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- 'road to the City of Havre de Grace from the

pedestrian walkways. The load limit of the

I. LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION OF FACILITY

Maryland Route 7-A located in Harford
County, Maryland, serves as the primary access )
south and west. It also provides access to
the Chesapeake Industrial Park and the Maryland
National Guard Reservation. ' The western terminus
of 7-A is U.S. Route 40. From this point, 7-A
traverses eastward, crossing over the Amtrak
Main Line and continues into the City of

'Havre de Grace. The subject of this document is
"the existing Maryland Route 7-A bridge over the

Amtrak Main Line. See the vicinity map and
location map on pages 3 and 4, respectively.

The existing bridge, constructed in 1905, .
is a two (2) lane steel trestle bridge. ' al
The width of the bridge is twenty-two (22) i
feet from curb to curb with no shoulders or . it

bridge has recently been reduced from fifteen h
(15) to five (5) tons (posted). The speed. _ o
limit on the bridge is five (5) mph. The ' -
original timber plank floor was replaced in

1953 by the Pennsylvania Railroad with a steel
through-type floor. This consisted of corrugated

steel plates filled with bituminous concrete.

The replacement deck has now deteriorated to a

point where portions of it have been breaking

off and falling onto the tracks below.  Studies

by the Maryland State Highway Administration and

the Penn Central Railroad indicate that a more
substantial deck of concrete would put excessive

weight on the trusses and restrict the load

limit even more.

II. NEED

The detetiorating condition of the existing
bridge and the heavy truck traffic demands

Jake it mandatory that a new bridge be con-.

structed. The lowering of the load limit of the.
bridge, because of the deteriorating condition,
severely limits the number of trucks that would
normally use the facility to go to the Chesapeake
Industrial Park. Currently heavy vehicles
desiring to enter the park from the south, must
continue northerly on U.S. Route 40 and enter
the City of Havre de Grace via Ostego Street.
From here the trucks must negotiate through the
residential streets of Havre de Grace and back
track to the industrial park. This results in

-an approximately 7 mile detour for industrial

traffic and more importantly places heavy truck
traffic on the local residential streets of
Havre de Grace. This creates a hazardous
condition for the pedestrians, particularly
children, 'in the town. With the planned expan-
sion of the industrial park, this problem will

-1~
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become even more acute. The continuing of truck -

traffic through the city will result in adverse

aesthetic, and noise impacts and the deteriora-

tion of the local streets.

Also, due to the poor condition of the
existing bridge, school buses. have been re-routed
to use the Ostego Street entrance into Havre de
Grace which creates an additional distance and
hazard in transporting the childrn. Emergency
vehicles, except those under the five ton limit,
have also been banned from using the bridge
causing delays in service.

The project has strong support from the
citizens in the area and the elected officials s
from both Harford County and the City of Havre CoLE
de Grace. (See Correspondence Section) L

III. TRAFFIC

The Average Daily Traffic (ADT) for the
project is as follows:

1980 2000
12,700 22,800

The percent of trucks is approximately 8
percent of the ADT.

IV. RECOMMENDED ALTERNATE AND DESIGN CRITERIA

The purpose of the project is to replace «
the existing deteriorating bridge with a
new structure and necessary approach roadway
that will meet current design and safety criteria.

Two alternates were considered in the Draft
Negative Declaration prepared for the project.
These were: (1) the construction of a new
bridge on approximately the same location as the
existing bridge and; (2) the No-Buld alternate.
Other alternate concepts were also considered as
. part of the Section 4(f) consultation.

The construction of a new bridge has been
selected for further study. The build alternate
will eliminate the existing hazardous conditions
and remove heavy truck traffic from the City of
Havre de Grace by returning it to its original
route. The build alternate is also consistent
with the local plans of the area and, as mentioned
previously, 1is strongly supported by the citizens
and elected officials of the area.

The No-Build alternate would have allowed
the existing sub-standard bridge to remain in
use until it deteriorated to a point where it
would be closed to all traffic.

. -2._
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The replacement bridge will be designed in
accordance with the standards adopted by the
American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials (AASHTO). The new
bridge will be constructed within the following
design parameters:

Design Speed - 30 miles per hour

Vertical Control - Maximum grade 7%

Typical Section -

Bridge - 44 ft. section
2,12 foot travel lanes ' "
2,10 foot shoulders

2,5 foot pedestrian walkways

Approaches - The approaches will be’ e,
made compatible with the existing : '
roadway on either 31de of the proposed

bridge.

Bridge Length - Approximately 540
feet

Railroad Clearance - Approximately
- - 23.5 feet.
: <
Right of Way -~ All construction will
be within the ex1st1ng rlght of
way.

The proposed typical section and horizontal
and vertical profiles are illustrated on Pages 5
and 6.

The cost for the selected alternate is as
follows:

Construction Cost - $4 100,700
Right of Way - m==e——
Total $4,100,700

The construction cost figures includes
monies for preliminary engineering and overhead
costs.



V. SOCIAL, ECONOMIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSIDERATIONS '

A. Land Use

The land uses immediately abutting the
proposed project are commercial, industrial and
recreational. See page 9 . The recreational
land is owned by the Maryland National Guard
which leases it to the Havre de Grace Little
League. As mentioned earlier no additional
right of way will be required for the project.
The project is consistent with the local plans
‘'of the area. S

B. Social - Economic

The selected alternate will not require the
acquisition of any homes or businesses nor
impact any minority groups or individuals.

The No-Build alternate could have had an
adverse impact on the economy and development of
the area. Firms locating in the Chesapeake
Industrial Park are committed to obtain 50
percent of their employees from the City of
Havre de Grace. If the existing bridge is not
replaced, firms may decide to locate in areas
that provide better access for heavy vehicles.
This obviously could effect the employment
opportunities of people living in Havre de
Grace.

