatration 
W7 North Calvart Straat 
fcltlaora. HD 21202 

*   On: r Mr. E|a: 

BJECTi Envlronaantal Aaaastaant/Sactton »(f) Evaluation 
I-69S froa HD 140 to HD 702 

< 
I 

( 

kfarat Krtn|al, R*|tonal Envlronaantal Off tear at tha HUD Phlladalphla 
•^ional Offlea, haa rafarrad tha abova-aantlonad aafaaaaant/«(f) avaluatlon 
arthla offlea for ravlaw and ooaaant. 

kaceordanca with 40 CFR Chaptar V of tha Council on Envlronaantal Quality 
^ulatlona wo wlah to Infora you that no HUD-aaalatad Coaaunlty Davalopaant 

•tteli Grant actlvltlaa or HUD-lnaurad houalnf projocta Hill ba lapactad by tha 
.papoaad laprovaaanta to tha Baltiaora Baltway. 

ka fanaral eoaaant. hovavar. It la dtiappolntln| to nota that avan with tha 
tsfioaad baltway laprovaaontt. tha laval-of-aarvica on tha oipraaaway would 
»«y taaporarlly ba laprovad. Tha dlacuialon of altarnativaa for aolvlni 
actclpattd futura lont tara traffic confaatlon on tha baltway appaara to rula 
o*-all poiaibla aolutlom. Only tha eonaldaratlon of conatructlnf an alavatad 
nadway abova tha a>l*tln| baltway waa not aantlonad. 

I    *•" *•*>•  abova, wa hava no tpaclflc coaaanta. ra|ardlnf tha •nt. 

Vary alncaraly yourt. 

Robart H. Harbart, Jr. 
Envlronaanatal Offtcar 

?u 

ccrttarfarat  Kranfal 

Response: 
1.  See response for noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION •x,^- 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   .    ; 

CONTKACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTXMORB BBLTWAY 
HD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATIOM/DBSICN PUBLIC RBAXINC 
WBDHBSDAY, FBBRUAKY 28, .1990 
LOCH RAVBM SBNIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

\A/gAfDtJ     CT.   1^UAil>^   L. HATP l\T*\\ 
PRMIT"   '""••"   ^^-T"rifc0  U. 

rATViTnwuTosSyQlJ STATE MJ^ .ZIP coDE2dJ2£ijl 
l/Wa wlah to commant or Inqulra about lb* following aapacla ol thla pro)act: 

-Ua: * 

c^   /vj^ ^^/vj^xwo/ r^vUs^c-Kno 

,ir r^*jjfj^. y  

IF^f Plaaaa add mv/our nama(a) lo lha Mailing Llat.» 

I—I Plaaaa dalata my/our nama(a) from lha.Mailing Llat. 

*Paraona who hava racalvad a copy ol thla brochura through tha maH ara alraady 
on lha projact Mailing Llat. 

r£j> 
< 

•r-X 



< 
I 

o 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOMjpw^-'fpJ.     • 
QUESTIONS AND/OBf COMMENTS    ~^,,1 .f • - T 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472    lb j  Q q. .« iq,, 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY ~* ""   JU 
HD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 

PrnMT6    ADDRESS   ,?, ^    77>^0   L^ &• 

.STATE oKD .ZIP CODE&*°3L 

l/We wUh to commant or Inqulro •bout tho following ««p»ctB ol thl» projoet: 

      T   

-<^^ idlrZ 
6Atc*n    l/J    ^<±*e&J:?sC(LJ-b.£i^r}cLc*iJ. 

r^^^UUL**^ ; 

S>p,A+'aJj^   h/U 

ftp Picas* add my/our namt(t) to th* Mailing List.' 

I—| pi«ti* daltt* my/our namala) from tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

(42 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B S35-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME    Mtif** jifffT     rfitMerrSi 

PRINTE    ADDRESS     T-*    TH^   (-A"*- .  

.DATE_Lz£l££. 

riTv/rnwH   I    OWStfV _«T*TC       AA  7) _2IP r.nng Js *-o </ 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about tha lollowlng aepecte of thlaprolect: 

^n/n   -bUL^try v^ct-ris   R JA* tvst/t-e—l*"ZR€A S-"    r<rr    ^.v ^ 

tA/TllcH   ,c     jLt-ZeAM     -Ten C'^y*?rP/^g, .  

A/0 /Cg~ . _  

Please add my/our namslsl lo the Mailing List.* 

I—| pitat* dsleta my/our named) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy -of Ihh brochure through th* men ar* slready 
on the ptolect Mailing List. 

Response: ^V? 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. ~ 

(44 

£ 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-472 • 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATIOH/DBSICN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

i..:.: ^   o :"r 'SO 

NAME fesyQae    Kflimfr 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 5°   fiitf-, 

•WTC  ?/y/^ 

ZL, J^-L 

r.lTV/TOWM     TO-JjCrT  /f       UTATF A^/ .T) 7IP   nnng   9  I ? 0 'j. 

I/Wa with to comment or Inquire about th* following aspactt of thla proioet: 

1   &M    PROSED     TO    Th^      flJ)D7r/^//   OF~ 

[)Nlr-C(      A/nice   ^f^rP/iFA/r hoRRi Age   fl py Ri/./r 

^-ycgEDI ^EDsnaL A/n)C£- r-,u\nBL7A/<>^.  

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO HD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

'.:.. 
:; 

NAME rT^A/ rhAiftjj .DATE. 

PmMTB    ^n"""    /O   kd^&rVS Cr~ 

•V*7fa 

CITY/TOWN. -TO^J^TJ„M AA7) .ZIP CODE. «P-/>tfK 
l/Wa wlah to commant or Inquire about tha following aapaota of thla prolaet: 

•>~P(Z>wt /^^-^t^<l sCJ+^&e&i      /fyi^r£<Z£7* 

s6>*C&<L*£-^ .y^f-^^^-^L   ^C*t^Sl^t*?        ^r-Z^€ 

T ^OL 

yKfO^y0^^ z 
IP- 

Plaaa* add my/our ntmala) to tha Mailing Lit I,* 

CD Please delete my/our named) from the Mailing Llit. 

•Per»on» who have received a copy of thli brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Hit. 

© 

I    I Pleaee add my/our name!*) to the Mailing List.* 

CZ) PlMie delete my/our nameti) from the Mailing Lilt. 

•Pertont who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. /•— 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION, I." !J?" 
QUESTIONS'AND/OR COMMENT^-^-1.'.;',':•:T 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-473  l.'jR j  n „ •;, ,»„ 
BALTIMORB BELTVXY " •,3 "" JU BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME    ffeffe ^ Oa/ty 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRES3_^ £/laA>fiZ ££. ifyft^ 

.DATE ty^/frl 

f-ITY/TOWN Jfl/t&a/L _STATE. J$L .ZIP e.nn*^/JZaf 

l/W* wish to comment or Inquire about the following eapect* of thle protect: 

^^tt^K^f. ss~~>^>( ys^Z 7&>rf»~^ /Zh'^,, <?tf*,>*6£uU. 

y* #u ifruft. ̂ J*^ 

Y<t%*tl*« 

„,<£%&£</&&*> 

I    I Pleas* add my/our nami(s) to the Mailing List.* 

CZD PI* my/our namali) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

47 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION: 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAM E       AZ. i (Le-   &J   <*£*/ {*£- .DATE. ^-/yo 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 3*       G/T,*/?*       d-h 

/..Tv/Tnwu     ~7nu/^a*/ ftTATg      //IT) ZIP CODF C^ ' A6'T 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire sbout the following aspects of thlspro)ect: 

•*=f eu^yxs +rfLfl-*-*-<-~t^-^i ^xzA*^ £t^£*£<^&£r?1s    s-rf^ 

(=3 Please add m y/our name(s) to the Mailing List. • 

1 I Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall art already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: r -., 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2.^^. 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatment on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.. See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. 8 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO HD 702 

LOCATION/DRSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 2«, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

'Fi   -..- 

-   jis^i'Su 

NAME TAnttrs-fTJ 'Ss/fj _OATE. ikl 9° 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 3/   ArLLems &T-- 

/•.Tv/Tr.w»/ gtV S0-*J     BTATg     /HP- ZIP CODE .?> A* & y 

l/W* wl«h to comment or Inquire •bout tho following «»p»ct» ot thl» projoot: I 

±L 

I—| pitat* add my/our nim«(i) to th* Mailing List.* 

r*~l Pleat* dalat* my/our nama(s) trom th* Mailing LIU. 

• P.riont who hav* r*c*lv*d a copy ol this brochur* through th* mall at* alraady 
on th* project Mailing Lilt. 

4-D 

STATE HIGHWAY AOMINISTRATIOKrypjopfiF'-!- 
'QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTy-V-V•?•- 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 Ilia    j     2 S5 »\ 'SO 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD   140 TO MO  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY.   FEBRUARY  28,   1990 

LOCH  RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

NAME          MO    ClOfttfl     MfWCtr/A/ 

EpfMT8E    ADDRESS 1^0*i€ SHtTtJ PUaf  

.DATE shko 

PRINT 

CITY/TOWN lOLVSOfJ BTATP     Mn  ZIP CODE«L£°!L- 

r/W^-wlah to eommant or Inqulr* about th* following aapacta of thlaprolact: 

Bzlfu/OvH Lb<\f    VnJCS-i     bfimerf      are.   \>mlf  pno'*   te   Cf ns+ryc+iot 

In a-H    ».<-eo.4  -VM-   ftcttA     S-e&iraX   Notse   C t/i'tiliners ,  

I    I Pleat* add my/our namala) to th* Mailing List.* 

t~~l Pleat* delete my/our ntmelil from th* Mailing Lill. 

•Parsons who have received a copy of this  brochur* through the mall are already . 
on the project Mailing List. 

.2. 



<! 

4^ 

STATE HIGHWAY. ADMINISTRATION, p 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS- 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-473  ii„l .  , 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
HBONESDAY. FEBRUARY 38, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

Plt-hPl-h  /)• bl frLiJA l?r. C> DATE. 

S^U
AT9E   finrnnt   "'?3    ^«ig^.i;eroM Piu  

NAME 

PRINT 

CITY/TOwfTZTaliL^^AL-STATE M-Q ZIP CODEAI^SL 

l/W* wish to commant or Inqulr* »bout tha following atpacta ot Ihla prolact: 

/    /y/vrt/ 

A   V^ 
t/u^/a^-^iJ    it?   a^of/i—(nui. M KAsf-uJ xiAUtu /~ 

\Ln)    Ot^/J?      OAA<L<-J 
'"i^Cit       -A '" -J'S" 

•-6r • \J^/^    -T-^ZutX. _ 

M<^\ 

I—| pica$e idd my/our namalil to tha Mailing List.* 

CD PI**** d*l*l* my/our named) Irom lh* Mailing Lilt. 

•P*tsons who hav* f*c«lv*d a copy ol this brochuf* through lh* mall »r* already 
on th* pro|*ct Mailing List. .,'    '•.. 

- o'| 
Response: ^"-^ 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 7.02 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

•   J 

NAME MR. AHD MRS.   RICHARD H.  MERCHAKT .DATE. -»/7/Q0 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 27 BELLOWS COURT 

riTV/TOWM     T0WS0N .STATE. JSL. _ZIP CODE. 

X/Wa wish to comment or Inqulra about tha following aspects of this prolact: 

We «r* opposed to the addition of another l«ne to Baltmore Beltway #695 units* 

barrier* »re built prior to construction In all «re«»  i-h«f rvrrrA F>dn-al  Hnl«> 

Guideline*. 

m Please add my/our nsme(s) to the Mailing List.* 

I    I Plssss delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received s copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

K' bV 
Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

u 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COtrntACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORR BBLTHAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/OBSIGN PUBLIC HBARINO 
HBDNBSDAY. rBBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVBM SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

DEVELOP: 
DP/'-" 

'2» 5   9 ss 

NAME  fomsLT~KMove.* 

PR?HTB    *«"""•»   ^^^   OltlS <t>ie<r6jffKCJb 

-DATE 4^ 

CITY/TO yMHh^J SO fJ .STATE. MQ—Z19 COOElLkE*. 
I/W* with to comment or Inqulr* about th* following aapact* of thla prolaet: 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BBLTVAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME   ty££.-K.R tAf\CM\LLAKf 

5kfM\
SE    ADORE88_LZ_Xa£Q LAME 

-DATE MM-     £;   1^^ 

PRINT 

CITY/TOWN fnW^DN aTaTp/^RyLAMD     yip coot 

I/Wa wlah lo commanl or Inqulra about tho following aapacta of Ihla projact: 

^OAVN  ft^jvoA^^K^. Q^ATtT^ ij gjurfi.* 
ILv^^C 'IjftOiT^^^ •"^fljli^r^    ^  (els'   L^AhjujJ hLKtii.A^v 

fjLJWJ.Syi**^ 

^31 Plaaaa add my/our named) to the Mailing Lid.* 

CD Pleaee delete my/our name)*) from the Mailing List. 

•Peraona who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Llet. 

•ZJ Please add my/our name(t) to the Mailing List.* 

CD Please delete my/out 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. 



< 
I 

ON 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIONp^JECT 
miBSTinuA AMn/nn COMMENTS "-itLOPME: r QUESTIONS AND/OB COMMENTS 

NAME 

ADDRI 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
KD 140 TO HO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

Oa-Z/w      Jane      l^nnSO'v^'  

"» 3   3 5s wl 'Sfl 

.DATE. 3/t/ft 

pmNT8E   «""-•••   /fg/    ^— T>.~0r* gl^. 

RITV/TOWM    /Ol~Si> /ou .STATE __£»J_Ci_ .ZIP ROnp   gt/>c>r 

l/Wa with to commsnt or Inquire about th» following aspacU of thla project: 

Vr^-^jf       ^d-..'^*^—*-. V^*^' 

C o^-^*^*-"-^-^^ 

^d^u- 

rM^ ( y-OT^^r^— 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION      ' -   -^ISl.- 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS        ""^••" ' .«.• ^ 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

y'~i J 3 a.... 'so 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWN. 

Mftf   17/V.l.M    Til/kt/lArt- DATE    ?   U   fat 

^WM      IS^j^ STATF      PM ZIP   CODE^Jji^SL 

l/Wo with to commant or Inquire about the following aapecta of thla project: 

[ art\ oppu:w>J -fa %t tddthli t\ /-n&i^ 

\<Kr\L 6n^fc SiAi-iaw*   faAhey *l1f units* 

butrjiui.     art.   L>iJtl{   Prir*   -h*  jt* Zhfuc-WcH    .. f 
IJ\  nl   ftv^y 4^rJ   -XyLKt}    P*-A*rd   G\oi*~e. 

"^1 Pleat* add my/our ntmttsl lo the Mtlllng List.* 

I—I Pleat* delete my/our namett) Irom the Mailing Lit! 

•Pertons who htvt rtcalved a copy of this brochurt through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

•3 L/lflt /| l/\h 

I    I Pleat* add my/our ntmcls) to the Mailing List.* 

CS'Pleat* delete my/our namtlt) Irom the Mailing Lltt. 

• Persons who have racelvad a copy of this  brochure through the mail ar* already 
on th* project Mailing List. 

"^ 
Response: 
I.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. rv « 

«^ 



Response: 
1.  1-83 (JFX) Option B was not selected. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COMTKACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BAJ/HMORB BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MD 702 

WXTATIOM/DBSIGM PUBLIC HEARING 
VBDNESDAY, FEBRUAKY 28. 1990 
LOCH KAVEM SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 
MftRCos  T-   TY*fnrYh& DATE zlT-foo 

^*T
9E ADDRESS, ^ Rolrm^- {£• 

CITY/TOWN jL£LLk: STATE. 
hAcS .ZIP CODE -Q(->CV 

|/W> wl.h to comm.nt or Ingulf .bout th. lollowlng «.p.ct. ot thl. prol.ct: 

m—nta   r»««rdlng  1-695   lnt.ra«etlon   1-83   options   BTC 

W.   r.3«..ct   th.   n.ed   for   future   pl.nnlng  for  .xp.ndlng   .,.«<»   of  county- 

how.v.r,   th.   -.in  proble,  listing  .t   this   Int.raectton   1,   .unllght   or 

gl.r.   du.   to  H..tbound  b.ltw.y  tow.rda   PKcvlll..     Wld.nlng   th.  b.ltw.y 

t      „,„.   th.   fly-by.   r.-o  will   not   .U.vl.t.   th*S.   prbbL-a •      W.   r.>ll»   you     _ 

 tr.at.d   to   th.   fr.gu.nt  «nd  uau.l   conation   probl.a»   on  other 

.r.«a   of   th.   h.ltw.v.      I   th.^for..   ft.l   th.   .nori.oua   exp.ns.   and   In- 

 nl.ne.   Provld.d   to   thoa.   a^rroundlng   th.   1,Mdllt.  «r..   of  1-83     , 

falla   road   and   I-69S   are   not  warranted. 

•a'piaate add my/our naineU) to lha Malllnp LUl.» 

l—i p|(aaa delate my/our namelal trom the Mailing Llat. ^  

.P.,»on. who h.v. f.calv.d a copy ot thli broehur. throuah tha mall ar. already 
on the project Mailing Llat. . { r "7. 

Response 
1. 1-83 (JFX) Option B was not selected 
2. This project does not precede future HOV lanes. 
3. The no-build alternate does not address the 

opperational and safety needs/ 
Dfifl ir PT 

STATE HIGHWAY AOMINISTRATION^pw?, np-iP -T 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS n7'7|c • ^•:  "' 

COKTRACT HO. B 635-101-472     |it|| j  9 57 fill '90 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATIOH/DESICN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, PBBRUAAY 28. 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME iJft/7/i   SZfte/irade <:r 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS ^    /?/>L/>JlJ/>    <={    faj*£M JtS//fi 

.DATE 3-3"70 

CITY/TOWN     R/A  XlA V BTATP      /He/- .ZIP c.•*J-/*0</ 

l/W* wlah to oommont or Inquire about th* lollowlng aapecta of thla projoet: 

•fl     ttfa*    /i»,o    l/erV    »»,.*,    «*»AA*J   t~ yQ.i/aJX'T&j'Jl 

 Utifl f*-t>*t-ly   t/i/nn?*.*t>   toots*  lespt^t /^//tttia+r ti//r/<LJr 

 IS   ?*<>• lo*   Hi'*l.hacJ.  

 .  <*- tiJc   iutu/d.  Lta±t>    /Ae /^trtj fmi  a-L*A4   fi-l fta.'t JO*V«/J. 

 £*»»»•    *<L-*•+»»'*<<  fTfAr*   /lfets.e*(<>cF}  

 />•   "fhfi   s/rta.//   LJAII Alnnf   21A/  LJCUIJ noi Scrre* aUt 

 fo'Se • a/Zaho/r    af7/,A   r/yaU^K- rfrj. et'if3 *•***> iJ.tl 
 Pftduf-g    fa-f /h/ir*   a.ee.e If ht-f/Ai,   ttnt\e (fdh h\l +t'act 

 ^ CCLfS.   . .  

 £   fe   b+ //<*!/<? ynut- EVrillrnnnierthil s/aJy   /\  fnultjt. 
(ffiT/e  uihofr Pt-ij*,* ?-,**, *,J /i/of*   />,J7a2.   is a/f/y an  

r—I Plaaaa add my/our namelal to the Mailing Llat.'g^eA**""^"*^^*  /»«"*/ 

I    I Pleaaa delete my/our name(a) from the Mailing Llat. 

•Peraona who have received a copy of thla brochure through the mail are already - 

e>0C;»,V«'%l^B,^V,,i-«//^ 75te ftdriJ ?ouc^eHttSA,«i<L i>efc 
AdtSised.  htiv  you pftfie Qrpt~>tr*Miitf-rf,yptly<,r'jj}/a.f*>y\-^- 

• 



if u> 
00 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO.   B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
NO  140 TO MD  702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN  PUBLIC HEARING 
NBDNESDAY.   FEBRUARY  28.   1990 

LOCH  RAVEN SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME   M/"*   -fX***?/*   •*£.   tMY/Hf- .DATE. 

PRPJECT 
OEVELOPHt'- 

lb 5   9 57 ij -c 

J^i 
ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWM~7^«^-»:»<V^ .STATE sna .ZIP COOP A/XoV- 

l/W« wish to comment or Inquire about tho following ••pact* of thla prolaot: 

^'^9^:  vtruev*. B»*£/&^ *<**• &<J,*.7-—,*S 

^  • 

^^^ 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
CEVELOPME - 

C" • 

Ka a   9 57;,;; 'SO 

NAME M-fnat^lA ^S^ll-I-U 

PRINT8    ADDRESSliOj Qdg   S>Mg-raU     PLA>C 

-DATEJ >/?/?/» 

CITY/TOWN N~rov\/.sniJ STATF   WSi .ZIP  COOP JLIXOV 

I/We wish to commant or Inquire about the following aapects of this proieot 

Sux&a- o-vwanaAJi—^  ""-r   n A/Lit*.^^   .J o^^rct..^   V i"—J 

A^ -fif'ir^~-'—•»- Y^ »i"n.»...T^ A9 ^   ^t»^Vi<«   v»-nr,,.,'»,.^ guA. 

»  .  

-1* 

Q^r ilA.-^- ../I1A.M.    YXA^AJ^   (T-   M-fffj^X J-.tA 

CD Plttts «dd my/our namsd) to ths Mailing Lltl.* 

CZ3 PUiie dslete my/our nams(a) Irom the Milling Ll»t. 

•Panon* who h»v» received • copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Lilt. 

Resp,"",s»: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

S9 

HI] Pleate add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

CD Pleate delete my/our named) Irom the Mailing Lltl. 

• Ptrions who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mail are already 
on the projecl Mailing Lltl. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

•GC 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.. See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

OJ 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION     npvFi0nDw- 
ruica-nniJA AMn/na rnuuPMTfl ""nn/tci.'     '"r QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMOKB BBLTWXY 
ND 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HBARING 
KBDKBSDAY, FBBROAKT 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVBN SBMIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

""•^  9 57/i.r30 

NAME /^.   /7SAJ£S    <?0/CC/A/ .DATE. Vr/f* 
pmMTE   *""••••   /Jia7 M£SA*79»/SMfiir .  

ftiTv/Tnwu  Aj6/.rs/m>jt<r   UTATI; /V 4 ZIP CODF A / -Z-*^ 

l/W* with to eomm*nt or Inqulr* About th* lollowino ••p«ot« ol this projaet: 

/-^^r      ^-^   sn~,^-J   SA^AfSS.    SsfU^&m* STl+lV   dm*    *<*•*'  tttn'/f  

'-^-'fi- /" 

fa /Pj. .-,-A~fi,: 

I—I p|(tt* idd my/our n«m»(») to th* Mailing List.* 

I—I picas* dalala my/our nama(t) from tha Mailing Lilt. 

• Paraont who hava tacalvad a copy ol thla brochura through the mall ara already 
on the pro|»ct Mailing Llet. 

•(D\ 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY 
ND  140 TO KD  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC  HBARING 
WEDNESDAY.   FEBRUARY  28.   1990 

LOCH RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

NAME -^A   /•"    '"<  >"   G*/.0*''» r a _0ATE. 3A/9 vo 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS //> </ 0*/£^~S»\ e^*/   ^<S*-' JL. 

riTv/Tf>WM     /e>>Vte J .STATE. "i5>-' _2IP nnnpo?/^ O ^ 

l/Wa wlah to comment or Inqulra about tho following aapacta ot thlapro|ac>: 

-7  ^ ^3? ^^    ^ »»- -t^cii*^. i^ZZ ..>-*•_ j 

[—1 pieaaa add my/our named) to the Mailing Llat.* 

I—I Pleate delete my/our namelal'trom the Mailing Lilt. 

•Peraona who hava received a copy ol this brochure through the mall ara already 
on the profecl Mailing Llat. 

,o>£ 

r 



< 
I 
o 

PROJECT 
STATE MQHWAY ADMINISTRATION D(:VrLopr<r? 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS      ~iyVi.r •'•'•"'   . 

CONTUCT NO.   B 635-101-472    • 
HLTIMOM BELTWAY 
•>  140  TO MO 702 

LOCATIGB/DB3IGN PUBLIC  BBAKING 
HBDHBaHY.   PEBRUAKY  28.   1990 

LOCH KOTN  SBNIOK HIGH   SCHOOL 

lb   3     i) 57 ml 'SO 

NAME    feTr* ^Grtlfefiuii    ^uJLeO* ', K DATE   Ttf*/ & - W 

riTV/TOWM     &a-l~-fl> .STATE. JJLL .ZIP r.m* £/J-Q *}• 

i^We wiah to commanl or lnq*« about lha following aapaela of thla projaot: 

*x£n/   J^-r^ 
A*, TZL^LJZU- . fxSZ^ 

I—l pleat* add my/our namtli) la lha Mailing Ll>t.* 

r~l piaaaa dalala my/our namaltifrom lha Mailing Llat. 

•Panons who have received a copy ol this brochure through lha mail ara already 
on lha projacl Mailing LIU. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Go 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION^-'^T 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT^-"r.!-QPHF   " 

CONTRACT NO.   B   635-101-472      J?''}    ,      i\ t9     , ,r, 
BALTIHORB  BELTWAY " -8 *"   M 
MD   140  TO MD  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY.   FEBRUARY  28,   1990 

LOCH  RAVEN SENIOR  HIGH   SCHOOL 

NAME l*f(iA        /JUTAJSJ 

CITY/TOWN   nO^S-lsl/ BTATC   Aft/ 

n>r*.3-£?* 

.ZIP CODE 2/3_ 
l/W» wlalt to common! or Inquire about tho following aapacta of thlaprofacl: 

l/'JM- 

CZJ Pleas* add my/our namelj) lo lha Mailing List.* 

• Pleaa* delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy ol this  brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2.'^ ' 

6- 



Response: 
1.     See response  for Noise Abatement on P.   V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION   ijrwi-'. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COHTKACT HO. 8 635-101-472      j...'; 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
KD 140 TO MD 703 

LOCATION/DB3IGN PUBLIC HEAXING 
WEDNKSDAY, FEBRUARY 38, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

:: ...; ;jll 

NAME       Lonlja W. Oorfljie fMra. Bianuel)  DATE   3A/^ 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

ifl301 - One Sneton FUes 

CITY/TOWN __To»raon. nTnTF   lUrrland yip CODE , 2120^ 

l/W. wlih lo comm.nl or Ingulf* «bom th« lollowlng mip>el» o< »hl»prol»et: 

(Tor TOUT reeorda. Mr. Oorflna la dead.) 

I aa oppoaed to the addition of another l^nn to Mtlnow Bgltiray #693  

mleaa barrlere are built prior to eonatrnetlon In all areaa that exceed 

TMeral Holae Ouldellnea. ^ .— 

I—; pitaat add my/our namala) Jo Ih* Maiilng Llal.* 

I—| piaai* delate my/our namala) Irom the Mailing Llal. 

•Peraona who have feeal»ed a copy ol Ihla brochure Ihrough the mad ar* already 
on Ih* project Malllno Llat. ((USi 

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement  on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIQHWA7 ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY 
MD  140  TO MD  703 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY.   FEBRUARY  38,   1990 

LOCH RAVEN  SENIOR  HIGH  SCHOOL 

NAME /#r#g -DATE 3/y?6 

PRINT 

CITY/TOWN. .STATE. ZIP  CODE. ̂ /Z^/Z- 

I/We wlah lo eommenl or Inquire about the lollowlng aapecl* of thlaprojeel: 

-^T^^ o^fs-—-^t^-^p^u: <C   ^z^^y^-^y—Ci^. 

^9- 
u^hz^t-M* .   IbiZ'ti^- -f^^^" 

C3 Pleaae add my /our namaltl lo Ih* Mailing llat.* \)<Ptf'AS  //-• /fCfy^tS 

I—I Pleaae delete my/our namala) from the Mailing Llal.    -^jr "2^   ^ei^-^(S2a^^^> 

*Par*on* who have received a copy ol thl* brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Llal. /cS^—'-J'-    ^-(T-d'i 



< 
I 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-473 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
ND 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DBSICN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
DEVELOPI'F'.-r 

p.iy""   . 

NAME iloserH D. M;//sz 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS •304    OvE.   SrtlS-TOfi/  Pl-HCE. 

.DATE AffiRCH C. 1990 

riTv/rnwn TOW-SOA/ STATE  MD. ZIP CODE^Z^fiizi. 

(j?W« wish to eommant or Inquire about the lollowlng ••peels of this prolaot: 

/i/g^gy  nsiuchi  OBJECT TO   T^/'A  GDOiT/fi*/**.  /SjnnWny. 
J&.C/!>tS.1 ft.    0J*   ~T~J//s .  

U^uJ: A. ^h^iL.) 

I—I pitas* add my/our namtlsl lo tha Mailing List.*- 

I—I Plaas* dslsls my/our namslil Irom lha Mailing Llat. 

•Ptraont who hav* itcslvad a copy ol this brochure through lha mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. ^1- 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION, 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS    " 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 

PLEASE An0BE99 PRINT   ADDRESS 

7oMsj£s>A/aTATE   Aid- ZIP COQ*^2M&L CITY/TOWN. 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects ol thle project: 

1 z 

^ET'Plsase add my/our nameltl to the Mailing List.* 

CD Please delete my/our namelsl from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who hsvs received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

^ 

Response: _ 
1.  See. response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2?12r* 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

< 
i 

U) 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COHTXACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO KD 703 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
DEVELOP,-,;-. 

Mu 5   9 S3 iij 'SO 

.DATE. J&L NAME    A/K-.^vr*. r,   r-.tU7F.nT  

pmNT8E  *""•"•«   Q/^ fAeraN  MACC.   ffiol  

ftlTV/TOWN     TolvSOtl UTATP     fU  6. ZIP   CODF   ^$-<iY 

l/flgk wish to eommant or Inquira about Iho following ••poets of thloproloot: 

~%liJ<h.   -A.pJ-toQ*.  •jEt't-r   y—/*-. ^TA^M^,   gt.. A^Z". 7^ 
Va     ^.<i**2^.m'^   .*1   a/x   sn*~>   M-fB.   U<'±J.<    ~:h.'t*x<* 

{*-*-***. _vCfrirfXtM*Mtt  i 

^"^.(k IP   AujtlU 

|—l pi«(i« add my/our nimtli) lo lh» Mailing Lid.* 

I—I Pleat* dalata my/our namala) Irom lh» Mailing List. 

•Paraona who hava facalvad a copy ol thla brochur* through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha pro|act Mailing lilt. 

Co-J 

,    PROJECT 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION      UEVELOr-;,-'   r 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS . '        Oi" r •- , 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 flW    -     3 S3 t,,] 'SQ 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY 
MD   140  TO MD  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN  PUBLIC   HEARING 
WEDNESDAY,   FEBRUARY  28,   1990 

LOCH  RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH   SCHOOL 

A7»  ^MBI.     HARRY S. HICKMAN J/T/J* 
NAME        <   '*• •-''*•*•        MS OM SaM-Ftec*  PATE       / r/   f  

PmMTE    A0DRE88  

Bali—y T«w«n 
MD   11204 

CJTY/TOVm. _8TATE. .ZIP  CODE. 

|/W« wlah lo common! or Inqulro obout tho tollowlng aapacta ot thla profct: 

.JLLZ^- 

I—| pi(aia add my/our namalsl to tha Mailing List.* 

C3 Pl« my/our namala) Irom tha Mailing List. 

/•Parsons who hava raceived a copy ol this  brochure through the mall are already 
if   i on the project' Mailing List. 

'"70 



< 
I 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION,, 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS    " 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
ND 140 TO NO 703 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

'jJ 

NAME   -rUiu^ c Ehe.a.w<ut\ 
PLEASE 
PRINT Annpcoa        Xrl      fta^ffd^&rt     d 

.DATE. ••;/t//> 

CITY/TOWN. £*!•£ .STATE jn£_ .ZIP conp (i/J^etf 

l/W« with to oemmanl or Inquire about tho following aapacta of thla prolaot: 

•fc 

-£c~£r~ 

6UxL 
rl/. .,^,J       s^^,s>l, J J. •f*-*^* *• - •*• t    •* 

-pJi .'^-.^ "fZ,-    ^-oruztltu^ZZZ*^. 

T 

^v^y 

/5>A,sx^u     T&m-f.       ALJ.<>^.. <&*^*£esi fgi /,- *-7l+ls<U— 

J2~~*L*A. ̂ frir^f 

^Ifl JtJ*. s*+i6^* - , 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME /V7ff P f4tJUT>ft=r^ nm, JJ -&-<?<> 

PmNT8   *nnppa„    lfir>X HAS.l.SI&H'     ClZ 

CITY/TOWN. 42u: I^«2AJL_STATE. ii2_ .ZIP CODE TJ 2^y' 
l/Wa wlah to commant or Inquire about tho following aapacta of thl* project: 

•^JLJL Htl- J&. i^c 'LLZJZL 

•£&. 
*r- ^XA^Ct^ S 

s ? '±. -2? 

l~~l p|»(t* add my/our nimaU) to lh« Mailing List.* 

CD Ptaaia dalata my/our namadl from lha Mailing List. 

•Parson* who hav* r*c*lv*d a copy ol thl* brochur* through th* mall *r* already 
on th* projact Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.. See response for Noise-Abatement on P. V-2. 

67) 

CJ^D Pi* Plaat* add my/our namaltl to tha Mailing Lla \.'$<-fn~ 
CZ3 Plaasa dalata my/our namalsl Irom tha Mailing List' 

(ut K
JU.CV->LA/^/nf/yd 

^ ~r 
•Parsons who havs r*calv*d a copy of this brochure through th* mall ara already 
on th* project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

TZ 



Response: 
v L». See response for Noise Abatement pn P. V-2.^  ^_  

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement  on P..V-2. 

PROJECT 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION^^pj.rr :r •• 
QUESTIONS AMn/OR COMMENTSP^T-T - 

COMTRACT HO. B 635-101-472   .,  h     9 H M\ 'SO 
8ALTIMORB BELTWAY "*• 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
WBDMBSDAT. FEBRUARY 2».   1990 
LOCH RAVKH SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

OLJjf-r/Z ti^ NAME     f. ftaASrtCfr  — _ 

PLEASE APDHE88 jj 1 OKi'nna- (*<v£ 

_DATE a-7-fflo 

w CMTOVHJ&JOUX 8TATEj22Zi • COOE-£1Z° 
,/W. wl.h to comm.nt of Ingulf. *bo.»« lh. tollowlng ..p.ct. ot Ihl. proj.et 

' - e*" 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
HO  140 TO MO  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY.   FEBRUARY  28,   1990 

LOCH RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

PROJECT 

pi-.- •  • 

NAME    SM     K**"* nATC we"   1 '9*e 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

/)l-4M0e»'4;C     CtUitT 

riTV/rnwM    T'tv*"'  STATEj^f ZIP conp *'*'* 

l/Wa wloh to oommant or Inqulro about th» (ollowlng »ip»ct» ol thl« projoot: 

JI   */*    e/>**s*J>     ro    ^••'^     <9»4"»*>    a*     *VT#U*.    Live     To  

rut    Ctfsnvcrt**) Ji/   •*<•<-    />*•***    TMTT    SIUIXCJ TUC 

• PI...« add mr/eur n«<n»HI to tha Mailing LUt.« 

CDPIaaaa dalata my/our nama(i) Irocn tha Mailing Lltt 

•P.rtona who hava racalvad a copy o 
on tha ptofact Mailing List. 

t this brochure through tha mill ara already 

15) 

I—| pttaae add my/our nameU) to lha Mailing Llat.* 

I—l Pitai* dalata my/our named) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the projecl Mailing List. 

