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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary 
State Roads Commission 

J- ?jA(M** Neil J. Pedersen, Director <jy^ 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

September 12, 1991 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS No. 082039 

The Project Planning Division is preparing a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) for the subject project.  It is 
anticipated that the Federal Highway Administration will approve 
the document and grant Location Approval in November of 1991. 

The decision was made to proceed with the FONSI recommending the 
following: 

Segment I: 

Segment II: 

Segment III: 

Sub-Station Road: 

Alternate 6, with bridges across the 
tributaries of Jordan Swamp extended if 
necessary to span the entire wetland 
width.  An interim solution will be the 
improvement of existing MD 205 to 
provide four lanes. 

Alternate 5/6 Modified 

Alternate 5/6 

The development approval process will be 
used to encourage the extension of 
Pinefield Road to Sub-Station Road. 

Interchange: 

Access Control 

Option A 

Develop access control management 
strategy with Charles County for all 
undeveloped properties along MD 205 

The selection was made by Administrator Hal Kassoff at team 
meetings held on November 21, 1990 and July 17, 1991.  A summary 
of the meetings and the Project Team Recommendation are enclosed. 

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 



% 
Mr. William I. 
Page Two 

Slacum 

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

I concur with the above recommendation. 

Hal Kae-soff, Administrator 

Enclosures 

cc:  Mr. Robert Douglass 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Ms. Elizabeth Homer 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

Date 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

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

%il^ M^- 

RE; 

September 12, 1991 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattaworaan-Beantown Road 
PDMS No. 082039 

DECISION DOCUMENTATION MEMORANDUM 

The Location/Design Public Hearing for the Mattawoman-Beantown 
Road project planning study was held on February 26, 1990 at 
Thomas Stone High School in Waldorf, Maryland.  Approximately 215 
people attended the hearing.  The key issues: 

o   The Charles County Commissioners supported a build 
alternate.  No specific alternate was specified. 

o   The major concern expressed by the public was that no 
disturbance be made to the graves at the Trinity Memorial 
Gardens Cemetery. 

o   Comments received from State and Federal agencies stated 
opposition to Segment I Alternate 6 versus Alternate 5 due 
to increased wetland impacts.  A preference was given to 
Interchange Option A or B versus Option C or D. 

Meetings were held with you on November 21, 1990 and July 17, 
1991 to discuss the project planning study for Mattawoman- 
Beantown Road.  The goal was the selection of alternates for 
which location and design approvals would be requested. 

Present at the November 21, 1990 meeting were the following: 

Hal Kassoff 
Charles R. Olsen 
Edward H. Meehan 
Neil J. Pedersen 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Patricia Paskowski 

State Highway Administrator 
Chief Engineer 
District Engineer, District No. 5 
Director, Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering (OPPE) 
Deputy Director, OPPE 
Right-of-Way District No. 5 

My telephone number is 
(301)   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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Kenneth A. McDonald Highway Design Division (HDD) 
Fred Doerfler HDD 
Leroy Tyree HDD 
George Welton HDD 
Steve Silva Bridge Design Division (BDD) 
Charles Okehie BDD 
Nader Mondanipour BDD 
Diane Schwarzman Traffic Projects Division 
Keith Bounds Planning and Program Development Div. 
James L. Wynn Project Planning Division (PPD) 
Victor F. Janata PPD 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen PPD 
Claudia Kan PPD 
Monty Rahman PPD 
Michael J. Rothenheber  Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson 

A presentation was made of alternates identified at the February 
26, 1990 Location/Design Public Hearing.  The proposed 
improvements include mainline alternates for MD 205 and 
interchange options for MD 205 at US 301/MD 5: 

MAINLINE ALTERNATES: 
The project was separated into three mainline segments with 
interchangeable alternates within each segment. 

Segment I begins at the southern study limits, at existing MD 5, 
and extends to just south of the Trinity Memorial Gardens 
Cemetery.  Two alternates were considered in this segment. 

Alternate 5 followed the basic alignment of existing MD 205, with 
a six-lane divided highway and an open 34-foot median.  The 
existing traffic signal would remain at the MD 5/MD 205 
intersection.  Existing and approved site developments in three 
quadrants restrict major reconstruction of the intersection. 

Alternate 6 was on relocation, splitting from existing MD 5 
approximately 2400 feet south of the existing MD 5/MD 205 
intersection, bridging the tributaries to the Jordan Swamp, and 
tieing into the basic alignment of MD 205 at the north end of 
Segment I. The typical section was the same as for Alternate 5. 
The existing traffic signal at MD 5/MD 205 would remain as well 
as the existing segment of MD 205 between MD 5 and Alternate 6. 
A new signal would be installed at the split of the new roadway 
and the existing northbound MD 5. 

While Alternate 5 has lower costs and environmental impacts 
compared to Alternate 6, it does not address the problem, failing 
to adequately handle future traffic needs at the MD 5/MD 205 
intersection. 
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Segment II begins at the northern end of Segment I and extends to 
just north of the Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery.  Alternate 
5/6 proposes to utilize the existing roadway as part of the new 
northbound lanes, with the new southbound roadway built to the 
west, impacting the cemetery.  Alternate 5/6 Modified avoids the 
cemetery impacts by utilizing the existing roadway as part of the 
new southbound lanes, with the new northbound roadway built to 
the east.  The typical section for both alternates would include 
a transition from the Segment I typical section to a six-lane 
curbed divided highway and a twenty-foot curbed median. 

The obvious advantage of Alternate 5/6 Modified is the avoidance 
of cemetery impacts. 

Segment III begins at the northern end of Segment II and extends 
to the US 301/MD 5 intersection with MD 205.  Alternate 5/6, the 
one build alternate presented, follows the basic alignment of 
existing MD 205 with slight shifts to minimize right-of-way 
impacts.  The existing traffic signals at Pinefield Road and US 
301/MD 5 would remain.  The typical section from Segment II would 
continue and extend to just south of the railroad tracks.  From 
there to the US 301/MD 5 intersection the outside lane in each 
direction would be eliminated.  This minimizes right-of-way 
impacts to the two shopping centers.  While this is only a short 
term answer, the long term solution requires the construction of 
an interchange to augment (Options A or B) or replace (Options C 
or D) the existing intersection. 

INTERSECTION OPTIONS: 

Sub-Station Road options have been studied because a minimum 
spacing of 750 feet is required between median openings, and Sub- 
Station Road, Indian Lane, and Schlagle Road all 'T' into MD 205 
within 400 feet of each other.  The first solution. Option 1, 
relocates Sub-Station Road to intersect with MD 205 approximately 
850 feet to the north.  Median openings would then be placed 
there and at Schlagle Road.  Options 2 and 3 involve different 
relocations of Sub-Station Road to create a four-way intersection 
with Schlagle Road.  Indian Lane would not have a median opening 
under any option.  A connection between Schlagle Road and the 
cul-de-sac on Indian Lane could be provided. 

INTERCHANGE OPTIONS: 
There are four interchange options to augment or replace the 
intersection of MD 205 with US 301/MD 5. 
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Interchange Option A would provide directional ramps between MD 
205 and US 301/MD 5 to the north.  MD 205 would be relocated 
between the Pinefield development and the rear of the Pinefield 
Shopping Center and would interchange with US 301/MD 5 
approximately 800 feet north of the existing intersection. 
Interchange movements would only be provided for US 301/MD 5 to 
and from the north via two-lane directional ramps.  All traffic 
destined to and from US 301 and Western Parkway to the south 
would use the existing signalized intersection. 

Interchange Option B is very similar to Option A.  It would also 
provide directional ramps between MD 205 and US 301/MD 5 to the 
north.  This option would differ along southbound US 301/MD 5. 
The directional ramp to MD 205 from US 301/MD 5 southbound would 
exit from the left.  This would reguire southbound US 301 to be 
shifted westward.  The existing signalized intersection would 
remain, similar to Option A, for the south leg of US 301 and 
Western Parkway. 

Interchange Option C would provide a flyover ramp from southbound 
US 301/MD 5 to MD 205.  This would replace the existing 
southbound double left-turns.  The flyover ramp would travel 
behind the Chaney Building and bridge over US 301 at the existing 
signalized intersection location.  This would reguire northbound 
MD 205 to be shifted slightly.  A connection from Sub-Station 
Road at US 301/MD 5 to Pinefield Road would allow for the 
remaining movements.  Additionally, a service road network behind 
both shopping centers would be provided to replace certain 
existing access points that would be removed under this option. 

Interchange Option D proposes a full movement trumpet 
interchange.  The ramps to and from southbound US 301 would loop 
behind the Chaney Building.  Additional directional ramps would 
be provided for all movements.  A service road network, similar 
to Option C, would be provided behind both shopping centers. 

A presentation was then made of several variations and/or new 
alternates investigated by the Project Planning Team since the 
Location/Design Public Hearing: 

Typical Section:  The typical section will be a curbed, four- 
lane, divided highway with a curbed 20-foot median and 12-foot 
outside shoulders.  The shoulders will be used as acceleration 
and deceleration lanes for turning movements, for school bus 
stops, and as a breakdown lane. 
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Segment I:  The typical section for Alternate 5 was revised to a 
closed section as described above.  The typical section for the 
part of Alternate 6 as far south as the southern limits of 
wetlands was revised to a closed section as described above but 
without the outside shoulders. 

A new alternate, Alternate 6 Modified, was developed to reduce 
wetland impacts.  Alternate 5 (which does not meet the 
transportation needs of this project) impacts 0.43 acres of 
wetlands, Alternate 6 impacts 1.77 acres of wetlands, and 
Alternate 6 Modified impacts 0.52 acres of wetlands.  Alternate 6 
Modified would have a design speed of 40 MPH and a total cost of 
approximately $8.5 million. 

Sub-Station Road:  Two additional options were developed.  Option 
4 extended Pinefield Road from MD 205 to Sub-Station Road 
(similar to the connection included as part of Interchange Option 
C).  Option 5 connected Sub-Station Road opposite Schlagle Road, 
but avoided any residential displacement (as in Options 2 and 3), 
by reducing the design speed to 20 MPH. 

Tnterchanae Options A and B:  Minimum geometric criteria were 
employed to reduce the wetland impacts.  A modification for the 
connection of Nike Road with the interchange ramps was 
investigated.  Nike Road would not be extended to connect with 
Pinefield Road.  Instead, it will 'T' into Truro Lane.  The 
intersection of existing MD 205 with the directional ramps will 
be shifted south approximately 50 feet to create a four-way 
intersection with Truro Lane. 

After a description and discussion of the alternates and impacts, 
the following decisions were reached: 

Segment I - No decisions were achieved.  Supplemental studies 
will be performed. (See July 17, 1991 meeting summary) 

Segment II - Location/Design Approvals will be sought for 
Alternate 5/6 Modified. 

segment III - Location/Design Approvals will be sought for 
Alternate 5/6. 

Sub-Station Road - Right-turn-only movements will be permitted 
with the reconstructed MD 205.  If and when property development 
occurs south of the vicinity of the Pinefield Road intersection 
with MD 205, an extension of Pinefield Road to Sub-Station Road 
(Option 4) will be encouraged through the development approval 
process.  The State Highway Administration will not build nor 
monetarily support the construction of this option. 
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Interchange Options - Location/Design Approvals will be sought 
for Option A with minimum geometric criteria.  The modification 
for the connection of Nike Road will be included. 

Access Control - An access control management strategy will be 
developed in conjunction with Charles County for all undeveloped 
properties along MD 205. 

At the November 21, 1990 meeting, no decision was reached on an 
alternate for Segment I.  A second meeting was held on July 17, 
1991 to select the alternate for Segment I.  Present at this 
meeting were the following: 

Hal Kassoff 
Charles R. Olsen 
Neil J. Pedersen 

Robert Douglass 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Larry Elliott 

Patricia Paskowski 
Joanne Jewett 
Fred Lees 
Stephen Drumm 
John Jordan 
Kenneth A. McDonald 
Fred Doerfler 
George Welton 
Steve Silva 
Victor F. Janata 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen 
Claudia Kan 
Monty Rahman 
Gordon Dailey 
Michael J. Rothenheber 

State Highway Administrator 
Chief Engineer 
Director, Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering (OPPE) 
Deputy Chief Engineer - Highway 
Development 
Deputy Director, OPPE 
Deputy District Engineer - Traffic, 
District No. 5 
Right-of-Way District No. 5 
Right-of-Way District No. 5 
District No. 5 
Chief, Highway Design Division (HDD) 
HDD 
HDD 
HDD 
HDD 
Bridge Design Division 
PPD 
PPD 
PPD 
PPD 
Office of the Chief Engineer 
Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson 

Five alternates were presented for discussion:  Alternates 5 and 
6, previously described, and three new alternates, developed to 
satisfy the project need, while reducing wetland impacts.  The 
new alternates were: 

Alternate 6 Modified (Option I)  At-Grade Intersection 
This alternate would be on relocation.  A design speed of 40 MPH 
was established.  This shifted the three intersections proposed 
for Alternate 6 in tighter to each other.  The alignment avoided 
Wetland 8, while increasing the impacts to Wetland 7, which is 
upstream.  The proposed southbound MD 5 Relocated would require a 
left fork to existing southbound MD 5. 
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Alternate 6 Modified (Option 1)   Underpass 
This alternate is the same as the previous alternate, except that 
it eliminates the intersection between existing and proposed MD 
5.  The existing grade differential between the north and 
southbound lanes of existing MD 5 makes it convenient to build 
the proposed southbound MD 5 Relocated as an underpass of 
existing northbound MD 5, then merging with existing southbound 
MD 5. 

Alternate 6 Modified fQption JH Underpass 
This alternate is very similar to the previous alternate.  It 
would vary in that a double left-turn would be provided for 
proposed southbound MD 5 Relocated instead of a left fork 
movement. 

After a description and discussion of the alternates and impacts, 
the following decisions were reached: 

Because no other alternate in Segment I provided the consistency 
of design speed, the continuity of alignment, and the adequacy of 
level of service, the Administrator selected Alternate 6 as the 
one for which location and design approvals would be requested. 
In order to reduce wetland impacts, the Administrator directed 
that the proposed bridges crossing the tributaries to the Jordan 
Swamp be increased to such lengths as to satisfy the 
environmental agencies, to the extent that they may have to span 
the entire wetland width. 

Recognizing that Alternate 6 is an ultimate solution, which may 
only be implemented in the distant future, the Administrator 
directed that a Segment I interim solution alternate be 
identified.  This would involve the upgrading of existing 
shoulders and striping to provide four undivided lanes for the 
part of existing MD 205 between MD 5 and Poplar Hill-Beantown 
Road.  The 0.3 miles part of existing MD 205 to the north would 
require grading, paving, and some minor right-of-way acquisition 
to provide four undivided lanes. Left turns from this interim 
alternate would be prohibited, except at Poplar Hill-Beantown 
Road. 

With your concurrence of our understanding of decisions reached 
on November 21, 1990 and July 17, 1991, we will proceed with the 
development of the Finding of No Significant Impact document to 
seek location approval from the Federal Highway Administration. 



\U 

- 8 - 

CONCURRENCE: 

TW u 
Hal Kassoff Date 
Administrator 

NJP/as 
cc:  Attendees 

Mr. Charles B. Adams 
Ms. Susan K. Bauer 
Mr. John D. Bruck 
Mr.   Anthony M.   Capizzi 
Mr. John M. Contestabile 
Mr. Robert J. Finck 
Mr. Joseph Finkle 
Mr. Earle S. Freedman 
Mr. James K. Gatley 
Mr. John H. Grauer 
Ms. Angela B. Hawkins 
Mr. Thomas Hicks 
Mr. Robert J. Houst 
Mr. Vernon J. Krai 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Mr. Thomas C. Watts 
Mr. Michael J. Zezeski 
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H. COMPARISON OF ALTERNATES 

The State Highway Administration (SHA) has decided to seek Location/Design Approval 
for: Segment I, Alternate 6; Segment II, Alternate 5/6 Modified; Segment HI, 
Alternate 5/6; and Interchange Option A. These improvements are described in 
Section III. 

Il-l 



PROPOSED MD 15 RELOCATED 
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATES TABLE 

fl 

ALTERNATE 

LENGTH 
OF 

ALT. 
(MLES) 

DISPLACEMENTS PROPERTIES AFFECTED RIGHT-OF-WAY REQ. (AC.) RELOC. 
GRAVE 
SITES 

HISTOR. 
/ 

ARCH.G. 

MAJOR 
STREAM 
X INGS 

RAIL     ! 
ROAD 

X INGS   . 

WOOD- 
LANDS 
(AC.) 

WET- 
LANDS 
(AC.) 

no YR 
FLOOD 
F>LAIN 
(AC.) 

PRIME 
FARM 
LAND 
(AC.) 

EST. COST 
(X $ MILLIONS 199 D 

RES. 
,           CHURCH/ 
COMM.      NON-PROFIT TOTAL RES. COMM. CHURCH REC. TOTAL RES. COMM. CHURCH REC. TOTAL 

ENG. 8 
R.O.W. 

CONST. TOTAL 

SEGMENT 
1 

ALTERNATE 5 0.6 0 0 0 0 7 1 0 0 8 9 1 0 0 10 0 0 1 0 2 0.4 1.0 0 0.8 4.7 5.5 

S.B.A. 
ALTERNATE 6 
ULTIMATE 

0.8 _0 0 0 0 8 1 0 0 9 21 1 0 0 22 0 0 2 
f 

0 2 1.0 1.0 0 1.5 14.2 15.7 

S.B.A. 
ALTERNATE 6 
INTERIM 0.6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 j 0 0 0 0 O.I 1.0 I.I 

SEGN€NT 
II 

ALTERNATE 5/6 0.6 0 0 0 0 14 2 0 0 16 4 1 0 0 5 1500 0 0 o i 2 0 0 0 1.5 2.7 4.2 

S.B.A. 
ALTERNATE 5/6 
MODIFIED 

0.6 : 2^ \    / 
0 3 12 3 0 0 15 2 3 0 0 .   5 0 0 0 o' • 1 0   . 0 0 I.I 2.9 4.0 

SEGMENT 
III S.B.A. ALTERNATE 5/6 -2.0 ^ 

0 <.o 4 34 7 1 0 42 20 1 1 0 22 0 0 0 1 8 1.5 0 0 3.0 17.5 20.5 

» 
RELOCATION OF 

SUB-STATION 
ROAD 

OPTION 1 0.24 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 5 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 " 3 0.4 0 0 0.1 0.6 0.7 

OPTION 2 0.16 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0.2 0.2 0.4 

OPTION 3 0.14 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 o" 1 0 0 0 0.2 0.2 0.4 

OPTION 4 .41 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 6 5 1 0 0 6 0 0 0 1 3 0.1 0 0 0.8 0.9 1.7 

OPTION 5 0.10 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 

INTERCHANGE 
OPTIONS 

S.B.A. OPTION A - f/4^) 2") 0 6 14 4 0 0 18 13 7 0 0 20 0 0 1 1' 
1 

1 0.8 1.5 0.8 8.5 16.7 25.2 

OPTION B - 3 2 0 5 13 4 0 0 17 12 6 0 0 18 0 0 1 1 1 I.I 1.4 0.5 7.4 17.2 24.6 

OPTION C - 0 3 0 3 6 15 0 1 22 8 8 0 5 21 0 0 1 2 2 2.5 1.4 0.4 11.4 17.3 28.7 

OPTION D - 0 4 0 4 4 15 0 0 19 8 9 0 0 17 0 0 1 1 2 2.0 1.9 0.4 12.4 19.5 31.9 

          ' i — 

TOTAL SELECTED BUILD ALTERNATE - 8 3 2 13 68 IS 1 0 84 56 12 1 0 69 0 0 4 2 12 3.3 2.5 0.8 14.2 52.3 66.5 

S.B.A. = SELECTED BUILD ALTERNATE 

*   THE NO-BUILD OPTION IS THE SELECTED ALTERNATE FOR THE RELOCATION OF SUB-STATION ROAD. FIGURE II- 

P. 11-2 
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HI. SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. BACKGROUND 

1. Project Location 

Proposed MD -5 Relocated is located in the north central part of Charles County 
near Waldorf. The alignment follows along MD 205 (formerly Mattawoman- 
Beantown Road) from MD 5 (Waldorf-Leonardtown Road) to US 301/MD 5 (Blue 
Star Memorial Highway). MD 205 is currently being used as a bypass of US 301 
through the congested Waldorf area. Figures 1-1 and 1-2 depict the project 
location and the study area, respectively. 

MD 205 is currendy a two-lane roadway which extends from MD 5 (Waldorf- 
Leonardtown Road) to US 301/MD 5. Access is uncontrolled and signalized 
intersections are located at the northern and southern terminus and at Pinefield 
Road. A box culvert on relocation was recently constructed over the tributary to 
the Jordan Swamp. 

The project consists of upgrading and widening MD 205 to a four-lane divided 
roadway with shoulders from MD 5 to US 301/MD 5. An interchange at US 
301/MD 5 is also proposed. 

2. Purpose of the Study 

The purpose of this study is to increase capacity and improve the safety to 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (Existing MD 205). This roadway is currently being 
used as a bypass of the congested Waldorf area connecting MD 5 with US 301/MD 
5. It links several suburban communities including St. Charles, Beantown, 
Waldorf, and Pinefield; aides in the transportation of goods and services, and acts 
as a highly important commuter route between the eastern half of Charles County 
and St. Mary's County with Prince George's County, Washington D.C., and further 
north. The objective of the mainline alternates and interchange options proposed 
are to alleviate existing congestion due to insufficient capacity and provide for 
continued    safe    and    efficient    operation    into    the    future. The    proposed 
improvements will also enhance the existing MD 5 corridor as additional traffic 
will be diverted away from existing MD 5 to Proposed MD 5 Relocated. 

3. Project History 

Proposed MD 5 Relocated is currently designated with signs as MD 205. It has 
recently been transferred to die State Highway Administration from Charles 
County when it was designated as Mattawoman-Beantown Road. This project is 
currently included in the Maryland Department of Transportation's Consolidated 
Transportation Program (FY 1989-1994) for planning and engineering and in the 
Highway Needs Inventory. This project is also included within the Charles 
County, Maryland Comprehensive Land Use Plan (1988). These improvements are 
consistent with other major study transportation improvements that are 
programmed for planning, design and/or construction. These include: 

o      MD 5 (Waldorf-Leonardtown Road):    This project will widen existing MD 5 to 
five lanes from US 301 to Post Office Road. 
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US 301 (Blue Star Memorial Highway): This project will widen existing US 
301 to six lanes from south of Smallwood Drive to south of US 301/MD 5 
interchange at T.B. 

MD 228 (Berry Road): This project will dualize existing MD 228 from US 
301 to Bealle Hill Road and construct a new/relocated dual highway between 
MD 228 and MD 210. 

MD 5: This project will reconstruct MD 5 to: upgrade two at-grade 
intersections north of 1-95; reconstruct interchanges at 1-95 and US 301 
and construct six new interchanges and two right-on/right-off partial 
interchanges. 

MD 210 (Indian Head Highway): This project will reconstruct existing MD 210 
to a 6 lane divided highway from south of Old Fort Road to MD 414. 

US 301 (Blue Star Memorial Highway): A  planning   study   is   underway   to 
widen and control access on existing US 301 from MD 5 at T.B. to US 50. 

Washington Bypass: A planning study is underway for an eastern bypass of 
the Washington Metropolitan Area through part of Charles County. 

US 301 (Blue Star Memorial Highway): A  planning   study   is   underway   to 
provide interchanges along US 301 with BiUingsly Road, Smallwood Drive, 
and MD 5/MD 228. 

Western Parkway (Charles County): This project will provide a new 4-lane 
divided roadway from BiUingsly Road to MD 205. 

Billingsly Road (Developers Road): This project will provide a new 2-lane 
roadway between US 301 and MD 5. Charles County will provide the 
roadway from MD 5 (7300') and the developer will provide the remainder. 

US 301 bridge over Mattawoman Creek (Charles County): will improve this 
bridge upon completion of Western Parkway. 

Middletown Road (Charles County): This project will ultimately provide a 4- 
lane improvement from Billingsly Road to MD 228. 
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B. ALTERNATES 

1.      Alternates Considered But Dropped Prior to Public Hearing 

a. Alternate 2 

Alternate 2 proposed a 5 lane curbed section with a minimum right-of-way 
requirement of 80 feet. The middle lane would be striped to serve as a 
continuous center turn lane. The configuration of this alternate basically 
follows the existing aligmnent with widened roadway edges and slight east- 
west shifts to minimize impacts to adjacent properties. This alternate, of all 
build alternates, is the least disruptive to adjacent land owners. This 
alternate was dropped because it did not provide adequate safety or traffic 
capacity in the design year, 2015. This alternate would have increased the 
accident rate to 488 accidents/100 MVM, while the statewide average is 202 
accidents/100 MVM. Additionally, the roadway would operate at level of 
service (LOS) F in the design year 2015. Travel demands are forecasted for 
20 years beyond the anticipated construction completion to justify the major 
expenditure of funds. 

b. Alternate 3 

Alternate 3 proposed a four lane, divided curbed section with no access 
controls and a minimum right-of-way requirement of 100 feet. This option 
would have a 20 foot wide curbed median and would have similar alignment 
shifts as Alternate 2 to minimize residential impacts. A service road would 
be provided along residential areas in the vicinity of Pinefield and Council 
Oak Road. Tliis would reduce the number of conflict points, protect existing 
residents from the roadway, and would result in superior traffic operation 
and safety over Alternate 2. Left turn bays would be provided at all median 
crossovers to allow "U" turns. This alternate was dropped because it did not 
provide adequate traffic capacity in the design year, 2015. The roadway 
would operate at LOS F which does not justify the major expenditure of 
funds. 

c. Alternate 4 

Alternate 4 proposed a four (4) lane, divided, curbed section with partial 
access controls and has a minimum right-of-way requirement of 100 feet for 
the mainline and approximately 40 feet for service roads. In a similar 
fashion to Alternate 3, Alternate 4 is proposed with mainline shifts off of 
the existing road while maintaining the same basic configuration as the 
existing alignment. The shifts minimize impacts to adjacent properties and 
provide for service road access. The service roads are proposed to ensure 
all properties have a way to access the mainline while maintaining the 
integrity of the roadway facility. An alignment option in the vicinity of 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery shifts the roadway to the east. 
Alternate 4 would impact the Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery, but would 
avoid major impacts to the residences across from the cemetery. Alternate 4 
Modified would avoid the cemetery, but would have greater impacts to the 
residential area and would provide rear access to the properties. This 
alternate was dropped because it did not provide adequate traffic capacity in 
the design year, 2015. The roadway would operate at LOS F which does not 
justify the major expenditure of funds. 
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d. Realignment Alternates 

As part of the Eastern Bypass Corridor Study, an alignment behind the 
Pinefield Community was investigated. The existing roadway would have 
remained for local traffic and the new alignment would have been for 
through traffic. This alternate was dropped because it had 11 displacements, 
over 26 acres of wetland impacts, and a construction cost of over $250 
million. 

Three modifications were developed that realigned MD 205 beginning just 
south of Idlewood Trailer Park to MD 5 and travelled behind the Trinity 
Memorial Gardens Cemetery. These alternates were developed to avoid 
impacts to the cemetery and/or displacements. The three alternates provided 
either a trumpet interchange with MD 5, a flyover interchange with MD 5, 
or an at-grade intersection. The three modifications resulted in impacts to 
Wetland Site 7 of 4 acres, 4 acres, and 6 acres of wetland impact 
respectively. These alternates were dropped because of the increased 
construction costs, right-of-way, and wetland impacts. 

e. Interchange Options 

A two-lane flyover ramp (40 MPH) in conjunction with Segment I, Alternate 
5 at the intersection of MD 205/MD 5/St. Charles Parkway was investigated. 
An additional 1.4 acres of wetland impacts would be required from Wetland 
Site 7 and 8. The intersection would still not adequately handle the 
transportation needs of this project. A design year 2015 LOS E/F (V/C = 
.91/1.17) is anticipated. Due to the increased wetland impacts and 
construction costs, and inadequate traffic operations this alternate was 
dropped. 

Numerous additional interchange options were investigated for the 
intersection of MD 205 with US 301/MD 5 in the north. These included 
various 1/4 cloverleaf interchange options. These options were dropped due 
to increased right-of-way impacts and displacements versus Option C (See 
Section IlI.B.2.d for Option C) which was presented at the Public Hearing. 

Variations of the interchange options were investigated which had US 
301/MD 5 bridge over MD 205. These were dropped due to increased right- 
of-way impacts and costs. 

A modification of Interchange Option A (See Section UI.B.2.d for Option A) 
was developed that avoided the relocation of two commercial establishments. 
This modification shifted the ramps further east towards the railroad tracks. 
This option was dropped because it impacted additional wedands 
(approximately 1 acre), created an additional crossing of Mattawoman Creek, 
and had increased construction costs. 
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Alternates Presented At The Public Hearing 

a. Alternate 1: No-Build 

Alternate 1 is the No-Build alternate. It would provide no capacity 
improvements to Mattawoman-Beantown Road. Spot safety and intersection 
improvements would still be made as needed. As traffic volumes continue to 
grow, traffic delays and the length of the peak hours will expand. This will 
only increase the already high accident rate. The No-Build Alternate is not 
considered to be a reasonable solution to the growing traffic demands. As a 
result, the No-Build alternate was not selected. 

b. Mainline Build Alternates 

General Description 

The project has been separated into three segments with interchangeable 
alternates within each segment. The first segment would begin at MD 5 
(southern terminus) and extends to just south of Trinity Memorial Gardens 
Cemetery (±4000'), the second segment ties-in with Segment I and extends to 
just north of Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery (+3000'), and the third 
segment ties-in with Segment 11 and extends to the end of MD 205 at the 
intersection of US 301/MD 5 (±10,400'). The typical sections for the project 
are depicted on Figure 111-8A and HI-SB. 

Segment I 

Segment I begins at MD 5 (southern terminus) and extends to just south of 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. Within this segment there are two 
alternates. Alternate 5 would follow the basic alignment of existing MD 205. 
The typical section would include a 6-lane, divided roadway with 10' 
shoulders and an open median of 34'. The open typical section corresponds 
to the open typical section on MD 5 south of the study area. The existing 
traffic signal at MD 205/MD 5 would remain. Construction and development 
in three quadrants approved by Charles County restrict major reconstruction 
of the intersection and leaves an unacceptable LOS F*. The box culvert 
over the tributary to Jordan Swamp would be extended. Alternate 5 was not 
selected because it did not provide adequate traffic capacity in the design 
year, 2015. 

Alternate 6 would be on relocation and is the selected alternate. Alternate 
6 would begin approximately 2400' south of the existing MD 5/MD 205 
intersection and proceed on new location in a northwesterly direction, and 
bridge the tributaries to the Jordan Swamp and related wetlands, and would 
tie into MD 205 just south of the cemetery. The typical section would be 
the same as Alternate 5. The existing traffic signal at MD 205/MD 5 would 
remain, and a new signal, at the split, for the new southbound roadway and 
existing northbound MD 5 would be added. The relocation would obtain an 
acceptable intersection level of service that Alternate 5 would not. This 
would eliminate any need for an interchange. 

* See P. 111-22 for Level of Service decription. 
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Segment n would tie into Segment I and would extend to just north of 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery (+3000'). Within this segment, there 
would also be two alternates. Alternate 5/6 would construct the new 
roadway to the west of the existing roadway and traverse through the 
cemetery. This alternate was not selected due to the impacts to the 
cemetery. Alternate 5/6 Modified, would construct the new roadway to the 
east of the existing roadway avoiding all impacts to the graves at the 
cemetery. The typical section for both alternates would include a transition 
from the Segment I typical section (6-lane open median) to a 6-lane, divided 
roadway with a 20' curbed median. 

Segment HI 

Segment HI would tie into Segment n and would extend to the intersection 
of US 301/MD 5 (±10,400'). Within this segment, there is one alternate. 
Alternate 5/6 would follow the basic alignment of existing MD 205 with 
slight shifts to minimize right-of-way impacts. The existing traffic signals 
at Pinefield Road and US 301/MD 5 would remain. The typical section from 
Segment 11 a six-lane, divided roadway with 20' curbed median would extend 
to just south of the railroad tracks. From the railroad tracks to the 
intersection with US 301/MD 5 the roadway would include a four-lane, 
divided roadway with curbed median. This would minimize right-of-way 
impacts to the two shopping centers. Although this short (+700') 4-lane 
section would not provide an adequate level-of-service by the year 2000, it 
is anticipated that an interchange option would be constructed prior to this 
because the US 301/MD 5 intersection will have an unacceptable traffic 
congestion by then. 

c.      Relocation of Sub-Station Road: Options 1,2 & 3 

Median openings would be provided at cross roads. A minimum spacing of 
750' is required between openings. Sub-Station Road, Indian Lane, and 
Schlagle Road all tee into MD 205 within 400' of each other. Therefore, a 
safe median opening could not be provided at all of these intersections. 
Because of this, several options were studied. The first option, Relocated 
Sub-Station Road Option 1, would relocate Sub-Station Road to the north 
(approximately 850'). A median opening would be placed at Relocated Sub- 
Station Road and at Schlagle Road. Options 2 and 3 would each relocate 
Sub-Station to create a 4-way intersection with Schlagle Road. Indian Lane 
would not have a median opening with any option. A connection between 
Schlagle Road and the cul-de-sac on Indian Lane could be provided. Only 
one of the three options would be constructed. Option 1 was not selected 
due to the wetland impacts, and Options 2 and 3 were not selected due to 
the residential displacements and poor geometries. 
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d.      Interchange at US 301/MD 5: Options A,B,C & D 

There are four interchange options for the intersection of MD 205 with US 
301/ MD 5. The interchange options could be built at a later date than the 
mainline alternates. An interchange is required at this intersection because 
of LOS F/F is anticipated by the year 2000. 

Interchange Option A, the selected alternate, would provide directional ramps 
between MD 205 and US 301 to the north. MD 205 would be relocated 
between the Pinefield Development and the rear of the Pinefield Shopping 
Center and would tie into US 301 approximately 800 feet north of the 
existing intersection. Interchanging movements would only be provided for 
US 301 to and from the north via two-lane directional ramps. All traffic 
destined to and from US 301 to the south would use the existing signalized 
intersection. 

Interchange Option B is very similar to Option A. It would also provide 
directional ramps between MD 205 and US 301 to the north. This option 
would differ along southbound US 301. The directional ramp to MD 205 
would exit from the median. This would require southbound US 301 to be 
relocated to the west. The existing signalized intersection would remain, 
similar to Option A, for southbound US 301 and Western Parkway. This 
alternate was not selected because Option A is more convential with the 
right side exit versus Option B with the left side exit. 

Interchange Option C would provide a flyover ramp from southbound US 301 
to MD 205. This would eliminate the existing southbound double left turns. 
The flyover ramp would travel behind the Chaney Building and bridge over 
US 301 at die existing signalized intersection location. This would require 
northbound MD 205 to be shifted slightly. A connection from Sub-Station 
Road at US 301/MD 5 to Pinefield Road would allow for the remaining 
movements. Additionally, a service road network behind both shopping 
centers would be provided to replace certain existing access points that 
would be removed under this option. Option C was not selected because 
Option A has better overall traffic operations and an easier, safer 
construction period creating less delays. 

Interchange Option D proposes a full movement trumpet interchange. The 
ramps to and from southbound US 301 would loop behind the Chaney 
Building. Additional directional ramps would be provided for all movements 
(replacing the connection from Sub-Station Road & Pinefield Road). A 
service road network, similar to Option C, would be provided behind both 
shopping centers. Option D was not selected because Option A has better 
overall traffic operations and an easier, safer construction period creating 
less delays. 



op 

Additional Modifications to the Alternates 

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

Within Segment I in the effort to minimize wetland impacts, both Alternate 5 
and Alternate 6 were investigated with a closed typical section. Alternate 5 
would have a 20' curbed median and outside curbed section the entire length. 
Alternate 6 would have a 20' curbed median and outside curbed section from 
the bridge crossing of Jordan Swamp to Segment n. From MD 5 to the 
bridge an open typical section would be provided. This would reduce the 
wetland impacts. Alternate 5 wetland impacts would reduce from 0.64 acres 
to 0.35 acres and Alternate 6 wetland impacts would reduce from 2.01 acres 
to 1.77 acres. This typical section with Alternate 6 was selected. 

An investigation to shift the Segment I, Alternate 5 widening from the east 
to the west side over the box culvert was completed. This would avoid a 
recent SHA wetland mitigation project. Alternate 5 was not selected because 
it did not provide adequate traffic capacity in the design year, 2015. 

An investigation to bridge the wetlands in Segment I, Alternate 6 in 
conjunction with a closed typical section was completed. This would reduce 
the wetland impacts from 1.77 acres to 1.03 acres. This modifcation was 
selected in conjunction with Alternate 6. 

Segment I: Alternate 6 proposed to provide a two-way intersection for 
southbound Proposed MD 5 Relocated and existing MD 5. It is anticipated 
that this intersection would operate at LOS B/C (AM/PM) in the design year 
2015. Potential problems with the close proximity of the signalized 
intersections may occur. A cost analyses was completed to determine the 
incremental increase in construction cost to replace the intersection with an 
underpass. Southbound Proposed MD 5 Relocated would travel under existing 
northbound MD 5. An incremental construction cost of $1.6 million over the 
at-grade intersection is expected for the underpass. This modification was 
not selected due to the high cost with only marginal benefit. 

Existing MD 5 southbound is 20' lower in elevation then MD 5 northbound, 
just south of the intersection with MD 205. The southbound roadway 
currently has a vertical sag curve design speed of 30 MPH over the Jordan 
Swamp tributary. Two options were developed to increase the design speed 
of the vertical sag curve. An existing median averaging 90' (varies from 45' 
to 110') would be reduced to 54' for both options. This would help in 
maintenance of traffic and eliminating right-of-way impacts as the new 
southbound roadway is raised over 20'. An option to increase the design 
speed to 50 MPH (2100' to roadway replaced) would have a construction cost 
of $3,200,000. An option to increase the design speed to 60 MPH (2900' of 
roadway replaced) would have a construction cost of $3,500,000. This 
modification was not selected because there is no traffic operations or safety 
concerns today due to the geometries that would justify the expenditure of 
funds. 
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Eleven (11) various modifications were investigated for Segment I, Alternate 
6. These modifications were developed to reduce the wetland impacts. This 
was accomplished by varying the design speed from the 50 MPH originally 
proposed down to as low as 20 MPH. While these options reduced the 
wetland impacts marginally (maximum 0.5 acres), they increased the potential 
accident rate and reduced the operational integrity of the roadway by 
reducing the design speed lower than Maryland Standards. These 
modifications were not selected for safety concerns. 

Two additional options for the Relocation of Sub-Station Road were 
investigated. Option 4 would relocate Sub-Station Road to tie-in with MD 
205 across from Pinefield Road creating a four-way intersection. This 
connection was shown as part of Interchange Option C at the Public 
Hearing. Option 5 would relocate Sub-Station Road to create a four-way 
intersection with Schlagle Road, similiar to Option 2 and 3. Option 5 would 
have a design speed under 20 MPH but would avoid the residential 
displacement associated with Option 2 and 3. Option 4 was not selected due 
to the high cost of this option. Option 5 was not selected due to the 
unsafe geometries. 

Modifications to Interchange Option A were investigated to reduce wetland 
impacts. One modification reduced the design speed of the ramps from the 
50 MPH proposed to as low as 40 MPH. This reduced the wetland impacts 
by less than 0.1 acres. This was not selected because the lower design 
speed did not provide any appreciable reduction in wetland impacts. Another 
option realigned US 301/MD 5 to reduced the existing median from +50' to 
22'. This required 2500' of US 301/MD 5 to be realigned and reduced the 
wetland impact by 0.35 acres. This modification was dropped due to the 
high cost with only a small reduction in wetland impacts. 

A modification for the connection of Nike Road with Interchange Option A 
was investigated. Nike Road would not be extended to connect with 
Pinefield Road. Instead it will connect into Truro Lane with a tee 
intersection. The intersection of Existing MD 205 with the directional ramps 
will be shifted south approximately 50' to create a four-way intersection 
with Truro Lane. This would eliminate property acquision from five 
residences and reduce the amount of impact to two additional properties. 
This modification was selected. 

Location for a park-n-ride was investigated. It is desirable for the location 
to be at the southern limits of the project and have ultimately 200 parking 
spaces (100 parking spaces initially). A park-n-ride will be provided if a 
suitable parcel of land is available with a willing seller, funding is available, 
and the parcel is not needed for wetland mitigation. 

Selected Build Alternates 

Segment I. Interim 

Due   to   funding   constraints,   it   is   anticipated   that   initially   the   existing 
roadway   within   Segment   I   would   be   upgraded  to   an  undivided   four-lane 
section.    The existing shoulder will be upgraded to allow it to be used as a 

I through  traffic  lane.     The  existing  box  culvert  for the  tributary  to  Jordan 
| Swamp will be used but will not be impacted.   The lane widths over the box 
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culvert will be reduced to 11'. Left turns will be prohibited except atfj 
Poplar Hill-Beantown Road and MD 5. A free right lane will be added fronn 
St. Charles Parkway to southbound MD 5. The lane configuration of MD 205 
southbound at the intersection of MD 5 will be upgraded. Currently there is 
a left turn, left turn and through lane, through lane, and right turn lane. 
This will be changed to two left turn lanes, two through lanes, a right turn 
lane. 

Segment I - Ultimate 

The Selected Build Alternate within Segment I is Alternate 6. This will be 
i modified to allow a dual bridge crossing of the entire jwetland area over the 
I Jordan  Swamp tributary.     This modification has been included to minimize 

wetland impacts. 

The typical section will provide for a four-lane, divided roadway with 
shoulders and an open median of 34' minimum from MD 5 to the bridge over 
the Jordan Swamp tributary. From the bridge to tie-in with Segment II, the 
typical section would be a four-lane, divided roadway with 20' curbed median 
and 12' outside traffic bearing shoulders. No median breaks will be provided! 
except at the intersection with existing MD 205 and Poplar Hill-Beantown 
Road. See Figure 111-3. 

Segment n 

The Selected Build Alternate within Segment n is Alternate 5/6 Modified. 
The typical section would include a four-lane, divided roadway with a 20' 
curbed median and 12' outside traffic bearing shoulder throughout the entire, 
segment. A median opening will be provided at Trinity Memorial Gardens 
Cemetery. A second median opening will be provided for Charles Countyj 
Sand and Gravel a minimum of 750' north of the first median opening. The 
exact placement of the opening will be coordinated with Charles County Sand 
and Gravel. See Figure 111-4. 

Segment HI 

The Selected Build Alternate within Segment lit is Alternate 5/6. The typical 
section will be a four-lane, divided roadway with a 20' curbed median.    A 
12' outside traffic bearing shoulder will be provided from Segment II to the 
Conrail   Railroad   tracks.      Median   openings   will   be   provided   at  IdlewoodjL 
Trailer Park, Council Oak Drive, Schlagle Road, Pinefield Road, Nike Road,| 
Conrail Railroad,  and at the southern entrance to Pinefield Shopping Centeri 
across from Dash-In. 

The curb line in front of the Pinefield Community will be maintained to it's.lr 
present location. All widening will be constructed away from the Pinefieldv 
Community. 

The   curbed   median   between   the   Pinefield   Shopping   Center   and   Pinefield 
South Shopping Center will be reduced to 4' with turn lane.    The outsidej 
curb line adjacent to Pinefield South Shopping Center will be maintained to| 
it's present location.     All widening should be constructed to the other side.}, 
Currently, a 17'  space exists between the roadway curb and the parking lot 
curb line.    After the required widening is constructed, a 4' space will remain 

111-12 



3> 

between the roadway curb and parking lot curb line. This recommendation is 
made so that no parking spaces are removed from either shopping center. 
See Figure m-5A and m-5B. 

Relocation of Sub-Station Road 

The Selected Build Alternate for the Relocation of Sub-Station Road will be 
the no-build alternate. A right in/right out will be provided at existing 
Sub-Station Road and Proposed MD 5 Relocated. The options investigated 
created either wetland impacts, displacements, or unsafe geometries, while 
traffic operations did not require the improvements. 

Interchange at US 301/MD 5 

The Selected Build Alternate for the interchange at US 301/MD 5 will be 
Option A. The modification for the connection of Nike Road will be 
included. 

Two lane ramps will be provided with a 50 MPH design speed.    An at-grade 
crossing  of Conrail Railroad will be provided.     The northbound ramp will 

Jbridge over Wedand  1  and Mattawoman Creek.    The southbound ramp will 
abridge over Wetland 2A (including Mattawoman Creek)  and US 301/MD 5. 
/ Minimum acceptable geometries will be used to minimize wetland impacts. 

Access Control 

An  Access  Control  Management  Strategy will  be  developed  in  conjunction 
with  Charles  County  for   all  undeveloped properties  along  MD  205.     The 
Access Control Management Strategy will coordinate proposed improvements 
to a common access point where possible. 

g.      Phased Construction 

This project may be constructed in stages based on traffic requirements and 
funding availability. Initial construction of the mainline will include Segment 
H, Alternate 5/6 Modified and Segment HI, Alternate 5/6. Within Segment I, 
it is anticipated that initially Segment I, Interim will be constructed. This 
would upgrade the existing roadway to an undivided four-lane section. This 
would be accomplished by upgrading the existing shoulder for traffic. It is 
anticipated that a four-lane mainline section will provide adequate level of 
service to approximately the year 2012. The intersection with Existing MD 
5/St. Charles Parkway is anticipated to reach LOS F in approximately the 
year 2011 in the AM peak hour and 1998 in the PM peak hour. Segment I, 
Ultimate (Alternate 6) would be constructed at a later time when the 
intersection operations with. MD 5 approaches unmanageable levels and 
funding is available. 

If funding is available, Interchange Option A will be constructed in the 
initial stage. Interchange Option A remains a vital part of the solution. If 
funding is not available, Segment HI, Alternate 5/6 will be constructed 
initially. Upon obtaining funds, Interchange Option A would be constructed. 
The improvements completed with Segment III, Alternate 5/6 are also part of 
interchange Option A except for the intersection area at Turo Lane which 
would require reconstruction. 
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Service Characteristics of the Selected Alternate 

a.      Traffic Summary 

MD 205 is currently a two lane, uncontrolled access road that connects MD 
5 with US 301/MD 5. There are 65 driveways which directly access the 
roadway. This road functions as a urban minor arterial and acts as a bypass 
of the MD 5/US 301 intersection in Waldorf. It currently has three 
signalized intersections. The first signal is at the southern limits at MD 
205. The second signal is near the northern end of the project at the 
intersection with Pinefield Road (the access route to the Pinefield 
subdivision). The third signalized intersection is at the northern limits of 
MD 205 at US 301/MD 5. This intersection has commercial development or 
proposed commercial development in all four guadrants. 

Currently this road experiences congestion during peak periods (6:00 a.m. to 
8:30 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.). Daily delays occur today at the 
signalized intersections of MD 5 and US 301/MD 5 due to lack of capacity. 
This is expected to worsen as traffic volumes increase. A review of the 
Average Daily Traffic (ADT) reveals an approximate 40% projected increase 
of traffic' between the 1987 ADT and 2015 No-Build ADT on the existing 
roadway. (See Figure III-7). This will only make the existing traffic 
congestion, delays, and accidents more severe. 

Conrail Railroad currently crosses MD 205 just south of the intersection with 
US 301/MD 5. Currently the crossing is used four to eight times a day 
during non-peak hours and does not affect traffic operations. No grade 
separation is required with the Selected Build Alternate as the railroad 
useage is not anticipated to change. The Selected Build Alternate is 
consistent with the Maryland Statewide Commuter Assistance Study. 

A projected increase in traffic volumes will result in a reduction of the 
vehicle, operating speeds. It is estimated that the traffic operating speeds 
(assuming a six-lane facility) for Proposed MD 5 Relocated will be: 

1995 Peak Off Peak 

No Build 
Build 

10 MPH* 
40 MPH 

40 MPH 
40 MPH 

2015 

No Build 
Build 

10 MPH* 
30 MPH 

40 MPH 
40 MPH 

*       A 10 MPH operating speed signifies a stop and go condition. 

Proposed MD 5 Relocated will be classified as an intermediate arterial by 
MSHA classifications or urban minor arterial by FHWA classification. 
Detailed traffic reveals an existing Average Daily Traffic (ADT) of 17,400 
(at Council Oak Drive) to 21,800 (at US 301/MD 5) vehicles and a design 
year (2015) build ADT of 40,300 (at Council Oak Drive) to 47,400 (at US 
301/MD 5) vehicles. The build ADT reveals an increase of approximately 
125% over existing traffic. 
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The traffic analysis reflects the flexibility to expand to six-lanes when and 
if the need arises. 

Quality of traffic flow along a roadway is measured in terms of levels-of- 
service (LOS). Level-of-service (LOS) is dependent upon highway 
geometry, highway capacity, and traffic characteristics and volumes. The 
Transportation Research Boards's HIGHWAY CAPACITY MANUAL, defines 
level-of-service as follows: 

o      LOS A:     Free Flow 

o LOS B: 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 LOS D: 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      LOS F:      Forced or breakdown flow. 

A Level-of-Service Summary for the various segments validate the 
necessity for the necessity for the Selected Build Alternate, intersection 
improvements and interchange improvements. The traffic analysis reflects 
the flexibility to expand to six lanes when and if the need arises. 
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TABLE m-1 

LEVEL-OF-SERVICE SUMMARY 

SEGMENT I 

From MD 5 to just south of Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery 

Interim 2012 

1) Mainline E 

2) Existing MD 5/St. Charles Parkway/ 
MD 205 Intersection 

Approximate Year 1225 1228 2007 2111 

AM peak E F 
PM peak E F 

Mainline: Ultimate. Alternate 6 2015 

No Build F 
Build C 

Intersections: Ultimate Alternate 6 2015 (AM/PM) 

1) Existing MD 5 Northbound and 
Southbound Connection 
No-Build N.A. 
Build B/C 

2) Northbound St. Charles Parkway 
Extended and Southbound Connection 
No-Build N.A. 
Build A/B 

3) Existing MD 5 and St. Charles 
Parkway 
No-Build F/F 
Bund D/D 

SEGMENT n 

From just south of to just north of Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery 

Mainline 2Q15 

No-Build F 
Build c 

Note: This traffic analysis reflects the flexibility to expand to six-lanes when and if 
the need arises. 
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TABLE m -1 

LEVEL-OF-SERVICE SUMMARY 

SEGMENT m 

From north of Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery to US 301/MD 5 

Mainline 2015 

No-Build F 
Build C/D* 

The mainline build LOS (2015) would be LOS C from Segment n to Idlewood Trailer 
Park and LOS D from Idlewood Trailer Park to the intersection of US 301/MD 5. 

Intersection 2015 (AM/PM) 

1) Idlewood Trailer Park 
No-Build E/C 
Build B/A 

2) Council Oak Drive 
No-Build E/C 
Build C/A 

3) Sub-Station Road 
No-Build F/E 
Option 4 B/A 

4) Pinefield Road 
No-Build F/F 
Build B/C 

5) Nike Road 
No-Build F/F 
Build D/A 

6) US 301-MD 5/MD 205 
No-Build F/F 
Build* F/F 

* The Build condition reflects a mainline build alternate and not an interchange build 
option. 

Note:    This traffic analysis reflects the flexibility to expand to six lanes when and if the 
need arises. 
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TABLE HI -1 

LEVEL-OF-SERVICE- SUMMARY 

INTERCHANGE OPTION A 

2015 (AM/PM) 

1) US 301-MD 5/MD 205 
No-BuUd* F/F 
Build F/F** 

2) Proposed MD 5/MD 205 
Build B/C 

3) Ramp Merge: Proposed MD 5/US 301 N.B. 
Build E/B 

4) Ramp Diverge: US 301 S.B./Proposed MD 5 
Build A/B 

* The no-build assumes that a mainline build alternate has been selected but no build 
interchange option was selected. 

** All  intersections  along US  301  will have  a LOS  F due to the anticipated traffic 
along US 301.   A fourth lane along US 301 (in each direction) is needed to provide 
an adequate level-of-service. 

Note:    This traffic analysis reflects the flexibility to expand to six-lanes when and if the 
need arises. 
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b. Accident Summary 

The intersection of US 301/MD 5 with MD 205 and MD 5 with MD 205 are 
currendy classified as "High Accident Intersections". This condition will 
only worsen with the No-Build Alternate as traffic congestion increases in 
length and volume. The Selected Build Alternate will increase capacity 
and provide exclusive turns lanes at these intersections. These 
improvements along with the addition of through lanes on US 301 
(construction began in FY 1990) will help to reduce the accident rate at 
the US 301/MD 5 intersection with Proposed MD 5 Relocated. 
Improvements at the intersection of MD 5 with MD 205 also include 
increased capacity and exclusive turn lanes. The selected alternative 
includes a relocation to bypass the intersection of MD 5 and MD 205. 
This improvement will help reduce the accident rate at this intersection by 
diverting traffic. 

The average accident rate for MD 205 is 308 accidents for every one 
hundred million vehicles miles of travel (accident/100 MVM). This included 
351 accidents between 1984 and 1989. This accident rate is considerably 
higher than the statewide average rate of 278 accident/100 MVM for 
similarly designed highways. 

The collision types that exceeded their respective statewide averages rates 
were angle, rear end, and left turn collisions. These types of accidents 
are generally indicative of intersection and driveway conflicts, slower 
moving traffic, and periods of congestion. While there are no "High 
Accident Sections", the majority of these accidents are occurring in the 
northern segment from just north of Sub-Station Road to US 301/MD 5. 
These accidents resulted in a monetary loss to the motoring and general 
public of $2.2 million/100 MVM. 

The Selected Build Alternate would reduce the accident rate to 144 
accidents/100 MVM. The accident cost resulting from the selected build 
alternate would be approximately $1.5 million/100 MVM, a substantial 
reduction when compared to the existing conditions. The additional 
capacity will help reduce the angle and rear end collisions, while the use 
of protected left turn bays at median openings will help reduce left turn 
and rear end collisions. 

c. Design Characteristics of the Selected Alternate 

Median 

The typical section for Segment I, Ultimate (Alternate 6); Segment n. 
Alternate 5/6 Modified; Segment III, Alternate 5/6; and Interchange Option 
A includes a 20' curbed median. The 20' curbed median is in accordance 
with AASHTO but is a design exception from SHA Highway Development 
Manual which specifies a 30' curbed median. The 20' curbed median was 
selected to minimize right-of-way and wetland impacts. Traffic operations 
do not require a double left turn in areas of the 20' curbed median. This 
exception to the SHA Highway Development Manual has been implemented 
at several other areas within the state. Review with the Access Studies 
Division has revealed no apparent accident experience at these locations. 

I 
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Segment I. Interim 

The existing shoulder will be upgraded to allow it to be used as a through 
traffic lane. The box culvert for the tributary to Jordan Swamp will not 
be impacted. The lanes widths over the box culvert will be reduced to 
11'. Left turns will be prohibited except at Poplar Hill-Beantown Road 
and MD 5. A free right turn lane will be added from St. Charles Parkway 
to southbound MD 5. The lane configuration of MD 205 southbound at the 
intersection of MD 5 will be upgraded. Currently there is a left him, left 
turn and through lane, through lane, and right turn lane. This will be 
changed to two left turn lanes, two through lanes, and a right turn lane. 

Segment I. Ultimate (Alternate 6) 

Dual bridges will be provided over the tributary to Jordan Swamp and 
adjacent wetlands. The typical section will include a four lane, divided 
roadway with shoulders and an open median of 34' minimum from MD 5 to 
the bridges. North of the bridges, the typical section will be a four lane 
divided roadway with a 12' outside traffic bearing shoulder, a 20' curbed 
median and curbed outside. No median breaks will be provided except at 
the intersection with existing MD 205 and at Poplar Hill-Beantown Road. 

Segment II. Alternate 5/6 Modified 

The typical section will be a four lane roadway with a 12' outside traffic 
bearing shoulder, a 20' curbed median and curbed outside. A median 
opening will be provided at Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. A second 
median opening will be provided for Charles County Sand and Gravel a 
minimum of 750' north of the first median opening. The exact placement 
of this opening will be coordinated with Charles County Sand and Gravel. 

Segment HI. Alternate 5/6 

The typical section will be a four lane divided roadway with 12' outside 
traffic   bearing   shoulder   from   Segment  II   to   Conrail  Railroad. From 
Conrail Railroad to US301/MD 5 a four lane divided roadway will be 
provided. This short section will provide an adequate level of service to 
the year 2000. It is anticipated that Interchange Option A will be 
constructed prior to the US 301/MD 5 intersection reaching an 
unacceptable level of service. 

Median openings will be provided at Idlewood Trailer Park, Council Oak 
Drive, Schlagle Road, Pinefield Road, Nike Road, Conrail Railroad, and at 
the southern entrance to Pinefield Shopping Center across from Dash-In. 

The curb line in front of the Pinefield Community will be maintained it 
it's present location. All widening will be constructed away from the 
Pinefield Community. 
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The curbed median between the Pinefield Shopping Center and Pinefield 
South Shopping Center will be reduced to 4' with turn lane. The outside 
curb line adjacent to Pinefield South Shopping Center will be maintained 
to its' present location. All widening should be constructed to the other 
side. This recommendation is made so that no parking spaces are removed 
from either shopping center. 