C. Historic and Archeological Involvement

The existing bridge, which was built in
1905, has been identified by the Maryland
Historical Trust as being an example of early
steel bridge truss construction in the State of
Maryland. It has also been determined by the
Keeper of the Register that the bridge is -

eligible for inclusion on the National Register
- of Historic Places.

A 4(f) Statement is included beginning on
page 12 of this document detailing the impact of
the bridge. A Memorandum of Agreement can be
found in Appendix A. The memorandum stipulates
specific mitigation measures that will be
followed and implemented before and during the
dismantling of the existing bridge.

No other historic sites are within the
project area. '

-8- .
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A preliminary archeological reconnaissance

survey was completed in the project area. No
sites were identified.

D. Air Quality

The project is located in the Metropolitan
Baltimore Intrastate Air Quality Control Region.
The project being the replacement of an existing
bridge will not increase the capacity of the
facility nor increase traffic over normal
growth. The project, being extremely local in
nature, will not adversely affect the air quality
of the air quality region or the immediate
surrounding areas. The project will also not
‘interfere with the long term goals. of the State
Implementation Plan.

There will be some unavoidable short-term
increase in local air pollution during the
construction of the project. However, the State
Highway Administration has established Specific-
ations for Materials, Highways, Bridges, and
Indicental Structures which specify procedures
to be followed by contractors jinvolved in State .
work. The Maryland Bureau of Air Quality and
Noise Control has reviewed these specifica-
tions and has found them consistent with the
Regulations Governing the Control of Air Pollu-
tion in the State of Maryland.

The proposed improvement is consistent
with the State Implementation Plan.

E. Noise

Prior to the lowering of the load limit on
" the existing bridge it was used, by truck
traffic, as the primary access route to the
Chesapeake Industrial Park and the Maryland
National Guard Reservation. As was discussed
earlier, the truck traffic must now take a detour
route through Havre de Grace to reach those
facilities. The completion of the project will
remove the traffic from the residential areas
of Havre de Grace and return it to its original
route. As can be seen on Page 9 the majority of
land use surrounding the project is industrial
and commercial. The proposed improvement will
not relocate the bridge closer to any noise
sensitive areas nor increase the capacity of the
facility. The recreational facilities of.
Stancil Field are normally in use when there is
no or a minimum of truck traffic, primarily
after the Industrial Park has ceased operations
on weekdays and on weekends when the Industrial
Park is closed. Thus the project will not
introduce noise levels that are incompatible
with this land use of the  area.

_10..
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Temporary increases in local noise levels
will be experienced during construction activities.
The increase in noise levels will be short term
and will only be experienced during daylight

hours.
~F. Ecology

The project area contains no streams,
wetlands, or floodplains. There will be no 1loss
of unique habitat or rare or endangered species
of plants or animals. No prime or unique

agricultural lands are involved. . i
. ,'.":.\' :-;., !r
V. BASIS FOR NEGATIVE DECLARATION 'ﬂﬁﬂﬁ
In view of the above evaluation and in ﬁ%ﬁﬁ{;
accordance with Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section 2, N
Paragraph 12, of the Federal Aid Highway Program .

Manual, it has been determined that the project
will not have a significant impact on the
environment and, therefore, qualifies for
submission as a Negative Declaration.

The preceding discussion has evaluated a
number of environmental and social factors which
must be considered during the planning and
development of a highway project. As a result
of the evaluation, it can be seen that the
selected alternate will not have a significant
effect and in some areas no affect on social,
economic, or natural aspects of the environment.
There will be no relocations of -homes or businesses
when the project is constructed. The completion
of the project will improve the noise quality of
the City of Havre de Grace by removing the heavy
truck traffic from the local street system.

All possible measures will be taken to
protect the public safety and welfare during the
replacement of the deteriorating and dangerous
railroad bridge. The design of the bridge will
increase pedestrian as well as traffic safety.

-11-




VI. SECTION 4(f) STATEMENT
MARYLAND ROUTE 7-A
REPLACEMENT BRIDGE OVER
AMTRAK MAINLINE AT HAVRE DE GRACE
IN HARFORD COUNTY, MARYLAND '

Section 4 (f) of the U.S. Department of
Transportation Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 1653 (f))
requires that the proposed use of any land from
.an historic site of National, State or Local
signiicance be given particular attention. -The
proposed action requires the taking of such
land. This statement will document that there
are no feasible and prudent alternatives to use
of 4(f) property. Additionally, a full evalua-
tion of measures to minimize harm will be made..
The 4 (f) issue for the proposed project is the
Maryland Route 7-A bridge over the Amtrak

Railroad. The bridge is eligible for inclusion 'LTZ3$:
on the National Register of Historic Places. RN
. N i

1. Need , o o

The deteriorating condition of the existing
bridge and the heavy truck traffic make it
mandatory that a new bridge be constructed. The
lowering of the load limit of the bridge,
because of the deteriorating condition, severely
limits the number of trucks that would normally
use the facility to go to the Chesapeake Industrial
Park. Currently, heavy vehicles desiring to
enter the Park from the south must continue -
northerly on U.S. Route 40 and enter the City of
Havre de Grace via Ostego Street. From here the
trucks must negotiate through the residential
streets of Havre de Grace and back track to the
industrial park. This results in an approximately
7 mile detour for industrial traffic and, more
importantly, places heavy truck traffic on the
local residential streets of Havre de Grace.

This creates a hazardous condition for the
pedestrians, particularly children, in the

town. With the planned expansion of the industrial
park, this problem will becomé even more acute.

The continuing of truck traffic through the city
will result in adverse aesthetic, and noise, and
the deterioration of the local streets. :

Also, due to the poor condition of the
existing bridge, school buses have been re-routed
to use the Ostego Street entrance into Havre de
Grace which creates an additional distance and
hazard in transporting the children. Emergency
vehicles, except those under the five ton limit,
have also been banned from u51ng the bridge,
causing delays in service.

-12-



2. Project Description

The project is located in Harford County,
Maryland, in the City of Havre de Grace. The
proposed improvement would replace an existng
deteriorating bridge over the Amtrak Railroad.

