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N 0. James Lighthizer
‘ Maryland Department of Transportation iegl'i:;soff
)\ State Highway Administration Hal Kassol
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary

State Roads Commission

FROM: Neil J. Pedersen, Director ¢,/ 9 &%QM»“

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

DATE: September 12, 1991_

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

The Project Planning Division is pr:paring 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: 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.

. Segment II: Alternate 5/6 Modified
Segment III: Alternate 5/6
Sub-Station Road: The development apbroval process will be

used to encourage the extension of
Pinefield Road to Sub-Station Road.

Interchange: Option A

. Access Control: 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.

333-1110

My telephone number is

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717



Mr. William I. Slacum
Page Two

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.

IHIZ 1 /i)

Hal Kagkoff, ‘Administrator : Date

Enclosures

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




O. James Lighthizer

Maryland Department of Transportation f;’i;’ém
State Highway Administration Administrator

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mr. Hal Kassoff
Administrator

FROM: Neil J. Pedersen, Director . wApdu
office of Planning and Noilo 9 ,
Preliminary Engineering

DATE: September 12, 1991

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

RE: 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 State Highway Administrator

Charles R. Olsen Chief Engineer

Edward H. Meehan District Engineer, District No. 5

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

Louis H. Ege, Jr. Deputy Director, OPPE

Patricia Paskowski Right~of-Way District No. 5

(301) 333-1110

My telephone number is

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

T
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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 con51dered 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. Ex1st1ng and approved site developments in three
quadrants restrict major reconstruction of the intersection.

Alternate 6 was on relocation, splitting from existing MD 5
approx1mate1y 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 problen, 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.

|



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 require 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 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.

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.

ES
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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.

Interchange 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.

15



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 State Highway Administrator

Charles R. Olsen Chief Engineer

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

Robert Douglass Deputy Chief Engineer - Highway
Development

Louis H. Ege, Jr. Deputy Director, OPPE

Larry Elliott Deputy District Engineer - Traffic,
District No. 5

Patricia Paskowski Right-of-Way District No. 5

Joanne Jewett Right-of-Way District No. 5

Fred Lees District No. 5

Stephen Drumm Chief, Highway Design Division (HDD)

John Jordan HDD

Kenneth A. McDonald HDD

Fred Doerfler HDD

George Welton HDD

Steve Silva Bridge Design Division

Victor F. Janata PPD

Barbara Allera-Bohlen PPD

Claudia Kan PPD

Monty Rahman PPD

Gordon Dailey office of the Chief Engineer

Michael J. Rothenheber 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 I) 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 (Option J) 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.

12



CONCURRENCE:

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

NJP/as

cc: Attendees

Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

Charles B. Adams
Susan K. Bauer
John D. Bruck
Anthony M. Capizzi
John M. Contestabile
Robert J. Finck
Joseph Finkle
Earle S. Freedman
James K. Gatley
John H. Grauer
Angela B. Hawkins
Thomas Hicks
Robert J. Houst
Vernon J. Kral
Cynthia D. Simpson
Thomas C. Watts
Michael J. Zezeski
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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 III,
Altemate 5/6; and Interchange Option A. These improvements are described in
Section 1II.

I1I-1
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PROPOSED MD 5 RELOCATED
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATES TABLE