Interchange Option A 

Two lane ramps will be provided with a 50 MPH design speed. An at- 
grade crossing of Conrail Railroad will be provided. The northbound ramp 
will bridge over Wedand 1 and Mattawoman Creek. The southbound ramp 
will bridge over Wetland 2A (including Mattawomen Creek) and US 301/MD 
5. Minimum acceptable geometries will be used to minimize wedand 
impacts. 
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PROPOSED   MD 5   RELOCATED 

TYPICAL SECTIONS 

TYPICAL   SECTION   NO. 3 
SEGK/ENT III : STA. 492+00 (C0M?AIL RR) TO U.S. 301 

- RIGHT - OF - WAY LINE 

TYPICAL   SECTION   NO. 2 
SEGMENT I : STA. 342+40 TO 367+00 
SEGMENT II : STA. 367+00 TO 396+00 

SEGMENT III : STA. 396+00 TO 492+00 (COMttIL) 
RIGHT - OF - WAY LINE 

20'-0' IO'-0' 24'-0' VARIES - MIN. 34' 24,-<r 
2 LANE ROADWAY 

O'-O" 
SHOULDER 

20'-0' 

T^SSZ?^ 

TYPICAL   SECTION   NO. 1 
SEGMENT I : M). S TO STA. 342+40 

NOTE:   THE DIMENSIONS SHOWN ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF DETERMINING      £?. 

COST ESTIMATES AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, AND ARE SUBJECT ^Q 

TO CHANGE DURING THE FINAL DESIGN PHASE. 
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INTERCHANGE OPTION A 

RAMPS 

NOTE: 

THE DIMENSIONS SHOWN ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
DETERMINING COST ESTIMATES AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, 
AND ARE SUBJECT TO CHANGE DURING THE FINAL DESIGN PHASE. 

PROPOSED MD 5 RELOCATED 

TYPICAL SECTIONS 

FIGURE III-8B 
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4.      Environmental Consequences of the Selected Alternate 

An Environmental Assessment was approved by Federal Highway Administration 
on January 19, 1990 and distributed prior to the public hearing for this project. 

a.      Socio-Economic and Land Use 

There are a total of eight residential displacements and four commercial 
displacements required for the Selected Build Alternate. The relocation of 
one church would also be required by the Selected Build Alternate. 

Within Segment I, there would be no displacements under the Interim or 
Ultimate improvements. Segment H, Alternate 5/6 Modified would require 
two residential displacements and one commercial displacement (Longwood 
Nursery). Segment HI, Alternate 5/6, would require two residential 
displacements, one non-profit displacement (The Waldorf Jaycees are a 
tenant    and    a    non-profit    displacement. The    parcel    is    considered 
commercial.) and one church displacement (Messiah Lutheran). Interchange 
Option A would have four residential displacements and two commercial 
displacements (Cap City and Illusions Nite Club). There is one residential 
relocation which impacts a minority family within Segment III: Alternate 
5/6. There are no known effects to the elderly or handicapped individuals. 

To ascertain the availability of replacement housing in the Study Area, 
local realtors were contacted and listings in The Washington Post were 
surveyed. The study found sufficient housing to exist on the open market 
for the owner-occupants, but found the rental market to be somewhat 
restrictive, with limited numbers of dwellings and high monthly rentals. 
According to the right-of-way/relocation report completed for this project, 
relocation sites are available within the vicinity of the study area for the 
church and commercial establishments displaced. 

Relocation of any individuals, families, or businesses displaced by this 
project would be accomplished in accordance with the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 and amendments of 1987 
(Public Law 91-646 and Public Law 100-17), and could be affected in a 
timely and humane fashion. In the event comparable replacement housing 
is not available for displaced persons or available replacement housing is 
beyond their financial means, replacement "housing as a last resort" will be 
utilized to accomplish the rehousing. 

Title VI Statement 

It is the policy of the Maryland State Highway Administration to 
ensure compliance with the provisions of Tide 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 
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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. 

Since MD 205 is an existing facility that traverses between neighborhoods, 
the selection of the build alternate and interchange option will not cause 
any segmentation of communities, isolation of community facilities, produce 
any adverse changes in social interaction, or disrupt community cohesion. 

The impact on access to existing facilities and services resulting from the 
Selected Build Alternate is a minor increase in travel distance, requiring 
patrons to execute "U" turns at median breaks which are generally 
provided every 750 to 1500 feet with the exception of the heavy 
commercial area at the US 301/MD 205 intersection. The Selected Build 
Alternate will not impede existing pedestrian mobility and the use of a 
median will provide a refuge for crossing pedestrians. Selected 
Interchange Option A would introduce a minor change in accessing services 
in the US 301/MD 205 intersection quadrants (See Figure 111-6). The 
change involved is that of a signalized "T" intersection that would be 
created with existing MD 205 and the approach to the interchange ramps 
east of the Happy Faces Early Learning Center south of the Conrail 
tracks. Commuters travelling northbound on MD 205 would now have to 
make a left tum to remain on MD 205 to access the businesses in the US 
301/MD 205 intersection area. 

The selected build alternate will have a positive effect on local and 
regional business by improving the transportation network. The mainline 
level of service will improve, inducing commuters to remain on this 
roadway rather than changing their traffic patterns and commercial 
activity. The mainline selected build alternate will displace the Waldorf 
Jaycees and Longwood Nursery and Interchange Option A will displace Cap 
City and Illusions Nite Club. Relocation sites are available within the 
vicinity of the study area for the displacements. 

The selected build alternate is consistent with the County's Comprehensive 
Land Use Plan (approved 1989) for the year 2010. This plan has 
designated the study area as a Metro Form development area mixing 
residential, commercial and industrial uses. Increased traffic capacity and 
safety will play a vital role in the future development plans for this area. 

Natural Environment 

Geology. Topography. Soils 

The selected build alternate is not expected to result in any substantial 
adverse impact to the study area's geology, topography or soils. Due to 
the erosion potential of the area soils and the perched water table, 
sediment control structures will be used to minimize erosion and 
sedimentation. 
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Surface Water 

The selected mainline build alternate will cross three unnamed streams and 
the interchange selected build alternate will cross one stream (Mattawoman 
Creek). Short term impacts for the stream crossings are expected to be 
minor, and to occur in the form of temporary increases in turbidity, 
specific conductance, sedimentation, and reduced water clarity from the 
disturbance of contiguous upland areas during construction of the roadway 
and hydraulic structures. Long term impacts are also expected to be minor 
and occur in the form of increased roadway runoff from the addition of 
new impervious surface (19 acres). The impacts will be reduced by 
compliance with regulations from the Department of Natural Resources' 
Stormwater Management Regulations. In accordance with the Maryland 
Stormwater Management Act, stormwater management practices will be 
investigated in the following order of preference: 

o       On-site infiltration 
o       Flow   attenuation   by   open   vegetated   swales   and   natural 

depressions 
o       Stormwater retention structures 
o       Stonnwater detention structures 

A hydraulic/hydrologic analysis will need to be performed in the final 
design phase to determine the necessary structural specifications and 
guidelines    for    the     installation    of    new     structures. The    proposed 
improvements will require waterway construction permits and include plans 
for strict conformance for grading, erosion and sediment control, and 
stormwater management as required by the Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources, Water Resources Administration and the Maryland Department 
of the Environment. 

The long term water quality of the study area is not expected to be 
impacted by the addition of new impervious surface and an increase in 
roadway runoff. Because of the high water tables throughout the study 
area, and the numerous pockets of water seeps discovered during wetland 
delineation activities, the potential for minor contamination to shallow 
water sources from roadway runoff is high. However, given the high 
quality of the area's wedands and their potential for pollutant 
removal/reduction, the impacts are expected to be minimal. No impacts to 
wells, groundwater, or area aquifers are expected. 

Mattawoman Creek has wetlands with anadromous fish spawning areas, 
therefore construction within the stream and it's floodplain and 
accompanying wetlands is prohibited from March 1 through June 15. 

Floodplains 

The 100 year floodplains associated with Mattawoman Creek (1.5 acres) and 
the tributaries to the Jordon Swamp (1.0 acres) will be impacted. These 
floodplain encroachments were evaluated in accordance with the 
requirements of FHPM 6-7-3-2 and Executive Order 11988 to determine if 
there were significant encroachments. It has been determined that none 
of the 100 year floodplain crossings would constitute a substantial 
encroachment. Mattawoman Creek is a regulated FEMA Floodway. 



# 

Critical Area 

This project is not within the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area. See P. V- 
178. 

Woodlands 

The selected build alternate will impact seven acres of woodlands. 
Replacement, either on-site or off-site will be completed during the final 
design phase in adherence with Natural Resources Article, Section 5-103. 

Endangered or Threatened Species 

There are no known Federally or Maryland listed endangered or threatened 
plant or wildlife species present within the study limits. The presence of 
rare birds (Maryland listed) has been recorded in the vicinity. DNR 
surveyed the project area and did not find the presence of the rare birds. 
See P. V-163toV-165. 

Farmland 

There is 0.8 acres of Prime Farmlands Soils impacted and 1.0 acres of 
Statewide Importance Farmlands impacted by Interchange Option A. The 
required coordination with the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil 
Conservation Service has been completed. See P. V-181. 

Wetlands 

Pursuant to Executive order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) and Section 
404 of the Clean Water Act, wetland areas potentially affected by the 
proposed project have been identified. 

The selected build alternate will impact 3.25 acres of wetlands from eight 
(8) sites. Table 111-2 provides a listing of the wetland impacts. A 
discussion of each of the wetland sites including all measures for 
avoidance and/or minimization is as follows: 

Wetland Site 1 is located along the east side of US 301/MD 5, 
approximately 850 feet north of the intersection of MD 205 and US 
301/MD 5. This wetland is approximately 3 acres in size and consists of a 
large open pond and a surrounding wooded area (PF00W1B). The primary 
functions of W-l is habitat for wildlife and aquatic wildlife, flood 
desynchronization and sediment trapping and nutrient retention. The 
resultant impact is 0.36 acres. 
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AVOIDANCE: 

-Examined an alignment shift to the east (behind Wetland W-l) for the NB 
ramp from MD 205 to US 301 and discovered the following: 

1. Impacts to Pinefield residents and along Nike Road (impacts 10 
properties with 6 residential displacements and 2 apartment buildings 
displaced). 0 

2. Provides a severely skewed crossing (approximately 45 ) at the 
Conrail tracks. This is very unsafe due to the long length that the 
roadway runs on top of the railroad tracks and for sight distance 
while crossing the tracks. 

3. Would increase impacts to Wetland W-1A (approximately 1.5 acres of 
wooded wedand) as it widens out from existing US 301 to the 
crossing of the Conrail tracks. 

4. Would create a tie-in point further to the north to US 301 nearing 
the Cedarville/McKendree Road intersection possibly providing an 
inadequate intersection as appropriate lane drops could not be 
accomplished within the available spacing. 

MINIMIZATION: 

1. Used minimum acceptable design criteria (for 50 MPH) to tie ramp 
into US 301 NB as soon as possible to reduce wetland encroachments. 

2. Provide a structural (bridge) crossing of the wetland (approximately 
350'), thereby reducing the total acreage impacted by 1.0 acres and 
maintaining site integrity. While the impacted acreage was measured 
as die total area under the bridge, in final design this could be 
reduced to the impacts from the piers. 

3. Studies were completed for redesigning the design speed below 50 
MPH for the northbound two-lane ramp. This will also affect 
Wetland Site 1A. A 50 MPH design speed is designated for this 
facility by AASHTO and MSHA Highway Development Manual as a 
safe and effecient speed. A design speed less than 50 MPH would 
pose operational and safety hazards. The options would have the 
following design speeds and wetland impacts: Option Al=50 MPH 
(minimum tangent length), 0.36 acres of wetland impact (reduced 0.12 
acres); Option A2=45 MPH, 0.34 acres of wetland impact (reduced 0.14 
acres)'; Option A3=40 MPH, 0.32 acres of wedand impact (reduced 0.16 
acres); Option A4=30 MPH, 0.27 acres of impact (reduced 0.21 acres). 

4. Investigated narrowing the median on US 301 to 10' shoulders and 
providing a concrete barrier (existing median is ±50') and 45 MPH 
design speed. This would reduce the wetland impacts by 0.35 acres 
but would require 2500' of US 301 to be shifted. The shifting of US 
301 would create maintenance of traffic problems and increase the 
construction cost by approximately $2 million. 
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Wetland Site 1A is located along the east side of US 301/MD 5 
approximately 1150 feet north of die intersection of MD 205 and US 
301/MD 5 and is adjacent to the north side of site W-l. The site consists 
of Mattawoman Creek and the marshy wooded area that surrounds the 
creek, and is approximately 5.4 acres in size. This site is classified as 
PF01R/R2SB2. The primary functions of the wetland is habitat for wildlife 
and aquatic wildlife, nutrient retention, food chain support, and 
groundwater recharge. The resultant impact is 0.09 acres. 

AVOIDANCE: 

1. Impacts to Mattawoman Creek are unavoidable as the creek bisects 
US 301 in a perpendicular fashion. Mattawoman Creek extends to the 
west to the Potomac River and to the east approximately 5 miles. 

MINIMIZATION 

1. Used minimum acceptable design criteria (for 50 MPH) to tie ramp 
into existing US 301 as soon as possible to reduce encroachment. 

2. Provided a structural (bridge) crossing of the wetland (approximately 
150') thereby reducing total acreage impacted by 0.3 acres and 
maintaining the integrity of the site. While the impact of acreage 
was measured as the total area under the bridge, in final design this 
could be reduced to the impacts from the piers. 

3. Studies were competed for redesigning the design speed below 50 
MPH for the northbound two-lane ramp. This will also affect 
Wetland Site 1. A 50 MPH design speed is designed for this facility 
by AASHTO and MSHA Highway Development Manual as a safe and 
effecient speed. A design speed less than 50 MPH would pose 
operational and safety hazards. The options would have the following 
design speeds and wedand impacts: Option Al-=50 MPH (minimum 
tangent length), 0.09 acres of wetland impact (reduced 0.04 acres); 
Option A2=45 MPH, 0.06 acres of wetland impact (reduced 0.07 acres); 
Option A3=40 MPH, 0.04 acres of wedand impact (reduced 0.09 acres); 
Option A4=30 MPH, 0.03 acres of impact (reduced 0.10 acres). 

4. Investigated narrowing the median on US 301 to 10' shoulders and 
providing a concrete barrier (existing median is +250') and 45 mph 
design speed. This would reduce the wedand impacts by 0.35 acres 
but would require 2500' of US 301 to be shifted. The shifting of US 
301 would create maintenance of traffic problems and increase the 
construction cost by approximately $2 million. 

Wetland Site 2A consists of Mattawoman Creek and the marshy wooded 
area that surrounds it. This site is the westward extension of site W-1A, 
and is a continuous wetland system with drainage to the west. This 
wedand is classified as PF01E/R2SB2. The primary functions of this 
wetland is habitat for wildlife and aquatic wildlife, nutrient retention, food 
chain support and groundwater recharge. The resultant impact is 0.33 
acres. 
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AVOIDANCE: 

1. Impacts to Mattawoman Creek are unavoidable as it bisects US 301 in 
a perpendicular fashion. Mattawoman Creek extends to the west to 
the Potomac River and to the east approximately 5 miles. 

MINIMIZATION 

1. In order to reduce the impacts to W-2A the geometric layout of the 
ramp was kept as close to existing US 301 as possible due to the 
expansion of the wedand to the west of existing US 301. 

2. The ramp will be on structure (bridge) over Mattawoman Creek 
(approximately 300') thereby reducing wetland impacts by 0.6 acres. 
While the impacted acreage was measured as the total area under the 
bridge, in final design this could be reduced to the impacts from the 
piers. The ramp is over 30' above the wetland and will not affect 
the existing drainage. Due to the height, it is felt that the ramp 
will not isolate any wetlands. 

3. Investigated reducing the design speed of the ramp from die 50 MPH 
desired to 40 MPH. This reduced the wedand impacts by 0.11 acres. 

Wetland Site 4 is located on the south side of MD 205 and is in back of 
the Pinefield South Shopping Center and extends from the shopping center 
eastward in a parallel fashion to MD 205 approximately 2400 feet before 
turning north to intersect MD 205 for approximately 300 north of the 
intersection of MD 205 and Sub-Station Road. This wetland consists of a 
meandering, unnamed, intermittant stream which flows to the west, and a 
large ponded area just east of the Chaney Ball Fields and the surrounding 
marshy wooded area. This site is classified as PF01B. The primary 
functions of this wetland is habitat for wildlife and aquatic wildlife, 
nutrient retention, food chain support and groundwater recharge. The 
resultant impact is 0.14 acres. 

AVOIDANCE: 

1. An alignment shift to the east to avoid the wetland would cause the 
relocation of 7 residents from Mattwoman Estates. 

2. An alignment shift to the west would not avoid the site as the site is 
continuous. 

MINIMIZATION: 

1. In an effort to minimize impacts the proposed improvement will 
maintain use of the existing northbound lanes of MD 205 thereby 
reducing acreage from additional widening to the south. 

2. A closed typical section reduces the impacts versus an open section 
with safety grading by approximately 0.1 acres. 

3. A 20' closed median is proposed. This is reduction from a 30' median 
that was also investigated. A total savings of 0.01 acres was 
achieved. 



4 

Wetland Site 5 is located along the north side and adjacent to MD 205, 
just south of the intersection of MD 205 and Schlagle Road. This site 
consists of a heavily wooded marsh-like area with numerous water seeps. 
W-5 is approximately 11.6 acres in size and is classified as PF01E. The 
primary functions of this wedand are habitat for wildlife and aquatic 
wildlife, nutrient retention, food chain support. The resultant impact is 
1.16 acres. 

AVOIDANCE: 

1. An alignment shift to the west to avoid this site would increase 
impacts to site W-5 A by 0.1 acres and produce 3 residential 
displacements. 

2. An alignment shift to the east would not avoid site W-5 and would 
increase impacts to die site by approximately 0.3 acres. 

MINIMIZATION: 

1. In an effort to reduce wetland impacts and potential impacts to 
residents on the west side of existing MD 205, the roadway was 
designed to straddle betweeen site W-5 and W-5A and avoid the 
residents on the west side of existing MD 205. 

2. A closed typical section reduces the impacts versus an open section 
with safety grading by approximately 1.5 acres. 

3. A 20' closed median is proposed. This is reduction from a 30' median 
that was also investigated. A total savings of 0.4 acres was achieved. 

Wetland Site 5A is located on the west side of and perpendicular to MD 
205. The site consists of a vegetated drainage channel which is 
approximately five feet wide and is approximately 0.8 acres in size. The 
site is classified as PEM1C and its primary functions are flood 
desynchronization, sediment trapping and nutrient retention (short term). 
The resultant impact is 0.02 acres. 

AVOIDANCE: 

1. An alignment shift to the east to avoid this site would result in 
increased impacts to site W-5 by approximately 1.8 acres. 

2. An alignment shift to the west would not avoid this site and would 
cause the relocation of 3 residents. 

MINIMIZATION: 

1. In an effort to reduce wedand impacts and potential impacts to 
residents on the west side of existing MD 205, the roadway was 
designed to straddle between Site W-5 and W-5 A and avoid the 
residents on the west side of existing MD 205. 

2. A closed typical section reduces the impacts versus an open section 
widi safety grading. 

3. A 20' closed median is proposed. This is reduction from a 30' median 
that was also invetigated. A total savings of 0.01 acres was 
achieved. 
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Wetland Site 6A is located on the west side of MD 205 approximately 1000 
feet north of the intersection of MD 205 and Mill Road and lies directly 
opposite of site W-6. The site consists of a natural stream channel and a 
flat, contiguous wooded area that is approximately 130 feet wide. 
Similarly to Site W-6, it is classified as PF01B. The primary functions of 
this site are habitat for wildlife and aquatic wildlife, nutrient and 
groundwater recharge. The resultant impact is 0.21 acres. 

AVOIDANCE: 

1. An alignment shift to the east to avoid W-6A would produce 
increased impacts to site W-6 (approximately 0.4 ac.) and cause an 
additional 5 residential displacements. 

2. An alignment shift further to the west would result in identical 
wetland impacts to the proposed alignment and potentially cause 
impacts to the Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. 

MINIMIZATION: 

1. A closed typical section reduces the impacts versus an open section 
with safety grading by approximately 0.1 acres. 

2. A 20' closed median is proposed. This is reduction from a 30' median 
that was also investigated. A total savings of 0.04 acres was 
achieved. 

Wetland Site 8 is located on the east side of MD 205 and is the eastward 
extension of Site W-7. This wetland consists of a well defined meandering 
stream channel, an adjacent marshy scrub area on the north side of a 
surrounding area of woodland. The site is classified as PF01E/R2SB2 and 
its primary functions are habitat for wildlife and aquatic wildlife, nutrient 
retention, food chain support and groundwater recharge. The resultant 
impact is 1.03 acres. 

AVOIDANCE: 

1. This site is unavoidable as it is positioned parallel to the east side of 
MD 205 in this part of the study area. Furthermore a portion of the 
wetland transverses to the north to form a "T" and bisect MD 5. 

MINIMIZATION: 

1. In an attempt to minimize impacts the roadway alignment was shifted 
to the east to a point where the wetland limits were narrower 
without compromising design standards. 

2. A dual structural crossing (approximately 270') of the tributaries to 
the Jordan Swamp is planned for the northbound and southbound 
lanes of this alternate thereby reducing impacts to the sites. While 
the impacted acreage was measured as the total acres under the 
bridge, in final design this could be reduced to the impacts from the 
piers. 

3. A continuation of the structural crossing of the tributaries to the 
Jordan Swamp over the entire wetland site will reduce the wetland 
impacts by 0.74 acres. The lengthened bridge (approximately 450') 
increases the total cost by approximately $3,800,000. 
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4. Additional alignments to the east were investigated to determine if 
the wetland site narrowed. It was found that the wedand site does 
not narrow in width as additional stream convergencies are located 
downstream. 

5. Eleven modified alignments and design speeds were investigated to 
help reduce the wedand impact. All eleven modified alignments have 
a design speed less then 50 MPH. A 50 MPH design speed is 
designated for the facility of AASHTO and MSHA Highway 
Development Manual as a safe and efficient speed. The modified 
alternates would reduced the wedand impacts by a maximum of 0.5 
acres but would have increased the potential accident rate and 
reduced the operational integrity of the roadway. 

Wetland Mitigation 

Pursuant to Executive Order 11990, efforts were made to avoid and 
minimize harm to wetland in the. project corridor. As previously discussed, 
there are not practible alternatives to the proposed construction and take 
of wetland areas. A Section 404 Permit (COE), Non-tidal Wetland Permit 
(DNR) will be required to fill wedands 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. Conceptual wetland mitigation sites have been located. These 
potential mitigation sites have been reviewed by SHA Lanscape 
Architecture Division, field checked and are satisfactory for potential 
mitigation sites. Mitigation sites are not available within SHA right-of-way. 
A total of 3.29 acres of wetlands will be impacted. This includes 0.87 
acres within the Mattawoman Creek watershed and 2.42 acres within the 
Jordan Swamp watershed. There are three possible mitigation sites within 
the Mattawoman Creek watershed: 

SITE1       SITE 2      SITE 3      TOTAL 

AVAILABLE AREA (AC)    : 9.5 6.0 4.7 20.2 
(WITHIN 100 YEAR 
FLOODPLAIN) (2.8) (2.3) (2.4) (7.5) 

Mitigation Site 4 is within the Jordan Swamp watershed. Site 4A has been 
classified  a wedand by  soil borings.     This  area is currendy  a cultivated 
field   but   does   not   include   any   wedand   vegetation.      Site 4A  may   be 
upgraded with wedand vegetation and/or Site 4B may be used. 

SITE 4A            SITE 4B TOTAL 

AVAILABLE AREA (AC)           3.4                       2.1 5.5 

Figures 111-8 and 111-9 depict the potential mitigation sites. 
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- TABLE ni-2 

WETLAND IMPACTS 

SHE 
DESCRIPTION 
OF IMPROVEMENT CLASSIFICATION 

IMPACTED 
ACREAGE 

1 INT. OF 1 ION A PF00W1B 0.36 

1A INT. OFIION A PF01R/R2SB2 0.09 

2A INT. OFIION A PF01E/R2SB2 0.33 

4 SEG.III/ALT. 5/6 PF013/R2SB2 0.05 

5 SEG.m/ALT. 5/6 PF01E/R2SB2 1.16 

5A SEG.HI/ALT. 5/6 PEM1C 0.02 

6A SEG.m/ALT. 5/6 PF01B 0.21 

8 SEG.I/ALT. 6 PF01E/R2SB2 1.03 

TOTAL 3.25 ACRES 
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c. Cultural Resources 

The Maryland Historic Trust (MHT) has indicated that there are no 
historic sites of National Register or National Register Eligible quality in 
the study area. Consequently, there are no impacts to historic sites. See 
P. V-150. 

A Phase I archeological survey was conducted for this project. The 
results of the survey found that there were no significant archeological 
resources in the project area. See P. V-151 to V-154 

d. Parks and Recreation 

The selected build alternate will not impact any publicly owned public park 
or recreation area. 

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 NAAGS and SAAQS are identical for 
CO; 35 parts per million (PPM) for the maximum 1-hour period (40 mg/nr5) 
and 9 PPM for an average jone 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 perfonned 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). 

The selected build alternate will not result in violations of the 1 Hr or 8 
Hr S/NAAQS for 1995 or 2015. See Table 111-3 for results. 
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TABLE in-3 

BACKGROUND CARBON MONOXIDE (CO) PPM 

YEAR IHR. 8HR. 

1995 9.9 3.0 

2015 10.0 3.1 

MAXIMUM 1 AND 8 HOUR PREDICTED CO CONCENTRATIONS (PPM)* 

SEGMENT I: ALTERNATE 6 

1995 2015 

NO-BUILD BUILD NO-BUILD BUILD 

REC. IHR 8HR. IHR 8HR. IHR 8HR. 1 HR.        8 HR. 

1 12.9 3.4 10.9 3.5 12.4 3.4 11.5           3.5 

2 12.4 3.4 10.8 3.5 12.6 3.4 11.5           3.5 

SEGMENT H: ALTERNATE 5/6 MODIFIED 

1995 2015 

NO-BUILD BUILD NO-BUILD BUILD 

REC. IHR.        8HR. IHR.        8 HR.        IHR.        8 HR.        IHR.        8 HR. 

3 

4 

5 

*       Includes Background Concentrations 

14.8 3.5 10.9 3.6 12.5 3.4 11.7 3.6 

18.7 3.9 11.7 4.0 14.5 3.7 13.0 4.1 

13.8 4.1 11.4 4.0 13.7 3.6 12.5 3.9 

The S/NAAQS for CO:l-HR maximum 35 PPM 
8-HR maximum 9 PPM 



MAXIMUM 1 AND 8 HOUR PREDICTED CO. CONCENTRATIONS (PPM*) 

SEGMENT HI: ALTERNATE 5/6 

1995 2015 

NO -BUILD BUILD NO -BUILD BUILD 

REC. 1HR. 8HR. 1HR. 8HR. 1HR. 8HR. 1HR. 8HR. 

6 13.4 3.7 11.0 4.0 14.5 3.6 12.8 3.9 

7 11.7 3.4 10.5 3.5 12.3 3.3 11.5 3.5 

8 13.7 3.9 11.1 4.2 14.9 3.7 13.1 4.0 

9 16.9 4.0 12.7 4.1 15.6 3.7 13.6 4.2 

10 18.6 4.2 13.0 4.4 17.0 3.9 14.7 4.5 

11 19.9 4.5 13.1 4.7 18.6 4.1 15.0 4.7 

12 19.6 4.5 13.0 4.6 18.7 4.1 14.9 4.7 

13 16.7 4.1 12.1 4.2 16.5 3.8 13.5 4.2 

14 15.1 3.8 11.7 3.9 15.1 3.6 12.6 3.8 

Includes Background Concentrations 

The S/NAAQS for CO: 1-HR maximum 35 PPM 
8-HR maximum 9 PPM 

$ 
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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 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. 

A conformity analysis was completed and adopted by the Metropolitan 
Washington 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. 

Noise Quality 

This noise analysis was completed in accordance with the FHWA Noise 
Abatement Criteria and 23 CFR, Part 772. The factors that were 
considered in identifying noise impacts are: 

o Identification of existing land use; 

o Existing noise levels; 

o Prediction of future design year noise levels; and 

o Potential traffic increases. 

o Alternative noise abatement measures. 

The noise impacts of the project were based upon the relationship of the 
projected noise levels to the FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria (shown in 
the following table) and to the ambient noise levels. Noise impacts occur 
when the Federal Highway Administration noise abatement criteria are 
approached or exceeded or when the predicted traffic noise levels 
sunstantially exceed the ambient noise levels. Maryland State Highway 
Administration uses a 10 dBA increase to define a substantial increase. 
Noise abatement measures or mitigation will be considered when a noise 
impact is identified. 
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The factors that were considered when determining whether mitigation    is 
reasonable and feasible are: 

o      Whether a feasible method is available to reduce the noise; 

o      Whether   the   noise   mitigation   is   cost-effective   for   those   receptors 
that are impacted - approximately $40,000 per impacted residence; 

o      Whether  the   mitigation   is   acceptable  to   a  majority  of the   affected 
property owners. 

An effective barrier should, in general, extend in both directions to four 
times the distance between receiver and roadway (source). In addition, an 
effective barrier should provide a 7-10 dBA reduction in the noise level as 
a preliminary design goal. However, any impacted noise receptor which 
will receive a 5 dBA reduction is considered when determining the cost- 
effectiveness of a barrier. 
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TABLE in-4 

NOISE ABATEMENT CRITERIA 
SPECIFIED IN 23 CFR 772 

Activity 
Category Leg (h) 

57 (Exterior) 

Description of 
Activity Category 

Lands on which serenity and 
quiet are of extraordinary 
significance and serve an 
important public need and where 
the preservation of those 
qualities is essential if the area 
is to continue to serve its 
intended purpose. 

B 67 (Exterior) Picnic areas, recreation areas, 
playgrounds, active sport areas, 
parks, residences, motels, hotels, 
schools, churches, libraries, and 
hospitals. 

72 (Exterior) Developed lands, properties, or 
activities not included in 
Categories A or B above. 

D Undeveloped lands. 

52 (Interior) Residences, motels, hotels, public 
meeting rooms, schools, churches, 
libraries, hospitals, and 
auditorium. 
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Cost-effectiveness is determined by dividing the total number of impacted 
sensitive sites in a specified noise sensitive area, that will receive at least 
a 5 dBA reduction of noise levels, into the total cost of noise mitigation. 
For the purpose of comparison, a total of $16 per square foot is assumed 
for estimated total barrier cost. This cost figure is based upon current 
costs experienced by the Maryland State Highway Administration and 
includes the cost of panels, footing, drainage, landscaping, and overhead. 
The State Highway Administration has established approximately $40,000 
per residence protected as being the maximum cost for a barrier to be 
considered reasonable. 

Consideration is based on the size of the impacted area (number of 
structures, spatial distribution of structures, etc.) and the predominant 
activities carried on within the area. 

The following is a site by site discussion of NSA's that will experience 
noise level impacts as projected from the 2015 (design year) Build 
Alternate. Table III-5 provides a summary of barrier attenuation, 
estimated costs, heights and lengths of the barriers analyzed, as well as 
the cos per resident protected. 

NSA 4 (within Segment II) has a projected noise level which equals the 
noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA. Therefore, abatement measures were 
considered. This NSA will have frontage access onto the proposed 
alternate and is impacted by an alignment shift towards the NSA. This 
residence will be located 50 feet from the slope limits associated with 
Alternate 5/6 Modified thereby making the placement of an earth berm for 
noise attenuation unfeasible. A barrier at this location as would an earth 
berm would have to be segmented to maintain the property's access to the 
proposed roadway. The barrier examined had a total length of 360 feet 
and was 16 feet tall resulting in a cost of $92,000. This barrier would 
reduce projected noise levels 4 dBA at the first floor and provide 
protection for only one home. This barrier is not considered reasonable 
due to the excessive cost per residence. 

NSA 5 (within Segment U) has a projected noise level of 69 dBA which is 
2 dBA above the noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA, therefore noise 
abatement measures were considered. This NSA will have frontage access 
onto the proposed alternates. The possibility of an earth berm was 
examined and was deemed unfeasible due to space restrictions for the 
required grading for an earth berm. A noise barrier and an earth berm 
would have to be segmented to maintain the property's access to the 
proposed roadway. The barrier considered was segmented and had a total 
length of 380 feet and was 16 feet tall resulting in a cost of $97,000. 
This barrier would reduce the projected noise levels by 4 dBA at the first 
floor and provide protection for only one residence. This barrier is not 
considered reasonable due to the excessive cost per residence. 

NSA 6 (within Segment HI) has a projected noise level which equals the 
noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA, therefore noise mitigation was 
examined. This NSA will have frontage access onto the proposed 
alternate, but is not impacted by an alignment shift towards the NSA. 
The proposed alignment will actually be widened to the east side of 
existing MD 205 away from the NSA.    The possibility of an earth berm for 
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noise abatement was considered and deemed unfeasible due to space 
restrictions for the required grading of the berm. A noise barrier and an 
earth berm would have to be segmented to maintain the property's access 
to the proposed roadway. The barrier examined was segmented and had a 
total length of 340 feet and was 14 feet tall resulting in a cost of $76,000. 
This barrier would reduce the project noise levels by 8 dBA at the first 
flood and provide protection for only one residence. This barrier is not 
considered reasonable due to the excessive cost per residence. 

NSA 8 (within Segment III) has a projected 2015 Leg. noise levels of 68 
dBA which would exceed the noise abatement criteria 67 dBA; therefore, 
noise mitigation was considered. This NSA will have frontage access onto 
the proposed alternate. The proposed roadway by this NSA will be shifted 
to the opposite side (east side) of the NSA thereby helping to minimize 
noise impacts. An earth berm for noise mitigation at this NSA was 
considered and deemed unfeasible due to space restrictions for the required 
grading for an earth berm. A noise barrier and an earth berm at this 
NSA would have to be segmented to maintain the property's access to the 
proposed roadway. A continuous barrier could potentially affect 3 points 
of access; 2 private residential, 1 public residential (Council Oak Drive). 
The barrier examined at this NSA was segmented and had a total length of 
385 feet and was 14 feet tall resulting in a total cost of $85,000. This 
barrier would reduce the projected noise levels by 7 dBA at the first floor 
and provide protection for two residences for a cost per resident of 
$43,000. This barrier will receive further consideration furing final design. 

This NSA 9 (within Segment III) has a projected 2015 Leq. noise level of 
70 dBA which exceeds the noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA; therefore 
noise mitigation was considered. This NSA which is known as the 
Mattawoman Estates subdivision would have access to the proposed roadwy 
via Indian Lane. The proposed roadway by this NSA would be shifted to 
the opposite side of the NSA (west side of MD 205) thereby helping to 
minimize noise impacts. An earth berm at this NSA was considered and 
deemed unfeasible due to space restrictions required for the grading of the 
berm. A noise barrier and an earth berm at this NSA would have to be 
segmented at Indian Lane to maintain the subdivisions access onto the 
proposed roadway. The barrier considered at this NSA was segmented and 
had a total length of 760 feet and was 12 feet tall resulting in a total 
amount of $146,000. One residence has a projected 2015 noise level that 
will exceed 67 dBA, and six residences have 2015 projected noise levels 
which approach 67 dBA for a total of one impacted residence. The one 
impacted residence plus five of the six residenced which approach 67 dBA 
will receive a reduction of 5 dBA or more in projected noise levels. This 
barrier is considered to be physically effective as it would produce the 
minimum 5 dBA reduction in projected noise levels, with a cost per 
residence of $24,000. This barrier will receive further considerations 
during final design. 
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NSA 10 (within Segment HI) has a projected 2015 Leq. noise level of 70 
dBA which exceeds the noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA; therefore noise 
abatement measures were considered. This NSA is a group of MD 205 
frontage homes adjacent to the Pinefield sub-division south of Pinefield 
Road. The proposed roadway by this NSA would be shifted to the opposite 
side (west side of MD 205) thereby helping to minimize noise impacts. An 
earth berm at this NSA was considered and deemed unfeasible due to space 
restrictions required for the grading of the berm. A noise barrier as 
would an earth berm would have to be segmented several times at the 
residences driveways in order to maintain the properties access onto the 
proposed roadway. The barrier examined at this NSA was segmented and 
had a total length of 480 feet and was 14 feet tall resulting in a total 
cost of $108,000. Six residences have projected 2015 noise levels that will 
exceed 67 dBA. Of the six impacted residences all six will receive the 
minimum 5 dBA reduction in projected noise levels from the above 
described barrier. Therefore; a barrier at this NSA is considered to be 
physically effective. This barrer would result in a cost of $18,000 per 
residence. This barrer will receive further consideration during final 
design. 

NSA 11 (within Segment HI) has a projected 2015 Leq. noise level of 68 
dBA which exceeds the noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA; therefore noise 
mitigation was considered. This NSA will have frontage access onto the 
proposed road and is adjacent to the Pinefield subdivision. Also, the 
proposed roadway by this NSA is shifted to the opposite side (west of MD 
205) thereby helping to reduce the noise impacts. An earth benn at this 
NSA was considered and deemed unfeasible due to space restrictions for 
grading and the proximity of the NSa residences to the proposed roadway. 
A noise barrier as would an earth berm at this location would have to be 
segmented several times at the residences driveways in order to maintain 
the properties access onto the proposed roadway. The barrier considered 
at this NSA was segmented and had a total length of 635 feet and was 14 
feet tall resulting in a total cost of $142,000. Six residences have 
projected 2015 noise levels that will exceed 67 dBA. Of the six impacted 
residences all six will receive the minimum 5 dBA reduction in projected 
noise levels from the above described barrier. Therefore; a barrier at this 
NSA is considered to be physically effective. This barrier would result in 
a cost of $24,000 per residence. This barrier will receive further 
consideration during final design. 
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NSA 12 (within Segment HI) has a projected 2015 Leq. noise level of 70 
dBA which exceeds the noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA; therefore noise 
mitigation was considered. This NSA is the Happy Faces Learning Center, 
a preschool. This NSA also will have frontage access onto the proposed 
roadway; and will experience a noise level impact from the proposed 
roadway being shifted towards it (west side of MD 205). An earth berm 
was considered at this site and deemed unfeasible due to space restrictions 
for grading and the proximity of the NSA to the proposed road. A noise 
barrier as would an earth berm at this location would have to be 
segmented at this NSA's entrance to maintain the property's access onto 
the proposed roadway. The barrier examined at this NSA was segmented 
and had a total length of 230 feet and was 16 feet tall resulting in a cost 
of $59,000. This barrier would enable the preschool to receive the 
minimum 5 dBA reduction in projected noise levels. Therefore this barrier 
is considered to be physically effective. In addition, this barrier is 
considered to be feasible as it would provide the necessary attenuation for 
the preschool which is the equivalent of 10 residences. This would result 
in a cost per residence of $6,000. This barrier will receive further 
consideration during final design. 

As with any major construction project, areas around the construction site 
are likely to experience varied periods and degrees of noise impacts.    This 
type of project would probably employ the following pieces of equipment 
that would likely be sources of construction noise: 

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

Construction activities are anticipated to occur during normal working 
hours on weekdays. Therefore, noise intrusion related to construction 
should not occur during critical sleep or outdoor recreation periods. 

Measures which will be considered to help minimize increased noise levels 
during construction include the following: 

o      Equip internal combustion engines used for any purpose on or related 
to the job with properly operating mufflers; 

o      Conduct truck loadings, unloading, and hauling so that noise is kept 
to a minimum; 

o      Route   construction  equipment  and  vehicles  in  areas  that  will  cause 
the least disturbance to nearby receptors where possible; and 

o      When feasible, place continuously operated diesel-powered equipment, 
such as compressors or generators, in areas far from or shielded from 
noise sensitive areas. 

Noise mitigation measures other than noise barriers and earth berms were 
considered for this project. These measures included the possibility for 
traffic management (ie. truck restrictions), the alteration of the horizontal 
and vertical geometry of the proposed road and the acquisition of property 
or buffer zones. 
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Placing truck restrictions on the proposed roadway would be detrimental to 
the' mining operations of Charles County Sand and Gravel. This company 
has mining and shipping activities on both the east and west sides of MD 
205 in the vicinity of Mill Road. MD 205 is this company's only oudet to 
other major transportation arteries. Also forcing truck traffic through the 
heart of Waldorf via MD 5/US 301 would exacerbate traffic congestion on 
those roads. Therefore, placing truck restrictions on the proposed 
roadway is considered unfeasible. 

Alterations to the horizontal and vertical geometry of the proposed 
roadway were also considered. As mentioned in the site by site 
discussions of the impacted NSA's the horizontal geometry was shifted 
away from the noise sensitive areas to help minimize possible impacts. 
Alterations to the vertical geometry was considered and deemed unfeasible 
due to the potential extreme costs involved with potential residential 
relocations. In addition, public opposition to such an action is expected to 
be high. 
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TABLE m- 5 
NOISE ANALYSIS 

2015 

Segment 
NSA 
Decription 

Measured 
Ambient 
Leq 

Predicted 
Ambient 
Leq 

No 
Build Build 

Leqw/ 
Barrier 

Barrier 
Length 
Height (ft) 

Barrier 
Cost($x 1,000) 

Residences 
Protected 

Cost Per 
Residence 
($x 1,000) 

I 1 Residence 61 — — 62 — — — — — 

I 2 Residence 59 — ~ 62 — — — — — 

n 3 Residence 60 ~ — 63 ~ ~ — — ~ 

i n 4 Residence 63 — ~ 67 63 360/16 92 1 92 

n   n 5 Residence 68 — — 69 65 380/16 97 1 97 

m 6 Residence 67 66 63 67 59 340/14 76 1 76 

m 7 Church 60 62 60 60 — ~ — ~ — 

m 8 Residence 72 73 71 68 61 385/14 86 2 43 

m 9 Residence 70 68 67 70 62 760/12 146 6 24 

m 10 Residence 68 69 68 70 65 480/14 108 6 18 

m 11 Residence 69 68 66 68 63 635/14 142 6 24 

in 12 Residence 67 65 65 70 65 230/16 59 1(= =10 Res.) 6 

m 13 Residence 63 61 61 64 .. __ __ — • 

-> 



15 

C.     TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Selected BuUd Alternate was recommended by the Project Planning Team. An 
access control management strategy will be developed in conjunction with Charles 
County for all undeveloped properties along MD 205. 

The Selected Build Alternate is supported by Charles County. 

The Selected Build Alternate is supported by the Maryland Statewide Commuter 
Assistance Study. 
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TV.   PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS 

A Combined Location/Design Public Hearing for Proposed MD 5 Relocated was held 
on Monday, February 26, 1990 at Thomas Stone High School in Charles County, 
Maryland. The purpose of the hearing was to present the results of the engineering 
and environmental studies, and to receive public comments on the project. 

A total of 18 people testified at the Public Hearing. A summary of responses is as 
follows: 

8 people testified that they did not want to see the graves disturbed at Trinity 
Memorial Gardens Cemetery. 

6 people testified that it makes no sense narrowing the roadway from 6 lanes 
to 4 lanes prior to the intersection with US 301/MD 5. 

6 people testified that they were concerned with the safety of placing a 6 lane 
roadway through a residential area. They were concerned with driveway 
conflicts, U-tums, and pedestrian/bicyclists. Suggested altemateve alignments, 
possibly behind the Pinefield Community. 

5 people testified that they felt additional coordination with mass transit/car 
pools should be considered. 

4 people testified that they felt that the interchange at US 301/MD 5 should be 
built priot to the mainline improvements. 

4 people testified that they were concerned with the noise impacts associated 
with the proposed improvements. 

1.      Commissioner Nancy Sefton, Charles County Commissioners 

Comment/Question: 

The improvement will provide badly needed additional capacity. The Charles 
County Commissioners prefer the build alternate and would like to suggest an 
access management program. The access management program would be used to 
consolidate access points onto MD 205 for proposed development. 

SHA Response: 

The Selected Build Alternate provides two additional lanes for capacity. An 
access management program will also be employed for proposed development. 
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2. Russell A. Burch. Jr. 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Burch did not know if it is beneficial for the people of Waldorf to take the 
traffic out of Waldorf. He felt they might have a better economic impact if 
they were using U.S. 301. Requested the State to look at an alternate route 
other than MD 205. 

SHA Response: 

U.S. 301 is anticipated to be operating beyond capacity of the roadway. 
Diverting traffic from MD 205 to U.S. 301 would increase the congestion and 
delays. The heavy congestion and delays would negatively effect economic 
development along U.S. 301. Alternate routes to upgrading existing MD 205 
were investigated and not selected. These were not selected due to increased 
wetland impacts, right-of-way impacts and costs. 

3. Henrv Rieffel. Jr. 2005 Mattawoman-Beantown Road, Waldorf, MD 20601 

Comment/Question: 

Owners of property adjacent to MD 205 will lose $20,000-$30,000 in real estate 
value unless service roads are put in to service them. State should buy these 
affected houses. There should have been noise tests done at the Jaycees 
Building. Vibration from trucks on improved roads will damage residential 
structures. 

SHA Response: 

The Selected Build Alternate does not provide service roads for existing 
properties. It is anticipated that traffic operations and safety will be adequate 
through the design year 2015 without service roads. The Jaycees Building will 
be displaced when the roadway is widened to four-lanes with shoulder and 
therefore will not require possible noise attenuation. Noise analyses have been 
completed for this project and are documented in this report. Several areas 
appear reasonable and will be evaluated in final design. 

4. Craig Scott 

Comment/Question: 

Asked when doing accident projections, were roads being used as informal 
bypasses studied for accident rates, or just roads in general? Requested SHA 
to consider an alignment along MD 382 and east of current development. 
Supports No-Build Option. 

SHA Response: 

Accident rates are developed for similar type roads. An alignment near MD 382 
and east of the current development was investigated and not selected. This 
was not selected due to increased wetland impacts, right-of-way impacts, and 
cost. 
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5. Ms. Virginia Richardson 

Comment/Question: 

Ms. Richardson does not want Trinity Memorial Gardens disturbed. She owns 
lots there and was never notified. Stated she found out about this hearing by 
word of mouth. 

SHA Response: 

The Selected Build Alternate will not disturb any graves at Trinity Memorial 
Gardens Cemetery. The public hearing was advertised in the Washington Post, 
MD Independent, Times-Crescent, the Enterprise (St. Mary's), and the Maryland 
Register. Brochures were mailed to all people on the mailing list including all 
residents along MD 205. 

6. Mr. Stephen Frve 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Frye did not know about the hearing either. Objects to disturbing 
cemeteries. 

SHA Response: 

See SHA Response #5. 

7. Ms. Svlvelva Landman 

Comment/Question: 

Ms. Landman objects to disturbing cemeteries. Objects to poor publicity of 
hearing. 

SHA Response: 

See SHA Response #5. 

8. Mr. Richard Centner 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Cenmer felt the merge from 6 lanes to 4 lanes at Pinefield Shopping 
Center will create a bottleneck. Objects to poor publicity of hearing. Supports 
No-Build alternate. 

SHA Response: 

The Selected Build Alternate includes a four-lane roadway throughout the 
project. Therefore no reduction of lanes at Pinefield Shopping Center is 
necessary. The Public Hearing was advertised in the Washington Post, MD 
Independent, Times Crescent, the Enterprise (St. Mary's), and the Maryland 
Register. Brochures were mailed to all people on the mailing list including all 
residents along MD 205. 
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9. Ms. Linda Smith 900 Truro Lane, Waldorf, MD 20601 

Comment/Question: 

Children walk and bike between Pinefield and the commercial area. She is 
concerned for their safety. 

SHA Response: 

The Selected Build Alternate includes a 12' outside shoulder and 20' curbed 
median that could provide safety for pedestrians and bicyclists. 

10. Stanley Jamison Sub-Station Road, Waldorf, MD 20601 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Jamison questioned, Why six lanes? Opposes disturbing the cemetery. To 
avoid displacements, relocate Schlagle to meet Sub-Station Road instead of 
relocating Sub-Station Road. 

SHA Response: 

The Selected Build Alternate includes a four-lane roadway. No graves will be 
disturbed at Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. The no-build alternate was 
selected at Sub-Station Road avoiding any displacements. 

11. Don Pheulpin Pinefield 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Pheulpin was concerned with the noise factor. Has SHA considered 40 year 
plans as opposed to 20 year plans? Asked how does the proposed DC Bypass 
affect this? 

SHA Response: 

Noise attenuation was evaluated within this project and several areas were 
found to be reasonable. These areas will be evaluated again in final design. 
The Washington Bypass Study is not to the point where a selected alternate, if 
any, has been choosen. The Washington Bypass Study has included the selected 
alternate of the project in its' evaluation. 

12. Naz Ortenzi St. Charles 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Ortenzi felt that intermodal transportation in Waldorf is a joke due to no 
rail and poor bus service. Objects to disturbing cemeteries. 

SHA Response: 

The SHA supports intermodel transportation. The Selected Build Alternate will 
not affect any graves at Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. 
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13. Harvey Berlin Tri-County Council of Southern Maryland 

Comment/Question: 

Liked Park and Ride slated to be at southern end of project.    Commuter bus 
and vanpool service will be improved soon. 

SHA Response: 

A park-n-ride location is being evaluated and will be considered further in final 
design. 

14. Kim Law Mattawoman-Beantown Road, Waldorf, MD 20601 

Comment/Question: 

Ms. Law questioned, Why 6 lanes? Would support adding a center turn lane to 
the existing roadway. 

SHA Response: 

The   Selected   Build   Alternate   includes   a   four-lane   roadway. A   five-lane 
roadway,   which   included   a  center  turn  lane   was   evaluated   and not   selected 
because it did not provide for adequate future traffic needs and the accident 
rate was anticipated to increase. 

15. Mike Fallon 907 Truro Lane, Waldorf, MD 20601 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Fallon felt a six lane highway in a residential area doesn't make sense. He 
was concerned for the safety of children in the area. He was concerned with 
access to residential communities. Believed 6 lanes feeding into four is a 
problem. 

SHA Response: 

See SHA Response #3, 8 and 9. 

16. Bob Wells 1405 College Circle 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Wells felt noise is getting worse and project will make it more so. MD 
301/205 intersection should be the first part of the project. Objects to the 6 
lane to 4 lane narrowing as it is a bottleneck. 

SHA Response: 

Noise attenuation was evaluated within this project and several areas were 
found to be reasonable. These areas will be evaluated again in final design. 
The Selected Build Alternate includes a four-lane roadway, therefore no 
reduction of lanes is necessary. 
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17. Chuck Delancev 5120 Alford Drive 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Delancey was concerned with the noise, child safety. He was also 
concerned with 6-lane to 4-lane botdeneck and traffic from side streets making 
lefts across three lanes of traffic. 

SHA Response: 

See SHA Response #9 and 16. 

18. Mark Watson 

Comment/Question: 

Representing mother who lives at 245 Nike Drive. He supports the No-Build. 
Asked if we are representing the residents of the area or our neighbors to the 
South? 

SHA Response: 

The No-Build Alternate was not selected because it does not address the 
required traffic operations or safety of the roadway. 

A complete transcript of the hearing is available for review in the Project 
Development Division Offices, State Highway Administration, 707 N. Calvert Street, 
Baltimore Maryland 21202. Written comments received subsequent to the public 
hearing are discussed in the correspondence section of this document. 
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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 26, 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 and Responses 

A total of 127 written responses were received from the Public Hearing. This 
included two petitions of 7 people and 69 people. A summary of respones is as. 
follows: 

88   people   (69%)   responded   that   they   did   not   want   to   see   the   graves 
disturbed at Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. 

26   people   responded   that   they   were   concerned  with   the   noise   impacts 
associated with the proposed improvements. 

26 people responded that they were  concerned with the safety of making 
turns. 

25   people   responded that   they   were   concerned   with   a   6-lane   roadway 
through  a  residential area.     They   felt   that   a  no-build  option  should  be 
recommended   or   an alternative   alignment,   possilby   behind   the   Pinefield 
Community. 

9 people responded that the interchange at US  301/Md 5 should be built 
prior to the mainline improvements. 

5 people responded that is made no sense narrowing the roadway from 6- 
lanes to 4-lanes prior to the intersection with US 301/MD 5. 

5 people responded that they were in favor of Segment I, Alternate 6 to 
adequately handle future transportation needs 

3    people    responded    that    they    were    concerned    with    the    safety    of 
pedestrians and bicyclists with a 6-lane roadway. 
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STATE H!QHWAYADMINISTRAt!.0'N    ^ 03 

QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 58&-1S1-571 
Propoeed KD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawaran/Beajitown Potui 
Exlatlnj MD 5 to U3 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday. February 20,  1990 fi 7:30 p.m. 

fll 'SO 

PLEA^    ADDRE38    fa,  | ^X   IH-^ 
NAME .DATE. g-'?- to 

nnvirn\HuBey/IA/<i    8,6* V aTATE.fl2A ZIP  C0DEjUlL-Lh-. 

I/W« wlah to comment or Inquire about tho following ••paotvol tni» projoot: 

~3 Xs*"], 2Za iJ- 
a J        A^-r-.^L' . 

•  • 

  jL-^*-*-fy^^^\,   i , : —  

Y)m^ ye. i.) Jiutr   

Mr.  Victor •''""'t--» R""1" 506 

707 North Calv'ert St..  Baltimore, HO. 21203 

C$B PUate add my/our nam»l») to lha Mailing UUt.* 

f~~l Pl*a*» daltt* my/our namvlal from th» Mailing Llal. 

• P.tiom  who hava raoalvad a  copy ol  lhl»  bioehuto Ihiough  lha mall are already 
on  lha  'WQlact  MalM--  'Jjl. 

MarylandBepartmentofTrdnsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 

Hal Kataoff 
Adminifuale* 

April 11, 1990 

Ra:  Contract Mo. CH566-1S1-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantovm Road 
PDHS No.082039 

Ms. Nora L. Willett 
Route 1 Box 14 H 
Bryans Road, Maryland  20616 

Dear Ms. Willett: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of improveaent 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery.  We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and' 
documenting the impacts that would result.  One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves.  The other 
alternate presented that night. Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves.  We have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of our team recommendation. 
ThanX you again for identifying your position. 

Your name(s) has been added to or verified to be on the 
project mailing list, so that you will be kept Informed of any 
decisions reached on the MD 205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

'-,.,' Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
Victor F. Jri^ta 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My telaphone number is (301) TtT-11 O1! 

Talatypawrltar lor Impalrad Haarlng or Spaach 
393-7555 Btlllmo,. Metro - 585-0451 0.0. Melro - 1-aOO-492-50e2 Strtewlda 1UI Fraa 

1. The Selected Build Alternate does not displace any graves at Trinity Memorial Cemetery. 
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8TATE HIGHWAY-ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-671 
Proposed UD 3 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawomui/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 20,  UBSO 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME VIV^W.T^IC WA\^ Mfc HATP    3-tt-<\0 

PmNT86    ADORESS^LAJ^aidSSVL 

CITV/TOWH^TNA^ftW^A     fiTATB    VKlb 71*   COnF Zf\<oKO 

l/W» wl»h to comm»nt or Inqulr* about tho following aspeotsol lhl» projeot: 

V\«'      V>a»fr i \arr>.\ .1      m,rr\\rr      W\r\i»A \X\rrt.      af\A       \.f-,     Via,,/. 

r>T<\f\\i\S    \\*,\.nr\,e.A. . , C— 

Hr.  Victor .Innatn Room 506 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, HO.  21203 
\—I Plaaaa add my/our namtlt) to th* Mailing Uit.« 

I    I Pltaa* dalala my/our nam»(»l (rom lha Mailing List. 

• Ptrtont who hav* raealvad a oopy ot this   brochura through th* mall »'« alraady 
on  Ihn   iroUct  Main-- •.!>!. 

1.   See  response p.  V-3. 

Maryland Department oflianspottation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Stcnuor 

Hal KassoH 
AdminUuaw 

April   11,   1990 

Re: Contract No. CH566-151-371 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 20S) 
Hattawoman-Beantovm Road 
PDMS Ho.082039 

Mr. & Mrs. Joseph C. Hill, III 
Route 1 Box 155 W 
Indian Head, Maryland  20640 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Hill: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of improvement 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery. We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and 
documenting the impacts that would result. One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves. The other 
alternate presented that night. Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves. We have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of our team recommendation. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

Your name(s) has been added to or verified to be on the 
project nailing list, so that you will be kept informed of any 
decisions reached on the MD 205 study. 

Ver'y truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
Victor F.  JarfHjta 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My tolophone number ii (3011 TH-t 1 OS- 

T«l<typtwrl1*r lor Impalratf HMrlng or Spaach 
383-7555 Btlllmori Mltro - 565-045! O.C. M«tro - 1-800-4BJ-S0«2 Sttfawlda Td! fn» 

707 North Calvart  St.. aaltlmor*. Maryluid 21203-0717 
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STATE HIQHWAYADMINI3TRJ?T/ON; -'l ft/ 'OJ 
QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract Ho. CH 5e&-lSl-571 
Proposed MD 3 Relocated (MO 205) 

Hattawcmm/Deajitcwn Road 
Existing MO 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 28, 1B90 0 7:30 p.m. 