"^ 

^fe 



I 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME    "Hfr-c-K-A'A    K7cni)A -DATE 

?R?NTSE    ADDRESS .^C A JQL *nh*tiaKP.CZl 

j-7-rc 

CITY/TO WN HxUfl^iSUL _STATE. Jtoi. .ZIP conp^/^,^ <£ 
l/W* with to commant or Inquire about tha following aspocla of thiaprolact: 

'72, „ , AjyJ~L/~ £&.• yJ^-JP* W. •*.?.-& M^+^jf y A, „£  .^ , 

/ 

CSTPItttt add my/our namals) lo tha Mailing List.* 

CD Ptaaaa dal.ata my/our namad) Irom tha Milling Lltt. 

*Parioni who hava racaivad a copy of this brochure through tha mall are already 
on tha project Mailing Lilt. 

15' 
Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement on P.- V-2. 

STAT&HIQHWAY ADMINISTRAT|p|^P^?^,.T 
QUEaTIONS AND/OR COMMENT&Irw"'•       "' 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 U,. I? n ,• ijj 'qQ 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY nMI XL IU ^ M JU 

MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME M<7HAMEl7     flAPgEE? n.r.   2.2&-mo 

CITV/TOWM   "tiM^HlUM STATF MC? 7,P   CODE-^i^l^- 

I/We wlah to commant or Inquire about tha following aapecta of thiaprolact: 

~t&  /&&y. ^AX^S-TC^ISQf^^/(<J>y ?>x-f2>   a^^U ypfytez*^^- 

^3- Please add my/our nama(s) to the Mailing List.* 

CD Please delete my/our namelal from the Mailing List. 

• Personswho have racaivad a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: . 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

.16 



Response: 
1.  No response required. 

lU 

it 
U S. D^artnwnl ol Hointng aod IMun 0*r«topm«>l 

BdHmora Offlc*. Region ».-,,. 
TwEquitabtaBuiMlns.     .••- 
3r4 Flow. 10 North Cal<*n Strwl 
8«H)mar». Miryland 21202-IBes 

••-•.     .      ,   "_ i .,• 'JJ 

March 7.   1990 

Mr. Loult H. Eft. Jr. 
Dtputy Director 
Offlct of Plannlnf and 

Prallalnary En|tnaartn| 
Stata Hlfhway Adalniitration 
707 North Calvart Straat 
Baltlaort, MD Z1202 

<! 
I 

Daar dr. E|a: 

SUBJECT] Envlronaantal Ananaant/Sactlon •(f) Evaluation 
1-695 froa IID 1*0 to HD 702 

Hariarat Kran|al. Rational Envlronaantal Offlear at tha HUD Phlladalphia 
Rational Offlca. hat rafarrad tha abova-aantionad a«»ai«atnt/4(f) avaluatlon 
to thli offlca for ravlaw and coaaant. 

In aeeordanca ulth 40 CFR Chaptar V of tha Council on Envlronaantal Quality 
ratulatlona -t wlih to Infora you that no HUD-aaalatad Coaaunlty Oavalopaant 
Block Grant aetlvltlat or HUD-lnaurad houaln| projactf will ba lapactad by tha 
propoaad taprovaaanta to tha Baltlaora Baltway. 

Aa a tanaral coaaant. howavar. it ia diaappointlnf to nota that avan alth tha 
propoaad balUay Uprova.anta. tha laval-of-aarvlca on tha a.praaaway would 
only taaporarlly ba laprovad. Tha dlacuaalon of altarnattvaa for aolvlnj 
antlclpatad futura Ion, tara traffic congaatlon on tha balUay appaart to rula 
out all poaaibla aolutlom. Only the eonaldaratlon of conatructln| an alavatad 
roadway abova tha ailatlni baltway waa not aantlonad. 

Glvan tha abpva, wa hava no apaeific coaaanta rajardlnf tha aaaaaaaant. 

cci Hariarat Kranfal 

Vary alncaraly youre, 

Robert H. Herbert, Jr. 
Envlronaanatal Officer 

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement  on P.   V-2. 

PRO : c^T 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOMcVEL5p„f: 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   ^p,,. 

COMTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

pLEAae APDREa8,ift A/anhrrtk, (*6<rT  
rHIN 1 # 

CITY/TOWN 3j>V±£l&a. STATE      tf<i. 

» iz io 3s a '90 

.DATE •Jyna*.6:/97/> 

.ZIP CODE. 2/2^ 
l/W. wUh to comm.nt or Ingulf »bout the following aap.cta of thl»prol«ct: 

ISl Plaaae add my/our namela) lo the Mailing Llat.* 

1—| pieaee delete my/our namela) from the Mailing Llat. 

*Peitona who have received a copy ol thla brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Llat. ,ns 

-rk. 
& 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION- . 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-472 \   -• '\_ 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
ND 140 TO MO 703 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HICH SCHOOL 

NAME 
Mary C.   Culbertson .DATE   3-7-90 

PLEASE    ADDRe8S 48 The0  Lane 

/..TV.T^WU      Towaon .STATE !!2_  ZIP CODE 21204 

l/W* wl.h to comm.nt or Ingulf, •bout th. lollowlnB »»p»ct» o» thl« pro)>c»: 
 "t  am oppoaed to the addition of another  lane to  the Baltimore 

Beltway  1695 without  first providing noise abatement barriers  for 

our area.       Thank you 

^flUc^f   (Z    riuuX'te^fY^rJ- tCA^i 

.pp Pltatt add my/our-namtltl to Iht Mailing Lltt.« 

I—| pitti* d*l*t* my/our namclt) Irom th*'Milling Ll»l. 

•Ptnon. who h»v» r.c.Wid a copy of Ihl* btochurt through Ih. mall art alrtady 
on th* pfo|tct Mailing Llat. 

Response: "       " ; - 
1.     See response  for Noise Abatement on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIONL.^p^PJ-   - 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS1 

NAME 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO HO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

Han |2   id 35 i.i '50 

-DATE M, 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. /   -5(Yiff* a Z/. 4*T 6'? 

CITY/TOWN      10 IIS.In* STATE     07 J .ZIP   CODE-2i /j "S 

l/W« wish to comment or Inquire about the following aapocta of thlaprojoct: 

T 

I    I Plaai* add my/our namals) to th* Mailing List.* 

CD Plaata dalata my/our namala) from th* Mailing Llat. 

•Ptriont who havt ractlvad a copy of thlt brochure through the mall arc already 
on th* pro|*ct Mailing Llat. 

Response: -z_y 
.I.  See Response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION   PROJECr 
QUESTIONS ANP/OR COMMENTS 0SVELOPH 

COHTKACT MO. B 635-101-«72 
BkLTIMORB BBLTWkY 
KD 140 TO HO 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HBAKIMC 
HBDNBSDXY, FSBRUAftY 28, 1990 
LOCH XAVBM SBMIOR BXCB SCHOOL 

ila 12  10 35 MI '30 

'/^/. 

 ,^    -T^L^v.        gTATE       *>***- Z"P CODF   VH>/ 
^T"    ^«'R«8 

./W. wish to oomm.nl or Ingulf, .bout th. lollowlna ..p»ct. ot thl.proloot 

< 
I f&^K-^UL*. t~T —fjr - - •  • • -^   

sZ^tiL^ 
(JrrTZlajJ*. 

I .: 

PI**** xld my/our n*m*(»l to lh« M«l1lng LIU.* 

I—| pi**** d*l*t* my/our nam*(*) trom lh» M»lllng Ll»t. 

.P.r.on. who h.v. r.e.lv.d . copy ol this brochur. through Ih. m.ll .r. .Ir..dy     _ 
on lh* project M*lllng Llat. .^Q) 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PROJECT 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTSr.cyri QP}'-: 

COJimACT Ho.  B 635-101-472 
BM.TIMORI BELTWAT 

HD 1*0 TO KD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY,  FEBRDAKT 28.   1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

llnIZ   I0 36t.r90 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

.jjOifidlTrty      Af.    QlflXK .DATE. ah\ 40 

ADDRESS. 4»o    PHgo   LA*>r 

CITY/TOWN. louJSorJ .STATE. rtd .ZIP CODE JilU>^~ 

l/W* with to comment or Inqulr* about th* following aapaet* ot thla pro|*ct: 

Tcra*^c£^  "TJS 

-t^ZJU 

SQ.*uut£,Ab44uA> 

JSJ Pl*a»* add my/our namaUt lo lha Mailing List.* 

I—| picas* dalal* my/our namalsl Irom  «h» Mailing Ll«t. 

• Parsons  who hav* raeaivad  a  copy ol  this  brochur*  through tha mall ar*  already . 
on th* projtcl  Mailing List. 

30 S'A 

V, 



STATE HWHWAY ADMINISTRATIoRRPxfpJ.. ,. 
QUE3TI0M8 AND/OR COMMEN^SV^OP'.  .. 

CONTKACr NO.   B  635-101-472    H., 17     in ,e AM •0(1 
BM.TIHORB BBLTWAY . HlH U     lU 35 All   3U 
IS 140  TO MO 702 

LOCATIOR/DBSIGN  PUBLIC  HBAKING 
NBDHBSD&T,   FBBRUAKY  28,   1990 

LOCH RAVBI SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME       VfK*A^   /^.^-^Lyt^^" 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

.wre   ^MALU. V.Jtfa 

«»' Intrax'-fi'*'" 
CITY/TOWNc^d2tf3^ STATE   V^/ 2lp CODE  *'** ¥ 

l/W* wl«h to comment or Inqulro about tho following »»pocts ot thl» proloct; 

i~'*—'—!&•****-* ; .— 

^aL 

^u^JL^e^tu 

FTi Plaits tdd my/out namtd) to tht Mailing List.* 

CD Pl»»t» dclct* my/our namtdllrom tha Mailing List. 

•Paraons who have racalvsd a copy of this brochure through tha mall ara already 
on tha pro|act Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

8' 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOM^OJECT   „. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS CEVELOPf-EVT 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BBLTNAY 
MD 140 TO KD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
HEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
VELOPf-- 

Wall   J 35 AH'90 

PLEASE    .„„„_._ 
PRINT       ADDRESS 

NAME  rgAM>c/KAri4L-rMg WM**^  *„* A-S-^O 

W "Tjjr.o M\NE 

CITY/TQWN'^TOVAlSOV) .STATE Mh. .ZIP CODE 2.t2o4 
l/Wa wlah to oommont or Inqulro about tha following aapacta of thla projaol: 

CD Pleat* add my/our namalt) to tha Mailing List.* 

CD Plaata delate my/our nameltl from tha Mailing Lltl. 

•Partona who have racalvad a copy of this brochure through the mall ara already 
on the project Mailing Lltl. ' 

8A 
Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 



Response: 
1.     See response  for Noise Abatement  on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PROJECT • 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS      DEVELOPHEKT 
=••=====m«=== DIV!rv'; 

CONTXACT MO.   B  635-101-473 if,, i?     in „ lU infl 
BALTIMOllB BBLTMAY «« ^   10 37 W   30 
KD  140 TO KD 702 

LOCATIOM/DBSIGH  PUBLIC BBAXING 
WBDNKSDAY,   FBBRUAKT  28,   1990 

LOCH BAVBN SENIOR BIGB  SCHOOL 

NAME 
KVMOOH 

MMOrntiii«l»«Wwi .DATE. 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

Tuwvon, tAuifWn 21204 
txntaum 

CITY/TOWN. .STATE. .ZIP CODE. 

I/W» with to commant or Inqulr* •bout tho following ••pacts ol thl» proUot: 

12 

rr^i p;««s« »tia my/our mmtUi lo th» Mailing Ll»t.» 

r~l Plsat* daiata my/our namala) trom tha Mailing Lilt. 

•Paraona who hava racalvad a copy ol this broehura through lha mail ara altaady 
on tha pro|act Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
"  QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   '- 

COMTRACT MO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY ' 
MD 140 TO HD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
tTBDHESDAY. FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 

PmNT"    AODRBSS 

A,/* */?</  Sr* ly/tTMrte* DATE   •3/7/fe 

,rT *.»A/U/*«,**£     aTATE^LQ ZIP  CODE ^ ^^ 

I/Wa'wlah to oommant or Inqulra about tha lollowlng aapacta of thla prolaet: 

.t^"^ 

,    //y*-&£a~. 

fTZ. .Z^k., X^, 

J- 
£•*- 

Plaaia add my/ouf namalt) lo tha Mailing Lilt.* 

I—1 pitati daiata my/our nama(a) from tha Mailing Lilt. 

•P.rions who hava racalvad a copy ol this broehura through lha mall ara alraady      ^ 
on tha projacl Mailing List. 

86 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS• ' K' 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION:: 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS ! 

< 
I 

M 

CONTKACT NO. B 635-101-472 • 
BXLTIMORB BELTWAY       : 

HD 140 TO HO 702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

,, 3, jj 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

riTV/rnwM    \o\jJ^o^ WTATF      rMtk,, ZIP rnnc    A/^-^V 

l/W« wl«h to commant or Inqulr* about tha following aapactaof thla projact: 

L       /Pro      appo\*M^   -TO      tV^f      a (LoLiS ttf^     c/-> 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY      '" 
HD 140 TO KD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

Judith R. Rigby .DATE. 
March 6, 1990 

One Bellows Court 

r.iTV/TOWN    Towson  OTATP    Maryland 7IP nnnp     21204 

I/We wlah to eommant or inqulra about tha following aapacta of thla prolact: 

.    Gentlemen?  

I   have   learned   that   an   additional    lano   1 <;   nlannpH   fnr   tfiqi.   t-hp  

Baltimore  Beltway.      I  strongly  urge  the  State  Highway  Administration 

not to add another  lane unless  barriers are built prior  to  
construction   in  all  areas   that  exceed   Federal  Noise  Guidelines.  

Tn   "iv   nplninn.    harr<prg   ghrmlH   ho   an   inforfT-al    par-l-   ^f   t-ho   planning  

and   rnnghi-nf-Unn   nf   all addiMnnal    1anos, 

gini-orpl^ 

~t?<i PI«»»« add my/our namaltl to tha Mailing List.* 

I—I Plan* dalata my/our namalsl from tha Milling LUt. 

• Parioni who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochura through tha mall ars already       _ 
on tha projact Mailing List. 

87 
Response: ... 
1.  See rp^oonse for Noise Abatement' on P. V-2. 

fXI please add my/our namalsl to the Mailing List.* 

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

•Persons who hava received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. r    "N 

(86) 
Response: 
1. See'response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. *$>**&• 

V   f. -3 

^3 



Response: 
1.  See rpsoonse for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.     See  response for Noise Abatement  on P.   V-2. 

PROJECT 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINI8TRATI(MtVpLOpMn- 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTaT~ *p.| - .-._. 

CONntACT MO. B 635-101-472   Hu \l     10 37 AH '90 
BALTIMOU BELTWAT 
MD 140 TO KD 703 

LOCATIOH/DBSICM PUBLIC HBARIHC 
WBDHBSDAT, FBBRUAKY 2a. 1990 
LOCH KAVBM BBHIOK HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME svtovq - pm   4k)  DATE. 03^W9O 

?mHT8E    A00HE88. 
\A- T4t60  VA>ie 

CITY/TOWM_ll2!£i^iL .STATE    ^P .ZIP CODE •z.tzo4. 

|/W« with to oomm.nl or Inquire •bout tho tollowlnq •opoof ot thlo prolootr 

<.<Mln«4      P.«wigj~<i    -^o^   r..ir-   nrf* fyfl*     nPffS^flry • 

< 
I 

to 

I—i pi«at* «dd my/oui himad) to lh« Milling Llit.» 

I—| pi»aa« dalat* my/our nam«U> from tha Mailing Hit. 

• Paraona who ha»a teealyad a copy ol thl» brochura through «ha mall ara alia.dy 
on tha pro|act Mailing Llat. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ^gpABp.- 
QUESTION3 ANP/OR COMMENTS       ^EVEuOP.  -_ 

COMTKACT KO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMOR8 BBLTWAT 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. PEBRUAKY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

r.jv;.-. 

Ila U   it) 37 uii '90 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

LOCH   RAVEN   SKIIIOK   IHOU   awnuvu 

CITY/TO WN j£^£tL. _3TATE /^> .ZIP ftftnp «^ /3.0 -& 

l/Wa wlah to oommont or Ingulf about tho tollowlng aapacta of thla prolaot: 

/6et-ru,/ni  P'C'tS-./SOT-   OAJJ-*    A^-nZX  CMS^T?**/ <>r 
Ai0,.<A=   AAeMxq*    /V T****   **!£»X    tA/to£X£  T^rST A/0{*£ 

tff) Plaaaa add my/our namala) to tha Mailing Llat.* 

I—| puaaa dalata my/our namatal from tha Mailing Llat. 

»Parson» who hava racalvad a copy of thli brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha projact Mailing Llat. 

V90, 



<! 
I 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTSgn trrr 

DEVELOPME' 
CONTUCT NO.   B  635-101-472 ClVl^'f  ' 

BXLTIMORB BBLTUAY 
MD  140  TO HD  702 lb 12   10 37 ii;! '90 

NAME 

nmn*   ADDBESS 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
MBDNBSOAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVBN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

Mr * Mrs £.7. PAV>UIKI .DATE. t/fo/90 

ni-rvfrnwiJ      /(TuMv^ STATE MD .ZIP CODE. «a'<&?</ 

I/We with to comment or Inquire about the lollowlno eepecte of thla proleot: 

/Ate,    (L^t,  t6Mi&*^t.   -h iUs   gjdxh^y^ £} 

TfruJ^tYs     &AJL*-' 

I—1 pitas* add my/our nama(a) to the Mailing List.* 

I—1 piaaae delate my/our name(a) trom the Malting List. 

»Paraona who have racalvad a copy of thla brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

. Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

°>\ 

HMIZ losiwrso 

NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PROJECT 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS DEVELOP   f 

-~ JJIWIC"' 

CONTRACT NO.   B   635-101-472 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY 
MD  140 TO MO  702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
NBDNBSDAY,   FEBRUARY   28,   1990 

LOCH  RAVBN  SENIOR  HIGH  SCHOOL 

PLEASE    ADnR_aa PRINT        ADDRESS. ^C  Uuto  cr 
CITY/TOWN WoO-^TX-^ BTATP     MxJ 2IP   COHF   3LI>O<J 

I/We wlah to comment or Inquire about the following aapecta of thla project: 

jsca. 

ftl^.   feLTvJAy      J^-^f<r     ^/gSf     &AM.I£<L 

AJohe     €?, >: Jc }inn. 

JL 
faS  Plaaie add mv/our namalal to  tha Mailing LIU.* 

CD Piaaae delete my/our namala) from lha Mailing U»l. 

• Perions who have received a copy of this brochure through tha mail are already 
on the project Malting List. 

92; 

Response: ,:;:is=? 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P.  V-2. ^ 

M 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

STATE ^^j^ssrsss^^^^ 

MD 140 TO KD 702 

WCAtlOK/DKSICH JJBWC HBARIHO 

NAME 

',?E    ADDRESS 

-« with lo oomm«nt or Inguiro ••» 

•:r"h.n"pr.i."e« M.«ing L..«. 

already     — 

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement  on P.   V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ; 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS "• 

CONTIUCT MO.   B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BBLTWXY 
MD   140 TOMD  702 

LOCATION/DBSICM PUBLIC  HEARING 
WBDNBSDAY.   FBBRUAJtT  28,   1990 

"LOCH RAVBM  SBMIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADORES 

CITY/TOWN, 

'I? ho 

"7'/>r?jj<Lery^ _8TATE 

l/W« wloh to oommont of Inqulro about tho lollowlno oopocU ol thl. prol.ct: 

A uuJ^JUsnjms. : . • 

/;    k/u. cuCtbrV MJJMOASI- 

tSI Plsxt »dd my/our ntaidtl to lh« Milling Utt.» 

1—1 pi«a«t d*l*ti my/our nam*(a) Itom tl>» Mailing Lltt. 

•P»r»on« who hava racalvad a copy of this broehuta through tha mall ara already 
on the profect Mailing Lilt. 

&& 

rs^ 



< 
I 

Ln 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIQNPROJECT 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT8EVEL0P[4 7.!^ 

CONTKACT NO. B 635-101-472 u,, |J m „ ,M ,Dn 
BALTIMORE BBLTWAY M* U M 37 Lft '90 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

NAME 

LOCATION/DBSICN PUBLIC HEARING 
NBDNESDAY, PBBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVRN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

.DATE ^3.oc 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. /)fa£3)£EAf Couit-r 

•p- 

CITY/TOWN /JOuJjod ftTATE mib1M<> ZIP CODE £iAo4- 
l/W* wish to eommtnt or Inqulr* about lh« following aapoet* of this pro|«ot: 

(/t?.*n-hkJ.U; (LpntHtL 4D tJnJ ^dMJta^J 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION     nr.^1
0JECT 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS        l'-„T,L°p,:r •'' 

NAME 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
HEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

L-&u./<z/?    sr/z tsr/^T-r 

PflfNT6    Annwpun      QtSiT   S^err-or^-  Pi.. /oaf 

litt'lZ    lOSTifl'ffl 

DATE      ^AA1 

CITY/TOWM       /   O  g/gO'" «TATP      MS> .ZIP ftnnp   iLil-Br 

I/Wo wish to commont or Inqulrs about th* following aspsetsof this projact: 

4sm .•*^*<a^tyrre r/    'h;      y, ^LzL^txi-r^aJL     Pasftsj     L    (J,c 

j3*U#Zrr~s ,*reCA~r-tt^  ~f iAs*-t p^lSVr-dtA.^    ^*-trtJ^r(   JLr-nJV^+ltJ-l* , 

a s A  

CH Pl*at« add m y/our namsd) to tha Mailing U*l. • 

CTl Plsat* dslslt m//our namad) from tha Mi illlng Lltt. 

•Parson* who hava racslvad a copy ol this brochura through the mall ars alrsady 
on tha projact Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

99 

I    I Plsais add my/our namslsl to the Milling List.* 

CD Plssss dslsts my/our nsmsls) Irom tha Mailing lid. 

• Parsons who havs rscelvad a copy ol this  brochure through the mall are already 
on tha project Mailing List. 

o,<.. 

Response: ^W^ 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-Z.^JH* 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINrSTRATION      
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS      u'- 

CONTKACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
HD 140 TO NO 702 

LOCATION/DBSICN PUBLIC RBARING 
HBDNBSDAY, PBBRUAltY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVBM SENIOR HIGB SCHOOL 

NAME gLSfT     grtoftn&s 

L;li   io 37 J y 

^.-b.l-io 

^fN
A
T
8E   to*-  Qug   SMgrovJ—P^fice. 

riTV/TOWM    \OU)Sot) BTATP     MD- .ZIP f-nnt: "J-fZOH- 

l/W» wl»h lo eommtnt of Ingulf »bout th« following «tp»ot» of thl»pro)»et: 

£L a,i-Tt mu *»    (^)gu-rLui»«j   ,i^ (-^-^ o-Ytlaas b^i^rlgng 

CLfg.     bi*.> 1+    jpritr--t'a     Coin. ST-ft u e.T • n is/ Lfcl ft    k t-.  

rvfggft*  -Hr^ou-i-  m^r^rA   ^tA^^l   Moisc    Gi/Jfli'n^t. 

I—| pi»at* idd my/our n«m»(t) to Iht Mailing Lltl.* 

I—l puai* dalat* my/our namtlal from lh* Mailing Llif. 

•Parson* who hava racalvad i copy of Ihl* brochura through tha mall ara alraidy 
on tha pro|acl Mailing List. '   • 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ..C^,U'^L,.T- 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS    "-j-T^vir. 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 fag |^     jQ 37 fii| '% 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
HO   140 TO HO  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY.   FEBRUARY  21,   1990 

LOCH RAVEN   SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

KoW.T    A-    £t.fl«K DATE. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

.»»ne.n     Cad Tti^o LRA/r 
j/r/fo 

CITY/TOWN. OulSoJ STATE. Md .ZIP CODE aiiot 
l/Wa wlah to commanf or Inqulra about tha following aapocla of thla prolact: 

^ tl>~>*k/ 

j£- 

^*idlafe^.^2^L 

-//^^ 

I—1 piaat* add my/our namaltl to tha Mailing Ll*t.* 

I—I Plaa** dalat* my/our namalal from tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who hava racalvad a copy of this brOchura through Ihs mall ara alraady 
on tha pro|act Mailing List. 

r-c 



I 

CXJ 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION    pRCJECT 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS "^yELOP,';^- ^ 

llUlt    id 37, 
CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 

BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD  140  TO MO  702 

Hi '30 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 

M1INT *    ADDRESS 

^_j2"i^l€ ill '•*AT7K*ML*s        OATP   3- &- fo 

Ml sf ZIP CO0E_^Z2L_^ ftlTY/TOWM   l(t n.:**fl   A. .STATE. 

I/W* with to commant or Inqulr* about th* following aapael* ol this project: 

dZ- /h<?cr   / ,.* Pc"-* -      -SL* A^S PSI^—dUXje. $-<**.£^L—/ 

SP^TE^HIQHWAY ADMINISTRATloSIPnl?,^   - 
QUESTfONS AND/OR COMMENTSpT.V - ' * 

"^S^BVL^AV-473   «   M""1'30 

MD-140  TO MD  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME Whj/u^ V-. Ihubb .DATE. 

PLEASE:. 
PRINT- Ann«,caa  iSfWQTO^     PlQ-C£r        ft^rbO ) 

llfrfrd- 

CITY/TOWN. (oivSonJ .STATE. o-d?. .ZIP  CODE- -*4 
l/Wi»wl«h to comment or Inquire about tha-lollowlng aapaotaof thl» proleot: 

Z^ <frT>-l 

sC/^L*—    JZ-^C/JL, 

sJS-AASi^tA^iJ ib. *uJL    OS^^,^   ZV*^ ^J/ltj^^^e^O^d/'^-A^c^^ 
J^LCJI-JUZC-^1, 

I    I Plaaia add my/our namai*) to the Mailing List.* 

O Plaaaa delate my/our named) from the Mailing 1.1*1. 

• Perions who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Hit. 

99 
Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

|    I Please add my/our namels) to the Mailing List.* 

I    I Please delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mail are already  
on the project Mailing List. /w-i/")\ 

Response:' 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 7—-* 



Response: 
1.  See rpsoonse for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

CITY/TOWN 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINI3TRATlONnc^?,0^I£I• -T" 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS        Q,y"   ^Lr 

COMTKACT HO.  B 635-101-472 HlR |Z     ||J 37 ilj '90 
BU.TIMOU BELTWAY '       ,U •" m   M 

ND  140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSICN PUBLIC  HBAJUNG 
HBOMESDAY,   FBBRUABY  28.   1990 

LOCH RAVEN SBMIOR HICB  SCHOOL 

for frfrMZ'-mtifitf?•* 3-^ 

l/W« wish to oommant or Inquire about tho following ••pool* of thlsprojoet: 

QMj^A.n   USTLCV)    foVSTs^ CtuU^ 

_o- 

CZ3 Pl»»»» add my/our nimt(») to th» Mtiling Lilt.* 

![>&)•**• dtlat* my/our namatt) from tha Mailing Llat. 

•Partont who hava (aealvad a copy ot thli brochura through tha mall ara already 
on tha profact Mailing Lltl. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION,c^,Cxi?.T-. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS ''-^V• 

NAME 

COMTKACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

KM \l   ,ii 37 wl '30 

narc   3/8/40 

ADDRESS •S07  OA/F   S/^^TOA/ /^/.jao**. PLEASE 
PRINT 

ftiTv/Tnwu     To IA/SOS/ -aTATE—M/2-i ZIP r.nntrJs^loV 

(5w» wlah to commant or Ingulf about tho following aapacta ot thla prolact: 

I—I p|«aaa add my/our namalil to tha Mailing LIU.* 

I—I Plaaaa dalata my/our namatal from tha Mailing Llat. 

• Paraona who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochura through tha mall ara already 
on tha project Mailing Llat. 

101 102 

O.r- 



< 
I 

o 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION       •;:."' 
fUJgSTIONS *Mn/QR COMMENTS    "        r 

COHTKACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGM PUBLIC HEARING 
WBDHESDAY. rBBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVBI SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

u JT ..H 'jij 

NAME   .iltffttfi       tfy^^ - .DATE .fifc/n. 

PRINT 

CITY/TOWN^i _STATE. JUX .ZIP CODEJ 
^| I T I • V ¥» »»   f •   • 

i _ .Knut iha lollowlno »»p»ct»ol lhUproi«oi. I/We wl.h to oomnunt or Ingulf «bout th« ynowing « P        

^   ^r^7 

/£tfZ7$i 

rfttnf   MJ„*S. ^USAJL 

n7T7d my/ou. n.m.H) to th. M.lllng Ll»t.« 

f-l Pl..»» d.m» my/our ntmtH) Irom th» M»llln9 Llit. 
CD P»» 

I this brochuit through the mall «rs ilreidy 
"'  .P.tion. who h.v. rte.W.d « copy o 

on th* pco|*ct Mailing Lilt. 

Response:   
1.  See response for Noise Abatement oh P. V-2. 

% 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION-^,0^?.!..^ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTSub;y.^.•.'"• 

•        ' iT^^^T ii mil • ^       I, " 

COm*i£^^r"2      HuU   iG 37 AH '50 
HO 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME    ttARR\ET  M.  LOVE/.£SS      n„*Z-L-<?0 

PRn?"   *"""••»»   h  CHfi+r-TP   CT.     A-PT.O.  

ftiTv/TOWN TriWSrtH aTATg  AA J)- ZIP ftonc ,3 /D. CH 

l/W» wish to commont or Inquire about th* following aapocta of thlaproloot: 

I     I Pitas* add my/our namclsl to th* Mailing List.* 

I     I Pleat* d*l*t* my/our namsts) from th* Mailing Llsl. 

• Parsons who have received a copy of this  brochure through th* mall ar* already 
on th* project Mailing List. \ o ' 

Response: v_ 
1.  See response for Noise abatement on P. V-2A.,^ 

c 



Response: 
1.  See r^soonse for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION   ul-'.-^, 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS        ~   "• 

i....: u   .,3, CONTRACT NO.   B  633-101-«72 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD  140 TO MO  702 

LOCATIOM/DBSIGH PUBLIC  BEAXINC 
NKDNESOAY,   FEBRUARY  28.   1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

U/H     €.      PnnfiJZtoJ/Zd- 0AT6. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

Armpeoa      A?      /fctV 6^.  

riTV/Tr»WM IJDit/koJ .STATE   tO> 

3/7)?c 

.ZIP CODF 1-1 iCt', 

l/W» with to oommtnt or inqulra »bout tho (ollowlno «»p»et» of thUproloct: 

0 
T 

Plena add myrfouT}ntm»(»> to th» Mailing Lltt.» 

I Plaaa* dalata my/our nama(a) from lha Mailing List. 

•Paraona who hava racalvad a copy ol Ihla brochura through lha mall ara alraady 
on tho projact Mailing Llat. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION . \ . 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS •'- 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY   -J 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

MAME   CL*:*. TS.-iX-p,,,. if ^pr.r.-nU   DATF Af.rr.A e. 11?/) 

ADDRESS J.^       prl^.i}-,    L~u.rT~ 

CITY/TOWNJ3miLSi2Q STATE Mnr^lonfj     ZIP CODE Jil2xG<f- 

l/Wa wlah lo eommont or Inqulro about tho lollowlng aapacta ol thlaproloct: 

^JLL 
•fii^~y tfLVS „^,4Li-   I&A*"*..   ~>ul~ Z.,S* 

W,.S«*f 7f* 

I—| pitata add my/our namalal to tha Mailing List.* 

I—I puaaa dalata my/our nama(s) from lha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha projact Mailing List. . _/• 

? 

1.^ V 



Respo m esponse for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P{ 

< 
i 

ON 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY        - 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME Al-LAM &.l>   AIMI \/.   DOL* _DATE_i£Z=2£_ 

EmMT3E    Annppan   2.2-   Al-AMROnnKP.   CflOKT       APT. E. PRINT 

CITV/TOWNTOW5nd BTATP    MT) .ZIP r.nnp 7.12. nk- 

l/W« wish to comment or Inqulro about tho following •apoctaol thla prolaot: 

-p,iML,r      gg'ir.T?  -ra  ^ ^M<T»Pi;f--ri nM   m  -ALL. AgFLA<,   TKAT- 

prv^-csp     4=f=,n&re/>,l Nni?te.  Cjat^T?e-UH&^ • !  

l—I Pitts* add my/our namaU) to tha Mailing Lilt.* 

r~~t piaaaa dalata my/our nama(a) from tha Mailing U*t. 

•Partons who h»v« rtcaivad a copy ol thla brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha projact Mailing Llat. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION   (>_
?RCJE0T 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS      «-yFL0D,' ; 

''-B d    iJ 37 ui 'H 
CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 

BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME Cfa/yg^ £. UA/7?:   Tfl DATE-2nu^££J22o 

pmNTE   *•"""""«   ^^ n/ n-n/he***?^ CT.  

CITV/TQWW   TplAj^O/iy. STATE    Ml~> 7IP  COnp^/^D^ 

I/We wlah to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of thla project: 

•**~L-tf~*^ 

 ^^r^—-^^^ 
 ^zeSz 

JZ. 
K-9^.    AS), .^^ 

CD Pleas* add my/our nam*(sl lo the Mailing List.* 

CZI Picas* delete my/our namalsl from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall ara already 
on the project Mailing List. 

\l 

^ 



r 

B 

c 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS"' 

CONTKACT KO. B S35-101-47a  ,.- 
BILTIMORS BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATIOR/OBSICN PUBLIC HEARING 
HSDHBSDAT, FEBRUAJIY 28, 1990 
LOCH KAVEH SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

-0 

NAME    feii-flHD L.aAeTMAuM •DATE    S-^-IO 

^EASE   ,DDRE83   |Onr)   QMS    SMEtONi    PL/^CE. 

_8TATE. MD .ZIP CODE. 2\ZQ4 
CITY/TO WN JlQiiJ&OiL 

l/W. wl«h lo comm.nl or Inqulro •bout tho followino «»p«ot» ol thl«prol>ct: 

' OAJLJ 

' xJUc 

r%rf pi«(*( add my/our nimtltl to lh» Mailing ll»t.« 

C3 Pica** d*l*l* my/our namali) from lh* Mailing List. 