A new structure and necessary approach roadway
that will meet current design and safety criteria
is ‘proposed.

No additional right of way would be acquired
for this alternative. The proposed bridge will
include two 12 foot lanes, two 10 foot shoulders,
and two 5 foot pedestrian walkways.

3. Description of Section 4(f) Involvement

s ta
e
PR

The 01d Post Road Bridge carrying Maryland _
Route 7~A over the former Penn Central Railroad ro.

Line in Havre de Grace, was constructed by the ¢ e

American Bridge Company of New York in 1905.

The structure was found to be eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places by the U.S.
Department of the Interior. The bridge would be
removed by the proposed action. :

The bridge is an example of a Baltimore, or
Petit, truss, also known as a subdivided
Pratt. The only major renovation of the two
lane bridge occurred in 1953 when the Pennsylvania
Central Railroad replaced the decking. At that
time, the structure could support 15 tons
(posted). With constant use and age, the
bridge's weight limit has decreased to a maximum
of 5 tons (posted). Studies by the Maryland
State Highway Administration and the Penn
Central Railroad indicate that a more substan-
tial deck of concrete would put excessive weight
on the trusses and restrict the load limit even
more. As a transportation link, the existing
Maryland Route 7~A bridge does not and cannot
satisfy modern transportation requirements.

.

4, Alternatives

-

The highway action most critically needed
for this project is an adequate bridge to
carry traffic on Maryland Route 7-A over the
Amtrak Facility.

-13~
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The Draft Negative Declaration considered
only two alternates, the build and the no-build.
However, three additional alternatives were
discussed in the Discussion of 4(f) Involvements.
A brief review follows of these alternate
actions, which are not considered prudent or
feasible alternatives to the proposed action.

See map 16 on page for the location of
these alternates.

No-Build

This alternative would involve no
direct construction, nor rlght of way
purchase. _

However, this would be a temporary
condition. The decking on the existing
7-A bridge is in need of replacement.
Normal maintenance generally would accomplish
this resurfacing. However, as mentioned
previously, the Maryland State Highway
Administration and the Penn Central
Railroad have determined that a new deck’
would put excessive weight on the trusses.
The superstructure cannot be restored or
reconstructed to support the required
decking.

The No-Build option would not resolve
the need for an adequate facility to
accommodate existing and future levels of
traffic. The situation would become acute
by 1985, when the present decking is .
estimated to have degraded to a point
unacceptable to permit traffic. The
No-Build Alternative would .also -continue
the pedestrian and vehicular traffic
hazards cited above. -

Alternate 2

This alternative would move the
proposed bridge alignment to the south
of the existing structure. This alterna-
tive would require the acquisition of
a commercial establishment and one residence.

It would also require the acquisition
of approximately 2.5 acres of additional
right of way. Approximately 1.4 acres of
this right of way would have been be from

Stancil Field, a recreational area currently a

public use facility under private lease
.control, requiring 4(f) consultation. The
alternative would also require, .for right
of way purposes, a.football field and a
bledacher area from Stancil Field. The
bleachers would also have to be moved to
another area of the field.

-.]_4...



Alternate 3

This alternative extended 0ld-Bay Lane
in a northwesterly direction to cross the
Amtrak facility and U.S. Route 40 on
structure.

The structure would be approximately
420 feet in length. Four separate ramps
connecting the 0l1d Bay Lane/Maryland Route
7-A and U.S. Route 40 traffic would be
required. Approximately eight acres of
right of way would have to be acquired to
implement this alternate. This alternative
would cost approximately $8,000,000 to o
construct. This alternative would also Fo 4
require additional right of way from e
Stancil Field, approximately one-third of -
an acre. It would also require the .
construction of a retaining wall on the
field. The bridge carrying Maryland
Route 7-A would be closed to traffic.

Alternate 4

A northern alternative parallel to the
existing structure was also investigated.
However, this alternative was eliminated
for engineering reasons. There is insufficient
distance to provide an adequate and safe
minimum turning radius from Maryland Route
7-A westbound to U.S. Route 40 northbound.

The grades between the Maryland Route 7-A
and U.S. Route 40 tie-in would exceed the
maximum allowed design standards.

With Alternatives 2, 3, and 4, and the
No-Build, the existing bridge would
not be required for construction. However,
neither the railroad, the town of Havre
de Grace, State Highway Administration, nor
any other entity, has expressed interest
in assuming responsibility for maintenance
or liability of the existing structure.
Closure of the bridge to vehicular traffic
would not significantly reduce the buckling
and dropping of pavement onto the Amtrak
" facilities. With age, the bridge surface
would not even provide pedestrian safety.
Removal of decking in order to retain
the historic structure without jeopardizing
railroad equipment, would provide a
tremendous safety hazard to adventurous
pedestrians.

-15-
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For these reasons, and those cited above,
the replacement of the existing facility
as proposed is the only prudent and feasible
action.

5. Area Affected

_ The present 270 foot long historic structure
would be replaced by a modern, safe facility.

The proposed bridge will be able to accommodate
heavy truck traffic, eliminating their use of
the residential areas of Havre de Grace. Plans
for replacement of the Maryland Route 7-A bridge
estimate that traffic would be diverted to other

routes (as all heavy truck traffic is now) for y“ﬁ}i

two years. During this time, the existing
structure would be dismantled and a new bridge
constructed on the same location, within exist-
ing right of way.

6. Measures to Minimize Harm

Because the structure spans an actively
used railroad, the dismantling operation of
the existing bridge would involve particular -
care. The State Highway Administration proposes
to undertake several measures to reduce the
impact of the loss of this historic structure.

A complete set of measured drawings would
be provided to the Maryland Historical Trust and
the Historic American Engineering Record (HAER).
Photographs of the standing structure would be
taken in accordance with the techniques and
accuracy suggested by the HAER. These negatives
would be deposited with the Maryland Historical
Trust, and copies distributed to the HAER.