//>?/? ft V   n-   )Atfce- KwAtotik M.9d 
PmNTE    ADDRESS    Rj A rffor     &> t f~ F 

riTV/TnwM ty/h'lt.    P/afnS QTATE   /TlArVM/K/   ZIP conp  ^te)£ f3' 

l/Wi with to comment or Inquire about the following aapoctvof thll project; 

^^    7//,j,/i y^,    ^^/-   //^ j^?  /^-^7^. 
^^? '-UIAT.A      rf / et—C2/L^u A, <<TsS~t<^ 

z z 
JJL 

j-n Sir**' ^a »  or rrt-^-u-^ (^L c 

IOCBU* 

^<l^71\J^ 
^5 

CZsta- 

J%J*^JL> ru-A~^*-*j ^_ 
¥\//r^Lsi w- O^n^LJp^ •*/• iS 

v(^VA<*7V' C^HL 

</<M/X 
'ymf-JML.. -2-*j^U<^ 

rttfcj/./M/y ^ii^n. 
.^a-a^Ju^L^ S e ^Z. 

Hr^Victor Janata Room SOS rtr^S^ 

707 North Calvert St..  Baltimore. Mo.  21203            ^/^    V^LZ/   (P^/O^J- ^£r* 

CJ Pltaae add my/our n«m«l») lo th» Mailing LUt.« r/^aj^^t /'* ^ 

/SI _ 

I—I Pl»«>* dalatt my/our ntmvltl (torn Ihe Mailing Llot. 

• P«rton« who have r*c«lv*d  a oopy  o!  thl*  biochwr* through tha mall art alraady 
on  ih*  ornlvct  M»IHn-  '.lit. 

Maryland^ Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
SMrmnr 
Hal Kassoff 

April   11,   1990 

Re:     Contract No.   CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5  Relocated  (KD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS  No.082039 

Mr. Henry D. Vance 
Route 2 BOX 608-F 
White Plains, Maryland 20695 

Dear Mr. Vance: 

ThanK you for your recent letter opposing impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of inprovenent 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery.  We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and. 
documenting the impacts that would result.  One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves.  The other 
alternate presented that night. Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves.  We have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of our team recommendation. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

Your name(s) has been added to or verified to be on the 
project mailing list, so that you will be kept informed of any 
decisions reached on the MD 205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
Victbr F. JahAta 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My ulaphon* numtxr it 1301) 333~11Q5, 

Tel«typ««rrM*f for Impalrad Haarlng or Spaach 
3S3-755S Baltlmora M«<ro - S»5-04S» D.C. Matro - 1-eoo-482-50a2 8ti«awlda Toll Praa 

*A*     MM.**.     /*«lv*,t      *, kiB,wl»nrf   9«9ft-«-ftT1T 

1.     See  citizen response p.   V-3 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed UD 5 Relocated (UD 205) 

Uattawcman/Beantcum Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Uonday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME  Wolfgang S Deborah Gaida rtA-rc March 7. 1990 

•§ii. PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 108 Indian Lane 

fiiTV/TOWM   Waldorf .STATE. MD .ZIP CODE   20601. 

I/W* wlah to comment or Inquire about the following aspectsof this project: 

  See Attadied pages for comments.  

  Please do not detach -   

< 
•I 

1.     See P.   V-9  for  comments. 

Maryiand Department offidnsportation ^ rvcYop: • •;. 
rv • * n r ' •* 

Tha SacrtUry's Offlc* 

iiuza aafii'M 

WUItam DOMM SchMtar 
OovMnw 

Richard H. Tralnor 
S«aftwy 

St«ph«n Q. Z*ntl 
Otputy StcrMiy 

March 26, 1990 

Mr. and Mrs. Wolfgang Gaida 
108 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Gaida: 

Thank you for your March 7th letter which raises a number of issues about the 
ongoinc planning study for improvements to MD 205 (Mattawoman-Beantown Road) in 
Waldorf.  I am responding on behalf of Messrs. Kassoff, Pedersen, Meehan and Janata. 

No final decisions have yet been made concerning improvements to MD 205. The 
purpose of the study is to develop alternative solutions to address the transportation 
problem, and document the comparative impacts that result. Your input is welcomed as 
valuable factors in the project planning process. 

As described at the February 26th public hearing, commuter traffic will continue 
to grow on MD 205. A six-lane divided highway improvement represents an ultimate 
solution that is needed by the year 2015.  Interim improvements with fewer lanes may be 
feasible. The improvements proposed would accommodate the increasing commuter 
traffic, as well as turning movements into and out of the residentially zoned land adjacent 
to the road.  In effect, the third lane in each direction would serve as a turning lane. 

The existing US 301/Mb 205 intersection is identified as a high-accident location. 
As slated at the recent public hearing the ultimate solution to the intersection is an 
interchange that would replace the existing intersection. Four interchange options were 
presented at the hearing. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the statewide average for similar 
type roads. The proposed improvement would significantly reduce that rate. The 
proposed median would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles crossing or 
turning left on the highway, and gaps in the highway traffic would be more likely to occur 
with more lanes. 

I    I Pltait add my/our n»m»(il to the Mailing Ll»t.» 

UD Pleiee delete my/our named) from the Mailing Hit. 

• Pereons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Lilt. 

My ttltphont numtxr II (301)- . 859-7397 
TTY Fo> tha DMI:.(30I) 6844919 

, ••**«   •«Mi_~»'Uf««».i.'i**A l««»*n*!l*«i*l *l«mw«   Mtrwlanrt 912404)753 

-g) 



Mr. and Mrs. Wolfgang Gaida 
Page Two 

< 
I 

1. This project has been developed in coordination with 
Charles County. 

2. Access to Indian Lane will be provided by a right in/ 
right out to northbound MD 205.  Southbound vehicles 
will require a 'U' turn.  It is not anticipated 
that the "U1 turn will create extensive delays or a 
safety hazard. 

Safety was the reason no median opening at Indian Lane was recommended. An 
alternative to U-tums that we are still considering is connecting Indian Lane to Schlagle 
Road. Determining whether a traffic signal is warranted at Indian Lane will be done 
when the project nears the construction phase. The ultimate highway improvemenu are 
envisioned as a boulevard with a number of traffic signals at existing and future public 
street intersections. 

A number of steps have been taken to reduce residential impacts, such as 
alignment shifts and reducing the median width. 

Thank you for sharing your concerns. For additional information, please feel free 
to contact Mr. Neil Pedersen, Director of the Office of Planning and Preliminary 
Engineering for the State Highway Administration. Mr. Pedersen's telephone number is 
(301)333-1110. 

Sincerely, 

RHT:as 

Ribbard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Vic Janata 

1. The Selected Build Alternate provides a four-lane divided roadway with a 20' curbed median and 12' outside shoulder. 
This will not create a bottleneck at the Pinefield Shopping Centers. 

2. The Selected Buiia Axternate includes Interchange Option A.  This will improve traffic operation and safety at the 
intersection of U.S. 301/MD 5. X^ 

3. The Selected Build Alternate includes a 12' outside shoulder and 20' curbed median to provide a refugee to non-motorists. 



bcc:     Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
- Mr. John D. Brock 

Mr. John M. Contcstabfle 

< 
I 
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RECEIVED 
MAR   9  B90 

SECRETARY OF 
TRANSPORTATION!;., r. 

PROJECT 
ncyttOB;Indian Lane 

"p^aldorit,  Maryland 
''Ma'rch 7,   1990 

3»III 'SO 

20601 

Honorable Richard H 
Secretary 
Depament of Transportation 
Post Office Box 8755 
BWI Airport 
Baltinore, Maryland 21240 

Dear Secretary Trainor: 

He are requesting your assistance in the matter of the expansion 
of Mattavoman-Beantovm Road, Maryland Route 20S. Contract- 
Number:  CH 566-151-571, 

After attending a meeting held February 26, 1990, at Thonas Stone 
High School by the State Highway Comaission, we were left with 
the impression that, this highway was being built regardless of 
what the community thought about it or what Impact such a major 
highway would have on the people living in the area.  It leaves 
us to wonder what this taslc force was looking at when they drew 
up the plans for this road system. 

The need for better and safer roads in the Charles County area is 
needed, no doubt about that. Anyone driving down 301 at rush 
hour knows exactly what a nightmare our road system is. However, 
the need for a 6-lane highway through a residential area at 
Maryland Route 305 is not an answer to this problem. 

It appears that the State Highway Commission has taken over this 
project and it is not an issue that Charles County has any 
control over any longer; that the people who live in this area 
really do not have a choice. He disagree. The people who live 
in this area - must live with whatever havoc the State puts on us 
and that gives us the right to choose and voice our objections. 

Although a 4-lane highway was mentioned, the 6-lane highway was 
presented as the only option justified as "think big - donft 
build small so that in 20 years we need to rebuild."  That is all 
well and good but how can you justify not changing the 
intersection at Route 301 and Maryland Route 205, and how can you 
justify taking 6 lanes and narrowing it down to 4 lanes "creating 
a bottleneck of traffic" because you do not want to affect the 
shopping center? Hhat about the people who live on the road - 
why is the "consideration" not of the people but of the shopping 
center? 

The fact that the point of the intersection at Maryland Route 205 
and 301 is one of the highest accident points in the State of 
Maryland may be true, but if this is true why is this high 
accident intersection remaining unchanged? The accident rate has 
increased in this particular area mainly after a shopping center 

"& 



Honorabl* Richard H. Trainor 2 

!sh!n'!£!d1ui?h ^K* corn!r' Th" ",,Ba corn'r thllt i" not 9oing to b. 
JKii. £        ' co»«t,•etion of the new road. How tell us thia 

« ?„: 9 h* •c?n*rl0 o;f the existing 2-lane road and aaJcing it 
fecirf^; ""rowing down to the existing <-lan«. at the sa»e high 

. >^irf!?B }n^r»«ctlon and not changing anything about the high 
accident intersection, wouldn't logic dictate that the rate of 
accidents i« only going to increase, not decrease. Wouldn't a 
better plan be one of which dealt with the intersection first - 
then in later atudias see what would be needed and beneficial to 
tne community. 

The "safety" issue has not been nentioned. How safe will it be 

.Lii^hn^Jl0^? u1??""? on thl" 6-1,,n' highway? What of the 
!l?i\-h?i £5" ?hiK^i1V* ln thesa housln* developnents?  How 
ui7i Si «- ff,Ct °hil5"n 9«tting on and off the school bus? How 
will their lives be affected by the increased volune of .traffic? 
How is the Increase in speeding vehicles going to be controlled? 

!!jXk'k?" 
a rVldent <>' Mattawonan Estates, Indian Lanaj we feel 

that the magnitude of losing the right of way into our housing 
developnent needs to be looked into further. Without direct 
access- into our subdivision, our only option is one of making a 
u-turn at Schlagle Road across three lanes of traffic which is 
suicide, or as an alternate putting in an access road in the 
cul-de-sac which still leaves you making a left turn across three 
lanes of traffic without the aid of a traffic signal. 

Finally, it has come to our attention that the primary purpose 
for rebuilding and extending Maryland Route 205 may not even be 
for the average citizens, but rather for those wealthy 
influential developers and landowners who want to develop 
property along the new highway. 

We feel that a stronger study needs to be done and that other 
options need to be taken into consideration. Preferably one that 
does not Interfere with a residential area. Until further 
studies are performed and other options presented we feel that at 
this tine a "No-build" situation exists. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration in this matter, 
would hope to hear from you at your earliest convenience. 

Sincerely, 

We 

Mr. C Mrs. Wolfgang Caida 



Honorable Richard H. Tralnor 

Identical latter sant to* 

Comaissionsr Murray D. L«vy 
ConalBaioner Hancy J. Stefton 
Commisalonar Thomas Mac Hlddlaton 
Honor&bla Barbara X. Mlkulakl 
Honorable Ja»e« C. Slapaon 
Honorable John R. Wood, Jr. 
Honorable Michael J. Spragua 
Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes 
Honorable Roy Dyson 
Honorable Samuel C. Llnton 
Honorable Thomaa V. "MiJce" Millar, Jr. 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Mr. Michael Rothenhebar 
Mr. Hall J. Pedersan 
Mr. Victor Janata 
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STATE HIQHWAYADMINISTRA'IJON  /.) r    ... , 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS     '" 01 *«  Si) 

NAME     

PmNT8E    ADDRESS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed UD S Relocated (HD 205) 

Uattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MO 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Uood&y, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

.DATE 

O.TV/TOWM nt/AA^TTFMm* i^lsL .ZIP  CODE 2-c)f 2.Z- 

l/W« wish lo oomtn»nt or Inqulr* about lha (ollowlno asp«ota-of this project: 

s ee-MfwT'   .A H r£e>/frJe    G 

^jES-M^-r      JZ flLT&Uffe s/t      /-/B&A'el. 

.'Srt-ne*. r      JUJ SuksZ-T,*   fioA-1       rsr:or<     / 
/ttTeZcU-Le   Cfr;** 

T     AeCd^nu^l rU /tisot- P/A^&> 

Maryland Depettment ofTmsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainof 
SacrM^r 

Hal Katsoff 
AdrnMnnar 

Marcb 28,   1990 

Re:    Contract Ho.  CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
H&tt&woaan-Boantovn Road 
PDMS   HO.   082039 

Hr.  Don H.  Harrlaan 
Route  t   Box   13 
Charlotte Hall, Maryland 20622 

Dear Mr. Harrlaan: 

Thank you for your recent subalttal on tbe MD 205 project 
planning etudy. .Your recoaaendatlons will be taken into 
consideration in tHe developnent of tean recoimendatlons for tba 
study. 

You will be kept informed of future decisions reaobed on tbe 
HD 205 study througb the project Bailing list. Thank you for your 
interest in and input to the project planning process. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Prellnlnary Engineering 

by: foe 
Victor P.Lflanata 
Project'Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VPJ:as 
cc:    Hr.  Edward H. Meeban 

I—l pitai* add my/our namaU) to th* Malllno Lltt.« 

I—l puaia dalatt my/our namiltl from tha Mailing Lilt. My Mltphon* numb«r It iiftii      aaj-IIOS 
• P.r.ona who hay. r.ealv.l.  • cop/ of.   -la  brochura through th. mall ar. alraady T^yp^rltw lor Imp.tr.d H«,lofl or Sp.Mh 
on th* projacl Mailing List.    . jo-rssj Baltlmora Uttro - sas-04»t D.C. MMro - I-IOO-4»J-SO«2 Sialtwltfa Toll Frw 

TOT North Cilv.n  St.. Biltlmora, Maryland JIJOJ-OTIT 
The Selected Build Alternate includes Segment I, Alternate 6, Segment II, Alternate 5/6, and Segment III, 
Alternate 5/6.  This will provide a four-lane divided roadway with 12' outside shoulder. 
The No-Build option was selected for Sub-Station Road due to wetland impacts or displacements.  This connection 
was not required for adequate traffic operations. 
Interchange Option A was selected instead of Option B.  This provides the same traffic operations but was a 
•^e I^B'enflKa Wj/kt sHBexJHV     HH     HH     ••     ••i     H     IHI     ••     ••§     ••     ••     •• 



PROJECT 
DEVELOP;--'  •• 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION f|w ..j     .       p./,-» 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS     "" "     '  10 l"   • 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattavctnan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday. February 26. 1990 « 7:30 p.m. 

NAME 

PLEA3E 
PRINT ADDRESS 

120  JAJDIQAJ (LT- 

.DATE 
? AV!£C//C/0 

CITY/TOWN MlAdoZJl STATE      ^P. .ZIP CODE -ZO&QJL. 

I/Wi wl.h to comment or Inquire about the tollowlng ..pect. ol thl» proleot: 

Indlviaually and In conjunction with th. aupport of my neighborhood, 
Mattawon-an-Eitat... v. wl.h to reglst.r our opinions concerning this Route 205 projec. 
We ada»«ntly SESSSi  any -Build JUternatlves" o£ Rt. 205 as a bypass through vhatis 
predoralnately a residential area.  The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would crsste 
a dangerous Beltway environment In a residential area, which Is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to'more ears, more trucks of all sites, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned conrmt.r park t rid. at th. corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; consequently th. noise pollution yUi ultimately increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor 1. at a very high risk level as well. Asking cltl.ens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what -_e 
posted speed lls.lt ii, for left or right turn, and U-turn, promotes a yATY avbatsntie. 

safety hasard. 

H. do r.cognli. th. need for a bypas. end do support a bypass to the north and east c.« 
at. 205 which would hav. a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes and 

n.lghbborhoodi. 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trtinor 
StcralafY 

Hal Kassoff 
Admintttrator 

He:  contract NO.CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Boad 
PDMS No. 082039 

Mr.a Mrs. James Hebert 
120 Indian Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Hebert: 

THanH you for your recent letter supporting the No-Build 
Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study. 

As described at the February 26th public hearing, commuter 
traffic win continue to grow on MD 205. even with the Ho-Bulld 
Alternate.  Noise mitigation sites remain under consideration in 
the Mattawoman-Estates area.  The Federal Highway Administration 
noise abatement criteria is estimated to be marginally exceeded 
at these locations in the design year (2015).  A decision will be 
made as to whether noise mitigation should be considered at this 
area in the design phase of this project. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  This Is because the median 
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles 
crossing or turning left on the highway.  Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would 
be more llXely to occur with more lanes. 

The improvements proposed, f 
shoulders, would accommodate the 
well as right turns into and out 
adjacent to the road.  The should 
turning and breakdown lane.  The 
are envisioned as a boulevard wit 
existing and future public street 
mph speed limit would remain.  Th 
have at-grade intersections and e 
should not be confused with a "be 

our through lanes with outside 
increasing commuter traffic as 
of the residentially zoned land 
er would serve as a combination 
ultimate highway improvements 
h a number of traffic signals at 
intersections.  The existing 40 

is road has and will continue to 
ntrances.  This type design 
itway". 

CD Please add my/our namels) to the Mailing List.* 

I—| pi.ts. del.L my/our namels) Irom the Mailing List. My telephone number is (301)_ 333-1105 

epar.on. who hav. r.c.v.d a copy o. ,hU brochure .hrough ,h. m.l. «>. .T.ady ^o^^/o'l'^r "A"-",?" «-•«"• *" "" 
oh th. project Mailing List. 383 "" B      ,07.No<th Ceiv.rt SI.. B.ltlmofe. u.ryl.nd 21203-0717 

1. The Selected Build Alternate provides for a four-lane divided roadway with 12' outside shoulders. 
2. These improvements will provide a safer roadway than currently exists providing additional capacity and turn lanes. 

3. Ndi&e barriers and/or berms will be investigated again in final design for areas that exceed or approach the Federal 
Noise Abatment Criteria.  See p. 111-46 to 111-54. 

$ 
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Mr. and Mrs. James Hebert 
Page Two. 

MD 205 skirts the Mattawoman-Estates community on its 
western edge.  Your suggestion for an alternate around your 
community would then pass close to the eastern edge of Plnefleld 
in order to avoid the state parkland.  Our initial study has 
shown that this alternate would require additional stream 
crossings (including Mattawoman creek), impact appreciably 
greater amounts of wetland, and still lie adjacent to a number of 
residential areas.  This "bypass" would be almost twice as long 
(and expensive) to construct, with the likelihood that motorists 
would continue to take Mattawoman-Beantown Road as the shorter 
route.  For these reasons, we are proposing alternatives that 
make use of the existing highway corridor. 

Recognizing your support for the no-build, if a build 
solution is selected, which option would you prefer:  turning 
movements requiring U-turns on MD 205. or the construction of a 
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagel Road? 
Please call me toll free in Maryland at 1-800-5*8-5026 with your 
thoughts on this element of the project. 

Thank you for sharing your concerns.  Your support for the 
No-Build Alternate has been noted and win be considered in the 
selection of alternates for this project.  Your name has been 
added or been verified to be on the project mailing list, so you 
will be kept informed of any future decisions Bade on this 
project. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Sge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VJ:as 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Vlttor Jan&Qa 
Project Maty/ger 
Project Planning Division 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 56&-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattaworan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

locatlon/Desigrn Public Hearing 
Monday. February 26. 1990 « 7:30 p.m. 

NAME v-^flifc^   IrgV ^=^t<^ .DATE J.-£6-9* 

»^T3e    ADDRESS. PRINT 

CITY/TOWN 

/a/j.  Jtt. "^4^    ^   M^t  
^^Ait      STATE^^ ZIP  CODE=£^iC 

l/Wi with to comment o^ Inquire about the lollowlno a.pocta of this prolect: 

J 
_^ 

. JU-^-^L- 

^ 
Q/Plta** "id my/our nam*(t) to the Milling LU1.« 

I—| pi(((« delete my/our namelt) from the Mailing Lltt. 

• Pe(ton» who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the protect Mailing Lltt. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

«cr«t»rY 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmJninrstor 

Re: 

April 11. 1990 

Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDHS Mo. 082039 

Ms. Patricia B. Ivie 
1012 State Highway 6, West 
La Plata, Maryland  20646 

Dear Ms. Ivie: 

Thank vou for your recent letter opposing iapacts to the 
Trinity £morial Gardens Cemetery as the result of laprove-nt 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 

Modified, does not inpact any graves.  We have not reached any 
decision^ regarding the desirability ol  either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of team reconmendation*. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list, so you 
will be kept ihformed of any future decisions made on thi» 
project. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

. by: 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My tel«phon« numb«r is (301). 

Victor F.  Jai^aqa 
Project Manage 
Project Planning Division 

333-1105 

T«l«1ypr»fltor lor Impaired Hstrlng Of Sp»»Oi 
383-7535 Balllmor* MMro - J»S-0451 O.C. M«trO - 1-S00-492-S0e» WHewlde Ml ft** 

See response p. V-3 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Hattawonxm/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to 03 301 

location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26,  1990 fl 7:30 p.m. 

NAME     ^t-   /l/for-/^   Mr  Cr-on.qat DATE r^/*- / 9  0 

PLEASE 
PRINT Annppaa / O 7 / r? fl 1° " sC?- 

n.-rvirnwul/Jn lJ»S-£. . 3TATE_-M^ ZIP  CODE     ^oCpOf 

I/We with to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of thlsprolect: 

< 
I 

l-o 
K3 

I--! Plsatt add my/our namsli) to Ih* Mailing U>1.* 

(—] Plan* dalata my/our namsla) from th* Mailing Lltt. 

•Panoni who hava racalvad a copy of thlt brochur* through th* mall ara already 
on Ih* projact Mailing List. 

Maryland Department offiansportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
SMrMtry 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

April   11,   1990 

Re:  Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS NO. 082039 

Ms. Anne Harle McConlgal 
107 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Ms. McGonigal: 

District Engineer Edward H. Meehan asked me to thank you for 
your recent letter regarding the potential impacts of future 
improvements to Mattawoman-Beantown Road. Mr. Meehan also asked 
me to respond to you directly. 

No Indian Lane homeowners would have to move because of the 
proposed highway improvements.  An alternative to U-turns for 
Indian Lane residents that we are still considering, the 
connection between the end of Indian Lane and Schlagle Road, 
would not displace any homes. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery.  We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and 
documenting the impacts that would result.  One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves.  The other 
alternate presented that night, Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves.  We have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

MD 205 skirts the Pinefield community on its western edge. 
An alternate around Pinefield as suggested by Mr. Burch, would 
pass close to the eastern edge of the community to avoid the 
state parkland, require additional stream crossings, including 
Mattawoman Creek, likely impact greater amounts of wetland, and 
still lie adjacent to a number of residential areas.  This 
"bypass" would be almost twice as long (and expensive) to 
construct and would be unlikely to attract the motorists who 
would continue to take what you identified as "a short cut" along 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road.  For these reasons we are trying to 
develop a solution along the existing corridor. 

My ttltphona numbar is (301U 
333-1105 

Talatypawrltar lor Impalrad HMrlng or Spaach 
383-7555 Baltlmora MMro  - SSS-04SI O.C. Mttro - 1-800-4»2-50ej StMawld*  Toll Fra* 

TAT   Nf>r*h   CAIW*'*    A*       R»l*lmft,«     M»,vl»«iri    SttAS-fln? 

o 



-r '••:l'' 

Ms. Anne Harie HcGonigal 
Page Two 

Your opposition to the widening of existing MD 205 has been 
noted and will be considered in the development of team 
recommendations. Thank you again for identifying your position. 

by: 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc: Mr. Edward H.Heehan 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

'<jdjsi <L, 
Victor P. Janata 
Project Manag«' 
Project Planning Division 
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1. The Selected build alternate is a four-lane divided roadway with 12' outside shoulders.  The 12' outside shoulder 
will provide a merge area for motorists leaving Indian Lane and a turn lane for people entering Indian Lane.  It 
is anticipated that the selected build alternate will provide safe access to Indian Lane. 

2. The selected build alternate does not impact any graves at Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. 
3. An alignment on relocation was investigated and not selected due to increased wetland impacts, right-of-way impacts 

and cost. 
4. Noise Analysis were completed for this project (see p. 111-46 to 111-54).  Several areas will be evaluated further 

in final design. 
5. The Public Meeting was advertised in the Washington Post, MD Independent, Times-Crescent, The Enterprise (St. Mary's) 

and the Maryland Register.  Brochures were provided to all people on the mailing list including all residents along 
MD 205. 

^ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIONI'-!   L    ;'• i. ...;-'JO 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattaworan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, Februaiy 26.  1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME Uo/tAJ        *- •      OOcxJ^.^ty nATF      <j/-3/9o 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADonraa   Srec/*    /h/*iz,s    ^mvci 

CITY/TOWN   T^OcA.      /o.+Jy     STATE     *>3 .ZIP  CODE- 

l/W» wish to oomment or Inqulr* about lh« following aapaotaof thlo project: 

--i/ 

2>exs<£«, .    e-0'VS-7^i/<z-r;0^J   ,   /ttshjio  r<£- ^sc? ^e.c- 
L/3 «£• Of       ~//7 <f<o/t- h m /y i* 

Maryland'Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S*crMMy 

Hal Kauoff 
AdmtAfMrvwf 

April 11, 1990 

Re:  Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
PDMS No.082039 

Ms. Joan L. Bowling 
Stella Marls Drive 
Rock Point, Maryland 20682 

Dear Ma. Bowling: 

Thank you for your recent letter requesting that we make 
every effort to protect Zekiah Swamp and any associated wetlands 
in the development of improvements to MD 205.  A number of 
federal and state agencies are very concerned about impacts to 
any wetlands, and particularly Zekiah Swamp.  He must document to 
their satisfaction our efforts to avoid, minimize or mitigate any 
effects to wetlands. 

Your support for the protection of the swamp and associated 
wetlands from any highway improvements has been noted and will be 
considered in the development of team recommendations.  Thank 
you for identifying your position. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list, so you 
will be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
Victor F iJJanata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

/ Plaata add my/our nam*U) to tha Mailing List.* 

CD Plaata dalata my/our nama(a) from tha Mailing LUt. 

• Paraona who hava racelvad a copy of this brochura through tha mall are already 
on tha proiact Mailing Lilt. . 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My t«l«phon« numbar it (301)_ 333-1105 

...     _ TXatypawTlUr tor Intpalrad Hwulng or Spaaeh 
383-7555 Battlmor* Matro - 585-CM51 O.C. Metro - 1-l00-4a2-S062 StKawltfa Toll Fraa 

Tr» North Calvnrt St.. Balllmor*. Maryland 31J0:-0717 

1.  All efforts have been made to avoid and/or minimize impacts to wetlands and streams.  Erosion and Sediment 
Control and Stormwater Management techniques will be employed to protect these resources. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION^ Jy    ;,;,..,   " 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS ,v ''2 ml'SQ 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawonan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. "* 

NAME 

PmNTE   A00RES8 

.DATE 3'£-4 3 

l/Wi wl.h to comm8nt orjnqulr. about the tollowlng a.poct. ol thl.pfoleot: ng aspecto-ot tniapfoieoi:     f 

Pltat* add my/our nimtU) to lh» Mailing LIH.« 

tZ)PI»«»« d»l»t» my/our namtO) tfom th» Mailing Ll«t. 

• P.,.on. who hi*, r.c.lv.d . copy of thli brochur. through th. mail ar. alr.ady 
on th* projact Mailing List. 

State Highway Administration 

June 28.   1990 

Richard H. Trainer 

Hallflssoff 
Adfiwninralor 

Re:  Contract No.566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDHS No. 082039 

Mr. willlaia F. cooke 
P.O.Box i 
Waldorf, Maryland 20604-0001 

Dear Mr. CooKe: 

Than* you for your letter regarding the MD 205 project 
planning study.  Your opposition to widening Mattawoman-Beantown 
BoaS and support for a new road to the east has been noted and 
will be considered in the declslon-maKlng process. 

western edge, 
d then pass 
o avoid the 
this alternate 

ing Mattawoman 
and still lie 
"bypass" would 
uct, with the 
Mattawonan- 
asons, we are 
ing highway 

MD 205 sxirts the Plnefleld community on its 
Your suggestion for an alternate to the east woul 
close to the eastern edge of Plnefleld in order t 
state parkland, our initial study has shown that 
would require additional stream crossings (includ 
Creek), likely Impact greater amounts of wetland, 
adjacent to a number of residential areas. This 
be almost twice as long (and expensive) to constr 
likelihood that motorists would continue to take 
Beantown Road .as the shorter route. For these re 
proposing alternatives that make use of the exist 
corridor. 

The improvements we have proposed for Mattawoman-Beantown 
Road (four through lanes with outside shoulders) would 
accommodate the increasing commuter traffic as well as right 
turns into and out of the resldentlally zoned land adjacent to 
the road  The 'shoulder would serve as a combination turning and 
breakdown lane.  The ultimate highway improvement is envisioned 
as a boulevard with a number of traffic signals at existing and 
future public street intersections.  The existing 40 mph speed 
limit would reiain.  This road has. and will continue to have, 
at-grade intersections and entrances.  This type design should 
:iot be confused with a "super highway". 

My t«lephon« number is (301). 333-1105 

Teletypwilur lor lmp»lr«d Hearing or Spaaeh 
im-Tsss Baltimore Metro - 555-0*51 O.C. Metro - l-«00-4»2-50e2 SUJewld. Wl *•• JS3-7555 Baltimore Metro ^sa^  ^     Bt|t|mof,> M,ryUrld 2,209-0717 

1. The Selected Build Alternate provides a four-lane divided roadway with 12' outside shoulder. 
2. A bypass east of MD 205 was investigated and not selected due to increased wetland impacts, right-of-way 

impacts, and cost. 

SJ1 



Mr. winiaiB P. Cooke 
Page TWO 

Thank you again for identifying your position on this study. 
we appreciate your participation in the project planning 
proceaa. 

Very truly yours, 

by: 

Loula H.  Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

victor P. Jan«J/a 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:aB 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

< 
I 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawcnan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26,  1990 8 7:30 p.m. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

ADDRESS. 

vjfliMrs   L.   Keteg-f .DATE 2(>&>c/<?- 

120    "QJDiA'vJ tT 

CITY/TOW „  [JQA\dofl.F aTATE_£li? ZIP CODE 
Zoto/ 

l/Wi wl.h to comm.nt or Inqulr. about the (ollowlnB a.p.cta o« thl. project: 

77* /MrtckAu;* musr be. 60,/+ bs&t-t- fo ur*A*Mf of. 
jfi<r At St' £>/(».iJi«/f AMSo/i*i _       ,.,— 

•T^ ^,^r ^ tot wrh W *** * *T *U W+_ 
frr JoS AvrJ 30//S:   S'X huts rv 4>o< />r ffo'/jK/uMrun*u^J^A // ^.5r. 

Built/ M* ufTrsehiAty ff^O ^ ew/uATS- TM/frc f/ouJ.— 

/*»*< AHv^r ^ MteSM*/*»«#' A*xrMTHetitl-           

M /SieAcfarit Aver ur/// <»>>& t/y^A/.  OtCcebrtlS JM/U If y^Ma 

-hLMtJ-th MtcAtUu* fasTti/ x*?**/*/**! **>/ t^a fo-^'l 

-th* dec ,6 lPjt*t»sC C4A&; & Mtutrtd  
[jj Plan* add my/our n»m«(») to th» Malllngtlit.* 

I—1 p|iai« dalat* my/our named) from tha Mailing Lltl. 

• P.riont who hava racelvad a copy ol thla brochura through lha mall ara already 
on tha ptojact Mailing List. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

April 11, 1990 

Mr. James L. Hebert 
120 Indian Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Hebert: 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study.  Your support for building the 
interchange at US 301 and MD 205 first, and the reasons why, ha. 
been noted and will be considered in the development of our 
recommendation to the Administator. 

The engineering phase would involve the detailed design of a 
roadway alternate and an interchange option. Our goal would be 
to construct an interchange at US 301/MD 205 before the improved 
intersection (with four lanes) reaches capacity. A six-lane 
divided highway improvement represents an ultimate solutionstnac 
is needed by the year 2015.  Interim improvements with fewer 
lanes may be feasible. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list, so you 
will be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project. Thank you again for your suggestions on this study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
ictor  F.^anat 

iS 
victor F.\j»anata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My MUphona numbtr it (301 )_ 
333-1105 

Ta<«ype»rltw tor Impaired Haa/lng or Spaaeti 
383-7555 Balllmora Mttro - 565-0451 O.C. Matro - 1-»00-4«2-S0«2 Strtawlde Tdl Flea 

1. The Selected Build Alternate provides a four-lane divided roadway with 12' outside shoulder. 
2. Interchange Option A was selected to improve the intersection with U.S. 301/MD 5.  Due to funding 

constraints, staging of the improvements will occur. 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS [., J-.l 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawoman/Beaiitown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

I • J til 'SJ 

NAME iJo^S^L K^^ .DATE *l /Cfo^^Q 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. l\[      7J,'n*   U VJ^" 

CITY/TOWN 

I/We with to oomm • nl or Inquire 

_3TATE. iidL .ZIP CODE A^n 
about the following aspects o( this project: 

Individually and In conjunction with the support of my neighborhood, % 

Mattawonan-Estates, we vlsh to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. 
He adamantly £££051 any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area.  The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which Is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned coimuter park t ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; consequently the noise pollution will ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels.  The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well.  Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very substantial 
safety hazard. 

He do recognize the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east of 
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced impact on residential homes and 
neighbhorhoods. 

. 

1—| puise add my/our name(t) to the Mailing List.* 

1—1 Please delete my/our namels) Irom the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Matyland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
C«crM««Y 

Hat Kastoff 
Adfflwwmw 

Hay  22,   1990 

Re:  contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
POMS Ho. 082039 

Mr. & Mrs. Mike Klotz 
111  Indian Lane 
Waldorf,  Maryland    20601 

Dear Mr.   & Mrs.  Klotz: 

Thank you for your recent letter supporting the No-Build 
Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study. 

As described at the February 26th public hearing, coimuter 
traffic will continue to grow on MD 205, even with the No-Build 
Alternate.  Noise mitigation sites remain under consideration in 
the Mattawoman-Estates area.  The Federal Highway Administration 
noise abatement criteria is estimated to1be marginally exceeded 
at these locations in the design year (2015).  A preliminary 
decision will be made as to whether noise mitigation should be 
considered at this area in the final environmental document 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate. This is because the median 
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles 
crossing or turning left on the highway. Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would 
be more likely to occur with more lanes.. 

The proposed improvements would accommodate the increasing 
commuter traffic, as well as right turns into and out of the 
residentially zoned land adjacent to the road.  In effect, the 
third outer-most lane in each directionjwould serve as a turning 
lane.  The ultimate highway improvements are envisioned as a 
boulevard with a number of traffic signals at existing and future 
public street intersections.  The existing 40 mph speed limit 
would remain.  This road has and will continue to have at-grade 
intersections and entrances.  This type design should not be 
confused with a "beltway". 

MD 205 skirts the Mattawoman-Estates community on its 
western edge.  Your suggestion for an alternate around your 
community would then pass close to the eastern edge of Pinefield 
in order to avoid the state parkland.  Our initial study has 
shown that this alternate would require additional stream 

My laltphone number is 13011_ 
333-1105 

...  _ TeletypewtMer tor Impslred Hearing or Speecn 
383-7555 Btltlmore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-50S2 Ststewlde Toll Free 

1.  See response p. V-19, 
<*& 



OEVEL'V''^:" . _2- 

QT4TP HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION     .       ..„,<•-,     ' crossings  (including Hattawonan Creek),   likely impact greater 
S^JlTrONSWAANYD/OR COMMJltoH     I  » '»  « ^n^of wetland,  and still  1  e advent to^nu^r^o^ 
==:===:===^^^^^^ Und «Swiv" to construct;   with the likelihood that ».otorista 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 ^      d c^ntlnue to take Mattawoman-Beantown Road »« the shorter 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (ID 205) ^^     For these reaSon3,  we  are proposing alternatives that 

Mattawoman/Beantown Road UEe  of   the existing  highway corridor. 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing Acknowledging your support  for the no-build,   if a build 
Monday. Wbnwy 26. 1990 0 7:30 p.m. solution is selected,  which option would you prefer:    turning 

dements requiring 0-turns on HD 205    or the construction of^a 

NAME p.hJ.^^   A,*U»*« DAT.jaffi^22» s=r^i,r^i^W5^^•^»^,S« 
NAME   -^ "H  -r   \ i     -J thoughts on this element of the project. 

PmNT"   ADDRESS.. /Vf     T^Of/t^     Cou/r _ ^ ^^ ^ concerns      Your support for the 
P „,- wA -ru* cao£Jl0££j> No-Build Alternate has been noted and will be considered in the 

C,TY/TOWM_4^£2££: STATE-^S ZIP CODE. ^        f     - ^l"ci"n of alternates  for this proJ«ct.     Your name has been 
.       i.. .houl the following aspect, of this proleel: added or ^en verified to be on the project mailing list,  BO you 

l/W> with 10 comment or lnqulr» about the lonow.ng P _ . aaae ^ ^^ informed of  any future decisions made on this 

—"" ' • . •     project. 

Individually and In eonjunetlon vlth th» support of my neighborhood. 
^ttavoman-Eatat .l.h to r.giat.r our opinion, conc.rnlng thl. .out. 20S proJ..-.. ( 
M. adamantly fiBEOSJ «yJ^ulldMt«n»tlv5ilolJt. 205 » a bypass through what Is 
p^^MMlr^SnaSSn^tTnT-KTSMt.'. proposal for a 6-lan. bypass would «.»-..( 
Tdangarou. B.ltvay .nvlronm.nt In a r.sld.ntlal ar.a. which la totally unacceptable, 
in ^dttton to -»r. car., nor. truck, of all .!..•. a, well as buses result n, fro. a 
planned co«.ut.r park t rid. at th. corn.r of Rts. 205 and 5 will b. traveling this 
bypas.; con.equ.ntly th. noli, pollution Kill ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
livel.. Th. .af.ty factor 1. at a v.ry high risk l.v.l as w.ll. Asking eltlt.ni to 
.nt.r onto 3-6lAMl-OJLr>»»t undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what -... 
posted .pe.d~rri.lt It. for loft or right turn, and U-turn, promot.s a yttx avbatanttt. 

.af.ty hasard. 

H. do r.cognl.. th. n..d for a bypas. and do support_a_byEassto_t^e nor th^and^ east o: 
1^205 _whlch would hav. a trewndously r.duc.d Impact on r..ld.ntlal home, and 

B^lghbhorhood.. 

very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

jr Janata_y 
by:    JVX 

Victor 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

n PI.... add my/ouf nam.UMo th. Mailing List.* 

CDP .... d.l.t. my/our nam.l.) Irom th. M.lllng U.t.  

.P.r.on. who h.v. f otlv.d . copy ot .hi. brochur. through th. m 
on th. pro|.ct M.lllng Ll.t. 

all ate already 

1.  See response p. V-19. 

-^> 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Hattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

PfiOJE."'. 

?••'•- 

NAME       ^ra+i   ^t-CtrUq    Fffju^sAJ 

pmNATSE  *»"»"«   /^y  TA.J:MAJ1^AJE- 

lATC 3/<?/#{, 

filTV/TOWM     iPfihlofirP HTATF       /ft P   ' ZIP   CODE    d/tg'& / 

l/W» with to oomment or Inquire about ths following aspects o( thla project: 

Individually and in conjunction with the support of my neighborhood, Mattawoman- 

Eatatee, we wish to register our opinions concerning thla Route 205 project'. We 

adamantly OPPOSE any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 aa a bypass through what is 

predQMlMtelV k  residential ar>*». Tlie State's pronoaal for a 6-lahe bypass would 

create a dangerous Beltway environment In a residential area, whlrh 1q rni-nllv  

unacceptable.  In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sites, as well as buses 

resulting from a planned conmuter park 4 ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will 

be travelint thin hvnamit consequently the noise pollution will ultimately Increase 

to unarrent.M. levels.  The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well.  

Asking cltliena to enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed 

bypasa, no matter what the posted speed limit Is, for left or right turns and U-turns 

promotes a very substantial safety hatard.     ,  

We do recognize the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east 

of Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on resljfentlal homes and 

nelahborhoods. ;  

""Mr. Si «rs. KiKe Xiotrj 
ill Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Xlotz: 

Mr. & Mrs. su Yen Yang 
102 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Hr. & Mrs. Yang: 

Mr. S Mrs. Ernie Heiapel 
112 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Heinpeli 

Mr. & Mrs. Tonas Pagan 
106 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Pagan: 

Mr. & Mrs. Richard Satterfield 
122 Indian Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Satterfield: 

Mr. Dan Cosgrove 
121 Indian Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Cosgrove: 

Mr. 5 Mrs. Steve Hoyer 
105 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Moyer: 

Mr. & Mrs. Gregg Rzechula 
125 Indian Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Rzechula: 

Mr.  & Mrs.  Robert J.  Havricins 
113 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Hawkins: 

I—I pitas* add my/our namsli) to the Mailing List.* 

I    I Pleats dslett my/our namtlt) from ths Mailing Lltt. 

• Ptnont who have recelvtd a copy ot thlt brochure through the mall art already 
on thp project Mailing Lltt. 

1.  See response p. V-19. 

^ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION .,     .,     ,..,p;MCn 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS     Hill I1'     ' lJI"   3U 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawocran/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME   <}*<**<   ^^4V>IA   VMU»6t.V^  .DATE. S rr\flR.15 

ADDRESS. PLEASE 
PRINT 

CITY/TOWN \A!A!^J1E_8TATE_J2L2 ZIP C0DE^06O\ 

I/We with lo comment or Inquire about the following aapeola o( thla prelect: 

•Hr. H^ft. Dj 
114 Indian Lana 
Waldort, Maryland 20601 

Dear Hr. & Mrs. Sauorbryt 

Mr. i Mrs. James Varmecky 
116 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. £ Mrs. Vanueckyi 

Mr. S Mrs. Scott Ferguson 
10* Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. S Mrs. Ferguson: 

Mr. S Mrs. Rod Newman 
118 Indian Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Hr. 4 Mrs. Newnan: 

Individually and In conjunction with the support of my neighborhood, 
tot I«o»'n-E.t.t Cl.h to register our opinion, concerning M'l•"•'"*"*- 
H. adan-antly OEEflSB »ny "Build Xlternatlvet" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what Is 
p .^"telyTTnidentlal area.  The State's proposal for a 6-lan. bypass vouId er..-.. 
I  dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
X. addition to »or. cars, more truck, of .11 sis... as well a. buses resultleg fron a 
planned cor«,ut.r park I rid. at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass, consequently the noise pollution wiU ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels.  The safety factor la at a very high risk level as well.  Asking citizen, to 
enter onto 3-6 lane, of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no natter what t_e 
posted speed lli.lt i«, for left or right turn, and U-turn, promote, a ysiX  avbaUntla. 
safety haxard. 

W. do recognise the need for a bypa.s end do support a bypa.. to the north and east of 
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on residential home, and 
neighbhorhoods. ** , 

• Plea.t add my/our named) to the Mailing Ll.t.* 

I—l Pi.a.e delete my/our nimeO) trom the Mailing Ll.t. 

•Per.on. who have received t copy of Ihl. brochure through the mall are .Iroady 
on the protect Mailing Ll.t. 

1.  See response p. V-19. 

V 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION .,     , 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT^11 "     '  10 FH '90 

Contract NO. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Hattauoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

pmNT8E   ^""ftV   JZi-i'OtO-^    l*-ue~  

CITY/TOVIHUl>H-X)0*.T2- STATg     XM   ^ 2,p  conpZ^^O  / 

I/We wish to comment or Inqulrs about the following atpecta-of this project: 

NAME 

Individually »nd In conjunction with the support of my neighborhood, 
Hattsvonan-Eststei, we wlah to regliter our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. 
We adamantly Q££QS2 any "Build Mternatlves" of Rt. 20S as a.bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment In a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more can, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned commuter park l ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; consequently the noise pollution will ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor la at a vary high risk level as well. Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit Is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very aubstantlq; 
safety hazard. 

He do recognise the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east cf 
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes and 
neighbhorhood*. 

I I Please add my/our namels) to the Mailing List.* 

< 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 pro|ect Mailing List. 

1.  See response p. V-19 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION " " 
QUESTIONS  AND/OR COMMENTS   ||a |i|     | 1. I >>   -U 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawoman/Beantcwn Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday. February 26, 1990 « 7:30 p.m. 

NAME   JzlM. 

S«A8E    ADDRE38jn    T nd+K    U<^ 

i/^7> 
C.TY/TOWN J&JjkM: 3TATE_C^ Z»P CODE^^LL 

l.h to oomm.nt or Inquire about tha following ..peot»o( thl.proleot: 

Ioawldu.ny -. in ^«««-»jr«TO-l«. ~SSrSJi — "5 *»»•««• 

safety haiard. 

V. do r.eoonl.. th. n..d for a bypa.a aod do .upport a byp.S. to th. "^h •»«••»' 
el 

Rt. 205 v^h would hav. a tre-ndously r.duc.d inpact on r.ald.ntlal ho-.a and 

neIghbhorhooda. 

CD Plaaa* add my/our namtU) to tha Mailing Ll»t.» 

CD Ptaaaa dalata my/our namtli) tiom tha Mailing Llat. 
.Ptriona who hav. raealv.d a copy ol thlt brochut. through th. mall ar. already 
on th. project Mailing Llat. 

1.  See response p. V-19. 

V ̂
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION      ,     ,   ,. : • icjl 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTSI-M i1'     I   ^ «''   •'u 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawoman/Beantcwn Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

^>W,/,/// DATE (?'?-to  

^f*T
8E    ADDRE98     fd\f    3Zu0,#<t> CcuJ±  

^.TYfT«u,M       UJJ/rtAfi-f-     STATE tLO. ZIP  CODE, ^^'(r^/ . 

I/W« wl«h to comment or Inqulr* about th» following aapeoU-ot thla proleot: 

NAME 

IE 
PRINT 

InBivi inaividually and In conjunction with th» lupport of my neighborhood, \ 
Mattawofflan-Estataa, v» wish to raglster our opinion! concerning this Route 205 project. 
He adamantly OPPOSE any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 ai a bypass through what is\ 
pradomlnataly a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lan« bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more' cart, more trucks of all siies, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned commuter park £ ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; consequently the noise pollution yili ultimately increase, to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor la at a very high risk level as well. Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very substantial 
safety haiard. 

\ 
He do recognise the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east of 
St.  205 which would have a tremendously reduced impact on residential homes and 
nelghbhorhooda. 

CD Please add my/our namels) to the Malllno List.* 

I—l pieaae delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received a copy or this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

1.  See response v.  V-19. ^ ^ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION^      , ^^'^ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT^ \o    w 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mat tawccnan /Bean town Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday. February 26. 1990 6 7:30 p.m. 

NAME Siev/g A~1]W"«- W°y<=r DATE   ^/^ 

EtfuAT8E    ADDRESS..   /0g   :r"^fl"   ^Afi 
PRINT 

r,TV uUU^rf STATE-g^ ZIP  CODE^Ofa01 

l/Wk wl.h to eomment or Inqulr* about the (ollowlno a»p9Ct» ol thl» proleot: 

Inalvldually and In conjunction with the support of my neighborhood, 
Mattavoman-Eitatei, ve vlsh to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. 
We edanantly QEEfiSS any "Build Xlternatlves" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what Is 
predominately a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangeroui Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more care, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned conwuter park C ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass! consequently the noise pollution will ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels.  The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well.  Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a ysxy atibitantiiil 

safety hatard. 

He do recognise the need for a bypasa and do support a bypass to the north and east of 
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes and 

nelghbhorhood*. 

• Please add my/our ntmelsl to the Mailing List.* 

I—| puase delete mylout  named) from the Mailing List.          

• Persons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the pro|ect Mailing List. 

/•••>• 

1.  See response p. V-19 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATlpN   ,  ^f^'SQ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMEN.TSr'     ' 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (V!D 205) 

Hattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 « 7:30 p.m. 

NAME .PAJ     UGs6roU<L,  DATE 
g> /tf.4fi   9c 

»»^T9E    ADDRESS. PRINT 
/£/      -J-ASJ/S +s C  ' 

CITY/TOWN \J»/J^F    STATE-Zli Z.P  CODEr^O/. 
I/W* wlih to oomm«n« or Ingulf about the followlno aapeota ot thla pfo)«ol: 

Individually and In conjunction with tha aupport of i.y n.lghborhoo*. 
H.tt.vo».n-r.t.t... v. .l.h to r.,l.t.r our opinion, conc.rnln, this Rout. 205 proj.ct. 
H. adamantly C£EfiM any -Build Xlt.rnatlvM" of Ht.   JOS aa a bypa.s through what  is 
pr.do-ln.t.lyTrTlld.ntl^l IFTa.    Th.  Staf. propo5»l  for j 6-lan. bypas. would create 
a dang.rou. B.ltway .nvironmant in a raald.ntlal area,  which la  totally unacceptable, 
in addition to -or. car.,  »or.  truck, of  .11  .ix.».   ». v.ll  a. bu.o.  result ng  from a 
planned con«.ut.r park t rid. at th. corn.r of Bt..   205 aid 5 will b. traveling thl. 
bypas,,  eon..quently th. nol.. pollution sdU ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
1^.1..    Th. ..f.ty factor 1. at a v.ry high ,l.k level as v.ll.    X.klng citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lane, of vbat undoubtedly vlll be a high-speed bypass,  no natter what the 
potted speed limit is.   for left or right turn, and U-turns promote, a jar* avbatantU. 
saf.ty ha.ard, 

Vto do r.cocnl.e th. n.ed for a bypa.. and do .upport abypa.. to th. north and easfc^f 
Rt.  20S_>fhlch would hav. a tr.m.ndously r.duceTTInpact on re.id.ntial homes and 
nelghbhorhood*. 

(SJ Pleas, add my/our nam.t.) to th. Mailing List.* 

I—| pieat. d.l.t. my/our nameli) from the Mailing List. 

•P.rson. who h.v. r.c.lv.d a copy of this brochur. through th. mall ar. .Ir.ady 
on th. pro|.ct Mailing List. 

1.  See response p. V-19 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 56S-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawonan/Beantown Road 
Existing MU 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26. 1990 « 7:30 p.m. 

PROJECT 
DEVEuOPir-". 

HiD I'i  I ^lu:J 

NAME     '»t<:hard >  Unda Satterfleld .DATE 
March 9,   1990 

S»^T3E    ADDRESS. PRINT 
122 Indian Court 

C.TY/TOWN      *»ld0rf, .STATE. 
MD .ZIP  CODE. 

20601 

l/Wb wl.h lo eomm.nt or Inqulr. about th. tollowlnB .•p>et.-ot thl. prol.ot: 

lBdlvUU.ll, a»d 1. conJunctlo-vl^th. support of .^.l^ood.  ^ ^ ^^ 

M.tt.vo»an-E.t»t...  «. vlah to "9^".t^- Si%t.   205 a» a bypas.  through what  1. 
W. ad^antly OWSJi W "Bui" ^ "•"fj^l.-' proi..U  for . "»... byp.» «o»ld cre.t. 
pr.domln»t.ly . "•"•»'l*V*':'i„ Tr.std ntlafar... which 1.  totally «..ee.pt.bl.. 

la addltloa to wot, car., nore ^"^ " *" j05 ,n(j 5 wiii b.  traveling this 
Pl.»n.d eo•.«t.r part t rid. at th. "rn.rof K.^MS . ^ un4Cee?table 

j.f.ty haiard. 

n.lghbhorhood.. 

Pl.at. add my/our nam.l.l lo th. Mailing int.* 

I Pl.a.. d.l.t. my/our nam.HI Irom th. Mailing LUt. 

.p.non. who h.v. r.c.lv.d a copy ol thl. brochur. through th. mall ar. .Ir.ady 
on th. pfo|.ct Mailing LUt. 

See response p. V-19. 

^ 



STATE HIGHWAY 
QUESTIONS A 

KY ADMINISTRATION  •     •.  ^ •. v',\'^0 
ND/OR COMMENTiS?- "l     '  ** 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed UD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawonan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 8 7:30 p.m. 

NAME   Tnmas tj Rosa  Pnqan ^^h/laYd^mc 

pmNT" ADDRESS W Stiff 1(7 H    L.QnG.  

^•Tv/Tnwia /jTaldcr* RTATP hJl D    7IP r.nnp QObOl 
l/W* with to oommant or Inquire about th» tollowlno ••p»ot»or this project: 

Individually and in conjunction with the support of my neighborhood, 
Hattawoman-Eatatei, ve wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. 
He adamantly OPPOSE any "Build Alternatives'' of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass vould ere ice 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned coimuter park £ ride at the corner of Sts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypaisi consequently the noise pollution wJLUl ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor ii at a very high risk level as wall. Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what ihe 
posted speed limit Is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very substantiel 
safety hazard. 

He do recognize the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east cJ 
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced impact on residential homes and 
neighbhorhoods. 

flfefc* ̂ m^-Ck*^ 
X^/OjfK^i' a.&^JL* 

""                                                                                                             / 

q£] Please add my/out name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

CD Please delete my/our namtU) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

1.  See response p. V-19. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION" „ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS'i     I U U\   M 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattaviaran/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME 
frh»g  fcllNPMXe^f&U DATE  VlO-'fo 

^BASB    ADDRE88_„ \\t.  IMP'AN   LM4g 

CITY/TOWN_^^5Q^f_STATEj5^2 ZIP CODE^^l 

|/Wi wlih to oomm.nt A^^^»boUt th. following «.p.et. of «hla project: 

Individually and In conjunction with tha support of my neighborhood, 
Mattavoman-Estatas, ve viah to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. 
He adanantly QEEOSS any "Build Xlternatlvee" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a reaideatial area.  The State's piopuaal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned coimuter park C ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypassi consequently the noise pollution wJUU ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor 1* at a very high risk level as well. Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-8 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed llait is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very aufratantlal 

safety hazard. 

He do recognise the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east of 
Rt. 20S which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes and 

neighbhorhoods. 

CD  Pleas* add my/our namelsl to th» Mailing List.* 

I—| puat* delete my/our nameta) from the Mailing List. 

• Person, who hav. reoelv.d a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the projtcl Mailing List. 

1.  See response p. V-19. 

2> 



PROJECT 
DEVELOP' : 

•    D!V : ' 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISIRATION, =., ,.„ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTSUl"  ^ 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Uattawonan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 6 7:30 p.ni. 

NAME 

ADDRESS 

SUY£NYAA/Cr&    SO SOB    YM/Cr nneMAR.    t    '90 

^fN
A
T

8E    ADORE3S_LOj IA/J'^A/   /y/c 

riTv/TnwM      \AlAi-"t>onF       STATE        M J> ZIP CODE -2-° (-• r t 

Hw» wl»h to oomm«nl or Inqulr* about th» (ollowlno aapsota of thl» protect: 

Individually and la conjunction with th.  .upport of .my n.lghborhood. 

In addition  to Mr. can,  nor.  trucka of all  size,,   a. veil  »» bu...  re.ttltlno  from i 
plannad co-ut.r park t rid. at th. corn.r of «..   205 and 5 will",  trlveu"!  'htT 
bypa»,  co».qu.ntly th. nola. pollution vUl ultlmat.ly incr.aa. to unacc.ptlbl^ 
l.v.l..    Th.  a.f.ty factor 1. at,. v.ry high ri.k l.v.l ., v.ll,    Xaking cltiz«* to 
anter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a hloh «„..* t.L. clti«ns  to 
post.d speed limit  I.     tnr  !.»• ZT  ,   tl  Z * hlgh-sp.ed bypaaa,   no matter what the 
lluir hZlrt. " right turn, "<, U-tur" promot" » *«* ZxtotilLUX 

Rt "jo.*!^" ^ v"*1 '" * byP"S  ",, ,J0  ,,UI,!,0rt « »»•"  to th« ~*th and eoat of 
ne'lg^horho^.r *V• " t"'*"d0U*1' "«>"* ^P'" - r.aid.nti.l home,  .»d 

I—| pleat, add my/our named) to th* Mailing Uit.* 

CD Pl.a*. d.ltt. my/our nam.d) trom th* Mailing Ll*t. 