•P.r.on. who hav* racalvad a copy of this broehur* through lha mall ara already 
on th* projact Mailing List. 

Response: - 
1. • See response  for Noise Abatement  on P.-V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION  BPJ^|£1. 
QUESTlONa ANO/OR COMMENTS     "-^V... '- 

CONTRACT HQ.   B  635-101-472 
BALUMORtf BELTWAY 
MD 1.40 TO MIX 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGH  PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY,   FEBRUARY  28,   1990 

LOCH RAVElt SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

HAD IZ   IG n Aii 'SO 

NAME Sft«  J*' P.-      U«rWMAKi na-rc    3/(,|q« 

EO?UTE    ADDRESS 2i ^WIlMTfl g'^TT PRINT 

CITY/TOWN    -r'a««)"s>>l .STATE M- _2IP ftonF 3t3 et» 

|/W» wlalr to commont or inqutf • tout. th> tollowlnq aapocta ot thlaprolact: 

(^w^--^   (^ai^>    fs&ci^.   us-s      vs^-*- •Jh   8i 

QoQ.     Q^J»^ aJ-S. 7CUJ-      ^ ..J»- FaA*-!?-,    >1<^t. 

C.^ASU^ 

I—| piaas* add my/our namad) to tha Mailing Lltt.* 

I—| piaata dalata my/our namala) from th* Malting Ll»l. 

•P.raona who hav* r.c.lv*d a copy ot thl* brochura through th* mall art already 
on tha pro|*ct Mailing Llat. \0&) 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2.^*^ 



<5 
I 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTR 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMME 

JECT 
•LOP''.:: 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWN. 

COHTR1CT MO.   B  635-101-47^5 jZ     , j 33 «ii '53 
BALTIMORB BBLTHAY 
»  140  TO MD  702 

LOCATIOll/DBSIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
HKDKBSDAY,   FEBRUARY 28,   1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

DATE. ^/r/ft 

.STATE. .ZIP CODE- 

l/Wa wlah to oommanl or Inqulia about lha following aapactaof thla proleot: 

Jjj^L. 

,/$?« .///eatr+j-  M—tf<M<</s/r{ 

I—| p|aa*a add my/our namalil to tha Mailing List.* 

I—I Plaaaa dalata my/our namaU) Irom tha Malting Lilt. 

•Paraona who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochuia through tha mall ara already 
on tha p>o|aet Mailing List. 

Response:        . 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

III 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION,,..,. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   "- 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME William E. and Grace B. Ferguaon .DATE 3/9/90 

PLEASE 
PRINT annopaa   im  n...  <im~r<sn  Pl.r. 

RITV/TOWM       Towson .STATE. MD -ZIP CODE_lil°i. 

I/Wa wlah lo commant or Inquire about tha following aapacta of this prelect: 

We  object   to   having  another   lane on the   Baltimore Beltwa r 
#695   -   this   should have   been   Included in Tour   plans   wh en   you lust 

+ Ua     Ralt-uatr     UA • ^      «n rl „    V»11 

.A  most   ImDortantLT . •ihotild   another lane he 

'•'.•:•'-. barriers   need   to   be   built   prior to construction   1 n   all areas 

•.b.*   -.---J   Federal Noise  Guidelines. 
- . —   _ 

— -— 

CD Plaasa add my/our namelsl to tha Mailing Llll .• 
1    1 Plaasa delete my/our namelsl from the Ma lllng Lilt. 

•Persons who hava received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: ^ 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. <>„ __, 

) 



Response: 
1.  See resoonse for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIO^cvrPftpHI- - 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS       r.--.,...?t 

CONTRACT HO. 8 635-101-472 
BALTXMOKB BBLTVXY 
MD 140 TO MO 703 

LOCATZOH/DBSXGN PUBLIC HBAMNG 
HBONB8DAY, fBBRUAKY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SKNIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

Iit»l2  liisajill'SO 

NAME "i^Bet*-"^ •n^Hesz. .DATE. •3./±/<?< 

PLEA8E 
PRINT ADDRESS. T -fjifco   /.A*»t 

nTv/Tnwu   '^fzi>\*r\ «TATP     M^- yiP CODF I'l*^ 

l/W* wl»h to eemmant or Inqulra about tha following aapaola ol thla prolaot: 

^ yO^rr^jCi^f     ,~, aSt   /£p*A«2   \)<»~*~> 

_ /L~x A**^,^ ^^JLtA ^uA JKJIA*^) *4)iQ'<(L 

Z>4L  AJ&i^. JMjr) 
iud^^JAi^ AZMLS- yUj A^vusJ 

e^Usttejt^-iJf 2 &.AJU. 

I—| p|»«t» add my/our ntmdt) to tha Mailing Lltl.* 

I—l piaaia dalata my/our namali) Irom tha Mailing Lilt. 

•Ptctont who hava itcalvad a copy ol thli brochura through tha mall ars already    — 
on tha pro|ect Mailing Lilt. . .-, 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ^p;^0.1'-. T 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTtf^lg.vPP   ,f    T 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 || . 17 r, , vi tnn 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY m '' lU 33 M ^ 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS / d&Ar*   & <pS M* 

DATE   J/f/t* 

CITY/TOWN. 'TdCt/Sd'?/*-,•       Wc/       7.P CODE^^^ 

l/W* wlah lo comment or Inqulro about tha following aapacta of thla prolaot: 

^ t^^^^aKl 

1SML A^^s     A~« /IJ^J^SLJ    QAJ^ 

^%v J^/ftft   f S~~ -"    • — —  

-*&&- 

/, rzdJj    jf^-rrS,     y s^^s/tsr.^—^/rl^c^y ,—rrsxyt jn   y 

snA&J 
<rar jj. 2: 

C^PIeate add my/our namels) lo the Mailing Lilt.* 

CD Pie 1 my/our nameltl Irom  the Milling List. 

• Person* who have received a copy o» this brochure through the mell ere alreedy 
on the project Melllng List. . , 

V 



<! 
I 

00 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATICftJ 
QUESTIONS AflD/OR COMMENieN',- 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 . 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY \\0 \- 
MD 140  TO HD  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY,   FEBRUARY  28.   1990 

LOCH  RAVEN SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

MtucMs flplteuct flNrt 'StGRfXlA-    A-g»/(?/faATP 

y<& 

riTY/TQWN    /••.YTao/v _8TATEi»j2_ .ZIP  CODE. Jl*** 
l/W« with to oommtnl or Inquire about Ihs following ••pacts ol this prolaot: 

.& 

1 
VJ-A'"*** 

JLAlL. 

.^gj.... etxt. 

IT ,u'r^;Tt,^tJ7eri    i..   HLL rlVi.ci.<    /^f^ JO<^ 

^^^ 

t&w   /yp^ <£j*uLiiit>i 

I—I Pltats sdd my/our nsmslsl lo Ihs Mailing List.* 

I    I Plssts dalata my/our namalsl from Ihs Mailing List. 

•Parsons who hava rscslvad a copy ol this brochure through ths mall ars alrsady 
on tha projact Mailing List. 

Response': 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. 

149 
V-2. 

PROJECT 
DEVELOPS" 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION    i„ . ,,-   • n 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS       "** lJ    ^ " '"    J 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28. 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME ^U, il lU,^ 
PRINT86    Annw•   <5*fc^iftt.Vot\^Va«'     ^ft\^OU 

CITY/TOWN    \    QuO^o-A 9TATP       tAVs  

-DATE. ab W 

.ZIP CODE. ZlLtW 
l/Wa wlah to commant or Inqulrs about tha following aapacta of this prolaet: 

CH Plaasa add my/our namalsl to ths Mailing List.* 

CD Plaasa dalata my/our namalsl from tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who hsvs rscalvad a copy ol this brochurs through ths mall ara alrsady 
on tha project Mailing Llsl. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2.r > 

1K0 
> 

\ 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.     See response  for Noise Abatement  on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OH COMMENTS 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
KD 140 TO MD 703 

LOCATION/DKSICN PUBLIC HEARING 
WBDMESDAY, FEBRUARY 38. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HICB SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
DEVELOP;-'---- 

i::i» lb   t| io fil 'SO 

NAME 

PWMT6    A00HE88_Ji^iL 

CL^L   f   zL^,^* DATE   Vr/fr 
£L. J~.^ (Pt 

riTV/TOWM     O^t^a^w- STATE. 
ry^L. .ZIP coo c A/^-o^ 

l/W • wlah to comment or Inqulra 46001 lh« following aapacta of thla prolaot: 

I—1 pitas* add my/our namalO to lh* Mailing LIU.* 

I—1 piaata d«l»l» my/our n«m*(sl Iron) tha Mailing Liit. 

•P»r$ona who hava racalved a copy of this brochur* through tha mall are already 
on tha pro|ect Mailing List. | er •• 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION        , r.p 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS BElr,'-- 

.-!*T 

COHTRACT HO. B 635-101-473 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

tou ^ft,a 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

DATE. *s/»/f 

ri-rv/TOWM     "^t^ag/V       STATE YhJL ZIP COOP    <£/>Tf<S 
^We wlah to comment or Inqulra about tha following aapacta of thla prolaet: 

#7   Qtrti^tiUi 

/7 00    a^uiA^. 

^-^U^CP^-^ 

77A^L>   ^J^t^'j^Jc^u^. 
(/USts.jf ^J^JUf^.     C??J>^,^J> 

KswtM&yfc 

s Please add my/our namelsl to the Mailing Lilt.* 

I    I Please delete my/our namelsl from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who hava received a copy ol this  brochure through the mall are already 
on tha protect Mailing List. 

152 *5* 

r -   * -- 



<! 
I 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

ii 

CONTUCT NO.   B  635-101-472 
ULTIMORR BELTWAY 
IB 140 TO MO  702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
NBDN8SMY,   FEBRUARY  28.   1990 

LOCH RATON  SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

"ill 

NAME rfirLjO   Uorry /J/(7rkn<f n*Tc Ji-<7-<rt 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

*nr»npa«t-^   &**\epn ^ I),. /a^y —f-^A-vz. 

—f-^-.efin STATE /??/? CITY/TOWN. ZIP CODEi 

l/W* with to comment or Inqulr* about the following aspocU of this project: 

P^^T      /"i)/>.       h±tj*j      lilJesl     pioriZ,      "-J^fi        >->,>ACfi     ^>r\H, 

*>*S- A^-K^ 

ri^r/Tn^-^^f~ /•/A ZMS'    n/ri/ s<?/bSrrf "T^Z. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

.•III       ,JJ 

NAME      /VfAj    Vg/^/   /<?    /-£-SA/£- .DATE <s/e'/?o 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDR ESS OA/C   v<vi^-/^^/   /%(»£-    &6,o£ 

CITY/TOWN        /ouJsSSn/ aTATg /VteJ .ZIP CODE j/3ac/- 

l/Wa wish to commsnt or Inqulr* about tho following aspsota of this prolsct: 

6</4 _££ «=•    g/^/^a^ee/ /_o TAg.   o«r/^<7n.V g/"- 

<9/^«> tK-c/*.    £*tsS-&. 

gt/« */*.£.rA/^£. 

^ 
T 

I—I piaaat add my/our n«m«(a> to th» Mailing List.* 

I—I Plaata dslata my/our namalt) from tha Mailing List. 
E^ Plaata add my/our namad) to tha Mailing List.* 

•Panona who hava raealvad a copy ol Ihli broehura through tha mall ara already 
on tha project Mailing List. 

d) Plaaaa dalsta my/our namela) from tha Mailing List. 

^0} 

Response: . 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

•Parsons who hava raealvad a copy of this brochure through the mall are alieady 
on tha pro|ecl Mailing List. 

Response: —   _ 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2.^-s -^ 



Response: 
1.  1-83 (JFX) Option B was not selected. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTKACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTZHORB BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO KD 702 

LOCATIOH/DB3ICH PUBLIC HBARING 
NBOHESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

:J i'.   i i' "> 'S 

NAME   Mamele atri Rlrhnrrt Vnmrrimn .DATEJlar£hJLl22Q_ 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

3 Roddand Vue Court 

CITY/TOWN. 
Baltimore 

.STATE. 
H) 

_ZIP CODE. 
21204 

l/W« wlih to commanl or Inqulro about th» following a»p«ct» ol thl» proloet: 

Vie would like to go on record as being absolutely opposed to Option B 
under your proposal tot the uitercnange at l-BJ .     mis ranp would 

adversely intact the envirotnient In a residential and historic camunity. 

It would create rolae problem for local residents along Old Court toad aid 

Falls Road as cars and trucks would accelerate on the ranp.    In addition 
harmful toxic futes would be released by vehicles as they cllntied the fly 

reap.   Moreover the raip, estimated at 17 million dollars is prohibitively 
costly In cccparison to the 4 million dollar alternative of option A.    In 

addition, we feel that this raip will adversely affect property values 

in m area where tax assessments are anong the Mtf»»at- in the county.   We 

will join with mnfcera of the Ruxton Hills ccmmtlty to oppose this ranp. 

Vte farther oppose option C as outlined In your proposal.   We would be 

wilUng tn .import cpMrmn A md D : :  

fcM^.ti. 
^/7?T *<M.-.6- QL   hk-^v \,y-^.ii 

\—I pitat* add my/our n*mi(*) to lh» Mailing Lltl.* 

r~1 Pltai* d»l»l» mi I out n*mt(t) from th* Milling Ll»t. 

•P.rtont who h»v» r»etl»«d • copy ol lhl» broehur* through th» mall »f» already ^_^ . 
on tha projact Mailing Lilt. _ -       \^\ 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
IfEDHESDAY, FBBRUAXY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

i....': i-i   i -' >•' ij 

NAME 
Stephen Mealy  DAT^£!£!1 

pmMT6    ADDRESS. 
35  Theo Lane 

CITY/TOWN Towson 8TATEi!fIiif2l__ZIP CODE-iHSi. 

|/W^ wl.h to eomm.nt or Ingulf, about th. lollowlng aap.ou ol thlaprol.et: 

I am opposed to the  adding or restructuring of  the now existing ._ 

beltway or changes  to the exit or entrance  ramps  at those  areas  

that would directly or  Indirectly affect the area  surrounding 

the Dulaney Towers'   complex without  the addition of  noise barriers. 

Plaaaa add my/our namalt) to tha Mailing Uat.» 

I—| pi.aaa dalata my/our namadl Irorn tha Mailing Llat. 

•P.r.on. who h.va r.c.Wad a copy ot thl.  b.ochura through tha mall ar. .I.a.dy      _ 
on tha projact Mailing Llat. y.^ 

?> 
t> 



• 

< 
I 

( <* 

e 

The Towson United Methodist Church 

WAlTia C •MtT>fc jm. TowaaN. MAIWUMB SIIOA 

AssoeiArt WMmmm 
JAMtB   M.   WAMMtli 

as3-«siI 

March 12. 1990 

Mr. Daniel Cheng 
Maryland Departnenc of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Office of Planning and Prelialnary Engineering 
Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

Re: Contract Ho. B 635-101-472 
Baltimore Beltway 
MD 140 to MD 702 

Dear Sirs: 

Representatives of the Church attended the public hearing 
at Loch Raven Senior High School on February 28, 1990.  The 
Trustees of the Towson United Methodist Church era concerned 
and interested in the proposed changes to the exit ramp from 
the outer beltway (north) since the proposed reap abuts the 
property line of the Church. We are also concerned about any 
changes made to the traffic pattern entering Hampton Lane. 

We respectfully request that we be advised of any changes 
affecting the above noted interchange and that we be notified 
of any hearings so that our concerns can be made part of the 
public record. Any communication may be addressed to: 

Chairman, Board of Trustees 
Towson United Methodist Church 
501 Hampton Lane 

' Towson, Maryland 21204 

We appreciate the opportunity to express our views. 

Sincerely yours, 

,.:.-.v. «•••••-•- -; 
Arthur.R. Ransom, Jr. 
Chairman 
Board of Trustees 

B4- 

Response: 
1.  MD 146 Option was selected.  Studies were investigated 

to reduce impact to the church. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINIST 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COM 

SECT 
PfJPVT 

i'e'e-n'.~' 

MD 140 TO MD 702 

NAME 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

-DATE. 

PWMT
6

   *PPBPS3   HCHOAT B   C&UXr- APT4i5 

l/lajld 

CITY/TOWnTd tVSO fV .STATE. MT) .ZIP CODE. 

I/Wte wish to commant or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

CD Please add my/our named) to (he Mailing List.* 

CD Plsasa delets my/our named) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy ot this  brochure through (he mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. :. "9 

I'cF 



Response: ... ...  . '_.. _     -•- 
1.     See response  for Noise Abatement on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION;^;::^. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS" .•,> 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIHOftB BBLTVAY 
ND 140 TO HD 703 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HBAXIN6 
NSDHB3DAY, FBBRUAKY 38, 1990 

LOCB KAVBN BBNIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

\.i.» I!   i y. i.' 

NAME    de "f LL—Hri-i 

^HAT3B    ,^BB,a tS~~L.      Pl~<.     */.^o 

.DATE. Ajjzk ±S- 

r.iTvrrnwM    />«>•<• «TATB    MA.  ZIP nnnc J/JoV 

l/Wa wish to eommanl or Inqulra about lh« following ••pact* ol thla projaet: 

< 
I ±L^ t^L^'J       /v*i»e,       {rtviefe,   I" 

^ PL-* 

rrj Pi««i» add my/our rnm«U) to tha Malllna List.* 

r*~l Piaata dalata my/our namad) Item tha Mailing Llat. 

•Parsons who hava racalvad a copy of this brochura. through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha projacl Mailing List. 

Response:   _ 
1.  1-83 (JFX) Option B was not selected. 

STATE HIGHWAY AOMINtSTRATfON- 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 - ;.  j __,u.J 
BALTIMORE BBLTHAY 
HO 140 TO HD 703 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC BEARING 
WEDNBSDAY, FEBRUARY 38, 1990 
LOCB RAVEN SENIOR BIGB SCHOOL 

nriMr "P. * i""»i CTAHICT 8Tnj« .DATE—im/aO. 

PmNTE    ADDRESS "29 OLD COURT ROAD, 

CITY/TOWN _au.TiiKiaz.  
l/Wa wlah to oommant or Inqulra about tha lollowlnq aapacts ol thla prolact: 

_STATE m- .ZIP r.nne 21204 

I would like to comient on tha oroooaed nrnteet vnArr eanaldgratlon h? the atate  

mt^.»  MwJM.M-uMmn       "*  p.rt.<>..1.>  rnf.r..!-   fn ...  1.   rhp  T-B1   (.lU)   tKO 21  

/FALLS  ROAm   inwh.n...  Onfinn. A.B.r.n,     A. ».  11w .rftirant  rn  rh« hall-um «nrf 

T-H1 nnri-h  t- ».^fnn Hm- » ^  rn tmilHtn,, nf  fhp prnnnafl  fly ramp.  

«nH   tH^>n<nT      T   -lit   nnrrh.       Th.   n«Kl>.1    K.^-t.^   nf    tT,,m   w< 11    K.   «HlMnar»rt   wt th 

r9«rf ijCT«n«inn rmi«<ng fh» nnt«>  i-^.i   ^  inrr.««>  anil u. itn nnr hallaua  rhara  

,. . „„,.. h— 11   ^•-- -i^n  •   nr pvrti rnr rtmm rha rnnnd.  Thflf Vlll  hf 

y^n^ratef)  ffnn «   fit r«nm. •  

It has been the states  position In the past that the road system waa In place before 

p.^>^. mil w fh. ppp^t-. in  nnu rn,. with nnnr nTOlimrA  ramp Ifr nra inr. rha 

->.>— only concern «« m i"•"- nnfmnnhtlgfi frnn point A fn nnlnt R  Bnf dnn'r ynn  

think It la tine to begin conatderlna th^ «nvlrnnm>nr *s  wll HI the nronlet  

C^ I Piasst «dd my/our namaCsl to tha Mailing Llst.» 

I—| pitaae dalata my/our namals) from tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons  who hava racslvad a copy ot this brochura through lha mall ara alraady 
on tha'pro|act Mailing List. . i-x~i\ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-473 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
DEVELOP'!- •••T 

DIV!-; •-•''•. 

HM N   I 32 fH '90 

NAME TthMl i,).fciGA/£.y .DATE 4^ ?o 

S^T8E    »nnQCna /    S foe-TV AlPLA&fi   JrloC PRINT 

riTVlTnWM/3/}/^/)l/>/^ UTATE      /K^ .ZIP r.nnc J/Jnis 

l/W« wish to comment or Inqulrt about tha tollowlng aspects ol this proloot: 

^ A—- ft •ed if) fa ^.    s>JJ;£^i ,>/ rt^XttA^ 

-^ 

, 0^>/< >JJ) .-id-f^A *j  AZ/nJi*. 3.<<. 'J, L~i*) 

»-^a,~~ e. J ft J /r. j      ,f 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION      „.,, 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS "-:. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

ADDRESS. 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

, s    i -: "• 

.DATE. .M-?* 

CITY/TOWN ~Tb uOJOfJ 8TATE_£^~J___ZIP ftnnp       ' 

l/W* wish to eommont or Inqulro about the following aspects of this project: 

 ^ZT   Ar^    nPfOtlrV   To "Tu^     »,t>Dn\oo    oF 

"g-^Cgr^X*      V-^^tUv.      tOOM^r   O-m^CE U/O^i . 

A> T^wU/O^ 

I—I pissis add my/out nams(s) 16 Ihs Mailing List.* 

I    I Plsass delete my/our namslsl from the Mailing List. 

• Parsons who have rscsivsd a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

liS 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. ¥-2. 

I    I Please add my/our namels) to the Mailing List.* 

I    I Please delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List. 

'Persons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already   - 
on the project Mailing List. / 

Response: ^ 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2.^  ^ 



Response: 
1.     See response  for Noise Abatement  on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COHTRACT NO. B 635-101-472    ,...". 
BALTIMORE BBLTHAY 
KD 140 TO K0 703 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME _DATE_a^l24_ 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWN 

^rjuMTti      np^KovtO c 

IflQ    CS,jAylk wv mi-* fcciv*  

^.li.^A^ ATATg HJ ZIP CODE ZlMl. 

d. Plaat* add my/our nam«(s) to tha Mailing List.* 

I—| piaaaa dalata my/our namad) from tha Mailing Lilt. 
•Paraona who hava racelvad a copy of this brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha pro|act Mailing Llat. I \ A/)) 

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION      ....•••^r : 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 , ;; •,-.  I 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MD 702 

ni :i 

 DATE. ih-aJio 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME /W-WM   M- SCH LOT TEH 

C.TY/TOWN_B£iT2 STATE±L» ZIP COOE^-^^ 

„«• wlah to commant or Ingulr. about th. tollowlng aapacta of thlaprolact: 

r A^   OPPosef To THE AVV\TIO>J e>r AuoTHen. LAAJC  
To   Bfar/MQtte  -BO-TW/MY^^   i)u,£si •^Atimen.s. AKB  
BUit-f    PR-IDK. To     CorotTn.vt-rto'Q   itJ   i\U.   AnEAc  
TtiAT    F^r.EED  FFVfrtAl   MciCC G-QltELtvc*-  

CZ3 Piaaaa add my/our namattl to the Mailing Llat.« 

I—| puaaa dalata my/our nama(a) Irom tha Mailing Llat. 
•Paraona who hava racaWad a copy ot this brochura through tha mall ara alraady 

on tha projact Mailing List.   _ /-"p. 

^3- 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION.. PROJECT 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   0E^,V-0-^E! 

liu H   i is ?ii 'so CONTRACT HO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY 
MD  140 TO KD  702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGN PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDHESDAY.   FEBRUARY   28,   1990 

LOCH RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH   SCHOOL 

NAME      1\/cA*rJ- LU.    rtfr?, 

pmNT6   *""•*""* ^   TZfi-o^efAi   <C*<*ri- 

CITY/TQWW   /atV^CAf STATg   •A^'-  

n*Tc   7-/a-fo 

.ZIP CODE^-?£ifl. 
I/We with lo comment or Inquire about the following aspscta of this projaot: 

zfc^^ v&^L&ir, 

JL. /^    a-^L , 7fer?<t.<^L 
^^SstAJ ">-7 z^^,,.     ^-^^^Z^-^-ve- 

-^7^      /L&OjJa*Z7~     Jhr£-   £)fs<(>*L^*. 

AM-    tZtt    AAt^tf    s4,J,^s>j±*~*^2r?-Ar 

^iSirx s/s/i/r^iz 

tf^7»Wg--^rt . 
_^ftt.^z. 

<a^ 6) p^*. sz~J)_ 

gj-   UUS*,^^>..   yA-y.^Ssui^. T 

I—I piaata add my/our nameltl to the Mailing Llat,* 

CU Pla my/our namals) from the Mailing Lit I. 

Y •Ptrtont who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
'    on the project Mailing Del. 

14-.. 
Response: 
W   See response-for~K6ise Abatement on F. V-2. 

847 Kellogg Rd. 
Lutherville, MD 21093 
March 14, 1990 

Donald Honeywell, Project Manager 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203 

Mr. Honeywell: 

As you may be able to tell from my address, I am one of the 
residents whose homes are adjacent to the Beltway (1-695).  I am 
writing to you specifically about Contract I B635-151-472, PDMS i 
031113, widening of the Beltway between Maryland routes 702 and 
140.  Perhaps more importantly, however, I want to go on record 
about the project to build sound barriers in ray backyard. 

Although the project itself will be an inconvenience while 
construction is going on (whenever that may come), the end will 
be worth the means.  I am looking forward to the day when I will 
be able to have a conversation in my backyard without yelling 
over the noise of the traffic.  I support this project 
wholeheartedly, even though it will take land away from my yard, 
because the end result will be worth it. 

I know there are fairly specific plans for the project to widen 
the Beltway, although no one can tell me just how much of my yard 
you are going to take away.  But the plans to build the sound 
walls seem to be ever distant.  It's always "next year" or the 
"year after."  Now we only joke about when they'll be built.  But 
it's not really very funny, especially when we see walls going up 
all over the rest of the Beltway on property with houses that are 
not half as close to the road as we are.  We've been hearing 
about these sound walls since we moved into our house in 1980. 

And now I'm being told that you may widen the Beltway without 
building the sound walls?  You want to cause more noise to come 
closer to our ears without the cushion the sound walls should 
provide?  That will make the sound levels in our neighborhood 
that much higher.  Does that make any sense?  If anything, you 
should be building the sound walls first, and then go ahead and 
widen the Beltway.  That would make the construction job for the 
widening far more tolerable. 

But wouldn't it be better to do both jobs at one time?  Surely it 
would save the taxpayers' money, not to mention save the minds of 
the residents involved.  I don't know about you, but there are 
only a certain number of nights that I can go without proper 
sleep.  And if you can sleep while road crews pound away with 
their jackhammers from 10 p.m. until 4 a.m., more power to you. 

143 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Pag« 2 

I know I can't. And I Know I can't live through that kind of 
racket twice aore, when it could be done once.  However, I'm sure 
the noise froo construction for the widening project would be 
significantly lower if the sound walls were already in place. 
Completing these projects the other way around would be 
ludicrous. 

If you have any more concrete plans about the sound walls, please 
send then to Be.  I already have your propaganda-green booklet 
about the widening project.  If you're going to take some of ny 
yard away, I certainly want it done for sone reason that's going 
to benefit no, and not just cause ne more trouble. 

Sincerely, 

Sheryl Morris 

.-J 

00 

cc:  Del.   Ellen Sauerbrey 

JA-  THE ORCHARD HILLS 
*»**—-f COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION. 

Lutherville. Maryland 21093 

INC. 

"•"J I- • i is 

March 9, 1990 

Mr. Neil J. Pederaen 
Director, Office of Planning and Engineering 
The Maryland State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltiaore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pedersen, 

The Orchard Hills Community Association, Inc. wishes 
express their concern for the proposed beltway modifications. 

to 

Although we can understand and appreciate the need for 
improvement to and widening of Interstate 695, this proposal would 
be detrimental to the "quality of life" in our community. 

The noise level is already intolerable and adding a lane in 
each direction of the beltway would only increase this level of 
noise. Some of our residents can no longer enjoy their homes and 
surroundings because of the noise generated by the beltway. 
Orchard Hills Community Association, Inc. cannot endorse a project 
that compounds an existing problem which has no foreseeable 
solution. 

Understanding that the sound barrier project is voluntary on 
the part of the State, and funded by the Federal government, we 
request and urge your assistance in having sound barriers 
installed. We desperately need and rightfully deserve sound 
barriers at Interstate 695 and Charles Street and York Road. 
(Project Ho. 20, Contract No. B-850 - 501-424). 

With a projected cost of $240 million dollars for the proposed 
beltway upkeep, the funds needed for our sound barriers seems to 
be a reasonable request in our efforts to preserve the "quality of 
life" in our community. 

144 

^ 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRWlQ$PT   .. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR C0luWlgfilreTb 

CONTXACT HO. B 635-101-473; •» ... inn 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY niSlL YJ 33 t.11 3U 
HD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME ^titA^tJ^ _DATE. j/f/fg 

CITV/TOWM   JfruTZS-n aTATg   /kof ZIP nnnc^/J^^ 

l/W* wish to comment or Inquire about lha following aapaolaol thla prolaet: 

~J _£22L -W &Qt JL     A*   .sfctiL, au^it^iiir-J <r4 flSK A^Cfa* J ± 
\-JJLM») sL ^/T^^i^^^/^r^j. ^^r- -^.i&^J T 
HrtrKb^j^)   a.**  "-ittu't/- _nA,Jrt;  ^   <L&Ti<pfoi<ci^A-»J //A OA 

•~<SI^ OSJ?   flAAA^f .  rt.,jt  . jljkMJ-S    <£<&AdJ 

/Ld-tL<uy    &lLt.C?(Lwtji<_*/ 

I—I pitas* add my/our namtla) to lha Mailing Llal.* 

CD Plaata dalata my/our namala) Irom lha Mailing Llal. 

• Persons who hava racalvad a copy ol thla brochur* through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

»lc 

Response: 
1.  See Response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOflROJECT. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMEN-PSVELOP,- •   - 

L. .   .   . 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 ., ,-,     „ 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY      fUR \L     |U 33 iu\ 'SO 
MD 140 TO HD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME toe.fhfcs-.urdfty £ nFT'tF—^ecHfiiio 
ADDRPaa rh P v unft-ff   crC.        ' 

CITY/TOWN TV) (U ^ O k) _8TATE. MD- -ZIP  CODP   lilO 4- 
l/Wa wlah lo comment or Inquire about the following aapecta of this project: 

-I,        *Qf< n — A J£± . tft.A.r- IT 

e 
?JL4- u>-di 

-HP* 

iO. rt><g IArt-<jL£A^A/^vX,. 

JULrx.^ O. A m •   » ^ /v\  ^T^J^. , 

/ 
CD Please add my/our namels) to the Mailing List.' 

CD Please delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List. 

'^'iSsVo^Xmiu:* *copy o' ""a b,ochu'9 ,hrou9h ,h9 ',,a" "• a,r"'» 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2.^. jy 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2.. 

THE RUXTON - RIDERWOOD - LAKE ROLAND AREA 
IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION, INC 

Box 204 

Riderwood. Md. 21139   . 

March 1. 1990 

< 
I 

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell 
Project Manager. Project Planning Division 
State Highway Atfnlnlatratlon 
307 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore. Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Honeywell! 

1 am writing as per your Instructions following last 
evening's publIc hearing on proposed changes to the 
Baltimore Beltway to request an extension of the comment 
period beyond March 16. 1990 to at least April 10. 1990. 

The Issues raised during the presentation and 
subsequent public hearing require careful and thoughtful 
conslderat ion. 

Our board Is scheduled to meet March 26. 1990 and would 
like the opportunity to study the various options more 
cIoseIy. 

In addition: we received the lengthy Environmental 
Assessment only last evening, and need time to peruse It In 
order to determine affects on the affected communities. 

Please advise me of the approval or denial of our 
request as soon as possible. 

Thank you for an Informative meeting. 

Sincere!v. 

Nancy W. Horst 
Second Vice President 

P.S.  In looking over the distribution list enclosed with 
the environmental assessment report. I' note that 
Ruxton-Rlderwood-.Lake Roland Area Improvement 
Association is not on your list. and. In fact, we did 
not receive a copy of the Beltway report until we saw 
an advertisement in the paper and called about It. 
Would you please see to it that we are added to your 
list. R.R.L.R.A.I.A.. P. 0. Box 204. Riderwood. MD 
21139. phone 337-0792 for any future mailings. 

Thank you. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

NANCY WORDEN HORST 
7819 EIUnh«n Avanu*? 

Ruxton. Maryland 2120* 

Cec. »/l2.f<50 

TXXlACb. ^   t^ty) 

Sail SWJ^Y^^ ***"**• 

JJ 

-?: 
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845 rellogg Road J- 
Luthervllle, HD 21093 
March 5, 1990 

l:.'.n |J Ci 
Mr. Nell J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21220 

RE: Public Comment ; Location/Design Publ1c Hearing 

Dear Mr. Pedersen, 

For seventeen years we have been living in Longford, a 
comunlty In Luthervllle. Longford Is bordered by 1-83 
south, the outer loop of 1-695, and Thornton Road/ Seminary 
Avenue. 

Several years ago we were told that a sound barrier was 
to be built to protect our coomunlty from the ever Increasing 
noise created by the Baltimore Beltway. At a meeting at Loch 
Raven High School In October, 1985 we were told by 
representatives of the State Highway Administration that this 
sound barrier was scheduled to be built In 1988. Ve were 
.also, told that the scheduling of projects was based upon 
the age of the community and the decibel level of the sound 
bordering the highway. Ve were told that our community had 
one of the highest decibel levels In the state. 

The Longford Coanunlty Association had representlves 
from the State Highway Adninlstrati on speak to our group on 
two occasions. At one meeting, we were told that an 
additional lane was going to be built on the beltway but this 
would not delay the sound barriers. At another meeting, we 
were told that this decision had not been made. 

On Wednesday, February 18, 1990 another public hearing 
was held on location/design for modifications to the 
Baltimore Beltway. We attended this meeting which was held at 
Loch Raven High School. 

At this public hearing, the audience was told that an 
additional lane was being planned for the beltway. The 
accompanying materials documented the proposed plans. The 
audience, during the Introductory remarks, was told that the 
sound barriers were contingent upon dwindling federal funds. 
Ve find It to be deplorable to consider adding another lane 
on the beltway unless sound barriers are planned at the same 
time. 

To repeatedly Inform our community that these two 
projects can'not be discussed at the same time (since they 
come through different funding sources) does not solve the 
noise problem. Therefore, we support Alternative I £ 
No-Build until the state pursues other sources for the sound 
barriers or Includes the cost of sound barriers In other 
alternatives. 

Over the years, we have written numerous public and 
elected officials about our concerns Including Governor 
Schaefer. Ve feel quite frustrated that most of the responses 
have been bureaucratic doubletalk and that it Is very likely 
that the new lane on the beltway will come before the 
proposed sound barrier. 

Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely, 

nacq Mr. and Mrs. James Hargest 

The Honorable William Donald Schaefer 
The Honorable Dennis Rasmussen 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 
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Response: 
1.  The option suggested was investigated and dropped 

due to right-of-way impacts.- 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatements on P. V-2. 

< 
i 

iK-'rV;:'-: 
MR. NEIL J. PEDERSEN. DIRECTOR .  -•,.;.. 
OFFICE OF PLAHNIKG AND 
PRLIMINARY ENGINEERING ,,.-.. 
STATE HIGWttY ADMINISTRATION '- •-• .,„ ;r; 
707 NORTH CALVERT STREET 
BALTIMORE, MD. 21202 
MARCH 7, 1990 

DEAR MR. I8"**8*!^ T0 ATTElID THE MEETHTQ AT LOCH RAVEN HIGH 
SCHOOL DUE TO PREVIOUS ENROLLMENT IN AN ADULT NIGHT SCHOOL CLASS. 

MY HOUSE IS SITUATED 0>! THE CORNER OF HAMPTON LANE AND 
DULANEY VALLEY ROADS. I HAVE HAD MY PROPERTY SLICED AWAY TO ACCO- 
DATE THE BELTWAY, HAMPTOX LANE AND DULANEY VALLEY ROAD. NOW 
FURTHER PLAHS ARE AFOOT TO TAKE MORE PROPERTY. ALSO TO TAKE THE 
PRIVACY SCREENING TREES'OF MY NEIGHBOR. I REALIZE THAT THESE TAKE GS 
ARE ALREADY OWNED BY THE STATE DUE TO PRIOR COHDEIINATIONB FORWHICR 
THERE WAS VIRTUALLY NO COMPENSATION. THIS TAT.ING WILL SKORTEH JK 
ALREADY DA-VGEROUS DRIVEWAY FROM SIXTY TO FIFTY FIVE FEET ON HAMWp ' 
LAilE AND THE PROPOSED DULANEY VALLEY ROAD MERGING TRAFFIC LA.1E WILL 
BE ONLY TOIRTY SEVEN FROM THE SIDE OF MY HOME. AND I WILL HAVE MCPo 
LAND TAKEN TO ALLOW FOR THE RELOCATION OF TRAFFIC LIGKT POLES AND 
STREET LIGHT POLES. THE ADDED NOISE, FUMES AND ROAD DIRT JILL IN- 
CREASE BY AT LEAST TEN PERCENT. 

I HAVE BEEN IHSTRU1!ENTAL IN THE PAST IN ALLEVIATING SOIS 
OF THE TRAFFIC CONGESTION, AT THIS INTERSECTION, BY CALLING YOUR 
OFFICE AND REQUESTING THAT THE THE RIGHT HAND LANE ON HAMPxOiI LA.TE, 
AFTER EXITING TOE BELTWAY. BE MADE A RIGHT HAND TURN ONLY LANE.I 
DID THIS EVEN THOUGH IT MEANT AN EXTRA RUSTED SIGN IN HY FRONT 
YARD. 

NOW I HAVE ANOTHER SUGGESTION TO MAKE. THE FREE FLOWING 
LANES FROM THE BELTWAY. WITH HAMPTON LANE TRAFFIC GIVING WAY WAS AN 
IDEA I'D HAD FOR SOME TIME.THIS EXIT IS ONLY BUSY FROM 8 A.M. TO 10 
A M AND FROM 3 P.M. TO 6 P.M. DAILY.WHY NOT LEAVE THE LAND AT 500 
AND 502 HAMPTON LANE INTACT AND USE THE LAND NOW OCCUPIED 3Y THE 
TRAFFIC ISLAND DIRECTLY ACROSS FROM MY HOME? THE ADJACENT CLOVER- 
LEAF COULD BE MADE SLIGHTLY MORE OVAL, IF NECESSARY.THIS WOULD 
BENEFIT EVERYONE IN THAT IT WOULD STRilGHTEK OUT HAMPTON LA-TE. RE- 
MOVING THE DANGEROUS 3END. HHRINK THE TRAFFIC ISLAND, WHIM IS 
USUALLY AN UN-MOWED EYESORE. AND WOULD 3E MUCH CHEAPER SINCi NO 
POLES OR CURBS AND WALLS WOULD HAVE TO BE MOVED. 

I AM A TRAVELING MAN AND I'VE SEEN JUST ABOUT ALL TYPES OF 
PTERSECTIOKS, AND I KNOW THIS IS A WORKABLE PLAN.PLEASE BELIEVE .2 
WHEM I SAY THAT I'M HOT AGAINST PROGRESS, BUT I AM FOR MORE CON- 
STRUCTIVE PROGRESS THAT WILL- BENEFIT THE MAJORITY. 

I'D LIKE TO THANK YOU AND YOUR DEPARTMENT FOR THE CONSIDER- 
ATIONS PREVIOUSLY ACCORDED MY NEIGHBOR, DR. HAROLD H. BURNS M.D. 
AND MYSELF. WE ALSO WOULD LIKE TO MEET 
EGATE FOR AN ON SITE DESCRIPTION. 

SINCERELY YOURS,,   /• 

JA^ES. T. CLARK 

WITH YOU OR Wir» YOUR DEL- 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION     .f..:    ;    . 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS      '-- ." 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-472       .-   . .-;,, 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY i— •"'  ' i' '" -J 

MO 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
VEONESDAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

.f-/,.^      £•    JVfe/««J DATE   vV?A* 

"ifc"    ADORE83     \   **<+*<'    TlflCC^'IO*   

CITY/TOWN_/£if£li__—8TATE_£^ ZIP CODE^^1^ 

l/W. wlih to eomm.nt Of Inqulr. •bout th» tollowlnfl ..p.ct. ot thti pf o).ct: 

NAME. 

^ /r.yy^Jl Alh^ IFttr 
.iSH J^- z£&~*— 

O^.^.J. '-^JUJ^P -tff'-   Q~J>Jt£-+~' . 

S-h*^*bfa~— 

I—| pisat* add my/our namtlt) to lh» Milling Ll»t.* 

I—| pictt* d«l«t* my/our namilt) Irom 1h» Milling Lilt. 

•Pinoni who hivi neiWid • copy of this brochuri through Ih. mill in ilmdy 
on th* projict Milling List. 

Soo   MarMp-Un   Larre     -iSvJs.o  MD  ZIZo^ 
\l\) 

•**• 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION    r*:.-: 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS L 'i     - 

CONTRACT MO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BK1.TWAY u       •   -- '"   -J 

HD  140  TO MD 703 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
VBDHESDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVKN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAMF     AL*r9rn»i. rt»ni~* T-'dirLL DATE /HAV f /»«« 

ADDRE33    ^3    ^«   X/n^TT^   /Z • _  

p,TYfT^u,u    <f1*sS**t STATE ^^2 ZIP CODE_£2££±L 

l/wi wi.h to oomnwit or Ingulf »bout th> lollowlno »p.ot»-ot thl. prol.ct: 

PLEASE 
PBIMT 

Vf*^    'f'ttM.-^f-.e    Mr-^~   Awn—^vr-htri i y-fc .  

'j/"'  »» fi NrQK'fi'** •  

cn Pltitt »d(J my/our n«in»l«l to th» Mtiling LIH.» 

I—| pi*at* dtlat* my/our n«m»(») from lh» Mailing LIU. 

.p.rton. who hava racalvad i copy ol this brochura through tha mall ara already 
on tha pro|act Malllno Llat. YLZi 

S 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION pR0J£vT.>T 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS        ^cVF.'uCPH- 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 .   pu 'QQ 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY Uu \\     \   l" '" V 

MO 140 TO HO 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVBN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

3?   TJen      L*iQ,  
CITY/TQWN      /    CXw^St^ BTATP Mb 

.ZIP CODE: ̂ >/«^0</ 
l/W» wish to comment or Inqulra about tha following aapacta of thla projaet: 

tj. 
O eJ±    c tfvJ't/^K-C  •jv 

'T'tPl-TM' 
in- ft  U A. 

o 

[S. Pleat* add my/our namalal to tha Mailing List.* 

CD Plaasa dalata my/our namala) from tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochura through tha mall are already 
on tha pro|ect Mailing List. 

Response: ^_^? 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2.^"%^ 

€" 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement  on P.   V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTXACT MO. B 635-101-472 
BALTXMORS BELTWAY 
ND 140 TO NO 703 

LOCATION/DBSICN PUBLIC HBAKING 
mtDMBSDAY, FBBROAKY 38, 1990 
LOCH KAVKN 8BNIOX HI6B SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
DEVELOPMEilT 

pi-.";;,.-: 

HM|4   liaFII'SO 

NAME 

CITY/TOWNHflalSfitl nTATP  Mo ZIP CODE_2di°4_ 
l/W* with lo oommant or Inqulr* about tho following ••pool* of thla projoef: 

C^^^&in^rt op-t5«»^J  V*6-ftgJE ofpo^gol^Tft^ 

I 

I—| pitaa* idd my/our nciRClt) to ihc Mailing Lltt.* 

r~~l Pleat* dalat* my/our namala) Irom lh« Mailing Lilt. 

•Paraons who have racalvad a copy of this brochuta through tha mall are alraady 
on tha projacl Mailing list. 

iU 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION    „ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARINS 
HEDHBSDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

i....: i i    i .. in ';j 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

ADDRESS. 

CITY/TOWN. 

Ellen T. Htmbr 
703 One Smeton PUce 
Towion. MD 2t»4-mt 

•DATE    •?/'/*> 

.STATE. .ZIP CODE- 

l/Wa wish to commant or Inqulra about tha followlno aapacta of thlaprolaet: 

J. 
ic^j Plaaaa add my/our namalsl to the Mailing List.* 

I—| pictta dalata my/our namala) from tha Mailing Llat. 

•Parsons who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochura through Ih* mall art alraady 
on tha projact Mailing 1.1st. 

12S 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATI&TI 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
ND 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT   _ 
OEVELOPij'- 

NAME    3^»^yX>M^   PH(>\II.ZS,fr^ DATE    3- ^"^O 

PmMT8E    ""'••'»«     f0 "^E"  IftKlE 

CITY/TOWNl5J(iLSn£j STATE    hA ft .ZIP CODE^IADA. 
I/W* wish to oommant or Inquire about tho following •apaeta of thla projaet: 

^fflCh• SM^TJ.* . - 

I—I ptsis* add my/our nami(s) to tha Mailing List.* 

I—l ptaasa dalala my/our nanoalil Irom tha Mailing Lid. 

• Pertons who hava rscalvad a copy of this brochura through lha mall ara already 
on tha projacl Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement  on P.   V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIONf^OJ^.V r 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS)-^V" • - " DV 

NAME 

PrnNT6    ADDRESS. 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

HuW   li'fH'30 

DATE 36/** 
/JLJT 5^L-fhHtore.2)rM/I   /^^^ZS^-J 

Ml. .ZIP CODE. 
./^aY 

PiTviTnwM     IOC4j£>e>n 8TATE- 

l/We wlah to commant or Inquire about tha following aspects of thla prolact: 

I—| pisasa add my/our namalsl to the Mailing List.* 

I—l piaasa delete my/our namatsl Irom tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the protect Mailing List. 

IZ7. 

RespotrsE": «^ 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement P. V-2.  ^^i      \ 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 1,_,.j-1 .. 
QUESTIONS AND/OB COMMENTS    • - : .' 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDHBSDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

i   •.},:,:i'i 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME    //•*.'-'.^/l/~   /•   USt-ffiLh 

¥•4   fl^+e. &„i- 

.DATE y-7-fg 

ADDRESS. 

riTV/rnwM   TaujK** •STATE   /tJ- .ZIP CODF J-tT-"*- 

l/W« wl»h to eommant or Inqulro »bout lh« lollowlng »»p«cta o> thli prolect: 

.    ^ .J&=l.ltlf>   Tfaf/^Z^y ^^Tf--* -•/' '-   J^kn^M^. #**- L^-ny 

J&-*- 

I—I puasc add my/our namtltl to tha Milling List.* 

r*~l Piiat* dalat* my^our namalal Icom tha Mailing U»t. 

*Paiiona who hava facalvad a copy ol Ihla brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha pro|act Milling Llat. 

les1 

Response: — . . 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement on P.   V-2, 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT MO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
DEVELOPMENT 

MM N   I is PH '90 

NAME M/ILHU* 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. ^.2 

-DATE. 

^r" 
»A/?Q 

CITY/TOWN yo*o4-<rf .STATE. ^^6 T.p CODE_^^£^' 

1/-^ wlah to commant or Inqulra about tha following aapacta of Ihla prolact: 

T 

tM4*0 

•pgf^Plaaia add my/ouf namalal to tha Mailing Llat.* 

I—l piaaaa dalata my/our namala) from tha Mailing Llat. 

•Parsons who hava racalvad a copy ol this brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha prolact Mailing Llat. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

V'--} 
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Please include this letter as part of the "Public Hearing 
Transcript" of February 28, 1990. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Stephanie J. Boblooch 
President 
Orchard        Hills        community 
Association,   Inc. 

< 
I 
00 
N3 

County Executive Dennis Rasmussen 
Councilwoman Barbara Bachur 
State Delegate Michael Gisriel 
State Delegate Martha Klima 
State Delegate John Bishop 
The Honorable Barbara Mikulski 
The Honorable Paul Sarbanes 
Senator F. Vernon Boozer 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Mr. Hell J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning & Preliminary 

Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P. 0. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

202 Otterbein St. 
Baltimore, MD 21230 
685-3309' - I.  . -i.  .., 
March 12, 1990 ' 

I attended the Public Hearing on the Baltimore Beltway 
project on February 28, 1990.  Since then I have read your green 
book distributed at the hearing.  To a limited extent in your book 
you do address both of the major concerns of the majority of 
citizens who made public remarks:  better noise abatement for 
adjoining property owners and alternatives to adding one lane in 
each direction between route 140 and route 702. 

As a person who for more than fifteen years has been active 
in various environmental groups (e.g. President of the Maryland 
Conservation Council, 1980-1982, and Treasurer of the Baltimore 
Area Transit Association since its founding in 1985), I urge you 
to make sure that what you now propose to do does not preclude 
some future light rail options (as discussed on your page 4) for 
connecting the proposed'station on the Central Corridor Light Rail 
Line near where I 83 intersects with I 695 with downtown Towson. 
In other words, be sure to coordinate your present efforts with 
the "Statewide Commuter Assistance Study," to leave open the option 
of using the I 695 right of way between I 83 and Dulaney Valley 
Road for a future light rail route. 

In regard to noise abatement, for short times I have experienced 
terrific highway noise where my wife's parents used to live in 
Connecticut.  Unabated highway noise demonstrably lowers the 
quality of life (and, therefore, property values) for persons living 
near a major highway.  As a resident of downtown Baltimore near 
Martin Luther King, Jr., Blvd., I also can sympathize with the 
citizens who testified, urging that you abate their problems before 
adding to them. 

I know that it is not the responslllty of a highway planner 
to solve the big problem of travel congestion, but I take this 
opportunity to urge you and your superiors in the State Highway 
Administration to suggest that the Maryland Transportation Department 
give more attention to using public transit modes in addressing 
the travel congestion of the next century.  Your presentation admits 
that by 2015 the Beltway is likely to be as congested as it now is. 
I recognize that the big problem now and for the near future is 
moving people East and West, not North and South, and that the old 

145 
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Response: 
1. The selected build alternate does not preclude 

light rail into Towson. 
2. See response  for Noise Abatement on P.  V-2. 

Pedersen  (page 2) 

rail  ayatens  that probably would be  the basis  for development 
of light  rail  lines baalcly radiate  like  spokes  from the center of 
Baltimore City.     Dealing with population growth and urban  sprawl 
is not  easy I  realize! 

Thank you for giving attention to ay concerns. 

Sincerely, 

/ William G. Wilson 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

PROJcCT 
DEVELOP!-:•;- " 

DIV;:-  ' 

Ha IS A M FH 'SO 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT HO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTIMORB  BELTWAY 
MD   140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGH  PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY.   PEBRUARY  28,   1990 

LOCH RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

CITY/TOWM '7^>u><,i»/ _«TATF    M7> .ZIP GQQzklhJLZ— 

l/W» wlah to comment or Inquire about the following aapectt ot thlaproleet: 

/t/jZ^Ows ^Sfr^fdzzr   /f-TZtlS^*   jT'yf^/je,     ^S^s/rZ^,.     S^S ^s***; 

JL,??^    Af^y/ttertZ^S*^. 

nn Pi«.»» «dd mv^^u) nimtlt) to th» Milling List.* 

I—I Pico* dtltt* my/our namds) from the Milling Llil. 

•Pirtons who hivi r»e«U»d • copy of Ihls  brochuta through ths mill in ilrtidy 
on th» pro|«ct Milling Lilt. 

14* 
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STATE HISHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIOWS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACI NO. B 635-101-472 
BUTIMORB BELTWAY 
Hi 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/BBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WBDNESDM. FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVBI SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

r : 

NAME  "Ruxton Hill Aaaoclatlon" _OATE. 

f/lt-f   /of 3 

Wo 

ED?UXE    «""aea»        ^/n  fi Jntmnnn Will Road PRINT 

/flTVfTnwn    Ruxton _8TATE. Md. _ZIP rnnc  2120^ 

l/W* wl»h to oommant or Inquire »bout Iho tollowlng >»poet» of this proloct: 

We. ^ha mflmbera nf "Rnrton Htll Aaaoclation." BUtmit Xh9 

following commenta in refewnce to the 1-83 (JFX) MD 2I> (Falla 

Road) Interchange i   

V.)  We are going on record that the "Ruxton Hill Assoc- 

iation prefera a no build option. 

2.) However, in reviewing the optiona, we would be willing 

to diacuaa option A and option D. 

3.)  We alao go on record that we strongly oppoae option B, 

and option C• Wt Intend to fight these options with  

all our resources. 

arMr-pan 

//t.MM   A^ ^<*°y 

\    "V I if   -"—• |     f       f    j ~ "t  i- '   " •    j-'-1" -•- •    1 / 

< rfr^rU fLr.Ml 0^-;        >  ^/-,»/- O- (?«   Y^7    -^Z  7/3Q. 
ZT,  ,   /c/Z •••^/"       ^  /LV.I.-V.<.  ^.r ^^'c- , K\ £•*'* 

m Pl«ai« tdd my/our ntmcls) to »• Mailing Ll»l.* 

I—| pi««t« d«l«t» my/our n«m«(s) htm the Mailing List. 

•Paraons who have racalvad a capy of this broehura through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: •   . 
1. 1-83 (JFX) Option B was not selected. 
2. 1-83 (JFX) Option C was selected over Option D 

for better traffic operations and safety. 

14? 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

•—'^~ ^=^^== — 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

/2s^ J. *(• 3 

NAME "P.,v*nn Hm   Association" narc t/P/on 

PLEASE    innpcaa      c/o  6 Johnson Mill Road 
PRINT 

riTv/TnwM        Ruxton »TATC Mrt. _ZIP CODE 2120^ 

I/We wlah to comment or Inquire about tho following aspects of thla pro)ect: 

Name i flrfrfT-gggi tnnnt'rf.^ 

W.*^.,      f' -A-*^- ^ —'^-t    •   -^ ^ / £4^ t c/~-      /f .^^ 
(/"nbLtlucO    \i   £ichiu\d    U>a ^r/s .^/i ^        * Pr-,rlrta.net ifi ifyA*n   &' 

TftYi \.-^       J^LA-^" C^x.-v CCtucC-r V '"V 

lin-U    *->r> ^ •> i L^^ 

^^ J< o •,, ^-^ ,- 

/iV^   O^XIXTI^  J 

•'•   ST^rTo      i       /,ZJ7Us^ H,//?J       ~t£jrf.«r*7Mh  ZiZt* 

I—| please add my/our namalsl to the Mailing List.* 

I—l Please delete my/our name(a) from the Mailing List 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Vr 
V 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

00 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   . 

COHTRACT KO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
KD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PAG-£ Jof 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION   \ 
QUESTIONS AND/QR COMMENTS'.^ 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY   
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28. 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

APPkf 

NAME       -a.-T+nr. Hm   AsHnfilatlorT .DATE a/?/9n- NAME 

PLEASE    »nnncna       c/o 6 Johnson Mill Road PRINT        ABUHtoa 1  

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

rAPPAf 

//  //kea   l-asie. 

CITY/TOWN _fiUXlfln_ .STATE. JUri. .ZIP CODE-212QiL. 

I/W • with to oomm.nt or Inqulr* about th* tollowlno •»poct» of thl»pro|«ct: 

CITY/TOWN32j!LiA*L—STATE JUA -ZIP COOF  <* '^ <> ¥ 

I/We with to common! or Inqulro about th* tollowlno ••pecf-of thl» proloct: 

Addressi M > ii-'- Wt 
iS&JI.    "ft   ^^     aJJUtj.**-)   ff-f aynoHt^r /cu«.e,   Ta 

-^r^^.r    f*»Uti rs    d-tc  buutt 

^ 
£*>- 

•fi feA&r&i       Koiye 

^•tlljJSSlJ   /C1ILI.   <h > U££ 
%_ • i .•'• /• JJL •*'<* 

rd- 

I—I pltat* add my/our nam«(f) to tha Mailing Llat.« 
I—| piaaaa •dd my/our nama(s) to tha Mailing List.* 

r~~i pi*a*« d*l*ta my/our nam*l») from tha Mailing Llat.  

•Paraona who hava raealvad a copy ol thla brochur* through th* mall ara already 
on th* pro|act Mailing Llat. 

I—| piaaa* d*l*t* my/our nam*(a> from tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who hava raealvad a copy ol this broehura through lha mall ara alrtady 
on th* proisct Mailing List. 

14R 



Respoa«c: 
1.     S^^response  for Noise Abatement on P.  V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P^ 2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION'-'/^ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS1-   ": 

CONTKACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

V J * 

NAME      0.D\UA*P     A/ £t~MtZ. 

PLEASE 
PRINT    . A00RE38. ^ /g    Ctfo/iTe.      £3~- 

HATC    3/sJfO 

CITY/TOWN fTz>u}$bO .STATE. Mi). .ZIP CODE. P ^Ao^- 

l/W« wish to oommvnt or Inquire about'lh* following aapoetsol this project: 

^U SZZJZL LsC-       s£        StZis      {!•sHJoC^Z^-*, 

< 
i 

00 
oo 

.•"g^Xa^t^ 'SS ^ZZLzz   fi^s*** ^ 

I—I Pltti* •dd my/our n»m»(«) to th» Mailing Lltt.* 

I    I Picas* dalata my/our nama(s) Irom the Mailing List. 

•Parsons who hava racalvad a copy of this brochura through lha mail ara alraady 
on tha project Mailing Ust. 

15 
Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement  on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISf 
QUESTIONS AND/OR CflM 

** 
"QV - 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-4,72 L Vi U 
BALTIMORB BELTWAVW lJ 

MO 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

"•C i 

NAME ty/. &\mr\ 4T\m% b Q-.tm't*. .DATE. 

PLEASE APDRBSW^y C- Ahnbrr?nte>, CT- :  

CITY/TOWNHaL^l^l STATE  fliMf/UlJ}   ZIP CODF ^/^-^ 
VWe wlah to comment or Inquire ebout the following aapacta of thla prolect: 

'&Jt7„'%Y-Jfa*.<;&64C~ I'^l'--*  you—hi4i)fl  qtrrt^x/.— 
u '    ...      L./ .C_^ _      ~JA',   tit.      \~.r)*- 

.   "     .    .    ^_a- /; •.j-   _ -   -.."5:—K../^ 

JntPfZ 
g>   ^o ^TjrriliU'ifi^ 

^ 

I—| pitase add my/our name(a) to lha Malllno List.* 

I—| puss* delete my/our namelal Irom the Mailing List. 
•Paraons who hava received a copy ol this brochura through the mail are already 

on tha project Mailing List. 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

Response: 
1.   See response  for Noise Abatement  on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION »;• 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT HO. B 635-101-472      i..: .- 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FSBRUAKY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME 
SAMUEL J.   It CATHERINE M.   PICCO .DATE MARCH 12.   1990 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

131 SWARTHMORE DRIVE 

riTV/Tf>WM    TOWSON .STATE. .MP .ZIP rnnc 21204 

l/W« -with to comrtant or Inqulro »bout the following »sp«cl» ol thla prolaet: 

OUR HOME IS T.FfiS THAN A RT.nrK TIMSiniT THP WRT.TWAY WRST OF ntll.ANKY, 

VALLEY ROAD.    NOISE BARRIERS ARE ESSENTIAL FOR OUR COMMUNITY OF 

DULANEY TOWERS. 

TO CONSlDi• AnniNC ANfvrm• T AMP TO THIT BFT.TWAY TN THIS ABFA, 

''P.BFORE" ^RWIERS ARE INSTALLED'^QIlLn »K Pf .ANNTNfi yTTHmiT 

CONsfpERINn THE E^FfirT'OF ADDtTinNALl-BArg-'Tr Nrt'fSE ON THE  

NEAR-BY RESIDENTS. 

PLEASE.   PLEASE.PLEASE PUT THE BARRIERS UP..   FIRSTI 

r*l picas* add my/our nantai*) to :h* Maiilng LUi.* 

r~l Plaaaa dalata my/our namalal Irom tha Mailing List. 

»Partona who hava racalvad a copy ol thla brochuta through tha mall ara already 
on the project Mailing Llit. 

IX! 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COHTRACT SO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
DEVELOP:"  " 

D'W  . 

H»RI5   iliiFirSO 

NAME tit j Hes fcovJaf'D f-vS^UvA,   J« .DATE. »jvjt 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

CITY/TOWN 

// git    O/Je     SjgTed ^tLCf 

.STATE. fit* .ZIP CODE Z/20 l 
-f/we wlah to comment or Inquire about the lollowlng aapecta of thla prelect: 

"    / iL^^.   - fL   ibJL^   V.JMf YJUj* J^- 

Cjrf-^^"*-' .f:«,       «^>  JU AsjLn *,&>*>   fir~\ji> 

sf;k«*L •S/ioj^ 

pTI Plaaaa add <tty/our namela) to tha Mailing Llat.» 

I—| pi*a>* delate my/our namalil from the Mailing Llat. 

• Parsons whs hava racalvad a copy ol thla brochure through tha mall ars alrsady 
on tha projact Mailing List. 

156 



<! 
I 

( o 

GLENN P. HARE 
4 BARROW CT. 

TOWSON, MD.  21204 
(301) 494-1499 

March 13, 1990 

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 
707 N. Calvert St. 
Baltimore, Md.  21202 

Dear Mr. Honeyvell: 

Re: Public Comments 
Beltway Expansion Project 

I attended the Public Hearing at Loch Raven High School on 
February 28, 1990 regarding the proposed plan to expand the 
Baltimore Beltway from MD140 to MD702.  1 did not publicly 
comment at that time but I will do so now — because I do not 
feel that the State Highway Administration ("SHA") has adequately 
considered the negative impact that the 695 Beltway has had on 
the neighborhoods through which it passes. 

My property, and the area of great concern, is immediately 
adjacent to the Beltway at its heaviest traveled section between 
the I-B3 intersects—(I'm located just west of Thornton Road on 
the south side of 695) . 

At purrent levels of traffic, the Beltway has already become 
a nightmare for me and my family. The problems are well beyond 
the nuisance level.  I am convinced that there are tangible 
health problems being created by the Beltway. 

Expansion before the current problems are fully addressed is 
unacceptable and inhumane; expansion without additional 
protection against the ravishes of increased and closer traffic 
would be unconscionable. 

You may already be aware of the problems, but I want the 
record to reflect that my family and I have personally 
experienced the following problems as a direct result of the 
Beltway being in our back yard: 

1.  Constant loud noise that makes it impossible to talk at 
a normal conversational level outside the house; 

2. Constant loud noise that makes it impossible to sleep 
at night ....This noise is quite possibly causing 
gradual hearing loss as well —(were this private 
industry making the noise the government would shut the 
Beltway down instantly); 

3. Constant vibration that upsets wall fixtures; 

4. Unacceptable levels of pollution (auto emissions) and 
soot that (I) leave the exterior of my house constantly 
grimy, (2) cause cumulative damage to my lungs and to 
the lungs of my wife and two young children, and (3) 
exacerbate our allergies; and 

5. Rats — (Yes, the Department of Health has specifically 
verified this and has attributed them to your Beltway). 
We maintain a meticulously clean house and yard. 

I do not want to hear more obtuse arguments about (1) date 
of construction, (2) cost of sound barriers, or (3) artificial 
state or federal guidelines.  These are excuses for inaction 
despite the existence of a real health problem.  I do want the 
SHA to immediately address the aforementioned problems in a 
positive and comorehensive manner without further excuses or 
"buck passing," even if it means "no build," "rebuild" or 
"relocate" the Beltway. 

At a minimum. I expect the SHA "with all due haste" to erect 
state-of-the-art sound barrier walls around every community that 
currently has Beltway noise levels exceeding 67 decibels.  No 
excuses — You have found money in the past for everything but 
the health and safety of those who live by the Beltway.  I am 
certain you can help us if you tried. 

Until your highway becomes "quiet," I will continue to 
pursue my complaints "loud" and clear.  There are thousands of 
families out there that feel exactly like I do and our voices 
will be heard above your noise. 

The callous abuse of our neighborhood by your highway 
borders on criminal neglect.  "Progress at any price," as 
measured by lanes of traffic, is too costly for me and my family. 

Very truly yours, 

'Glenn P.  Hare 

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement  on P.   V-2. 
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Response: 
1.  No response required. 

Response: 
1.  See response within Agency Coordination. 

HI 

GLENN P. HARE 
4 BARROW CT. 

TOWSON, MD.  21204 
(301) 494-1499 ".J 

March 13, 1990 

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 
707 H. Calvert St. 
Baltinore, Md.  21202 

Dear Mr. Honeywell: 

Re: Public Comments 
Beltway Expansion Project 

< 
I 

I want to thank you for taking the tine yesterday to speak 
with ma  on the Beltway Expansion Project that was the focus of a 
Public Hearing at Loch Raven High School on February 28, 1990.  I 
also want to thank you for extending the tine for suboitting 
written conaents for the "Public Hearing Transcript" by one week 
from the original March 16 cutoff date. 

I understand that this extension will apply to the following 
honeowner/improvement associations: 

Greenway Garth 
Village Green 
Thomleigh 
Longford 
Seminary Ridge 
Heatherfield 
Ruxton Green 
Ruxton Hill 

Your cooperation is most appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 

"Clenn P. Hare 
Greenway Garth 

of fate qf G/ffaty&nd 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 
2S00 Broening Highway.    B«l1lmor». M«fy1«nd 21224 

Area Cod* 301   • 831 • 
Martin W. Walah. Jr. 

Sacral ary 

March 9, 1990 

William Donald Schaafar 
Govamor 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Engineering 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

RE:    Environmental Assessment Improvement of 1-695 from East of MD 140 to 
West of MD 702 in Baltimore County, 
Contract Number B 635-151-472. 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

We are in receipt of the above-referenced document and have reviewed the 
potential water quality and resource impacts of the proposal.   Considering the 
scope of the project, the primary impacts to state wetlands and waterways appear 
to be minimal.   However, the potential for secondary impacts appears to be 
significant.  The Division of Standards and Certification has no objections to this 
proposal provided the following conditions are satisfied. 

1        Interchange options for 1-83 JFX which result in the greatest impacts 
of the project should be further reduced if possible.  The waters in 
this area are Class III, and are afforded the highest level of 
protection. 

2. Mitigation for Class III and IV impacts should include restoration of 
streams and riparian habitat in addition to a minimum of 1:1 

-'' wetland creation.      r 

3. Arestf bound by access ramps should not be used for mitigation 
areas. 

4        All newly constructed impervious areas shall be subject to stormwater 
management of a minimum of the first one-half inch of runoff in 
uplands.   Vegetated medians and swales removed for road widening 
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Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Page 2 of 2 

and which serve as stormwater attenuating areas for existing road 
surfaces shall be compensated for by providing alternative methods 
of stormwater quality management for this runoff.   Infiltration is 
preferred. 

5. All work in wetlands and waterways is prohibited from October 1 to 
April 30 in Class in waters and from March 1 to May 31 in Class 
IV waters. 

6. Wet ponds may not be used for stormwater control if they discharge 
to Class HI and IV waters.   Infiltration of a minimum of the first 
one-half inch of runoff is the preferred method of stormwater 
management in these areas. 

7. Naturally occurring State wetlands and waterways shall not be 
impounded for the purposes of stormwater retention or mitigation 
enhancement 

We hope that this information is helpful.   If you have any questions, please 
contact me at (301) 631-3609. 

Sincerely, 

7r2u) /O&uJ 
Andrew T. Der 
Standards and Certifications Division 

cc: Linda Milchling 
James Tiett 

ATD/lg 

3<ic .     2. | I fc j <?>o 

State Highway Administration 
Office of Planning and 
Prelininary Engineering 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

March 14, 1990 

Re:  Contract No. B 635-101-472 

Dear Sirs: 
After attending the public hearing and examining the 

project booklet, I would like to offer the following conments: 

LOCH RAVEN @ BELTWAY 

I concur with the design.  However, I disagree with the 
location of the storn water nanagenent facility.  As previously 
suggested, a possible location could be inside the ramps in 
the northwest quadrant.  This area is already depressed and 
could serve as an ideal location for a storm water management 
facility.  The State already owns this land, therefore, no 
land would have to be acquired.  In addition, water quality 
should be done by using infiltration or extended detention. 
No permanent pool of water is desired because of safety 
considerations between wildlife and high speed traffic. 

PROVIDENCE 8 BELTWAY 

I concur with this design also.  However, would it be 
possible to  locate the storn water management facility in 
Campus Hills Park?  This could reduce the cost of land 
acquisition because the State already owns the property. 

It may be possible to save the existing bridge and pro- 
viding a modification as shown on the attached sheet. 

BELAIR e BELTWAY 

I work for Baltimore County, but am pursuing this inter- 
section change as a private citizen and an engineer.  Balt- 
imore County through its Department of Environmental Pro- 
tection and Resource Management will be evaluating Stemmers 
Run for water quality retrofit.  They will be looking at 
Double Rock Park for this work.  Because of the close 
proximity of the Beltway to the park, a joint effort may 
be the best solution for this area.  In addition, the County 
has downstream flooding complaints on record.  If the State 
acquires the four properties, could one ortmore"of"thfeset 
properties be added to Double Rock Park? 