LENGTH DISPLACEMENTS PROPERTIES AFFECTED RIGHT-OF-WAY REQ. (AC.) ) | woop- _ | woR | PRIVE EST. COST
ALTERNATE | o S RELOC. |HISTOR. | o | ROMD | LANDS | Lawbs FLOOD | FARM X $ MILLIONS 1990
T ores. | oo WSMES Yot | mes. | cowt. [owmen | rec. [ vora | res. | cow. |omron | rec. | Tora | S aRCHG. | xMes {xmnes (ftco fwcy | e aco | Rew |oosT. |Tota
ALTERNATE 5 | 0.6 0 0 0 0 7 | 0 0 8 9 | 0 0 0 0 0 | 0 2 0.4 | 1.0 0 08 | 47 | 55
f
SEGMENT sB.A. | TERNATEG 108 | 0 | o | 0 | 0 | B o | o | o | 2 | 0 o | 2| o | o] 2 o | 2 oo o |15 |ura]is?
|
ALTERNATE 6 ‘
SB.A. : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 0.1 l. L
INTERM 0.6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
{
SEGMENT ALTERNATE 5/6| 0.6 0 0 0 0 14 2 0 0 6 4 | 0 0 5 | 1s00 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 15 | 27 | a2
I : :
ALTERNATE 5/6 PN N §
SB.A- | CODIFIED 06 |2} | o 3 2 3 0 0 5 2 3 0 o |. s 0 0 0 0 | o | o 0 | 29 | 4.0
SEGMENT
L S.B.A. | ALTERNATE S761-2.0 | 20 | 0 |(Z)| 4 | 34 | 7 ! 0 | 2 | I o | 2 | o o | o 8 | 1.5 | o 0 |30 | 75 | 208
OPTION | 0.24 | O 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 5 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0o | 3 0.4 0 0 0.1 | 0.6 | 0.7
*
RELOCATION OF OPTION 2 0.16 | 0 0 | 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0.2 0.2 0.4
SUB-STATION
ROAD OPTION 3 0.14 | | 0 0 | 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 “i | 0 0 0 02 | 02 | 0.4
OPTION 4 41 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 6 5 | 0 0 6 0 0 0 | 3 0.1 0 0 0.8 | 0.9 1.7
OPTION 5 0.0 | o 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 0 0.1 | 02 | 0.3
S.B.A. | OPTION A - (D | o 6 e | 4 0 0 g | B | 7 0 o | 20 | o 0 | 11 1+ | os | 15 |08 |85 |67 |22
INTERCHANGE o ) |
TION '
OPTIONS OPTION B - | 3 2 0 5 13 4 0 0 7 2 6 0 0 8 0 0 | | | 0| 14 | os | 7.4 | 72| 246
OPTION C - | o 3 0 3 6 15 0 | 2 8 8 0 5 21 0 0 | 2 | 2 25 | 14 |04 | 4 | n3 | 287
OPTION D -l o 4 0 4 4 15 0 0 19 8 9 0 0 7 0 0 | | 2 20| 190 | o4 | 24| 05| 310
TOTAL SELECTED BUILD ALTERNATE - 8 3 2 i3 68 15 | 0 84 S6 2 I 0 69 0 0 4 2 12 3.3 | 2.5 0.8 4.2 | 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. S

P. 1i-2




-

III. SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
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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 I-1 and I-2 depict the project
location and the study area, respectively.

MD 205 is currently 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 southem 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 30{/MD 5. An interchange at US
301/MD 5 is also proposed.

Purmpose of the Stud

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 easten 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.

Project History

Proposed MD 5 Relocated is currently designated with signs as MD 205. It has
recently been transferred to the 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 1major 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 I-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 projeét 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 Billingsly Road, Smallwood Drive,
and MD 5/MD 228.

Western Parkway (Charles County):  This project will provide a new 4-lane
divided roadway from Billingsly 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.

III-2
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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 alignment 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.

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. This would reduce the number of conflict points, protect existing
residents from the roadway, and would result in superior traffic operation
and safety over Altermate 2. Left turn bays would be provided at all median
crossovers to allow "U" tums. 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.

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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Realignment Altemates

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.

Interchange Options

A two-lane flyover ramp (40 MPH) in conjunction with Segment I, Altemate
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 altemate 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 I11.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 III.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 wetlands
(approximately 1 acre), created an additional crossing of Mattawoman Creek,
and had increased construction costs.

-



2.

Alternates Presented At The Public anring

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.

Mainline Build Altermates

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 II 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 III-8A and I11-8B. ‘

Segment ]

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 S5/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. III-22 for Level of Service decription.

I11-7
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Segment IT

Segment II 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.  Altemate 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 ITT

Segment III would tie into Segment I and would extend to the intersection
of US 301/ MD 5 (+10,400°). Within this segment, there is one alternate.
Altermate 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 II 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.

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.

ITI-8



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 30l 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 tums.
The flyover ramp would travel behind the Chaney Building and bridge over
US 301 at the 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. '
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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 II. 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: Altemnate 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 concems.

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 geometrics.

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 30i/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 shouldér will be upgraded to allow it to be used as a
through traffic lane. The existing box culvert for the tributary to Jordan
I 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 tums will be prohibited except aé’
Poplar Hill-Beantown Road and MD 5. A free right 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 turn, left tum and through lane, through lane, and right tum lane.
This will be changed to two left turn lanes, two through lanes, a right tumn

lane.

Segment I - Ultimate

The Selected Build Alternate within Segment I is Altermate 6. This will be
modified to allow a dual bridge crossing of the entire wetland area over the
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 providedy
except at the intersection with existing MD 205 and Poplar Hill-Beantéwn
Road. See Figure III-3. )

Segment I

The Selected Build Alternate within Segment II is Altemate 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 County,
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 III-4.

Segment IT1

The Selected Build Alternate within Segment III 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 Idlewood
Trailer Park, Council Oak Drive, Schlagle Road, Pinefield Road, Nike Road;/t
Conrail Railroad, and at the southern entrance to Pinefield Shopping Cente

across from Dash-In.

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

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 toﬁ
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

ITI-12
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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 III-5A and II-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 Altermate 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
ridge over Wetland 1 and Mattawoman Creek. The southbound ramp will
bridge 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.