•P.rtont who have received a copy of Idle brochure through th* mall ar* alr.ady 
on th* project Mailing Lilt. 

1.  See response page V-19. 



M«te»woiiia»-Eitat«i. «• vl»»> to register our opin bypiSj through what is 
N. adamantly QSSSSS  any "Build "t.rn.tlve.  of Bt. 205 „ a byp.       ^ ^ ^^ 
predominately a residential area.  The State , proposa 1 tor    totall^unaceeptabi.. 
S dangerous B.ltvay —Ironm.nt in a residentla a ea vhle   ^  tlnltiaq  ltom  e 

in addition to more ears, more *'"*••'•"/*"• 'jOS ttnd 5 will be traveling this 
planned eom-mt.r park t rid. at the corner of Rts. IOS unacceptable 

nelghbhorhoodi.    ^j    ^J^jttV L-J WK 

U/AU/^r^ M} **6O( 

bypass to me non-n o«u •--. -- 
on residential homes, and    ^_/^[> 

I/Wk with .0 comm.nt ,r Ingu.r, about the toMow.ng a.peot, of thl. prol.cf 

T      UJ • (||.|f        |J./,^.'/;.      ^M-<     MM'^      f^f  

1 ***** M"*'— ^...i   , ,^   „.,! 
H^M^ 

>       I 1 I \ .-* I,     I.,11 

-1U rv 

r s 

CD Pl»»»» <>«lil» my/ouf namets) Ifom the Mailing Ll»t.  

«P.„ons who h.v. f.c.lv.d a copy ol thl. brochure tlwough the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

MaiylanduepaitmentonranspmStfon 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainof 

Hal Kassoff 
AdnwnisttalOf 

||ll    0      lOflQ 

Re:  Contract No. CH566-I5t-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS NO. 082039 

Richard E. Honaker, M.D. 
101 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Dr. HonaXer: 

Thanx you for your recent letter eupportlng the No-Build 
Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study. 

As described at the February 26th public bearing-. "B5uJ?rt 
traffic will continue to grow on MD 205, even with the Ho-3ulld 
Alternate.  Noise mitigation sites remain under consideration in 
the Mattawoman-Bstates area.  The Federal Highway Administration 
noise abatement criteria is estimated to be nar81°alJy,"c«"V 
at these locations in the design year (2015).  A decision wt 1 be 
made as to whether noise mitigation should be considered at this 
area in the design phase of this project. 

SXlE istlng MD 205 has a higher accident rate than ttte state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  This is because the median 
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles 
crossing or turning left on the highway.  Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would 
be more likely to occur with more lanes. 

vements proposed, four through lanes with outside 
Id accommodate the increasing commuter traffic as 
turns into and out of the resldentlally zoned land 
,e road.  The shoulder would serve as a combination 
eafcdown lane.  The ultimate highway improvement is 
a boulevard with a number of traffic signals it 
uture public street intersections.  The existing 40 
t would'remain.  This road has and will continue to 
'.ntersections and entrances.  This type design 
confused with a "beltway". 

The impro 
shoulders, wou 
well as right 
adjacent to th 
turning and br 
envisioned as 
existing and f 
mph speed Hml 
have at-grade 
should not se 

MD 205 skirts the Mattawoman-Bstates community on 1^3 
wes'ern edge.  Your suggestion for an alternate around your 
community would then pass close to the eastern edge of Plsefleld 
tn order to avoid me state parkland.  Our initial study r.as 
jhown that this alternate would require additional stream 
crossings (including Mattawoman Creek), likely impact grea-.er 

My leleohone number is 13011 333~llv5  

Teletypewriter lor Impelred Meerlng or Speech 
» " 565-0451 D.C Metro - 1-B00-48S-5082 Slitewlde Toll free „3-755S B.lt.mc,. MMro ^.-^^. --• ^    „„,,.„„   21203-07,7 

1.  See response p. V-31. 



Richard E. HonaHer, M.D. 
Page Two 

amounts "of wetland, and atlll lie adjacent to a number of 
residential areas.  This "bypass" would be almost twice as long 
(and expensive) to construct, with the livelihood that motorists 
would continue to take Mattawoman-Beantown Road as the shorter 
route.  For these reasons, we are proposing alternatives that 
Bake use of the Existing highway corridor. 

Recognizing your support for the no-build, if a build 
solution is selected, which option would you prefer:  turning 
movements requiring U-turns on MD 205, or the construction of a 
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagol Boad? 
Please call me toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 with your 
thoughts on this element of the project. 

Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your support for the 
No-Build Alternate has been noted and will be considered in the 
selection of alternates for this project. Your name has been 
verified as being on the project mailing Hat, so you will bo 
kept informed of any future decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
VI 
Project HAnager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VJ:aa 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Heehan 



Individually and In conjunction vlth the support of my neighborhood. 
Mattavoraan-Estates. we wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project.  ' 
We adamantly QEEflSB any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area.  The State-s proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangrrous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more ears, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned commuter park t. ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass) consequently the noise pollution wJLU ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels.  The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well.  Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit la. for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a 3UL£y SUfeliantiAl 

safety hasard. 

He do recognlxe the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east of 
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes and 
nelghbhorhoods. 

NAME ^(^L+^LJtfflMk 
»•?^E    ADDRESS PRINT 

i    /pi)   w/fWrtfaA^   Gr. 

.PATE-yflki ^ (fto »ys 

CITY/TOWN STATE. 

l/Wb wish to comment or InquYro about tho tollowlno aapccta ot thU prolect: 

3 a r..   L.JJ r l-h'^ii'M  **  &. &>£ HA, 'fl  ^ 

JJJL 

fitttn'rv.  A JJOO* tJ L 
'<u,ri«« vrfLfc ti&fa «*&••!* ". 4.     • -L I. • /I 

^L:.^ 'JStfY* rrr,t*s.tr> far   ^f^tLn  

t&M 
JhtAUt A    yw-w   £J+*i.±.A 

CD Pltaa. dalata my/our namel.l Irom the M^jUx^.^ ^^r^j. flu, r.^.n.-fr. «»^gy» 
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1.  See response p. V-19. 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S*c«lanr 
Hal Kassott 
AdmimiualOf 

JUL 3   1989 

He.  contract. NO.CH566- i5i-57i 
Proposea HD 5 Relocatea (MD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
PDMS MO.082039 

Mr. and Mrs. Michael Rltchlin 
126 Indian court 
valdorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. auchlln: 

ThanX you for your recent letter supporting the Ho-Bulld 
Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study. 

As described at t 
and through commuter t 
even with the No-Build 
under consideration in 
Highway Administration 
be marginally exceeded 
(2015). A decision wi 
should be considered a 
detailed air quality a 
indicated that no viol 
quality standards for 
result of the project: 

he February 26th public hearing, both local 
raffle will continue to grow on MD 205. 
Alternate. Noise mitigation sites remain 
the Mattawoman Estates area. The Federal 
noise abatement criteria is estimated to 
at these locations in the design year 

11 be made as to whether noise mitigation 
,t this area in the detail design; phase.  A 
nalysls was completed for this project, 
atlons of state or national ambient air 
carbon monoxide (CO) would occur as the 
even by the design year. 

!t 

sho 
wel 
ad 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  ?he proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  This is because the median 
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles 
crossing or turning left on the highway. Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would 
be more likely to occur with more lanes. 

The improvements proposed, four through lanes with outside 
Mulders, would accommodate the increasing commuter traffic as 
'l as r'gh* vjrns into and out of the resldentia:ly zoned -and 
jacent to :,-e road.  The shoulder would serve as a combination 

turning and breakdown lane.  Bus stops and bicycle travel could 
also be accommodated by the outside shoulder.  Pedestrians would 
be able t.o wa'X safely along a graded area behind ".he curb. The 
ultimate highway improvement is envisioned as a boulevard with a 
lumber of traffic signals at existing and future public strset 
intersections. The existing 10 mph speed limit would remain, 
•'his road nas. and will continue to have, at-grade '.ntersectlons 
.ina entrances.. This type'design should not be confused with a 
"beltway". 

My telephone number Is (301) 333-1105  

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hetrlng or Speech 
3.3-75S5 Balllmor. Metro  -  565-0. SI O.C. Metro -•<>°-"*:***2*X*'mM*  T0" F'" 

T0J North Calvert  St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 

v£ 



< 
I 

O 

Mr. and Mrs. Michael Rltchlln 
Page Two 

MD 205 skirts the Mattavoman-Eatatea community on its 
western edge.  Your suggestion for an alternate around your 
community would then pass close to the eastern edge of Plnefleld 
in order to avoid the state parXland. Our initial study has 
shown that this alternate would require additional stream 
crossings (including Hattawoman Creek), likely impact greater 
amounts of wetland, and still lie adjacent to a number of 
residential areas.  This "bypass" would be almost twice as long 
(and expensive) to construct, with the likelihood that motorists 
would continue to take Mattawoman-Beantown Boad as the shorter 
route.  For these reasons, we are proposing alternatives that 
make use of the enisting highway corridor.  The Bastern Bypass 
study has one preliminary alternate that would pass between 
Plnefleld and the state parkland,  other preliminary alternates 
are west of US 301 and do not address the MD 5 corridor problems. 

we are looking at restricting the number of shopping center 
access points from MD 205 in conjunction with each of the four 
interchange options.  The cemetery is not Impacted by any of our 
proposals, and Trinity Memorial Gardens to the south is only 
affected by one of the two build alternates at that location. 

Acknowledging your support for the no-build, if a build 
solution is selected, which option would you prefer:  turning 
aovements requiring U-turns on MD 205, or the construction of a 
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagel Hoad? 
Please call me toll free in Maryland.at i-80O-5<8-5O26 with your 
thoughts on this element of the project. 

Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your support for the 
No-Build Alternate has been noted and win be considered In the 
selection of alternates for this project.  Your name has been 
added or been verified to be on the project mailing list, so you 
win be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project. 

Very truly yours. 

by: 

LHE:VJ:as 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Victor Janata 
Project Manage> 
Project Planning Division 

N£ 
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MarylandDepartment ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trtinor 
itcrmry 

Hal Kasaoff 
Atfmnmfatof 

Mr.  Bell 3. Peder.en,  Director 
Office of Plannlni 4 Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Adalnlatratlon 
P.  0.  Box 717 
BaltUore, HD      21203-0717 

Dear Mr.  Pederaem 

Re i Contract Ho.i 
Project Namei 

CH566-151-571 
Propoaed MD5 Relocated(HD205) 
Mattawoman/Beaneown Road 
Exlaclng MO J to US 301 

Our fir- „.. developed plan, to operate a "^^\^t£££?. 

co go on record a. oppo.lng A tern.te Ho. 6 a. P'««»d ^ ^ ^po.ltlon. 
hearing. We vould aupport Alternate Ho. 5.  The reason tor o   vv 
are aa followat 

- Alternate Ho. 6 relocated would tpllt from exlatlng MD 5 approxl- 
iattw 24001 aouth of the exlatlng MD 5/MD 205 Intersection 
^ S. int. the b.alc .ll.hMnt of MD 205 by the end of Segment 
I  Redirecting exlatlng traffic would negatively Impact the 
succesa of our retail outlet. 

- The new location alternate require, a new traffic algn.l be 
in.talled at the tpllt vlthln 2400• of the exlatlng algnal 
It m MS/MD 5 which would remain.  Traffic wl.hlng to continue 
^or^ " i".tiS » 5 would be further burdened with the additional 

traffic algnal. 

. The alternate which we aupport would minimize properties affected. 
^«ht-of•iy reaulred. coat and environmental Impact, compared 
M  Alternate Ho 6.  The proposed 6-l.ne, divided roadway would 
£ "rt•S.I«;..iy handle future traffic need, at the Intersection 

of MD 205 and MD 5. » 

We .upport the State Highway Admlnl.tratlon'a «»«"" ""'"^ 
Z \  Relocated and would a.k con.lderatlon be given In "J^"1'1"^,^, 
rl«ht-of-w.y acquisition of existing property owners.  "•"}'•*"""•" 
Vo    5 wouW addre.a the need, of MD 205 by Incorporating •<"«*•»£ 
r^dw.y^r.fflc capacity, and would a.k that these comment, be -ad. 
a part of the permanent record on thl. .ubjeet. 

April 3. 1990 

Mr. Harry Mentzer 
Real Estate Representative 
The Hills Group 
Box E 
La Plata, Maryland  20646 

Dear Mr. Mentzer: 

Thank you for your March 9th letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study.  Your support for an improved MD 205 and 
specific preference for Alternate 5 has been noted and will be 
considered in the selection process. 

The operation of the 
between existing MD 5 and 
year. With the amount of 
development in close prox 
the desirable solution of 
displacement impacts. Th 
and presenting Segment I 
investigating the specifi 
the MD 5/MD 205 intersect 

Segment I - Alternate 5 intersection 
MD 205 will fail well before the design 
existing and approved commercial 

imity to the MD 5/MD 205 intersection, 
an interchange would create extensive 

at is the major reason for developing 
- Alternate 6.  We are currently 
c magnitude of impacts of replacing 
ion with an interchange. 

Thank you for identifying your position on the MD 205 
project.  The Wills Group is already enrolled on the project 
mailing list so you will be kept informed of any future decisions 
made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

Neil 3.   Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP:as 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

BOX E. IA fUTA. MARYLAND 20646 
MI/914-SI0I M2rt70-M15 

My l.laphona number is 1301) 33?-}llP 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
3.3-7553 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Malro -  1-.00-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free 

1. Within Segment I, the Selected Build Alternate includes an interim improve to upgrade the existing roadway to a 
four-lane undivided roadway.  When the intersection with MD 5 becomes unmanageable. Alternate 6 will be constructed. 



Mr. Kail J. Ptderitn 
Pig* 2 
March 9, 1990 

Tour conildaration of th« abova la greatly appreelatad. 

HM/Jp 

PC• Harry Brown 
Lock Villa 

Sincerely youra, 

Harry Mentzer 
Real Eataca Repraacntattva 

^ 
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Maryland DGpartm«nt of Transpor 
Stata Highway AdminlBtration 
Project Planning Division 
Po«t Of-fic» Box 717 
Baltlmor*. MD'21203 

D«ar Sir or Hadamai 

On Feburary 26, 1990, we attended the public hearing on contract 
number CH 366-131-571, Proposed MD 5 Relocated, Mattawoman-Beantown 
Road. We did not make written comments at that time but now wish to 
do «o. After reading the project brochure, we do not .upport «ny of 
the build alternatlvee. Our reamonm and concern* follow. 

Item 1. The future development plan for Charles County 
designates this region as primarily residential. Contray to what 
your brochure says on page 13 in the socio-economic environment 
section,a six-lane .major highway is inconsistent with the character 
of this region. 

Item 2. All the build options will di.turb or displace eKisting 
churches, private family dwellings, and family burial plots. There 
is no evidence that the State considered other less disruptive 
routes. 

Item 3. While the majority of the proposed expanded road is to 
be six lanei wide, the section from the railroad track to the MD 301 
intersection is to remain only four lanes. It is inconceivable that 
the State would spend >39-*51 million and leave a major bottleneck 

in the road. 

The rationale for not upgrading this section to the full six 
lanes is that the State wants to avoid right-of-way impacts at the 
shopping centers. The State is willing to displace private citizens, 
churches, and even burial plots but is reluctant to disturb 
commercial property. 

This section of MD 205 is dangerous because there are two 
shopping centers with multiple uncontrolled entrances and exits. The 
Charles County Zoning Board allowed this to ocur and has never 
corrected their poor decision. 

Item 4. Median openings are to be provided at all crossroads 
except at Indian Head Lane. This would deny the twenty-five families 
living along this road and the adjacent court the ability to make 
left turns onto MD 205. Rather, a convoluted bypass for Sub-Station 
Road is to be be built at a cost of SS0O-»700,000. A far better, and 
less expensive, solution is to simply provide a median opening at 
this crossroad. 

Item 3. A six-lane major highway through our residential area 

SSM 
~^.^' 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
S«cr«tMV 

Hal Kassoff 
AtfmJniarauf 

Re: 

uuiy 3, 1990 

contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
?DMS No. 082039 

Richard and Reglna DuOlckl 
1603 Harwich Drive' 
Waldorf. Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Oublcki: 

Than* you for your recent letter supporting the No-Build 
Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study. 

Because of environmental and economic constraints, we are 
seemng solutions to transportation problems that maximize the 
use of existing highway corridors and rlghts-of-way.  MD 205 Is 
being used by an increasing number of commuters who are avoiding 
the us 301/MD 5/MD 228 intersection.  Despite improvements that 
are planned for this intersection, we are still projecting that a 
considerable amounty of traffic will continue to use MD 205 as a 
shortcut. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads. The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  This is because the median 
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles 
crossing or turning left on the highway.  Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would 
be more llfcely to occur with more lanes. 

The improvements proposed, four through lanes with outside 
shoulders, would accommodate the increasing commuter traffic as 
well as right turns into and out of the residentially zoned land 
adjacent to the road.  ?he shoulder would serve as a combination 
turning and breaxcown lane.  Bus stops and bicycle travel could 
also be accommodated by the outside shoulder.  Pedestrians would 
be able to wain safely along a graded area behind the curb.  The 
ultimate highway isprovements are envisioned as a boulevard wi-.:» 
a number of traffic signals at existing and future public street 
intersections.  The existing «0 mph speed Halt would remain. 

under the proposed improvements there would be displacements 
of people and businesses depending on the alternates and options 
selected. The Messiah Lutheran Church would have to be displaced 
by any build alternate.  A number of steps have been taken to 
reduce residential impacts, such as alignment shifts and reducing 

My lelaphone number is (301) 333-»1 IPS  

Tslatypewrltar for Impalrtd Hearing or Speech 
303-7S55 Baltimore Metro - 585-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-«00-<»2-50e2 Statewide Toll Free 

.--   w  -.•..».,   e,      a.mmnr*    Uarvlund   21203-0717 
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raise* concerns concerns about future highway safety. Such a road 
Mill certainly become a high-speed thorough-fare for heavy truck 
traffic which will have significant negative impact on our rural 
environment. 

Currently, MD 203 is the major route for all school bus traffic 
to Thomas stone High School, John Hanson Middle School, and J. P. 
Ryon Elementary School from the Pinefield and White Oak communities 
and the Idlewood Trailer Park. These buses travel MD 205 from 7s00 
to 91oo AM and from 2:00 to 4i00 PM. We believe that our children 
should not have to compete with high speed dangerous truck traffic. 

Finally, please place us on the project mailing list, 
address is as followsi 

Richard and Regina Dubickl 
4603 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, MD 20601 

Sincerely; 

Our 

Richar 

Retina L. Dubickl 

a 1 chard and Regina Dubickl 
?ag£ Two 

the median width. "One of the 'oui:d alternates preoented at the 
February 26th public hearing. Segment il - Alternate 5/6. does 
Impact cemetery graves at the Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. 
The other alternate.presented that night, Segment 11 - Alternate 
5/6 Modified, does not impact any graves.  Ve have not yet 
reached any decisions regarding our alternate selection. 

that through the study process, we have developed 
win relieve the transportation problems along 
town Road.  The alternates include the 
of the MD 205 roadway to a curbed, four-lane 
with outside shoulders, as well as construction 

ge to replace or augment the US 301/MD 205 
only four lanes were proposed for MD 205 between 
railroad tracka because the solution is an. 
t a larger intersection.  That segment of roadway 
te with Interchange options A or B. and would be 
overpass with Interchange Options C or D.  We are 
noting the number of shopping center access 
205 in conjunction with each of the four 
ions. 

We believe 
alternates that 
Mattawoman-Bean 
reconstruction 
divided highway 
of an interchan 
Intersection, 
us 301 and the 
interchange, no 
would be adequa 
replaced by an 
looking at rest 
points from MD 
interchange opt 

safety was the reason no median opening at Indian Lane was 
recommended.  Sub-station Road, Indian Lane and Schlagle Road all 
intersect with MD 205 within 400 feet.  Queuing left-turn 
traffic, waiting to enter schlagle Road, would conflict with a 
median opening at Indian Lane.  An alternative to U-turns that we 
are still considering Is connecting Indian Lane to Schlagle Road. 

Your name has been added to tr.e project mailing list, so you 
win be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project. Thank you again for identifying your position on the 
study. We.appreciate your participation in the project planning 
process. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Sge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: •vCfajl 

'uHE:VFJ:a3 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. 

Victor F.' (Unala 
Project Marrager 
Project Planning Division 

Meehan 

1. 

2. 

3. 

See response p. V-7 and V-31. 

The access points to the shopping centers will be consolidated to one opening providing a safer condition. 
The roadway is designed with a 50 mph design speed (and will be posted alittle lower).  A high-speed throughfaxe 
is not proposed. or        o 

<£* 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATJO.N 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   l 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawcmaji/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday. February 26, 1990 « 7:30 p.m. 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 334   6m  fJAK ~b#- 

.DATE. ihaho 

r,TYfT^w>.  WfikbofiF        aTATE_^Q ZIP cooeJolOl 

|/W» with to comm»nt or Inquire about th» followlno a»P»ot» ot Ihli proleot: 

-i ^ 

_£/ 
-^ A 

tgj Plias* add my/our namt(t) to the Mailing List.* 

I—| puat* dtlata my/our namali) from th» Mailing Lltl. 

• Ptfjon* who have fecelved a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Maryland'Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Svcrtlarv 

Hal Kassoff 
Admlnlttralor 

June 27. 1990 

He: Contract N0.CH566-151-571 
Proposed KD 5 Relocated (HO 20$) 
Mattawoman-Beantovn Road 
PDHS Ho. 082039 

Ms. Joann Broderlclt 
239 Bar OaK Drive 
Waldorf. Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. Broderlck: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the HD 205 project 
planning study.  Your support for Alternate 5 In Segment I, 
Alternate 5/6 Modified in segment II. substation Options 2 or 3, 
and Interchange Option A or B have been noted and will be 
considered in the decision-making process. 

While the MD 5/MD 205 intersection operates at an adequate 
level, the future traffic growth will overload It.  An 
interchange win be needed.  Because of the extent of impacts It 
would have on adjacent existing or approved development. 
Alternate 6 was presented. 

Alternate 5/6 rs the one build alternate in Segment III. It 
follows the existing MD 205 corridor, with alignment shifts from 
side to side to minimize impacts to existing homes. 

Interchange Options C and D were presented as conventional 
interchange configuration solutions.  These designs would handle 
all the movements that the intersection now serves.  Interchange 
Options A and B only accommodate the major traffic movements; the 
signalized intersection would remain, but would have to handle 
much less traffic. 

My telwhone numb«r i» (301) 333-1105 

Telstypswrltar lor tmptlred Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - S«S-0«5tD.C. Metro - 1-eoO-*»»-5082 Statewide Tdl Free 

TOT North Catverl  St., Baltimore. Maryland 21S03-0T1T 

2. 
3. 
4. 
S. 

Segment I, AlternatP -6-was selected instead of Alternate 5.  While the recent improvements at the intersection of 
MD 205 with MD 5 provide initial relief, they will not provide adequate future traffic needs. 
Segment II, Alternate 5/6 Modified and Segment III, Alternate 5/6 have been selected. 
The ho-build has been selected for Sub-Station Road.  This will avoid wetland impacts or displacements. "T— 
Interchange Option A was selected. 
T^r ^f pr nr>'"T'",Tr" l' "-r ,^fl T^'l nr^''^ "fpd t"''v"r nnH'^t' -2> 



Ma. Joann Broderlc* 
Page Two 

Your name has been added to the project nailing list, eo you 
will be Kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project.  Than* you again for identifying your recommendations. 
We appreciate your participation in the project planning process. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: wfcn 
Victor t.  JanKta 
Project Kanafeer 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:a8 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Heehan 

o 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.n. 

NAME:  Randall A. & Deborah Simmons DATE 
ADDRESS:  109 Indian Lane 
CITY/TOWN Waldorf   STATE:  Maryland  ZIP CODE 

March 7, 1990 

20601 

We wish to conunent or inquire about the following aspects of this 

project: 

After attending your meeting held February 26, 1990, at Thomas 
Stone High School, we were left with the impression that this 
highway was being built regardless of what the community thought 
about it or what impact such a major highway would have on the 
people living in the area.  It leaves us to wonder what this task 
force was looking at when they drew up the plans for this road 
system. 

The need for better and safer roads in the Charles County area is 
needed, no doubt about that.  Anyone driving down 301 at rush 
houi1 knows exactly what a nightmare our road system is.  However, 
the need for a 6-lane highway through a residential area at 
Maryland Route 205 is not an answer to this problem. 

It appears that the State Highway Commission has taken over this 
project and it is not an issue that Charles County has any 
control over any longer; that the people who live in this area 
really do not have a choice.  We disagree.  The people who live 
in this area - must live with whatever havoc the State puts on us 
and that gives us the right to choose and voice our objections. 

Although a 4-lane highway was mentioned, the 6-lane highway was 
presented as the only option justified as "think big - don't 
build small so that in 20 years we need to rebuild."  That is all 
well and good but how can you justify not changing the 
intersection at Route 301 and Maryland Route 205, and how can you 
justify taking 6 lanes and narrowing it down to 4 lanes "creating 
a bottleneck of traffic" because you do not want to affect the 
shopping center?  What about the people who live on the road - 
why is the "consideration" not of the people but of the shopping 
center? 

The fact that the point of the intersection at Maryland Route 205 
and 301 is one of the highest accident points in the State of 
Maryland may be true, but if this is true why is this high 
accident intersection remaining unchanged? The accident rate has 
increased in this particular area mainly after a shopping center 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

JdH.l 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminiltrator 

June 27. 1990 

Re:  Contract No. CH566- 151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
?DMS No. 082039 

Mr. R. A. Simmons 
109 Indian Lane 
valdorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Simmons: 

Than* you for your recent letter supporting the No-Build 
Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study. 

As described at the February 26th public hearing, commuter 
traffic will continue to grow on KD 205. even with the No-Build 
Alternate.  Noise mitigation sites remain under consideration ^n 
the Mattawoman-Estates area.  The Federal Highway Administration 
noise abatement criteria is estimated to be marginally exceeded 
at these locations in the design year (2015).  A decision will be 
made as to whether noise mitigation should be considered at this 
area in the design phase of this project. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  This is because the median 
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles 
crossing or turning left on the highway.  Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would 
be more lixely to occur with more lanes. 

vements proposed, four through lanes with outside 
id accommodate the increasing commuter traffic, as 
turns into and out of the residentlally zoned land 
e road.  The shoulder would serve as a combination 
eaXdown lane.  The ultimate highway improvements 
as a boulevard with a number ofkrafflc signals at 

uture public street intersectionst    The existing 40 
t would remain. This road has an<? will continue to 
intersections and entrances. This type design 
confused with a "beltway". 
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My Mlephon* numbar is 1301). 333-1105 



was built on the corner.  The same corner that is not going to be 
changed with the construction of the new road.  Now tell us this 
- taking the scenario of the existing 2-lane road and making it 
6-lanes, narrowing down to the existing 4-lanes at the same high 
accident intersection and not changing anything about the high 
accident Intersection, wouldn't logic dictate that the rate of 
accidents is only going to increase, not decrease.  Wouldn't a 
better plan be one of which dealt with the intersection first - 
then in later studies see what would be needed and beneficial to 
the community. 

The "safety" issue has not been mentioned.  How safe will it be 
to live in a house directly on this 6-lane highway? What of the 
small children which live in these housing developments?  How 
will this affect children getting on and off the school bus?  How 
will their lives be affected by the increased volume of traffic? 
How is the increase in speeding vehicles going to be controlled? 

Next, as a resident of Mattawoman Estates, Indian Lane, we feel 
that the magnitude of losing the right of way into our housing 
development needs to be looked into further.  Without direct 
access into our subdivision, our only option is one of making a 
U-turn at Schlagle Road across three lanes of traffic which is 
suicide.  Or as an alternate putting in an access road in the 
cul-de-sac which still leaves you making a left turn across three 
lanes of traffic without the aid of a traffic signal. 

Finally, it has come to our attention that the primary purpose 
for rebuilding and extending Maryland Route 205 may not even be 
for the average citizens, but rather for those wealthy 
influential developers and landowners who want to develop 
property along the new highway. 

We feel that a stronger study needs to be done and that other 
options need to be taken into consideration.  Preferably one that 
does not interfere with a residential area.  Until further 
studies are performed and other options presented we feel that at 
this time- a "No-build" situation exists. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration in this matter.  We 
would hope to hear from you at your earliest convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. & Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 

Mr. R.A. Simmons 
Page Two 

HD 205 skirts the Mattawoman-Estates community on its 
western edge.  Your suggestion for an alternate around your 
community would then pass close to the eastern edge or Plnefleld 
in order to avoid the state parkland.  Our initial study has 
shown tnat this alternate would require additional stream 
crossings (including Mattawoman Creek), likely impact greater 
amounts of wetland, and still lie adjacent to a number of 
residential areas.  This "bypass" would he almost twice as long 
(and expensive) to construct, with the likelihood that motorists 
would continue to take Hattawoman-Beantown Boad as the shorter 
route.  For these reasons, we are proposing alternatives that 
make use of the existing highway corridor. 

Recognizing your support for the no-bulld, If a build 
solution is selected, which option would you prefer:  turning 
movements requiring U-turns on HD 205i or the construction of a 
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagel Road? 
Please call me toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 with your 
thoughts on this element or the project. 

Thank you for sharing your concerns.  Your support for the 
Ho-'Build Alternate has been noted and will be considered in the 
selection of alternates for this project.  Your name has been 
added or been verified to be on the project mailing list, so you 
win be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VJ:as 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. 

vi< 
Project HMiager 
Project Planning Division 

Meehan 

See response p. V-7 
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Maryland Departmetit ofTransportavon 
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0 RlchinJ H. Trilnof 
Secrttary 

i^,    Sltphttn Q.-Z^ntz 
Dapuiy fe»cllnr^J 

March 26, 1990 

Mr. and Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 
109 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Simmons: 

Thank you for your March 7th letter which raises a number of issues about the 
ongoing planning study for improvements to MD 205 (Mattawoman-Beantown Road) in 
Waldorf.  I am responding on behalf of Messrs. Kassoff, Pederscn, Meehan and Janata. 

No final decisions have yet been made concerning improvements to MD 205. The 
purpose of the study is to develop alternative solutions to address the transportation 
problem, and document the comparative impacts that result.  Your input is welcomed as 
valuable factors in the project planning process. 

As described at the February 26th public hearing, commuter traffic will continue 
to grow on MD 205. A six-lane divided highway improvement represents an ultimate 
solution that is needed by the year 2015.  Interim improvements with fewer lanes may be 
feasible. The improvements proposed would accommodate the increasing commuter 
traffic, as well as turning movements into and out of the residentially zoned land adjacent 
to the road. In effect, the third lane in each direction would serve as a turning lane. 

The existing US 301/MD 205 intersection is identified as a high-accident location. 
As stated at the recent public hearing the ultimate solution to the intersection is an 
interchange that would replace the existing intersection.  Four interchange options were 
presented at the hearing. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the statewide average for similar 
type roads. The proposed improvement would significantly reduce that rate. The 
proposed median would act. as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles crossing or 
turning left on the highway, and gaps in the highway traffic would be more likely to occur 
with more lanes. 

RECEIVED 
MAR   »  890 

,4/^ 
DEV-^iaaclndian Lane 

P"Waldorf,  Maryland    20601 
SECRETARY OF March 7,   1990 

TRANSPORTATioifta |3   o yi:., -SO 
Honorable Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 
Depanoent of Transportation 
Post Office Box 8755 
BWI Airport 
Baltimore, Maryland 21240 

Dear Secretary Trainor: 

We are requesting your assistance in the natter of the expansion 
of Mattawoman-Beantown Road, Maryland Route 205.  Contract 
Number:  CH 566-151-571. 

After attending a meeting held February 26, 1990, at Thomas Stone 
High School by the State Highway Commission, we were left with 
the impression that this highway was being built regardless of 
what the community thought about it or what impact such a major 
highway would have on the people living in the area.  It leaves 
us to wonder what this task force was looking at when they drew 
up the plans for this road system. 

The need for better and safer roads in the Charles County area is 
needed, no doubt about that.  Anyone driving down 301 at rush 
hour knows exactly what a nightmare our road system is.  However, 
the need for a 6-lane highway through a residential area at 
Maryland Route 205 is not an answer to this problem. 

It appears that the State Highway Commission has taken over this 
project and it is not an issue that Charles County has any 
control over any longer; that the people who live in this area 
really do not have a choice.  We disagree. The people who live 
in this area - must live with whatever havoc the State puts on us 
and that gives us the right to choose and voice our objections. 

Although a 4-lane highway was mentioned, the 6-lane highway was 
presented as the only option justified as "think big - don't 
build small so that in 20 years we need to rebuild." That is all 
well and good but how can you justify not changing the 
intersection at Route 301 and Maryland Route 205, and how can you 
justify taking 6 lanes and narrowing it down to 4 lanes "creating 
a bottleneck of traffic" because you do not want to affect the 
shopping center?  What about the people who live on the road - 
why is the "consideration" not of the people but of the shopping 
center? 

The fact that the point of the intersection at Maryland Route 205 
and 301 is one of the highest accident points in the State of 
Maryland may be true, but if this is true why is this high 
accident intersection remaining unchanged? The accident rate has 
increased in this particular area mainly after a shopping center 

My (•(•phona numbar H 1301). . 859-7397 
TTY fot ma Da»l: (301) U«-e9l9 

PMt Offica no, ftTSS BaNinuwa/Washtnoion Imamalional Airoot. MirvUnd 21240475S 



Mr. and Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 
Page Two 

Honorable Richard H.  Trainor 

Safety was the reason no median opening at Indian Lane was recommended. An 
alternative to U-tums that we are still considering is connecting Indian Lane to Schlagle 
Road. Determining whether a traffic signal is warranted at Indian Lane will be done 
when the project nears the construction phase. The ultimate highway improvements are 
envisioned as a boulevard with a number of traffic signals at existing and future public 
street intersections. 

A number of steps have been taken to reduce residential impacts, such as 
alignment shifts and reducing the median width. 

Thank you for sharing your concerns. For additional information, please feel free 
to contact Mr. Neil Pedersen, Director of the Office of Planning and Preliminary 
Engineering for the Stale Highway Administration. Mr. Pedersen's telephone number is 
(301) 333-1110. 

Sincerely, 

RHT:as 

cc:      Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Vic Janata 

shard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

was built on the corner.  The same corner that is not going to ba 
changed with the construction of the new road.  How tell us this 
- taking the scenario of the existing 2-lane road and making it 
6-lanes, narrowing down to the existing 4-lanes at the sane high 
accident intersection and not changing anything about the high 
accident intersection, wouldn't logic dictate that the rate of 
accidents is only going to increase, not decrease.  Wouldn't a 
better plan be one of which dealt with the intersection first - 
then in later studies see what would be needed and beneficial to 
the community. 

The "safety" issue has not been mentioned.  How safe wili it ba 
to live in a house directly on this 6-lane highway?  what of th« 
small children which live in these housing developments? How 
will this affect children getting on and off the school bus?  How 
will their lives be affected by the increased volume of traffic? 
How is the increase in speeding vehicles going to be controlled? 

Next, as a resident of Hattawoman Estates, Indian Lane, we feel 
that the magnitude of losing the right of way into our housing 
development needs to be looked into further.  Without direct 
access into our subdivision, our only option is one of making a 
U-turn at Schlagle Road across three lanes of traffic which is 
suicide.  Or as an alternate putting in an access road in the 
cul-de-sac which still leaves you making a left turn across three 
lanes of traffic without the aid of a traffic signal. 

Finally, it has come to our attention that the primary purpose 
for rebuilding and extending Maryland Route 205 may not even be 
for the average citizens, but rather for those wealthy 
influential developers and landowners who want to develop 
property along the new highway. 

We feel that a stronger study needs to be done and that other 
options need to be taken into consideration.  Preferably one that 
does not interfere with a residential area.  Until further 
studies are performed and other options presented we feel that at 
this time a "No-build" situation exists. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration in this matter, 
would hope to hear from you at your earliest convenience. 

We 

Sincerely, 

nv ^nru*. {l&tttcjx o-. >, 
Mr.   & Mrs.  Randall A.  Simmons 

1.  See response p. V-7 



bcc    Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. John D. Bruck 
Mr. John M. Contestabile 

Honorable Richard H. Trainor 

Identical letter sent to: 

Coimnissioner Murray D. Levy 
Conunissioner Nancy J. Stefton 
Commissioner Thomas Mac Middleton 
Honorable Barbara A. MiJculski 
Honorable James C. Simpson 
Honorable John R. Wood, Jr. 
Honorable Michael J. Sprague 
Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes 
Honorable Roy Dyson 
Honorable Samuel C. 
Honorable Thomas V. 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. Hal Kassofr 
Mr. Michael Rothenheber 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Victor Janata 

Linton 
"Mike" Miller, Jr. 
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I 
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109 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 
March 20, 1990 

p(b 

20601 

Maryland Department ofTransportatton 
TJis Socrsluy'j Oltlc* 

/rilllui OotuM SchMftr 
Govwnor 

Richard H. Tralnor 

Sltphtn O. 2tnti 
0«puty 5«a««ly 

Honorable William D. Schaefer 
Governor of Maryland 
State House 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

Dear Governor Schaefer: 

We are requesting your assistance in the matter of the expansion 
of Mattavoman-Beantown Road, Maryland Route 205.  Contract 
Number:  CH 566-151-571. 

After attending a meeting held February 26, 1990, at Thomas stone 
High School by the State Highway Commission, we were left with 
the impression that this highway was being built regardless of 
what the community thought about it or what impact such a major 
highway would have on the people living in the area.  It leaves 
us to wonder what this task force was looking at when they drew 
up the plans for this road system. 

The need for better and safer roads in the Charles County area is 
needed, no doubt about that.  Anyone driving down 301 at rush 
hour knows exactly what a nightmare our road system is.  However, 
the need for a 6-lane highway through a residential area at 
Maryland Route 205 is not an answer to this problem. 

It appears that the State Highway Commission has taken over this 
project and it is not an issue that Charles County has any 
control over any longer; that the people who live in this area 
really do not have a choice.  We disagree.  The people who live 
in this area - pust live with whatever havoc the State puts on. us 
and that gives us the right to choose and voice our objections. 

Although a 4-lane highway was mentioned, the 6-lane highway was 
presented as the only option justified as "think big - don't 
build small so that in 20 years we need to rebuild." That is all 
well and good but how can you justify not changing the . 
intersection at Route 301 and Maryland Route 205, and how can you 
justify taking 6 lanes and narrowing it down to 4 lanes "creating 
a bottleneck of traffic" because you do not want to affect the 
shopping center? What about the people who live on the road - 
why is the "consideration" not of the people but of the shopping 
center? 

The fact that the point of the intersection at Maryland Route 205 
and 301 is one of the highest accident points in the State of 
Maryland may be true, but if this is true why is this high 
accident intersection remaining unchanged? The accident rate has 
increased in this particular area mainly after a shopping center 
was built on the corner.  The same corner that is not going to be 
changed with the construction of the new road.  Now tell us this 

April 17, 1990 

Mr. and Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 
109 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland  20o01 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Simmons: 

Governor William Donald Schaefer asked me to thank you for your recent letter 
regarding the ongoing planning study for improvements to MD 205 (Mattawoman- 
Beantown Road) in Waldorf. The Governor also asked me to respond to you directly. 

It appears your letter to the Governor and my response to your earlier letter 
crossed in the mail.  I hope my March 26th letter to you adequately addressed your 
concerns.  If you have any questions please don't hesitate to contact Mr. Neil Pedersen, 
Director of Planning and Preliminary Engineering. Mr. Pedersen may be reached at 333- 
1110. 

Thank you for sharing your concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Rfehard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

RHT/t 

The Honorable William Donald Schaefer' 
Mr. Hal Kassoff 

My IvteptiorM numtef It (301>- . «^<).7tq7 

TTY For mt Otal: (301) 6S4-t91B 

Post Ottlci Box 8759. EUnimort/Wtshington ImimtliofMi Airpon. Maryland 212404735 
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Honorable William D. Schaefer 2 

- taking the scenario of the existing 2-lane road and making it 
6-lanes, narrowing down to the existing 4-lanes at the same high 
accident intersection and not changing anything about the high 
accident intersection, wouldn't logic dictate that the rate of 
accidents is only going to increase, not decrease.  Wouldn't a 
better plan be one of which dealt with the intersection first - 
then in later studies see what would be needed and beneficial to 
the community. 

The "safety" issue has not been mentioned.  How safe will it be 
to live in a house directly on this 6-lane highway? What of the 
small children which live in these housing developments?  How 
will this affect children getting on and off the school bus? How 
will their lives be affected by the increased volume of traffic? 
How is the increase in speeding vehicles going to be controlled? 

Next, as a resident of Mattawoman Estates, Indian Lane, we feel 
that the magnitude of losing the right of way into our housing 
development needs to be looked into further.  Without direct 
access into our subdivision, our only option is one of making a 
U-turn at Schlagle Road across three lanes of traffic which is 
suicide.  Or as an alternate putting in an access road in the 
cul-de-sac which still leaves you making a left turn across three 
lanes of traffic without the aid of a traffic signal. 

Finally, it has come to our attention that the primary purpose 
for rebuilding and extending Maryland Route 205 may not even be 
for the average citizens, but rather for those wealthy 
influential developers and landowners who want to develop 
property along the new highway. 

We feel that a stronger study needs to be done and that other 
options need to be taken into consideration.  Preferably one that 
does not interfere with a residential area.  Until further 
studies are performed and other options presented we feel that at 
this time a "No-build" situation exists. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration in this matter.  We 
would hope to hear from you at your earliest convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. & Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 

1.  See response p. V-7 ^ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATYO^J i.    j •c-, 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Kattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to OS 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Uonday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME        MR.   AND MRS.   .lAMES  E.   ROCHE .DATE. 3/15/90 

pmNT3E   ADDRESS    Rr.  70^.   Rnx 201 

(MTVITOWM   Waldorf .STATE. .ZIP p.nnp on,f.n-\ 

l/W» wish to comment or Inquire about the (ollowlng aapectaot Ihla prelect: 

. WE are very much OPPOSED to a large highway especially a 6-lane. We_ 

have resided on Rt. 205 (4 houses N of Lonewood on one acre) for 20 vrs.; 

we are retired and on fixed Income. -WP FEAR rplnralMnnl—Mp ?rp very , 

much concerned Tnf   Sr«r«- wM 1 nrvr pny pnniiah fn rplnrarp nur iinmo nr  

lot equal to present.  I have worked mv whole life for mv present hore! 

If not relocated, the road most certainly will come closer to us.  The 

NOISE factor is another consideration. 'The heavy truck traffic Is tea 

much now! ySPEED will be another worry.  Traffic goes 50 mph now In a 

40 mph zone.^faster speeds for larger highways equals more accidents 

and deaths. Although there Is backup, It does move continually and 

traffic clears.  Why widen a road to 6 lanes only 2 miles lone that takes 

3 minutes to travel just so there Is congestion at either end (Hurry Vp 

And Walt Is not the answer)!  Big road and small exits make no sense: 

Nplrher does spending $12 million more for 2 additional lanes. Cov. 5hat 

fer savs we are spending too much now—why throw money away? /-ATSQ, east 

— slders must hp nhle t.n cms*   over rn go south (flfl 7. nf rlmp, UP ti,irr_ 
left out of our driveway.) If a 4-lane Is constructed, we DO NOT WANT a 

mpHlnn. yRpsldpnf<i do nor want 11-rnrns, Tr Is nnt fitr to ta^f grassy 
Eore land than needed to hav 
parinchps fnr rpsfripnts. He. ve a m 

nrp tYFH.S  too, MaKo  o  middle   turn  .one 
but  absolutely no median  strip!!!     SUGGESTION: »'Why not   Just  construct 
road  on  nppn  1 xnA   pacr   ^f   nr 20-5—(bahlnd  rncldancac)—and  ouor  wet lends? 

m Pl««»» add my/our namdt) to th» Milling Llit.» 

r~l p|*ii* d*1*tt my/our n*m«(i) from the Mailing List. 

• Ptrsona who hav* rccslved a copy ol this brochure through the mall ire already 
on the project Mailing Ll»t. 

Mary/and Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
.•cftianr 

Hal Kastoff 
Atfminittralof 

xay :B, -990 

Contract So. 566-i5'-57' 
Proposed MD 5 3elocated {MD 205) 
Xattawonan-Beantown Soad 
PDXS No. 082039 

ae: 

y.r. and Mrs. Jaaes S. aoche 
Houte 205. 3ox 20: 
Waldorf. Marylar.c 2060: 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. aociie: 

Thank you :or your recent letter opposing proposed 
laprovements to MD 205 taat are currently under study. 

Based on a rsview of the study alternates in front of your 
Jiome. we would only ^ave to acquire some frontage from your 
property.  You would not be relocated. 

The proposed isprovesents would accommodate the increasing 
commuter traffic, as well as turning movements into and out of 
the residentialiy zoned land adjacent to the road.  In effect, 
the third lane ir. each direction would serve as a turning lane, 
•"he ultimate highway improvements are envisioned as a boulevard 
with a number of traffic signals at existing and future public 
street intersections.  The existing 40 mph speed Halt would 
remain. 

if the outcome o: our study is a build solution, the 
engineering phase would involve the detailed design of a roadway 
j'rer^ate. including laprovement of intersection aoveaents at MD 
=.. aM an interchange option at US 301.  While the KD 205 project 
is not prograaaed for construction, the widening of US 301 to six 
through lanes is scheduled to begin this year. 

(A 
of 

• v 

zo 
or 
wo 

A 
lan 

erna 
he h 
r. • ng 
age 
'. f 1 c 
for 

urn: 
d be 

ve-lar.e curbed roadway with a continuous center left- 
e was studied and presented in the initial study stage 
te 2).  :-. was dropped froi further consideration because 
igh accident rate associated with this type roadway. 
XD l,05 r.as a higher accident rate than the statewide 

••or 31 = 1'. ir v/pe roads.  The proposed laproveaent would 
antly reduce that rate.  The aedian would act -is a safety 
any pedestrians or vehicles at median openings, crossing 

ng left on the highway,  fiaps in the highway traffic 
core '.'.'it'.'/  to occur with more lanes; 

My itlephont number is 1301) 133-1 105 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired He>rln« or Speech iietypewrner ror impair.o .........y >"-•"""•    „_,,,- »-,, «... 
3.3-7555 Belllmor. Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - '-'OO-'V.-^'nfi? 

707 North divert  St.. Beltlmore. Merylend 21203-07t7 

1.     See  response p.   V-19 
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:4r. ana Xrs. Jaaes £. 3ocr;e 
Page Two 

Your suggestion zo  relocate :<3 205 ^o cr.e easi would resui: 
la :any r.ew azmiz  ar.i •**•..IT.C  crossings, anc inpac: =aay nore 
acres of wetland,  "or. T.iiose reasons, we are proposing 
alternatives tMt sake use o:" tr.e existing Highway corridor. 

Your opposition to ".r.y of tne roadway Puild alternates Sas 
seen noted and win %je considered m tne deterainatloa of an 
alternate.   Your r.aae Sas aeen acdec to tae project nailing 
list, so you will ie kept informed of any future decisions Bade 
on this project. ?han:< you again for Identifying your position. 

Very truly yours. 

Louis H. 2ge. Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning tad 
Preiiainary Snglaeerlag 

< 
I 
00 

.X5:VJ:as 

victor Jinata. project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

Edwar; v..  Xseiian 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Uattawonan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to OS 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME '^t-^.fit.-'--    *£•   - T £c-ii-fss<J Km^nAfiJ./l/ff* 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

innaFgs/7^ 2   St. SfJ^^jiAt'/sJi (AM^^. 

riTV/rnwu/L^ft^/^t^^       STATE fhHAilf^A'     ZIP  COQErftidr /%  

I/We wl»h lo comment of Inquire about the following aspecU-of thla prolect: 

J-<u/*f(j. r*"? ft+ujfiTJt.K' HLS-* >irSs>  (> 

fiyy-Ls   k-US-YL 1 

'"-^ '-^ - 

7 •       0 ,    -A.   -H 

I—I p|»as« add my/our nam*(») to IH» Mailing List.* 

I—I pititi dsUta my/our namsls) from the Malting List. 

• Persons who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the pro|ect Mailing List. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S*cr alary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admin! tuator 

April 11, 1990 

Re:  Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed HD 5 Relocated (HO 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS No.082039 

Ms. Louise E. Flesher 
14103 S. Springfield Road 
Brandywine, Maryland  20613 

Dear Ms. Flesher: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of improvement 
studies for MD 205. 

, 'It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery.  We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and 
documenting the impacts that would result.  One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves.  The other 
alternate presented that night, Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves.  We have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of our team recommendation. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

Your name(s) has been added to or verified to be on the 
project mailing list, so that you will be kept informed of any 
decisions reached on the MD 205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VFJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Victor F.  J^r/ata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

My lelephona numtwr is (ini> Ttt-tin^ 

Tglatypewrltar tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
3S3-755S Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-50S2 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Cilvaft  St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 

See response p. V-3 
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STATE HIGHWAY-ADMINISTRATION    I'.,?!    1 21IM '90 
' QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MO S Relocated (MD 205) 

Muttawareoi/Beantown Ro&d 
Existing MD 5 to U3 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 19©0 0 7:30 p.m. 

PWNT6    ADDRESS     ftS      ^      ^C^        /7^J/  

riTV/TOWM  tOfrti  .    l-l^Orl    STATE     P0 d ' ZIP  CODEAl&L&L- 

l/W» wUh lo comment or Inquire about th* following aepectsof thl» projsot: 

NAME 

vS     (M^OQ^.        <Qcm'^        ITk^k'.       ^^       rUxMnV/K      /ft//>/g 

^vVw ^OCV^A^L^^        rt^A     Htv/:      ^x^JX      O^ 

M/wc/aS C>r\rM\r,-       J^I-^A        rOj^TT^,-/-    / 

vilXo     u~  XJUVA      "7A      Qyyjxw    Vlu-v^:—CvJ"'>> 

j'^i    -Loh.-w     oQ^       ry~     -^CVA ^  as     r^/o     t^ 

•rif\r.,-»0      Q.    ^'^x^)       KntJ^fS o<-J V6, ^       gK^^      ^/^   r-^ 

rtif        rc^r^V 
Hr.  Victor -'"niitiM Room 506 
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, HO. 21203  

£JEf Pltat* add my/our n»m»(«) to tha Malllnj Ll»l.« 

l~~l pit*** dalat* my/our namtld from the Mailing (.let. 
• P.tion. who ha»« f«e«lv»d a copy of this  brochure through  the moll are already 

on  Iho  •>r'«l»et  VaM'--  '.!jt. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 

Hal KaaaoH 

April 11, 1990 

Re:  Contract Ho. CH566-151-571 
Proposed HD 5 Relocated (KD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantovm Road 
PDHS HO.082039 

Hs. Patricia Mae Strader 
Route 2 BOX 179Y 
Indian Head, Maryland 20640 

Dear Ms. Strader: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing inpacts to the 
Trinit? Semo?ial Gardens Cemetery as the result of i»Prov.-ent 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cenetery.  We are charged witlr   —-• 
developing alternate solutions to transportation Problems; and- 
docvmenting the inpacts that would result.  One of the build 
alt^nate39Presented at the February 26th public hearing, Seg»ent 

XI - Alternate 5/6, does impact e*****?*••*-••* t/l 
alternate presented that night, Segraent II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves.  We have not "ached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of our team recommendation. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

Your name(s) has been added to or verified to be on the 
project Milin^ list, so that you will be kept infonaed of any 
decisions reached on the MD 205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VFJ:kw 
cc:     Mr.   Edward H.  Meehan 

Victor  F.   Ofajiata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

My lelephona numtxr It (301) 331-110'' 

Taiatvn«wrlt*f for Impaired Hearing or Spaecfc 

1.  See response p. V-3 vJ^ 
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PROJcGT 
UEVEL0P;:r'.T 

STATE HIQHWAY-ADMlNISTRAflO^    9 " M '30 
' QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

NAME 

Contract No. CM 668-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Hatt»\wiran/BeaJitcwTi Bead 
Existing MD 5 to 03 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 O 7:30 p.m. 

^///tjatS     f.     MATH CMS .DATE. 3*-- 2.C-9 0 

ftEASE    ADPRBSS     ^0 •    ^^    ^ ^ 

,..TwTrtwu   glfXifxtf    /Pc/ aTATg_i^- ZIP CODE  3 * f /6 

l/W» wl»h to oomm«nt or Inquire about the lollowlnq aapeclaot thlt pro]eoi; 

?b<t~~*- j%. ^ydtzr 

Mr    Vir.t-.nr .Innnta Room 5Q6 

707 North Calvert St.,  Baltimore, HO.  21203 

I—| pitata add my/our namalt) to th» Mailing Ll»t.» 

r~l ri»«»» d*l*t» my/our namttd from the Mailing Uat. 

•Panona who hava raealvad a copy ot thlj bfochuta through tha mall are already 
on  1h»  -iroUet  Mall'i-  Mat. 

1.  See response p. V-3 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Sacnucy 
Hal Kassoff 
AOmMutUMO* 

April   11,   1990 

Re:  Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantovm Road 
PDHS No.082039 

Mr. Charles F. Mathews 
P.O. Box 36 
Bryans Road, Maryland  20616 

Dear Mr. Mathews: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of improvement 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery. We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and . „. 
documenting the impacts that would result.  One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves. The other 
alternate presented that night. Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves. We have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of our team recommendation. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

Your name(s) has been added to or verified to be on the 
project mailing list, so that you will be kept informed of any 
decisions reached on the MD 205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: ^ 

LHE:VFJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. 

Victor FJ^yanata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

Meehan 

My talaphont numtxr is 13011        333-1105- 

Ttlalypawrlur tor Impilrad H.trlng or Sp««cti 
393-7555 Btlllmor* Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Mrtro - 1-e00-«»2-50eZ SIMawlda  Toll Fraa 

rnr North Calvurt  St.. Btltlmora. Maryland 21203-0717 

\& 
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STATE HIQHWAYADMINIS'WXTION1 f/'} '"/J 
' QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MO 205) 

Mattawcmm/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME -h?^ fylul. <g;,J? Tipcthroo 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. lox v /IA /narl/Pto)i>  £i> • 

j>Ktz^/£/?4 

nTV/TnwM./Pigj//?^ fy.        STATE     tTrfD ZIP Cone rOdC/Zo 

l/W> with to comm«nt or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

#f*uio*y r/tfit /<? <c//>p*<Fn tit 30 r/zyy/zr^. 

fiey   flu/JO/Eb   rUESK.tVE    "> BUT   tHZo i/g H R\{\E£ y 

gpT  vzfiyr i}e'<,--t   »T r:!*£•<.. ftj-'s M/fpr^Q 
Vr>*. .^nilll     to Dn    ulbulh     J-FGlPgUH     Q P.       

+*/rt?Ai  /JP.   7~-t"   iDfiULl?   RE.   Li K-f=   Li*//N <? 

RNr>   7   KAA*»>   9,?-^/?   />j=60L/*   /^./=L 77//? 
T///ZS/I (?/?F>\r£S 

.S^A/} £  it)/9y    jzr**    »   AZauf;- rf>iL <*/?»>?tfafiy 
<*•   A    rteu'.tffTA//.     PLaflK     TA    /ili'lRP     OUR 
U-fiV^ft   AAf/TS,//,'^ my /Jus'/?•/? /MH)Df)/?. mftefs 

7>.Kf4<.>hFe Pen Pie* f^rl :MJS «4 J/u/Pff 5 ,  
Mr.   Victor .lannl-.a noom TiOS 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore. HU. 21203 

VLZ Pliate add my/&ui-a*m-*(») to the Mailing Ll«t.« 

CI3 Plea** delete my/our namelt) from the Mailing Llet. 

*P«t»oni  who have received a copy ol this  brochure through the mall are already 
on  ih*  iroltcl  Mallli-  '.!jt. 

Maryland'Departmentoflransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
SaernatT 
Hal Kassoff 
Admintsvaler 

April 11, 1990 

Re:  Contract Mo. CH566-151-571 
Proposed KD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS NO.082039 

Mr. & Mrs. Earl Hathews 
Box 4 H. Mathews Road 
Bryans Road, Maryland  20616 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Mathews: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of improvenent 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery.  We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and 
documenting the impacts that would result.  One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves.  The other 
alternate presented that night, Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves. He have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of our team recommendation. 
Thank you again for Identifying your position. 

Your name(s) has been added to or verified to be on the 
project mailing list, so that you will be kept informed of any 
decisions reached on the MD 205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

elimim 

ojK 

LHE:VFJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. 

Victor F. J^a/iata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

Meehan 

My Ulephon. number is (3011 333-1105 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hwlno or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Matro - 565-045t O.C. Metro - 1-600-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

jm Mnrih Caivtrt  St.. Baltlmor*. Maryland 21203-07t7 

1.     See  response  p.   V-3 ^r 
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NAME 

STATE HIQHWAYADMINISTRATiai 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract Ho. CH 568-131-571 
Proposed MD S Relocated (MO 205) 

Mattawcnafl/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Publlo Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1900 0 7:30 p.m. 

ui o .- 'xnt'so 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. ^ M. Ma^visTrl 

-DATE. A^lsa. 