1 16< 



PULANBT VALLEY B BELTWAY 

There is a aerious flaw in this deaign.  It occurs with 
threHthSund leltway on and off ra-ps. The .aJor concern 
•U til  e«tbound off raBp which ties into Hampton Lane. 
The design has a stop sign installed to stop """omul 
Ha-pton Lane.  This is a good idea, but what about east- 
SSuSd Ha-pton Lane from Dulaney Valley Road? Ther is 
insufficient distance to queue cars.  This could lead to 
i  trafficbackup on Dulanly Valley Road.  A possible solution 
;»«  The eli-ination of all ra-page in the northeast «!«»««"*• 
tie  eSt ra-p would start as a long d^el«"X£anY£a^°" 
a double exit ra-p, as shown on the attached print.  »*»*«*c 

slanal already exists at this intersection. A left t»•> «"»« 
Alllai  exists on the Dulaney Valley Road Bridge.  The t«ffic 
Signal could be coordinated by the use of a loop ^teeter on the 
exit ra-p and giving favorable conditions to the exit ranp. 
?his wil? Eliminate potential conflicts with Ha»pton Lane and 
»ini»i«e the delays Shich could be experienced on Dulaney 
Valley road? I ask that you consider this recommendation 
as the solution at this intersection. 

As always, I thank you for keeping me advised of any activity 
on this project.  If I think of further ideas which could 
reduce the cost of this project, I would like to present them 
to you.  Once again, I thank you for allowing me to comment 
on this project. Because of my interest in the Baltimore 
Beltway, I would like to be kept Informed of any studies 
or projects relating to any part of the Beltway. 

Jry truly yours, 

hn Frisk, III 

JPjJf 
attachments 
cc:  file 
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YflRK 8 BELTWAY 

I concur with part of your design. A flaw exists in the 
eastbound off raip which ties into West Road.  The exit 
ramp^s shown will not correct an existing Problem.  In fact. 
it -ay worsen the problem, especially in """"e""0" °? 
development on the southwest corner of York Road and West 
Road.  Additional vehicles will be generated when *hl? •1'" " 
deteioped  The recommended solution is to eliminate the inter- 
sectioS of York and West Roads at its present location and 
llifl  It as shown on the attached print. Close the section 
of 'wes "."a'lXEn wS shift the location "'the development 
fo f-ho north  Provide a double exit ramp similar to that 
rlco^enSed for Dulaney Valley Road.  I also hope that you 
consider this recommendation very seriously.  In addition, 
this configuration will also help with the entrance ""P* 
from cSarlls Street and 1-83 by providing longer merge lane 
distance for weaving. 

GENERAL 

I also ask that you look at the areas *»•"•, "'.f}"!"^"8* 
type entrance and exit ramps for the possible location of 
storm water management facilities. No permanent pools of 
water should be established in the storm water management 
facilities because of the conflict between the high speed 
traffic of the Beltway and wildlife. 

Response: 
1. S.W.M. location will be finalized during 

highway design. 
2. The selected build alternate will not impact , 

Double, Rock Park. A, modification of the option 
will not require acquisition of. the • 
four properties. 

3. The option at MD 146 would not provide adequate 
traffic operations. 

4. The option at MD 45 was investigated and dropped 
due to right-of-way impacts. 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Ge-c. 2>/lfc \<00 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Harch 12,   1990 
Irene HacCsrron 
14 Barrow Court 
Towson, HD 21204 

Dr.  and Mrs.  Nell  M.  Scheffler 
2810 Grasty Woods Lane 

Baltimore,  Maryland    21208 

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Dlrlalon 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltlnore, Maryland 21202 

Re:    Public Cooaenta,  Beltway Expansion Project 

< 
I 

Dear Mr. Honeywell: 

Erer alnce I attended the Public Hearing at Loch Raren High School on 
February 28th I hare been contemplating what I could possibly say to 
•ake the State Highway Adainlatratlon understand what It Is like to 
lire near the beltway and the unbearable thought of what.lt would be 
like to add to that. 

I,do not llTe directly on the beltway as nany of my neighbors do, I 
am lucky enough to hare a flood plain in the middle. Howerer, I do 
hare a beautiful home with a 40 ft. deck across the back that cannot 
be used. Each time we use our deck I must remore black soot from the 
surface of erery chair and our white pic nic table that cost me $700. 
The noise lerel is so intense it is like eating dinner on the median 
atrip. You must yell at each other in order to be heard. The dust 
lerel in my home was at such a point that my husband and I purchased 
a $450 air filter to try to get a grip on it.  I could dust and racuum 
and then write my name on erery piece of furniture in the house within 
24 hours. In the winter months when the foliage dies on the trees we 
can count erery truck that passes and tell what gear they are ahifting 
into. What Is really worse is when the trucks are empty because the 
beds bounce all over the road; they sound like explosions. 

My husband and I worked rery hard to build this house. Ve eren suffered 
a lost of $30,000 because our builder went bankrupt. He are rery happy 
with the way the house turned out, we lore the school district for our 
son and best of all we hare wonderful neighbors.  It is easy for the 
people at the Highway Administration to say if you don't like the noise 
more. But you see we would be glrlng up much more than the beltway, we 
would be glrlng up a whole way of life. The people in this comnunity 
work hard to maintain their homes. You can drlre through here any day 
in the sunmer and find people gardening, trloaing and mowing their lawns 
and generally taking rery good care of their property. 

We are asking with all alncerety that you please, provide this conHiunlty 
with sound barriers now and then cone up with a rational plan to keep 
the flow of traffic moring along the beltway. We are not trying to hold 
back progress, we are aimply trying to hare happier, healthier lives. 

Thank you for your immediate, attention to the health and welfare of our 
conraunlty. 

SUcerely, 

Irene V. MacCar/on kicCarron 

March   13,   1990 

Donald G.   Honeywell 
Project  Planning Division 
State Highway Acfnlnlstrat Ion 
P.O.   Box  717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Honeywell: 

It was a pleasure speaking with you again earlier today. 
Thanks for the wealth of Information that you have supplied 
to me regarding the Beltway expansion and noise and 
pollution abatement for our area. 

As I explained, alI of our neighbors met on March 5th, 
following the hearing that was held on February 28th. 
Reports were heard and lengthy discussions followed.  Our 
unanimous feelings follow below. 

Needless to say we are VERY concerned about the health 
effects the Beltway will exert on our families.  As you know 
noise level readings taken at Mr. and Mrs. Snyder's house 
(2808 Grasty) show that the noise levels have already 
Increased from below health-rlsk levels (from earlier tests) 
to levels that are considered unsafe (your latest readings). 
Increased traffic on the Beltway, repaving and legislation 
allowing bigger trucks to pass our homes may be contributing 
factors.  With or without the Beltway expansion plans we can 
expect even more disruption of our dangerous environment. 
We would like to minimize that disruption. 

We believe that the only way for the State to fully protect 
our safety would be with a sound barrier and would like to 
be considered for the same.  We understand, however, that 
alternative methods may be used In some areas.  These 
methods may Include landscaping alternatives such as dirt 
and/or trees to block and absorb noise and pollution.  If 
true structural barriers are not approved for our area 
because some criteria are not met please help us by means of 
an alternative method. 

e&KL&^i 
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As I mentioned during our conversation today, there are 
other environmental matters that we would like addressed. 
First of all are our resident falcons.  A pair of these 
endangered birds live In our neighborhood.  Please consider 
them In your Impact studies.  Mr. Charles Green < 2800 
Grasty; 48'4-4954) may be better equipped than I to give you 
more Information about the birds. 

We are also concerned about Increased runoff from the road. 
Grasty Woods Lane has flooded on numerous occasions. 
Previous efforts to alleviate the situation have not worked. 
Trees that have been uprooted along the stream 
(Slaughterhouse) by previous flooding were not replaced. 
Since this Is the only way out of the street we must be 
assured that flooding will not Increase.  Possibly the 
landscaping measures that will block the noise and air 
pollution will also help In this regard. 

Once again thank you for your assistance In this matter. 

SlncereJ^r 

/, c.   NelI M. Scheffle 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRA 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMER 

«&* 
v^ c-f 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 a,, \'D 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY     l»w 

MD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

\0<ft tt'fl 

NAME ^ZAKfi- P/M&f/tfb 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. /0 7 ^MJJhHdAi ifrA-i 

.DATE. 
7A7? 6 

CITY/TOWN -^TblAlbQp .STATE. • " ^ .ZIP CODE. •wz*/ 
I/We wl»h to comment or Inquire about the following aipect* of thl« project: 

Atoid*' 

^-frW-Ky// 
I—I  P|«i$« add my/our namtlal lo the Mailing Ll$t.* 

I    I Plaaaa delate my/our name(a) from lha Mailing Llat. 

•Parsons who hava racelved a copy ol Id Is brochure through the mail ara already 
on tha project Mailing List. 

Response: <<*_-? 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. * "" 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COMTUCT KO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMOU BELTWAY 
NS 140 TO MD 702 

MC&TZOH/OBSIGR PUBLIC HKAKING 
WBDHBSDAY, FBBRUART 28, 1990 

LOCH KAVKN SBMIOX HIGH SCHOOL 

OE^ 
PROJECT 

NAME 

pmifr86   AP"""** ~?/)£i*r^r,„  r,A,j_ sf- 

.DATE s- J~?<>> 

cmr/TOWN I f),i\%n/0 .STATE ML .ZIP ftnncJ/Jd-fS 

l/W* with le comment or Inqulr* about th* following aapoou ol thla projoot: 

/'ArtjJjtA ^L^Z^U i 

Jfe£ ^Cc^^-^U^Ct^^ 

JU*4AS JZLt^s ^C^OA^^J , ^S-J&SJ ^^>^> ^^ts^r ^ S^A-t^S  

*^t=££z<*S> ^s —•^&/ 

I    I Plan* add mir/ouc namalil to lha Mailing Lilt.* 

CD Plaaaa dalala my/our namali) from tha Mailing LIU. 

•Partoni who hava tacalvad a copy ol this brochura through tha mall ara alraady 
on tha projact Milling' Llat. 
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NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

COMTRACT HO. B 635-101-472  ! 
BALTXMOKB BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGH PUBLIC HEAXIHG 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUAltY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGB SCHOOL 

[If*.*,*A.   L.tiicilo  -DATE 3.////^ 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS ^//W/rtn/s   C-h- 

CITY/TOWN 7* low^ar/ .STATE. k </• CODE-r^ifif 
l/Wa wlah to commant or Inquire about th* lollowlng aapaeta o( thla prolact: 

rV\ Plaaaa add my/our namala) to tha Mailing List.* 

C—) Plaaaa dalala my/our namalt) from tha Mailing Lilt. 

•Parsons who hava racalvad a copy of thla  brochura through tha mail are already 
on tha project Mailing List 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO.   8   635-101-472 l. 
BALTIMORB   BELTWAY 
MD   140  TO  MO  702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY,   FEBRUARY  28,   1990 

LOCH  RAVEN  SENIOR  HIGH  SCHOOL 

.J 

NAME   Wt.^Se-H^ T), D»tf»S. OATC alia /*n 

pmHTE    ADORE33_£fl_duiate_C±i_ 

CITY/TOWN_Lilltt-LjE0_ .STATE md .ZIP ConFeM^crV" 

l/W« wish to eommant or Inquire about th« following aspoct* of thla project: 

mii,>, -H-^lo •'4"L ""fft ^< <>*«*.'Au*JI r/iiA«^j ^fd/C M^r. ^ 

I—| pietss add my/our nam*(s) to the Mailing List.* 

I—I Pleas* delete my/our named) from the Mailing list. 

• Persons who have received a copy ot this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

16 Response: 
1. See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 
2. The selected build alternate does not preclude «^ 

future HOV lanes. ^" O 



Responsi: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

Response: 
1.     See  response  for Noise Abatement on P.  V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY AOMINISTRATION^.-^P^P.IvV 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   CE * 7,^."" • 

COHTXACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIHOM BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 703 

LOCATIOR/DESZCN PUBLIC HBAKING 
HEDNBSOAT, FBBKUAKT 28, 1990 
LOCH KAVKN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

KulS   lOwarsO 

-DATE •Vf/ft NAME   M^5 -RgtTy "R.   NAu-a-o^.y 

mtB   APPMM-g-'J-B    A\..AWBRbQkE     CLT. 

CITY/TOWMfrtt.^.q^t/ 8TATE££fl2 ZIP CQnP^. 1^0 */ 

l/W* wish to oommanl or Inquire about tho following •apoetsof thl* projaet: 

^9 CL*ru t>ffi^*isS, -n Till eJL*Ui-n+<tt) AJ /LfiAS-lrjji} 

Qec.     i/l9|«5< 

maich   »4. rt^o 

\«Y\ eu. 

lOt^v acqajui. ^o >U>Q.  psuo^oijaci    iGaHuooj-y VoiflWxioQ , 

oWsxcV. ^urxa  cxk   »oe>^jL   bajouaXA  \vcxvs.   Visau- OMC^^O- iu-'^VaL, 

a^oM 

C3 Plaat* add my/our nam«(«l to tha Mailing Llti.* 

CDPIaata dalala my/our namtli) from tha Mailing Lilt. 

•Paiaona who hava racalvad a copy of this brochura through tha mill ara alraady 
on tha projaet Mailing List. 

16-3 
16* 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION     ' 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTHICT NO.   B   635-101^472 .J 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY !..'.."• IJ     '•  ^  
IB  140  TO MO  702 

LOCATIOM/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
HBDNESUY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVIN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME ^ty. ^M^JL^L^ HATC   a^/^/y^ 

PRINT"   ADDRESS/£^ftm^Jr* ,,./ C^i • 

CITY/TOWN fTL .STATE. >V1^ .ZIP r.r>np5 / 3. ^ </ 

TXW« wlah to comment or Ingulf* about tho following aapecU of thla project: c3^ 

lfli-i      /n ^r    i   f-^—"    Z^^J   -v^ -^-j-^-w/ .^^ ^ ,    r   P I •  I-   -n 

^—r—,„    - -T    i    ,    ^ f-   '—z-   ~XZ-~~-^ ,    &JI\) it? - - - 

O Plaaa* add m y/our nam«(*l to Oia Mailing List • 

1—IPIaaa* daltta my/our namadl from th* Mi lllng Lilt. 

•Panoni who hav* racalvad a copy of this brochur* through the mall are already . 
on tha projaet Mailing List. _ 

...•*. 169 
'   Response: 

1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

B-'i-.V.0//" 

NAME   tofiS.-    D^^S      PA<«£  

PmNAT8E   *""»**«      >00<°    *Aei£i*H    <-'i*m 

narc PlAtetl-//•/ff* 

niTvrmwM      / OWSo"/ STAT^    ^^ .ZIP cnnp   ^d/iCf 

l/Wo wlah to comment or Inquire about the following aapecta of thla project: 

-At ftvH y dU isx^ .    U)M^r ~9s~«/   f*^-*)  

a^A^- A* 

rpf Pi»»i« add my/our namals) to the Mailing LIU.* 

I    I Plaai* delate my/our named) from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who hav* received a copy Of-this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

170 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

< 
i 

o 
CO 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION        ^PJHSF-Y 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS      ^IvH'.!   ' 

- U 

COMTXACT HO.   B  635-101-472 II,. |••     ;« nc   „. '50 
BALT1MOTB BBLTWAY ll« lJ     ,J 15 •"' 
ND  140 TO KD 702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGN PUBLIC  HEARING 
WBDNESDAY,   PEBRUAKY 28,   1990 

LOCH RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH   SCHOOL 

CITY/TOWN   ~7£\£.64&0'£ .STATE y^c^ .ZIP CODE •.2/^o/\ 
l/W« wish to commtnt t» twulf •bout<|b« lollowlng ••paeltof thlt projaet 

^.- 

tzzt/n-^K,^ £z&&f>-i&v^a-. 

JL 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
HD 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, PBBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
DEVELOPME>.:"r 

Hul3  10 is bit'90 

NAME 3«^..v    •&   cA^V,.. .DATE_^±lrJLS_ 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. •\S\ ~Wa.«.    W^-yNg, 

CITY/TOWNi • v^J^o-y-, .STATEjn^i- .ZIP CODE ^' T-o^ 

l/W* with to comment or Inquire about tho following ••pacts of this proiaot: 

-^? .•it    -a^v^-  C-« 

A-^^^< T»    ^S« XSt-O*. 
-V -*• ^-tf' «~^ «»-!*- 

.•i. A-^lA-t 
^^r 
to        <-«• -«^^. .-^ 1^. 

^lt-.«v*r    --*.* -.-* Ai~»3l^. f v^Kt^oJl 

,-z.\.  ?s.^^a,^SC. 

CD ?!•••• add my/our namtd) lo !h» Mailing Li»t.» 

CD Pl» my/our nimad) from th« Milling Lltt. 

•Panont who hiv« r*c*lv«d • copy ol thl< brochur* through the marl art alrsady 
on lh» projact Mailing Lltt. 

171 

E? Plaaaa add my/««f namalal lo tha Milling List.* 

I     I Plaaaa dalata my/our namalal Irom tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who have racalvad a copy of thli  brochura through tha mall ara already 
on tha projact Mailing List. 

17^ 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOMjpw^iopwcu-r • 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS       B?V!SICM 

CONTRJCT NO.   B  635-101-472 HjR |3     10 15 W '90 
BU.TINORB BELTWAY 
M>  140  TO MO  702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGH PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY,   FEBRUARY  28.   1990 

LOCH RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH  SCHOOL 

; RECEIVED 
MAR 19 1990 

msiMiH. oifiu ur 
mm i nasmn arnxm 

fflmy 01. cJ<(&iendo'& 

RESTAU RANTS 
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 

NAME 

' 2 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

CITY/TOWN. 

113 SmitAmcn Wat 
7<mm,»tD 21204 

.DATE. .y/.yy* 

.STATE. .ZIP CODE- 

l/W* wish to oommant or Inqulr* about Iho tollowlng »»p«ot» of thl«_proJ»o,{j, 

*J4^     a^^t^ 

TLAJ*^   /%'•'•> -*-4* •*• '•*-? 

Z 
iVl Pl««i» idd my/our n»iD»li) to lh§ Mailing Lift.* 

I—| pitat* dalot* my/our nanutt) from lha Mailing Lilt. 

•Psfsona who have racelvad a copy o( this brochura through the mall ara already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-Z. 
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7718 Belalr Road 
Baltimore Md. 21236 
March 15,1990 

Mr. Hell J. Pedersen, Director 
Office cf Planning and 
Preliolnarj Engineering 
State Highway Adalniatratlon 
707 M. Calrert St. 
Balto. Md. 21202 

Dear Mr. Pedersen, 

Thank you for your presentation of the Project Planning Study 
of 1-695 (baltimore Beltway),from east of Md.140 (reisterstown Rd.) 
to Md. 702 last February 28,1990 at the Loch Raren Senior High School 
auditoriun.Ve take this opportunity to comment upon the engineering, 
social, economic,enrironmental and right-of-way aspects of the alter- 
nates under consideration. • 

I an Sony CResorneccion) iFlorendo, >owner of 7718 Belair Road 
known as Lodge Cliff.I represent its interestsand am an actire parti- 
cipant in the conmunity. 

Our comments follow. 

1. We strongly endorse the major objectives of the US 1 Option A 
for 

Increased safety 
increased traffic acoomodatlon 
inreased capacity for economic and social activities 

We strongly request the earliest posible implementation of these 
objectives at this paiiVIcular Interchange because lives and 
properties are at risk of being damaged and lost at an alar- 

.ai TjlTninglyilnoreealng rate. 

2. 7718 Belair Road (Lodge Cliff) Is the site of a minority owned 
business and residence. 

Lodge Cliff is zoned commercial with residences allowed in the 
premises. 

Lodge Cliff does not have to be relocated even if the access 

Party A Catering Consultants 

PHILIPPINE-ASIAN RESTAURANT 
324 PARK AVENUE 

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21201 
(301) 539-2466 

HARBORPLACE 
2nd FLOOR 

LIGHT STREET PAVILLION 
539-2467 

OWINGS MILLS TOWNE CENTER 
363-8116 

7718 BELAIR ROAD 
661-7444 17 4 

V^ 

a 



to the light-of Way to the other business and residences as 
shown In the page 25 drawing Is denied because Lodge Cliff has 

i-.     its aain access 100 ft. further south of the property. This aain 
access to these coanerclal site is situsted relatire to the traf- 

: ut fie lanes siaiilao "to ithe accesses to the coaaercial site shown In 
the Page 24 , Hd. 147 (Harford Rd) Options A S B drswlngiNQNE 
of which are being relocated. 

3.  Lodge Cliff Is developing prograna enriching 

cross cultural awareness 
international understanding 
children and youth developaent and eiposure to iglobal ideas 

Lodge Cliff is a location for aeetlngs of professional and civic 
groups. Lodge Cliff is a place where Fillpino-Aaericans find 
their Identity and Interact. 

These business plans can be aade available to the proper agencies 
upon request.See addendun for highlight of the special projects. 

< 
I 

O 

4.  The following Proposals are being presented for your kind consi- 
deration. Your reply and consents to the is requested and greatly 
appreciated. 

Drawings:  See attached 

Advantages achieved by the • proposals: 

Greater safety 
Snoother merging with Belalr Road traffic 
Higher elevation of entry onto Belalr Road resulting in 

Increased visibility of traffic conditions. 
Left turn into Overton Avenue will not be restricted. 

Ho minority businesses and residences have to be relocated. 
No displacement of enploynent for approxlaately SO people. 
No reduction in government tax incoae from affected 

properties and businesses. 
Very significant reduction in the estimated $2.9 million 

cost of UjS.l Option A as presently outlined. 

Action: 

Adopt/modify Proposal A or B 
As an Inaedlate partial solution to the hazardous traffic 

condition now, a traffic control device can be installed 
at the present intersection.  Such traffic device now 
will surely provide nore safety to travelers compared 
to no traffic device at all. 

Pay 7718 (Lodge Cliff) property to grant the other residences 
and businesses Right of Way to its South access. 

Pay the properties for the decrease in value to the 
properties. 

Pay the Park if access has to be located further south and 
connected to southeast corner of 7718 (Lodge Cliff) 
property. 

Implement at the earliest possible schedule placing the 
proper high priority due to the present existing danger. 

Thank you for your kind consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

Jl 
Sony Fldrendo 

iX.i.— ±\ 

cc:  Governor William Donald Schaefer 
Senator Barbara Hikulski' 

Z. 
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Addendun: 

Highlights of Special Projects 

From 1988, the 10 year plan for Lodge Cliff is as follows: 

1988 - Started using the facility as a base for food 
research and development.  Products dereloped are sold at 
presently owned fast food facilities In Baltlnore. 
Many aore products and aystens are being developed, some 
are in their final stages for sale to others in the food 
industry.  Because of the excellent location and access to 
Interstate Routes, Lodge Cliff is ideal for a business 
office or interstate trading. 

1988 and on -  Programs for the following are either on-going 
or in its final stages for implementation. 

1.)  Cross cultural awareness through food 
2.)  Internation understanding through and other 

cultural activities. 
3.)  Special programs and activities for children 

and youth to foster understanding of the people 
around them.  These programs will address 
youngsters both from the public and private schools. 

This program will allow students In the food industry, 
sociology, and international studies (college levels) 
to be part of the implementation of this program. 
Dialogues with appropriate school officials and 
ethnic groups along these lines began as early as 
1987. 

4.)  Lodge Cliff is available to the Filipino-American 
community as their gathering place to showcase and 
share to the rest of the community their heritage. 

Response: 
1. U.S. 1 Option has been selected. 
2. Modifications-of the option have been selected 

which will not require acquisition of the four 
properties. 

c 

The 10 Year Plan for Lodge Cliff is a very important commit- 
ment of Sony Florendo to the community and to the State of 
Maryland in terns of economic growth and cultural under- 
standing . 

Sony Florendo has a professional degree in Foods, Nutrition 
and Dietetics and in Institution Management.  Her work in 
food research and development is recognized in the different 
food establishments she has in Baltimore.  Her work with 
children and youth, both in nutrition and internation under- 
standing are appreciated by her professional groups as well 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
HD 140 TO HO 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
DEVRn^"- 

li.;.'; 

PRINT   r-AOt",c'>Q    ^/   7~~*• -    .&~t—        

^ -"i fii :Su 

• tTl: 

3T- y^ 

CITY/TOWN   ~X»L. -STATE J^£. -ZIP conp^/^to^ 

^ywi» with to comment or Inquire «bout the lollowlng aapecta of this project: 

-M—£. -^   -^^ f^^TTV rf^r^,   /^rr, 

-^=^ ^<" 

"Z^Gtri •  "     ''•''— ' -    ^•- - ^- 

>tr^ rT^ fti-r   • r    7^ -zH- y^, /<? 

a 

Response: 1 7 "l 
I,- See response for Noise Abatement on P. y-2. ' 

Response: 17 f 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-l 

,«*JL<£«»<* 

^WO w.'110 •^xs^* ^>l*W^--' 

^friO^***) J0J*f^M 

4o fr*4^ 
!cr^ 

J2_- 

(^X.^^ ^UJL 

t^M^1 

17 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

|t|l|titt|(iii|||(|<M|Hi|il»*l 

PRCJEST STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOM,   ^^ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS •'-'r.V^ 

COHntACT HO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BBLTVXY 
MO 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WBDMBSDAY. FEBRUARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

liaiud   SJMSMVS) 

NAME 

S^EASE    ADDR638    fa       0'»f     S-y^r.to-^     ^l 

CITY/TOWMj^ifL22 .8TATE_^kL_ 

.DATE. ihA fO 

PRINT 

.ZIP CODE ^O-^/ 

l/W. wl.h lo eomm.nl or Inqulr. «boul th. tollowlng t.p>ct» ot thl. proUct: 

/t^      ^y^r^JL. -&- sdsL. tt^^t. r^Z**-' J&^*j3—. 

/f^^l^e.^ 

I—| p|(a5t add my/our nim»(s> lo the Milling Ll»l.* 

rY| pi*at* d«l»t» my/our namtlsl liom th» Mailing Lltl. 

• Parsons who have received • copy ol this  brochure through the mall are already 
on the protect Mailing List. 

1.7 8 
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NAME 

ftftx86    A•""8 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT MO. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCB RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

\hrA   ,  /•   JO.    ^T^^^^l^ 
l*r-+UM     L/riTJr 

PROJECT. 
DEVELO-I'r  - 

r ••   • - 

lllfl /.J    i=j US u\ '30 

_OATE. il^/u. 
_ZIP CODE -J I ^-0 

l/W. wl.h to comment or Inqulr. .bout th. tollowlno .•pact, ot thl. proj.ot: 

I 

^dJ> :fi\i 

V* p,t,s, .dd my/our n«m»li) to Iht Milllnfl List.* 

!—| p|(lta d«l*t* my/our namtd) Irom lh« Mtlllng Lilt. 

.P.rsons who h.v. r.celv.d • copy ol this brochur. through Ih. mall «r. already 
on th» project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 

179 • 

STATE HIGHWAY AOMINISTRA 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMME 

PROJECT 

NAME 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101.-472 l|,o /Q     ,j 1.5 t.'il   SO 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY 
MD  140  TO MD  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY.   FEBRUARY  28,   1990 

LOCH RAVEN   SENIOR HIGH   SCHOOL 

l»*A ft £,r,y ft v A^ /ftM/..JBy«*ATE   A/HIU 

pmNT8E   "*""•«  /6>ft   rrlA.rl>.;,V.Ca.-A«.ltf 

riTVfTnwM*T*wt/g^// STATE JllsL .ZIP COPFglgOf 

I/We wleh to comment or Inquire ebout the following eepects of thle proleot: 

ntfair^^Jb- A~A   id,. 
o£ 

i.X o- 

   A><WtA^ —  luu 
'j*~-U. 

KJ Pleas* add my/gu> namats) to the Mailing List.* 

I—I Plats* dalata my/our namatt) Irom th* Mailing List. 

•Parsons who have racsivad a copy ot Ihls  brochure through th* mall ar* already 
on th* project Mailing List. 

180 
Response: -        — 

1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

o3 
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Response: 
1.  See resp^se for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

STATE^tGHW AY AOMINISTRATIONPJWJEC f 

'^BZC   iu 45/LI'SO 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS u~);^>:' 

COWTIUCT MO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTZMOM BBLTWXY 
MIT 140 TO MO 702 

LOCATIOH/DBSIGH PUBLIC HEARING 
VBONBSDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 
LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

NAME dec/,  W,. ^,//„ 
pmNT8e »""••••   '* a>-fi»Ato*«r £ .DATE. g/v/^ 

nVv/TnwM-T^U^rtl aTATE-J22^-. ZIP COPF-ofrflfl.^ 

I/W» wlah to eommanl or Inquire •bout tho following »poct» of thl« proloct: 

S*W/, /fr./ztt./TS  ft. (S   /t/P /frs** J /yta.A 

C3 Pl»«»« >dd my/our n»m«(«) to lh» Milling Lilt.* 

I—I Pltat* d»l»l« my/our nim*(<) from tha Mailing Lltt. 

*Ptrton« who hava r»c»lv»d • copy ol thl» biochura through th« mall ara alraady 
on lha projact Mailing Llat. 

181 

Response: 
1.  U.S. 1 Modified Option has been selected, 

will not require the acquisition of four 
properties. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION    "• 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS :£\' 

CONTRACT Ho. B 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTVAT 
MD 140 TO MD 702 »' - '-' 

LOCATIOH/DESICB PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, ttBRUAAY 28, 1990 

LOCH HAVEH SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

This 

NAME 
Rtot44n.o L- AI^IZG-S:^ .DATE. 

3-/Y-f-f 

A0DRE33. 4-1-/0    Ou£.n_TOA/    /I'S-fvC PLEASE 
PRINT 

CITY/TOWN. 

I/Wa wish to eommont or Inqulra about tha following aapacta ot thla prolaet: 

l?4 tT"* .STATE. /^0 .ZIP CODE 2JZ. 3 L 

Ttf'S 
/£jt7t<?     A ^n S f/o t//i-v4.   R.&'T.*' /AJfZ'oA.i&si 

^,y    t«.~s'      >(        Vt-r- 662-i-     A~.' T. c#«s/>,# .ad 

n^yt^y^ /yL^^L 

tgf Plaaaa add my/our namatat to tha Mailing LHt.« 

CD Plaaaa dalata my/our namaltl Irom tha Mailing Lilt. 

•P.rsoni who hava rae.lvad a copy ol this broehura through tha mail ara alrtady 
on tha projact Mailing List. 

30 18! 
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March  13,   1990 

COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION. INC. 
P.O. BOX 9776 EUDOWOOD   STATION 

TOWSON,  MARYLAND   21204 

Maryland Department  of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
PO Box  717/707 North Calvert  Street 
Baltimore,   Maryland 21203-0717 

Attention: Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Reference: 1-696 / Providence Road Interchange 

Dear Sir, 

The Campus Hills Community Association, a community of more than 
360 homes, wishes to comply with the March 16th deadline for 
comments by submitting the following stateaents. Our proposals 
refer to the re-construction of 1-696 in general and the Option 
for Providence Road particularly. 

Association representatives have attended public hearings 
conducted at Loch Raven Senior High school, have reviewed the 
state's green proposal booklet and envlronaental studies. The 
data presented has been studied in committte with the best 
interests of our residents as our primary concern. The overall 
concept does not appear to address the main problem of origin 
and destination flow. It is feared that costly expansion will 
produce more construction congestion and noise and will not meet 
the state's traffic projection when completed. 

After studying the proposal for Providence Road and the history 
at this interchange, the Association is opposed to the ramp 
modifications and widening of the bridge and it's approaches as 
suggested. There is not and has not bef.n any evidence wh1.cn 
suggest a widening is justified and tl.ere is ample evidence that 
such an improvement would create serious problems north and 
particularly south of the limits of improvement. 

A topic of concern to our residents is the inefficiency of the 
sound barrier on 1-696 and the Association would like to see it 
addressed in the very near future. We are aware of earlier 
correspondence and phone discussions from our residents and the 
Association to members of the state regarding possible 
solutions. It is obvious from the comments at your hearings that 
this is a very emotional issue. However, the Association does 
feel that as constructed,  the barrier falls to perform as 
presented and has contributed additional noise levels not 
present before barrier construction. 

Thank you for the opportunity to study the proposal and render 
our opinions. We are available to discuss our rationale. Please 
advise us of your reaction to our comments and any future 
planning or proposals that would effect our community. 

Very truly yours, 

MM/Jgc 

cc: Martha S. Klima, Del. 9th District 
Barbra F. Bachur, Councllwoman, 4th District 

Response: 
1.  The Providence Road Option was not selected. 
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Response: 
1.  The Providence Road Option was not selected due 

to public oposition and a lack of traffic operations 
need. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 
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STATE HIGHWAY MMHl^M^f^T 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMWeHTS1- -- 

COHTKACT Ho.  B 635-lMj*W 
BALTIMOIIE BELTWAr" H     „   -,    ... „ 

KD UO TO MD 702 **• '"   j 

LOCATIOH/DESICR PUBLIC HEAMRC 
WEDIIESOAI, FEBMART 28,  1990 

LOCH RAVEM SEMIOR RICH SCHOOt. 

NAME •>jsrmt<   vS t t-1 ff* i j) .DATE 

J^E    ADPHes8    Ot^u    fronrt'l       ^^ <^C«*f»   "'"t 

CITY/TOWM^SL^C^ 9TATE    ^7  ^ ZIP COOE21±£l— 
l/W* with to eemni«nt of Ingulf «boul tl» lollowlnq «»p»ct» of thU pro)»ct: 

.^n.. -,.ry   >„.*.£     T.     b* (A r <,<*"), ST.   WAr* 

tcQC  <re.~c   ^/>-S7   rf+jr.*.*  rue /faiit*   Ti   /^eovtdt,^^ 

,1 i-i-» v^ 

[;  fisti^<X 

X ?\    N. 

>Vi.t >' t 

 1*-^ 

;—«:— 

-b^ /" *< 

^ '    tj'^'f-f  -= 5 —7- 

I—| picas* dtl««» my/our n»in«(»t Irom th« MtHIng Ll»t. 

.p.r.on. who h.v. r.e.W.d . copy ol thlt brochur. Jhrouflh Ih* m.il .r. .Irt.dr 
on lh( pro|«cl Mailing List. 

30 184 

March 15, 1990 

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Dlvldion 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

Dear Mr. Honeywell: 

The neighborhood of Thornlelgh, represented by The Thornleigh 
Improvement Association, hereby makes the following written testimony 
regarding the beltway expansion project. 

The impacted neighborhoods have many unresolved issues. These 
issues include family health problems, quality of life, peace and 
quiet and property values. These concerns need to be addressed and 
resolved before expansion takes place. 

With the light rail running through our community and with the 
widening of beltway, we want to be assured all measures will be taken 
to preserve the quality of life. 

Thornlelgh recognizes the need for this expansion, but the affected 
property owners' rights must also be recognized and protected. 