The State Highway Administation would
provide the Trust with a proposed schedule
of construction and notify the Trust prior to ‘
the start of removal of the strucrture. “Appropriate
photographs of the dismantling can also be -
taken. - ‘

buring final planning as well as design of
this project, a proper repository for some
of the representatives joints or beams will be
searched for by the Maryland Historical Trust,
Historic American Engineering Record, and the
State Highway Administration.

-17-



7. Coordination

The significance of the bridge was identi-
fied by the Historic American Engineering
Record in an April, 1977 Aerial Reconnaissance
Report of Historic Structures on the Northeast
~Corridor. The information was brought to the
attention of the Federal Highway Administration
and State Historic Preservation Officer by the
Historic American Engineering Record in September,
1977. The Maryland State Highway Administration
was informed of the historic nature of the
bridge in October, 1977. 1In December, 1977, the RE
State Historic Preservation Officer cited the S
significance of the structure. The State AR
Historic Preservation Officer also indicated .
that removal of the bridge could be satis- R
factorily mitigated. '

Preservation planners from the Maryland
Historical Trust- under contract with the State
Highway Administration performed additional
research on the bridge. The collected informa-
tion was forwarded to the Keeper of the Register,
National Park Service, U.S. Department of the
Interior, in the Spring of 1978. The structure
was determined to meet the qualifications for
inclusion in the National Register.

A Draft Negative Declaration/4(f) Involve-
ment was prepared for this project. The document
was circulated to the U.S. Department of the
Interior, Agriculture, and Housing and Urban
Development. A copy was also sent to the
Maryland Historical Trust.

In accordance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, and
Executive Order 11593, the Federal Highway
Administration developed stipulations for a
Memorandum of Agreement concerning the effect to
the 01d Post Road bridge. The Memorandum was
formally prepared by the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation and signed by the Council,
the Maryland State Historic Preservation Officer,
the Federal Highway Administration, and concurred
in by the Maryland State Highway Administra-
tion. The stipulations for removal were mentloned
above, and may be found in the Appendix.
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VII. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

In accordance with the Maryland Department
of Transportation Action Plan, Chapter V,
Highway Project Development a Public Hearing was
not required. In addition the local elected
officials were asked if they thought a Public
Hearing would be necessary or desired by the
-local citizenry. 1In all cases, the responses
were negative.

The Draft Negative Declaration/4(f) Involvement
document was put on display for public review
and comment within the project area. The
availability of the document was advertized in -
the Havre de Grace Record and the Harford
Democrat. The State Highway Administration

received no comments or responses as a result of [

the advertisement.
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IX.

CORRESPONDENCE

24



Harold J. Hamiiton . : . 9\5
Director ' ¥

»

Ci’ry of Havre de Grace - Department of Public Works

415 St. John Street, Havre de Groce, Maryland 21078 939-0150

197 .JUn 25 M 9 54

David L. Himes
Deputy Director
Asd-“i‘ ! 'H’r\Y
Mk ATION 8
PROJECT PLANNING  June 22, 197
Re: FEIS of Rte 7A Bridge

Mr. ¥enneth V. Dadson
Project Manager
Room 403
200 V. Preston Sireet : O
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 A

. . ‘rr,f‘ {‘4«*
Dear Yr. Dodson, : . A

We appreciate you fyrnishing us a copy of "An Environmental
Assessment of Proposed Improvements to Maryland Route 74". We have
reviewed the submission and must compliment the preparers for their
indepth coverage. We concur in their evaluations and concerns,
The evaluation and corrective action to minimize impact on

Stancill Field is appreciated due to its value to the participants
both within the City and in the County. The great need for the
structure improvement in behalf of access to the Industrial Park is
proparly assessed. .

<

N

Very truly yours,

7

Harold {4 Yamilton
Director of Public Works

HIH/b1E
cc. Mayor Trank J. Hutchins
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300 West Preston Street
Baltimore, Md. 2120(
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE ’ B //Z
FOREST SERVICE ' ' -
- NORTHEASTERN AREA STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY
370 REED RUOAD — BROOMALL, PA,. 19008
(215) 596~1672
e - e o
SRR 2040 1950

June |4, 1978

. f RS
i e ¢, Lot

FAR TR - -
PRZJLUT | LANHING

Mr. Frederick Gottemoeller . i
Director, Office of Planning

and Preliminary Engineering :
Maryland Department of Transportation

Refer to: Draft Negative Declaration
Replacement Bridge over Amtrak,
Havre de Grace

Dear Mr. Gottemoelier:

We concur with the determination that this project will have no
significant effect on the natural envircnment.

We appreciate the opportunity to review +his declaration. -

Sincerely, ' _ ' ’

5ALE 0. VANDENBURG
Staff Director :
Environmental Quality Evaluaztion - -

JuN 161978

. CoLs
LS K ki e

) Planaun gt VﬁiLa;'-.um.;l LoaibivE : . -
ACTION._L.__INFO_* __SUSPENSE DATE FILE
—Carporagrhi____Houst PeSantis Hopkins

Cerrmesvicy o Kroldak _t.Podson Janata -

Heyvs Uhl —_Grandy Koller

Hoftman Peabody____ Hanrahan Williamson
___ Honeywell



AT : ¥
SR , , . |
‘/,’:;.\ 2 United States Department of the Interior Q/)

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

TER-78/363

, | JUN * 4 1978

Ce

v
’ A.:-;“ pad
Dear Mr. Elinsky: . _ A PROJILT FLALNING

This is in responsc to a request for the Department of the Interior's
comments on the draft negative declaration/Section 4(f) statcment for
Maryland Route 7-A, Harford County, Marylani.

SECTION 4(f) COMMENTS

This Department concurs with the proposed selection of Alternate 1 ’as
" it appcars to meet the requirement of the first provision of Sectioh e
4(f). Alternates 2 and 3 would create scvere adverse impacts to other |

Section 4(f) properties, and Altermate 4 does not appear sound from a
design standpoint.