^TV/TnwM?^(i^nS^X/flaTATB. hQ ZDJ ZIP CODEpfXpflP _ 
l/W« with to comment or Inquire about the following aepectvot this projeot: 

x-r is 

£ri 
^w>.l;p<:   cnKccgr.^. all   0^    hSW   fatni 

^ _.    i /i . i 

Ji2ij o((0 

vvrtjnr^    r\Nini^u    ^IMLI^UI-N ^n^. \JI 

\<rm> 

4f>   An.^^ tkr 
o..   _y_ dOrvH- 

-^^ic.p. 
i?   T   rnxU   4ncp    hAi/i^vt   -fo   do bk 

^iin'fPM d./ j 

SES^^: 
Mr.   Victor Janata Room 506 

707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore, HO. 212U3 

PEJ Plaate add my/our namtlt) to tha Malllnu Llat.« 

I    I Pi«a*« d»lol« my/our namaltl Irom the Mailing List. 

•Partoni  who hav* raealvad  a copy ol  Ihls  brochura through  tha mall are alraady 
on  Ihn  -iroUct  Mali'"-  '.!»t. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 

Hal Kassoff 
KdmMtwuaw 

April 11, 1990 

Re:  Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Kattawonan-Beantown Road 
PDHS NO.082039 

Mr. 6 Mrs. Barry Hill 
5 H. Mathews Road 
Bryans Road, Maryland 20616 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Hill: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of improvement 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery.  We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and 
documenting the impacts that would result.  One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves.  The other 
alternate presented that night, Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves.  We have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of our team recommendation. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. — 

Your name(s) has been added to or verified to be on the 
project mailing list, so that you will be kept informed of any 
decisions reached on the MD 205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
Victor F. Jbrtata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My ulephont numtxst it (301) 333-11 nS.- 

Talstypawrlttr tor Imptlrad Haaflng or Spaacli 
3»3-T5S5 Baltlmora Metro - 565-0151 O.C. M«uo - 1-»00-i»J-S0«a StMawlda Wl Free 

1.  See response p. V-3 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (UO 205) 

M&ttawcman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME      RH-h|    L-  Fl^k-r .DATE 3///,/9< 

P^SE    ADDRE83        <%<]     No^nl)^^^  

nrv/TOWM U.\l\c\ov4 STATE   MD .ZIP r*-<"»rtr oiC(oO I 

I/WB with to commenl or Inqulr* about the following aapoctaot thla prolact: 

"Taff-i'iift 4hg.    QgtYi^^-t'.yU      -Si4e: 

Rrt^u^   '^   4-LL,   1 
Lv 

nd^ &<«- J ^/AfZ x-^  AlCuX, lu,ctduj~ 

l^rk  .ASS.- lyAt-i   -t-Li- <LuJ/n 
'&{£ 

^^•.    « ^ -  ;   UH<d'<i   M , ylM xfo^ 

ihLJri.UJ-  t.HlJ JLLU    /TUL ^-HA'IM AJHAAf-.   

y-A/1 
.a   &JU*.; <i irV-Y— "I n v\* 1   I -c r y -•» -— 1 r, - 

i *JJ, ,M i   ttjcis L.^Y /• v- /Xc A / afiS at/A. /j    . 

pgl puatt add my/our n«mt(s) to th'e Mailing Lift.* A     "' ' 

r~l Pl*aat dtlat* my/our namtls) from lh» Mailing Llit. 
'lj£M. 

•Parsons who have racslvad a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Maiyiand Department ofTmsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
StcrMfy 

Hal Kataoff 
AdmiAi«mar 

April   11,   1990 

Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MO 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
PDMS NO.082039 

Ms. Betty L. Flesher 
29 Koran Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. Flesher: 

Than* you for your recent letter in favor of Segment I, 
Alternate 6 and Segment II, Alternate 5/6 Modified for the 
project planning study of MD 205. Giving your preferences and 
the reasoning behind those choices are appreciated.  They will be 
considered in the development of team recommendations. 

Thank you also for the petition against impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery.  Most of the names were 
decipherable and have been added to the project mailing list. 
Everyone will be kept informed of any decisions reached on the HD 
205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: ^t dsC. 
Victor F.(Janata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division' 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My t«l«phont numbtr is (301L 
333-1105 

T.l«yp«wrll.f lor Impilrad Hexing or Speech 
3(3-7993 Biltlmore Metro - 9SJ-04S1 0.0. Metro - 1-eoo-4»2-»041 StaewMe Tdl Free 

707 North Celvert SI.. Baltimore. Marvlend li»03-n7<'» 

^ 



(!*n± jiu, (LKCL   OCULU&JU. JMOJLS sujk* ^oM<x> jM- ff^tlu^ 

jtdtLcu jjxudLjL  oily   adtiL rfo   C^t^l^u.cL fuu^ 0J at*- 

1.     See  response p.   V-3 
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March /#, 1990 

Maryland Dept. of Transportation 
Stats Highway Administration 
Office of Planning & 
PrBllmtnary Engineering 
Box 717 
Baltimore. MD 21203 

Subject! Proposed MD Route S Relocated (MD SOS) 

Wet the below undersigned. protest the proposed widening 
for Route 203 (Mattawoman - Beantown Road) which would involve 
displacing 1.300 grave sites. 

With one hundred twenty five people already burled in this 
historical site, we feel that other measures could be taken to 
assure that the rights and wishes of the deceased and their 
families could be granted, and that the Trinity Memorial Gardens 
would remain unmarred. 

Name Address Phone Number 

=i^I^^^ttX^^i._S±i i2>il k\ 
^Ukfifhi^ \&-JA£*^^-S#l!>w^j(±4_3Je1  

^^./^Ldoo-t^^. ]=££IAJMI&<-     i 

/Wsvf/rfC 



Name flddrgss Phong   Number 

  __.^^WAr^..5-i^55D * 

.^^ /^fa 4A**/ *,/eL**$ 93^- ??•>£ 
>! 

1i>ii-(&*!!&t& 1£2-?££?„—* 

77-         s         r—    M  *       -J>                  '    „ • 

WteA^-^lJL^j&J^^JlLJ^          " 



March Ljl>    J1"© 

naryland Dept. of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Office of Planning & 
Preliminary Engineering 
Box 717 
Baltimore. MD 21203 

Subject I Proposed MD Route S Relocated (MD SOS) 

We, the below undersigned, protest the proposed widening 
for Route SOS (Mattawoman - Beantown Road) which would Involve 
displacing 1,300 grave sites. 

With one hundred twenty five people already burled in this 
historical site, we feel that other measures could be taken to 
assure that the rights and wishes of the deceased and their 
families could be granted, and that the Trinity Memorial Gardens 
would remain unmarred. 

Name ftddress Phone Number 

U&dljlJLtMp/ja ^OJ±J&*I#~<!//2A uisJdc^L £jJi$L?J- * / *' 

Q^.lyJ^--2£&*£&/-M-J$L U/iiTq_ '•2I.2±12SC   / 
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1.     See  reponse  p.   V-3 
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March 12,   1990 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

With respect to the proposed Maryland Route 5 relocated (MD 
205) project I vould like to make the following comments as the 
corporate representative of Waldorf Restaurant, Inc. 

Segment I:   Alternate 6 we feel would be preferable because 
of the ever increasing through traffic to St. 
Mary's County.  This alternate presents the 
opportunity to solve the through traffic problem 
for the long-term.  Alternate 5 will result in 
continued and worsening stacking along Route 5. 

Segment II: We have no preferred alternate but do need the 
continuation of a crossover for the existing 
truck traffic.  We would like to keep the 
crossover to the Charles County Concrete 
property at its present location because of cost 
consideration but would certainly be willing to 
work with you in achieving the most desirable 
ultimate location. 

Segment III: Al*«rnat« 2 or 3 is preferred of the ones 
described at the presentation.  We would also 
like to suggest a 4th alternative as per the 
attached sketch.  We feel each of these, 
particularly the new proposal creates the best 
traffic flow for the neighboring Pinefield 
community.  Given the likelihood of the nearby 
overpass to the existing community entrance and 
the increased commercial nature of the area we 
feel the creation of an additional traffic flow 
option would best service the community. 

hS^nTri Rich. 
S*cr«t«fY 

Hal Kassoff 
A4mln4itr«1or 

Maryland Department ofTmspottation 
State Highway Administration 

April 4. 1990 

Mr. Francis H. Chaney, II 
Vice President/General Manager 
Chaney Enterprises 
Post Office Box 548 
Waldorf, Maryland 20604 

Dear Mr. Chaney: 

Thonk you for your March 12th letter concernino the project 
planning study for MD 205. 

Your preferences for some alternates/options and opposition 
to others are noted and will be considered in the development of 
the project planning team recommendation.  Your sugoestions for 
new or revised alternates are being evaluated, and the project 
manager, Victor Janata,, will contact you to discuss them.  He 
will also address crossover locations along MD 205 for entrances 
to the Charles County Concrete properties. 

I am forwarding your suggestions for Western Parkway 
connection alignments adjacent to Interchange Option B to the 
Charles County Department of Planning and Growth Management for 
their review and comment. 

Thank you again for your proposals for new alternates for 
the MD 205 project planning study.  Your suggestions are 
appreciated. 

Very truly yours. 

"Ul*^ 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP kw 
cc: Mr. Roy E. Hancock 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi 
Mr. John D. Bruck 
Mr. John Contestablle 

My Ulaphon* numtxr i> (301 )_ 
333-1110 

T«l»typ»wTlUf tor lmp«lr«<l HMflng or 8p«te»> 
3«a-7S5S Bdtlmor. M.tro - 5«5-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-«00-4»2-50«2 8t««»ld« Ttfl flf 

TOT North C»lv«rt  St., Baltlmor*, MtryUnd ai203-07t7 

P. 0. Box 548, Waldorf, MD 20604   •   932-5000   •   843-6101    •    1-800-492-3495 

^ 



•Mr. Hell J. Pedersen 
March 12, 1990 
Page 2 

Interchange: Option B is our preference, followed by Option 
A. We are strongly opposed to Option C and D. 
We have also attached for your consideration a 
variation of Option B which we feel would be a 
viable alternative to the existing B Proposal. 
(Sketch Attached) 

These comnents are as brief as possible. They are Bade with 
objective of looking at traffic patterns for the entire area.  If 
you would like to discuss any of these comments in more detail 
please feel free to call. 

Sincerely, 

CHAJJEV ENTERPRISES 

Francis H. Chaney, II 
Vice President/General Manager 

< 
I 

oc 
^ P.S.    I gave a copy of a Western Parkway Plan III Proposal to 

Victor Janata at the February 28 hearing on Maryland Route 5. 

cc:    Victor Janata 

FCH,II:dlm 
Enclosures 

1.     See  response  p.   V-18 



Waldorf   MOTEL 
20 UNITS ON ROUTES 5 & 301 

(301) 645-5555 

WALDORF. MARYLAND 20601 

February 26,   1990 

Neil J.   Pedorsen,   Director c-       • i? 
Office of Planning & ^       "r1; 
Preliminary Engineering cl 
State Highway Administration ^j          .; 
P.O.   Box 717 «=• 
Baltimore,   MD    21203-0717 

Dear Sir: 

We have been reviewing both the improvements proposed by the 
Maryland State Highway Administration and the Charles County 
Department ot.Public Works for the alignment of the Western 
Parkway. We feel that some of the alternatives that are proposed 
are damaging to property values, not only for the properties 
which we represent, but also to some of the other properties in 
the Waldorf area. 

We are proposing for your consideration an alternative 
alignment. We, along with Lou Grasso, would be willing to donate 
the right of way for the alignment as shown. 

Very truly yours, 

"WALDORF RESTAURANT, INC. 

•RECEIVED _<kL, *><?£. 
rc3 2* 19» Francis H. Chaney, II 

FHC,II:cmj 
si.unii. vm or 

njtiuutt i ;mufflttn CKMuwn 

MaryfandDepartment ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
SMrttary 

Hal Ksssott 
Admtai«tr«lor 

March 22. 1990 

Mr. Francis H. Chaney, II 
Waldorf Restaurant, Inc. 
Routes 5 and 301 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. Chaney: 

Thank you for your February 26th letter and mapping suggest- 
ing revisions to the proposed Western Parkway.  While the State 
Highway Administration is reviewing plans being developed for th« 
Western Parkway, I should clarify that this is a Charles County 
proposal and would not be a state highway.  Our interest la 
primarily in its effect on US 301 at intersection points. 

I understand that the Phase III segment is not finalized and 
the initial impacts to wetlands in the study area are generating 
additional roadway alignments.  I have taken the liberty of 
forwarding a copy of your letter and alignment suggestions to the 
Charles County Department of Planning and Growth Management for 
their review and comment. 

We will continue to coordinate with Charles County on the 
Western Parkway issue and revise our interchange options accord- 
ingly for the US 301/MD 205 intersection study.  Thank you again 
for your initiative in generating a new study alignment for the 
Western Parkway. 

Very truly yours. 

V) ^tMuv 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP/ih 

cc:  Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Roy E. Hancock 
Edward H. Meehan 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Anthony M. Capizzi 
John D. Bruck 

My tetftphon* number is (301)-. 333-1110 
Tel«typ>wrlier lor Imptlrad Htarlng or Sp«*Ch 

383-7S55 BaJtlmort Matro - 5«5-0»51 D.C. Metro - 1-000-492-5062 SIKewlde Toll Free 
707 North divert St.. Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

1.  See response p. V-18 
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8TATE HI.QHWAYADMIN!8TBATI0|(JM   5    |0 zo jJ9 'qn 
QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract Ho. CH 66e-lSl-571 
Proposed WD 3 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawamm/Beantown Road 
EKlatlnff MD 3 to U3 301 

locAtlon/DeaigT, Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAMH     ?>*•' <L-><^   '??L*.4>   /2j7/.f.lj>J&iJt  narp    Y)><t.U / A • 

l\S*f*    Annpp^    £t2   A^    /11% 
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w Pleaae add my/our named) to the Mailing Llat.* 

CD Pleaae delete myfour named) from Ihe Mailing Lin I. 

*Pertoni who have reoelved a oopy of thla  brochure through the mall are already 
on lha voleet Mell'i- Mat. 
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Maryland Department ofTmsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 

Hal Kassoff 
Admkitiuilor 

March 28, 1990 

Re: Contract Ho. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattavoman-Beantovn Road 
PDM3 Ho.082039 

Mr. and Mrs. Arthur Scott 
Route 2 Box 179Z 
Indian Head, Maryland 20640 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Scott: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing Impacts to £ho 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of improveaent 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery. We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and 
documenting the impacts that would result.  One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
11 - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves.  The other 
alternate presented that night. Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not Impact any graves. Ve have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Yeur opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of team recommendations. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

. Your names have been added to the project mailing list, so 
that you will be kept informed of any decisions reached on the MD 
205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
Victor P. Janata 
Project Mairager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:as 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My telephon. numb.r ii pni(       Tn-Tm*; 

T«l*typ«wrll*r (or Imptlrtd H«ulng or Speech 
383-7555 BUtlmort Mttro - 965-0451 O.C. Mtlro - 1-800-492-50S2 Statewide  Toll Free 

tnj   Mnrth   Culvert   <t       o»nlm«r«    tl»w*lmn*i   »19n*-nT«T 
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Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Stcftttfy 

Hal Kassott 
Admlniilrator 

June 27, 1990 

Mrs. Audrey L. Shall 
6217 Douglas Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mrs. Shall: 

Mr. Neil Pedersen asked rae to thank you for your recent 
letter regarding the project planning study for HD 205.  Mr. 
Pedersen also asked me to respond to you directly.  Vour support 
for the no-build alternate along MD 205 and Interchange Option D 
at US 301 will be taken into consideration in the decision-making 
process. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattaworaan-Beantown Road (MD 205), this 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study. 

The resulting transportation problems will be congestion and 
accidents; not just at the existing US 301/MD 205 intersection, 
but all along the MD 205 corridor.  We believe that through the 
study process, we have developed alternates that will relieve 
those problems.  These include the reconstruction of the MD 205 
roadway to a four-lane divided highway, as well as construction 
of an interchange to replace or augment the US 301/MD 205 
intersection.  The interchange would be justified in conjunction 
with additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

Your name has been added to the project nailing list so you 
will be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project.  Thank you again for identifying your position on this 
study. We appreciate your participation in the project planning 
process. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Direcotor 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Victor Jana 
Project Manag" 

4/w££, 

My tetephono numtor if (301). 
333-1105  or   1-800-548-5026 

Tfllvtypewrlter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Balllmore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - t-a00-492-50S2 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Cilvert St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 
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THT3 LETTT-P VT.RO SBHT TO THE rOLLOWIHg 
BHn atlBMTTTBn THE inr.NTICAL LEHEBX 

Marge and Robert Bouvier 
2001 Mattawonnn-Baantown Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Hr. Hllli« W. Travis 
1706 Teal Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. George T. Swanaon 
4005 Brewater Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Kathleen Swanaon 
4005 Brewster Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dale G. and Jeanette B. Albright 
1324 Harwich Drive . 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Phljllp E. Wallace 
806 Truro Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Barbara J. Wise 
6010 Suzanne Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Thomas E. Mc Conell 
2902 Sandwich Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Brenda H. Colegrove 
4624 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

John M. and Karen L. Carrier 
3438 Williansburg Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Tiaothy r. and Cheryl A. Poole 
3712 Onset Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Lloyd P. Janssen 
252B Lisa Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601-3368 

Everett L. and Julia A. Kline 
5305 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

^ 



Maj. and Mrs. Philip H. Budanbender 
5308 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Charles H. and Jeanne R. Zell 
4212 Sandwich Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Patricia Zalesak 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Benton and Volma Royer 
4203 Sandwich Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Tholna M. and Francis C. Eagan 
5702 Lynn Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Michael J. Phelan 
907 Truro Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Robert T. Wells 
1405 Harwich Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Herbert G. Laucks 
2511 Lisa Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Linda Novak 
5910 Michael Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Lydia A. McConnell 
902 Truro Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Prazier C. White and Carol Mona 
4623 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Joe and Lois Sovey 
2104 Dennis Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Saa R. Steiner 
4207 Sandwich Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Thonas and Sarah J. Gibson 
4403 cotuit circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
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Hike and Barbara Giannini 
5918 Michael Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Catherine W. snyder 
5018 Nicholas Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mrs. Sandy Ball 
1409 Harwich Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Jin Starnes 
1901 Michael Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Hubert W.Lafleur, Jr. 
4614 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Kr. Joseph M. Proctor 
3501 Lisa Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert C. Sohl 
3806 Br'ewster Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Janes and Shirley Long 
5102 Alfred Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Terry Hays 
1734 Teni Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Panels Henry 
2109 Dennis Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Obertl 
1034 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

W. B. and Cynthia Sigafoose 
4514 Orleans Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Klisabeth Hunsaker 
4619 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mrs. Philip W. Wade 
1714 Teni Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Vj* 



Ms. Joan C. Hartzfeld 
6205 Douglas Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Hrs. Randall Sapp 
2225 Pinofiold Way 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Holly Ward 
3203 Pinoflold Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Suzanne R. Denton 
3213 Plnafiold Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mrs. B. C. Dorsay 
3209 Pineflald Cirol* 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Brian C. Dorsoy, Jr. 
3209 Pinafiald Clrcla 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. John A. Ward 
3203 Pinafield Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Genevieve R. Gallagher 
6317 Josephine Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Sharon K. Shew 
P.O. Box 462 
White Plains, Maryland 20695 

Jill and John Morris 
3403 Lisa Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Edward M. and Mary Jane Frohlich 
4407 cotuit Circle 
Waldorfi  Maryland 20601 

Milton and Vivian Truxon 
2664 Pinewood Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Candies M. Lundin 
4629 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Liza X. Barrier 
4301 Sandwich Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 



Mr. and Mra. WiUiaa F. Cupp 
2210 Pinafield Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mrs. Willian Deavera 
221 Ball Tree Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr a. Mary E. Froitag 
2215 Pinafield Way 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Matthew S. Kruk 
3306 Pinefield Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mrs. Brian K. lArson 
2223 Pinefield Way 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Janice Leopard 
2215 Pinefield Way 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert L. Martin 
2219 Pinafield Way 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Barbara McClynn 
2231 Pinafield Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert F. Webb 
3305 Pinefield Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 220601 

Ms. Tanara L. Webb 
3305 Pinefield Lana 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Elizabeth L. Wlnegar 
5500 Jefry Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

UT 



George B. Tannehill 
1045 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Chantal A. Anderson 
1031 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Janet B. Hilloff 
1046 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Milt and Maxine Parker 
1041 country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Helena Browner 
1033 country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mlohael A. Knight 
1043 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mrs. Lonnie G. Medlin 
1905 Hattawonan-Beantown Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

< 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Maryiand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
SKMHV 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

Contract No.  CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MO 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Hattawonan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

„.,ir RtoMoif)  fr DSTI^  
• nrnr.. 2*to RAF.-mc& Cr  

C.TY/TOWM_KMl^£ STATE J^. 

_DATE 11'LL-ho 

_ZIP CODE ZCioi^ 

,/Wi wiah to comment or Inquire about the following aapectaof thlaprolect: 

irijw ^^ ,_     ntk»-.i..4ivcS 

^el^wtm:   4i^nY.-k g/fe . cphwl 

n |fc*t-|ift»/.jJ <^0m>t1   A  cr-7 

^^^..fg,^ />,,• 77^:  -5c/ - c.en-v;tvut? AJ  i,\T££,s&rii*J, 

C.yA'^/t.rTV   Tc   Attt'k.'    CSB'tfi-rtU-is  f£>   AciGSSj 

Pl.t.. add my/our namtU) to lha Mailing Llit.« 

I—| p|((a» d*Ut* my/our namad) from tha Mailing Lltl. 

.p.rion. who hava racalvad a copy ol thlt brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Lltt. 

He:  Contract No.566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Hattawoman-Beantown Boad 
PDM3 HO. 082039 

Mr. Raymond P. Detlg 
2420 Pear Tree Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20602 

Dear Mr. Detlg: 

ThanK you for your letter regarding the MD 205 project 
Planning study.  Your recommendations for Alternate 6 in Segment 
I  Alternate 5/6 Modified in Segment II, Alternate 5/6 in Segment 
ni. substation Road option 2, and Interchange option A will bo 
considered in the declslon-maXlng process. 

The US 301/Cedarvine Road intersection was considered in 
the development of interchange options.  It has been signalized, 
and intersection improvements are included in a us 301 widening 
project scheduled to begin this year.  The state Highway 
Administration believes that with the recent slgnallzatlon and 
with the use of the shoulder lane during peak hours, the 
intersecnon is functioning satisfactorily. For these reasons we 
are not proposing any further improvements as part of this study. 

ThanX you again for your recommendations and suggestions. 
We appreciate your participation in the project planning process. 

very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preltamary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VFJ:as 

cc:     Mr.   Edward  H.   Meehan 

My tslephont number is (301). 

Victor F. Jiftata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

333-1105 
T«l«1yp»wrli«r lor Impslred H«irlng or Sp««ch 

J.J-TSSS B^tlmor, M.t.0 - 5.5-0.51 O.C. Mtro -*-*<»-?*:*2"?*"M%  • "" 
TOT North Calv.M SI.. Baltimore. Maryland 2120S-0T1T 

1.  See response p. V-18 
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DEV&& 
.   ..--. _. Psdersen, Director i 
licm  of Planning and Preliminary EngineerJj9 , 
ate Highway Administration "   HJ i; 

Mr. Neil J 
Of 
State Highway 
PO Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

March 7, 1990 

Dear Mr. Peder«eni 

We «upport a no build option on the proposed MD 3 
relocation.  The idea of encouraging everyone to use this 
road as a commuting bypass is not in Waldorf's best 
interest.  With the amount of growth going on in this area, 
including the new mall, what we need !• for an eastern 
bypass to be addressed and remove the traffic from our 
neighborhood streets.  It is very shortsighted of the State 
Highway Administration to think that this road will benefit 
anyone.  By the time construction is completed, it will 
already be obsolete. 

The amount of traffic coming north on 301 from La 
Plata area increases daily and already mattes merging onto 
301 from 205 impossible.  By encouraging the increase of 
traffic on 205 you will make this problem even worse and not 
only affect commuters on 205, but make it unbearable for 
those coming north on 301.  It already is not unusual for 
commuters on 301 to take up to one hour to get through 
Waldorf, and the problems that will occur at 205 and 301 
interchange will only cause more headaches for all 
concerned. . 

The plan, as we understand it, is that the road if 
built will be completed before work even starts on the 
interchange.  This is like putting the cart before the 
horse.  If an interchange is built that is effective, you 
should move traffic on 205 enough to never need to add any 
lanes to the road.  By putting the road in first, you will 
encourage everyone to use 203 as a bypass and then start 
construction on the interchange, leaving all these commuters 
with no place to go. 

On a more personal level for those of us living along 
route 205, it. is our understanding from' speaking with your 
representatives at your meeting on Teb. 26, 1990  that the 
environmental studies for noise levels exceeded the maximums 
allowed.  This area is definitely a residential area with 
numerous children.  Our neighborhood of 26 houses is 
serviced by 4 school buses on a daily basis.  We believe the 
welfare and safety of these children has not been given 
sufficient consideration.  We live In a quiet neighborhood 
of just two dead-end cul-de-sacs and our quality of living 
and of those living along the proposed road will be changed 
drastically.  The number of people having to make u-turns to 
come and go from their homes will be a serious traffic 
hazard.  The fact that a light at White Oak has not been 
given consideration is a real oversight.  This is a large, 

Richard H. Trainor 
s*cr«unr 
Hal Kassoff 
Admintaraw 

Maryfand Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

April 4, 1990 

Mr. Rod Newman 
118 Indian Court 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. Newman: ; 

Thank you for the March 7th letter you and your neighbors 
submitted opposing any improvementa to MD 205 under consideration 
by the ongoing project planning study. 

Because o£ environmental and economic constraints, we are 
seeking solutions to transportation problems that maximize the 
use of existing highway corridors and rights-of-way.  MD 205 is 
being used by an increasing number of commutera who are avoiding 
the US 301/HD 5/MD 228 intersection. 

This project is not currently in the construction program, 
so I cannot estimate when construction might take place if a 
build alternate is selected.  Whether or not the roadway improve- 
ment would occur before the building of an interchange at US 301/ 
MD 205 would depend on funding availability.  The engineering 
phase would involve the detailed design of a roadway alternate 
and an interchange option.  Our goal would be to construct an 
interchange at US 301/MD 205 before the improved intersection 
reaches capacity. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road, this is a 
preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic.  We will 
consider your suggestion of a connection between Indian Lane and 
Schlagle Road which would give access to the MD 205/Schlagle Road 
intersection.  A decision for a signalized intersection is not 
made during this phase of the study; however, it will be con- 
sidered in the detailed design phase. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  The proposed median would 
act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles crossing or 
turning left on the highway, and gaps in the highway traffic 
would be more likely to occur with more lanes.  Safety was the 
reason no median opening at Indian Lane was recommended. 

My t«lephon« numbtr it (301U 333-1110 

Tt!«typ«wrlitr lor lmp»lr«d Hairing or Sp«<ch 
-7555 Balllmort Mttro - 5«5-0<51 O.C. MMro - 1-800-4SZ-SOS2 S1«t«wld« Toll fft 

707  North divert St., Balllmoro, Maryland 21203-0717 
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growing neighborhood and many of the residents will have to 
come out   of their neighborhood and make a left to leave for 
work in the morning.  How can they be expected to cross o 
lane, of traffic and enter into 3 lanes of rapidly moving 

^'"in'closing, while we can see the need for improved 
commuUng rout^ for the area, we feel that this  s not the 
way to go.  An Eastern Bypass would do much more for a 
larger number of people.  Once the traffic from ". Mary's 
County and Eastern and Southern Charles have an alternate 
route to use, the existing routes 205 and 301 will 
sufficiently service those of us living in Waldorf. 

Concerned residents of Mattauomen Estates; 

(^?0J. *.&***: a*rM«<'"~ 
izrf.jZM    /*>*-c»   ^i>z mo0; 

Mr. Rod Newman 
Page Two 

Traffic forecasts for ^/.^^^.^^m'tg.in b. 

Bypass. 

Than, you again for your input into the project fanning   . 

sr.ru :r:^^i}:^ •%£* ^atxsjryou 
inforned o£ any decision, reached on the MD 205 atuay. 

Very truly yours, 

Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Prelininary Engineering 

NJP:as 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Edward H. Meehan 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
John D. Bruck 
John M. Contestabile 

1.  See response p. V-19 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION''^ ti 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

0 '2 rn *,3(] 

Maryfand Department oflfansportaOon 
State Highway Administration 

Rlchird H. Trainor 
Sacnwy 

Hil Kiuoff 
AdrnMatrmr 

Contract No. CM 566-151-571 
Proposed UD 5 Relocated (UD 205) 

Uattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

April 11, 1990 

Re: Contract Ho. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MO 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantovm Road 
POMS HO.082039 

NAME 

zt'V'Ait 

< 
I 

ON 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. V^32-  /-/Atg:u/lChi ~trg.W£. 

.DATE KeMAR.*) 

l/Wa wish to comment or Inquire about the (ollowlno aspectsof this project: 

PiJ-nZAAp-TiW Tfru Pnerv&er \jj\t CAuJg^gj   TS^g 

U/>^t.cA-    ^IO^  Ee^u.-r   •pfa^vvi';-TWZ:   9^t^cArrtotj 

rft 
Of21- FlN*Difi'<r^L.&$$ 'CiS?JTZ{ti>nt/K-  "Roxm^lr- 

C?    f>L»kct.-u u/t)uuD  Tihtfrs f&^uzuj QJ^L-ATL.  th 

•3d I    OK art- Ar3M&~ luug    feP, 
•0 Plt»»» add my/our namali) to the Mailing Lltt.* 

C3 Plaas* dalatt my/our namal*) Irom the Mailing Lltt. 

•Paraoni who havt racalvad a copy ol this broehura through th« mall art ilroady 
on the profaet Mailing Lltt. 

Mr.  Thomas WJ  Gallsh 
4632  Harwich  Drive 
Waldorf,   Maryland     20601 

Dear Mr.  Galish: 

Thank you for your recent letter identifying the No-Build 
Alternate as your choice for the MD 205 project planning study. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery.  We are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and 
documenting the impacts that would result.  One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing. Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves.  The other 
alternate presented that night. Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves.  We have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

MD 205 skirts the Pinefield community on its western edge. 
Your suggestion for an alternate around Pinefield would pass 
close to the eastern edge of the community to avoid the state 
parkland, require additional stream crossings, including 
Mattawoman Creek, likely impact greater amounts of wetland, and 
still lie adjacent to a number of residential areas.  This 
"bypass" would be almost twice as long (and expensive) to 
construct with the likelihood that motorists would continue to 
take Mattawoman-Beantown Road.  For these reasons, we are 
proposing alternatives that make use of the existing highway 
corridor. 

Your support for the No-Build Alternate has been noted and 
will be considered in the development of team recommendations. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

My talephont number it (301). 
333-1105 

T*IMyp*wrlt*r lor Impaired H«rlng or Sp«*c)l 
J«3-7J55 Baltlmor* Mttro - 9SS-0431 O.C. M«tro - 1-600-412-50)2 8tH«wl<Jt Toll Frta 

707 North Calvtrt SI., Baltlmor*. Maryland 21202-0717 

1.     See  response  p.  V-3  and V-31 
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Mr. and Mrs. Dale G. Albright 
1324 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, Md. 20601 

May 1, 1990 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Director, Office of Planning & Preliminary 
Engineering 

State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Md. 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

RECEIVED 
"4*0* 

JUttHJ, Hizi V 

I am concerned about your current plans to widen MD 205 Mattawoman- 
Beantown Road (in your MD 5 Relocated Project).  Using any of your 
current options will make it hazardous for my family, friends and 
me to use the main entrance to the Pinefield neighborhood. 

Already, with only two lanes, it is dangerous for the kids of 
Pinefield to go to the local stores or to visit friends when 
they must walk along or cross MD 205.  By adding additional lanes 
of traffic, I believe the situation will become so dangerous 
that the main entrance to Pinefield will become unsafe. 

Since I never planned to have a six-lane highway at my doorstep 
when I bought my home, I request you to develop another alternative 
as part of the MD 5 Relocated project, to make the Pinefield 
entrance safer (not more hazardous).  I have reviewed the 
"Pinefield Option" and disagree with it.  To help me keep close 
track on the direction this project is taking, please place me 
on your mailing list for this project.  Reply requested. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Dale G. Albright 
1324 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, Md. 20601 

MarylandDepartment ofTransportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

May  23.   1990 

Richard H. Trainor 
Stcttary 

Hal Kassoff 

Mr. and Mrs. Dale G. Albright 
1324 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Albright: 

Thank you for your May 1st letter commenting on the project 
planning study for MD 205, specifically, your opposition to 
additional lanes on Mattawoman-Beantown Road, and your concern 
that improvements to the road would make the existing signalized 
MD 205/Pinefield Road intersection more dangerous. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road, this is a 
preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic.  Volumes 
will continue to grow on this highway, with or without the 
improvements presented in our project planning study. 

Existing MD 205 has a hi 
wide average for similar type 
would significantly reduce th 
act as a safety zone for any 
turning left on the highway, 
direction at a time, and gaps 
more likely to occur with mor 
outside curbs would provide a 
along the highway. 

gher accident rate than the state- 
roads.  The proposed improvement 

at rate.  The proposed median would 
pedestrians or vehicles crossing or 
They would only-have to look in one 
in the highway traffic would be 

e lanes.  Graded areas behind the 
safer location for persons walking 

We believe that, with proper design, a roadway can be con- 
structed that will be safe for Pinefield residents and for 
through travelers on Mattawoman-Beantown Road.  The proposed 
closed section roadway, together with protected turn lanes and 
signals, will afford a safe design. 

Your opposition to additional roadway lanes on MD 205 near 
Pinefield Road has been note£ and will be considered in the 
selection of an alternate. l/Your name has been added to the 
project mailing list so you will be kept informed of any future 
decisions made on this project. 

NJP:as 
cc:  Mr. 

Mr. 
Edward H. Meehan 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

Very truly yours, 

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

My telephone number is (301 &- 
333-1110 

Teletypewriter tor Impelred Hearing or Speech 
333-7955 Btltlmore Metro - 565-0*51 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Stattwld* Toll Free 

707 North divert  St..  Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 

See response p. V-31 
o* 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Uattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 A 7:30 p.m. 

NAME 

ADDRI 

kjuHL-A-K'     r\ cJfd >.l .DATE. */'*/*• 

VmHT*     ADDRES8_2i^^L_£^_^=_ 

CITY/TOWW W'tdinf, STATF /^" 7IP   conp    2060' 

I/We wlah to Qommsnt or Inquire about the following aspecto of this project: 

I. A d-ltm, rc^A  ^ ctli!^o«- •4-lt.v». W-fAc? MIJ  uitU   -^a   btwA. u't^   a.   ^ -/a-ny  h^.ty 

is  rmvA.) ill-Y^^. *n*€ iweCiezjiom Me -rue   P<U<iLeU.   

Uj>f(U^.   3i» <uUg"tp   VvVy^t  Ag^.  ..yc/Uft*-.^     -tra-ff-iV.  -rtpm^to •fO^e   W^*^^'»^-' 

CH Pl»»»» add my/our nimt(t) to the Mailing Lilt.* 

CZ3 Plaata dalata my/our namtlal from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

Maryland Department ofTmsportation 
State Highway Administration im 3   lafjg 

Richard H. Trainor 
Sacraliry 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminltiralof 

ae: Contract Mo.CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS No. 082039 

Ms. Linda AwramlX 
286 Pin Oak Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. AwramlX: 

Ttianx you for your recent letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study. Your comments will be considered in tbo 
declslon-maXlng process. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about . 
Improvements to Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205), this Is a 
preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic.  Volumes 
will continue to grow on this highway, with or without the 
improvements presented in our project planning study. This will 
occur even with the widening of US 3017MD 5 in Waldorf, with 
construction scheduled to begin this year. The greater volumes 
of traffic win continue to be along US 301/MD 5, not HD 205. 

Our investigations have identified that the transportation 
problems win be congestion and accidents, not Just at the 
existing us 30WMD 205 intersection, but all along the MD 205 
corridor.  We believe that through the study process, we have 
developed alternates that will relieve those problems. These 
Include the reconstruction of the MD 205 roadway to a four-lane 
divided curbed highway with outside shoulders, as well as 
construction of an interchange to replace or augment the US 
301/MD 205 intersection.  The interchange would be Justified In 
conjunction with additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

Your suggestion for a bypass 
close to the eastern edge of Pine 
state parKland. our initial stud 
would require additional stream c 
CreeX), likely impact greater amo 
adjacent to a number of resldeiui 
twice as long (and expensive) to 
T-.iat motorists would continue "o 
the shorter route. ?or these rea 
alternatives that make use of the 

to 'the east would have to pass 
field in order to avoid the 
y has stiovn that this alternate 
rosslngs (including Mattawoman 
unts of wetland, and still lie 
al areas.  It would be almost 
construct, with the likelihood 
lake Mattawoman-Beantown Road as 
sons, we are proposing 
existing highway corridor. 

My telaphont number is tanii     333-1105 

Teletypewriter for Impelred Hearing or Speech 
38 3-7555 Btltlmore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-S00-4S2-50S2 Statewide Toll Free 

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

1.  See responce V-31 



Ms. Linda AwramlX 
Page Two 

Your name is on our project mailing list, ao you will bo 

Thai 

process 

Your name is on our project mailing list, BO you -m u« 
Kept informed of any future decisions made on tula project. 
PhanH you again for providing us with your comments on this 
study, we appreciate your participation In the project plannl ng 

Very truly yours, 

Louia H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by:       JlM 
Victor  P. (Jdnata 
Project MaWger 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:as 
cc:     Mr.   Edward H. Meehan 

< 
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Hr.  Neil J.   Pedersen \\VN 
Director, 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Date:  <£ m«.^ 9° i 

Name: <&2.U,>~  /lu«»io 

Address: 17*3-   T<-•<    '-*0 

Re: Proposed HD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Dear Sir: OX, 
I support a no-build alternative regarding the widening of Route 
205 (segments I, II and III).  Widening the road will not 
alleviate congestion and will destroy the quality of life for the 
residents of Pinefield and the people living along Route 205. 

I support the high quality interchange. Option D, to alleviate 
congestion at the intersection of U.S. Route 301 and MD Route 
205. 

A high quality Interchange is the most cost effective solution to 
the developing congestion problem and will preserve the quality 
of life in our community. 

Sincerely, 

,.f 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
StcrMMy 

Hal Kassotf 
Admlniitraior 

JUL6 iftoa 

Ms. Barbara human 
1722 Teml Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 

Dear MB. Auman: 

20601 

process 

While 1. can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increaelng traffic along Mattawonan-Beantown Road (MD 205), thla 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes win continue to grow on tnis highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study.  We are 
responding to ongoing and planned development in the Southern 
Maryland region. 

The resulting transportation problems will be congestion and 
accidents; not just at the existing U3 30WMD 205 intersection, 
but all along the MD 205 corridor. We believe that through the 
study process, we have developed alternates that will relieve 
those problems.  These include the reconstruction of the MD 205 
roadway to a four-lane divided highway, as well as construction 
of an interchange to replace or augment the US 301/MD 205 
intersection. The interchange would be justified in conjunction 
with additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list so you 
will be 
project 
study, 
process 

Xept informed of any future decisions made on this 
Than* you again for identifying your position on this 

We appreciate your participation in the project planning 

Very truly yours. 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office or Planning and 
Preiytoinary Engineering 

LHE:VPJ:aB by: 
cc:  Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
lata. Project Manager 
lannlng Division 

1.  See response V-18 

Myltlaphon. numbor It |ini(      333-1105 

Ttlstypewrlwr lor lmp»lr«d Hairing or Sp«*ch 
383-7555 Bdllmor* Metro - 565-0*51 D.C Mstro - 1-a00-4»2-S0S2 Stumld* Toll Fro* 

707 Norm divert  St.. Silttmor*. Mirvland 21203-0717 
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SALVATORE CURTO 
3710 Onset Lue 
Waldorf, MD 20601 

''• •.>saiF.«V-.-. 
.. "l^C'V'•:v^'Pi''••'•• 

May  30,   1990• 

(301)843-9041 

Maryfand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Train 
S*cr«iirY 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminittrator 

June 22, 1990 

Mr. Salvatore Curto 
3710 Onset Lane 
Waldorf. Maryland  20601 

Mr. Nell J: Pederson 
Director 
Office o£ Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Adtaiinlstration 
P.O. Box 717   . 
Baltimore,  Maryland 21203-0717 -     •-•, 

:<£± R^Propbsitf- MD .S-Rel-ocateV^MD^ds) "x'^f^k 
'••i>;---!*:,A"T.:- •>v'    •'• ' •''•'•""'•"'•. ;V"'••...•'    ":...~"r 

Dear Mr.  Pederson, . .; :'i\vi:.;;.:;V:"?;-'r/:-'';;''": A;' 

RECEIVED 
•:: 'JUN"4 1990 

'. 'UXXIK: A pftajviMRY acmoiB 
• :».•.' ;/.«.' ;•<&'''*••••"•'.   " 

Seventeen years ago I became a homeowner and residentof 
Pinefield, a quiet and stable community located in Charles 
CoSnty? in that time my family and I have thoroughly enDoyed 
the peaceful and natural quality of our neighborhood and. 
surroundings.  Although we supported careful ^^h^we were . 
in constant hope that it would not come to the very *«>rBtep 
of Pinefield.  It has come, unfortunately, xn the form of the 
proposed widening of Route 205 (segments I, II, and III)._ AS 
a result, I am in full favor of a no-build alternative.  I 
vigorously oppose the planned change as it undermines the 
very reasons we left Northern Virginia; reasons we hold in 
common with neighbors and friends—safety, a wholesome 
environment, and a secure future. 

Along with many in this family community, I prefer the high 
quality interchange, Option D, to alleviate c°"<Jes"°" at *•** 
intersection of U.S. Route 301 and MD Route 205.. After 
listening to many discussions involving possible options, i  • 
am convinced that a high quality interchange is the best 
-iseans "of solving traffic congestion and preserving tBe 

' quality of life we have worked hard to maintain in Pinefield. 
The widening of Route 205 will not only physically transform 
our community, but will significantly and measureably 
increase the risk of personal injury for those who live here. 
Neither is necessary. 

I sincerely hope this letter is not too late in urging 
another course of action by your department. 

Sincereiy 

Dear Mr. Curto: 

Thank you for your May 30th letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study.  Vour support for Interchange Option D 
and opposition to any widening of MD 205 will be taken into 
consideration in the decision-making process. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205), this 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study», 

The traffic congestion problem you refer to will not be just 
at the US 301/MD 205 intersection, but all along MD 205, from MD 
5 to US 301. - The problems are not just congestion, caused by 
overloading the capacity of the roadway, but also accident 
problems related to the type of road and the capacity restric- 
tions . 

We believe t 
alternates that w 
MD 205 corridor 
roadway to a four 
of an interchange 
301/MD 205. The 
additional capaci 
difficult for us 
interchange at US 

hat through the study process, we have developed 
ill relieve the transportation problems in the 
These include the reconstruction of the MD 205 
-lane divided highway, as well as construction 
to replace or augment the intersection at US 

interchange is justified in conjunction with 
ty being provided along MD 205.  It would be 
to justify expending S20-30 million for an 
301 if it does not tie into a widened MD 205. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list so you 
vill be kept informed of any future decisions aade on this 
project.  Thank you again for identifying your position and we 
appreciate your participation in the project planning process. 

Very truly yours. 

''lUii^ fsJou, 
Neil J. P-dersen. Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP:eh 
cc:  Mr. 

Mr. 
Edward H. Meehan 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

Mv ulephont number is (3011    333-1110 

Telatyptwrltvr tor Impalrtd H«trlng or Sp««ch 
383-7555 Btltlmor* Matro -  565-0451 D.C. Motro - 1-600-4(2-5062 St«1*wld*  Toll Fr*« 

707 North Cil««rt  St.. Btltlmor*. Maryland 21203-0717 

1.     See  response V-18 
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Maiyfand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Tninor 
S«cr«1afv 

Hal Kissoff 
Admlmsuttor 

July 6, 1990 

Vq  Vm^.-j^r. 

•d.o  :, Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. Fields: 

Mr. Nell Pedersen asked me to thank you for your recent 
letter regarding the project planning study for MD 205. Mr. 
Pedersen also asked me to respond to you directly.  Your support 
for the no-bulld alternate along HD 20'5 and Interchange Option 0 
at us 301 win be taken into consideration in the aeclslon-naklng 
process. 

While I can sympathize with your appr.ehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoaan-Beanto'wn Road (HD 205), this 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic, 
volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented In our project planning study. 

The resulting transportation 
accidents; not Just at the existin 
but all along the MD 205 corridor 
study process, we have developed a 
those problems. These Include the 
roadway to a four-lane divided hlg 
of an interchange to replace or au 
intersection. The interchange wou 
with additional capacity being pro 

problems will be congestion and 
g US 301/MD 205 intersection. 

We believe that through the 
Iternates that will relieve 
reconstruction of the HD 205 

hway, as well as construction 
gment the US 301/MD 205 
id be justified in conjunction 
vided along MD 205. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list so you 
win be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project.  Thank you again for Identifying your position on this 
study. We appreciate your participation in the project planning 
process. 

Very truly yours. 

by: 

LHE:VJ:as 
cc:  Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

louls K. Sge. Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Victor Janat^/ 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

My laltphon* number is (301)_ 
333-1105 or   1-800-548-5026 

T«l«typ«wrll«r lor Impilrtd Horlng or Sp«Kh 
3S3-735S Blltlmor* M.uo - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-«0O-4»2-5082 Sldmld* Toll Ff»» 

TOT  North  Ctlvert   St..  Stltlmor*.  Maryland   21203-0717 

1.  See response V-18 -£• 



•PINEFIELD   NEWS-EXTRA 

SIX  LANES   IN  FRONT  OF   PINEFIELD! 
At the April 26, 1990 meeting of the pin«fieid civic AMoclation (PCAJ, th« st*t« 
Highway X<Snlnl«tr»tlon'« propo»»l to widen Routa 205 waa dlacuaaad.  It was the conasnaua 
of the PC* nembara In attendance that a "No-bulld- option on the widening of Rte 205 and 
Interchange re-bulldlng Option D be encouraged. Your nelghbore In the PCX ask you to 
review the propoaals reproduced In the April PInafiald »ei/»Jett«r and. If you agree, to 
forward the following letter to the SHA.  An Individual letter will carry even more weight 
than a fora letter, but either way, pleaae write and let the state know your position. 

Date:/^'*' *' 

Address:^.. Scz*— *< 

oil tn 
Hr. Neil J. Pederaen 
Director, 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MO 205) 

Dear Sir: 

I support a no-build alternative regarding the widening of Route 
205 (segments I, II and III). Widening the road will not 
alleviate congestion and will destroy the quality of life for the 
residents of Pinefield and the people living along Route 205. 

I support the high quality interchange. Option D, to alleviate 
congestion at the intersection of U.S. Route 301 and MD Route 
205. 

A high quality interchange is the most cost effective solution to 
the developing congestion problem and will preserve the quality 
of life in our community. 

Sincerely, 

V 

1.  See response V-18 oO 
^ 



Oci^C. •>£Vrr 

NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawcman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

kn b 
':>to 

•DATE 3/j /?& 

PRmr"    ADDRESS^  ^ 

CITY/TOWN^?<VV/^'J,V^TATE      )&/*- ZIP COOEJAISL 

I/We wl»h to commant or Inqulr* about th» (ollowlno aap«ct» of thl» pro)»cl: 

&*!£  
^2* 

,,<\t^.U\\ •-. i^^t 

e Plt>t« add my/our nama(t) to tha Mailing Llat.* 

I—I Piaaia dalata my/our nama(a) front tha Mailing Llat. 

•Pariona who hava racalvad a copy of this brochura throu  "t tha mall ara alraady 
on tha project Mailing Llat. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Pishard H. Trainer 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmMslfnor 

April 4, 1990 

He: contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Kattawoman-BeantowD Road 
PDM3 NO.082039 

Ms. Georgleanna Hamilton 
Route %  Box 106 
Charlotte Hall, Md. 20622 

Dear Ms. Hamilton: 

Tbank you for your recent letter oppoalng Impaota to the 
Trinity Memorial Garden Cemetery aa tbe result of improvement 
studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cemetery. Ve are charged with 
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and 
documenting the impacts that would result. One of the build 
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing, Segment 
II - Alternate 5/6i does impact cemetery graves. The other 
alternate presented that night, Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact any graves. Ve have not reached any 
decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate. 

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and 
win be considered in the development of project planning team 
recommendations. Thank you again for identifying your position. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list, so you 
will be kept informed of future decisions reached on the MD 205 
study. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: Yv^ 
victor P. Janata) 
Project Manage) 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:a8 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My telephon* numtxr it |1"'l      333-T10B 

Talatypawrltar tor Impilrad Hearing or Spaaeh 
383-7555 Baltlmor* Matro - 585-CM51 O.C Metro - l-800-4»2-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvart  St., Billlmora, Maryland 21203-0717 

See  response V-3  and V-18 



Date 

Address: QQ| q S^ZO-""*-. 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Director, ,    . 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Dear Sir: 

I support a no-build alternative regarding the widening of Route 
205 (segments I, II and III).  Widening the road will not 
alleiiate congestion and will destroy the quality of life for the 
residents of Pinefield and the people living along Route 205. 

I support the high quality interchange, Option D, to alleviate 
congestion at the intersection of U.S. Route 301 and MD Route 

205. 

A high quality interchange is the most cost effective solution to 
the developing congestion problem and will preserve the quality 
of life in our community. 

Sincerely, 

0* A^ui£^to rf'^'^+rj^ z^VuhM. 

Maryland Department ofTranspoitatwn 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Tninor 

Hal Ksssoff 
Adminlsuator 

July 3. 1990 

Hs. Donna H. Keys 
6019 Suzanne Road 
Waldorf. Maryland 20601 

Dear KB. Keys: 

Mr. Nell Pederaen auKed me to than* you for your recent 
letter regarding the project planning study for MD 205. Mr. 
Pedereen also aeXed me to respond to you directly.  Your support 
for the no-Duild alternate along MD 205 and Interchange Option D 
at us 301 win be tafcen into consideration in the decielon-iaklng 
process. 

vnile I can sympatnize with your appreheneions about 
increasing traffic along Hattavonan-Beantovn Road (MD 205)t thle 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic, 
volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study. 

The resulting transportation problems will be congestion and 
accidents; not Just at the existing US 301/MD 205 intersection, 
but all along the MD 205 corridor. Ve believe that through the 
study process, we have developed alternates that will relieve 
those problems. These include the reconstruction of the MD 205 
roadway to a four-lane divided highway, as well as construction 
of an interchange to replace or augment the US 301/MD 205 
intersection.  The interchange would be Justified in conjunction 
with additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

This project Is 
currently under study 
Transportation's "Sta 
pated to be completed 
tlon planning study 1 
park-and-rlde, expres 
heavy rail service, a 
The specific Improvem 
lar area win reflect 
along the corridor as 

in a major commuter travel corridor which IB 
as part of th'e Maryland Department of 
tewide commuter Assistance Study." Antlcl- 
thls summer, this multi-modal transporta- 

s examining transit alternatives such as 
s bus, busway, commuter rail, light rail and 
s well as additional highway improvements, 
ent alternatives under study for a particu- 
the unique travel needs and opportunities 
a whole. 

1.  See respohse p. V-18 

^titiu. HMUU 

My ultphon* numb«r !• (301) 3^3-110? 

T«l«typ«»rltar for Impilrtd HMrlng w Sp««cl> 
J«3-T55S B«ltlmw» M«tro - 585-0451 D.C. M«UO - 1-«00-4»2-50e2 StMmld* Toll Fr«» 

707 North Cilvsrt St.. Baltlmor*, Maryland 2t20»-07t7 



Ms. Donnh 
Pago Two 

Your name naa been added to Uie project mailing list ao you 
will be kept informed of any future declelons. made on tula 
project. Tbani you again for identifying your position on ttls 
study  we appreciate your participation in tbe project planning 
process. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and. 
Preliminary Bnglneerlng 

by:  Y^V"^1 
Victor Jaija/ta 
Project Manager 

LHE:VJ:as 
cc: Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward H. Meeban 
333-1105 or 1-800-5«8-5026 
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May 14, 1990 

Janes T.  McDonnell 
902 Truro Lane 
Ualdorf, tm 20601 

Maryland PepartmentofTrBnsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Ri. 
S*cr«lirY 

Hal KassoH 
Adminlttralof 

. Trail 

June 1, 1990 

Mr. Hell -7. Pedersen 
Director, Office of Planning & Prellminnry Ennlneerlnft 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

Wf 17BS0 

I am concerned  about your current plans  to widen MD 205 Mattauomon-Benntown Rd 
(In your MD 5 Relocated Project).     Using any of your current ontlons will make it 
hazardous for oy fatally,  friends and me to use the NiUe Drive entrance  to the Plnefleld 
neighborhood. 

Already, with only two lanes,  It Is dangerous for the children of Plnefleld  to go 
to the local stores or to visit friends when they must walk nlonR or cross >!P 205. 
By addlnp. additional lanes of  traffic,   I believe the situation will become so dangerous 
that  the Mike Drive entrance to Plnefleld will becone unsafe.     1 believe It would  be 
accurate to say that the oain entrance to Plnefleld would becone equally hazardous. 

Since 1 never planned to have a six lane hiahway at my doorstcn when I bought my 
house,  I request you  to develon another alternative as part of  the IIP 5 Relocated 
Project,  to make the Plnefleld entrance safer  (not more hazardous). 

Also,  I an convinced  that money spent for bulldinft hinhways could be better  spent 
for mass  transit or cormuter rail ontlons  for Charles County.     Bulldins new roads has 
not relieved  traffic congestion anywhere in the Uashington area,  and  in fact,  has 
caused increased congestion.     Those who do not learn from history are conder.ned  to repeat 
It.     I believe that the complete MD 5 Relocated Project is ill-advised. 

To help ne keep close  track on the direction this project  is  taking,   olease olace 
ne on your mailing list for this project. 

Renly Requested. Sincerely, 

^~ 
<_.. * Y/>£ C^-eS^i^^^. 

Janes ?. McCnnnell 

Mr.   James   F.   McConnell 
902   Truro   Lane 
Waldorf,   Maryland     20601 

Dear Mr.   McConnell: 

Thank  you  for  your  May  14th  letter  commenting  on  the  project 
planning  study for MD 205;   specifically,   your opposition  to 
additional  lanes  on  Mattawoman-Beantown  Road and your  concern 
that  improvements  to  the road would make  the MD 205/Nike Drive 
intersection  more  dangerous. 

While   I   can  sympathize  with  your  apprehensions  about • 
increasing   traffic  along Mattawoman-Beantown  Road,   this   is   a 
preferred route  for much of   the MD  5  through  traffic.    Volumes 
will  continue  to grow on  this  highway,   with or without  the 
improvements  presented  in our project planning study. 

Existing MD  205 has  a higher accident rate  than the  state- 
wide   average   for  similar  type  roads.     The  proposed  improvement 
would   significantly.reduce   that  rate.     The  proposed median would 
act  as   a   safety  zone  for  any pedestrians  or  vehicles  crossing or 
turning  left  on  the  highway.     They  would  only have   to  look  in one 
direction  at  a   time,   and gaps  in  the  highway  traffic would be 
more  likely  to occur with more  lanes.     A graded area behind the 
outside  curb would provide a safer location for persons walking 
along   the  highway. 

We  believe   that  with proper  design,   a  roadway can be  con- 
structed   that  will  be  safe   for  Pinefield residents  and  for 
through  travelers  on Mattawoman-Beantown  Road.     The  proposed 
closed  section roadway,   together with protected turn lanes  and 
signals,   will   afford  a  safe  design. 

This   project   is   in  a  major  commuter   travel  corridor which  is 
currently under  study  as  part of   the Maryland Department of 
Transportation's   Statewide  Commuter  Assistance  Study.     Antici- 
pated   to  be   completed  this   summer,   this  multi-modal  transporta- 
tion  planning  study  is   examining   transit  alternatives   such  as 
park-and-ride,   express  bus,   busway,   commuter  rail,   light  rail  and 
heavy  rail   service,   as  well   as  additional  highway  improvements. 
The  specific  improvement  alternatives under study for a particu- 
lar  area  will   reflect  the  unique   travel  needs  and  opportunities 
along  the  corridor as a whole. 

My telaphone number is (301 )_ 333-1110 

Telalypawrlltr lor Impalrtd Haarlng or Sp*Kh 
383-755* B«ltlmor« M«tro - 585-0451 O.C. Melro - 1-800-492-5082 Sttlewltfe  Toll Fft» 

707 North Calverl  St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 
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Mr. James F. McConnell 
Page Two 

Your opposition to additional roadway laiies on MD 205 near 
Nike Drive has been noted and will be considered in the decision 
making process.  Your name has been added to the project mailing 
list so you will be kept informed of any future decisions made on 
this project.  Thank you again for your input. 