Thornleigh's position on the beltway expansion is Type II noise 
barriers be installed before construction begins on the beltway. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

Carol Seward 
President 
Thornlelgh Improvement Association 

CS/djb 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION   OfVc^nn,:;'. 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS C"    ' 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

COHTKACT NO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO  MD  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN  PUBLIC  HEAJtING 
HBDMESDAT,   FBBRUAKY  28,   1990 

LOCH RAVEX SENIOR HIGH   SCHOOL 

,b^   «««'» 

.DATE 

riTV/TDWM   / OCU^OOU STATg       Mtt  . ZIP ftftnc AllLOY 

l/W« wish to eommanl or Inquire about lha following ••pacts of this project: 

<e ••mash /, ATUl^dlnri hAAJ> 

LJ IW^f   *<I'V«    y^^e 

*L ¥»  3>C M± ̂ e/U^a^ 
i-^^ 

(fauz Lv a   fix 

a -dj/irs^^ 
t^   XLo/^   QC^'" .AsJ.i   <L^,d 

"&( -j-rt'K HfiM 'w^* HfH^tJ ^w TW-^ 

y^J'   lL-r<Jh*A0 — «/3o   J stla^KD -/n   flfrf' ff^) GUGdt^ 
jtS^I»»»« «dd my/our n»mt(«) to im M«lllnfl Ll»t.« h>C^Jr        J^<S?J-T 

CD PUa«* d«l*ta my/our namali) Irom th« Milling Lltt " J 
4^, 

•Ptrtont who have racalvad a copy ol thli brochura through tha mail ara already^ 
on tha projacl Mailing Lltt. ~/ 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2 

nOoxch.   W.W^O 

QiDucllarncvu: 

QDLUAA  \tocJxfl-CjJUJcl AaQrayciS LOO , (LJOLLO. ($s& paWjuAvoo auuA- 

a\^LOM 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY "^ 
•ALT1H0MB   OlSmiCT.   CORPS   OF   KNOINSSIta 

* p.o. won i7ii 
..UT,MO„.   -.^.HO.,...,„.,,.-^ 

March 16,   1990 
MCM-T n itmttTtmm oti •Jt/ 

Planning Division 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planninq and 

Preliainary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvart Street 
Baltiaore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Reference the letter dated February 6,   1990, from Mr. Neil J. 
Pedersen, requesting Baltiaore District comments regarding the 
Environmental Assessment/Section 4(f) Evaluation to improve safety 
and capacity of 1-695 (Baltimore Beltway) between MD 140 and MD 
702.  The conaents provided below address the Corps of Engineers 
(Corps) areas of concern, including direct and indirect impacts on 
existing and/or proposed Corps projects, flood control hazard 
potential, and permit requirements under Section 404 of the Clean 
Hater. Act. 

There are no existing or proposed Corps projects that would be 
affected by the work.  In accordance with the sublect report, 
portions of the proposed work will be located within the flood 
plain. New construction or major replacements within the flood 
plain requires full compliance with Executive Order (E.O.) 
No. 11988, Flood Plain Management, May 24, 1977; Federal Emergency 
Man&gement Agency (FEMA) regulations; and other Federal, State, 
and local flood plain regulations. The objectives of the E.O. and 
the other flood plain regulations are to avoid the adverse effects 
of occupying and modifying the flood plain and to avoid direct and 
indirect support of development in the flood plain. The E.O. 
requires that activities not be located in the flood plain unless 
it is the only practicable alternative.  Activities which must be 
located in the flood plain must incorporate measures to:  (!) 
reduce the hazard and risks associated with floods, (2) minimize 
the adverse effects on human health, safety, and welfare; and (3) 
restore and preserve the natural and beneficial values of the 
flood plain. 

Certain activities in the waters of the United States, and 
jurisdictional wetlands, require Department of the Army permits 
from the Corps of Engineers.  Corps regulations (33 CFR 320 
through 330 and 33 CFR 230 and 325 (Appendix B)) require full 
compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969 during the review and evaluation of permit applications.  To 
the maximum extent possible, the Corps will accept the information 
presented in NEPA documents for evaluating permit applications. 
The report was reviewed by the District's Regulatory Branch and 
their comments are as follows: 

-2- 

a. The Interstate Route 695 Baltimore Beltway, Maryland 140 
to Maryland 702 Corridor, was field inspected by Mr. Jon Romeo of 
the Regulatory Branch in March of 1988 in order to verify the 
wetlands delineation completed by SHA's environmental consultant. 
The delineation of Haters of the United States, including 
jurisdictional wetlands is correct. 

b. The report states that alternate 2 is the only 
nracticable option to provide the needed capacity on the Beltway 
and is fixed in alignment by the existing travel lanes.  It also 
states that measures have been taken to minimize wetland impacts. 
Road surface runoff should be directed to stormwater management 
basins located on uplands before its release into wetlands and 
streams. 

c. In general, it is recommended that wetland impacts due to 
interchange improvements be kept to a minimum, where practicable. 
At wetland sites 4, 5, 6. 7, 8, 9, 10, 22, 23, and 25 it is 
recommended that the options with the least wetland impacts be 
chosen for the final design. 

d. If, during the permit review process, the Corps concludes 
that the project complies with Section 404 (b)(1) guidelines, and 
that avoidance and minimization will be done to the greatest 
extent practicable, mitigation will be required to replace the 
values and functions of impacted wetlands. 

If vou have any questions or need additional information on 
permits, the point of contact is Mr. Tom Filip, Assistant Chief, 
Regulatory Branch, Operations Division, at (301) 962-3671. 

If you have any other questions on this matter, please call me 
or my action officer, Mr. John Brrezenski, at (301) 962-4997. 

Sincerely, 

t/James FtAJohnson 

&tm±4\ 

Chief, Planning Division 

Response: 
1.  See response within Agency Coordination. 
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r 
COUNTY COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE COUNTY   . ,.,   j 

COURT HOUSE. TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204 

•U-IN n. 9AUIRB«rr 

HOUSE OF DELEGATES 

ANNAPOLIS.MARYLAND 21401-1991 

March 27, 1990 

•untaa 
LOM HOUK ama •ULOMS 

MI-MOI 

2-Tin 

CwrmicT Omcc 
4iaa •wnr AM HOAO 

•AUMflK MARVIAHO ami 
sta-aaoo 

^ •' : :.• 1.'. •• 

BARIARA f. BACHUR 

COUHCILWOMAN. POURTH DIITRICT 

COUNCIL OPPICt: ••T-ll«» 
• •T-lItt 

< 
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. ON 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
State Highway Adalnlstrator 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland   21202 

Dear Hal: 

As you know, our constituents whose homes back up to the Beltway are very 
concerned about the proposal for widening 1-695 before the sound barriers 

are put Into place. 

1 certainly understand the fiscal problem that you are dealing with, and I 
am aware of the priority list that determines In what order these projects 
will be funded. However, 1 also share the concern expressed by residents 
who will have to live with the construction project In the middle of the 
night and who also believe that It would be more cost effective to put the 
sound barriers up at the time that the Beltway construction is occurring, 

not at a later date. 

I would appreciate your getting back to me with the projected construction 
schedule of the Beltway In the 10th District and your current projection as 
to when the sound barriers will be funded. I would urge you to find a way 
to ensure that the sound barriers precede the highway construction. 

Sincerely, 

Ellen R. Sauerbrey 

March 23, 1990 

Mr. Neil Pedersen 
Director 
Office of Planning and Engineering 
Ihe Maryland State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD  21203 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

I have received a copy of a letter sent to you by the president 
of the Orchard Hills Comiunity Association regarding sound barriers on 
Interstate 695. 

I would like to offer my support to their position. I am a firm 
believer in reducing the negative effects that progress soretimes 
brings to our cenrunities. While the widening of the Beltway is a 
necessary step in the growth of our county, all efforts should be made 
to minimize the inpact this will have on the adjacent ccmunities. 

Ttie cumunity of Orchard Hills is requesting that scxmd barriers 
be placed on Interstate 695 at Charles Street and York Road (Project 
No. 20, Contract No. B-850-501-424).  I agree fully with this proposal 
and hope that you will take the appropriate steps to have these 
barriers erected. 

Barbara F. Barfhur 
Councilwcman, Fourth District 

ERS:elw 

BFB:pah 
cc:   Stephanie J. Boblooch, President 

Orchard Hill Cattnunity Association 

Response: 
1.  Final staging and funding of the improvements 

have not been finalized. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2, 
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Response: 
1.     See response for Noise Abatement on P.   V-2. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIOWvp. ^[-T" 
miFRTIONa AND/OR COMMENTS   n:. QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT* 

fa* I    o  32 ..„ 'SO C0MT1UCT NO. B 635-101-472 
BXLTIMORB BELTWAY 
MO 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DBSIGN PUBLIC HKARIMG 
HEDNBSDAY, rBBROARY 28. 1990 
LOCH RAVBH SENIOR HIOH SCHOOL 

NAME 
V.   I&ZZAJAJ/?*/ DATE^12fe2 

a.*.. A00REss <* wt** ^f- 
PRINT 

ADDRESS V     ^" ' 

C,TV/TOWN_  7?«/?*A/J*•-** Z,P co"^^1 

»Uh to oomm«ni or mnu...    ••- —_ -^^ 

r^l p.^^.dd .nY/our n.-Ut to th. Mailing Ll.t.« 

•-, r,.... H...,. mv/our n..n«(.) from th. M.lllng LI...  

.P.,.on. who >„. ...^ . copy o, ,„,. ^Cu.. I ^ 
ar* alraady 

on th. pto|.ct M.lllno LUt. 191 

Response: 
1. 1-83 (HX) Option D was selected. 
2. Stageing of this impravetnents has not been 

finalized. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ppJ^^V. 
nUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS  •'^r.V.0.* • 

CONTRACT No. 8 635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEONESDAT. FEBROARY 28, 1990 

LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 

m    L      b 32 .... '=(] 

NAME NAME        ^OA)    k    LjuA^i      NAJAL DATE    5-^0 

PRINT 

CITY/TOWN. 

V. with lo comm.nl or Inqulr. .bout th. lollowlng ..p.ct. of thl.pro|.et 

T;..,. .dd my/our n.m.l») to tht Mi.Hng Ll.t.' 

PI**** d*l.i. my/our n»m»l»l Irom lh« M.lllng List. 

.p.„on» who h.v* r.c.i«.d . copy of thi* b.ochur. through th. m.il .r. .Ir..dy 
on th* pro|*et M»lllng List. 

30 191 
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PRO irTT 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIONncvF'r-."'!-- 
QUESTION3 AND/OR COMMENTS        rT.7J    ' 

CONTRACT NO.   B  635-101-472 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD  140  TO MO  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY,   FEBRUARY  28,   1990 

„       LOCH  RAVEN  SENIOR  HIGH   SCHOOL 

I   0 32;.,.'90 

NAME ^pbg^T  WaVlc.^liauy .DATE. 

PLEASE    ADDBCO9 PHINT        ADDRESS. 
nai    OLQ GaK&r 1lo/\-o 

^v^ 
CITY/TOWN    loW&a^/ftujcfcaTATg      ^P yip cnnF ai-ao1/ 

I/Wit wish to commant or Inquire about tho following aapecta of thla proiaet: 

W^.   gu-e.   V^^H    C<5vio»-rrvtcf       gUnJt   -flu, " F/VkKU^   opliin 

33 ITL.^^,     r-fAViM.<L    '. f? 
T 

\T    TKe   -Ve^xa^Cm c    irtgyfttt^   j/i    Ho^ jt<oeP   £ig. 
•eA*-. 

T-fli^ti 
Ha. 

CO- 

rrm^f 
rir 

•t— 

lyitAjgA^fl^   . 

VUA.lm<n     \y\ 

r*A-4- rf-4— 

-i^a <ta-TVA-   £i£fe/y\/>io   tTpirt mfT XQ^J 

Wo-  /jLp   q^pT   ftiiJ      -Ki.    FW^f    /r^tZ^    fiJ/jJi    XJ 

r>6 p|«»i» add mv/our nimali) to th« Milllno Cist.* 

T 
CD Plaaia dalata my/our namali) from tha Mailing List. 

z 
•Parson* who hav* raealvsd a copy of this brochur* through Ihs mail are alrsady. 
on tha project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  1-83 (JFX) Option B was not selected. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

CONTRACT NO. B 635-101-472      •'..'.' 
BALTIMORE BELTWAY 
MD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1990 

/    LOCH RAVEN SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL 
AM/6     .h- 

NAME o£*j  L. TJM/IA/MA'/ -DATE. dA*. A 
PnfNTSE   *•****& bl**>it<nm£    IJ.U***     srT 

Hj&i. c\-fvnayNn&/}t.r//naA£        STATE   /fib .ZIP CODE. JL/Z^J 

l/Wa wish to comment or Inquire about the following aapecta of this project: 

A/££>£b     Cd/JAfi&T&      £j/)i^    a/tec   A£ g'&e.T&b   'B£7Z>e&< 

C^a Plaas Plaasa add my/our nam*(s> to tha Mailing List.* 

CD Plaasa dalata my/our nama(s) from tha Mailing List. 

•Parsons who have rscalvad a copy ol this brochure through tha mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
lt     Added  to mailing list, 

THE RUXTON - RIDERWOOD - LAKE ROLAND AREA 
IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION. INC ,,. .•; 'r 

Box 204 

Riderwood. Md. 21119 
..i LJ 

._JS3^   RKJJtH&tfiC  

tatii •» Cwrtnion 

LoulM H. HitdrMh 

Nancy Wonten Hoot 
lul VH fiiatm 
lohnCRmton 
Tnmmitr 
t.mclurfW«M.|r. 

Brtlr C. Kttn 
Kkhanl C. Bur* 
Nancy Ctmm»ck 
Suunn* E. 0»«p»l« 
llobnt V. Fowfcn 
DDrolhy S. Pravri 
Edlh Haft Ctrnn 
ftobtrt O. Kan 
Sarah F. Lorf 
loan Swtll Luca> 
(arnvfl H. Mag**. Ill 
Htrfcnt B. MilMnlhal 
V-HlRam O. Naof hton 
Paula Divli Noal 
GaA 9. ODonovan 
Roy C. Partom 
Ronnk S. S.n*l 
Cordon B. Slwtlon 
Marjorte Slnlon 

Rol»rl t. Scott. |r. 
D0ff«» 

April   2.   1990 

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Afihilnlatratlon 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
Box 717 
Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Honeywell: 

The Board of Governors of the Ruxton-Rlderwood-Lake 
Roland Area Improvement Association wishes to go on ""^d 
as being In full support of the comnunltles Invo ved In the 
•Noise Abatement Task Force' regarding their position  that 
•Any expansion or modification of Interstate 695 prior to 
the construction of sound abatement barriers along the 
boundaries of our conmunltItes Is unacceptable. 

We feel quite strongly that you owe It to the affected 
communities (Thornlelgh. Longford. Greenway Garth. 
Heatherfleld. Seminary Rldge. Village Green and Ruxton Hill. 
etc.)  to meet with them personally to see what tangible 
steps the State plans to take to obllvlate noise on the r 
properties.  I would welcome the opportunity to assist in 
setting up a meeting along these lines.  Please let me hear 
from you at your earliest convenience. 

Very truly yours. 

Christopher R. West 
President 

George Arcontl 
John Dahne 
Marc Doxanas 
John MacCarron 
Jorgen Jensen 
Stan HamlI ton 

Charlotte Patrone 
H. Lee Boatwrlght. Ill 
Wayne Keller 
John Eckenrode. Jr. 
John Eckenrode. Sr. 
Mrs. Richard Wasserman 

-JtetBax-Jn -— 

  _•% _(//tcfacsh«/ scvdbl.-fnti*. <(<**v<rs~±?*S- - 

Pt-ease     et\Le*.   ytl/   *»"£ AW a*4/tess Jo 

jfwK    Milt;*)    list    0*   l«l**xl<*f  f^R^i *&£  fail 

Tftarfk yew  faiy /ffect,  //? «</**«'£-, 

S/fiet/te 

s^U^ R%CIoMHi<>N 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION* 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS  ' 

CONTRACT HO.   B   635-101-172 ...;: 
BALTIMORE  BELTWAY 
MO  140  TO MD  702 

LOCATION/DESIGN  PUBLIC  HEARING 
WEDNESDAY,   FEBRUARY  2fl,   1990 

LOCH  RAVEN  SENIOR HIGH   SCHOOL 

:.  ! 

NAME (      /TTKYL i^y _0ATE 
j-^g^O 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

ADDRESS. ££ (jM-rri  (o^/a-    /^Li-a~Fy—^UMSS—£$22. 

/k&L .ZIP CODE /•.,••• v/Tr.wM      /a^sSQKS STATE. 

|/W. wish to oomm.nt or Inqulr. »bout tho following ••poets of thlsproloct: 

-I      Arx w* t£fi£- -m     -n^r    ^i.^.nr.^/    oA fh>«7ftP/<, *-4~4»- 

flP    iapi£.T}/*caB—SfirT'vtiy ' *<J<r '    tvyr «'-'•*     /i*ieei&?r fi^S. 

ffl,,,r ^   -m    ^^.^e^r^^.   /^^  at,    fifwr   V-M-T  ncSeo 

r 
r f-?^-^". 

Pitas* »dd my/our namilsl to the Mailing List.* 

rCI/PI«at» d«l»t« my/our namalsl Irom the Mailing Llsl. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on. the project Mailing List. 1 Qr 

Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Board of GovAnon 

Chriitopher R. Wwt 
Pmiiful 
Louiw H HiMmh 
rtf Vwr Pmi£itl 
Njncy Wofden Hont 
iNil Vkr PmiJnl 
John C. Ruxtofi 
Trrvmrrr 
E. Rkh.rd Will.. |r 
Snrtmty 

Betty C. Bixkr 
Richjnl C. Bureh 
Njncy Cjmmjck 
Suunnc E. Ch«p«lte 
Hobjrt V. FowlVe* 
Dorothy S. Fr»v«I 
Edith Hoyt Ctrtrtt 
Robert O. Kan 
Sarah F. Lord 
Joan Swift Lucaa 
lamel H Magee. Ill 
Herbert B. Mittenthal 
William D. Naughton 
Paula Davit NoeU 
Cail B. ODonovan 
Roy C- Parfona 
Bonnie S. Serpick 
Cordon B. Shelton 
Marjorie Simon 

Robert E. Scott. |r. 

THE RUXTON - RIDERWOOD - LAKE ROLAND AREA 
IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION. INC 

Box 204 
Ridcrwood. Md. 211J9 

April   4.    1990 

Mr. Donald G. Honeywell 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Adhiln Istrat Ion 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
Box 717 
Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Honeywell: 

The Board of Governors of the Ruxton-Rlderwood-Lake 
Roland Area Improvement Association wishes to go on record 
as being opposed: 

1)  to any fly-over bridge from the northbound 1-83 <JFX> to 
the westbound Beltway, unless the State can produce 
compelling evidence that the existing circular 
cloverleaf has been found to be dangerous, and 

2) to the proposed modified Interchange Involving 
additional lanes. 

Very truly yours 

Christopher R. 
President 

West 

i>+<-'iWe.   i+tfn    2     p* P<vs.^-t- VJ^l.   jQffc 

cc:   Marc  Doxanas 

198 
Response: 
1.  1-83 (JFX) Option B was not selected. o3 



Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. 
._ .._ _ .v .„ .-. 

V-2. 
Response: 
1.  The selected build alternate does not preclude 

future light rail or HOV lanes. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

ADDRESS. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION „ ;.,;.--: 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS    "-- 

' COMTKACT HO. B 635-101-473     ,.- . •     •_        ••:.) 
BALTIMORB BELTWAY 
HD 140 TO MD 702 

LOCATIOM/DBSICN PUBLIC BBAKIHG 
HBDHBSDAY, FBBROARY 28. 1990 
LOCH KAVBN SBNIOK HIGH SCHOOL 

f^l^.    f^.    S^ALL- : DATE.  3-5--7P 

in R^L^V^S ex 
.ZIP CODE. 2=!2&L CITY/TOWNjUOiiiSCJ^ STATE.I&X)  

,/W. wish to comm.nt or Inqulr. «beut th. followlno «.p.ct. of tm.pro|»ct 

1  !     X-iL £1.6*;'*.   Alt&nx^bHSL&yj: 

iZ^afl^sLm 

4lvnl-<Lw:ci>prJ ^^UA^Q V\(PA^ \1     MO-<i=UJj-.<vJU. 

q Pl>»»» »««« my/our n»m»(i> to lh> M«lllng LHt.« 

I—| puata dtltl* my/our nim«H) from th» M»)llno LUI. 
.P.r.on. who h.». r.c.lv.d « copy, of thl» bfochur. Ihrougn lh. m.H .r. .Ir.ady 
on th* project Mailing Ll«t. 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
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Response: 
1.  Discussion occurred. 

7819 Ellenhan Avenue 
Baltinore, Maryland 21204 
April 9, 1990 

Mr. Hal tassoff. State Highway Administrator 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

The Tenth District Task Force on Light Rail supports residents living near 
the Beltway in thier pleas for sound barriers to be erected prior to any videnina 
of 1-695. 

However, this issue demands that a longer view, encompassing the entire 
Department of Transportation, be contemplated. 

In January of this year, the Task Force presented plans for an altenate Light 
Rail route to the Governor and our elected officials. The following is a capsule 
version of that plan. 

The alternate route would leave the existing Conrail line at the city line 
and run north alont the west side of 1-83 (which would allow access from U.S.F. S G. 
and three large apartment complexes) to a possible terminus at the Beltway. 

This alternate route, linking existing major thoroughfares, has the advantage 
of either eliminating the necessity for adding another lane by using existing space 
(the median) for Light Rail or "Maglev" trains, or, if additional lanes were deemed 
necessary, they could be used for dedicated busways or exclusive H.O.V. lanes. This 
would encourage people to get out of their cars and use public transportation. 
Adding lanes to the Beltway merely encourages motorists to use their cars in ever 
increasing numbers, and wil lead to worsening noise and pollution problems, as 
well as traffic Jama, by the turn of the century. 

The Light Rail line could be extended, as funding permits, along the Beltway 
to 1-83 (The Harrisburg Expressway), running along the median to Hunt Valley. 
This has the additional advantage of including a possible stop near Orgon Ridge, 
a majop cultural attraction of the Baltimore Symphony Orchestra, which is exper- 
iencing poor parking and access problems. 

One final point - funding. With the Beltway widening projected at $208.71 
million, and the Light Rail currently at $446.3 million, there could be some 
savings to both the Transportation and State Highway Departments if they worked 
in concert. This may be especially urgent in view of the Federal Governmnet's 
proposal to slash Federal Highway monies. 

We woulldi appreciate your consideration of our proposal, and welcome your 
comments. 

Sincerely yours, 

Nancy W. Horst 
cc: Rep. Helen Bentley for the Task Force 

Rep. Ben Cardin 
Mr. Ron Hartman 

201 
Response: 
1.  The selected build alternate does not preclude 

future light rail or HOV lanes. 
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Mr. Micheal Mutford, President 
Campus Hills Community Assodation, Inc. 
Post Office Box 9776 
Eudowood Station 
Towson, Maryland  21204 

Dear Mr. Mulford: 

Thank you for your recent letter in response to the February 28th loca- 
tion/design public hearing for the Baltimore Beltway from MD 140 to MD 702. 

The widening of Providence Road through the Beltway interchange was 
proposed to alleviate the conflict with left turns Into Beltway ramps, as well as the 
entrance to the park and ride lot.  We expect these conflicts to increase with traffic 
volumes.  We would only intend to Implement these Improvements if the problem 
significantly worsens.  Your association's opposition to the proposed improvements 
will be given serious consideration in our reaching a final deasion at this location. 

Our Landscape Architecture Division will be investigating your concerns about 
the effectiveness of the existing noise barrier adjacent to your community.  Mr. 
Charles Adams, Chief of the Landscape Architecture Division, will be contacting you 
with the results by late summer.  If you would like to discuss your concerns with Mr. 
Adams, his telephone number Is (301) 333-8063. 

Thank you for letting us know your views on this project. 

Sincerely. 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY: 
HAL KASS0FF 
HalKassoff 
Administrator 

c. 

HK/t 
cc:     The Honorable Martha KJima 

The Honorable Barbara Bachur 
Mr. Charles B. Adams 

bcc:   Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
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Response: 
1.  See response for Noise Abatement on P. V-2. 

Response: 
1.     Contact was made with Orchard Hills  Community 

Association. 

PAUL S. SAMAHES 
MATtAMO 

NOTES 
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Mr. Hal Kaasoff 
State Highway Adninietrator 
707 North Calvart Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Kr. KaBSoff, 

rroa time to time my office is contacted by constituents who 
bring to my attention matters which do not fall within the 
responsibility of the federal government.  In this respect, I 
have enclosed correspondence I received from Ms. Stephanie 
Boblooch and Ms. Elaine Smyth, representing the Orchard Hills 
Community Association, Inc., in Lutherville, Maryland 21093 which 
I believe is self-explanatory. 

It would be appreciated if you would review this matter and 
respond directly to them.  Thank you very much for your 
assistance.  I have written to them of this action. 

With best regards. 

•Sincerely 

Paul S. Sarbanes 
United States Senator 

PSS/bbs 
Enclosure 
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"   THE ORCHARD HILLS 
'COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION. INC. 

^"^ Lutherville, Maryland 21093 

March 13.  1990 

The Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes 
United States Senator 
District Office 
1518 Federal Office Building 
Baltimore. Maryland 21204 

Dear Senator Sarbanes. 

Re: Sounc Barrier Project *20 
Cootract  t B 850-501-424 

< 
I 

CTN 

We are enclosing a copy of our letter to the Maryland State Highway 
Adnlnlstratlon expressing our concern about the proposed be It way 
widening and complete lack of sound barriers in our area. (1-695 at York 
Road and Charles Street) 

The Orchard Hills Ccmmunlty Association,  Inc. laplores you to 
assist the various agencies who are responsible for this project in 
completing the funding, design and construction of these sound barriers. 

Should you have any questions or comments, please contact us at 115 
Hedgewood Road, Lutherville, Maryland 21093 or by telephoning 296-3017. 

Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely. 

Stephanie .*. Boblooch 
President 

'U* 

Elaine D. Snyth 
Vlce-Presisent 

SJB/eds 

Response: 
1.     See  previous  coorespondence, 

Cac. 4/1(^(^)0 

7819 Ellenham Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21204 
April 9, 1990 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, State Highway Adminiatrator 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Eassoff: 

The Tenth District Task Force on Light Rail supports residents living near 
the Beltway in thler pleas for sound barriers to be erected prior to any widening 
of 1-695. 

However, this issue demands that a longer view, encompassing the entire 
Department of Transportation, be contemplated. 

In January of this year, the Task Force presented plans for an altenate Light 
Rail route to the Governor and our elected officials. The following is a capsule 
version of that plan. 

The alternate route would leave the existing Conrail line at the city line 
and run north alont the west side of 1-83 (which would allow access from U.S.F. S C. 
and three large apartment complexes) to a possible terminus at the Beltway. 

This alternate route, linking existing major thoroughfares, has the advantage 
of either eliminating the necessity for adding another lane by using existing space 
(the median) for Light Rail or "Maglev" trains, or, if additional lanes were deemed 
necessary, they could be used for dedicated busways or exclusive H.O.V. lanes. This 
would encourage people to get out of their cars and use public transportation. 
Adding lanes to the Beltway merely encourages motorists to use their cars in ever 
increasing numbers, and wll lead to worsening noise and pollution problems, as 
well as traffic Jams, by the turn of the century. 

The Light Rail line could be extended, as funding permits, along the Beltway 
to 1-83 (The Harrlsburg Expressway), running along the median to Hunt Valley. 
This has the additional advantage of including a possible stop near Orgon Ridge, 
a majop cultural attraction of the Baltimore Symphony Orchestra, which is exper- 
iencing poor parking and access problems. 

One final point - funding. With the Beltway widening projected at $208.71 
million, and the Light Rail currently at $446.3 million, there could be some 
savings to both the Transportation and State Highway Departments if they worked 
in concert. This may be especially urgent in view of the Federal Governmnet's 
proposal to slash Federal Highway monies. 

We woulldi appreciate your consideration of our proposal, and welcome your 
comments. 

cc: Rep. Helen Bentley 
Rep. Ben Cardin 
Mr. Ron Hartman 

Sincerely yours, 

Nancy W. Horst 
for the Task Force 

Response: 
1.  The selected build alternate does not preclude 

future light rail or HOV lanes. 
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Response: 
1.     See response  for Noise Abatement on P.  V-2. 

United States Department of the tn^eribr     " 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY /„ , 

WASHINGTON. D.C   10240    "•e '-     t. .0|,| 'Si 

H.  Fillnoro and Mary Elian Schaidt 
1310 Warwick Drlva 

Lutharvllla.  Maryland 21093 

L74(MAR-PD) 
ER-90/117 

flpK 13 ma 

April   13,   1990 

Mr. Nell J. Pedersan 
Offlca of Planning ( Enginaerlng 
Tha Maryland Stata Highway Adnlnistratlon 
P. O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

Dear Mr. Pedarsen: 

My family has lived In the Orchard Hills conmunity of 
Baltlaora County for twanty-six years. Our hone Is just a few 
short blocks from the beltway and 1 am very concerned about the 
possibility of additional lanes being added to this roadway. 

With the proposed lane additions to the beltway, I feel 
strongly that sound barriers are needed to protect the Orchard 
Hills community.  I urge you to obtain federal funds to complete 
the state's sound barrier project on this section of the beltway. 

Thank you for your help on behalf of all Orchard Hills 
residents. 

Sincerely, 

7^,^  ULnJ A<£»^ 7 

A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
711 West 40th Street. Suite 220 
Baltimore, MD  21211 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

This responds to a request for the Department of the Interior's 
comment* on the Environmental Assessmient/Section 4(f) Evaluation 
for 1-695 (East of SR-140 to West of SR-702), Baltimore County, 
Maryland. 

SECTION 41 ft STATEMENT COMMENTS 

We concur that, if transportation objectives are to be achieved, 
there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the proposed use 
of land within public parkland and property listed in the 
National Register of Historic Places.  We are also in agreement 
with selection of the recommended plan.  We concur that the 
proposed mitigation, which includes erection of a noise wall 
adjacent to the Hampton National Historic Site, is appropriate, 
and recommend the continued coordination and consultation with 
the National Park Service and the Maryland State Historic 
Preservation Officer. 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT COMMENTS 
4,1-*> 

|  l)<.0 - i o 
Fish and Wildlife Resources - We do not endorse the proposed   i^c (-icxx«, 
interchange 1-83 (Jones Falls Expressway) Option C alternative.!    »(- I 
Option C would impact 0.916 acres of wetlands along Jones Falls,qi|P;' 
a stream which has a naturally reproducing brown trout        ; ol* , 
population.  The other improvement options (A, B. D) for this  —f' 
interchange would only impact O, 0.203, and 0.543 acres of       **" 
wetlands, respectively.  We recommend that these other options be 
considered for improving the geometries of this intersection. 
There are no objections to any of the other interstate 
improvement proposals. 

20'J 
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We endorse the State Highway Administration's (SHA) plan to 
control atomwater management in the Jones Falls watershed (pg 
IV-38).  This management would include the construction of 
subsurface trenches throughout the watershed for augmenting the 
infiltration of atormwater.  SHA also plans to construct 24-hour 
detention basins for attenuating flood heights and reducing the 
flood water's erosive force.  We condone this use of 24-hour 
basins as opposed to 48-hour or 72-hour detention basins which 
would introduce heated water into the trout stream. 

The Department recommends that all unavoidable wetland losses be 
replaced on a 2:1 basis for palustrine forested wetlands and on a 
1:1 basis for all other wetlands types.  The 2:1 replacement 
ratio for forested wetlands will help compensate for the time lag 
of 40 to SO years which are required for planted seedlings to 
reach maturity.  This ratio will also help compensate for the 
risk associated with trying to create forested wetlands.  The 
techniques for creating forested wetlands have not been fully 
developed. 

Mineral Resources - Owing to the nature of the project, (widening 
of the existing Baltimore Beltway mainline and upgrading specific 
substandard interchanges), no impact to mineral resources 
apparently is anticipated by the preparers of the document; 
accordingly, mineral resources are not discussed.  A search of 
our data files leads us to concur that the project would not 
impact mineral resources. 

FISH AND WILDLIFE COORDINATION ACT COMMENTS 

Inv slf; JnSdnrd Wil?U5e Service's most probable position on 
oELf?     404 permits for this project would most likely be no 
objection provided the 1-83 (Jones Falls Expressway) Option C 
££!£ K?9* " n0t 8<slected for construction and provided an 
iT^if    A  co•P's"»at"" P^n is submitted and a viable site is 
identified with the Section 404 application. 

SUMMARY COMMENTS 

I(f)0aoorova?tn?
£^Khe Interio5 °«e" "o objection to Section 

oLILn  r  ? t     ^   ' reco,nme"ded plan, provided wetlands at 
aboie are inc[ud»H9e \r! aV?ided and the other —«««. mentioned above are included in the plans for project implementation. 

aretwnn•a£;raent haV co"tinui"g interest in this project, we 
t.Zi^lUln9 to cooperate and coordinate with you on a technical 
For ma"" Zlll^'"*?"  PrOJeCt ^1"*"°" and^se^ment?1 
Please conLctth-in9t0 "creati°^l and cultural resources, 
Attantic Regional Director, National Park Service, Aid- 

Response: 
1.  See response within Agency Coordination, 
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V. CORRESPONDENCE 
B. Elected Officials 
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COUNTY COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE 'COUNTY :;5 j,';' •-} 
COURT HOUSE. TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204 

BARBARA F. BACHUR 
COUNCILWOMAN. FOURTH DISTRICT 

COUNCIL OFFICE: •87-33«» 
• •7-ll0a 

March 23,  1990 

Mr. Neil Pedersen 
Director 
Office of Planning and Engineering 
The Maryland State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltijnore, MD     21203 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

I have received a copy of a letter sent to you by the president 
of the Orchard Hills Ccnrnunity Association regarding sound barriers on 
Interstate 695. 

I would lilce to offer my support to their position. I am a firm 
believer in reducing the negative effects that progress scmetimes 
brings to our ccmraunities. While the widening of the Beltway is a 
necessary step in the growth of our county, all efforts should be made 
to minijnize the impact this will have on the adjacent ccmnunities. 

The ccnrnunity of Orchard Hills is requesting that sound bartiers 
be placed on Interstate 695 at Charles Street and York Road (Project 
No. 20, Contract No. B-850-501-424). I agree fully with this proposal 
and hope that you will take the appropriate steps to have these 
barriers erected. 

Barbara F. Bachur 
Councilwanan, Fourth District 

BFBtpah 
cc:        Stephanie J. Boblooch,' President 

Orchard Hill Ccnrnunity Association 

V - 130 190 



ELLEN R. SAUKRBRCY 
MMOmTVLCAOCR 

SUITE 312 

LOWE MOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 
•41-3401 

1-MXM92-7122 

HOUSE OF DELEGATES 

ANNAPOLIS.MARYLAND 2I40M99I 

March 27, 1990 

DISTRICT Omcc 
4122 SWEET MR ROAO 

BALDWIN. MARYLAND 21013 
592-2200 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
State Highway Administrator 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland   21202 

Dear Hal: 

As you know, our constituents whose homes back up to the Beltway are very 
concerned about the proposal for widening 1-695 before the sound barriers 
are put into place. 

I certainly understand the fiscal problem that you are dealing with, and I 
am aware of the priority list that determines in what order these projects 
will be funded. However, I also share the concern expressed by residents 
who will have to live with the construction project in the middle of the 
night and who also believe that it would be more cost effective to put the 
sound barriers up at the time that the Beltway construction is occurring, 
not at a later date. 