The statement indicates the Maryland Department of Transportation's
intent to meet the sccond provision of Secticon 4(f), all possible
planning to minimize harm. If Alternate 1 is seleccted, all of the
proposed mitigation measurcs should be completed pricr to the demolition
of the existing bridge. These mitigation measures include conducting

an Historic American Engineering Record Survey, completing a technical -
set of drawings, photographing the dismantling, and attempting to
preserve rcpresentative bridge joints (as recommended in the State
Historic Preservation Officer's correspondence of December 23, 1977).

NEGATIVE DECLARATION CONMENTS

On page 11, the document states that both the Historic American
Engineering Record and the State Historic Preservation Officer have
indicated that the bridge would probably meet the criteria for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. Therefore,

if Alternate 1 is selected a formal determination of eligibility
should be requested, following the procedurcs in the Federal Register
of September 21, 1977 (36 CFR 63). In addition, all proccdures
mandated by Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of

trmo__'_/_.SUspENSE DATE FILE
ronescnl oust ___ DeSantis ____ Hopkins
nyeider Zi’“ol'”’ ___,_Dod~0n ___Jenata .
eln ig __ Crandy ____Koller ;
H Peabody____Hanrahan —_Williamson
offman ,Honeywell

o e . e e R —r _;1!__,,



" document.

2

Mr. Emil Elinsky, Baltimore, Maryland

11966 also must be followed if the bridge is determined. to be eligible.
Regulations concerning the Advisory Council's process for compliance
with Scction 106 were published in the Federal Register of January 25,
1974 . (36 CFR 800). The present draft statement appears to contain

enough information to expedite the compliance with Section 106
proccdures. : -

The statement is adequate with regard to fish and wildlife and
recrcation concerns.

SUHMARY COMMENTS

: . SALs
The Department of the Interior would concur with U.S. Department of&ﬁ~f}p
Transportation Section 4(f) approval of Alternate 1, provided that oo
compliance with all mitigation procedures is followed. .

Sincerely yours,
Larry E. Muicrrtta

Peputy Essistane Secretary of the Interior

Mr. Emil Elinsky

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration . - %
The Rotunda, Suite 220

Baitimore, Maryland 21211

cc: @gr. Eugene T. Camponeschi
Chief, Burcau of Project Planning
State Highway Administration
300 West Preston Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

The bridge has been determined to be eligible for inclusion on
the Nationa; Register of Historic Places in accordance with the
procedures in the Federal Register of September 21, 1977 (36 CFR 63).

A}terna?e 1 has been selected and all of the mitigative measures
}1sted in the Draft Negative Declaration/4(f) Involvement will be
implemented. See the Memorandum of Agreement in Appendix A of this

-
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ARTHUR H. HELTON

SIXTH DISTRICT ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 2140
HARFORED COUNTY -

.. - DISTRICT OFFICE:
P. O. BOX 696
HARFORD COMMUNITY SERVICE BUILDING

BUDGET AND TAXATION

ABERDEEN, MARYLAND 21001

’ (AC301) 273.6670 — 575.675¢
COMMITTEE . Home.
< M K . ' ¢
Jomcromoa?c'rgr:: oN ‘ : 820 ONTARIO STREET

YOALY

:8 ‘ e

.Bernard M. Evans

HAVRE DE GRACE. MARYLAND 21078
(AC3O1) £39-0102

February 23, 1978

State Highwav Administrator S
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - '
P.0. Box 717

300 West Preston Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203

_ Re:Route 7 and Lewis Lane Bridges
) >~ : ilavre de Grace :
Dear M:. ans:

_ .

Thank you for your February 10th letter regarding the
Maryland Route 7 Bridge replacement «nd Lewis Lane Bridge
replacenent project in Havre de Grace. .
Following receipt of your letter, I spoke with Havre de Grace
Director of Public Works Harold Hamilton, as he and his
office are providing coordination for the project. As you
know, it is his viewpoint also that the problems inherent in
the Route 7 Bridge replaccenent dictate proceeding as well with
the Lewis Lane Bridge replacement ir order that Lewis Lane
can be completed prior {o removal of the Route 7 span.

Mr. Hamilton also indicated to me iu the course of our
conversation that the paperwork for the project is well under-
way. (A copy of his letter to me confirming the substance

of our telephone conversation is enclosed for your information.)

I am writing at this time to ask for whatever assistance your
office can give to Mr. Hamilton with this necessary paperwork,

should it be required, as you know well just how urgent the need
for replacement of these bridges is.




‘Mr. Evans “ - 2 -

February 23, 1978

I appreciate your continuing to keep me informed about
progress of this project from your vantagepoint and ask you
to please contact me if my staff or I can help in any way
with moving these crucial bridge replacements along.

With kind regards, I am

ARTHUR H. HELTON
Senator, District 6

ey v
.

) ‘{‘-4. --'!"J ot
AHH:ccs - ‘

- Enclosure

cc. with enc.: Hon. George B. Adams

cc: Mr. Harold Hamilton

—
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Housw OoF DELEGATES
ANHaFfdJsfﬂARYLAND 21404

. ' ' Howme:
477 WEST 85L AIR AVENUE
ATCACEEN, MARTLAND 21001

RS

ruary 20, 1978

=]
n)
—
g

Sernard M. Fvans

te Hichway Administrator

yland Department of ranSDOLLatlon

0. BDX 717 .

V. Freston Street ) » ' -
tfmore, Maryland 21203 : : : :

¥ Xr. FEvans:

Thank you for your letter of Febriary 10. I have

copiaeied Mr. Harold Hemilton, the Director of Public Works

7 2 de Grace, who is coordinating the lLewis Lane
t nd Route 7 beidge projects with the state and
Toule cevernments.  Mr. Homilton ‘agreecs that the Lewis
Tane ifdge should k2 coupleted before the removal of the
?wute 7 }Llace, and the paperwork for this bridge seems to .
he v rg ahead. . o *