Very truly yours. 

%J, ^     t fiMiu*. 

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

NJP:eh 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Mr. Louis K. Ege, Jr. 
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PINEFIELD CIVIC ASSOCIATION, INC 
WALDORF. MARYLAND  20601, c 0: i_ 

5602  Daniel   Circle    !)'. 

3i ^r- i-oss .-..••J 

KrS^"^" - W«nln, S. Preli.inary En.ineerin, 

State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

RE, MD 3 Relocated Project (Widening MD 203) 

Dear Mr Peder«Bni 

view, your current P'opoMl* "d °P^°^n"ives to make 

"all. short of being a safe proposal for us. 

Wa are concerned about the t"^":'"^"£ ^n^fteld 
Pinefield, our neighboring "^""^^^"^Ss is 

popping «^-.^nS^e^i„S%~it. neighbors and 
"suSorUng^sinessL'by a six lane divided highway can only 
IT*  our day to day lives more dangerous. 

.. M   4-hat the Pinefield RD/MD 203 light will 

safety h'aiard for this community. 

Recuest you develop another alternative -r option to 
..lierthe Lfety hazard your -rrent proposal will 

^r,^^ -^roJuS^l^SlK ^-the noise and 
^SJdon:ti^1forPour neighborhood and be an eyesore5 
however, w. believe safety is more important. 

MarylandDepartment of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
S«cr«l*rv 

Hal Kassoft 
Admlmtustor 

May 3. 1990 

Mr. Johnny A. Martin. President 
Pinefield Civic Association. Inc. 
5602 Daniel Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. Martin: 
.. toi-t-or- nrrsentina the "Pinefield 

Optio^^^on^derJorn^n'alt-nrtrrn'th: HD 20, project 
planning study. 

Altho-oh your proposal ^^^^^^^^i^?1^^!^ 
advantages fron, a traffic operational standpoint. ^ 
cost Prohibitive to consider for «^tawo».nt^ef ^^^ ^ 

IT,  SoSi" £V.SS;5"S the rfnge of ten tine, or nor- 
expensive than at-grade roadway construction. 

r.bg*r-g,£.,,a.,sr«aai ^ass a s.-" structed that vill De saie IUI r*        Ro.d   The proposed 

signals, will afford a safe design. 

Thank you for your interest.  We appreciate hearing from 
citizens concerned about the safety of their convnunitiea. 

Very truly yours. 

•nit) tsMw** 

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

NJP:as 

Mr.   Edward H.   Meehan 
Mr.   Louis H.  Ege,   Jr. 

333-1110  
My Mlephorw numbwr it (301). .  

»»-»" B•,"m
7?7

, ^Ih  M"r.0«;  WluiSS.  M.rv,Und   2,203-07,7 



PINEHELD CIVIC ASSOCIATIQN, INC 
WALDORF. MARYLAND 20601 

5602 Daniel Circle 

I can be reached at (301> 859-4877 during working hours 
and 643-2140 a-ftur 5:00 PM.  I will arrange a meeting with 
th» PCfl Board to discuss this problem i-f the need arises. 

Sincerely 

^^£^5" 
rjohnprjy A.   Martin 
Pra&iJiunt 

Mr. Johnny A. Martin, President 
, Pinefield Civic Association, Inc. 
' 5602 Daniel Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Martin: 

Thank you for your recent letter presenting the "Pinefiold 
Option" for consideration as an alternate in the MD 205 project 
planning study. 

An analysis is underway to quantify the impacts and costs of 
this alternate.  We will be able to get back to you with the 
results in mid-Hay. Feel free to contact the project manager, 
Vic Janata, in the interim with any questions.  His toll-free 
number is 1-800-548-5026. 

Thank you for your interest.  It is a pleasure to hear fro* 
citizens concerned about the safety of their communities. 

Very truly yours, 
PEDERSEN 
VJ 
cc: Meehan 

1 Atch 
Pine-field Option 

< 
I 

cci Charles County Commissioners 
Mr Janata 
Mr Meehan 
Piniffield Nawsletter 
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PINEFIELD        OPTION 

FOR 

MD   5.  RELOCATED 

(M D  2 0 3) 

BY 

THE PINEFIELD CIVIC ASSOCIATION 

MARCH 31, 1990 

^ 



OBJECTIVE: 

To provide a direct <through path) lane of travel -for north and 
southbound MD S and ST Charles Pkwy traffic, without increasing the safety 
hazard to the Pinefleld communities or businesses. 

OPTION SUMMARYi 

Build a raised dual-lane (one lane each direction) roadway above 
existing MO 205, extending from the proposed MD S/US 301 overpass to a 
distance pass Substation Rd. 

RATIONALI 

The elevated roadway will service north and southbound MD 205 traffic 
from MD 5/US 301 to MD 3 and St Charles Pkwy.  The elevated traffic will 
flow without stop (no stop signs or lights) from the Prince Georges county 
line to MD S and St Charles Pkwy allowing the two lanes to handle increase 
volume (in both directions). 

The existing roadway will continue to handle "local traffic" from the 
light at MD 5/US 301 and Mattawoman-Beantown Rd to Substation Rd where it 
will merge with the elevated roadway at ground level and be constructed 
per current options for MD 5 Relocated. 

CONCLUSIONS! 

This option allows the existing Pinefield area communities to have 
continued safe access to local businesses and residences by keeping the 
high volume of traffic away from their entrances on MD 203, Mattawoman- 
Beantown Rd. 

ADVANTAGES! 

- High speed travel (no stop lights or stop signs) from Charles County 
Line on MD S/US 301 to intersection of MD 203 and MD 5 at St Charles 
Pkwy. 

- US 301 type roadway at all intersections between Substation Rd and 
Popular Hi 11-Beantown Rd. 

- One lane, each way, of "through" traffic via overpasses 

- One lane, each way, of "local" traffic via the existing roadbed 

DISADVANTAGES! 

- Overpass from MD 5/US 301 to Substation Rd 

- Increased noise and air pollution from overpass on surrounding 
communities 

- Increased cost of additional overpass structures 
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15V.i'^ 
Mr. Nell J. PederBon 
Director. 
Office of Planning 4 Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore. Maryland  21203-0717 

Rei  Proposed Maryland 6 Relocation (MO 205) 

May 9. 1990 

Dear Slrt 

AB a homeowner and resident of Plnefleld. I am deeply concerned 
about the proposed relocation of Maryland 5 <MO 20S>. I can 
understand wanting to shift the flow of route 5 traffic around 
Waldorf to ease congestion, but It appears we are putting the 
cart before the horse. Widening MO 205 without first building an 
Interchange at U.S. 301 will not alleviate existing problems. It 
will only Increase congestion, the potential for accidents and 
destroy the quality of life for the residents of Plnefleld and 
those living along MO 205. 

proposed Interchange. Option 0.  This would help 
traffic congestion at  the U.S. Route 301 and Md 

traffic safety problem 
safety problems In this 

I do support the 
to allevlate the 
205 Intersection  and stabilize a growing 
around the Plnefleld shopping areas.  The 
area are  Increasing  as more Plnefleld 
children, are walking and biking to these 

residents.  especially 
shopping areas. 

A high quality Interchange Is the most cost effective solution to 
the developing congestion. Basic physics states that Increasing 
the capacity of the pipe without Increasing the capacity of the 
faucet to handle the flow will only Increase pressure. Plnefleld 
doesn't need that. Your serious consideration of these proposals 
will be/greatly appreciated by the residents of Plnefleld. 

Tphen RA S' 
4513 Orleans 
(Plnefleld) 
Waldorf. MO 20601-3232 

JRECEWEB 
MAY 1 1 1990 

^icharfl 
S*C*ttfY 

Hal KassoH 
Arfminlsuator 

Maryland Department ofTmnsportation 
State Highway Administration 

May 29. 1990 

Mr. Stephen R. Stoker 
4513 Orleans Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601-3232 

Dear Mr. Stoker: 

Thank you for your May 9th letter opposing major 
improvements to MD 205 and supporting the construction of 
Interchange Option D at US 301. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road <MD 205). this 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study. 

We are in agreement with you that an interchange is 
necessary to augment or replace the US 301/MD 205 intersection. 
If the outcome of our study is a build solution, the engineering 
phase would involve the detailed design of a roadway alternate 
and an interchange option at US 301.  No segment of the project 
is in the current construction program.  Should the roadway be 
reconstructed first, our goal remains to construct an interchange 
at US 301/MD 205 before the improved intersection reaches 
capacity. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  The proposed median would 
act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles crossing or 
turning left on the highway.  They would only have to look in one 
direction at a time, and gaps in the highway traffic would be 
more likely to occur with more lanes.  Graded areas behind the 
outside curbs would provide a safer location for persons walking 
along the highway. 

We believe that with proper design, a roadway can be con- 
structed that will be safe for Pinefield residents and for 
through travelers on Mattawoman-Beantown Road.  The proposed 
closed section roadway, together with protected turn lanes and 
signals, will afford a safe design. 

My ulephont number i« 13011    333-1110 

Tatetypcwrlttr lor lmpitr«<! Hearing or.Speech 
383-7555 Belllmore Metro - 5es-0«51 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-S062 Stttnrlde Tdl Frea 

707 North divert  St.. Seltlmore. MvyUnd 21203-0717 

1.  See response p. V-33 _£> 



Mr. Stephen R. 
Page Two 

Stoker 

Thank you again tor your input into the project planning 
process.  Your support for constructing Interchange Option D 
first, before widening HD 205, has been noted and will be 
considered in the selection of alternates for this study.  I have 
added your name to the project mailing list, so you will be kept 
informed of any future decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP:as 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

< 
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2918 Sandwich Drive 
Valdorf, HD 20601 

April 27, 1990 

Mr flail J. F*d»rssn 
Director, Offlc* of Planning * Prellnlnuy Bnginaexln« 
SUta Highv»y AdMinlatxmtlon 
P.O. Box 717 
BaltUora, KD 2120>0717 

RBi    HD 5 Relocttad Project  (Vidanln« HD 205) 

Daur Kr Padaraaoi 

•D<-X. 

~ o 

I as writing to you to oppoae any thing in thla project othet^than -^—, 
the "no build" option. Hy opposition la baaed on two itaaai  (!)"»» •• '; 
taxpayer of the state of Haryland, I object to spending any fUndocfDn thla" 
project until the full effeoto of the Washington Bypass, the widening 
of U.S. 301, and the results of the 1990 Decennial Census are knownt and 
(2) as a resident of the Pinefleld neighborhood, widening of the current 
HD 205 would wreak havoc to our neighborhood. 

As to the first lte«, It is Just plain premature to plan for thia 
project given the uncertainties nentioned above. A Washington Bypass aay 
obviate the traffic projections for continued growth in those portions of 
the Tri-County area south and east of Waldorf. The fact that Waldorf 
now acts as a bottleneck for north-south traffic on U.S..301 and KD 5 
is not all bad1 continued highway "iaprovementa" will lull future residents 
Into attaapting longer and longer coaunutes to and flea the Washington 
•etropolitan area with detrtnental Impacts on the natlodb energy supplies 
and the regional quality of life. 

As to the second Item, I foresee very serious disadvantages to our 
Pinefleld neighborhood if this project goes forward with any of the 
alternatives identified so far. We didn't bargain for a state highway 
on the doorstep to our neighborhood when we purchased our hoae 11 years 
ago, and we certainly didn't bargain for a 6-lane, divided roadway at 
that. AlthougH£safeiy-li a prinary concern, the envlronnental danage 
of such a highway"is sufficient enough reason to halt further planning. 
More than a third of Pinefleld homes lie within a half Bile of the 
current HD 205! The(ji6ina_tkctor alone is sufficient to Justify not 
going ahead with this 'project unless noise barriers are an integral 
part of the project. Even though the nation continues to decrease 
polutlon output per vehicle, aore roadway rearm sore vehicles and 
therefore aore pollution. As tocfiafety, the local traffic patt«ms» 
I.e., Pinefleld traffic heading south onto U.S. 30I, have been 
neglected In faeor of the through traffic. Additionally, the phasing 
of the overall project (thoroughfare widening first, Interchangea later), 
would aake this, je long and costly (in terms of accidents and "neck down" 
disruptions) to all those who would have to travel this route during 
construction. 

To ensure that I aa kept abreast of your thinking on this project, 
please place ae on your Bailing list for thia project. 

Very truly yours, 

Richard H. Trainor 
StcsMtnf 

Hal Kassoff 
Adntfnistritor 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

May 22, 1990 

Mr Thomas D. Wanner 
2918 Sandwich Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. Wanner: 

Thank you for your April 27th letter supporting the No- 
Build Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study. 

• • 
Our traffic volume forecasts reflect the relationship of MD 

205 and the surrounding highway network.  A number of related 
highway improvements are included in the network, such as the 
widening of US 301/MD 5 through Waldorf to six through lanes. 
Despite these area roadway improvements, we still project a need 
to widen MD 205, as it is still a preferred route for many MD 5 
travelers.  Traffic demand on MD 205 will be reassessed as future 
decisions are reached on other highway improvements (such as the 
Washington Bypass). 

Regarding the noise impacts of our proposal, four 
mitigation sites remain under consideration, all in the Pinefleld 
area.  The federal noise abatement criteria is estimated to be 
marginally exceeded at these locations in the design year (2015). 
A preliminary determination on the reasonableness and feasibility 
of noise mitigation will be made during the preparation of the 
final environmental document. 

No decisions have been reached on the potential 
construction staging of these improvements because of current 
funding limitations.  No segment of the project is in the current 
construction program.  If a build solution is selected, the 
engineering phase would involve the detailed design of a roadway 
alternate and an interchange option.  Should the roadway be 
reconstructed first, our goal remains to construct an interchange 
at US 301/MD 205 before the improved intersection reaches 
capacity. 

The Pinefleld Road intersection with MD 205 is already 
signalized.  The Option A and B intersection with MD 205, which 
would line up with Nike Drive, can also be expected to be 
controlled by traffic signals.  Interchange Option C proposes a 
connection between MD 205 opposite Pinefleld Road and Substation 
Road, and from there to US 301.  Interchange Option D provides a 
direct ramp access between MD 205 and southbound US 301. 
Pinefleld residents would have safe access to southbound US 301 
under any of the build options under consideration.  Selection of 
an interchange option has not yet been made. 

My telephone number Is (301). 

cci    Charles County Coaalssloners THOMAS D. WANNER Teletypewriter for Impelred Hetrlng or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-S00-4S2-S0S2 Statewide Toll Free 

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

See  response  p.   V-19 -O 



Mr. Thomas D. Vanner 
Pago Two 

Thank you for sharino your concerns.  Your support tor tha 
No-Build Alternate has been noted and will be considered in the 
decision-making process.  Your name has been added to the project 
mailing list, so you will be kept informed of any future 
decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP:as 

Mr. Edvard H. Meehan. 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

Mr. Thomas D. Wanner 
< Page Two 

Thank you for sharing your concerns.  Your support for the 
No-Build Alternate has been noted and will be considered in the 
decision-making process.  Your name has been added to the project 
mailing list, so you will be kept informed of any future deci- 
sions made on this project. 

Very truly yours. 

0TU.J ^ 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP:as 

cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

Prepared by: Victor Janata, Proj. Plan. Div., 333-1105, 5-15-90 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (UD 205) 

Hattawamn/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

&&-. C udL n.re    A    a.L -9 0 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

tnnpcOQ (1-/0 ^&M,.>*+/> J/AoiJ^J   fct-JzJ __ 

riTv/TnwM A/ki^, QTATC K7y)<Mj*.J  ?IP CODE a.°{><>t 

l/W» with to comment or Inquire about the following aepecta of thla project; 

fiJL   /Sac   'ZU.^JIZLJ   n/ vXv^ 'rru^^ujlSuuL^>. 'Tk* <?a*&a  
lfs^*-^J 

<n+  SJ.IL •*- / iJl /hu. 
X*rx*x. . 

-fffjd^ujl^l^ 

ZTlL^tL'  />/>fc,~fJ?-' •*//* synU^i,J dttt/J /U; Xh, 
/HnJ;,    Sirps/JtA^/?**->   .i 

Maryland Department ofTransportamn 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
Sacrvury 
Hal Kauoff 
Admlnisunof 

April 11, 1990 

Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS 082039 

Ms. Helen C. White 
c-io Idlewood Trailer Park 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. White: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing Impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of improvement 
studies for MD 205. 

Your support for Segment II, Alternate 5/6 Modified has been 
noted and will be considered in the development of our tea» 
recommendation. Thank you again for identifying your position. 

Your name is on the project mailing list, so you will be 
kept informed of any future decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ego, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc:     Mr.   Edward H.  Meehan 

Victor F./Janata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

I—i pitaat add my/our namad) to the Mailing List.* 

I—i puaaa dalsta my/our nama(t) from th» Mailing Lit I. 

• Parsons who hava racelved a copy of this brochure through lha mall ar« already 
on th* pro|act Mailing Lilt. 

My telaphon* number it (3011- 
333-1105 

TaletypTwilttr lor Impaired Heulng or 3p*ec* 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - >-aoo-«»2-60«2 Sinewld* Tall Free 

.AT    M«».«»I    #*«lM*r«    Ql a.ltlm*'...      K «•   •l.vrf 

1.  See response p. V-3 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMEN.T.3> .jujhirifl 

Afaryfand Department oflransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
SKIMMT 

Hal KatsoH 
AddMnifttrilor 

13 OJ 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (UD 205) 

Uattawcman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to 03 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26,  1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

ADDRESS. 

f.rvirnwu (^AJJ^R   F STATE MTL ZIP CODE- 

l/W» with to comment or Inquire abou! the following aapeota of thlaproleot: 

< 
I 

00 

/r     /»/»i/e /v/ . : :  

-Z*  T^.-tik- -rA, /^AxTftAj by PAX? IAS A// 

^jn e h /?~ -//-<? R 

Be: Contract No.566-i5'-57i 
Proposed HO 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Hattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDHS Ho. 082039 

Mr. James Woodward 
C 22 I diewood Park 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Woodward: 

ThanX you for your recent letter regarding the HD 205 
project planning study. Your opposition to the widening of 
existing Mattawoman-Beantown Road and the moving of grave sites 
at the Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery is noted and will be 
considered in the decision-making process. 

Existing MD 205 ha 
improvements proposed, 
would accommodate the 1 
right turns into and ou 
to the road.  The shoul 
and breaxdown lane.  Bu 
accommodated Sy the out 
to waix safely along a 
highway improvement is 
traffic signals at exls 
sections.  The existing 

s little or no shoulder 
four through lanes with 
ncreaslng commuter traf 
t of the residentlally 
der would serve as a co 
s stops and bicycle tra 
side shoulder.  Pedestr 
graded area behind ^he 
envisioned as a bouleva 
ting and future public 
40 mph speed limit wou 

s. The 
outside shoulders, 
flc as well as 
zoned land adjacent 
mblnatlon turning 
vel could also be 
lans would be able 
curb. The ultimate 
rd with a number of 
street inter- 
id remain. 

From your opposition to disturbing any graves at the Trinity 
Memorial Gardens Cemetery, : surmise that you would support 
Alternate 5/6 Modified in Segment ;i.  That alternate does not 
impact any graves and was presented at the February 26th public 
bearing. 

The Jastern Bypass study has one preliminary alternate that 
would pass between Pinefleld and the state parkland.  Other 
preliminary alternates are west of us 301 and do not address the 
MD 5 corridor problems. Of course, we will continue to 
coordinate the potential implementation o: MD 205 with decisions 
reached on the Eastern Bypass study. 

rVi Plaaa* add my/our nama(a) to th* Mailing Lltt.* 

I—I Plaaa* dalat* my/our nama(a) from tha Mailing Llat. 

*Paraona who hava raeelvad a copy of thla brochura through tha mall ara already 
on tha projact Mailing Llat. 

My ulephone number is nnil       333-1105 

Telelypewrltar tor tmpalrad Hearing or Speech 
363-7555 Balllmort Metro - S65-CM51 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Fro* 

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

1.     See  response  p.   V-3  and V-7. ^ 
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Mr. James woodward 
Page Two 

«.»» you •wm '•' ••"»"""• ,,?VIt
IK';i'l511'.iiI 

your name 
be Kept 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege. Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
vitftor F.  lafnata 
Project Manager 
project Planning DlvlBlon 

LHE:VPJ:as 

cc: Mr. Sdward H. Meenan 
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Z.      *• ^1» .i'-J-J 530? Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
May 19, 1990 

IRECEFVED 

man. ofwi or 

Mr.   Hal   Ka»soff 
Administrator 
Stats Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203-0717 

Ret  Proposed MD 3 Relocated (MD 205) 

Daar Sirs 

PC2&L5!D_5t«tt!!!EQt 

The State Highway Administration (SHA) has proposed to solve a 
projected congestion problem at the intersection of Route 205 and Route 
301 for design year 2013. 

BiscusalBQ 

To solve this problem your Office of Planning and Preliminary 
Engineering has proposed that Route 205 be widened and that a new 
interchange be built at the intersection of Route 205 and Route 301. 
If fully implemented, this proposal could cost as much as *51_t! 
depending upon the alternatives and options within the proposal. 

The Pinefield Civic Association which represents the community of 
approximately 1400 homes adjacent to Route 203 has proposed building a 
high quality Interchange only (interchange Option D of the SHA 
proposal).  This proposal would cost t26._d.  This proposal would 
represent a caSt-aysLdanag.sf_j2Q_M_tg_*25_B by eliminating the 
widening options contained in the SHA proposal. 

Mr. Neil Pedersen and Mr. Victor Janata of your planning office and Mr. 
Thomas Mac Middleton, President of the Charles County Commissioners, 
attended the last Pinefield Civic Association meeting held on "ay 
17th.  None of these gentlemen could provide technical justification 
for widening the road.  It appears that they all assumed that widening 
Route 205 was part of a cost effective measure to solving the 
congestion problem.  It may not be. 

The projected congestion problem will result from the inability of 
traffic to efficiently merge onto Route 301 from Route 205.  Widening 
Route 203 will not solve the congestion problem.  It will only bring 
the bottleneck closer to the intersection. 

Maryiand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

June  12,   1990 

Richard H. Tratnor 
S«CfMAfy 

Hal Kassoff 
AdJnMnrator 

Mr. Philip F. Zalesak 
Chairman. Route 205 Committee 
Pinefield Civic Association 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf. Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Zalesak: 

Thank you for your May 19th tetter, which contained the recommendatkxis of 
your association regarding the MD 205 project planning study. Your support foe 
Interchange Option D and opposition to any widening of MD 205 will be taken Into 
consideration in the decision-making process. I would like to clarify several points In 
your letter. 

The "forecasted congestion problem" is not Just at the US 301/MD 205 
intersection, but all along MD 205. from MD 5 to US 301. The problems are not just 
congestion, caused by over-loading the capacity of the facility, but also accident 
problems related to the type of road and the capacity restrictions. 

We believe that through the study process, we have developed alternates that 
will relieve the transportation problems in the MD 205 corridor. These Indude the 
reconstruction of the MD 205 roadway to a four-lane divided highway, as wen as 
construction of an interchange to replace or augment the intersection at US 301/MD 
205. The interchange is justified in conjunction with additional capacity being provided 
along MD 205.  It would be difficult for us to justify expending $20-30 million foe an 
interchange at US 301 if it does not tie into a widened MD 205. 

The need for the proposed Improvements Is presented in the Environmental 
Assessment prepared for the project. As traffic volumes continue to grow In the area, 
congestion will worsen and the accident rate on MD 205 wilt Increase. Your 
association has been provided with a copy of that document, which contains an 
explanation of the existing and projected levels of service on MD 205 and summarizes 
the results of the technical analyses. Traffic growth In the corridor will outstrip the 
ability of the existing two-lane roadway to serve the capacity needs. 

My telephont numbtr is (301)- 333-1111 
T0l«typ«wrltBr for tmpafrftd HearlnQ or Spatch 

383-7555 Btlltmor* Metro - SSS-04J1 D.C. Metro - 1-800-O2-5082 StMMld* Toll Fro* 
707 North Calvtrt  St.. Baltlmoio. Maryland 21203-0717 
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What will solva the congestion problem la to build a high quality 
interchange which will move traffic efficiently and safely onto and off 
of Route 301.  Option D of your proposal meets these criteria.  This 
would be the logical first step in construction.  It may also be the 
only one necessary.  It Is probably sufficient to meet the stated 
objective "to alleviate existing congestion and provide for continued 
safe and efficient operation In the future." 

I recommend the following actionsi 

(1)  Proceed with planning, programming and budgeting of the SHA 
Opltlon D Interchange. 

(2>  Cease any further planning and consideration of widening 
Route 203 until •ufficiont tBCbQlCel-JUSitfUitlBD can be developed. 
Neither SHA or Charles County seems to have this data.  If they do, 
they have not presented It to the people who would be Impacted by this 
action. 

SymBiCX 

Implementing the above recommendations will allow the stated objective 
to be met and provide an opportunity to revisit the option of widening 
Route 203 at at later date. 

Sincerely, 

AAL&-{^— 

Phil   ZalV^aJi 
Chairman, 
Route 203 Committee 
Pinefleld Civic Association 

Mr. Philip F. Zalosak 
Page Two 

if you have any further questions, please fee! free to call Mr. Neil Pedersen, our 
planning director, for a fuller discussion of the Issues. Mr. Pedersen can be reached 
at (301) 333-1110. 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK/1 

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

Copy tot 

Congressman Roy Dyson . 
Richard H. Trainor (Secretary, Maryland Department of Transportation) 
State Senator James C. Simpson 
State Delegate John F. Wood 
Charles County Commissioners 
Maryland Independent 
Times Crescent 
Pinefleld Newsletter 

1.  See response p. V-18 V 



Pii'-.-jr.-- 530? Doris Drive 
OtVoV.":-  Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

June  23,   1990 

JaaZ- /•a 
'1ECEIVED 

JUN 28 1990 ^"'^ 
# 193 

i«Era.c«ao  

Mr.   Hal   Kassof* 
Administrator 
State  Highway  Administration 
707 North  Calvart  Street 
Baltimore,   Maryland        21203-0717 

Re:     Proposed  MD 3 Relocated   <MD 203) 

Dear  Sin 

Thank you for your letter of June 12, 1990.  I ".v- r^i-H.d the 
contents of the environmental assessment (contract no. 566-1^1 571) and 
h°v. dl.cus.-d It. content, with Mr. Victor Janata of your office. 

I have studied Table 12, Effects on Traffic Operations (pages 1V-6 to 
IV-9), and have come to the following conclusionsj 

^nd safetv oroblems orolectgd aS.tbS.iQtSCSSSStaQS-Sf-Ui-ifil-tJB-^Qa- 
"oMnd MD-^MD 20^,   hi5h "cTSlnt intersections identified »" section 
?l«f the llslllment.      The US 301-MD 5/MD 205 intersection would still 
II It   le^et of^rviU ILOS) F (force or breakdown flow, after w dening 
hid been completed (page IV-8).  The MD5/MD 205 intersection wou^d be 
at LOS E and F, respectively, during morning and evening peaK hours for 
alternative 3 (page IV-7>.  The MD5/MD 205 intersection would be at LOS 
D for Soth morning and evening peak hours for alternatve * «P£» 
IV-7).  1 would call these gains marginal at best for the amount of 
resources dedicated to this portion of the project. 

"all nterlections along 301 will have a LOS F due to the anticipated 
traffc along US 301. A fourth lane along US 301 (in each direction) 
is needed to provide an adequate level-of-service.» I understand that 
US 301 will only be widened to three lanes In each direction in the 
near future. Option C would not provide easy access to southbound US 
301 from Pinefl.ld. Option D would provide easy access to southbound 
US 301 and have minimal impact in our community. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

August 2, 1990 

Mr. Phil Zalesak 
President (Elect) 
Pinefield Civic Association 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf. Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. Zalesak: 

Thank you for your June 25th letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study.  I vould like to clarify several point, 
in your letter. 

Interchange options have been studied at US 301 because an 
interchange is the only long term solution for the MD 205 
intersection with US 301/MD 5; however, this is in conjunction 
with the widening of MD 205.  Without implementing the build 
improvements to MD 205, the northern segment of it will be 
operating at level of. service (LOS) F in this decade, with 
traffic operating at a stop and go condition.  The remainder of 
the highway will be at LOS F before the design year (2015). 

Richard H. Trainer 
S«cr*tafY 

Hat Kassoff 
AdmMnralor 

The MD 5/MD 205 inters 
with the Alternate 5 improv 
intersection does not adequ 
An interchange is required 
residential and commercial 
approved development and we 
With the Alternate 6 improv 
needed at MD 5, and the exi 
no improvements, operates s 
transportation needs for th 

ection fails by the design year, even 
ements to MD 205, because the 
ately handle the transportation needs, 
there, but because of the magnitude of 
displacements for existing and 
tland impacts, it was not presented. 
ements to MD 205, no interchange is 
sting MD 5/MD 205 intersection, with 
ignificantly better and meets the 
e design year. 

All of the interchange options at US 301/MD 5 result in 
significant improvements to congestion and safety levels.  The 
misunderstanding results from the comparison between intersection 
and ramp LOS.  With Interchange Options A and B, the existing 
intersection would remain, but with considerably less traffic 
along existing MD 205.  However the intersection LOS designation, 
are derived from the total volume of traffic through the 
intersection, and the US 301 volumes overwhelm the calculation*. 
Interchange Options C and D replace the intersection.  Once 
traffic is on US 301, regardless of which interchange option 
might be built, traffic will operate at LOS F in the design year 
because of the volume of traffic on US 301 for the lanes 
provided.  It should be noted that the US 301 traffic volume, do 
not reflect implementation of an eastern Washington Bypass 
solution. 

My tttephone numb«r is (301). 
333-1111 

Tal«typ«wrlur for lmp«lr«d Hearing or Spaach 
383-7555 Baltlmor* Malro - S8S-04S1 D.C. Metro - 1-0O0-4»2-50«2 Statewide Toll Free 

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



In summary, the data contained in your report documents a projected 
congestion and safety problem at the two primary Intersections o-f MD 
203.  Your data indicate that only marginal improvement can be obtained 
by widening MD 205.  Your data Indicate that interchange option D 
provides significant relief in congestion (and presumabley safety) and 
further provides easy access to southbound US 301 from Pinefleld. 

I strongly recommend that interchange option D be considered the first 
step in solving the congestion and safety problem documented in your 
assessment.  I also recommend that an analysis be conducted to 
determine the impact of Just implementing Interchange option D.  This 
additional data would allow you to determine the cost effectiveness of 
widening MD 20S. 

Sincerely, 

Presifc^nty(Elect) , 
Pinefleld  Civic  Association 

Mr. Phil Zalesak 
Page Two 

PROJECT 
DEVELOP;-! E.'IT 

Div;ro:! 

hiUe5UO( Selection of an interchange option wi 
o£ factors, including maintenance of traff 
impacts, disruptions to commercial access, 
continue to believe that Pinefleld residen 
access to southbound US 301 vith any of th 
The widening of MD 205 is supported by our 
identifies the operational deficiencies of 
the improved LOS and reduced accident rate 
alternates in the design year. 

If you have any further questions, please feel free to call 
Mr. Neil Pedersen, our  planning director, for a fuller discussion 
of the issues.  Mr. Pedersen can be reached at (301) 333-1110. 

Sine 

on a number 
ic impacts, wetland 
and costs.  He 

ts will have safe 
e interchange options. 
published data that 
the existing road and 
for the build 

HK/ih 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

1.  See response p. V-18 V* 
^ 



April 28, 1990 

Mr. Nell J. Psdersen, Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore,   Maryland  21203-0717 

Rei     Proposed  MD S Relocated   (MO  203) 

813 

3309 Doris Drive . T 

Waldorf, Maryland 2060thO^'-' Maryfand Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

May  22.   1990 

Richard H. Trainor 
S«cr«lwv 

Hal Kassoff 
MmMtuttM 

< 
I 

The Pinefleld Civic Association (PCA) met last Thursday, April 26, 1990 
to discuss the subject proposal.  1 passed out copies of the diagrams 
contained In your location/design public hearing brochure and read from 
sections of the brochure to acquaint the attendees with the proposal. 
After much discussion, the following determinations were made! 

<1>  EiC5£. Mr. Johnny Martin's letter to you dated March 31, 
1990 was not formulated In accordance with the by-laws that govern the 
PCA and, therefore, does not represent the position of the Pinefield 
commmunlty.  In fact, Mr. Martin admitted that this was hiS-BCoeeiaK 
Mr. Martin is a hard working PCA president, however, he erred In 
presenting his proposal as the consensus view of the Pinefield 
community.  Virtually no one at the meeting spoke in favor for a build 
option regarding the widening of Route 205 accept for Mr. Martin. 

<2>  igCQQd, to Mr. Martin's credit he tasked me to formulate a 
position that would represent a consensus view of our community.  Based 
on the discussions at the meeting, the following position is formulated 
and will be reviewed in accordance with the PCA by-laws: 

a. The PCA supports a no-bulld alternative regarding the 
widening of Route 203 (segments I, II and III).  Widening the road will 
not alleviate congestion and will destroy the quality of life for the 
residents of Pinefield and the people living along Route 203. 

b. The PCA  supports the high quality Interchange, option 
D, to alleviate congestion at the intersection of Route 301 and 203. 

c. The PCA believes that this proposal Is the most cost 
effective solution to the developing congestion problem and will 
preserve the quality of life in our community. 

Sincerely 

Mr. Hal Kassoff (SHA) 
County Commissioners RECEIVED 

Mr. Philip F. Zalesak 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. Zalesak: 

Thanlc you for your April 28th letter identifying the pre- 
liminary position of the Pinefield Civic Association towards 
improvements being studied for MD 205 (Mattawoman-Beantovn Road), 
I also appreciated the opportunity to meet with representatives 
of the association on May 17th. 

The Pinefield Civic Association's position against a build 
alternate along MD 205 and favoring Interchange Option D to 
replace the US 301/MD 205 intersection is noted and will be 
considered in the selection of alternates for this project. 
Thank you for submitting your recommendations. 

Very truly yours, 

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

K.JP: as 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. John M. Contestabile 

MAY m 

mzm. srfitf »r 
mum i muuutt ntmnn 

1.  See response p. V-18 

My taltphone number is (301). 

TalMyptwrlter (or Impalrtd Htvlng or Sp««eh 
363-7395 Btltlmor* Matro - 595-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-t00-4»2-50«2 Stltawld* To(l FrM 

707  North C«lv«rt   St..  Baltimoro, Mlrylind  21203-0717 ^> 



OLV^LO: 

5309  Doris  Driva 
Waldorf,   Maryland   20&01  ftfj 2J 
April   23,    1990 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

May  22.   1990 

Richard H. Trainor 
Sacftiary 

Hal KassoH 
Adminitlrttof 

Mr. Nail J. Ped«rs«n, Director 
Of flea o-f Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
Stata Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore,   Maryland  21203-0717 

Ret      Proposed  MD  S Relocated   <MD  203) 

Dear  Slrt 

I have reviewed the subject proposal and have discussed this matter 
with Mr. Victor Janata of your office.  After careful consideration, I 
have come to the following conclusions! 

First, six lanes of traffic at the entrance of Pinefield will 
permanently destroy the quality of life for the residents of Pinefield, 
a community of approximately I3SS_bQ!!!eS"  If completed, this 
construction would add pollution, noise and safety hazards to a quiet, 
established neighborhood and disrupt the efficient flow of traffic from 
Pinefield to Route 301 going south. 

Second, if the proposal is seriously considered, a number of 
flaws need to be addressed.  I understand that the project would be 
completed In stages with Route 203 being widened first (segments I, II 
and III) and an interchange to be built later.  If this is the plan to 
be executed, the tax payers will have spent a minimum of S19.1 M and 
achieved nothing as far as relieving congestion.  I also understand 
that if an interchange is to be built concurrent with the widening of 
Route 203, options A and B are preferred.  These options actually 
impede traffic feeding from the Pinefield community trying to access 
Route 301 going south.  Residents would have to cross six lanes of 
traffic to access the Route 203 and 301 intersection. 

I recommend the following: 

First, take no action on this proposal.  Improvements are already 
underway to Improve the flow of traffic through Waldorf by widening 
Route 301 and Route 3.  This  work will be completed by 1992.  The 
Washington Bypass determination will be made later this year.  Both of 
these projects may preclude the requirement for making any changes to 
Route 205. 

Mr. Philip F. Zalesak 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Zalesak: 

Thank you for your April 23rd letter recommending no action 
regarding improvements to MD 205 and supporting the construction 
of Interchange Option C or D first, if a build solution is 
selected. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205), this 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study. 

No decisions have been reached on the staging of improve- 
ments.  If a build solution is selected, the engineering phase 
would involve the detailed design of a roadway alternate and an 
interchange option.  No segment of the project is in the current 
construction program.  Should the roadway be reconstructed first, 
our goal remains to construct an interchange at US 301/MD 205 
before the improved intersection reaches capacity. 

The Pinefield Road intersection with MD 205 is already 
signalized, and the Interchange Options A and B intersection with 
MD 205, which will line up with Nike Drive, will likely be 
controlled by a traffic signal.  Pinefield residents will have 
safe access to southbound US 301; therefore. Options A and B 
cannot be eliminated.  Selection of an interchange option has not 
yet been made. 

Our traffic forecasts reflect the relationship of MD 205 and 
the surrounding highway network.  A number of related highway 
improvements are included, such as the widening of US 301/MD 5 
through Waldorf to six through lanes.  There is the possibility 
that decisions reached on the Washington Bypass could affect the 
traffic forecasts for MD 205.  The future traffic volumes and 

My t«l«phont numtwsr is (301)  333-1110  

Tglatypcwcllar tor Imptlred Hstrlng or Spateh 
383-7555 Bdtlmort Metro - 56S-0451 D.C. M«tro - 1-900-492-5082 Sllttwld*  Toll FrM 

707 North Calvtrt St.. Balttmora, Maryland 21203-0717 



Second, If  you declda to proceed with the proposed project, build 
either interchange options C or D -first before widening Route 203.  If 
the interchange alone alleviates congestion, you will have saved the 
taxpayers »l?.l M and preclude destroying an estabished neighborhood. Mr. Philip F. 

Page Two 
Zalesak 

Sincerely, 

< 
I 

resulting magnitude of highway improvements needed for MD 205 can 
be reassessed as decisions on other highway improvement, or 
changes in the highway network are made.  Mo decisions »•"»!. 
particularly when events result in less damaging and less expen- 
sive solutions. 

Your recommendation to build the interchange at US 301 first 
and your preference for Interchange Options C and D have been 
noted and will be considered in the selection of alternates for 
this project. 

Thank you for your time and effort in submitting recommenda- 
tions.  Your contribution to the project planning process is 

• appreciated. 

Very truly yours. 

Neil JVPedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP/ih 

cc: Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Edward H. Meehan 
Louis.H. Ege, Jr. 
John M. Contestabile 

1.  See response p. V-33 
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February 26, 1990 

Mr'. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryland Departaent of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

We would like to thank the State Highway Administration for 
.-hMr coooeration and support in the development of the Route 205 

the State to prlceed with a build alternate. 

The existing intersections of U.S. Route 301 with Maryland 
Drt„h. 505 and with Maryland Routes 228 and 5, currently operate 
R?    ^»M- levels of service.  The improvement of Maryland 
Route 2«Pto a relocated Ma^Iand Route 5, with an interchange at 
ST Rwte 301, will provide badly needed additional capacity and 
will allow these roads to function properly. 

The Route 205 study has been modified by the State to create 
a six lane divided highway for most of this roadway.  We 

IT  i ^ +K»1  this was done in response to projected traffic understand that this was done in r p develo£ment of an access 

coitrot'or access management program for the improved roadway. 
Shis wilt maintain ^facility•! ability to carry high volumes 
If traffic  We also feel that it is important to include the 
const^ctiin of In  interchange at the U. S. 301 intersection. 

MAR 13 1990 

PROJECT 
DtVELCP::i:.: r 

p :'•• .* '• 

The Honorable Thomas Mac Middleton 
President. Charles County Commissioners 
Post Office Box B 
La Plata. Maryland 20646 

Dear Commissioner Middleton: 

Thank you for your February 26th letter and Commissioner Sefton's presenta- 
tion at the MD 205 (Mattawoman-Beantown Road) Locatlon/Deslan Public Hearing. 
We appreciate your support of a build solution to alleviate congestion problems In 

the Waldorf area. 

Consistent with the level of access controls for MD 5 to the south and. 
recognizing the resulting Impacts to the large number of existing resldenUal aaess 
points along MD 205. we did not propose formal access controls along the antici- 
pated highway improvements. We hope to work closeV w.th Charles County 
through our Access Control Committee to minimize any addrt.onal entrance points, 
encouraging developers to access from intersecting public roads.  Based on, the 
support indicated by Charles County elected officials, we are proceeding wrth design 

for the widening of MD 205. 

Thank you again for letting us know the Commissioners' position regarding 

this project 

Sincerely, 

ORiGiiiAt S;OINI;O BY: 

HAL KASSOFF, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HKA 

cc: 

bcc: 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Mr. John D. Bruck 
Mr. Louis H. Ege. Jr. 

SAY NO TO DRUGS 



Mr. Hal Kassoff 
February 26,   1990 
Page -2- 

Wa feel that this Is an Important project that we would like 
to see proceed to construction as quickly as possible, while 
assuring that any negative impacts that nay result from this 
project are minimized. 

Again, thank you for your cooperation in this matter. 

Very truly, 

COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 
CHARLES COUNTY, MARYLAND 

Thomas Mac Middleton, President 

Murray D. Levy     / 

Nancv J. Sefton  ' Nancy J. Sefton 

f        lb 
i—' 

00 

1. See response p. V-18. "V*^ 
2. An access control management strategy will be developed in conjunction with "^O* 

Charles County for proposed developments. 7" 
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Pig* I Pln.ll.ld N.wil.tl.r AprlUMaylNO / 

Date .  s-'/f^o 

Name:   g-TW-S/ *'}'*•* 

Addrws:    /O JL j &,<,*> T^y A*-** 

/ 

Mr. Neli J. Pedcrsco 
Dlrrctor, Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
Slate Highway AdminislraUon 
P.O. Box 717 
Bahimore. MD 21203-0717 

RE: MD 5 Relocated Project (Widening MD 205) 

Dear Mr. Pedersen, 

I an] concerned about your current plans to widen MD 203 Mattawoman-Beamown Rd. 
(in your MD 5 Relocated Project).  Using any of your current options will make it 
hazardous for my family, friends^and me to use the main entrance to the Pinefield 
neighborhood. . 

Already,-with only two lanes, it is dangerous for the kids of Pinefield to go to the local 
stores or to visit friends when they must walk along or cross MD 205.  By adding addi- 
tional lanes of traffic, I believe the situation will become so dangerous that the main 
entrance to Pinefield will become unsafe. 

Since I never planned to have a six lane highway at my doorstep when I bought my 
home, I request you to develop another alternative as pan of the MD S Relocated project, 
to make the Pinefield entrance safer (not more hazardous).  I have reviewed the 
"Pinefield Option" and agree/disagree (circle one) with it. To help me keep close track 
on the direction this project is taking, please place me on your mailing list for this project. 

Reply Requested. 

Signed. 

Maiyfand Department offiansportation 
State Highway Administration 

July 17.   1990 

Richard H. Trail 

Hal Kaitotf 

Hr. and Mrs. Stanley Kuczawakl 
1029 Country Lan* 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Kuczewski: 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding -.he project 
planning study for MD 205.  We have noted your opposition to 
additional lanes on Mattawoman-Beantovn Road, and your concern 
that improvements to the road would make the existing signalized 
MO 205/Pinefield Road intersection more dangerous. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawomap-Beantown Road, this is a 
preferred route for much of the MD*5 through traffic.  Volumes 
will continue to grow on this highway, with or without the 
improvements presented in gur projWct planning study. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher .accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type road*.  The proposed Improvement, a 
curbed four-lane divided highway with outside shoulders, would 
significantly reduce that rate.ivThe proposed median would act as 
a safety zone for any pedestrian* or vehicles crossing or turning 
left on the highway.  They would only have to look in one 
direction at a time, and gaps in 'the highway traffi: would be 
more likely to occur wich more lanes.  The shoulder would serve 
is a combination turning and breakdown lane. Graded areas behind 
the outside curbs would provide a safer location for parsons 
walking along the highway. 

We believe that, with proper design, a roadway can be con- 
structed that will be safe for Pinefield residents and for 
through travelers on Mattawoman-Beantown Road.  The proposed 
closed section roadway, together with protected turn lanes and 
signals, will afford i safe design. 

*»2. 
Mv ttltDRona number is I30tl_ 
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^Tmu Mri^^i^ranla^^^^cz MrnrTO Mr 
Paga Two 

Your opposition to additional roadway lanea on MD 205 near 
Pinefield Road has been noted and will be considered in the 
selection of an alternate.  Your name has been added to the 
project mailing list so you will be kept informed of any future 
decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours. 

%it> txMHv* 

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

tIJPtas 
cc:     Hr. 

Mr. 
Edward  H.   Meehan 
Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 

1.     See  response p.   V-7 
^-2 



JUKE 26, 1990 

MR. NEIL J. PEDESSEN - DIRECTOR 
OFFICE OF PUNNING S. PRELIMINARr ENGINEERING 
STATE HIGHWAY AEWNISraATION 
P. 0. BOX 717 
BALTDORE, MARYIAND   21203-0717 

DEAR MR.   PEDERSENi 

»•« 

JUN xg iggo 

HE ARE THE MEDLIN FAMILY AND HE HAVE LIVED IN OUR HOME AT 1905 
MATTAHOMAN-BEAmWIN ROAD FOR S YEARS.  IN THAT TIME tfE HAVE SEEN MANY, 
MANY ACCIDENTS ON OUR ROAD, ESPECIALLY IN FRONT OF OUR HOME. HE HAVE HAD 
CARS JUMP OUR CURB AND TEAR DOHN OUR MAILBOX QUITE A FEW TIMES, HE EVEN 
HAVE HAD A CAR ROLL STRAIGHT THROUGH OUR YARD ACROSS OUR DRIVEWAY AND 
FINALLY IT CAME TO REST ON ONE OF OUR BIG TREES.  IN THIS ACCIDENT A 
BOY HAS HURT VERY BADLY. THANK GOD HE HERE NOT HOME, BOT HE CAME HOME TO 
CAR PARTS AND GA05E, TUBES AND BLOOD All. OVER OUR DRIVEHAY. 

OUR HCME SITS PRETTY CLOSE TO THE ROAD ALREADY AND IT'S ALHAYS BEEN 
A NIGKIMARE TRYIM3 TO GET IN AND OUT OF OUR DRIVEHAY. HE HAVE BEEN VERY 
LUCKY SO FAR. HE HAVE ALMOST BEEN HIT HEAD-ON AND REAR-ENDED BY PEOPLE 
NOT ACKNOHLEDING THE YELLOH SAFTEY AREA IN FROWT OF OUR HOME.  HE HAVE 
ALHAYS BEEN VERY CAOTIOUS AND FEARFUL FOR OUR FAMILY. EVEN GETriNG OUR 
MAIL OR WrTING OUR TRASH OOT »IE HAVE TO BE CAREFUL BECAUSE OF THE CARS 
GOING TOO FAST AND COMING DANGEROUSLY CLOSE TO OUR CURB.  HE CANNOT IMAGINE 
6 LANES OF TRAFFIC IN FRONT OF OUR HOME, DUE TO THE FACT VJE HILL LOOSE SOME OF 
OUR FROWT YARD SPACE HHICH HILL PUT OUR HOME EVEN CLOSER TO THE ROAD - NOT 
TO MENTION THE NOISE TYHT VflLL ALSO BE CREATED BY THIS 

THERE HAVE BEEN SO MANY ACCIDENTS BCTVfEEN THE PINEFIELD LIGHT AND 
NIKE DRIVE.  HITH THE NEH ROAD TAKING PART OF OUR FRONT YARD AND POTTING 
OUR HCME EVEN CLOSER TO THE ROAD IS A TERRIFING THOUGHT.  VfE ARE REALLY 
AFRAID FOR OUR FAMILY AND THE OTHER FAMILY'S AROUND US. THIS IS HHY tfE 
HOULD LIKE THE NO-BUILD OPTION ON THE VflDENING OF ROOTE 205 AND THE INTER- 
CHANGE RE-BUILDING OPTION D BE ENCOURAGED. 

HE SINCERELY HOPE SOMEONE HILL GIVE SOME THOUGHT TO US, OUR HOMES, 
AND OUR SAFETY BEFORE THERE IS A REAL TRAGEDY. 

THANKING YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND ATTENTION IN THIS MATTER, VfE REMAIN, 

Richard H.Tr 
fwraur 
Hal Kaaaoff 

Maryland Department ofTrdnsportaaon 
State Highway Administration 

July 18. 1990 

Mr. and Mrs. Lonnia G. Medlin 
1905 Mattaworaan-Baaruown Road 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Madlln: 

Thank you for your lattar of Juns 26th rtgarding tha MO 303 
project planning scudy.  Your support for tha no-build altarnat* 
along MD 205 and Interchange Option 0 at US 301 Mill be taken 
Into consideration in the decision-making process. 

Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205) remains a preferred route 
for much of tha MD 5 through traffic.  Volumes will continue to 
grow on this highway, with or without the improvements presented 
in our project planning study. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than tha state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  This is because the median 
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles 
crossing or turning left on the highway.  Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movementa) would 
be more likely to occur with more lanes. 

The improvements proposed for MD 205, reconstruction to four 
through lanes with outside shoulders, would accommodate the 
increasing commuter traffic as well as right turns into and out 
of the residen'tially zoned land adjacent to the road.  The 
shoulder would serve as a combination turning and breakdown lane. 
The interchange would be justified only in conjunction with 
additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

The improvements would involve the replacement of the 
existing curb along MD 205 in virtually the same location.  The 
new shoulder would be located inside the curb, and then the two 
northbound lanes, so the new roadway would actually be farther 
away from your home.  The strip of your frontage needed for the 
highway improvement would accommodate a graded grassy area 
outside the curb for pedestrian use plus any slopes to meet the 
existing ground. 

RESPECTIFULLY YOURS, 

V 
My itltonon. numbar it f"')    333-1110 

T«l«typAwrlUr for lmptlr«d Hearing or Sp«ach 
113-7559 Btltlmora Matro - 595-0451 O.C. Matro • l-SOO-48J-50ea Slatawlda Toll Fraa 

707 North Calvarl  St., Balllmota. Maryland 21201-0717 



Mr. and Mrs. 
Pago Two 

Lonnie G. Medlin 

Thank you for sharing your concerns.  Your name has 
been verified as being on the project mailing list, so you will 
be kept Informed of any future decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

»(til  tj ftLiUo*. 

Ileil J. Pedersen. Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP:as 

Mr. Gdvard H. Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

u> 

1.  See response p. V-7 
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3309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
August 27, 1990 

Mr. Hal Ka»»af* 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 

Rei  Proposed MD S Relocated (MD 203) 

1. Thank you -for. your letter of  August 2, 1990.  1 have no -further 
questions regarding the State Highway Admlnstration's <SHA) position on 
the subject project.  As you ponder the merits ai  this project, please 
consider the following points In your deliberations! 

2. The SHA's goal for this project is to MBLLfivl.fitfi_a!it2tLQg_ 
CQQQtltlaQ •nd ftcaxLsIt_feC_CaQtLQ«gS_5SlB_SDd_eliULfiQt_eBgratLeQ in 
the future." The SHA position on this project Is as followsi 

a. To alleviate existing congestion, SHA is willing to spend 
upwards of »31M to improve a feeder road which will merge with a major 
highway projected to be at forced or breakdown flow in the design 
year. Widening the feeder road and building a interchange at the 
Intersection of the feeder road and the major highway will 
significantly improve the traffic flow from the feeder road unto the 
major highway which Is operating at forced or breakdown flow.  (I would 
like to see this calculation.) 

i '•• 

b. The selection of interchange options will be based ont 

(1) maintenance of traffic Impacts 
<2) wetland Impacts' 
(3) disruption to commercial access and - 
m costs. 

c. Any of the Interchange options will provide safe access to 
southbound US 301. 

3. In reviewing the position contained In paragraph 2.a. above, 
consider the followlngi 

a.  This new Improved feeder road is going nowhere.  Your letter 
- of August 2, 1990 states clearly that "once traffic is on US 301, 
regardless of which Interchange option might be built, traffic will 
operate at LOS F- in the design year because of the volume of traffic 

Maryland Department oflransportation pfcOl^^T 
State Highway Administratioi\0tj-jl"«'x 

Richard H. Trainor 
S«Cf«tMY 

Hat Kassoff 
AMntaratw 

September 14, 1990 
Mr. Philip F. Zaleaak 
President (Elect) 
Pinefield Civic Association 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

i 

Dear Mr. Zalesak: 

Thank you for your August 27th letter regarding .the MD 205 
project planning study. He appreciate the tine and thoughtful 
analysis you have put into this issue. Your points'will be. 
considered as we deliberate what course of action to pursue. 

While our analyses show that US 301 to the north of the 
proposed US 301/MD 205 interchange would operate at Laval of 
Service F conditions in the design year, the interchange will 
substantially improve conditions over what they would be under 
the no-build alternative. 

The case for the need for an interchange at US 301 and 
MD 205 exists regardless of whether a Washington Bypass is 
constructed.  I can assure you that impacts to people who live 
along MD 205, as well as safety considerations, will be major 
considerations in any decision which.is ultimately made regarding 
MD 205. 

Again, thank you for your thoughtful letter.  If you have 
any additional questions, please feel free to contact ae or Neil 
Pedersen, Director of the Office of Planning and Preliminary 
Engineering.  Mr. Pedersen can be reached at (301) 333-1110. 

Administrator 

HK:tn 
cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
jMr. liO^is H. Ege, Jr. 

My Ultphon* numb»r It (3011_ 

air 
T*l«typ<n>rlt*r for Impatrtd Hurlng or 8p**ch 

•T55S Billlmon Mttr'o - $65-0451 p.C. Mrtro - 1-«00-492-SO«*-SttfNrld« Toll Fr** 
707 NorTlTXalxrl St.. Billlmoft. Mirylind 21303-0717 V 
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on US 301 for th. Ian., provid.d."  I. thl. P^^^ "«"V join, to 

SiMlUflD-UDlBJailSUfil Oiven th. SHA projection? 

h  Your letter also Implies that the success of this project Is 
b.  Your letter *J*° » H    eastern Washington Bypass.  Blven 

dependent on Implementation of "^ *"","- thrM Charles County 

on the MD 203 may be premature. 

4.  In reviewing th. position contained In paragraph 2.b. above, 
consider the followlngi 

people of Pln.fleld. ^ill\*t
0^.^rlick

Y
vp  and move.  Businesses 

shopping In W*""^'« 7- !S•«1M cSnttr. every year, yet disruption 
turnover In th. Pln.fleld •hoPPln«.""^r" "^  Cost ilso made your 

SiS^^^-^ A^^-S US Thigh— 
SSuJ lnt.rch.:i. wh?ChV.?v.. the need, of our community. 

interchang. option. A and B are »«-v«»-?^B^JJ^1
t'irtt

,,Uhf«. 
SHA goal to provide effic ent 0P^^0"«;"0"h*y„n Access southbound 

future." • ;. 

s!  Regarding safety, point 2.c. above, consider th. following, 

'  •  '      •.ni.i.-H i. ..fmr     to cross two Intersections or one 

•think the answer Is obvious without "«*"«• currently does not exist. 

thly «n .ceM. th. US 301/MD 203 Intersection. 

"3£ 
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b.  How >af* is option C?  Is it safer to make a right hand turn 
at a light or cross through an intersection?  I think the answer Is 
obvious.  Option C would create a hazard which currently does not 
exist. 

6.  In summary, given the SHA projection of traffic along US 301, this 
whole project seems dubious at best.  This project, as currently 
conceived, will not "alleviate existing congestion and provide for 
continued saf« and efficient operation in the future."  However, if SHA 
insists on going forward with this project for other reasons, I 
strongly recommend that Interchange option D be considered as part of 
the plan.  Option D is the safest, most efficient and least disruptive 
of all the options in moving traffic onto and off of US 301. 

T.  Please keep me Informed regarding the status of this project. 

Sincerely, 

ect> 
Civic Association 

The Selected Build Alternate Includes Interchange Option A. 
This will- provide adequate traffic operation and safety in 
the future. 
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The   following   is   a  statement   given   at  the   Combined  Location/Design  Public 
Hearing held on Monday, February 26, 1990 at Thomas Stone High School. 

I'd like to start by recognizing Conunissioner 

Nancy Sefton who is here on behalf of the County Commissioners 

and who has a statement she would like to read into the 

record.  Ms. Sefton? 

COMMISSIONER SEFTON: 

Thank you, Mr. Meehan.  Although this is not a 

County project, the County tries to coordinate our local 

road projects with those that the State are doing, so on 

behalf of my fellow County Commissioners, Murray Levy and 

Mack Middleton, who are at other functions this evening, I 

would like to read our statement. 