I would appreciate your getting back to me with the projected construction 
schedule of the Beltway in the 10th District and your current projection as 
to when the sound barriers will be funded. I would urge you to find a way 
to ensure that the sound barriers precede the highway construction. 

Sincerely, 

len R. Sauerbrey 

ERSrelw 

V - 131 
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PLEASE REPLY TO: <\   1 
PAUL S. SARBANES • .      _ _   V 

Biu.TIMOM.MD 21201 
(301) 962-4436 

mm (Piaixa &ZMII 
""     WASHINGTON, DC 20510-2002 

A 
"J'_l'"'""" • . 1616aH.FAUO«WOI«AtBuiU«iieA    ( 

BiU.TniKNil.MD 21201 V 

Mmtti States 3mate 
RECEIVED 

March 19,  1990 MAR 23 1990 

OIRECTOA, mm uf 
wmipmrnnimmm 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
State Highway Administrator 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Kassoff, 

From time to time my office is contacted by constituents who 
bring to my attention matters which do not fall within the 
responsibility of the federal government.  In this respect, I 
have enclosed correspondence I received from Ms. Stephanie 
Boblooch and Ms. Elaine Smyth, representing the Orchard Hills 
Community Association, Inc., in Lutherville, Maryland 21093 which 
I believe is self-explanatory. 

It would be appreciated if you would review this matter and 
respond directly to them. Thank you very much for your 
assistance.  I have written to them of this action. 

With best regards, 

Sincerelyj 

Paul S. Sarbanes 
United States Senator 

PSS/bbs 
Enclosure 

20S 
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C. Agency Coordination 



V.     CORRESPONDENCE 

Community and agency participation is an integral and essential part of the 
alternatives development and evaluation process. Since 1983, these project 
activities have been supervised by the Maryland State Highway Administration 
(SHA). 

In Stage n of the project, alternatives were defined for the environmental 
assessment, and the assessment performed. Comments from the public were 
reviewed and considered in this process. Ongoing coordination regarding noise 
impacts and barriers has also been conducted with several community groups. 
Further contact with local, state and federal agencies was performed throughout 
the project as well. Coordination letters appear at the end of this section. 

Agencies contacted for scoping or information include: 

o Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

o Maryland Historical Trust 

o U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service 

o National Park Service 

o U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

o U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

o Providence Volunteer Fire Co., Inc. 

o Baltimore County Fire Department 

o Baltimore County Department of Planning and Zoning 

o Baltimore County Parks and Recreation 

o Baltimore County Economic Development Commission 

o Baltimore Regional Planning Council 

Copies of the Air Quality Technical Report were made available to the USEPA and 
the Maryland Air Management Administration for review. 

y t 
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Maryland Historical Trust 

March 24. 1986 

Mr. Louis H.Ege. Jr.. Deputy Director 

Project oevelopntent Division 
State Highway Administration 

p.o. BOX in 
nm north Calvert Street 
2wE«. Haryiand 21203-0717 

Re: Contract No. B 635-151-472 
1-695 (Baltinore Beltway) from 
MD Bt. 140 to 1-95 
P.D.M.S. No. 031113 
Baltinore County, Maryland 

to        rn 
—   o < -o 

a>oc_ 

=5   552 
Response: 

1.  See Additional coorespondence following. 

..„.-«. us Beth Brown of our staff at 
If you have any questions, piease contact ». Beth 

(301) 269-2438. 
Sincerely, 

^^/< 
Richard B. Huqhes    .rchGOioqY State Administrator of Archeology 

RBH/BCB/bjs 

cc: Mr. Tyler Bastian 
Mr. Charles L. Wagandt 
Hr. Paul McKean 

V-3 
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Maryland Historical Trust 

February 24, 1937 

Hr. Louis E. Ege, Jr. 
..Oepuey Director 
troject Development Division 
State Hlghvay Adnlnlstrttion 
P. 0. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltiaore, Maryland 21203-0717 

'_: ^ '-> 

«~»",* o 

^o 

»E:    Contract No.   B 635-151-472 
1-695   (Baltiaore Beltuay)   Jrso 
HD Rt.   140  to MD Rt.   702 
PDMS No.   03113  

Response: 
1.  No response required. 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Than'* you £or your letter of 3 February 1987 regarding the above-referenced 

project. 

We concur that Phase 1 archcological Investigation, "e
p
n;ta^

r
s"""

d ^ 
the t«o parcels, constituting 1.25 acres, slated for easement acquisition. 

Sincerely, Sincerely,       / 

Richard B. Hushes 
State Administrator of Archeology 

RBH/BCB/omc 
cc: Dr. Jody Hopkins < 

Mr. Tyler Bastlan 
Ms. Ma/ C. Robinson 
Mr. Paul McKean 

NOTE:  This letter was written as a response 
to SHA's 2/3/87 letter. That lettet requested 
that the MHT concur with the SHA's 
determination that two areas (of +1.25 ac:?s) 
did not retain sufficient integrity to 
warrant Phase I archeological testing due -.3 
extensive disturbance connected with Beltvay 
construction. 

Show Ho.:». :i Sla-o Ci.c'.. »nnM0li». V.r/limJ Jt«OI' {SOtJ M9-MI*.   2M-J«3«.   JM «S0 
Dooanniunl o-' Cc»ttom.e »•*& Com.-nyniiy 3«vtlo;monl Admin.     • S & P TPS 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 
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TRUST 

PROJECT 
DEVELOPMENT 

DIVISiOH 

DEC IB   ZSBPH'B? 

December 14,  1987 

CWBDV 

Jiaivfat H. Rop" 

Ms. Cynthia Slnpson, Chief 
Environmental Management 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway udministration 

p. 0. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD    21203-0717 

BE,    Contract No.  B 635-151-472 
Interstate Route 695 
(Baltimore Beltway) 
from Maryland Boute  140 to 
Maryland Route  702 
PDMS No. 03113 

Response: 
1.  See additional coorespondence following. 

Dear Ms. Simpsoni 

^an, you for your letters of rehruary 23rd October 8*^Oe^jJ*. 

1987 concerning the subject project. Our o.fice concu. 

determinations of elfeets 

Alt 2 - Greenspring B.D. - NE 
Mt 2 (A) - Greenspring H. 0. - NAE 
Ut 2 IB) - Greenspring B.D. - NAE 
Alt 2 - Lutherville H.D. - NE 
Alt 2(A) - Lutherville B.D. - NE 
Alt 2 - Rockland Farm - NE 
Alt 2 - Rockland B.D. - NE 
Alt 2 - Hunt's Meeting B.D. - NE 

He disagree with your determinations for the following which we consider to 

be affected, but not adversely: 

Alt 2(C) Lutherville H.D. - NAE 
Alt 2 Hampton N.H.L. - NAE 

V-5 
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Hs. Clnthia Siapton, Chi«f 
Envlionaantal Managaaant 
December 14,  1987 
Pag* 2 

Alt 2(D),  3 Lan«,  - Luthervill* H.D.  - Mv 
Alt 2(D), 4 Lane, - Uitherville H.D. - Adv 

Thank your for your continued cooperation, 
free to contact Al Luchenbach at 974-4450. 

If you have any questions,  feel 

Sincerely, 

Rodney Little 
' Director 
State Historic 
Preservation Officer 

JFL/AHV*ib 

Paul wettlaufer (FHWA) 
Rita Suffness (SHA) 
Hay C. Robinson 
Paul McKean 

V-6 



MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

^^ 

"i:—1~\ 

TO 

TRUST 

iw 5 \\» Ui> •© 

J»nuary 3,   1989 

*•«» DnuM Sdufn 
CoUDnor 

jKquefar H. Ropn 
SMtto»DHCD 

KM) y   KK 

M». Cynthia 0. Slmpaon, Chief 
Envlronnental Managettent 
Maryland Departnent of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
BaltUore, Maryland 21203-0717 

«til.'.> i -• . i 

Re: Contract No. B 635-151-472 
Interstate Route 695 
Baltimore Beltway from Maryland 
Route UO to Maryland Route 702 

POMS No. 03113 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

Based on additional '-'•^'^"'"'^ ^X^X^o"'^T^t 

14, 1987). for the following project alternates: 

Alt 2 (0). 3 Lane, - Luthervllle Hlatorlc District 

Alt 2 (D), 4 Lane, - Luthervllle Historic Dl.trlct 

contact Michael Day at 974-5000. 

Sincerely, 

George J. Andre»e 
Project Review and 

Compliance Administrator 
Office of Preservation Services 

Response: 
1.  No response required. 

GJA/MKO/meh 
Cc- Ms.  Rita Suffness 

Mrs.  Laurl Fltigerald 
Mr.  Paul MeKean 

. iwTi a* c-*. A-"**. 
M"'",,,, 2U0, ,:l0,) 974-5n• 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

^7T*TI1I!^^U""1^- t*J^* 

^y-J.-': 

r*''' Caxmal 

hi n L. 
jKque&x H. Rufen 

«" 'fcj 
Scms^DHCD 

TRUST 
April 3, 1989 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief 
Environmental Management 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Admlrtistration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: Contract No. B 635-151-472 
1-695 (Baltimore Beltway) 
from MD 140 to MD 702 
PDMS No. 03113 Response: 

1.  No response required. 

Dear Ms. Simpsons 

Thank you for your letter of March 9, 1989 concerning the ibove 
referenced project. 

Concerning the non-historic buildings that now exist along 
1-695 lust within the boundaries of the Lutherville Historic District, 
this office feels that our opinion regarding their significance was 
made clear0in our January 3, 1989 letter in which we stated that 
Alternates 2(D)-3 lane and 2(D)-4 lane would have no adverse effect. 
Certainly? If these had been historic buildings, our previous 
determination of adverse effect (letter of December 14, 1987) would 

not have changed. 

For the record, we concur with your opinion that the new 
construction located a'long 1-695 and on the fringe of ^Lutherville 
historic District, does not contribute to the "9ni"«n« of the 
district Further, we concur with your opinion that Alternate 2(E) 
wUl have no adverse effect on the Lutherville Historic District. 

Dfpaflmfrt nt H'tuiin* /and Ciimmuntly Di Devrtnptnent 

Sho IW 21S.-. O*. Aw* M-y•. 21WI <»•» 9'<-5000 

V-8 
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Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
April 3, 1989 
Page 2 

Should you have any questions concerning this review, please 

contact Michael Day at 974-5000. 

Sincerely, 

George J. Andreve 
Project Review and 
Compliance Administrator 

Office of Preservation Services 

GJA/MKD/meh 
cci   Ms. Rita Suffness 

Mrs. Laurl FitzGerald 
Mr. Paul McKean 

V-9 



Maty/andDepartmentoiTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Ttainor 
Stcretinr 

Hal KassoH 
AdmimttratOf 

November 27. 1989 

RE:  Contract No. B 635-151-472 
1-695 (Baltimore Beltway) 
from MD 140 to MD 702 
PDMS No. 03113 

Mr. J. Rodney Little 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
21 State Circle 
Annapolis. Maryland  21401 

Dear Mr. Little: 

On February 23. 1987 
Alternate 2, plus Options 
Valley Historic District, 
stormwater management are 
of-way line which is cote 
toric district.  Initial 
be required from the Vail 
adjacent tax parcel (#206 
the Inn, as shown on the 
tion of your December 14 
is appropriate and thus s 

we described the possible effects of 
A Modified and B on the Greenspring 
Since that time we have learned that 

as would be developed along the right- 
rminous with the boundary of the his- 
estimates indicate that 0.5 acres would 
ey Inn property, and Q..6 acres from the 
).  As this area is quite distant from 
attached map, we believe that confirma- 
1987 determination of no adverse effect 

eek your concurrence by January 4, 1990. 

Response: 
1.  See coorespondence following. 

Should you have any questions, please call Ms. Suffness on 

333-1183. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
^nthia D. Simpson 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:RS:cd 
Attachment 
cc:  Mr. Don Honeywell 

Mr. Howard Johnson 

My Mlaphona numbar is 1301)- 
V-33. 

133-1177 
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MARYLAND c**• 
HISTORICAL 

•11 mi | i nx' JacqacCnt H. Riifen 

'iLS'lLiiUi '! 

T R II S T DeceBber21, 1989 

Ms. Cynthia Sinpson, Chief 
Maryland Departnent of 
Transportation 

State Highway Adndnistration 
Project Development Division 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltiaore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  Contract No. B 635-151-472 
1-695 (Balti»ore Beltway) 
from HD 140 to MD 702 
PDMS NO. 03113 

Response: 
1.     No reponse required Dear Ms. Sinpson: r 

Thank you for your Nove«ber 27th letter regarding the project 
a^vt/ we agreye with State Highway ;^^"^ratxon (S^) that t l^T^erZ^'LT-^^^ - ^erse 

M effect • the Greensprinq Valley Historic District. 

Sincerely, 

George J. Andreve 
Project Review and 
Conpliance Administrator 

Office of preservation Services 

GJA/neh 

it ill HixntiHl Awl Comnwnily Df* 
Sfc.. *^.l\ S.« C^. A•**. M»^d 2141). (301) 974-5000 

V-10 
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TO**fV C    ••OWN   M a 
STATE Of MARYLAND 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
THE ROTUNDA 

711 W. 10TM STREET. SUITE 4*0 
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND Illll 

Division of Archeology 
338-7236 

15 August 1935 - 

Hs. Rita Suffness 
Environmental Evaluation 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717/707 M. Calvert Street, Room 31ft 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: I-fi95, Baltimore Co. 
Archeologlcal Assessment 

Response: 
1.  See additional coorespondence, 

Dear Rita: 

1 have reviewed our site files for the 1-695 project from Falls Road 
to Harford Road and find only two known sites nea|: the Project area. 
Hamoton mansion (BA95) at the Hampton National Historical Site, and site 
BA17Masman prehistoric artifact scatter with little research potential). 

Highlighted on the enclosed maps are two areas that may possess moderate 
potential for site location. The small area noted near Brooklandville does 

not appear built up on the latest (197ft) U*8*"*""}*'^}* *£  ** 

potential. 

19th century standing structures)  is low. 

know. 

If I can provide additional information on this matter, please let me 

Sincerely, 

Dennis C. Curry 
Archeologlst 

0CC:1« 
V-U 
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-ro»*fT c •»o»*w •• o 

JOMH ». em "I" 

STATE OF MAfltLAMO 
OE^APTMCNT OF  NATURAL RESOUftCE* 

MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
THE HOTUNOA 

711 W. 40TM STREET. SUITE 4*0 
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21211 

MtHHtTm H    WC*Vt* 

Mi** r CLIAVCS 

Division of Archeology 
338-7236 

13 May 1986 _ 

< 
I 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Division of Project Development 
State Highway Admlnlstratlo*! 
P.O. Box 717/707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland   21203-0717 

RE:    1-595 from Harford Road to MO 7   • 
Baltimore County 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

1 have reviewed this project area with respect to »£;heoi°?!l"
,

f 
resources. There are no known archeologlcal sites In the study area. Much of 
Ms arVa'has been previously surveyed as shown on ^/'Yn Jhls a^ea fs 

potential for archeologlcal sites In the area along 1-695/" "'* a
r

r" '* 
Moderate at best In view of the results of other surveys and the construction 
that has taken place in this area. 

If I may be of further assistance on this matter, please let me know. 

Response: 
1.  No response required. 

Sincerely. 

Lorl Frye    / 
Archeologlst 

(fi 

LF:lw 

Attachment 

cc:   Rita Suffness 
Cynthia Simpson 

V- 12 
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tooxtr c titowx. MO. 
IICMItAJn 

JOMN n cramN STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
2300 ST. PAUL STREET 

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21211 

UNNCtM H. WIAVCT 
OMICloa 

WAArjMO OMlOCICAl. SOIWIY 
lutirr t. atAvts 

Division of Archeology 
(301) 55f-5530 

o Danuiry  1957 

o 
m 

^3 -c -u 
_:r-o 
. - oc_ 

:;o 

Hr. Louis H. Ege, 3r~. 
Deputy Director 
Division of Project Development 
State Highway Administration 
P.O.  Box 717/707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland    21203-0717 

RE: Baltimore Beltway,  from 
lloryland 702 /' I-/95 to Response: 

1.  No response required. 
Dear Hr. Ege: 

I have reviewed the above-referenced project with regard to 
archeological resources. There are no known archcologlcal sites In the 
project area. However, at Exit 36 of 1-695 at northeast Creek, a boat 
(details unavailable In Division of Archeology files) was found during 
highway construction In 1970. 

The potential for prehistoric sites Is moderate along portlons_of__ '_ 
Northeast Creek provided construction has not already destroyed tRem.   ~ 
For historic sites, the potential is poor based on the lack of settlement 
noted In early maps and recent development that has occurred in the area. 

If there are any additional questions regarding this matter or If 
I can be  of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

'VC^O/^^-A^/C-. 

Hettle L. Dallwebcr 
Archeologlst 

HLB:lw 

cc: Rita Suffness 
Cynthia D. Simpson 

TELEPHONE:  JOMS'-iSOO 
V-13 
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roaKfve anowti. W.O. STATE OF MANYUNO 
OEPAHTMtNT OF NATUBAL RESOUSCiS 

CAPITAL PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE OFFICE lUltDINO 
ANNAPOUS. MARYLAND    J1«1 

February 28, 1985 

Mr. Richard Rein 
DeLeuw, Gather & Company 
Suit* 500 
1201 Connecticut Avenue, HW 
Washington, D.C.  20036 

Subject: 1-695 Project,   1-695 between Relsterstown Road 
and 1-95 in Baltimore County 

Dear Mr.  Rein: 

n>e Maryland Natural Heritage Program has no record of any rare 
species, unusual habitat or other significant natural feature in the 
iLediaie vicinity of the portion of 1-695 identified above. Nor, are 
any sites identified in the Upland Natural Areas Survey located In 
this area. As long as proposed improve»ents will be generally in the 
location of existing rights-of-way and intersections, 1 see no potential 
impact to any site considered significant by this Program. 

Sincerely, 

Response: 
1.  No response required. 

[fyv^OW*^ 
Arnold Norden 
Maryland Natural Heritage Program 

AUN:mle 

f. #0« 31. 
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•tCHKTAMT 
STATE OP MAHYIAMD 

OCPARTMCHT or MATU»AL »t*0u»cfs 
T10EWATCR ADMINISTRATION 
TAWI* STATE ornec •UILOINC 

AMNAFOUS    St401 

March  11,   19 85 

JOHN n. enirriN 

TO: W.R. Carter, Environmental Review, 
Fisheries Division 

FROM:       Charles R. Gougeon 

SUBJECT:    Fish List and "High Priority" Streams 
Along Baltimore Beltway (Md. Rt. 695) 

1) See attached fish list - freshwater fish 

2) a)  By far, the most important stream proposed to be crossed by 
the Rt. 695 construction will be Jones Falls.  Surprisingly, 
Jones Falls has maintained a high degree of water/habitat 
quality.  In fact, the stream presently sustains a "wild" 
reproducing brown trout population that extends from its 
headwaters above Green Spring Valley Road and continues 
inside the Baltinore Beltway.  The water quality remians 
suitable for year-round trout survival down to Lake Roland. 
Waters below Lake Roland are designated as Class IV (Recrea- 
tional Trout Waters) and are stocked with hatchery trout each 
year in the spring. 

b)  Stenuners Run and all tribs is also designated as a Class IV 
stream.  At this time, the stream is not'stocked with hatchery 
trout.  No wild trout are known to exist in this stream.  Surveys 
of the stream system indicate moderately degraded conditions 
(water quality/habitat).  All efforts should be directed towards 
preserving/enhancing stream conditions through implementation 
of strict sediment control measures. 

Response: 
1.  1-83 (JFX) Option C is part of the selected build 

alternate.  This option will bridge the Jones 
Falls. Particular mitigation at this stream 
would include careful pier placement to 
minimize impacts, construction scheduling in 
accordance with stream restrictions, on-site 
construction management to minimize distrubance, 
including use of snow fencing to mark areas, 
a double row of silt fencing and straw bales 
intercepting runoff, immediate removal of 
dredged material from the flobdplain, and re- 
vegetation of disturbed areas with natural 
vegetation. 

»o. ct»' - •»-"'»'o«t »t*-a«3« A*,-NC-O». -*-•: sevo.:; 
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UCMTMT 

OEPABTMEMT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
MaryW F«est, Park k WWIK. S«vlc 

TAWES omce •ULDING 
AMM»POUS.MABYL»NO   »1«01 

March 13, 1985 

oo«»u> t ifc«uuje>»>» 
WUCTOA 

Mr. Richard Rein 
DeLew, Gather t Co. 
Suite S00 
1201 Connecticut Xve., H.W. 
Washington, O.C. 20036 

Re: Baltimore Beltway Widening 

Dear Mr.  Rein: 
.!..«„ cf 14 February 1985,  1 have enclosed a 

- ^'T^ ^rnc^ifhTu c    " l^in compiling a list of species 
list of standard references wnicn you 
representative of the project area. 

„, critical wildlife habitats in the area. 
I have no record of any unique or critical wiia 

If you need additional  inforation, pleas, let us Know. 

Sincerely, 

Response: 
1.     No response  required. 

L^n  /fTS*1*' 
Sean McKewen 
Project Leader Technical Services 

SH/dec 

<, 

269-3195 

nv FOR l^tzsszzszzzssjz^• •• 
V- 16 
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•••tit* i«e"«T«« 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT Of NATURAL RESOURCES 

CAPITAL PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING 
ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND   21«01 

racOL. Cl«cw 

September 26, 1985 

< 
I 

i—* 

Mr. Louis Ege 
Bureau of Project Planning 
State Highway Athlnlstratlon 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

Subject:    Improvements to I-69S from Md 
I-9S, Baltimore County 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Route 140 to 

Baltimore County In the vicinity of this portion of M9S --^numerous 

recorded localities for rare, thr«fe"ed
t '"^stlng road-'y to be impacted by 

of these locations are c ose '^".^.m* n Listing location.    If I can 
Srrf'-fSr^erarsfsrarce^pre-rnrreri^ate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Arnold M. Norden 
Maryland Natural Heritage Program 

Response: 
1.   No response  required. 

AWN:m1e 

.0....; ..;-o^v!.^^^^fc^^ 
V- 17 

^ 

O" 



Tonne" c. tatm* « o 
UC'l'Vr 

Department ol Natural Resources 
MARYLAND FOREST, PARK 4 WttDLIFE SERVICE 

Tawes Ollict Building 
AnnapoHl. Maryland 21401 

D0NM.0 E. U^UUCMLAN 

June 12, 1986 

Ms. Cynthia D. Slnpson, Chief 
Envlronaental Management 
Maryland Department of Transportation 

P.O. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

HZ: Contract No. B-635-151-472 
1-695 from Md Route 140 to 
Md Route 702 

Sincerely, 

Response: 
1. No response required. 

'James Burtls, Jr. 
Assistant Director 

JB:emp 

CC: C. Taylor 
C.  Brunorl 

TTY FOR DEAFITTATEWIDE 1.800-I92-5062; BALTIMORE 269-2609 
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TOBBt* C. 1B0WN >• o 
stcurrMv 

Department ot Natural Resources 

MARYLAND FOREST. PARK & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Tiwes OHIce Building 

Annapolis. Marylind 2140t 

0ONM.0 t UUIAUCKUN 
OJifCrO" 

Septeabei 3, 1986 

Annette Mercer 
Deleuu Gather & Co. 
Suite 500 
1201 Connecticut Avenue, N.w. 
WashLngton, D.C. 20036 

Subject: 1-695: Relstertovm Road to Interchange 36 

Dear Ms. Mercer, 

- -r* =' IKTS S'^xvs^s x. 
rei" V^b^"^ "ce-nt site revle-, we cannot show that 
such spicles or habitats are not present. 

Species and habitats of  special ^concern to the^state .rented 

,„d discussed  in the  tollowtag °'Pa»°;r. .,. Xnl.als of Maryland, 
publication:    Threatened and Endangers rian ^ ^^ ^ LUU. 

available through this <>Hi=e-    * Itr h^b'tats. 
slderatlon of  these species and their hab-tats. 

Prograo 

JAM:nlt 

Response: 
1. No response required. 

(301)   ' 269-3 269-2870 

TTY FOR DEAF:SnTAfi^5rr85^2.5062; BALTIMORE 269-2609 
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PROVIDENCE VOLUNTEER FIRE COMPANY, INC. 
nMEPrnvirtEnceRd.   »   P.O. Box 9702   >   TowsooMd 2l2g4_ 

Teiephooe 
829-9029 

9U 

September 5,  1986 

K3. Cynthia Simpson, Acting Chief 
Environmental Kanagement     J._4.,„r, 
Maryland State Highway AdEinistration 
707 Kcrth Calvert Street 

siltirnore. dryland   21203-0717 

Dear Ks. Simpsons ^ 

y ,   . __-_*  •.-.> sre verv concerned aooui. <.ne osixway only one connent. -e "e very conu        DroVen to be over 
interchange with Loch ?aven Blvd " »" ~| -^  655i since the 
thP vears one of the most accident occurances on "'-;:.,., t 

statistics. 

Ih, supl«.ent,l infomatl^ th,t you s.nt us i;/?^^ g^ 

oroceed south over the t>«dge.af•£ ^Tra^ access road to the In addition. Providence 3oad ^.^e primary access roa 
srea fo^- fire aooaratus responding m to tne_ar=t+•„„+ 
tnl  and-elevlnof  the Baltimore County Fire Department. 

It should also be noted that ^^^JJff .^^ffiSct.d 
services the Providence Hoad area from the nortn n     bgtantlal 

5i^r?r4Vpns«srj1^^3^ 

Response: 
1. Reconstruction of the Providence Road 

bridge will occur in halves, allowing 
emergency vehicles to cross the Beltway if 
needed. 

v-20 



Ks. Cynthia Simpson 
Septenber 5. 1986 
Page 2 

aeonstruetlon of the loch Savjn Brlv. bridge i|v^
c^2 in 

IOP? smd 1988      However,  this is the first or several orxage 
r«la«ment Iroielts vlkrme* for the Loch Saven Hesevoir area 
which will change traffic patterns to the Towson.  rarkville. 
LutherSille and Cockeysville areas.    Consideration must be 
given to these projects in the overall picture. 

A further consideration is the ongoing sewer constructionwhich 
is tafcirot olace in the Haapton area.     Soads are closed frequently 

the fonst^uction work taking place for this sewer installat- 
At onl^iht during the Providence  -toad bridge reconstract- fo 

icn. 
ion 

AX one point -UIAHS <•"= * .       1 "i— »„««.5 „•«• *»-,o 
ion, Seiinary Avenue was also closed for a period o- ^lae, 
isolating the entire Providence-Ka.-pton area. 

We oooose any olan which calls for the closing of *^ P«^nce 

=oad bridge even for one day. v;e are a pnnary response unit 
to the Pa-kville, Hillendale and Towson ares which in addition 
to accesl Z  oGr'area by responding apparatus would ^ severely 
rMtrieted bv anv closing of the bridge. I am sure tnax ^ne.e 
"-alte^ativfollns which would accosplish the same result 
without the closing of the Providence ?.oad bridge. 

;e are looking forward to reviewing alternate plans for the 
inprovement of the Baltimore Belt^vay and in particular the 
Providence iload bridge. 

Yours truly, 

Jjdhn >;. HcClean 
resident 

V-21 
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DAlTIMOftE COUNTY 
FIU OEftVRTMENT 
TOW50N. MARYIAND 21204-2586 
494-4S00 

fiAU.KaEM3<£ 
CHEF 

September 8,   1986 

—-om 
o — o 

MJ. CynthU Simpson, Acting Chief 
Environmental Han»geoent 
Maryland State Highway Admlniatration 
707 North Calvert Street 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MO  21203-0717 

Re: Posalhle Construction Modification 
of 1-695; Potential Impact to 
Emergency Vehicle Response Time 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

.  .i —..„..•. ? Beltuav Widening mentioned in DeLeuu, Gather 
- ^VS'VYi  8 86  t&    bllol  .« our concerns about each of the bridges 

^,CnS,*lS I12J- bS coipl.tel, closed for several months: 

a. Falls Road Bridge and^Harford Road Bridge 

the complete closing of these bridge, would cause. ^J^-g^ 
our ..me. delivery since they are <£» t

P/upg„de theB half ,t a 

b. Providence Road Bridge 

The complete closing -J^^- "^'^.rl" - .T, ^^tended 
effect on our service in that area. »e »='« 

period last year. 

ne  .,0 -aOOPTlOH^ obviously would ^^^l^^^K -a, 

vehicle traffic? If that is *.«... •^•^^,,,t«lfU.»t effect on our 

accordingly. 

Response: 
1. The Falls Roaid and Old Harford Road Bridge 

may be closed to traffic during reconstruction 
either in their entirety or in part.  If the 
closing of either bridge is required, 
coordination with emergency facilities will 
be completed. 

2. The Providence Road bridge will be reconstructed 
in halves to maintain a crossing of the 
Beltway. 

Fire.Department 

PHRiRAU 

Copy:     E«ecutlve Staff 

V-22 
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OAtflMOftE COUNTY 
Wi 0£fiM\TM£NT 
TCWSOJ MAIWIAND 21204-2586 
494-4500 

fWJLKftBNCKE 
CHEF 

-Ct-o 

01    ^ — o 

September 9,   1986 

•tnfsirscisn 

Ms.  Cynthia Simpson,  Acting Chief 
Environmental Kanagemenc 
Harylauu 5i.&t« itifeiiway Ad; 
707 North Calvert Street 
P.O.  Box 717 
Baltimore, MD      21203-0717 

RE:    Our 9/8/86 Response to The Potential  Impact 
o Emergency Vehicle Response Time of 
ossible Construction Modifications  to 1-695 

to 
Pos 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

Please correct our September 8 letter to read in item 
a. "Falls Road Bridge and Old Harford Road Bridge." 

Thank you. We regret the Inconvenience. 

Sincerely, 

Response: 
1.     No response required. 

(Mrs.) tydla M.  Yates, Adm/secy.   II 
Office of  the Chief 
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United States Department of the Interio 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

1.7611   (MAJ-PD) 

M/O-A TLAWT/C .«C/ON 
IO SOUTH THIRD STREET 
FHlLADELf HIA. ?A. HIM 

2 V 

3 0 SEP 1^3 

I 
h-• 

Keil J. Pedeneo, Director 
Office of PUaning end Prelimioery Eogineerinj 
yaryliod Depertment of Tr»otport«tioa ^j 
P.O.  Box 717,  707 North Celvert Street '_ 
B.ltiaore, KaryUod 21203-0717 g? 

Beir Mr. Pederien: 

la re.poa.e to your letter of September 1$.   1986 co^eroiog ooi.e niti- 
j.tioo in the «re. of Hempton H.tion.l BUtonc  Site,  the Dep.raeot of 
the Interior  eoncurt  thet vith the proviiion of  the noi.e v.ll  .loot the 
Tl«ht-of-v.y line  in front of the hl.torie .ite «d .dj.cent  re.identi.l 
.re«.  there will not he  >  Section 4(f)  o.e of the .ite ..  . result of    •. 
the widening of the B.ltiaore Beltw.y.     Further,  we do not object  to 
the widening of the B.ltiaore Beltw.y  in thi.  «re.. 

However,  ..  there .re  import.nt hi.torie re.ouree. loc.ted  .dj.cent 
to the  fence line oppo.ite St.tioo. 860*00 .nd 841*00 "j'""1"' 
or, the enclo.ed -p. we would c.ution the St.te HlRhv.y Admini^tr.tioo 
to refr.in  from erc.ing  onto the .ite with he.vy equipment.     The .re. 
will be  fl.gged by the K.tioo.l P.rk Service,  .nd coordin.tion .nd 
con.ult.tion .hould be continued with Superintendent K.reo W.de  (535 
B.opton L.ne.  Tow.on,  H.ryl.nd 21204   (telephone  301/823-7054). 

1 wi.h to expre.i -y .ppreci.tioo for your .en.ltivity .nd cooper.tion 
in protecting thi. hi.torie  re.ouree. 

Sincerely, 

— rr, -a 

5     ---am 

5?   :   .1-1 

Juse. V.  Colem.n,  Jr 
;   legion.1 Director 

^     Enelo.ure' , ^ 

Response: 
1.  A noise wall has been constructed in the area 

of Hampton National Historic site. 

0 
BHK1 
OCT   6   1986 

JOIKMI, mum t tkiMPsm 
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United States Department of the Interior 

FISH AND WILDUft SERVICE 
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES 

I82SB VIRGINIA STREET 
ANNAPOUS. MARYLAND 2H0I ^ 

October 30,   19S6 

fflf 

%** 

M*.  Annette Mercer 
Envlronaentil Flsioer 
DeLeu» Gather & Co. 
Suite  500 
1201 Connecticut Avenue,  H.W. 
WJthington,  O.C.     20036 

Dear Hi. Merceri 

Thlf tt In reiponae to your reque.t for endangered apeclet Infornatlon for 
the area of the proposed improvement! to the Baltimore beltw.y (your 
reference 3663-40). We are eneloalng a copy of our September 2*. 1S85 
letter to the Maryland Department of Transportation commenting on this 
project. A» you vill note, our record! Indicate no endangered, threatened 
or other rare ipeclei  In the project vicinity."-   

Reg.Hlng the planned expan.lon. to  BWI.  ve tao- of no Federal candidate 
.pecle.   in  the project are. other  than Helonia. bulUta-    However,   the 
M.rylMd Heritage Program has data on several it.te-r.re specie. In the 
vicinity.     For  further  information,   you  should contact  Mr.  D.   Daniel Boone, 
KD Heritage Program,  T.ve. State Office Bldg.,   580 Taylor Avenue. 
Annapolis.   MD     21401   (tele.   301/269-2870). 

You should be aware that we plan  to propose threatened status for HilonU« 
bullat.   in the" coming year.     Therefore,   the need, of  thl. pint  .hould be 
SUlly considered in  the  preparation of the BWI master plan.    *« 
farther  information,  please contact Ms. Judy Jacob, of our staff,   telephone 
301/269-6324. 

We appreciate your concern for endangered species. 

Sincerely yours, 

Glenn Kinser 
Supervisor 
Annapolis Field Office 

Response: 
1. No response required, 

Enclosure 
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offafet^ 

DEPARTMENT   OF   THE   ENVIRONMENT 
JOtWESTPRESTOflSTflEET    .    BAtnMO«E. MAHYIANO J1201 

AREA CODE 301     •    225-5275 
Martin W. Walsh, Jr. 

wntlam Donald SchHltr Sacriiuv 
Govtmor ' t^n 

m 
"~ 2m3 Response: 

Augu.t as, we?             ^ ^^^ ^ A build alternate was selected for the 

£ oxo mainline. 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief . 
Environmental Management SS 
Project Development Division 
707 North Calvert Street, Room 310 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

RE: Interstate Route 695 fron 
Maryland Route 140 to MD Route 702 
FDMS No. 031113 
Contract No. B 635-151-472 

Dear Ms. Simpsoni 

I have reviewed the air impact analysis performed for the 
proposed improvements of Interstate 695 between Maryland Route 140 
and Maryland Route 702 in Baltimore County and concur with its 

conclusions. 