.ould appraciate any holp you or your staff can glve
v wilton if there should be any problems in moving this
i ,frn"'ﬁ since both bricdyss are considered critical for
ci Mecerar k., The winter of '78 has also caused further
Cno2riolat on of these two structures

I 2z enclosirg a letter from Mr., Hamilton to

Mi. Eagene C. Cullun which outlines preliminary enclneerlng
of rilg2 replacement of the Lewis Lane Bridge to the varlous
state and federal government consultants,



I cznir0t stress enough the urgency for the replacement .
of those bridges as the City of Favre de Grace has had
sieveral flood alerts so far this winter concerning the
Snsguelanna River. Should such a disaster occur, the city
vould bz cut off completely without these bridges., As you
xnew, th2 Susquchanna River flooding problem is going to
Lecose gmore serious as development increases in Pennsylvania
eand Mew York, ' S .

>

If. there are any questions concerning the letter to

Mr. Cullym, please do not hesitate to contact Mr, Hamilton, 2.7 .
or me if yon feel as though my help is*nceded with the B
fedszral coverrment or the State of Maryland, I would : %

appreciate your keeping me informed of the progress of both
bridoes. ' '

Best wishes,

George B. Adams, Jr.
SBA//enp ) : o
2 Encls

cc: Treasurer William S. Janes
Senator Arthur H. Helton
Mr. Harry Pistel
Mayor Frank Hutchins .
Mr. Harold Hamilton



Maryland Historical Trust - .
. December 23; 1977

'BUREAU OF PROJECT PLANNING

Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschi, Chief JAN 2 3 1978
Bureau of Project Planning

State Highway Administration

300 W. Preston Street : [N
-Baltlmore, Maryland 21203 : Sy

Dear M. Camponeschl. ' ' ' Lo

In response to your letter of December 9, 1977, in
regard to the Maryland Route 7-A/01d Post Road Bridge (H671-000-471,
FAB #RSG 9464 (1)): if the Route 7-A Bridge were to be determined

-~ eligible for inclusion on ‘the National Register it appears the
' Federal Highway Administration would have to make a finding of
' "adverse effect" for the project under 36CFR800.

However, if it is determined that the bridge cannot
be preserved, I refer you to the April 1977 Aerial Reconnaissance
report of Historic Structures on the Northeast Corridor undertaken
by Robert M. Vogel and Eric Delony which includes a mention of this

- bridge.With regard to its historical significance this structure
received a rating of II-A, that is, "a historicity of somewhat less
historical importance (than Level I structures) but sufficiently so
that if the structure is to be either demolished or significantly
altered complete measured drawings (in the absence of original
engineering) and photographs should be made."

Robert Vogel has also suggested, in this particular
case, that representative joints could be removed from the structure
for their preservation, if a proper repository could be found.

In such a case, I would support a Memorandum of
Agreement along those lines if FHWA were to decide to submit such
to the Federal Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.

Sihcerely yours,

John N. Pearce
State Historic
! Preservation Officer

‘ JNP:BMD: REG: mms

s

Shaw House. 21 State Circle, Annapolis, Maryland 21401  (301) 269-2212, 269-2438
Department of Economi and Community Development



Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschi, Chief

December 23, 1977

Page =-2-

cc: The Honorable William S. James

Mr.

John E. Clark

Mrs. Frederick J. Viele

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Robert M. Vogel
‘Exric Delony
Jack Ladd Carr

Cawwr




Unitted Stares D(:p;': ciraent of the '.fnf;m‘f_or ' lbI e Y)r)

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE ' : 7
WASHINCYON, D.C. u210

IN FLFLY Y UHLK 908 SRR i _ - o J {.
H30-774 Septenber 27, 1977 o

Mr. R. W. Bergeron

Federal Highwaey Administration

‘George H. Fallon Federal Office Building e

31 Hopkins Plaza, Room 1633 ' C T~
Baltlmore Maryland 21201 I '

Dear Hr. Bergeron. - 7”r”--“- S o - ' E e

We have been alerted by a concerned, local resident that the 01d Post
Road Bridge carrying Maryland State Route 7 over the former Penn
Central Railroad main line in Havre de Grace, Maryland, is scheduled
“for replacement by the Maryland State Highway Admlnlstrat1on.

Thls structure was built in 1905 by the American Bridge Company of
New York and is an example of a Baltimore or Petit truss, also known
. a5 a subdivided Pratt. More than likely, it would be eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places as an early
- example of steel bridge truss construction in the State of yaryland.

According to an article appearing in the Havre de Grace newspaper,
federal funds will be applied for to replace the bridge. On the basis
of this information, may we advise you to investigate this matter to
"determine: 1) whether the State intends to use FHWA funds to replace

the bridge, 2) whether the bridge is eligible for the National Register,
and 3) vhether this invelvement will require the ccmments of the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation pursuant to Section 106 of

the National Historic Preservation Act.

We hope you do not regard this and our other letter concerning the
Dulaney Valley Road Bridge as obstructionist. Sending Section 106
Alert letters to you is normal procedure for this office when the
replacement of a bridge of potential or established historical
significance is brought to our attention. Our intent primarily is to
make certain that a historic record in the form of engineering drawings,
photographs, and written data is produced before bridges such as these

g, \mmmsj)
&5 g |  gEp 29977
276.491°
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. two are destroyed. This is the purpose of the Historic American

Engineering Record. As usual, we stand ready to advise and assist you,
or the State, or local transportation authority on the proper
documontatlon of such structures to HAER standards as called for under
Section 2(c) Executive Order 11593.

Thank you for your .attention to this matter.