"We would like to thank the State Highway Adminis- 

tration for their cooperation and support in the development 

of the Route 205 improvement project.  We would also like to 

express our support for the proposals that have been presented 

by State Highway Administrative staff, and although we do not 

wish to indicate a preference among the alternates at this 

time, we would encourage the State to proceed with the build 

alternate. 

Conference Reporting Service • 301-768-5918 

V-139 
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"The existing intersections of Routes U.S. 301 and 

Maryland Route 20^ and Maryland Route 228 and 5 currently 

operate at unacceptable levels of service.  The improvement 

of Maryland Route 205 to a relocated Maryland Route 5 with 

an interchange at 301 will provide badly needed additional 

capacity and will allow these roads to function properly. 

The Route 205 study has been modified by the State to create 

a six (6)-lane divided highway for most of this roadway. 

We understand that this was done in response to projected 

traffic volume.  We would like to suggest the development of 

an access control or access management program for the 

improved roadway.  This will maintain the facility's 

ability to carry high volumes of traffic.  We feel that it 

is important to include the construction of the interchange 

at the U.S. 301 intersection. 

"We feel this is an important project and we would j 

like to see it proceed to construction as quickly as possible 

while assuring that any negative impacts that may result from 

this project are minimized.  We thank you for this cooperatior 

in the matter."  And it is signed by the County Commissioners 

MR. MEEHAN: 

Thank you. Commissioner Sefton. 

Tonight is the night the legislators work late in 

Conference Reporting Service • 301-768-5918 
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1 Annapolis, so I don't think we have any State delegates or 

2 the State senator* with us tonight.  However, I wanted to checl< 

3 and make sure.  Are there any State delegates, or is Senator 

4 Simpson here?  They're all working in Annapolis tonight. 

5 Okay, are there any Federal officials who would 

6 like to give testimony, from any Federal agencies?  Any State 

7 agencies represented here tonight?  The County has already 

8 spoken, so we will get into the mailing list. 

^ 

V-141 
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THOMAS MAC MIDDLETON. PMCSISC/ .'. .    ffitT^^lTtfl MELVIN S. BRIOGETT 
MURRAY O. LEVY ,      v_.     BCHBJB COOMTY AOUINISTnATOn 
NANCY J   SEFTON 

County fflnmmtsstxmBrs      RECEFVPr) 
nf fflljarks ©ounig MAR  2 1990 

P. O. BOX B 
I 

LA PLATA. MARYLAND 20648 
(301) 645-0550 OR D.C. 870-3O00 DIRECTOK, m or 

February 26, 1990 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryland Departnent of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

We would like to thank the State Highway Administration for 
their cooperation and support in the development of the Route 205 
improvement project.  We would also like to express our support 
for the proposals that have been presented by the State Highway 
Administration staff, and although we do not wish to indicate a 
preference among the alternates at this time, we would encourage 
the State to proceed with a build alternate. 

The existing intersections of U.S. Route 301 with Maryland 
Route 205, and with Maryland Routes 228 and 5, currently operate 
at unacceptable levels of service.  The improvement of Maryland 
Route 205 to a relocated Maryland Route 5, with an interchange at 
U.S. Route 301, will provide badly needed additional capacity and 
will allow these roads to function properly. 

The Route 205 study has been modified by the State to create 
a six lane divided highway for most of this roadway.  We 
understand that this was done in response to projected traffic 
volumes.  We would like to suggest the development of an access 
control or access management program for the improved roadway. 
This will maintain the facility's ability to carry high volumes 
of traffic.  We also feel that it is important to include the 
construction of an interchange at the U. S. 301 intersection. 

SAY NO TO DRUGS 

• OUAU 0^»»O«Tu^lTV COU»>*TV 
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Mr. Hal Kassoff 
February 26, 1990 
Page -2- 

We feel that this is an important project that we would like 
to see proceed to construction as quickly as possible, while 
assuring that any negative impacts that may result from this 
project are minimized. * 

Again, thank you for your cooperation in this matter. 

Very truly, 

COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 
CHARLES COUNTY, MARYLAND 

lb 

Thomas Mac Middleton, President 

Murray D. Levy     / 

Nancy J. Sefton 

V-143 
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V.     CORRESPONDENCE 

C.     Agency Coordination 

DATE 

8-23-89 
9-14-89 

COORDINATION 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

6-30-88 
7-28-89 

4-89 

2-03-89 

Maryland Historical Trust 

Phase I Archeological Investigation 

Waldorf Restaurant, Inc. 

2-29-88 
2-08-89 
3-09-89 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Tidewater Administration 

3-04-88 
3-13-89 
6-13-89 
8-03-89 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 

3-16-90 
4-05-90 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Water Resources Administration 

7-11-90 Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Captial Programs Adminstration 

2-23-88 
3-26-90 
11-28-90 

U.S. Department of Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 

8-31-89 Chesapeake Bay Critical Areas Commission 

2-15-89 
4-20-89 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

Jt tf 
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2-21 -90 Maryland Department of Environment 
3-12-90 

10-19-90 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

3-18-90 U.S.     Department     of     Housing     and     Urban 
Development 

4-18 -90 Charles County Government 
Planning and Growth Management 

8-30-89 Prince George's County Government 
Department of Environmental Resources 

1-14-90 Waldorf Volunteer Fire Department, Inc. 

11-1-91 Conrail 

01-18-89 Interagency Meetings 
10-18-89 
08-15-90 
07-17-91 
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lohnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P^ 
JUI II ISUi 1/   'r^ liNn«-A„ ARCHITECT 5URVEVOS 
PLANNERS ENGINEERS 

MEMORANDUM 

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBjrcr: 

Th. Til* 

Chuck Butlar 

August  23,   1989 

Corp. of Engln„» M.tl.nd Field M*!.. tor HP 5 Reloct.d. 

.   .    » «  1989  » field r.vl.w of the dellne.ted w.tl.nd. was held 
On Tuesday August 22, 1989, » nexu 
Hlth the following persons in attendance: 

Victor Janata 
David Coyne 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen 
Susan Jacobs 
David Pelton 
fred Doerfler 
Paul Hettlouter 
Michael J. Rothenheber 
Nlllian rieteher 
Joyce Kiitible 
Charles Butler 

SKA, Project Planning 
SKA, Project Planning 
SHA, Environmental Management 
SKA, Highway Design 
SHA, Highway Design 
SHA, Highway Design 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Johnson, Mirmiran C Thompson, 
Johnson, Mirmiran I  Thompson, 
Johnson, Mirmiran ( Thompson, 
Johnson, Mirmiran 4 Thompson, 

P.A. 
P.A. 
P. A. 
P.A. 

t. All person, in attendance were given an ^^J^l^l^ "lie 
«yiew which included a sugary of J££' «„, opo„d ^min. 

ph.to,r««.trlc mapping of worst ""•..£P"*t"1J* s
t
ite.

P All adjustments 

.Xternates ^J^X^cTL   to "e sit, delineation were referenced 
and concurrences maoo oy tno v..«.«. 

to this mapping. 

.. i_. »w«1v«  (12)  individual wetland sites that  are 
2.  Thi. project contains twelve  (12)  ln d 3even ,„ Miniine 

potentially ^»" '.Tt^. eleven "T-ere "tually inspected by the 
alternate..  Of th. 12 .it... el.ver^ | ^ d ^ ^^ of 

C.O.E. The C.O.E. review of the v' 't 'c^ wetland delineated was not 
proposed impact.. The total »»»"d*r* of £'c£ ^'. concu«ing with JKT's 
reviewed.   Th. inspection resulted in the C.O^. 9 
delineation for the fbllowin, sites:  1. 1A, 2. 2A, 3, «, = , 

3.  Th. CO..." "duced -•"--" delineation boundary^ «£^  «- 

original delineation encompassed a port* deli„e,tion confined the 

snr-" rb^icX*"- :s:^r *.«... «.—-* — -e 
delineation on th. southern side of Site 2A. 

,,0 ClINlACltS COU«T • S0.TEM0 • BAITIMOM. Ma •  **» • (301.»»-«SOO 

(AIRfAX. W- YORK. f*. fAX: (30ll29fc-4707 

V-4 

1.  No SHA response required. 
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Johnson, Miimlsin t  Thooipioo, P.X. 
August 23, 1989 
p.go Two (2) 

5. 

,ha CO... «« undecided about th. deXine.tion .t Sit. 5, .-d st.ted that an 

Idlitio;.! trip would be mad. to revie- the site again. 

Xh. CO... "ducad the 'o^^J^^^^^^^'^ 
Just «st ot two utility pole, or tta •^• „cond pole. The 
„.r the intarsectlon ol two small "^t^1,

,
polnt e.st-.rd along the ISO 

Wl..d delineation will.no*'^^J^^Z    capping  used  for  the 

sr.~t.r-". JSI ---- -— - *o«ptabie to the c-0-E- 
potential roadway l^..et. .tJ^J-J•^ ^ thml* Jurisdiction. The 
us. is agricultural and therefore 1r not construction of 
CO... stated that if the current land »"*" =" ^  ion „,« the portion 

th. proposed roadway ^^ZllX^V^o^   retired for the 
of wetland that would be affected oy 

proposed roadway. 

. «<»- 7 due to time constraints, but st.ted that an 

S^i frtpTouir^rt: r""- «- -U.-.^ on th. sa.e day that 

Site 5 is reinvestigated. 

Section with their concurrence on JKI a deiine 

cc:  Ml Attendees 
Daniel T. Cheng 
Matt Holniak 

V-5 
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MarylandDepartmentoflransportation 
State Highway Administration 

September 14, 1989 

Richard H. Traino 

Hal Kassoff 
AiUnlninrniK 

^l^MORAMDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Mr. Lou!* H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Cynthia D. Simpson   C&&- 
Xasistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

Contract No. CH 566-151-571 
MD 5 Relocated. US 301 to MD 5 
PDMS No. 082039 
Wetland Field Review 

»n »aenCv field review was held on August 22, 1989 to seek 
£pT=oLurrence with wetland boundaries and to discus. 

the Corp - 
alternatives developed and impacts. 

The following people were in attendance: 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
SHA Project Planning 
» » " 
H « " 

SHA Highway Design 
H * " 

Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson 

Paul Wettlaufer 
Victor Janata 
David Coyne 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen 
Fred Doerfler 
Susan Jacobs 
David Pelton 
Michael Rothenheber 
William Fletcher        « - " 
Joyce Kimble « » " 
Charles Butler 

AgeAcy werS tnvited but did not attend the meeting. 

The U S Army Corps of Engineers concurred with delineations 
of th??olio;ing lites! 1. IX. 2. 3. 4. 5A. 6 and 6A. 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers reduced the northern 
delineation boundaries of sites 2A and ,8. 

V-2 
My ultphon* numtxr it (301)- "l-ITH  

TMypertlar to Imp.lr.d H-jln« er Sp.«* • 

1.     No.   SHA response  required. 



Mr. Louis H. Ego, Jr. 
September 14, 1989 
Page 2 

On September 1, 1989 the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
inspected the delineation ot  site 7 and reinvestigated the 
delineation of site 5.  They contacted Barbara Allera-Bohlen of 
the Environmental Evaluation Section and indicated concurrence - 
with the existing delineations of these sites. 

Attached are the minutes of the field meeting. 

< 
I 

CDS: :BA:cd 
Attachments 
cc: Attendees 

Mr. Herman Rodrigo 
Mr. Quasim Taherian 
Mr. Michael Slattery 
Mr. Pete Stokley 
Mr. John Nichols 
Mr. Bill Schultz 
Mr. Elder Ghigiarelli 
Mr. Charles Adams 
Mr. Steve Silva 
Mr. Ed Stein 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

i  ••i,'i-i 

otH TV- 

S«. 

WJEim DoaU Sdiufa 
Gotenor 

.-. ^-, (UjK^bt K Rorn 
»- S<arbr, DHCO 

TRUST June 30,   1988 

Ms. Cynthia Simpson, Chlaf 
Environmental Management 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Cilvert Street 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: Contract CH 556-151-571 
Kattawoman-Beantown Road 
Charles County, Maryland 
PDMS 082039 

< 
I 

U1 
o 

Dear Ma. Simpson: 

Thank you for your letter concerning the subject project. Our office concurs 
that neither the Plckerall House (II) nor the Grove Tenant Farm (#2) appear eligible 

for Inclusion on the National Register. 

Sincerely, 

George J. Andreve 
Project Review and Compliance Administrator 
Office of Preservation Services 

GJA/Al./l" 
cc:    Ms. Rita Suffness 

Mr.  Paul Wettlaufer 
Dr.  Ralph Eshelman 
Mr.  George Dyson 

T-wA^A^viiW-JG"-. IJI7 RiJi HI*-,. An-U. M.qUi ml 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

IVJG  t. V ij fli  i:J 

CoMmor 

jwqocfioe H. Rotcn 
Scoefaiii DHCD 

TRUST July 28, 1989 

Mr. Louis H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Adninistraticn 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Marylard   21203-0717 

MJG 7 1339 

JOHSM. mm » MWM 

Rei      Contract No. CH S66-201-S71 
VD S Relocated (MattawcdBn-BeantowiRoad) 

from U.S. 301 to M3 5 
PDKS Mo. 082039 
Charles and Prince George's Counties, K> 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Thank you for sending us a copy of the report on the Phase I archeological survey 
conducted for the above-referenced project. The report was prepared by Berger eurkavage, 
Inc. 

The report presents the necessary documentation on the survey's goals, methodology 
and results. The level of investigations and resulting report are consistent with state 
and federal standards for archeological work. Based en the informaticn in the report, ve 
concur that construction of the proposed project will have no effect upon significant 
archeological resources. further archeological investigations are not varranted for this 
project. 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

fy^y c^. 
Elizabeth J. Cole 
Achdnistrator 
Archeological Services 
Office of Preservaticn Services 

EJC/ta 
ccs    Ms Rita Suf fness 

Dr. Ira Beckerman 
Berger Burkavage, Inc. 
Dr. Ralph C- Eshelnan 
Mr. George Dyson 
Ms. Shirley Baltz iVjunmnH •» >i.«wiit /4i»i <.'.M,im.„.,ir rwi.^.n.-nt 
Mr. Joseph McNamara— H..,» 21 v*- (.w. Ann.^jn M^JL,,.! i\m iwn '17 I-SIKKI 
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
PHASE I ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS 

OF MARYLAND ROUTE 5 RELOCATED 
MATTAWOMAN - BEANTOWN ROAD, 

FROM U S  ROUTE 301 TO MARYLAND ROUTE 5 
CHA^S MD PRINCE GEORGES COUNTIES, MARYLAND 

STATEWIDE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICES 
CONTRACT NO. W 818-101-671(n) 

PDMS NO. 032119 

PREPARED FOR: 

MARYLAND DEPARTMEHT OF TRANSPORTATION 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

PREPARED BY: 

THE CULTURAL RESOURCE GROUP 
BERGER BURKAVAGE, INC. 

APRIL 198? 
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This document summarizes the results of the Phase I 
archaeological survey of the proposed alternatives for Maryland 
Route 5 relocated Mattawoman-Beantown Road, from U.S. Route 301 
to Maryland Route 5, Charles and Prince Georges counties, 
Maryland. Included in the survey were Alternative 2,3,4 and 4- 
Modified, as well as Interchange Options A, B, C and D. 
Altogether the proposed improvements involve approximately three 
miles of roadway alignments. The Cultural Resource Group of 
Berger Burkavage, Inc. conducted this study for the Maryland 
Department of Transportation, State Highway Administration, under 
Contract Number W 818-101-671(N) PDMS No. 032119. A more 
detailed report covering these archaeological investigations will 
be completed by May 5, 1989, and will comply with the guidelines 
established by the Maryland Historical Trust and the Maryland 
Geological Survey's Division of Archaeology. 

The Phase I investigative process was begun with archival 
research focusing on both prehistoric and historic resources. 
An examination of historical documents and maps, as well as, 
archaeological reports, was conducted at the Maryland Historical 
Trust, Annapolis; and the Maryland Geological Survey's Division 
of Archaeology, the Maryland Historical Society, and the' Enoch 
Pratt Free Library, Baltimore. The purpose of this background 
effort was to determine if documented archaeological and 
historical sites were in the project boundaries, and furthermore, 
to help gain a preliminary perspective as to the distribution of 
known sites in the region from which to create a context for the 
interpretation of newly discovered site areas. 

Based on the historic and prehistoric background studies the 
project area was divided into high, moderate and low probability 
segments with respect to the expected occurrence of 
archaeological sites, the areas of highest probability were seen 
as the crossing of the two streams located on both the northern 
and southern ends of the project corridor. In addition the 
pedestrian survey of the area revealed the presence of a series 
of small swamps and bogs in the flat, poorly drained divide 
between the two stream systems. The higher better drained 
sections around the swamp were also tested as the background 
research indicated that prehistoric sites are known to occur in 
these types of topographic setting. Shovel test transects were 
also placed across moderate to low probability areas. A total of 
104 shovel tests units were distributed at seven areas along the 
project alignment. 

The  archaeological  investigations  for the  project  did not 
identify any prehistoric archaeological sites within the project 
corridor.  Several twentieth century properties were tested - one 
was  a  recently  burned  down  farmstead  -  but  no  buried 
archaeological  remains  were  recovered.    No  historic 
archaeological resources, besides modern roadside trash deposits, ««•  ^ 
were encountered within the confines of the project boundaries. J 

V-24 



Based on the results of the £?^^'£^£iJ$£l 
SSa^rUr^KTo." ^ S-rtK^UX-or, is recede* 
for this project. 
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WALDORF RESTAURANT, INcV-VfLOP,!;--.,- 
P.O. BOX 548       GIV'.'S.'-v-""- 

Waldorf, MD 20604r 
r£flS 2*3fiffl9 

February 3,   1989 

JW* SO 1889 Maryland Dept. of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltinore, MD 21203-0717 

Attention:  Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Re:  Contract No. CH 566-101-571 
MD. 205 (MD 5 Relocated) 
Charles County 

Dear Sir: 

In reply to your letter of January 18, 1989, please be 
advised as follows: 

1. This area is private property owned by Waldorf 
Restaurant, Inc. 

2. The property is used seasonally by the Waldorf Youth 
League (spring through summer). 

3. The approved use of the ballfields is temporary (through 
the summer of 1989). 

4. There is no written agreement with the Charles County 
Parks and Recreation Department. 

5  As far as we know, there are no governmental bodies which 
have a proprietary interest in the land. 

If you have, additional questions, please advise. 

Very truly yours, 

WALDORF RESTAURANT, INC. 

\1J 

WALD 

2 
Francis H.  Chaney,   II 

1.     No  SHA response  required. 

FHC,ii:cmj 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resw^ nl»cy 

Tidewater Administration 
T»wci State Office Building 
580 T»ylor Avenue 
AnnapolU. MaryUnd 21401 

WiUUm Don«ld Schaefer 
CoMrnor 

OIV! 

Tortey C. Brown. M.D. 
Sttrttary 

February 29, 1988 

HEMOBANDOH 

Cynthia X. Slmpfor., SHA 

Larry Lubber*, Fisheries Division.-.X 

Tot 

From: 

,. .,.-» wn TH 552-101. Mattawoman Beantown Road between U.S. 
Subject, ^«*5 "^^.S^t. S includin, part of Haryland Route 

382 in Charlee County. 

reaches of Zekiah Svaop. 

LLAb 

No SHA response required. 

Telephone: 
DNR TTY for Deaf: J0I-974.368J 
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Morylanrt Department of Natural Resources 

Tidewater Administration 
T»WM Sute Office Buildinf 
380 T»ylor Avenue 
Annapolis, Marylind 21401 

Williim Dontld Schaefer 
Gonrnor 

=a'>«•?/ •f 

*> ,,,,,  MUUtf » liM"" 

Totrty C. Brown, M.D. 
Stcrttary 

February 8, 1989 

Mr. Charles Butler 
Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, PA 
810 Gleneagles Court 
Suite 200 
Baltimore, MD 21204 

Dear Mr. Butler: 

I have reviewed the correspondence which you enclosed with 
your 27December 1988 letter to Mr. Larry ^bbers Jhe fisheries 
information in that correspondence is current and accurate. 

you may wish to contact the Maryland Heritage Program in the 
£  o.vv »nft wildlife Service concerning the potential 

Forest, Park and """"?t|^Bquatic plants and animals in 
presence of rare of sensitive "i""'-"' *  . ,. QT4_2B70 or bv 
Jordan Swamp.  This Program can be reached at 974 2870 or oy 
writing to the following address: 

Tawes State Office Building (B-2) 
'     580 Taylor Avenue 

Annapolis, Md.  21401 

If you need any additional information, please contact me at 

974-2784. 

Sincerely, 

Elder A. Ghiglarelli 
Chief, Project Review 

1.  Forest, Park and Wildlife was contacted. 
(See response on P. V-162) 

EAG:MED:swp 

Telephone: (301)   974-2784 

ONR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-368} 
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Maryland Department^atural^fe- r 

Tidewater Administration 
Tawes State Office Building 
580 Taylor Avenue 
Annapolii. Maryland 21401 

Wflliun DoniM Schaete 
Govtmor 

March 9,   1989 

Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
SttrtHW 

Ms. Cynthia Simpson, Chief 
Environmental Management 
Maryland State Highway Association 
107 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

,  .,. »,- MD Rte 5/MD 382 Intersection just south 
RE:  Wetlands at MD Rte j>/m>  ->      Jordan  Swamp  Run of  Mattawoman-Beantown  Road,  ooraa 

Drainage 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

This is in response to^ «£«£ ^vaLes^o" w^tl^s 
office for a description of the *unctions ao£ ^ terminus of 
draining to Jordan Swamp «""' f•^ "uted" the area on 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road at "D jo-e. wetland plantings 

382. 
Much of the area to the north and east of aord^a^**^ 

is currently agricultural fleld. ^J• ^ fleld to„ard MD Rte 
Run and extending east ["".fg^^lVtr** would best be 
5, much of the land ^ forestea

g-ted broad-leaved deciduous, 
described as a Pal"8"1"6' g^d (PF01A-C) wetland with 
temporarily to ••B8ona"Xhruh MS emergent wetland. In these scattered patches of «Mb/8hrub and emerg oric disturbance 
more open patches, ^tation mciic evident he h 

aS^^^AW^Sj^i- general indicative of high 
quality, healthy wetland habitat. 

r.^to-rnSV   K,""r.»   Lcl—       Cr..*   Chub    ,UiBI» 

Telephone: 
DNR TTY for Deaf: J0I-974-368J 

.V-13 

1.  The wetlands within Segment I will be bridged 
rather than filled. 
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TnT^fomus   t"^"•*^.  ,^"^°mw clmstediU Yellow Perch BalffiOides), Tesaelated Darter t£rne      ^ HmerlcanaU  These 

ilSflr^S^reVaUy11 iS-tl^ of'-^d-^i^TaUty -and 
healthy stream habitat. 

Jordan Swa.p Run  its ^^^l^TT^r^^Uy 
associated "°°dPlaln/j^nts anSToxics that might be bound to 
capacity by trapping sediments and *»lc ^ t

y
0 the eutrophi- 

them. taking up excess^-trlent. that ^^^ the Bay), and 
cation of higher order streams I-"= events.   The 
moderating peak flows of yater during rechar e £unction 
aforementioned seeps also "^« » Stream 'temperatures. These 
and help to "ainta>" ^^^"reas that are not quickly or 
wetlands are important hab\\a^n * hy maturation, time. Lower 
easily replaced due to their ^tny o{ energy and 
order streams and drainage ways also' •«£ are pEOduction 
function in nutrient Pfo^""1/ au0chthan!us material that are 
areas for large .P-rticlw of allochtnan inSects) that, 
processed by specialized consumers t»o»"y 1 organisms 
L turn, provide food •^"•^^^.^ streams are very 
S^n^r^r-of m^'nt^Cgrcosystem function as a whole. 

The entire watershed ^~ll^!S^
1
lB

0^S l-?0 
Ml and 185 msl consist of Bibb silt loan^ ana   h  ic*soU by 

^^flly^r fhesfrrsalsrfiood.when the streams 

overflow. 

The PH of soils in this area is.very strong to  extr-ely 
acidic, ranging from 5.0 te,4.5..      w ^  substantial threat 
these soils, grading activities co*>-a   V 1 ^ substrata 
to stream water quality.  "Ji"0/^B^ ^ water table (0-1 
for roadway construction because o ^ ^e n q        ^_  TheBe 
foot) high Potential frost action ana diverts since 
r^c^Vnd^illed^^s^iir^Mect to slumping and low 
bearing strength. . 

A  .ino rUrectlv into Zekiah Swamp Run Jordan Swamp Run drains ^i^ectly «    ^  Swamp is th- 
and, subsequently, into *«*i^ ^"^^  has been designated as an 
largest hardwood swamp in Maryland. 

v-14 
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^ o£ Critical State Conce^« by the^^^Zl"   as 
^"e Planning and is descrijbed i^ tlwi M 9     wood duck/ 
being prime habitat for beaYer'^' Entering Wilson's snipe, M^l-nd Dlamondback Terrapin, and ^erwlnter g^ ^       ckaded 
"nd for such "re species "the bald  g ,  ^ ^^  y 

woodpecker (now classified as «^"PcaU^ important  plants, 
institute's  1974  survey  °f  ecologic  y^^ ^ ^ Chesapeake 
animals, biotic c?•"n"^he Zekiah Swamp was the highest rated Bay region determined that the zexi     /ke Bay Region and was 
natural area of 232 ««s in  the ^« P   fining ecological 
determined to be one o^.^^m seaboard.  It is a general 
areas of its type on the «•»«»      Management Program to 
objective of the M^^, ^^ of significant resource value 
protect coastal terrestrial areas M  3     of Maryiand, 197B 
^Coa-talLZone "anagemen^Program ^at have P^icular scenic, 

l-ALAMl,     geWc   ^I^U^IT^   Us   associated 
re^rerrareTVAr-example of such areas. 

It i8 my understanding that ..full ^^^ 0T^ 
contemplated in the subject area. ^^^Vo/oughly explore 
wetlands in this area, I urge biuv wetlands for the 
alternatives to the placement of fill in^ ^ that wetiand 
construction of an interchange. It 1 ZnlaLxed. Potential 
impacts within the »«*^ J^Vt^ must be viewed in the context 
additional stress to this ecosystem operations, roadway 
of existing stresses due to minln

r
9
esid^ntiai development 

construction, and f^f^terrted. When viewed in this 
^oS:^h0eCCpot^?ial^mphaectWotnerthe Zekiah Swamp ecosystem is 

clearly understood. 

Sincerely, 

.i 

Hichael E. Slattery,  ^ 
Environmental Biologist 
Power Plant and Environmental 
Review Division 

MES/db 

V-^IS 
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Maryland Department of Natural Re5oBP^^.Tr|iT 

i   " ' '-"' tii? ^      " 
ir«r.«.  Park and Wildlife Service umo.- Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 
T»wei State Office Building 
Annapolii, Maryland 21401 HMW 10 as W'W 

WiUUro Donald Schaefer 
Covtrttor 

i i     - •«** 

Tortey C. Biown, M.D. 
Stcretary 

Donald E. MacLauchlan 
Dlrtctof 

88-2-313 

March 4,  1988 

Cynthia t>. Slmpaon, Chief 
Environmental Management 
Maryland Department of Iranaportatlon 
State Highway Adminiitratlon 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE:  Contr.No.    CH 552-101 
Mattavoman Beantown Road between 
U.S.  Route 301 and Maryland Rt.  5 
Including part of Md.  Rt.  382 
Charles County 

1.  No SHA response required. 

Dear Ms. Simpson: • 

Thl. is in response to your request of February 10. 1988 for i"'o«-.tl«. 
rewrdlng the above referenced project. There are no known Federal or State 
threatened or endangered plant or wildlife species present at this project 

site. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter please feel free to 

call me. 

Sincerely, 
I 

Janfes Burtis, Jr. Jrt'P 
distant Director  / 

JBtepm 

cc Therrea 
Boone 

Telephone: 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3681 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 
Tawu Stale Office Building 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

William Donald Schaefcr 
Govcntw 

March 13,   1989 

i& Vq 

Toney C.'Btown, M.D. 
Steretary 

..•r.   Donalij E. MacLauchlan 
"^-v   Diritiar:- 

t-yo- 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
JOHNSOM, MIRMIRAN AND THOMPSON, PA 
810 Gleneagles Court 
Suite 200 
Baltimore,   MD     21204 

Re:     Upgrading of Mattowraan Beantown Rd.   - 
Charles Co.   ,   MD "•' 

Dear    Mr.   Butler: 

This is in response to your request for information regarding the 
above referenced project. There are no known federal or state 
threatened or endangered plant or wildlife species present at this 
project site. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter please feel free 
to call me at (301) 974-3195. 

1.  No SHA response required. 

Sincerely, 

•^Jk^CoxA- 
Jabies Burtis, Jr. ( 
Assistant DirectorJ 

JB:d«c 

cc:  Robert Miller 
Jonathan McKnight 

89.02.060 

Telephone: . 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Maryland Denartment of Natural Resources •jisnj^jjJI^gJ 

Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 
Tawu State Office Buildinf 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

Wnilun Donild Schaefer 
Govtnor 

June  13,   1989 

m* 

.>ss' m^ 

L 

Jm 16 ]989 

ytJ4 /P. 

Toney C. Brown, M.D. 
SKWary 

Doulit E. MKUUCMU 
AultlaAl Ucrtiary 

Suite 200 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
JOHNSON, MIRMIRAN AND THOMPSON^ P.A. 
610 Oleneagles Court, 
Baltimore, MD  21204 

Dear Mr. Thompson: 

Re: MD 205 in Charles Co. 
JMT Job No. 87112.03 

I spoke with Ann Rasberry about the two lists she generated 
for your response to this information request and the fact that 
several species on Heritage's list showed up on her computer 
printouts.  The two lists she gave you represent two different 
types of information:  the atlas data are known observations; the 
wildlife database data are only potential occurrences. 
Therefore, the rare fiirds on the atlas printout are much more 
significant than the rare species on the second list. 

The rare birds on the altas printout include least bittern 
flxobrvchus asills) which is State-listed as in need of 
conservation, common barn-owl fTvto alba) which is on Heritage's 
watchlist, and loggerhead shrike (Lanlus ludovicianus) which is 
State-listed as endangered and is a candidate for federal 
listing.  These rare birds have been documented through the atlas 
project as being in the vicinity of the Mattawoman project site; 
however, it is unclear whether the project would directly impact 
these species since their exact locations are unknown. 
Unfortunately, we have not yet incorporated the atlas data into 
Heritage's database and had previously responded with a "no 
comment" on this project. 

The possibility of loggerhead shrikes breeding on the 
project site are remote.  However, since it is a State endangered 
species and a federal candidate, I feel it is important to 
determine its status in the area.  I hope to survey-the area 
within a week, both for this species and the others.  I will send 
you a follow-up memo as soon as possible. 

A survey of the area did not locate any 
endangered species. See August 3, 1989 
letter. 

Telephone:, 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Mr. Charles P. Butler 
•    June 13, 1989 

Page 2 

If you have any questions regarding this please feel free to 
contact me at (301) 974-3195. 

Sincerely, 

^ an 
mes Burtls, Jr.  ' Jame 

Director 

ENCLOSURE 

L 

vi 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 
Tawn State Office Building 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

William Donald Schitfcr 
Gav/rnof 

August 3, 1989 
NIG 31 3359 

Torrey C. Brown, M.O. 
Stemary 

Donald E. MacLauchlan 

*$& 

^B 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
JOHNSON, MIRMIRAN AND THOMPSON, P.A. 
810 Cleneagles Court 
Suite 200 
Baltimore, MD  21204 

Re:     Proposed MD 5 Relocated (Mmtawoman • Beuntown Md. 
Follow-up James Burtis memo of June 13, 1989 
Presence of Rare Species at Mattawoman Creek 

Dear Mr. Butler: 

On June 12, 1989 Lynn Davidson surveyed the Mattawoman Creek project site for the 
least bittern Uxobrvctitis exilu) and loggerhead shirke (Lnnhis ludoviciamtsY She did not 
find either of these species, or any other rare birds in the vicinity of the project site. 
Therefore, although we have general concerns about the impact on wetlands in this area, 
we still have "no comment" in regard to the project's impact on Threatened or Endangered 
species. 

If you have any further questions regarding this matter please feel free to contact Ms. Lynn 
Davidson, Natural Heritage Program at (301) 974-2870. 

Sincerely, 

1.     No  SHA response  required. 

Telephone: . 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974.3683 
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Williim DoniW Schiefet 
Gortrnor 

Maryland Deparlment of Natural Resources 

Water Resources Administration 
Tawes Suie Office Building 
Annapolis. Maryland 21401 

March 16,   1990 

.I'SO 

Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Secretary 

Catherine P. Sievenson 
Direrttir 

\ 

Mr- Louis H. Eqe, Jr., Deputy Director 
SKIM of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
Room 506 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

This correspondence is  in response to your "quest  for 
comments on the environmental  ""-""IB^STI?!   %£ Sontldil U.S.   301   to  MD.   301/5   (Contract  CH   566-151   571,. 
Wetlands  Division has the following comments. 

i n    1-22      Wetland 18  is described as being the X-       P-   1 "       mttigation site  for MD.   382 wetland  impacts. 
If  the created wetlands  are. lost due  to the 
proposed  project,   mother mitigation  site 
must be  found.     We  strongly recommend that 
SHA locate  its mitigation sites  in areas that 
will be protected  in perpetuity,   as  required 
in the Nontidal Wetlands Regulations. 

2 The  Division recommends Alternative  5   in 
segment 1 as the preferred design.     If SHA 
beUeves that this  is  not acceptable due to 
the  resulting  LOS  F  intersection,   the 
foUowing   information  should  be  included   in 
the  final document  for review: 
a Description  of  how Alt.   5  has  caused  a 

LOS  intersection; 
b        Attempts to accommodate and correct the 

constraints of the  intersection. 

T o    III-2    The document states that Alt.   6,   segment 1 
3'       P-   II1 would not require an  interchange      Please 

clarify if this means that none of the 
options A/B/C/D would be necessary. 

1. The  created wetland mitigation site  for 
MD  382 will not be  impacted. 

2. Segment  I;  Alternate  6 was  selected.     Interchange 
options with Alternate  5 were   investigated  and 
dropped  due   to  right-of-way  impacts,   cost,   and 
increased wetland  impacts. 

3. Interchange  Option A was   selected  for   the  northern 
terminus. 

4. The water  quality  treatment will be  obtained 
by erosion and  sediment  control and  stormwater 
management measures.     See P.   111-31  and 111-32. 

5. Interchange Option A has  been  selected.     The 
anticipated wetland  impacts have been reduced 
from 0.94  acres  to  0.78  acres. 

6. Conceptual wetland mitigation sites have been 
located.     These potential mitigation sites have 
been reviewed by  SHA Landscape Architecture 
Division,   field  checked and are  satisfactory 
for potential mitigation sites. 

974-3841 Telephone:  
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 



Mr. Louis Ege, Jr. 
March 16, 1990 
Page Two 

4.  P. IV-17 

ratios 

1:1 

2:1 

».x»v the potential for 
The document states "^.^"...on is high as a 
Tinor groundwater "ntaminat ion 1   « 

result of this P^^/Sue to the filtering 
are expected to be •y\or a wetlands. 
ability of adjacent high *»«£* nontidal 
S"Division is OPPO"* ^o ».ln9er ^^ 
wetlands as a sole source      d be 
treatment.  Other ••"ij^.th.t the high 
Vi^-l-i'Si the^ltfands will be reduced 
re^oVheTdditional road worK•    lvlsloB 
If an interchange is "^^' the lowest 
recommends Option * as it M 
wetland impact (.64 acres). 

2=5 SSSS SWSi & - -«* 
Emergent nontidal wetlands 
i^s^ru^f^ttd nontidal 

,  ,     . SSSS nontidal wetlands of 
spfcUl  state concern 

3-    • SSrnS^ rptciarstate concern 

. xn -Ifiilin,-^-^-^,!-105 the State 
Highway "Administration snou 

ron^edaindweCt0inann£ewaterways or 100- 
• ^c^^iS^n^siteson^nd sites 

. tfrJr&ESZU P^ect for five 
Trovlde for the long-term protection of 
mitigation projects. 

„ you have any questions,  please contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Denise Clearwater 

KSSi'SSSS-KK'- 

DHC:dat 



William Donald Schaefer 
Govtrnof 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Water Resources Administration 
Tawes Stale Office Building 
Annapolis. Maryland 21401 

Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Stcrelarj 

Catherine P. Stevenson 
Direitor 

April 5,1990 

Mr.UouisH.Ege.Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Pielimmary Engineering 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Attention: Barbara Aller.-Bohlen 

"uiStoisuiyEiij, 

^ ll JS90 

"HIM. umm i 1m?m 

Re: 
WRAFileNo.89-PP-0850 
SHANO.CH566-151-571 
Environmental Assessment: MD 
Route 5 relocated(MD 205)-From MD 

S to U.S. 301/MD 5 and the 
Interchange ;.U.S.301/MD 5. Charles 

County 

Dear Mr. Ege, Jr.: 

iBlegrity<,the.qu„icsy.tem. 

Zekiah Swamp is designated as a Non-t.dal Wetland o.   p 
Non-tidal Wetlands Regulations. .:„,„« 

,     .„„,,, of criticalstateconcern (seefigure2). 

The Mattawoman Creek ha. ^»j«^d
mVc*B.s n sfawulng waters' and has '.he largest 

Telephone:  
DNR TTY for the Deaf: J01-974-3683 

1. Segment I, Alternate 6 was selected.  The 
wetlands will be bridge entirely to minimize 
impacts. Segment I, Alternate 5 did not 
provide adequate future traffic operations. 

2. Interchange Option A was selected. 
3. The No-Build Option was selected for 

Sub-Station Road. 
4. The water quality treatment will be obtained 

by erosion and sediment control and stormwater 
management measures.  See P. 111-31 and 111-32. 

5. Construction within the wetlands and floodplains 
of Mattawoman Creek will be prohibited between 
March 1 and June 15. 

6. Avoidance and/or minimization to wetland 
impacts are document on P.III-33 to 111-40. 



Page 2 
Mr.Ege.Jt. 
April 5,1990 

conducted through this agency. ,u,urbances to floodpUin areas are 

#8 are significantly mm.nn«d- >» „, Ma.tawoman Bea" <>wn R                    6 

will be closely investigated by tms " 
Administration. ^^ ^ lhe leas, 

. Jonda^ impacts '"^^"^ine which option u preferable. 
should be further evaluated to desir,ble because of the 

alignment to reduce the oppo tun sulf ur.bear,ng tod ^°[      .      M t0 

be investigated. .D,WI,ing areas; therefore. 



Page 3 
Mt. Egc, Jr. 
April 5,1990 

should be iovestigated. 

. .J .i.» •Pm^rorncv Rcaulations for Nontidal Wetlands: Enclosed for your use is a copy of the Emergency Kcguiiuu 
Addendum to the Waterway Construction Permit Regulal.ons . 

comments, please do not hesitate to contact me at (301) 974- 
U you have any questions or 

2265. 

Very truly yours. 

yiuduA. &• -hhff)^ 
Michele A. Huffman 
Project Engineer 
Waterway Permits Division 

MAH 

Enclosures 

cc:        Renata Steffey, Nontidal Wetlands Division 
Sean Smith, PPER 
Gene Cheers, CPA 

*^S> 



«*c#?.- 

WillUm Donald Schiefer 
Go'trttor 

Mwyland Department of Natural Resources 
Toney C. Brown. M.D. 
Stcrtiary 

Capital Program, Administration MJdjjd 1^ 
2012 Industrial Drive 

Annapolis. Maryland 21401 
for Civ<"> Protrams 

July 11,  l*90 

DP- SHA NO.CH566-151-571 

Beantovm Road)-.US 301/MD 5 

£UMme NO.89-PP-0850 

Mr. wuis H. Ege.Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
707 Horth Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Attentions Cynthia D. Simpson 

Dear Mr. Edges _    revieWed by the Maryland 
The above referenced project has been^^0n

y
cur with the 

i^ »nd Wild Rivers Program.  We s".ony » 1990 by the Water 
^^end^tions made to your office on April 5, 

Resources Administration. o£ ^ 

Any additional comments -i" ^^^ our office when you 

between the State Highwa>'Jg*• Wild Rivers Program. 
Administration, and the Scenic an 

Very truly Y0""' 

renic-and^Wild Rivers Program 

See previous correspondence. 

(See P. V-169). 

NRW 
Enclosure 
ccs Michele X. 

Hoffman.WRA 

Telephone: 1 dtl/MW1**'    «'   

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 



United States Department of the Interior .pa0jc 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES 

U2J VIRGINIA STREET 
ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 2140! 

February 23,   1988 

f£B^ /fatt'as 

<& 

Hi.  Cynthia D.  Slmpaon 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert St. 
Baltimore, HD    21203-0717 

Dear Ms. Slmpaon: 

Thla reaponda to your February 10, 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 Contract No.  CH 552-101, 
Mattawoman Beantown Road widening, Charles 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 
amended;  16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). 

F.xcept  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 (FWS).    Should 
project plans change, or If additional Information on the distribution of 
listed or proposed species becomes available,   this deterralnatjon may be 
reconsidered. 

Thla   response  relates  only  to endangered species under our jurisdiction. 
It does not addresa other FWS concerns under the Flah and Wildlife 
Coordination Act or other  legislation. 

Thank you for your Interest In endangered species.     If you hsve any 
questions or need further asalstance,   please contact Judy Jacobs of our 
Endangered Speclea staff  at  (301) 269-5AA8. 

Sincerely yours, 

Uv. Glenn Klnaer 
Supervisor 
Annapolis Field Office 

No SHA.response required. 

v-io 

0\ 



United States Department of the Int?^?-; 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES   :•-, , 

ISM VIRGINIA STREET 
ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401 

March 26, 1990 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

SWlSg and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Cah/ert St. 
Baltimore. MD 21202 

RE-    Maryland Route 5 relocated 
(MD205) 

Dear Mr Ege: 

capacity«l JwM « sag J^'SSwhf porton <* *>**)**> 

relocated and Route 301. 

The Se^ce obiects to one o. to^^*^^'*^ 
These include Segment I, Alternate 6 and nt^B^ffB opo^ these ^ ^ 
Service opposes the alternate ^X2d?tSeweral high quality wetlands. In 
maximize, rather than •'•VXX?s Segment I. Alternate 6 will isolate 10- addition to maximizing he f, l.ng oTwet lands Segmen Route ^ Route 

populations. 

2. 
3. 

Segment I, Alternate 6 was selected rather 
than Alternate 5.  Alternate^could not provide 
adequate future traffic operations.  The wetland 
impacts with alternate4will be minimized by 
bridging the entire wetlands.  This will reduce 
the wetland impacts from 2.01 acres to 1.03 
acres and help to avoid isolating the wetlands. 
See P 111-33 to 111-40 for wetland avoidance 
and/or minimization.  Additionally the 
bridging of the entire wetland should help 
avoid any fragmentation of wildlife habitat. 
Interchange Option A was selected. 
The replacement of wetlands will be finalized 
in the design process to determine the amount 
of palustrine forested wetlands. 
Conceptual wetland mitigation sites have been 
located.  These potential mitigation sites have 
been reviewed by SHA Landscape Architecture 
Division, field checked and are satisfactory 
for potential mitigation sites. 

^ 

^ 



•ma Service recommends that all unavoidable wetland losses be replaced on a 2:1 
2L for SustTe forested wetlands and on a 1:1 basis for all other wetland types, 
^f2-1 replacement ratio for forested wetlands will help compensate for thetime 
tea of'40 to 50 vears which is required for planted seedlings to reach maturity. This 
artio v^ateo heTp?ompLnsate for the risk associated with trying to.create forested 
w£Ss  ^e techniques for creating forested wetlands have not been fully 

developed. 

Assumino certain conditions were met, the Service's most probable position on any 
S 40$ permits for this project would be no objection. This posfcon would be 

contingent upon: 

a) Elimination of Segment I, Alternate 6, and interchange Options 
C and D from consideration. 

b) Submission of an acceptable mitigation plan. 

c) Identification of a viable mitigation site with the 404 application. 

If you have any questions concerning these comments, please contact Bill Shultz of 
my staff at (301) 269-5448. 

Sincerely yours, 

•c a. &£. 
herJohnP. Wolflin 

Supervisor 
Annapolis Field Office 

8f< 

^ 



9 MaiyfamUhpaimmtonhiisportatiott 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Tnlnor 
Stcnmy 

HalKassotf* 

Hovembar 28. 1990 

tSt    Contract No. CH 566-151 
MD 5 Reloc»t«d: US 301 to 
MD 5/US 301 
POMS No. 082039 

Mr. Wllllan Schultz 
U.S. Dep»rt»ent of th« Interior 
Flih »nd Wlldlife.Servlca 
Dalaarv* Xrea Offica 
1825 B Virginia Street 
Xnnapolia, Maryland 21401 

Dear Mr. Schultx: 

In a phone conversation on November 19, 1990, Ms. Barbara 
Allara-Bohlen of my staff discussed with you wetland impacts 
associated with the referenced project. Ms. Allera-Bohlen 
explained that the State Highway Administration has further 
•inimiied the wetland impacts of wetland 1 and 1A on the 
northbound ramp for proposed Interchange Option A by ^"O » 
minimum tangent length with design speed of 50 mph on the ramp. 
This reduces the total impacts from .94 to .78 acres. 
Additionally, the calculated impacts are the entire jh^owed area 
under the ramp.  See attached map of Interchange Option A. She 
«pUln.d that the ramp will actually be .l.v.t.d 30 feet above 
existing ground elevation and the actual permanent impacts will 
be from piers only, and not fill from the ramp. 

Further, it was discussed that proposed Interchange Option B 
would require the areas under the relocated US 301 and the 
proposed ramp to be tilled.  Also, it would be difficult to 
maintain traffic under this option. 

Therefore, because less wetlands would be filled, traffic 
operation L.ttl. and cost, the State Highway M.iBi.tr.tion .till 
prefer, proposed. Interchange Option A.  You stated that *>«cau«e 
of the reduction of wetland acreages and new information brought 
to light, this was a better alternative. 

In order to complete the coordination on this project. I am 
requesting your concurrence in the selection of Interchange 

Option A.      ,| 
V""*^   -  / if r"'" 

Mr. Willaim Schultz concurred with the 
Selection of Interchange Option A during a 
phone conversation on December 4, 1990. 

My Ul»phoo« numtwr H |30U 
333-1177 

mn—M* for Imptlrtd Hiring or 8J?«*1--—,d. „, w^i •"''•** 

o 



Mr. VUUM Schultz 
Ho*aab«r 31, 1990 
Pag* 2 

Should rou w.nt,furth.r information. pl.«.« contact Ms. 
Barbara Allara-Bohlan at 333-6745. 

Very truly youra. 

Louia H. Bfl«» Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
c/nthia D. Simfraon 
Aaaiatant Dlviaion Chief 
Project Planning Diviaion 

LHE:BX:cd 
Attachaenta 
cc: Mr. Kail J. Pederaen 

Mr. Vie Janata 

^ 



JOHN C. NOflTM. I STATE OF MARYLAND 
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREAS COMMISSION 

WEST GARRETT PLACE. SUITE 320 
275 WEST STREET 

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401 
974-2418 or 974-2428 

i*RAM J. T*no«. no 
txscumt offEcra 

u 

en 

COMMISSIONERS 

Thonut Ofbornt 
Anft« Afun««l C*. 

Janut E. Cutrti*rt 
AMM AnifMil C«. 

Aonikl KMTUK 
••tltmora City 

Rontid HkhtmM 
B*Hlinof* C*. 

AiMn W. ZafwttHr 
Ctlvwrt Ca. 

Thomti J»rn% 
Cfoiir* C«. 

K«(nrvn 0. Ijrwjntf 
Cterf Co. 

Sjmuti V Bowing 
Ch»naa C«. 

G Sttt* PhiHtoi 
Oonn««ttr C«. 

V<1(K K. Butfiit 
Harlor* C*. 

WtHICt 0. M*«f 
Xaflt Co. 

Pl'Ml Gl«ftdfn<^Q 
Pttntt Ccorf v a C«. 

Sootn R P'*i. J' 
Oucan Aiwia'a Co. 

j frtnu Rai«T. Jr. 
SI. Uary't C*. 

Ronald 0. Adkrtl 
SoffMrval C«. 

Sft«0«fO Kracn. J*. 
T»t»ot C«. 

Wiium Cortrtn. jr. 
Taibo* C«. 

WiHiim J. Bosnm 
Wtcofnk* C«. 

Julian aiafca 
Warcaalaf C*. 

August 31. :?89 

«11     .— 

CO 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 

Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration ^ 
707 North Calvert Street ^ 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203 w 

Dear Mr. Ige: 

Thank yoj for sending us notification of the State Highway 
Administration projects listed below. • .*e ccr.cur with the 
determination of the Environmental ^valuation Section that 
these prc;ects are not in the Critical Area,.and are there- 
fore not subject to Critical Area Commission review.  The 
above-referenced projects are: 

S5 

1.  NoSHA response required. 

Contract Ilo.AA 936-151-S70 
" B 813-101-471 
" B 881-101-471 
" CH 566-151-571 
" H 888-101-471 
" H 899-101-471 
" H 873-101-470 
" H 896-101-471 
" H 887-101-471 
" SM 752-251-271 
"  S 365-101-171 

MD 3 P.econscruction 
•JS 1 Silver Soring Road 
MD 45. MD 14 5' 
MD 5 Relocated 
US 1 Business 
MD 152, US 1 
US 1 Hickory/MD 23 
MD 161 Bridge Replacement 
MD 7, Steoney Road 
MO 47 1 , siridge So. 18028 
MD 362 Extended 

Again, we appreciate your consideration. 

i 

CABINET UEM8EBS 

wty** A. C^wwy. >. 
Agriewttun 

nob«n SchMOMn 
Implojuum and Icanomta Oi.iHywW 

Rotart PirciAMM 

Aidiin C«M AR: ms I 
Hew.tng ant CwwNwmiy Owratopmnl 

Tonyc.Bnwn.MO.cc: Cynthia Simpson 
N.II«WII«O«« Thomas Osborne 

Honm KiMim Eugene Lauer 
"",w", William Carroll 

Sincerely, 

Abi Rome 
Natural Resources Planner 

David Flowers 
Jackie Magness 
Jon Grimm 
Ron Adkins 

TTY lot 0<>l-A<ini(><»».974.2609   OCM.VOSMC.W 
V-22 



/S^ United Stales 
((lAJ)) Department of 
V^fcX Agriculture 

Soil 
Conservation 
Service 

P.O. Box 269 
La Plata, MD  20646 

February 15, 1989 

Mr. Charles Butler 
Environmental Manager 
Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P.A. 
810 Gleneagles Court 
Suite 200 
Baltimore, MD    21204 

Dear Mr. Butler:    .. 

Enclosed you will find Charles County soil maps 
for the area you designated in your letter of January 13, 

1989. 

This route contains the following soils: 

AuD3 BrB2 SaE 
B1A EK WoB2 
B1B2 LE 
B1C2 RdB2 
B1C3 RyB2 
Bo ShA 

The soil units named ShA (sassafras) and WoB2 (woodstown) 
are listed as prime farmland soils for Charles County, Md. 

The soil units named B1A (Beltsville), B1B2 (Beltsville), 
B1C2 (Beltsville), BrB2 (Bourne), RdB2 (Rumford)and RyB2 
SSfird) «• liii.d as soils of statewide importance for 
Charles County, Md. 

If I can be of any further assistance, please let me 

know. 

i.(M<^_ 
r.H.  Kimmons 

cc:     R.  Dills   (w/o end.) 

A- Th« SoU Cen««tvi»on S«rrtC« 
an agency 0* lft« 

'^^r Umim Swat l>to«rtm«»t ol »g>ic»iiu't 
<& 9J 

V-26 

1.  No SHA response required. 

Sj^ 



,iS\  UniltdSUIM 
lULjl) 0«p«rtn>»nt ot 

Soi 
Contamlion 
Stnle* 

L 
APR 25 m"',.}$' 

-':l.i:i'. 

Uprll 20, 1989 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
Environmental Manager 
Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P.A. 
810 Gleneagles Court, Suite 200 
Baltimore, MD 21204 

Dear Mr. Butler: 

Enclosed is the Farmland Conversion Impact Rating (AD-1006) for 
MD 205 Farmland Impacts, JMT Job No. 87112.03.  r 

Please note that an AD-1006, with Part I completed, is to be sent 
to the Soil Conservation Service (SCS) along with the maps and 
other information.  I had an extra copy of the form and filled in 
Part I for this project. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please 

contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Larry S.  Holmes 
District Conservationist 

LSH:hmd 

Enc. 

1.  No SHA response required. 

A  the SW C««»»*»««h«« S**-** 

V-28 



U.S. Dipartment of AgrieuUurt 

FARMLAND CONVERSIOIvnMPACT_RAl^ 
 .  . "ln... nt i mH Pwaluation Reuutflt 

PART I (To to completed by Ftdtrtl Agency) 

3irttk**&a. &** ""   Sin 2.03 

Tb.ti Ol L«nd E»>lu.tion Heuueii 
3-22-89 ' 

Propo.id Und Un 
Highwa" 

PART II ^o G* completed by SCSI 

Fldinl Aqtnev lnvotv«d linl Aqfi 

Counly And Sl»t« u. — .l arvl 

n R.gu<ll BtMivrt By SC5 

3-27-89 
URT II 110 Be complain «r -— . •—— 

,11 no. theFPPA rlne, not .pply - do not complete .<*»_t, ^P^ _     ^  

Miio'Crop/iJ icr«r        145621 *  46.7 Com, ^^^jJ^^^^^L9i£i^^^Ik.  

p.G. Co.. Land Eval. System 
?ART III f fo ti completed by Federel Agency) 

->,    T„..I A,,.. To Bt Convtrwd Dir«c»v 
f-r   B.   To»IAf'"TQB.ConverT.dlndifwOY 

Total Acrw In Sitt 

Niml 01 LOMI Si.t Alin.ni.ni or..."- 

FPPA 

AcreI:   m^iBi- 
DlStwo E"l>»llon Rilurr^ Bv SCS 

4-11-89 

'ij&A- 

» nx ,w n-, .. ^H^hMrf tK SCS) L.nd E„lu..lon Inlorm.tloo 

n    -"""•"» 0,f •'"•"""" "-••"3;.1|u,ii,lll fur-" 
?ART V ITo be completed by iCSJ  L.nd^.ilut  o               ^^goPointO 

RtUtive V»lue 01 Farmland To Bt ConvcrMQ io .—.  

PART VI ITo be completed by "*"'*££ , CFI, e5a.SM 
S.,. A,*..•. Cmcri. IT/,... cr,W.a .r. .«>l->«""   

ifiW 

I. Area In Nonurban IJie 
2^ccm«teHn_Npm^b.??_y51 

" •>   PcrccnlOl Site Being Farmed .  

^SroTP^dlvl^^ 
~r"0Kta"C« Fr"" Htbin Buillup Area 
"fi   p- Tn ll,ban SupporlS»»ice»  
- ,    r, MiniTi. mm •;— ' •"* ^mo,,^ To A..r.9« 
~fl  Creation 01 NonlarmabU farmland _  
'  Q   Availability "'F-m Support Servicel     „  

10. On-FarmlnvMtmenU . c.~^.. 
-Mlllimnr run r-- "" """ i-uooo, S.».c.A 
"i-.   rrtmnatibility YflT- '"-"I ^nncuUural U»    ._ 

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 

PAHTVIwn. be complete by Fede^lAl'ncy) 

R.l.tiv. Value 01 Farmland (From Pert V) 

- T.,,1 Sit. A„«,»m.n< (horn Pen \>l 1M «•"*» 
 *nt)   ' 

I ai.i oi.o r-M.- 
«/re aneument 
TOTAL POINTS (Totil ol ebove 2 lineil 

Site Selected: 
Date Of Selection 

Y„ Q No • 

taston foi S«i««»'On: 

V-29 

FoimAOlOOSHUS^.- 



Qffatef/' 
''&M£ Sin 

i2 IM '2il 

,   «P   THE   ENVIRONMENT 
DEPARTMENT   OF   TM^ ^^^ 

-ooB-^*^,   .   «,. 3245 
M.rtlnW.>«»"»h.J'- 

Stcralary 

Wmum Oonild SehMtM 
Govamor 

February  21,   1"° 

Ms cynthia D. Simpson, Chief 

,07 North calvere   2i2o2 
Baltimore, Maryianu 

RE:  contract Ho. « 566-151-57X 
MU 5 Relocated 
US 301 to MD 5 
FDMS NO.-082039 

Dear Ms. Simpson: „,,vsis performed for the 

- ""*""" IT. ^—.r -—-'• "•lysl" Thank you for the op^ 
Sincerely, 

Mario E. jorquera, P-E. 