Given the expected increase in traffic predicted I«,V'«v
re9io"' 

the Department believes that any built alternate will yield the best 

air quality for the area. 

The proposed project is consistent with the transportation control 

portion of thTstate Implementation Plan for the Met"P°U'• ^""X 
£trast.t. Air Ou.lity Control Region, ^^ermore adh««"« "^fe 

provisions of C0MAR 10.1B.06.03D will ensure that the impact from the 
construction phase of this project will be mlnisal. 

Thank you or the opportunity to review this analysis. 

Sincerely, 

Mario E. Jbrquera, Chief 
Division of Air Ouality Planning 
and Data Systems 
Air Management Administration 

KJ-.dJd v_26 
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United States Department of the InteriorPROJECT 
nevcir.oiur 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES 

1S2J VIRGINIA STOEET 
ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401 

DEVELOP.^. : 
0''-',-.~!-- 

July 29, 1988 

< 
I 

H». Cynthia D. Simpson 
Maryland Depattnent of Transportation 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

This responds to your July 26, 1988 request for information on the 
presence of species which are Federally listed or proposed for listing as 
endangered or threatened within the area of the proposed improvements to 
MD 695, Baltimore County, Maryland. We have reviewed the Information you 
enclosed and are providing comments In accordance with Section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act (87 Stat. 884, as amecded; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et. se^.). 

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 (tWS).  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. If you have any 
questions or need further tsslstance, please contact Judy Jacobs of our 
Endangered Species staff at (301) 269-5*48. 

Sincerely yours, 

/ser 
pe'rvlsor 

Annapolis Field Office 

Response: 
1.  No response required. 
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o 

Biltimon Coimvr ? R 0 J E C' 
Depmment of Recreiuon'iTixks. '. 
Foirson. iluybnd 21204       " '     • 
4913817 
4943058 (Deal/TDD)     lit   ]    Jj 33 ; 

Robtn R. Sutb 
occ 

Hs. Cynthia 0. Simpson, Chief 
Environmental Management 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Hs. Simpson: - 

August 31.   1988 

RECHVP 
SEP 8  138b 

Dennis F. RumtuscT 

Re: Contract No. B 635-101-472 
I-69S (Baltimore Beltway) 

This is in resconse to your recent letter relative to the relocation of the 
entrance road to Double Rock Park off Belalr Road. 

A number of years ago, our Department negotiated with the owners of Belair 
Plaza an additional ingress/egress that presently traverses the Shopping Center, 
using the existing signalized intersection. 

We do not have a concern with the closing of the park entrance a few hundred 
feet north of the signal light; however, we are troubled with your proposed plan 
locating the new road through park property, which we imagine would be a public 
road since it provides access to Cliff Lodge and private residences.  If this 
were to become a reality, the property to the east, adjacent to Belair Road, 
would not have any Recreation and Parks value; and you will have destroyed the 
continuity of the existing park.  In your planning process, has it been brought 
to your attention that the park property in question was purchased in 1976 for 
Recreation and Park purposes only, by funds provided by Program Open Space? The 
law states that property acquired with P.O.S. funds "may not be converted from 
public recreation or open space use to any other use without written approval of 
the Secretary of the Department of Natural Resources." 

You suggested in your July 26 letter that the state has "adjacent excess 
land" which could be used to replace park property.  If the State property in 
question is north of Double Rock Park, adjacent to the Beltway, we feel this does 
not have any Recreation and Parks value, and we would not be interested in same. 

Response: 
1.  U.S. 1 Option has been selected.  The previous 

option to provide access through the park 
property has been dropped. 
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.. « -. -2- SVugust 31, 1988 
Mi. C/nthta D. Slmpton * 

However w. would be interested In discussing the possibilities of your 
,.pu5£^: ProSy you are taUng at Double Roc, ***£*££*?£«* 
currently under your control at Chesaco Avenue. See attached Exhibit A . 

Enclosed are two copies of our Master Plan for Double Rock Park, showing 
«l.tSS^P^o.- 1.=iUti«. The Park is one of the County's .nost heavily 
used facilities, with an annual attendance of 100.000. 

•If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at «4-3B05. 

Sincerely, 

Harry^G. Coulter, Jr. 
Assistant Director/ 
Facility Development 

and Conservation 

HlX::dv 

Enc. 

CC: Mr. R. Staab 

V-29 O*. 
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MarylandDepartmentofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

O. James Lighihi: 
S tertiary 

Hal Kassoll 
Adnwwstfalor 

October 25, 1991 

RE:  Contract No. B 635-101-472 
1-695 from MD 140 to HD 702 
Baltimore County, Maryland 

Mr. Wayne R. Harnan, Director 
Baltimore County 
Department of Recreation and Parks 
301 Washington Avenue 
Towson HD  21204 

ATTN: Mr Charles Kines 

Dear Mr. Harnan: 

The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) is finalizing its 
study to widen the Baltimore Beltway (1-695) from MD 140 to the 
vicinity of MD 702 (see attachment).  The proposed improvements 
will require a temporary construction easement at Woodcroft Park. 
The proposed temporary easement area will consist of 
approximately 0.5 acre which is required to construct an earth- 
retaining jersey barrier. Construction of the jersey barrier 
will eliminate the need for any fee-simple acquisition in this 
area.  Construction would also require the temporary removal of 
the existing noise wall which is within existing SHA nght-ot- 
way.  Any area impacted will be restored to its preconstruction 
appearance. 

We seek vour concurrence with our determination that the proposed 
temporary use of Woodcroft Park will: (a) be of short duration 
and less than the time needed for construction of the project, 
(b) not change the ownership or result in the retention of long- 
term or indefinite interests in the land for transportation 
purposes, (c) not result in any temporary or permanent adverse 
change to the activities, features, or attributes which are 
Important to the purposes or functions of the park, and (d) 
include only a minor amount of land. 

(301) 333-1177 
My tdtphont numbsr Is .   

TeldvpawriUr lor Impaired Hearing or SpKch        ...... 
3837555 Billlmort M.lro - 5650451 O.C. Metro - |.«00.4M-S06J StJItxide Toll Free 

707 Norlh C»lv»rt St.. Balllmore. MlryUnd 212030717 

Response: 

1; See coorespondence following. 

"%. 



Mr. Wayne Hartnan 
October 25, 1991 
Page 2 

We seek your concurrence in our determination by October 30, 
IMl  Should you have any questions, please call Mr. Howard 

Johnson at 333-1179. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by : df.tf"'  ()   J--'**^ 
Cynthia D. 'Sirtfeson 
Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:HJ:cd 
Attachments 
cc: Ms. Shirley Murphy 

Mr. Robert Sanders 

"* 
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Baltimore County Government 
Department of Recreation and Parks 

301 Washington Avenue 
Towson, MD 21204 

887-3817 
Fax 825-3305 

DeafADD 887-5319 

November 1,   1991 

He    toui* H.  Eqe, Jr., Deputy Director 
SfhcTof Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltlrrore. Maryland        21203-0717 

RE: Contract No.  B 635-101-472 
1-695 from MD 140 to MD 702 
Baltimore County. Maryland 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Confirming my recent telephone conversations -Uh ^^ ^^u 

Johnson and your letter of Oc£be^25  991.^ ^^ ^ ^^  park 

durCtr-idrngVr"^ SK,X«««. Belt-ay. 

disruption during construction. 

prlor to the construction "C^^^"^^"^^ Coition 

rS^.^S^"^^" Slfb-r of th, ending 
co "tnictlon ^widening of the Belt-ay. 

CUC:im« 

Response: 

Prior to construction activity, Baltimore 
County Land Acquisition will be contacted. 

^ o 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
\ REGION III 

841 Chestnut Building 
Philadelphia. Pennsylvania 19107 

SEP     2 1987 

Cynthia  D.   Simpson 
Chief ^ % 
Environmental Management                                        __^£- 
Project Development Division (Rm. 310)                             sr -;..- 
Maryland State Highway Administration _ -• "^ 
707 North Calvert Street ^ 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 £ 

Re:  Interstate Route 695 —'. 
Maryland Route 140 to Si- 
Maryland Route 702 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and 
<: r,ll   309 it  tht Clean Air Act, EPA has reviewed the Draft Air Quality 
A^a y"» fL h aboie referenced project. The results of the -Icroscale 
ana     demonstrate that none of the build alternat ves w 11 v olate the 
State or National Ambient Air Quality Standards for the the design year, 
2015  The No-Build Alternate will violate the 1-hour standard for CO In 
Z  design Year, although the the standard -111 not be exceeded by more 

than 1 ppm. 

please contact Lynn Rothman at 215/597-7336. 

Sincerely, 

Response: 
1. No response required. 

VfciTfWrM.  Alper, Chief 
NEPA Compliance Section 

V-. 30 
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iS^ Unittd SUIB 
(UU)) OctMrtntent of 
^8£J  Agriedluri 

So) 
ConjamSon 
StAcm 

10 M- College Terrace 
Room 233 
Frederlclc, MO 21701 

October   3,   fBB 

ocr e^aa^'"^ 

Re: l-t95 Environmental Assessment Document 
JUT Job No. 8«»l&9 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
Environmental Manager 
Johnson, Mirmlran, and Thompson, P.n. 
BIO Gleneagles Court, Suite 200 
Baltimore, MO 2120<. 

Response: 
1.  No response required. 

Dear   Mr.   Butler« 

Although  you  did   an  ««»••'*   {^'^^^'Sf   primed irml.nd   ..II. 
Conservation  Service  with   detailed   "r"^"  °     £  of   an  ftD-i006  form 
and  soils  of   statewide   »«l»rt.nc.J^^0/^^  ^Uon  you  provided 
(Farmland  Conversion   Impact   «•""«'•   ««   l    in  question precludes 
by   telephone   regarding   zoning   of   the   areas   in  qu 
the  Farmland  Protection  Policy  Act. 

you   indicated   that   -.ll-bl.   ..nl^lnf-^".^--^^   -bl^t 

areas   to   be   zoned   ••••ld"7'lal'   "TT!,   classification  and   the   site 

farmland   soils. 

which  covers   the  project   ar*«» 

Xf  we  can be  of   further   assistance please  contact   our   office   In 

Cockeysvllle  at   666-11BB. 

Sincerely, 

CARL E. R0B1NETTE 
Soil Scientist 

Enclosure 

cc: 
Ricky R. Dills, D 

istrlct Consvst., SCS, Cockeysvllle, MO 

A "" Qfiz ^ 
Sal Ce>ti*r*«Mn SMM* 

If levnCf •• ••• 
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U.S. 0«p«ttn>ent ol Ajiicultutt 

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING 
|Oni Of Urd EvJliofon Rtqutit 

:T WTo i? cotnoltted by Ftdcril Agency) 

1-693 Improvements \jmtO> 9'Oite: 
IFMOTI *«•"<•, ""flaeral Highway Administration 

Hlghuay 
Counly And Stilt 

palMmnre.  MD 

PART III To St complettd by SCSI 

• 0„. th. litecontiin prim., unique, latwidt or loc.l important l.rml.ndI? 
f/fm. r*. WM rf0« xot JPfl/ir - do no, comp/.r. ,dd,von,ll»m ol th, form). 

Viior Crop/l/ 

10>lt Htquttl Htetivtd Bv SCS 
I     9/22/88 

Yes   No 
O    XJ 

Acift lrr<9»ted 

Hone 

r-oro. Snail Grain, Soybeans, Hay 
.irrt Ol L«"d evaluil'Oi Sv»i«"i \Jt*A 

Balto. Co. Land Evaluation 

Fsrmabli L*nd In ciovt. Jufiidiction 

Acret:  193.200   * 51 
N*m# Ol Local Sin AiMumim S¥«»n» 

Use FPPA System 

Avtraga Funi Sill 

98 
Aimunl Ol F«•iand AI Silinid in *>•>'* 

Acrer   1S4.000 tt*P_-3 
Oa:t Land Evaluation Rtturn«d Bv SCS 

10/3/88 

rAHT III 1T0 H cmpiettd QY Ffitril Agencyi 

A. Total Acret To Be Converted Oirectly 
B. Total Acret To Be Converted Indirectly 
C. Total Acres In Site 

Si,, A        I       S-n 3 

PART IV (To 61 comfilettd by SCS) Land Evaluation Information 

A.   Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland Mi     lPW .-n.iii»  -•- .     - 
-p     T.,.,I Af,.. 'ir.t.vvide And Local Important Farmland  
-     ..„.n.,r> HI Farmland InCounty Or Local Govt. Unit T^B. Conv.rted,, 

13.11 1.33 .•1.45 

n     .:.--.. n, Fa^„nd in Govt. *,-»••«« «««• *>• °' "•»" ^•af-'^i. 
PART V rrolweomp/erMDySCS; Land E-aluat,on Cnunon      ,„--,,,„, 

RelativeValueOtFarmlandToBeConvertedrSca/eo/Oro'00^""^ 

PART VI rro 6* ccmoli-.ed bv Fidtnl Agency) 
3,,, i,,.., C- :v< "•""« crtHM Jr. ..gla.-»< .n 7 Cf a 75..^ »' 

1. A.r*a In >.onur!:3n Uie 
2. ?Jr.r?j'.*- In Monurben Ute 

f-.-.t 

••   P-Ten- 0' Site 3;inq Farmed  

~~5n'~.: :roin .'•ain ;-.:'ViO Area   
~5~"nniarce To Uroan Support Ser/icei — 
"V »;,,. Ql Patent Farm Unit CompareTTo Aaerage 

3  Crsa'-o"'0? Monfarmabte Farmland 
9. AvailaWity O' P»rm Support Services 

10. OnFarm Investments IV. \jn'i ••• -^*   —       r 
' 11   Fllects 01 Cnnveriion On Farm Support Services 

_ I?  Compaiifrility With E.istin.! Anricultural Ute 

\ TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 

PART VII To be coftii*te<J '1/ Federal Agency) 

Relat.-,e Valo-! 0' Farmland fFipm Fin '/) 

Total Site Aisessment IFrom to,, VI rto* Or , led 
t-i* meivnent)  

TOTAL POINTS (rora/ olahote 2 linet) 

3:te Selected 
I Date 01 Selec-'on 

Wai A Licai 3il/Aitli:in*n: UIBd'      

Yes  3 No  — 

*Slte V- Stoncuater Management areas 
Site B • Relocation of 1-695 

Ite C •  Interchange Options 
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United States Department of the Interior    «B2: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON, D.C.   20240 yl 

FEB15 1990 
ER 90/117 

Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
711 West 40th Street, Suite 220 
Baltimore, Maryland 21211 

Dear Mr. Barrows: .h Response: 
Kf«h^Ki,u,ra S^SWiS1 .""^ -^«"^ 1.     See  coorespondence  following. 
Baltimore County, Maryland. 

This is to Inform you that the Department wiU have comments, but wiU t><> unable to 
Jep^ within the allotted time. Please consider this letter as a request for an extension 
of time in which to comment on the statement. 

Our comments should be available about late March. 

Sincerely, 

/042*~-<~- 

nathan P. Deason 
director 

'Office of Environmental Affairs 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Director .       . 
Office of PUnnlng and PreUminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21202 

@ 
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United States Department of the inienbr-     ~ 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY /,, ,        .. .. 

WASHINGTON, D.&    »J40    li,'i "'     t. -0 (i| 'Sfl 

t,74(MAR-PD) 
ER-90/117 

flpR 1 3 ;990 

A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
711 West 40th Street, Suite 220 
Baltimore, MD  21211 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

This responds to a request for the Department of the Interior's 
comments on the Environmental Assessment/Section 4(f) Evaluation 
for 1-695 (East of SR-140 to West of SR-7021, Baltimore County, 
Maryland. 

SECTION 4(f) STATEMENT COMMENTS 

We concur that, if transportation objectives are to be achieved, 
there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the proposed use 
of land within public parkland and property listed in the 
National Register of Historic Places.  We are also in agreement 
with selection of the recommended plan.  We concur that the 
proposed mitigation, which includes erection of a noise wall 
adjacent to the Hampton National Historic Site, is appropriate, 
and recommend the continued coordination and consultation with 
the National Park Service and the Maryland State Historic 
Preservation Officer. 

Response: 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT COMMENTS 
4,1b 

I l><.rx - i s 
Fish and Wildlife Resources - We do not endorse the proposed  1^,. t^x< . 
interchange 1-83 (Jones Falls Expressway) Option C alternative.!  ft,£_[ 
Option C would impact 0.916 acres of wetlands along Jones Falls, iilj 
a stream which has a naturally reproducing brown trout        ',ol ; 
population.  The other improvement options (A, B, D) for this 
interchange would only impact O, 0.203, and 0.543 acres of 
wetlands, respectively.  We recommend that these other options be 
considered for improving the geometries of this intersection. 
There are no objections to any of the other interstate 
improvement proposals. 

1-83 (JFX) Option C has been selected.  This 
will include a bridge crossing of the Jones 
Falls.  Particular mitigation at this stream 
would include careful pier placement to - 
minimize impacts, construction scheduling in 
accordance with stream restrictions, on-site 
construction management to minimize disturbance, 
including the use of show fencing to mark areas, 
a double row of silt fencing and straw bales 
intercepting runoff, immediate removal of 
dredged material from the floodplain, and 
revegetation of disturbed areas with natural 
vegetation. 

20* 



h 
•"w/ u WiSk D90MVIMfl1 Of FfOUWflQ WM lAbMt D^fWOpfVMtlV 

Banknor* Offlc*. Region M •> ;• 0•>"- -• ' 
Tlw Equilabl* Building, ,c, if:  ~p- 
3nt Floor. 10 No>1h CtlMMStrnl ' 
BMmor*. MtryUnd 21202-ii8S 

USA L  iJ ' 
'=n 

M»rch 7. 1990 

Ht. Louts H. Eft. Jr. 
Dtputy Dlrtctor 
Offlct of Planninf and 
Pratlatnary Enflnaarinf 

Stata Hlfhway Adatnlttratlon 
707 North Calvart Strttt 
Baltlaora. MD 21202 

Daar Mr. E|a: 

SUBJECT! Envlronaantal Afiatiaant/Saetlon *(f) Evaluation 
1-695 froa HD UO to MD 702 

Response: 
1. No response required. 

< 
i 

o 

Marfarat Kranfal. Rational Envlronaantal Offlcar at tha HUD Phlladalphla 
Rational Offlea, hat rtfarrad the abova-aanttontd a>taataant/4(f) evaluation 
to thli office for review and coaaent. 

In accordance with 40 CFR Chapter V of the Council on Envlronaantal Quality 
refulatlon* we wish to infora you that no HUD-ataiated Coaaunity Oavelopaent 
Block Grant actlvltlet or HUD-Injured houslnf projects will be lapacted by the 
proposed laproveaents to the Baltlaora Beltway. 

As a feneral coaaent. however. It Is dlsappolntlnf to note that even with the 
proposed beltway laproveaents. the level-of-servlee on the eipressway would 
only tsaporarlly be laproved. The discussion of alternatives for solvinf 
anticipated future long tera traffic confestlon on the beltway appears to rule 
out all possible solutions. Only the consideration of construetlnt an elevated 
roadway above the eslstlnf beltway was not aentloned. 

Given the above, we have no specific coaaents. refardlnf the assessaent. 

Very sincerely yours. 

VeJ^C/ 
Robert H. Herbert, Jr. 
Envlronaenatal Officer 

ec: Harftret Krentel 
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offafa^ oMztydmd 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 
2500 Broening Highway.    8allimor«. Maryland 2122* 

Area Coda 301  • 631- 

William Donald Schaatar 
Govarnor 

Martin W. Walah, Jr. 
SacraUry 

March 9, 1990 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Engineering 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

RE-    Environmental Assessment Improvement of 1-695 from East of MD 140 to 
West of MD 702 in Baltimore County, 
Contract Number B 635-151-472. 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

We are in receipt of the above-referenced document and have reviewed the 
notentid water quality and resource impacts of the proposal.   Considering the 
Lope ol uS JrC the primary impact to state wetlands and wa.envays appear 
JnTminimaJ    However the potential for secondary impacts appears to be 
^ficTrmSon'of StLtdards and Certification has no objections to this 
proposal provided the following conditions are satisfied. 

1 Interchange options for 1-83 JFX which result in the greatest impacts 
of he profert should be further reduced if possible.   The waters m 
dita! area ire Class m, and are afforded the highest level of 
protection. 

2 Mitigation for Class HI and IV impacts should include restoration of 
streams and riparian habitat in addition to a minimum of 1.1 

-•' wetland creation.      r 

3.       Areas bound by access ramps should not be used for mitigation 

areas. 

d        All newlv constructed impervious areas shall be subject to stormwater 
manaeemem  H minimum of the first one-half inch of ninoff in 
Sands    Vegetated medians and swales removed for road w.demng 

Response: 
1. 1-83 (JFX) Option C is part of the selected 

build alternate,  this option will bridge the 
Jones Falls.  Particular mitigation at this 
stream would include careful pier placement to 
minimize impacts, construction scheduling in 
accordance with stream restrictions, on-site 
construction management to minimize disturbance, 
including use of snow fencing to mark areas, a 
double row of silt fencing and straw bales 
intercepting runoff, immediate removal of dredged 
material from the floodplain, and revegitation 
of disturbed areas with natural vegetation. 

Wetland mitigation will be provided in kind 
wetland recreation at a minimum of 1:1.  Wetland 
mitigation sites have not located. 

Stormwater management will be prepared in final 
design in coordination with the Department of 
the Environment. 

Any construction in Class III or Class IV waters 
will be restricted as required. 
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Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Page 2 of 2 

and which serve as stormwater attenuating areas for existing road 
surfaces shall be compensated for by providing alternative methods 
of stormwater quality management for this runoff.   Infiltration is 
preferred. 

5 All work in wetlands and waterways is prohibited from October 1 to 
April 30 in Class HI waters and from March 1 to May 31 in Class 

.V IV waters. 

6 Wet ponds may not be used for stormwater control if they discharge 
to Class m and IV waters.   Infiltration of a minimum of the first 
one-half inch of runoff is the preferred method of stormwater 
management in these areas. 

7 Naturally occurring State wetlands and waterways shall not be 
impounded for the purposes of stormwater retention or mitigation 
enhancement. 

? We hope that this information is helpful.   If you have any questions, please 
^ contact me at (301) 631-3609. 

Sincerely. S^>J,) 

Andrew T. Der 
Standards and Certifications Division 

cc:     Linda Milchling 
James Tiett 

ATD/lg 
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Neil J. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
• ALTIMORK    OltTWtCT.    COft**    OF    «MBIMI1B» 

P.O.    BOX     IT'S 
• ALTtMOM.    MABVLANO    •»*0»-l?»«  . 

March  16,   1990 '    '•      ,,, 
*§#!.» to irrtmiion in 
Planning Division 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Plannino and 

Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Reference the letter dated February 6, 1990, from Mr. 

Water Act. 

^Si"reKnf^Ccompliance3with Executive Order^O-^ ey 
No    11988,   Flood Plain Management,  May z^,   i*'''-^"",     ctate 
SaAao^ent Agency (FEMA) "^^^ons'h|^b?^lives It the I 0 'and and local flood plain regulations. The objectives oiverse ef£ects 
the other flood plain regulations are to avoia direct and 
of occupying and modifying the flood p 1"" a "lain      The E.O. indirect support of development in the flood plain^    The "-^ 

T?^ir?{;.t5^"rticSblS0SltSri2tl«* 'XcSJia.. wSlch must be 
^ledhin0?hl ?lSSd Plain -u.tlncorjor.t. -"^"Mr^ii-i" 

reduce the hazard and r^ks associate° «• ^^ „iiiaUs  and   (3) 
¥£<£?lll lllV^Xl••?•* V£&h& values of the 
flood plain. 

their comments are as follows: 

Response: 
1. Encroachment on area floodplains is minimal 

and is not anticipated to affect floodplain 
values or benefits.  Increased flooding is 
not anticipated. 

2. During the final design phase, stormwater 
management for quality control and quantity 
control will be designed and reviewed with 
the appropriate agencies. 

3. Wetland mitigation will occur for impacted 
wetlands. 

4. The 1-83 (JFX) Option C has been selected.  This 
will include a bridge crossing of the Jones Falls. 
Particular mitigation at this stream would include 
careful pier placement to minimize impacts, 
construction scheduling in accordance with stream 
restrictions, on-site construction management 
to minimize disturbance, including the use of 
snow fencing to mark areas, a double row of 
silt fencing and straw bales intercepting runoff, 
immediate removal of dredged material from the 
floodplain, and revegetation of disturbed areas 
with natural vegetation. 
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.        w* endorse the State Highway Administration's ISBA) plan to 
'        control "omSater ...nage^nt in the Jones Pall- "ter.hed (pg 

IV-3B>.  This managenent would include the construction of 
subsurface trenches throughout the watershed for augmenting the 
infiltration of stormwater.  SHA also plans to construct 24-hour 
detention basins for attenuating flood heights and reducing the 
flood water's erosive force.  We condone this use of 24-hour 
basins as opposed to 48-hour or 72-hour detention basins which 
would introduce heated water into the trout stream. 

The Department recommends that all unavoidable wetland losses be 
replaced on a 2:1 basis for palustrine forested wetlands and on a 
1-1 basis for all other Wetlands types.  The 2:1 replacement 
ratio for forested wetlands will help compensate for the time lag 

•j'iv^'i1' of 40 to 50 years which are required for planted seedlings to 
reach maturity. This ratio will also help compensate for the 
risk associated with trying to create forested wetlands. The 
techniques for creating forested wetlands have not been fully 
developed. 

Mineral Resources - Owing to the nature of the project, (widening 
of the existing Baltimore Beltway mainline and upgrading specific 
substandard interchanges), no impact to mineral resources 
apparently is anticipated by the preparers of the document: 
accordingly, mineral re«ources are not discussed.  A search of 

-p our data files leads us to concur that the project would not 
jL impact mineral resources. 

** FISH AND WILDLIFE COORDINATION ACT COMMENTS 

The D.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's most probable position on 
any Section 404 permits, for this project would most likely be no 
objection provided the 1-83 (Jones Falls Expressway) Option C 
interchange is not selected for construction and provided an 
acceptable compensation plan is submitted and a viable site is 
identified with the Section 404 application. 

:.:-":'J.'' f -: SUMMARY COMMENTS 

ioned 

As this Department has a continuing interest in this project, we 
are willing to cooperate and coordinate with you on a technical 
assistance basis in further project evaluation and assessment. 
For matters pertaining to recreational and cultural resources; 
please contact the Regional Director, National Park Service, Mid- 
Atlantic 



APPENDIX 

"SUMMARY 07 THE RELOCATION ASSISTA-MCS PROGR.A.M OF THE 

STATE HIGHWAY AOMINtSTRATIOS OF MARYLAND" 

All St»te Hlghviy Administration projects must comply with the 
provisions of  the "Unlforo Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of   1970"  (Public Law 91-646) 
and/or  the  Annotated  Code  of Maryland,  Real Property,  Title  12, 
Subtitle  2,  Sections   12-201   thru  12-212.    The Maryland 
Departcent  of Transportation,   State Highway Adnlnlstratlon, 
Bureau of  Relocation Assistance,  administers  the  Relocation 
Assistance Program In  the  State of Maryland, 

The provisions of  the Federal and State Law require  the  State 
Highway Administration to provide payments and services  to 
persons displaced by a  public project.    The payments that  are 
provided   Include  replacement housing paynents and/or moving 
costs.    The maxlmun limits of  the  replacenent housing payments 
are $15,000  for owner-occupants and  $4,000 for tenant- 
occupants.    Certain payments may a'to be made   for Increased 
mortgage  Interest  costs  and/or Incidental expenses,  provided 
that  the  total of all housing benefits does not exceed  the 
above mentioned  limits.     In order to receive these payments, 
the displaced person must occupy decent, safe and  sanitary 
replacement housing.     In addition to the replacement housing 
payments described above,   there are also moving cost paynents 
to persons, businesses,   farns and non-profit organltatlons. 
Actual moving costs  for  residences  Include actual moving costs 
up to 50 miles or a schedule moving cost payment,   Including a 
dislocation allowance,  up to $500. 

The moving cost  payments  to businesses are broken down Into 
several  categories, which include actual moving expenses and 
payments"ln lieu of" actual moving expenses.    The owner of a 
displaced business is  entitled  to receive a payment  for actual 
reasonable moving and  related expenses In moving his business, 
or personal  property;  actual direct  losses of tangible personal 
property;  and actual  reasonable expenses for searching for a 
replacement  site. 
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The »ccual reasonable novlng expenses nay be paid for a aove by 
a conmerctal never or for a self-oove. Generally, payments for 
the actual reasonable expenses are limited to a 50 nlle 
radius. The expenses claloed for actual cost connerclal eoves 
must be supported by receipted bills. An Inventory of the 
Items to be moved must be prepared In all cases. In self- 
moves, the State will negotiate an amount for payaent, not to 
exceed the lowest acceptable bid obtained. The allowable 
expenses of a self*move nay Include amounts paid for equipment 
hired, the cost of using the business* own vehicles or 
equipment, wages paid to persons who physically participate In 
the move, the cost of actual supervision of the move, 
replacement insurance for the personal property moved, costs of 
licenses or permits required, and other related expenses. 

In addition to the actual moving expenses mentioned above, the 
displaced business Is entitled to receive a payment for the 
actual direct losses of tangible personal property that the 
business Is entitled to relocate but elects not to move. These 
payments may only be made after an effort by the owner to sell 
the personal property Involved. The costs of the sale are also 
reimbursable moving expenses.  If the business Is to be 
reestablished, and the personal property Is not moved but Is 
replaced at the new location, the payaent would be the lesser 
of the replacement cost minus the net proceeds of sale (or 
trade-in val»i) or the estimated cost of moving the item. If 
the business Is being discontinued or the Item Is not to be 
replaced In the reestablished business, the payment will be the 
lesser of the difference between the value of the Item for 
continued use In place and the net proceeds of the sale or the 
estimated cost of moving the item. When personal property Is 
abandoned without an effort by the owner to dispose of the 
property for sale, unless permitted by the State, the o*•" 
will not be entitled to moving expenses, or losses for the Item 

Involved. 

The owner of a displaced business may be reimbursed for the 
actual reasonable expenses In searching for a replacement 
business up to $1,000.  All expenses must be supported by 
receipted bills. Time .pent In the actual search may be 
reimbursed on an hourly basis, within the maximum limit. 
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In lieu of the paynents described above, the business nay elect 
to receive a payment equal to the average annual net earnings 
of the business.  Such payment shall not be less than $2,500 
nor more than $10,000.  In order to be entitled to this 
payment, the State must determine that the business cannot be 
relocated without a substantial loss of Its existing patronage, 
the business Is not part of a comraerclal enterprise having at 
least one other establishment in the same or slallat business 
that Is not being acquired, and the business contributes 
materially to the income of a displaced owner during the two 
taxable years prior to displacement. 

Considerations In the State's determination of loss of existing 
patronage are the type of business conducted by the displaced 
business and the nature of the clientele. The relative 
laportance of the present and proposed locations to the 
displaced business, and the availability of suitable 
replacement sites are also factors. 

In order to determine the amount of the "In lieu of" moving 
expenses payment, the average annual net earnings of the 
business is considered to be one-half of the net earnings, 
before taxes, during the two taxable years Immediately 
preceding the taxable year In which the business Is relocated, 
if the two taxable years are not representative, the State may 
use another two-year period that would be more representative. 
Average annual net earnings Include any compensation paid by 
the business to the owner, his spouse, or his dependents during 
the period.  Should a business be In operation less than two 
years, the owner of the business may still be eligible to 
receive the"ln lieu of" payment.  In all cases, the owner of 
the business must provide Information to support Its net 
earnings, such as Income tax returns, for the tax years In 

question. 

For displaced farms and non-profit ofganliatlons, the actual 
reasonable moving costs generally up to 50 miles, actual direct 
losses of tangible personal property, and searching costs are 
paid. The "in lieu of" actual moving cost payments provide 
that the State may determine that a displaced fan may be paid 
from a minimum of $2,500 to a maximum of $10,000, based upon 
the net income of the farm, provided that the farm has been 
discontinued or relocated.  In some cases, payments "in lieu 
of" actual moving costs may be made to farm operations that are 
affected by a partial acquisition. A non-profit organltatlon 
Is eligible to receive "In lieu of" actual moving cost 
payments, In the amount of $2,500. 
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A more detailed explanation of the benefits and payments 
available to displaced persons, businesses, faros, and non- 
profit organizations is available In Relocation Brochures that 
will be distributed at the public hearings for th'.s project and 
will also be given to displaced persons Individually In the 
future along ulth required prellalnarjr notice of possible 
dlsplacment. 

In the event coaparable replacenent housing is not available to 
rehouse persons displaced by public projects or that available 
replacenent housing Is beyond their financial aeans, replace- 
nent "housing as a last resort" vlll be utilised to accoopllsh 
the rehousing. Detailed studies must be conpleted by the State 
Highway Adalnlstratlon before "housing as a last resort" can be 
utilized. 

The "Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisi- 
tion Policies Act of 1970" requires that the State Highway 
Adnlnlstratton shall not proceed with any phase of any project 
which will cause the relocation of any persons, or proceed with 
any construction project, until It has furnished satisfactory 
assurances that the above payments will be provided and that 
all displaced persons will be satisfactorily relocated to 
comparable decent, safe, and sanitary housing within their 
financial means or that such housing Is In place and has been 
made available to the displaced person. 
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Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson,P.A. 
PLANNERS        ENGINEERS        LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS        SURVEYORS 

72 LOVETON CIRCLE       •      SPARKS, MD.      •      21152       •      (301)329-3100 

TO:      .5^ DATE:      Z//j/l? IOB: ays,.*-*? 

Inn       J.      rA/.Sf.eT PR OlECT:       U- -/"/.  ^^ 

ATTN:  hlQ/AM/g/^ Sr.UtjSnd 

GENTLEMEN: 

WE   ARE  ENCLOSING  HEREWITH 0P SENDING  UNDER  SEPARATE   COVERD THE  FOLLOWING   : 

PRINTS D TRACINCS0 COMPUTATIONS D DESCRIPTIONS D SPECIFICATIONSD 

APPLICATIONS D OTHERD 

VIA: MAILD INSUREDD BYHANDI^ MESSENCERD PICK  UPD 

FOR: APPROVAL D REVIEW D YOURUSE0 

MES 

) 

NUMBER DESCRIPTION 

O/Pit, UAL- r-QsJST        6.J?SIP/«CS      - P*6£J :Zr-3j 

 72-- 2   •   JuT-   3   \ HI-4 j   Z2r-/#   72   IT 36 

777- - P4     •     TTT -   fl£ 

REMARKS : 

»^LY   NOTIFY  US  AT  ONCE  IF  ENCLOSURES  ARE  NOT   AS  NOTED. 

Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P.A. 

cc: 

BY: nl.ru/irj-    ^  )•        /ScTur-l«£*£*. T-£- 