Sincerely yours,

si'gned ‘ . . \

Eric N. DeLony
Acting Chief P
Historic American Engineering Record

bece: Mr. John N. Pearce
‘State Historic Preservation Officer ‘
The John' Shaw House . ' )
21 State Circle '
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

P -
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.. Maryland Department of liansportation | farmonn Ko i vsn
" ' e Bernord M. Evans
vl State Highway Administration, . , ' Adminisvata:

Augusf 9, 1977

Subject: Contract No. H 671-471
A RR Bridge No. 62.09
on 0ld Post Road (Md.T7)
" near Havre de Grace,
Harford County '

.The Honorable George B. Adams o | e
L77 west Bel Air Avenue o | T
Aberdeen, Maryland 21001 -

Dear Delegate Adams,

Thank yéd'for your letter of July 20, 1977 in which you
expresssad your concern over the poor condition of the subject
structure, , .

As you explaeined in your letter, the vital needs of the
City of Havre de Greace depend upon reoplacement of this struc-
ture and therefore be assured that the State Highway Admin-
lstration is making every effort to expedite the necessary
procedures to accomplish this task. I have met with our Admin-
istrator, Mr. Bernard Evens, and have received positive direction
from him on how to proceed with this project. In addition to
this Buvresau's efforts, the Bureau of Project Plenning is now
preparing for an "Alternative Location Meeting" tentatively
scheduled for October,

You ststed in your correspondence to inform you if I felt:
that 1t would be necessary for the Harford County Delegation
to go to washington to seek help on this matter. Please be
Informed that I do not belisesve that this action would be
necessary at this time but be assured that if circumstances.
would warrent an effort of this type, I will immediately advise
you of same,

LRSI S

P.O. Box 717 / 300 West Preston Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21203
- » - C e W e e wa v - —— R e e sTmeenm e e n e e - = ao--?-ww




Deleze*n Adn~a

Augus .- 3, 1677
Fege 2

If I cen bs of further assistance on this subject, please
do not hesitete to contact me, '

Very truly yours, o
“7,/ ‘.“'...‘ f’ ]

Vi o

Earle S. Freadman, Chief . -
Bureau of Bridge Design . ~

ESP:NFK:88 : . ' ; ‘\@A

cc: NI'. B. M. Eveans
Mr, He J. Pistel
Mr. E. T. Camponeschi
.Senator C. A. Hopkins
Senetor A, H. Helton, Jr.
Delegate J, H., Hargreaves
Delegate W. H. Amoss
Deleg&te G. A, P!"ice ’ o
Delegste R. C. Matthews Y
Delegete W. H. Cox, Jr. ‘ ’
Delegete C, I. Riley
Mayor F. J. HutChinS.
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HousE oF DELEGATES
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21404

GRORGE B, ADAMS. JR.
HARTORD COUNTY
SIXTH LEGISLATIVE DISTRICT

"JUBICIARY COMMITTEE July 20, 1977

“Mr. Earle S. Freedman
"~ Chief, Bureau of Bridge Design L
Maryland Department of Transoortatlon
P. 0. Box 717
300 W. Preston Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Dear Mr. Freedman:

HowmMme:

477 WEST BEL AIR AVENUE
ABERDEEN, MARYLAND 21001

Senator Kelton was not able to be at the meeting
concerning RR Bridge Number 62.09 on Old Post Road near
Havre de Grace in Harford County because he was out of

town.

_ I would appreciate your adding him to the distribution
list for all future correspondence on this subject.

His

ey

mailing address is as follows: Senator Arthur H. Helton, Jr.,

P. O. Box 696,

Harford Community Services Building, Aberdeen,

Maryland 21001.

.-

GBA/emp

ccC:

Sincerely, .

Yy
-. ‘%é“—cé’ ,
’/

George éf/Adams,-Jr.
Chairman, Harford County Delegation

Senator Helton

IP}EC f/r;‘

Jod

isrp
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“Dear Mr. Pistel,

Movor

7 7y CityofHevrede Grace
™ : :

]

4o

.
- 1

Lo g 121 N. Unian Ave., lavre de Grace., Md. 21075
\‘ Lt el .
. 7

"f .o
L ' AL I
eV
A
City Clark
W. Rovert Himes

July 19, 1977

Re: 0ld Post Road-Mary
Route 7A

Mr. Hzrry J. Pistel

District Engineer

State Highway Admlnﬂstrdtlon
Joppa and Falls Roads
Brooklandville, Maryland 21022

During the regular Federal Aid meeting in your office on
July 14, 1977, Mr. George Ostensen of the FHWa stated that the
Post Road Bridge over the Amtrak ''could be approved for design
and construction using 'G' funds provided the City of Havre de
Grace would indicate their willingness to forego the entensive
approach road construction.'" It is assumed that this also re-

land

ferred to the alternate location that involved the relocation of

the bridge site and provxdec a partial interchange Wlth U.S.
Route 40.

This has been considered by Mayor-Council at their regular

mceting on July 18, 1977 and we unanimously concur in limiting
‘the proposed work to the existing allignment with &n adequate new
structure. The recent improvements made by SHA on 0ld Post Road

from 0ld 3ay Lane to Juniata Street with the markings have proven

to pe most beneficial,

We trust that this statement will suffice in aiding you,
from & local standpoint,

- funding status. Should any additional imput from the City be

required, pledse notify us at’ your convenience.

Very truly yours,

//) ' -,/‘1! .'/.t /

to program this project into an immediate

e ‘( } Co. ‘ J ‘\‘ ‘L Lo
‘Frank,qf Hutchins
] . . Mdyor - E ? f.zﬁ r;:.f[ .}.r.:i\‘.
' : ST o
FJH/blf . ‘::ka '- u..A.C:
. . ) ' C..,lu i «
cc. Herold J. Hamilton s mrn
. ¥ ACA TG M
T WA T

LAY
''''''
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SENATE OF MARYLAND

ARTHUR H. HELTON, Jm. .* - ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 2i40% DisTRICT OrFICcK:
STATE SENATOR ' Tl e _ P. O, BOX 600
BIXTH DISTRICT T N - HARFORD COMMUNITY SERVICES. BLDG,
HARFORD COUNTY, MARYLAND i ' o ABERDEEN, MARYLAND 21001
: — ) 301.273-6670
COMMITTEE: | 301.-575-67089
CONSBTITUTIONAL AND PUBLIC LAW * .,
July 14, 1977 . .-
'The Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes SR
N Attn:Mr. Bruce Gilmore D 0
| United States Senate e R
Dirksen Senate Office Building SRR
‘Washington, D. C. 20510 : "

Dear Paul:

Thexre .is a railroad overpass bridge in my district which
is in such serious disrepair that it has been considered
one of the five most serious bridge repair progects in
the State of Maryland.