MEJ/sf 

1.  No SHA response required. 



offafe^ 

nFPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 
D E P A     TWTBIU H^-y. B-d-* M«^- «» 

AIM Cod* Ml    •    «'• 

WUIlim Donild Schi*l*r 
Govsrnor 

Mtrtln W. W»l*h, J'- 
Secralary 

March 12. 1990 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.. Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Engineering 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 N. Culvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  212C2 

RE:   Environmental Assessment charles County 
Md Rl. 5 relocation; U. S. 301 to MO. JUWJ 
Contract No. CH 566-151-571 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

We are in receipt of the above-referenced document and offer the 

following comments. 

possible. 

2       Mitigation for unavoidable wedand impacts shall be 
2-      provided by in-kind wetland re-creation a, a 

minimum of 1:1.   Stream and npanan habitat 
restoration may also be required. 

3.       Areas bound by access ramps should not be used as 
mitigation areas. 

4       All work in State wetlands and waterways is 
prohibited from March 1 to June 15. 

1. Wetland avoidance and/or minimization efforts 
are documented in this report. See P. 111-33 
to 111-40. 

2. Segment I, Alternate 6 was selected.  The 
wetlands will be bridged entirely to minimize 
impacts. 

3. Wetland mitigation will be provided by in-kind 
wetland recreation at a minimum of 1:1. 

4. Conceptual wetland mitigation sites have been 
developed (See 111-39 to 111-42).  These do 
not include any sites within ramps. 

5. Construction will not be allowed within Mattawoman 
Creek's wetlands or floodplains during March 1 
and June 15. 

6. Stormwater management will be prepared in final 
design in coordination with the Department of 
the Environment. 

^> 



March 13. MM 
Page 2 

S inch of runoff in "Ptols- 

•     •. hMnful and appreciate the opportunity 

(301) 631-3609. 
Sincerely, « 

Andrew T. Der 
Natural Resources Biologist 
Standards & Certificaoons 

< 
^ cc:    Cheryl Smith 
-> James Teitt 

ATD.dmt 

•fc'Ai 
^ 

^ 



^ UNnH) STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECITON AGENCY      0J£0T 
S^* UNIIbOOi« REGION 111 rFVFLOP^.: T 

\SSZZJ PhiladelpWa. Pennsylvania 19107 uU. 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief 
Environmental Man»2e^gion (Room 301) Prolect Development Division IKTO 
Ma^land State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: Maryland Route 5 Relocated 

otfia ^990 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

ln accordance with ^/^^^SSSSt^S SlS 
section 309 of ^e Clean Air Act EPA » oject# The basic 
Technical Report for the abave rei plied were acceptable. 
Jlspersion and *******£££.££ we• apparently not addressed 
However, since major intersections "" naximum Carbon monoxide 
"0ithV an appropriate interaction .odel  ma xta^ ^^. 

ia^JSSSS:^ .JKKTi. unacceptable in that regard. 

^«i <«s acceotable for estimating 

intlrsections, it ""^"V.t traffic volumes and the poorest 
intersections where the greatest £ ions ffiust be addressed by 

iSS^lTSVrpp^oprTa^ intersection model for predicting 
potential air quality impacts. 

Than, you for allowing, KPA *.^o^^^V^^^ 

7336. 

rely 

Diana Esher, Chief " 
Environmental Planning Section 

V-30 

1.  No SHA response required 
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U.S. 0«p«rtmtnt ol Houting and Urban Devttopmenl 

PhilsdolphU Rsgional Office. Roglon HI 
Uberty Squwt Building 
105 South S&nnti Street 
Philadelphii, Penn»ytv«nl» 1»1(»-3392 

1 

Mr. touts H. Ege, Jr 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
Room 506 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

We have received the environmental assessment on contract 

No. r.H  566-151-571, MD 5 Relocated, OS 301 to MD 301/5.  We have 

no conments on this document. 

Very sincerely yours. 

1.  No SHA response required. 

feLuJU^ 

t* 

Harry W. Staller y-j 
Deputy Regional Administrator / 

•£> C 
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CHJiRLES COUNTY GOVERNMI^ ;?c, 
Planning and Growth Managem^rvtyc-^o J" 

ROY E. HANCOCK. Deputy County Administiator 

April  18,   1990 
tiill 

:S3- 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Room 506 
State Highway Administration 
707 Horth Calvert St. 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

RE: MD 5 Relocated Environmental Assessment 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

I have reviewed the subject assessment document and offer the 

following comments: 

o Effective sedimentation and erosion controls 
should be established during construction in 
order to prevent the degradation of water 
quality in Mattawoman and Jordan Creeks. This 
is especially important to consider because of 
the acidic nature of soils in the project area. 

o Highway stormwater management should 
incorporate BMPs to intercept and filter 
pollutants out of highway runoff before the 
runoff enters Mattawoman or Jordan Creeks. 

o Interchange options A and Segment I Alternate 
6 are preferable options from an environmental 
standpoint because of lower tree clearing 
and/or wetlands impact acreages. 

o The assessment states that noise barriers are 
not feasible or cost effective for Noise 
Sensitive Areas # 4, 5, 6, and 8. Five homes 
are located in " these areas. Perhaps the 
highway department could offer noise 
attenuation in the form of sound insulating 
windows to these residences as a substitute for 
barriers. 

o I suggest that the highway department include 
figures in future impact documents that show 
projected noise impact contours in addition to 
the tables which report the spot noise impact 
projections. 

1. The water quality treatment will be 
obtained by erosion and sediment control 
and stormwater management measures. 
See P. 111-31 and 111-32. 

2. Segment I, Alternate 6 and Interchange 
Option A was selected. 

3. An approved Noise Analysis Technical 
Report is available at SHA Headquarters. 
This included more detailed information 
into the process. 

SAY NO TO DRUGS 

Post OfliCB Box B        La Plata. Maryland 20646        (301)M5-06l0or870-3935 

coo-it owwTvwnY coumr 



Mr. Ege, SHA Page 2 

IB 

Please contact me at 645-0590 if you require further information 
or clarification on the comments above. 

Sincerely, 
I 

ieorge J. Maurer 
Senior Environmental Planner 

*. ..„ 

•'}        "-3 
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«   THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT  rim" 
DEPARTUEHT   OF   ENVIRONMENTAL   RESOURCES 'I' 

August  30,   1989 

I 

00 

•Mr.  Louis  H.   Ege,  Jt. 
Deputy Director , .   _ 
Office of  Planning  and  Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland Department of  Transportation 
State  Highway Administration 
707  North Calvert Street 
Baltimore,   Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear  Mr.   Ege: 

Prince Georqe's County has  reviewed   the  sits   location of   the 
relocation of MD^Ro.te 5   (Lttawoman-Beantown Road).    "«. concur 
with  the  State  Highway Administration's   (SHA)   determination  that 
the  site  is  not  located  within  the County's  Chesapeake  Bay 
Critical   Area. 

Thank  you  for  providing   the  County an opportunity  to   "view 
the .project^ocation.     Me   are  pleased   that   SHA   is J•5"^^^ 
Chesapeake  Bay Critical   Area  when  planning   and o.sign.ng .State 

roads. 

1.  No SHA response required. 

County Administration Buildiny - UpP'-'r Marlb-.r    x '• 

^O* 
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lAJaidorf  volunteer ZJ-ire oUepL, Jyrtc. 
RECOrtb P.O. BOX 392 

WaUorf,    W^LnJ 

January   14,   1990 
ARUSBO 

HIVIUI » "»»"•" 

20601 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
Environmental Manager 
Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P.A. 
810 Gleneagles Court 
Suite 200 
Baltimore, Maryland  21204 

Dear Mr. Butler: 

Thank you for vour letter dated January 4, 1990 requesting 
concurrence or comments concerning the impact on emergency 
vehicle accessibility by the proposed modifications to Maryland 

Route 205. 

The congested traffic conditions in the Waldorf area are a major 
problem "r us as providers of fire protection and emergency 
medical service.  Our response times have steadily increased in 
recent vears and the addilion of a 1.3 million square foot 
regional mall and several other large shopping and commercial 
centers is certain to slow our response time further in the 

future. 

We are enthusiastic about any road improvement project that will 
relieve congestion and reduce, or stabilize, our response times. 
The proposed project in your letter is a major """ taken by 
both ou? EMS and fire apparatus.  We are cautiously optimistic 
about the potential of a 4 or 6 lane "bypass  for Waldorf. 

The last sentence of the third paragraph of your letter is 
confusing and I assume you meant to say "...actually aM 
emergency vehicle accessibility."  We would very much l^e to 
concur with your conclusion, but until we have the actual plans 
iZ  theproposed new traffic patterns at both ends of the Project 
it will be impossible for us to evaluate accessibility.  Some of 
the interchanges we have observed can severely restrict access 
to certain areas or certain directions on major roads.  We are 
extremely concerned that the proposed project not do either of 
these   Any increase in our response time into the Pinefield 
Subdivision would be unacceptable and would severely reduce the 
fire and EMS protection to the citizens in that area. 

\*r»tNAL Flit PIOTICTION ASSOCIATION 

tlltWtNO St«ri riHIMlN'l AWOOATIOH 
••.•  MItIN   MAKVIAND VOIUNTIIH   FlttMIH'l   AlMClATKlN 
0:..VMo CiH'.NlV VoiUNTU*  FulMIN'l ASSOCIATION 

Additional mapping was forwarded.  Several 
phone calls followed without receiving any 
comments. Coordination will continue through 
the design process. 



Page 2 
Mr. Charles P. Butler 

-?•:( Please consider this a formal request for details of the proposed 
traffic flow for the entire project.  We CAN NOT concur with the 
conclusion that the project will "aid accessibility" until we 
have had a chance to review the detailed plans.  We also formally 
request an opportunity to suggest changes or modifications after 
we have reviewed the requested plans. 

We look forward to hearing from you on this matter. 

Daniel J. St 
Chief 

CC:  Charles County Commissioners 

\\. 

^ 
^ 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

O. James Lighlhi:5- 

Secretary 

Hal KassoH 
Administrator 

November 1, 1991 

Mr. Jim Christoff, Train Master 
Conrail 
225 33rd Street South 
Washington, DC 20019 

Dear Mr. Christoff: 

Thank vou for your recent telephone conversation with Mr. Monty 
Rahman of my staff regarding rail traffic passing through 
Waldorf, Maryland. 

The information provided was: 

o The number of trains per day varies between four and 
eight trains depending on rate of coal production 
and season, (two to four trains each way). 

o No forecasted increase in the number of trains is 
anticipated. 

o The speed limit is 30 miles per hour 

o The number of cars per train is seventy-five. 

o Train length is approximately one mile. 

Please advise by letter if there is any discrepancy 
in the above information.  Your cooperatxon in this matter is 
appreciated. 

Ver 'ruly yours, 

DBuis H. Ege, J«_> 
Deputy Director I\\ 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

LHE:MAR:as 

cc: Mr. Victor Janata 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 

1.  No SHA response required 

333-1105 
My telephone number is . 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro • 565-0451 D.C. Metro • 1.800-492-5062 Slalewlde Toll Free 

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

^> 



v*1 

INTERAGENCY MEETINGS 

Four interagency meetings were held in which Proposed MD 5 Relocated was discussed. 
These meetings were held on January 18, 1989; October 18, 1989; August 15, 1990; and July 
17, 1991. A complete attendance and transcript of the meetings is available at Maryland 
State Highway Administration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland. Included 
herein is an attendance of the meeting, summary of discussion, and comments/questions 
with responses. 
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JANUARY 18.1989 

Name 

Cynthia Simpson 
Joe Kresslein 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen 
Donald Honeywell 
William Malone 
Charles O'Kehie 
Nadzy Mondanipour 
Tzyy Shan Lin 
Linda Kelbaugh 
Fred Doerfler 
Barb Solbert 
Barbara Clouse 
Mohammed Hashemi 
Peter Stokely 
Bill Schultz 
Mike Slatterg 
Arnold Norden 
John Wolf 
Carol Brunori 
Steve Harmen 
Herman Rodrigo 
Paul Wettlaufer 
John Nichols 
Andrew Der 
Bob Harvey 

Organization 

SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Highway Division 
SHA - Highway Division 
SHA - Highway Division 
SHA - Wetlands 
SHA - Wetlands 
U.S. E.P.A. 
U.S.F.W.S. 
MD DNR - Tidewater 
MD DNR - LPS 
MD DNR - LPS 
MD DNR - FPWS 
U.S. Corps of Engineers 
FHWA 
FHWA 
National Marine Fisheries Services 
D.O.E. 
National Park Service 

Project Planning Studies began in January, 1988 and an Alternates Meeting was held on 
November 22, 1988. A description of the existing conditions along with alternates 
presented at the Alternates Meeting were presented. There were three mainline build 
alternates and four interchange options for the US 301/MD 5 intersection presented. The 
mainline build alternates included: Alternate 2, a five-lane curbed roadway; and Alternate 
3 and 4, a four-lane divided roadway with a raised median and left turn lanes at selected 
locations. Alternate 3 provided service roads, at Pinefield and Council Oak, while 
Alternate 4 provided a more extensive service road network. The four interchange options 
would be Option A, B, C, and D. 

The mainline build alternates would impact Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. Alternate 
2 would impact 15 grave sites, Alternate 3 would impact 48 grave sites, and Alternate 4 
would impact 92 grave sites. An additional service road system to reduce the grave site 
impacts was presented. This would provide rear access to the residences across from the 
cemetery. Preliminary environmental impacts with the mainline alternates and interchange 
options were presented. 

Most  of the  Comment/Questions  from the  attending  agencies involved the  wetlands  and 
floodplain   of  Mattawoman   Creek   and   whether  they  will  be bridged  or  not.     Wetland 
delineation had not been completed (NWI mapping was being used) and no decision had 
been made on the length of bridge over Mattawoman Creek. 

v-m 
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January 18, 1989 

Comment/Question 

Conmient/puestioni Mike Slatte-Y'       Mattawortian Creek because 
^^T^Tlbout wetlan^.t"S? function   Are there 6 acres of 

of their significant recreational function.  * 

g^LH Barbara -llera:Bo^n;a • ^ine onions would involve 

addressed separately. 

ciii ^rhultz. USFWS 
^•^.nr/nuestion:  Bi-1 sc""^;   ,„ rhe creek itself? 

^^fl^It ^tfll "'r^i;"fioodplaxn b, spanned?  Hhat (Mattawoman ^reeK) -r "•'-•'-£ 
is the cresent span length. 
^^3onsei  Sue Ellen White, SHA assuming for cost 

"^^TThis stage we *ori J •"^l e^ire ficodplain.  I don't know 
estimating purposes, spanning .he entire 
what the current span length is. 

ballfields? „, 
»_«SPonse; Barbara Allera-Bohlen .SHA ballfields are 
  Our understanding is that t:he^a^^a"

nf,se There are plans 
iocated will be developed for resident«1 £J- *h^e

will ^0 
from Charles County to extend Eastern P^kway chaney 

ZTct  SI ^rbll^ririrLit^^hrrl^^rbe completed by next 
year- 

SSm^gf^ne^woSw'S^^t to »ini,ize impacts to the 

wetlands. 

V-195 
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January  18,   1989 

Comment/Question 

CojsentJSuSSiiSSJ- Cohn .^^ •/The   streams?  We do  have   a  concern 
 ^ ^"^"""tfiriUng  of   the  lloodplain.     I  assume   that you 
rol-?^0iSHh'.?*yoi-u"?. .P^i»« «>• infrch^,. options 
over Mattawoman- 

n^-^Kar-a Mlsva-Bohlen, SHA Response: Barbara Aiier* 
 jt has not been decided yet. 

^^entZ^uesti^LL ^^^ij^oi the'interchange as well as the 
"^5i7rIiT;nT^r?S See ?he information.  I would also like 

^^he^et^^ineat  n once they are completed. 
to see n     h    Allera-Bohlen, SHA Response:  Baroara A-LXCJ-O 

O.K. 

Comei^l^^^1^  /S^to  See' wetlands   delineations   as   soon  as 
W^^^^11^ 1Xke-«n   n?»n  and Srge   avoidance  of  wetlands. 

P0OSSeiaieainndweawridgaencOonurPaaaenu:edofr?pen- section  road  design  to 
^duce'p'lirtion  flows   into   stormwater. 

C-2E^!iZSSr^ ChSrlef nceountyPpark   land  associated  with   this 

g^e:   Barbara  Allera-Bohlen,    SHA 
No. 

£2«S^f^f|?ltuate   the   floodplain  land   (acreagel   y.c? 
gesoonse:     Barbara-Allera-Bohlen.   SHA ^^   . s   a  large 

floodBp!iin l%Zl£?tZrn^lllll» CreeK  hut ».  have  no 
acreages  worked  out  yet. 
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OCTOBER 18. 1989 

Name 

Cynthia Simpson 
Mark Duvall 
Barbara Allera - Bohlen 
Sharon Preller 
Monty Rahman 
Sue Raj an 
Dennis Simpson 
Cathy Pecora 
James Yarsky 
Wesley Glass 
Leroy Carrigan 
Howard Johnson 
Frank DeSantis 
Don Sparklin 
Victor Janata 
Rita Suffness 
James L. Wynn 
William Baker 
Jane Wagner 
Edward C. Johnson 
Bob Easter 
Stephen Wanamaker 
Ali Chaharbaghi 
Bill Branch 
Barbara Clouse 
Mohammed Hashemi 
Jack Hett 
M.Q. (Cas) Taherian 
Andrew Der 
Bill Schultz 
Carlo R. Brunori 

Ted Foglietta 
Jill O. Kulig 

Organization 

SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Wetlands Group 
SHA - Wetlands Group 
SHA - Wetlands Group 
SHA - Landscape Architecture 
Maryland DNR - Water Resources Admin. 
Maryland Department of the Environment 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Maryland  DNR  -  Forest,  Parks  and Wildlife 
Service 
McCormick Taylor & Associates, Inc. 
McCormick Taylor & Associates, Inc. 

New mainline build alternates were presented, Alternate 5 and 6. The roadway was 
separated in three segments. Within the southern segment, Alternate 5 followed the 
existing alignment while Alternate 6 was on relocation. The typical section provided six- 
lane open roadway. Segment 2 and 3 proposed a six-lane, closed roadway with 20 foot 
raised median. From the railroad tracks to US 301/MD 5 the roadway would be reduced 
to a four-lane roadway. The previous mainline alternates were dropped because the four- 
lane roadway did not accommodate future traffic requirements. 

Most of the Comments/Questions from the attending agencies involved wetland impacts. A 
wetland delineation was held on August 25, 1989 and impacts to the eight wetland sites 
for each alternate were presented. It was explained that with Segment 1, Alternate 6 was 
superior  to  Alternate  5  for traffic  operations  but  had  greater wetland  impacts.     It was 

V-197 
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questioned if the alignment of Alternate 6 could be shifted to miiiiinize the wetland 
impacts. It was also discussed that Segment H, Alternate 5 and 6 would require 
approximately 120 grave sites from Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. 



<p 

October 18. 1989 

Comment/Question 

rnmrnent/Ouestion: Carlo Brunori. DNR - FP&WS 

Asked if Wetland > appears on the project wall maps. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA 

Responded that the wetlands do not appear on the project maps which are 
posted around the room. 

Cvnthia Simpson. SHA 

Explained that Carlo does not have a map which shows the actual 
interchange options. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA 

Explained that she could get a map out of the Alternates Brochure that 
would show the interchange options, but she does not believe the wetlands 
are involved with the interchange options. 

Vir .lanata. SHA 

Explained that the interchange options have.been presented in the 
Alternates Brochure and he does not believe that it has changed. 

Option B modifies.the directional ramps in an attempt to reduce wetland 
impacts to the west side and calls for a left exit off the southbound 
roadway. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA 

Stated that Option B will affect approximately .48 acre at Wetland 1. 

Vic Janata. SHA 

Explained Option C provides southbound Route 301 to southbound 
Mattawoman/Beantown Road access behind the Chamber Building, and crosses 
an existing signalized intersection. 

There are retaining walls involved to separate the ramps from existing 
development and allow for access to a shopping center in the area. 
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October 18, 1989 

Comment/Question 

Rarhara Allera-Bohlen. SHA 

Added, there will be a service road behind the commercial area on both 
sides of the shopping center. 

rnrnm?nt/Ouestion: Mark Duvall. SHA 

Asked what the wetland impacts under Option C entailed. 

Response: Barbara A11era-Bohlen. SHA 

Responded that .55 acre of wetlands would be impacted under Option C, at 
Wetland 1. She explained that at the wetlands field review, the worst 
case scenario was anticipated. 

Cynthia Simpson. SHA 

Stated that the environmental document should show wetland impacts for 
each of the options that are being shown. She added that the 
environmental document has not yet been circulated. 

rnmment/Ouestion: Cas Taherian. DNR-WRA 

Asked if the environmental document was a draft. 

Rpspnnse: Cvnthia Simpson. SHA 

Yes. 

4 

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz. USF&WS 

Asked when the wetlands were delineated. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA 

Responded that the wetlands were delineated August 25, 1989 with the 
Corps. 

TT ^on 
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October 18. 1989 

Comment/Question 

rnmmPnt/Ouestion:  Cas Tahprian. DNR-WRA 

Asked how many stream crossings are associated with this project. 

Psspnnsp:  Barbara AllPra-Bohlen, $HA 

Responded that there would be SSYWTstream crossings. 

rnmrnPnt/Qf^tinn:  Cas Tahprian, DNR-WRA 

Suggested that SHA establish a close coordination with DNR. 

rnmmgnt/Ouestion: Vic Janata. SHA 

Explained that Alternate 6 seems to be superior to Alternate 5 however, 
there are greater impacts to sensitive environmental areas under 
Alternate 6. He then asked how SHA would develop a close coordination 

with DNR. 

fomment/Onpstion:  ("as Taherian. DNR-WRA 

Commented that sometimes before the Environmental Impact Statement you 
establish coordination by sending letters to the different agencies. 

' fynthia Simpson. SHA 

Asked Barbara and Vic to send Cas a copy of the wetland package. 

rnmmPnt/Ouestinn:  Bill Schultz. U$F&WS 

Asked if the alignment could be shifted further south to avoid more 

wetlands. 

Rpspnnse:  Barbara Allpra-Bohlen. SHA 

Said the further south you go, the closer you get to Jordan Swamp. 

rnmmPnt/OuesHon:  Bill Schultz. USF&WS 

Asked if the alignment could be shifted at all. 

Response:  Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA 

Responded that approved development in Charles County makes it difficult 

to shift the alignment. 

Rpsponse:  Vir Janata. SHA 

Stated that they looked for the minimum of crossings when designing the 
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Name Organization 

Cynthia Simpson 
Mark Duvall 
Barbara Allera - Bohlen 
Howard Johnson 
Wesley Glass 
Sharon Preller 
Don Sparklin 
Bob House 
Victor Janata 
Monty Rahman 
Carl Bialecki 
Karl Teitt 
Mark Crampton 
Ruth Mayenshein 
George Walton 
Leroy Tyree 
Susan Jacobs 
Kenneth McDonald 
Dave Pelton 
Marva Randle 
Linda Kelbaugh 
Dan Guy 
Jack Hett 
Pat Gauss 
Stave Harmon 
Karen Craven 
Bill Schultz 
John Nichols 
Denise Rigney 
Peter Stokely 
Michelle Huffman 
M.Q. (Cas) Taherian 
Sean M. Smith 
Valarie Rychwalski 
Elizabeth Hannold 
Herman Rodrigo 
Kay Batey 

SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Hydraulics 
SHA - Hydraulics 
SHA - Office of Chief Engineer 
SHA - Office of Chief Engineer 
SHA - Landscape Architecture Division 
SHA - Landscape Architecture Division 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
EPA 
EPA 
DNR-Water Resources Administration 
DNR - Water Resources Administration 
DNR - Tidewater Administration 
Maryland Department of the Environment 
Maryland Historical Trust 
Federal Highway Administration 
Federal Highway Administration 

The alternates were presented. These were the same as the previously presented. The 
typical section was presented as a four-lane, divided curbed roadway with outside 
shoulders and a 20' curbed median. The Comments/Questions from the attending agencies 
were discussed for each segment of the project. This started with Segment 1 to the 
south. 

Within Segment 1, discussion centered on wetland impacts. It was stated that Alternate 5 
did not provide adequate future traffic needs. The wedand impacts for both Alternate 5 
and 6 were presented.    It was stated that the typical section was revised to a 20' curbed 



interchange options were investigated with Alternate 5 but dropped because of right-of- 
way impacts, cost, and increased wetland impacts. Concern was raised about the 
fragmentation of wetlands by Alternate 6. Mr. Bill Schultz, USFWS, stated that he 
preferred Alternate 5 due to wetland impacts. 

Within Segment 2, discussion centered on impacts to grave sites. Alternate 5/6 impacts 
over 1500 grave sites, of which more than 100 grave sites are entombed. There was 
strong public opposition to the option. The preferred alignment is Alternate 5/6 Modified. 
This did not impact any grave sites but displaces a nursery and several homes. 

Within Segment 3, there was no discussion. 

With the interchange options, the discussion centered on wetland impacts. The proposed 
wetland impacts for the four options were presented. Interchange Option A was presented 
as the preferred option. Mr. Bill Schultz, USFWS, stated that be preferred Option B 
because from his field reviews be felt that Option A impacted higher quality wetlands. 
The SHA stated that Option B was not preferred because it proposed a left hand median 
exit which is unusual to drivers creating a hazard. 

$ 



August 15, 1990 

Comment/Question 

Comment/Question: Herman Rodrigo. FHWA - Clarified that the figures for the 
impacts were for Wetland 7 only and not both 7 and 8. Also clarified that SHA 
changed their typical section from an open section to a closed section as well 
as reducing the median for the purpose of wetland impact reduction. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Concurred that what was previously presented at 
another hearing was an open section for alternates 5,6, and 7. An extension of 
the closed section was made to the intersection with MD 5 through the area 
where the wetlands are. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Corrected her previous statement 
regarding the .24 acres of impacts. These impacts included both Wetlands 7 and 
8. 

Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that Segment 1, Alternate 6 was designed to be a 
more functional intersection with MD 5 than Alternate 5 because it is a more 
continuous MD 5, however, there are right-of-way problems as well as increased 
acreages of wetland impacts. The alternate was designed to cross the most 
narrow portion of the wetland it affects. Poplar-Hill Beantown Road would have 
to be relocated with this alternate. This alternate works without an 
interchange because there are three intersections, which provide an adequate 
level of service. However, Wetland 8 is impacted. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that SHA was asked to look at shifting the 
road further east, however there were even more wetland impacts in this 
situation. 

Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that, originally there was an open, 30' median with 
shoulders in a four-lane section, we extended the closed section, shown for the 
northern end, south over the wetlands, decreased the closed section median from 
30' to 20' and there was enough room to transition to the open section of MD 
5 for the intersection there. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that the total wetland impact here was 
originally 2 acres, but byj^e^cingjthe_original typical section from 30' to 

20', we reduced it by .24, so the total impact for this section is now 1.77 
acres. Wetland 8 is now being used agriculturally. 

w-on/, 



August 15. 1990 

Comment/Question 

ii - o^Ar-ir,* FHUA - Asked if reduction of the median from 
^^^^rm^uri cSuld b^^pt'closed .H the way up to the 
"StUrsectlon or if the roadway must be separated. 

«•,•,«• isnata SHA - Responded that it should be separated because 
m^iffS^S^A^S^ ^o,  the median must be split to prov,de 
enough storage for one movement. 

mmXlSmii^S^J^^^m -  Asked if it was ever considered to 
use MD 205 as part of this alternate. 

w• •«*. lanata  SHA - Stated that Alternate 5 uses MD 205, but 
§ff2m^^ MD 205 as part of the move.ent because this is 
i full intersection! some of the turning movements use this roadway. 

C^McntJM^li^..  M— Rndria0' FHWA ' Commented that b0th Alternate 5 and 
^pHit^Twould remain in the planning process. 

PP-n-r^. vnrtnr Janata. SHA - Stated that major improvements would not have 
_RPsponse. vi. M.      existing roadway would be used to accomodate traffic 

SalVf^^ U-S 301 f0r b0th AnernateS 5 and 6- 
rnmmpnt/nu.stion- Rill Srhultz. USFWS - Questioned why an interchange could not 
be used at MD 205. 

Po.pnn.P- Victor ^nata. SHA - Clarified that it is not an interchange but an 
at-grade intersection having free movements. 

rnnrnipnt/nnestion- t»n Srhultz. USFWS - Clarified previous question to mean why 
a type of interchange could not be made at the intersection with MD 205. 

Resoonse- virtnr Janata. SHA - Stated that this was investigated, however the 
imoacts to existing and approved development, wetlands, and right-of-waywou d 
Srippr«1»atelJg$l5 million. There are additional wetland impacts with this 
approach also. 

'r- ^/n  4.-   cm Cn^.iH-T USFWS - Exoressed concern with the issue of Comment/Question: Rill Schultz, "^rWf c 
H J un one moo+ ic rurrentlv 

fragmentation of wetlands.  Where MD 5 and MD 205 meet   is currently 
undeveloped land. 

Rp.nnn.P: R.rbara AllPr.-Rohlen. SHA - Stated that this property has already 
been approved by Charles County for development. 

m.mpnt/nnp.tion: sw Harmon. ACOE - Questioned if SHA had Jone any detailed 
studies on the wetland impacts and impacts to residents in the area to support 
fhe estimated cost of 515 million. Stated that the specific information has not 
been given to ACOE for review. 3 V-205 
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August 15, 1990 

Comment/Question 

pp<;pnnse: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Responded that the information is still 
being developed. 

Response: Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that the problems and opposition to this 
alternate have been recognized as opposed to Alternate 5, and additional 
options are being studied that will be discussed in the future. 

Comment/Question: Steve Harmon, ACOE - Questioned why the intersection was said 
to fail, if it was projected to fail in the future or if it fails at this time 
and if the reason for this was because of the St. Charles development. 

Response: Victor Janata. SHA - Responded that the intersection fails with the 
improvements because of poor design arid the traffic generated by the general 
development of the area, both existing and approved. The problem is not so much 
the volume of traffic, the intersection fails before the design. 

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz. USFWS - Asked how long this project has been 
in planning. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that the county has had this project 
proposed for a number of years. The County and the State made a trade in the 
responsibility of highways and the State took it over in 1988. An alternates 
meeting was held in November of 1988 and a public hearing February 26, 1990. 

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian, DNR, WRA - Asked about recent improvements to 
MD 205. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Verified that improvements had recently been 
made to the intersection of MD 5 and Mattawoman-Beantown Road and spot 
improvements in various places also. Previously, this was a county route which 
tied into the State Route 5. However, because of traffic volume on Mattawoman- 
Beantown Road, the state acquired it and approved its inclusion in an improved 
alignment to be more consistent with the direction of the traffic flow of the 
area. 

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian, DNR, WRA - Asked about the new structure that 
was constructed and if it was considered as an option for MD 5 at that time. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Stated that the plans for improvements 
to this roadway were not being considered at the time of the bridge 
replacement. There were some realignments done to Poplar Hill-Beantown Road 
where the curve was taken out. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that since the study had not been done     I 
at that time, a decision could not be made as to which alignment to take.        B 

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian. DNR, WRA - Questioned if there was a preferred 
alternate chosen by SHA.      v-206 I 
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August 15. 1990 

Comment/Question 

p.cnnnc.- v-jrtnr Janata. SHA - Stated that there was no official decision, 
however SHA may lean toward Alternate 5, recognizing the additional wetland 
impacts in Alternate 6. However, a solution is being sought which solves both 
problems - function and environmental stability. 

rvunrnpnt/miestloP- "prman Rodrioo. FHWA - Asked for clarification regarding 
SHA^s current position on Alternate b, an at-grade intersection with MD 5. 
Wanted verification that SHA was looking at other options to try to improve the 
proposal to see if it will operate at a better level of service and that SHA 
was looking at an interchange as opposed to intersection. 

Rp<nnrnp: Victor Janata. SHA - Responded that SHA primarily lookri at an 
interchange and discovered that the right-of-way impacts and wetland impacts 
iere such that SHA did not want to pursue this option because of the existing 
development and approved development that would be impacted. 

pp.nnnsp: Barb?• AllPra-Bohlen. SHA - Added that the information is still 
being developed. We do not wish to discuss it yet until we can find a better 
solution to both the wetlands and traffic issues. 

Comment/Question: Herman Rodrioo. FHWA - Questioned where the flyover ramp 
structures will touch down. 

Response: Victor Janata. SHA - Responded that the structures will touch down 
to the west of the railroad and the railroad will continue to be at-grade as 
well as the service roads. 
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August 15, 1990 

Comment/Question 

Response: Bob Houst. SHA - Stated that the structures will be at-grade by the 
time you get to the shopping center. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that the wetland impacts resulting from 
Interchange Option D totalled 1.98 acres. This is not the preferred alternate. 

Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that Interchange Option B would provide directional 
ramps between MD 205 and U.S. 301 to the north. SHA tried to reduce wetland 
impacts in this interchange by designing left exits off of southbound U.S. 301 
to southbound MD 205. In that process, it was necessary to move southbound U.S. 
301 to the west and the result was that no wetland acreages were saved. The 
existing at-grade signalized intersection at MD 205 and U.S. 301 would remain 
and there would be a connection to these ramps so traffic flowing between MD 
205 and U.S. 301 to the south would remain with an at-grade intersection. 

Comment/Question: Denise Rionev. FPA - Questioned how the Washington Bypass 
would affect any of this. 

Response: Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that the Eastern Washington Bypass 
provides options west of here that tie into the U.S. 301 corridor in Prince 
Georges County. 

Comment/Question: Denise Rionev. FPA - Clarified that the Washington Bypass 
would probably be up farther on U.S. 301 rather than following the existing 
corridor to the east of Mattawoman-Beantown Road. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that the proposed improvements 
would need to be done anyway; they probably could not be incorporated into the 
Washington Bypass Corridor. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen - Stated that Wetlands 1 and la on the east side of U.S. 
301 would be impacted by Interchange Option B. Therefore, this is not a 
preferred option. 

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz. USFWS - Asked what the impacts were for this 
option. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Responded that the total impacts for 
this option are 1.12 acres. 

Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that Interchange Option A has been designated as 
the preferred option. It provides directional ramps between the north leg of 
U.S. 301 and the south leg of MD 205. The southbound ramp is a normal right 
exit ramp which goes over U.S. 301 and is at-grade at the railroad tracks. The 
northbound is also at-grade at the railroad tracks. With this option, the 
existing MD 205 signalized intersection with U.S. 301 would remain operational 
to carry traffic between Mattawoman-Beantown Road and southbound U S. 301. 
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Rnqugt 15. 1990 

Comment/Question , . . .,  i.+.i 

Referred Option due to.the reduced wetland impacts. 

 T...t<n.- Her^n PnHHoo FHWA , Asked if the State was proposing a 
fill or a structure at the wetland crossing. 

B..r..... t^r,  An.r..Rnh1m. SHA - Responded that the State proposes a 

structure. 

n Ar.in*   FHua - Asked for clarification as to whether 

n.,r...- R,rh,r, An.r,.Rnl,1>n. SHA - Concurred that this was the case, 

though there are more wetland 1nlP"^'.J'J""?,"^ „ the site. Wetland Za 

„• *  i,nata ^wa - Stated that the problem with Option B was that 

dangerous situation. 

,. /n...«tinn: H.~.n P^rion. FHWA - Asked if appropriate signing could be 

-util-ized to avoid these problems. 

avoided if possible. 

r .-n,,-"--- "°""»n Rndrioo. FHWA - Asked if there was any difference, 
^ff^S^tTandpoint, 1» «*««.«. two options provide. 



Aucmst 15. 1990 

Do<nonse: Barbara Allera-Rohlen. SHA - Stated that they provide for about the 
T^e capacity. The major difference is that Option A has a-right exit and 
Option B has a left exit which is considered undesireable. 

r.nmment/Ouestion: Herman Rodriao. FHWA - Interested in Bill Schultz's (USFWS) 
comment regarding his prognosis of the difference between Option A versus B. 
Asked Bill to clarify the reasoning of his preference of Option B even though 
this option has a greater acreage of wetlands impacted. 

Response: Bill Schultz. USFWS - Responded that Wetland 1 is not as functionally 
a part of the Mattawoman Creek system as Wetland 2a. Therefore, Wetland 2a is 
a much more valuable wetland system. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that at this point, no 
evaluations of quality or value have been done on the wetlands in the study 
area. 

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz. USFWS - Stated that since he had been in the 
field to see this particular site, his previous comment would be his opinion 
regarding the value of the wetland systems mentioned. 

Asked if it would be possible to bridge the wetland and 100-year floodplain if 
Option A were to be chosen for construction. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Responded that it could be investigated 
further as to what the cost would be. 

r.nmment/Ouestion: Bill Schultz. USFWS - Stated that it might be a good 
compromise to use Option A with a structure over the entire floodplain. Ihis 
would allow for safety and still maintain water quality, and even though the 
area would not be as good for wildlife because of the effects of shading, the 
impacts to the floodplain would reduce. 

Cnmrnent/Ouestion: Sean Smith. DNR. TW - Asked if evaluation that was done 
between Options A and B for wetland acreages was based on actual acres of fill. 
Stated that Option B had more acres of fill but Option A was impacted in a 
greater way due to fragmentation. Also asked if effects of temporary impacts 
were investigated, and if heavy equipment would be entering the area that would 
be fragmented, and therefore compact areas of vegetation which would end up 
being lost. 

Response: Linda Kelbaugh. SHA - Stated that as a general practice, during 
construction, SHA has special provisions included in all contract documents 
that state how construction impacts to wetlands are to be handled. She stated 
that SHA clears rather than grubs, and uses mats as temporary fill over it. 
Upon completion, all that is put down is removed. Temporary impacts are 
handled in this way as a standard procedure. 

Comment/Oupstinn: John Nichols. NMFS - Asked if a bridge would result in less 
lateral impacts to the wetlands than fill. He also asked for verification of v_2]| 
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August   15.   1990 

Comment/Question 

the indication that fill would include to the toe-of-slope and an additional 
25' beyond this. 

Response: Linda Kelbaugh, SHA - Verified that 25' is a "rule-of-thumb" but that 
type of analysis has to be done on a case-by-case basis to know what type of 
equipment will be needed and what type of area will be needed. Regarding the 
question as to whether the bridge would result in less lateral impacts to the 
wetlands than fill, she answered that this, also, should be determined on an 
individual basis. 

Comment/Question: Sean Smith, DNR, TW - Commented that in this case SHA would 
probably heavily impact the wetlands between the ramp and the main highway by 
the construction equipment, the operation of the highway and possibly the 
stormwater management operation, depending on how it was constructed. 

Response: Linda Kelbauqh, SHA - Stated that these issues would be resolved in 
the final design stage and that not enough information was available currently 
to discuss the topic further. 

Comment/Question: Sean Smith, DNR, TW - Noted that this should be investigated 
because although Option A has less acres of wetland impacts due to fill, there 
are temporary impacts to the fragmented area that could be significant. 

Response: Linda Kelbauoh, SHA - Stated that these issues will be addressed in 
final design in the detailed minimization report. 

Comment/Question: Herman Rodriqo, FHWA - Asked Sean Smith (DNR, TW) why he 
thought the area between the ramp and roadway would be so heavily impacted that 
it should be included as part of the permanent impacts to the area. 

Response: Sean Smith, DNR, TW - Clarified that his point was not that 
construction impacts should be counted as permanent impacts to the area but 
that they should be evaluated because construction activities will be occurring 
on both sides of the fragmented area, which is not very wide, and that 
sometimes up to 25' is used for an area where heavy equipment will be used. 
Also, the-way in which the stormwater management facility is constructed may 
cause an impact to the wetlands, dependent upon what will be discharged into 
the facility. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that there will not be any improvements 
on existing U.S. 301 in this area. 

Response: Linda Kelbaugh, SHA - Stated that all of these issues will be part 
of the design detailed minimization report. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Stated that no stormwater management 
plan has been developed as of yet. 
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August 15. 1990 

iill lessen the value of the wetlands for wildlife habitat. 

Option A. 

o-n C,-V,,,H-T II<:FU^ - Concurred that this was his position and that 
Er/rprniorwl/^UeS^a^^hiVest value of aU the wetlands in 
the project. 

rnn^nt/nnpstion: ^^n Rodrioo. FHWA - Asked if it was possible to move the 
interchange further south to avoid these impacts. 

\i;^ny isnata SHA - Stated that more wetland impacts would occur by 
KTto "iTo^lTm^s^TtL intercut could not be raoved south 
without having to move MD 205 also. 

mnm.pnt/nnpstion: PptPr ^tokelv. EPA - Asked about the possibility of a 
cloverleaf type of interchange. 

w^+nv ianat2 ^HA - Exolained that a cloverleaf interchange is a 
Zr^JTJ^ll\TtuJ:t\^y three legs now, therefore there is 
no need for this type of interchange. 

?r,rnrea. MnHa Kplhauoh. SHA - A cloverleaf interchange is a larger 
interchange and therefore requires more right-of-way, wetland impacts, etc. 

rnnmiont/nnpstion- Peter Stokelv. EPA - Asked what the distance was between the 
ramo a ex's ing US 301 in Wetland 2a. Also asked if this information would 
11  availablebefore the final selection of the Interchange Option was made. 

p.cnnn.Pr Barba• AllPr.-Rohlen. SHA - Responded_that she could Investigate 
Sand inform him at a later time but that the information would be part of 

the minimization report. 

rnnrn^ntyfluestion- HPni.P Rionev. EPA - Asked if the numbers giver, „c^re final 
nuS^for the wetland impacts and if the acreages could be estimated to the 
hundredth place at this level of detail or if they had to wait until final 
Sesign If the difference between the two interchanges in question « estimated 
at onU 18 acres, perhaps by the time the project gets to final design, the 
mpacts will be minimized to the point that there is even less or no difference 
in figures to use as a reason for selecting the one alternative over the other. 

PP-n-r"- asrhsra AllPra-Rnhlen. SHA - Stated that these are "w0."1 ..""" 
ftSR and that impacts will be minimized by the time the project is through 
final design.  Also stated that the safety issue as well as the(fact.that 
the?e were fewer wetland impacts, were the important factors in the select!on    | 
of Interchange Option A over Interchange Option B as the preferred Option.      | 



Aucrust   15.   1990 

Comment/Question 

fnmment/Question: Denise Rionev, EPA - Asked if the Washington Bypass was 
considered in the traffic projections that were used for the project and if 
perhaps the figures were high if this was not considered. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that the Bypass was not considered in the 
traffic figures, but that if the Bypass is built, he would anticipate that the 
U.S. 301 mainline will operate at a lesser level of service (los F) than is 
projected. 

Comment/Question: Denise Rionev. EPA - Questioned if this would be serving 
mainly local traffic, would a left exit be considered as much of a safety 
hazard when serving commuter traffic. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that this would serve commuter traffic 
because even if a "build" solution for an Eastern Washington Bypass is chosen, 
it would be to the west of U.S. 301 so that it would not have an impact on the 
MD 5 corridor traffic although it would help the situation on the U.S. 301 
corridor. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Stated that Wetland 3 is behind the Chaney 
Building and is impacted by Options C and D only. 

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz, USFWS - Commented that he preferred Alternate 
5 in Segment 1. 

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian. DNR, WRA - Commented that he preferred to see 
the interchange moved to the south. 

Comment/Question: Peter Stokelv, EPA - Commented that he felt a need for SHA 
to pursue the study of a combination of a cloverleaf and diamond interchange 
or an explanation as to why this would not be feasible. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen - Stated that this subject will be addressed 
in the Avoidance/Minimization/Mitigation Report for this project. 

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz. USFWS - Stated that there is a considerable 
amount of development at the existing intersection. 

t 0(\ 
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A 
Name 

Cynthia Simpson 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen 
Victor Janata 
Bruce Grey 
Lorraine Strow 
Monty Rahman 
Wes Glass 
Anne Elrays 
Heidi Farrell 
Bob Schneider 
Mark Duvall 
Linda Kelbaugh 
Dan Guy 
Alex Soutar 
Stanley Davis 
Glen Smith 
Bruce Dombroski 
John Leslie 
Glen Helms 
Mike Jager 
Paul Matys 
Andy Kosicki 
Danelle Mucci 
Bill Branch 
Michelle Huffman 
Bob Cooper 
Paul Wettlaufer 
Jeff Knoedlar 
Jareene Barkdoll 
Andrew Der 
Sean Smith 
Larry Fogelson 
Amy Noji 

Organization 

SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Environmental Permits 
SHA - Environmental Permits 
SHA - Environmental Permits 
SHA - Bridge Hydraulics 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Wetlands 
DNR-WRA 
DNR - Non-tidal Wetlands 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
National Park Service 
FHWA 
MDE 
DNR - Tidewater 
OP - Clearinghouse 
WBC&M 

It was stated that the SHA has selected Segment 2, Alternate 5/6 Modified. This avoided 
impacts to the grave sites. Segment 3, Alternate 5/6 was also selected. Interchange 
Option A was also selected. 

Within Segment I, Alternate 6 was presented as preferred. Alternate 5 did not provide 
adequate traffic operation. Interchanges with Alternate 5 were investigated and dropped 
due to right-of-way impacts, cost, and additional wetland impacts. The wetland impacts 
were reduced from 2.01 acres to 1.03 acres by providing a dual bridge over the entire 
wedands. Bridging the entire wetland increases the cost by approximately $4 million. 
The bridge would be over 10 feet above the wetland. 
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streams.  Now we're proposed to expand the whole wetland. 

MR. JANATA: 
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M^'^cmr handout does  not  reflect  it.     We're talking 

about  approximately   4  million dollars 

TWrrgo  tke=rTriiiiilil IU E 

MR.   DUVALL: 

-^BfL/   do  you  have  the  length differences? 

MR.   JANATA: 

IfflftWPTnTiE 

r^SOHLEN: 

y^ 

, r . / ^C-t^t., LA-t"~'^*~S       yCL^^{yt^-\ 

MS.   ALLERA-BOHLEN: -- y—       ••      '.        ^-L 

whaf-   if   Tirnnlii   nnmr   rlrnrn   'r •    i -i   actual   shadowing  of 

a  bridge^would be  about  an acre.     ^nii j   T'm "^^   ^MT*3  of  f^e 

elevation of  the  bridge  bul   itr*.. 

T^1 i [HI i^^i imi 

MS. ALLERA-BOHLEN: 

A. 

yC^C^^f^Z- s&-     ctSl( 

A impact5lNA**SWSaiBS. /O^    " 

MR.   SEAN   SMITH: 

pretty   low.     So  actual   lEEAUDnfcE 

MR.   JANATA: 

J^/^t:^^'    J^ -^^C^-tS^- 
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JJ^>- M^f^1 eU^' 

2.01   w^ich br*HiKiQUWIi  to   1.77   II 

M&l-BllWTTHftNz 

^ 

tor^joXfc** 

~.=±~^'*-t*tm\«km»umm**KX*f*uz* 

MR.   SEAN   SMITH: 

' jf^n   ga ; if | inrt   the  intersection ^UQULUTJ ZlWAUUlBLf. 

is»»JdiS* under existing  conditions  or  under proposed  conditions 

INAUDIBLE 

MR.   JANATA: 

a-Lfce«nrre? 

Under   the  proposed  conditions  would L*w  u   I*iAUDIDLE 

it's  close   to  failing  now.     The   intarccGtion;   oauoo  wo  can  

.•^Ifr    a    T-oaH    anH   wg.. waal-^-hover-fr-gOmefchinq   llkg'-Lhib  •WOrgtch- 

w iden^hf  r-oarl  nn   ^pprnarh.iju^ Bv^rrUium ' b   b,Lill-'sa- much^-- 

-terfffflO   I'NA'UUlllLU"- 

MR.   SEAN   SMITH:, - \A*-iJ^{ 

takei into  consideration  that  the 

.   SEAN   SMITH:, - i/u-'-^e-" 

01—y,   rfnn^ Jf-Jmrf.  take^ in' 

rj     l 
INAUDIBLE^~^    County Bypass which is also proposed with 

M d 
the 

OV^A^.CA* 

• several major highways in the HJAUUIULE 

MR. JANATA: 

development which is going to connect 

  / 
•fee-*r,that  iftLyibUULluii. 
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^t  of people  comj 'Pght 

»-^ I, MR.   JANATA:      J^ 

MR.   SEAN   SMITH: 

/H^' What   level  of  service did  you come  up with -that- 

vsould be. .. w 

MS^^ALiERA^PjajJIiEJi; 

Withfixie- 

zt/te, 

J^*^' >With   HWWPIQiiE k        E  in  the morning.. 

MBT  ALLLltA  BUlllfcN: 

J3IU   JANATA l 

^   ^ F  in  the  afternoon     IllftUDIDLD    ^c-^A 
,L        /t«-C-ttWvMC 

1 
I 
I 

pass-the JNMIQIBLE A^^ y£> 

MR. SEAN SMITH: 

1 .401 

AA*^  Aiwi yaw looked at interchanges? 

sO0**-*' 
MR.   JANATA: 

T 
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Ami-cte'yfe guiuy Lu IMAUDIDLE 

»R.   DOTALLl 

Aftytlllli^j  else.-1     Pacrt 

MR.   WETTLAUFER: 

It sounds   like  it  would be  a  good  thing  INAUDIBLE 
k 

MR.   JAHATA: 

'INAUDIBLE 

MS.   AtLliiHA   DOHT.rW; 

Hope-full"/: 

MR.   JANATA: 

•"tr •! v.   there was   concern previously about  j-uot 

going  tcf- a  jersey barrierAbut  we  do'have  problems  with  that. 

.Tf    th-l    TM7srTn.rPT.-p        —* ^ il\J.  cOo^tz-v^ night   11 IhiA.i 'iii' 

ur4ed  mediant   One  bridge. WTLLII 'ha4  proposedTi*   a  twenty  foot  curbed median^   One bridge, wrr 

duel  IWAy&fBtE J/^M'<^ V&$i*   what  utav  puLJU-wtud  iHifciiiall y 

J^ the  hearing was  two  separate  bridges.     One r^ith  ohouldor, 

ay hk- supeil'I'bi  ui   b<_LLu.r 

act •irawni.RtiE 

MS.   ALLER^-BOHLEN: 

•^y^^^. would  like  to   take  your comments  on -bfrart: yO^^>^~ 

MR.   WETTLAUFER: ; " - "* * 

1        What  .-wir> y^i  considering now. %<*io bridge with what 

cross   section? 
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MR.   JANATA: 
^ 

Sbey* would be  twenty-four  foot bridges. 

Ljjjni y   f -   fnnt  brirlgnr.     What we presented  in terms of  wetlaid   | 

impacts  would be  one,   duel  curbed Uiiunlj,!   fuui   fuuL   yuld^   uhm 

twenty-eight  foot with a  twenty  foot  curved median,   -aw* f:hat 

would be  one*big  bridge.        If  you prefer  thafa  »aw1 \\   jmi   prnfrr 

the   second bridge^inftiMIHITITiTI 

Mirr'SfiAN aMl'l'tt: 

as\-x- S*J^O- 
1/lAA.i. eTi •iJ 

Separate  brid^eTor  one^bridge.     In terms  of/impactS 

?nd   shadowing  «WrtJ&*©tB Ti^   wuuld  be   ulow. 

l-iVL-lnil"   thoy  tfnrrl rt—b"   n'?p~,T"-|1"r>" 

MR.   SEAN   SMITH: 

/r^what  is'the  distance between the  two bridges   as 

it's  proposed now? 

MR.   JANATA: 

It would.^  V^  '' s6^U^ 

Mb.   ALLliRA-iJUlllX'fl: 

Yon   Irnmj Vir-3- 

MR.   JANATA: 

-y(v 

jX^-     yv^unJ^M^-Q. 
V 

j£$&;& 

I'm-fwrt iWAUUlJJLL" 

ahr,nt-   fifty-eight  fej 

"Thlb pmbmiLly  allows 
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MR.   9FAM   SMTTffj, 

Fifty-eight., 

<? 
A 

ThllLV-f6ur"igoot   INAUDIBLE 

jM WFTTTiJUFER^ 

You  said  thirty-eig&L^ 

MR.   JANATA: 

Mft->   UDIttTfcMJFER: 

Thorr'-   nnn   briilj      , l\ih*»v   himntv   fiof>»^T-HM^-I-BLE 

^lU—PUVALL i  

Aoything  oLgoTi 

i/ 

V   '•• 

MR.   WETTLAUFER:; 

. J   i T^-g  T np       fsi^JM     -/-t^rc- 

MS->-MJLERA  DOIUJUl^ 

TiiannTBTiF- 

MR. SEAN SMITH: 

^Hiw^tsu^ing that in your constructions &fr  you'd 

LE MtJU^^  •**- +e^r" be able to leave the existing trees 

MR. JANATA: 

I >/lG' 
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-all >tte  farm in there 

>^ 

now. 

-MR.   JEMI   CMITH; 

-5WrtJUlBLLr" 

Wgll   I   Unmf   TM^T,TnTRflF> let me be  sure. 

Carfab*-uli>   wu-'H-   bake "bhrrt- iuLu  dLLUunt ' gi^^feJ-s^beefr-geyu^ U&d 

IW^UILLL • Certainly ^ would  try  to  IMAUDIDL^ V)u^- 

MR.   DUVALIr.— 

a^y^-hirig   PI^P   Sean? 

^jE^atJ-s—or: 

MR-i-^evscrrr—- 

Any-fchiog-c JLo o^-Vie? 

.J( 
. One  other goint, -iHAUDMIiE ^fify 

i^^s  probably going  to  be  a   ctato   TNATTnTRLB 
^ r>^ ^ ^^ ^- *"-^ ^;/^0'' 

i^A/ /O/i ^-^ 

f^j^  advanced. I«Wff^E /^.^   ^   *£.£f Jg?'Ft, * 

^imUUlBlJE.    ^/^^ No^r-^aeii  here,   dairn  to  tho 

tutoiuuuLlun   IHAUDIDLE*- v^-ha^-t^ 

vidgji-^fefefffc-Lwu  laire-YOad   m  a tour  lane  roaa  XWHUU-LOUC    • 

3en INAUDIBLE 
the.jujL^ .— --w- 

^tfl^aifcicr-^m to route 5 the road was reconstructed 
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sufficient  shoulder5-3 

improvement 

impacts  to+The  INSWCTWJEE 

lave 

to make  the 

jrfc  will-ciu.&s  without  any additional 

^ 
•l^MSUit ^ 

MS.   ALLERA- 

INAUDIBLE 

)HLEN: 

additional impacts. 

MR. SEAN SMITH: 

You -gai-d the bridge structures would be rather low 

to the ground.  You'ro talking ton font nr... fi***"*-* '^   ^ 

MR. JANATA:  , .   .        * 

That' o -p.rnh.fih.ly... ' 

^A ^.'"^pf- 

MR. 
<:m7nf^-ijt'iiiii."''"" 

I-*<l»ny ^nn fcarvt- or- 1 ^p^j T ' Tn-nnfc.-.^per.i f \ fi7\ \ 1 y 

^jmAt^SfifcE'—' it !.s , pretfcy-«£la4--th©i?e--bee2«w€r-of 

-iNA»B^EBIiE=-^- 

Utyf A* MR. .SEAN SMITH: y„ 

•^was curious from the standpoint of ItBtJWWfeB1* 

^v-^  -^/  ^^"^ ^^rruly minimizing the impact to the 

wildlife in that area.  A very low bridge -wjatq Hgf ycrtT. ^^ 

weuldn' t be reducing INAUDIBLE   ' ^   vegetation INAUUXBijI 

Still the reduction would be INAUDIBLE      A<^p^    ^   ^ 

^ 

^ 

i-v: 

<U6 - 

/O^it^ 
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,l*   2 y\ This is pin area where THnHPTBTTT.-     ,   //      / • f 

MR. SEAN SMITH: v , .     / y/^/ 

I would be concerned.  I believe that the HiiWSWfcE   | 

1 

3 MR.   SyEAN   SMITH: 

4 

5 area ^r^/JlAJ^^-^^h atrth^that he area  is  going to be developed 

6 then those  forced INAUDSILE n^^^^    cwJJ^v 

7 is  only creating  IL*AUU1BLE -^   ^^^   ^-^Mp-     6<>^w^t 

8 -^ti'opuJKiiJ  jujti.   duNm  JUULII  Ul   LJftil'lj' 

9 MR.   JANATA, 

10 Thf>r-P>  ^rta  ^W(->  tributaries  coming  tog^t^^pr — 

11 XKUIUDIBLE i      .       ...LU    ThoTo'r .•'t>oal-3i'i'~a"-owiiMnini3Maxga 

12 ilnim   hnrn    1   In M11  • '"T^WT^m^T-" >*^rr?V*•m'***^m*J •..•i   

sfeoie imra but tflAt'a"l't.    INAUbilbLE"" 13 

14 

'i£     15 MR.   DUVALL 
A^Jj-t-y^^si"-*-** 

fr^- 

;|;'     16 ttbej^is   it due out? 

JAN; 

Mher 

19 MS.   ALLERA-BOHLEN: 

17 MR.   JANATA: .        _  a Jj*^ 

18 fP     When would we have to get  it  in 

J*^Location.... JU^T^    *ff^-^   ">   h^2^^1 
* 

'ig/i     20 

#21 MR.   JANATA: „ ^p^^ 

/)*     JS^pi we get it^in by November^ I-duil1 L khAW WS' 

gwiay   Lu   wen 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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