This bridge deterloratlon is so severe that the speed limit
on the bridge is now set at 5 m.p.h. and the vehicle weight
limit at 10,000 pounds. Pieces of the bridge fall on passing
trains and, with Havre de Grace a flood-prone city, this
bridge provides the only safe entrance and exit for the

city under flood conditions. The city also is the location
of one of two hospitals in Harford County.

Beside the physical deterioration, there has been continuing
confusion regarding ownership of the bridge, i. e. Penn
Central, Amtrak, and the State of Maryland all denying
ownership. Attempts are being made to resolve this situation
now. :

I have enclosed two pieces of correspondence which I think
explain the severity of the situation and the confusion
surrounding it. :

It is my understanding that it may be necessary to have
federal legislation to produce the necessary funding or,
at least, federal guarantee of some reimbursement if we
proceed at the State level.



“Senator Sarbanes -2~ July 14, 1977

I thought your staff would want the background on this
issue and, if feasible, consider legislation or amendments
to existing proposed legislation which would provide some

‘assistance in getting this bridge replaced.

Some of our local officials have already requested of ,
Congressman Bauman and Long that they seek some kind of . .
solution through the House, if possible. ' A

F gt
.’ N

Mr. Bernard Evans, Director of the Maryland Department of” 

Transportation's State Highway Administration, is aware

of this situation and has been working on it, and he should
be contacted if your staff wishes to pursue the matter.
Thank you for any help you may provide.

Sincerely,

ARTHUR H. HELTON :
Senator, District 6 . | '

AHH:ccs

‘'xc¢: Hon. George B. Adams

Hon. William Amoss
Hon. Frank Hutchins
Mr. Bernard Evans

o pe———
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Advisory
Council On
Historic

Preservation

1522 K Strest NW.
Washington D.C.
20005

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration, Department of
Transportation, proposes to assist the Maryland Department of
Transportation, State Highway Administration, in the demolition
of the 01d Post Road Bridge, Maryland Route 7A, near Havre de
Grace, Maryland; and the construction of its replacement; and,

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration, Department
of Transportation, in consultation with the Maryland State
Historic Preservation Officer, has determined that this undertaking
as proposed would have an adverse effect upon the bridge, a property
determined on the authority of the Secretary of the Interior
to be eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic
Places; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 470f, as amended, 90 Stat.
1320), the Federal Highway Administration has requested the
comments of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to the procedures of the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation (36 CFR Part 800), representatives of
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the Federal
Highway Administration, and the Maryland State Historic Preserva-
tion Officer have consulted and reviewed the undertaking to
consider feasible and prudent alternatives to avoid or satisfac-
torily mitigate the adverse effect; and,

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration has reviewed
alternatives that would permit the retention of the bridge as i
a vehicular facility and have determined that the existing :
condition of the structure would require major modifications to
meet the load, clearance, and height requirements of Federal
programs standards of the Northeast Corridor Improvement
Program and the suggested standards of the American Association
of State Highway Transportation Officials (AASHTO); and that
such alterations would alter the integrity of the structure; and,
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Page 2

Memorandum of Agreement

01d Post Road Bridge

Federal Highway Administration

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration has explored
alternatives that would permit retention of the bridge
for pedestrian use or require construction of a new bridge for
vehicular traffic, and have determined that the existing facility
would still not meet the Federal program standards identified
above; and constructing a new facility would be fiscally
imprudent; and

WHEREAS, the Maryland Department of Transportation, State
Highway Administration,was invited and participated in the
consultation process;

NOW, THEREFORE, it 1is mutually agreed that implementation
of the undertaking in accordance with the following stipulations,
will satisfactorily mitigate adverse effect on the above-
mentioned property.

Stipulations

1. Prior to the demolition of the bridge, the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) will ensure that the
Maryland Department of Transportation, State Highway
Administration (MDSHA), will record the structure so
that there will be a permanent record of the bridge's
existence. FHWA/MDSHA will first contact the Historic
American Engineéring Record (HAER) (Heritage Conserva-
tion and Recreation Service, U.S. Department of the
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240, 202-343-4256) to
determine the level of documentation required. All
documentation must be accepted by HAER prior to
demolition. MDSHA will also provide copies of this
documentation to the Maryland State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO) for his records.

2. The FHWA will investigate with the MDSHA the possibility
of retaining sections of the bridge, specifically the
pin connected joints, to be utilized to aid current
research of FHWA in bridge strength capacity studies.

In the event that this proves to be an acceptable
option, FHWA will notify the MDSHA prior to the
commencement of demolition 'so that precautions can be
undertaken to salvage the designated sectionms.
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3. The MDSHA will notify the SHPO at least 15 working
days prior to the commencement of demolition to provide
the SHPO an opportunity to record the dismantling of
the structure.

4., The FHWA will notify the Keeper of the National
Register in writing not more than 30 days after the
demolition so that the property can be removed from
the list of eligible properties.

12/20(28

MZ/ZZM / (date)

Deputy Executive Djrector
Advisory Council Historic Preservation

%‘/‘ 5 {f 7‘“ (date) /2-/5~7F

zf&}diyland State Historic Preservation
Officer

V ~an—i /,l*'~i}kj2L (date) 7717

" Chairman
Advisory Counijl on Historic Preservation

Concur:

W%%p (date) /ﬂy/f/é

MaryI%nd State Highway Administration