Phased Construction

This project may be constructed in stages based on traffic requirements and
funding availability. Initial construction of the mainline will include Segment
II, Altemate 5/6 Modified and Segment III, Altemate 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 III, 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.

III-13
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3.

a.

Service Characteristics of the Selected Alternate

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 am. 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 10 MPH* 40 MPH
Build 40 MPH 40 MPH
2015

No Build 10 MPH* 40 MPH
Build 30 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 LOSB: Stable flow; the presence of others in the traffic
stream begins to be noticeable.

o LOSC: Stable flow; the presence of others in the traffic
stream begins to significantly affect interactions.

¢ LOSD: High density, stable flow; the presence of others in
the traffic stream begins to severely affect speed
and freedom to maneuver.

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

¢ LOSF: 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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Note:

TABLE OI - 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 1995 1998 2007 111
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

Build D/D

SEGMENT I

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

Mainline 2015

No-Build F

Build C

This traffic analysis reflects the flexibility to expand to six-lanes when and if

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

Note:

LEVEL-OF-SERVICE SUMMARY
SEGMENT Il

TABLE III -1

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

Mainline

No-Build

Build

Intersection

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

The Build condition reflects a mainline build altemate and not an interchange build

option.

This traffic analysis reflects the flexibility to expand to six lanes when and if the

Idlewood Trailer Park
No-Build
Build

Council Qak Drive
No-Build
Build

Sub-Station Road
No-Build
Option 4

Pinefield Road
No-Build
Build

Nike Road
No-Build
Build

US 301-MD 5/MD 205
No-Build
Build*

need arises.

2015

F
C/D*

2015 (AM/PM)

E/C
B/A

E/C
C/A

F/E
B/A

F/F
B/C

F/F
D/A

F/F
F/F

A
>
[




—
]

e ke

Note:

TABLE III -1
LEVEL-OF-SERVICE- SUMMARY
INTERCHANGE OPTION A
2015 (AM/PM)
1) US 301-MD 5MD 205
No-Build* : F/F
Build F/p*
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.

This traffic analysis reflects the flexibility to ‘expand to six-lanes when and if the
need arises..



Accident Summary

The intersection of US 301/MD 5 with MD 205 and MD 5 with MD 205 are
currently 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 tums 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 tum 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 tum 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
northen segment from just north of Sub-Station Road to US 301/MD 3.
These accidents resulted in a monetary loss to the motoring and general
public of $2.2 million/100 MVM. ‘ '

The Selected Build Altemmate 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 tum
and rear end collisions.

Design Characteristics of the Selected Alternate
Median

The typical section for Segment I, Ultimate (Alternate 6); Segment II,
Alternate 5/6 Modified; Segment III, Altemate 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.
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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 turn, left
tun 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 11, 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 I1I. 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. ' o

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 Wetland 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 wetland
impacts. :
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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 II, Alternate 5/6 Modified would require
two residential displacements and one commercial displacement (Longwood
Nursery). Segment III, 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 Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, and related civil rights laws and regulations
which prohibit discrimination on the grounds of race, color, sex,
national origin, age, religion, physical or mental handicap in all
State Highway Administration program projects funded in whole
or in part by the Federal Highway Administration. The State
Highway Administration will not discriminate in highway
planning, highway design, highway construction, the acquisition
of right-of-way, or the provision of relocation advisory
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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 III-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 turn 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 wused 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 dccordance 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 Stormwater 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 wetlands 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 11983 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 altemate 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 Sp. ecies

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-163 to V-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 III-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 35,
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 (PFOOW1B). The primary
functions of W-1 is habitat for wildlife and aquatic wildlife, flood
desynchronization and sediment trapping and nutrient retention. The
resultant impact is 0.36 acres.



AVOIDANCE:

_Examined an alignment shift to the east (behind Wetland W-1) 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).

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.

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

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:

Used minimumn acceptable design criteria (for 50 MPH) to tie ramp
into US 301 NB as soon as possible to reduce wetland encroachments.
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 the total area under the bridge, in final design this could be
reduced to the impacts from the piers.

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 S0 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 wetland impact (reduced 0.16
acres); Option A4=30 MPH, 0.27 acres of impact (reduced 0.21 acres).
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 35
approximately 1150 feet north of the intersection of MD 205 and US
301/MD 5 and is adjacent to the north side of site W-1. 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
PFO1R/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 wetland 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 wetland 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 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.

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
wetland is classified as PFO1E/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 wetland 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 the 50 MPH
desired to 40 MPH. This reduced the wetland 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 PFOIB. 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.
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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 PFOLE. The
primary functions of this wetland are habitat for wildlife and aquatic
wildlife, nutrient retention, food chain support. The resultant impact is
1.16 acres.

AVOIDANCE:

ot

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

2.  An alignment shift to the east would not avoid sitt W-5 and would
increase impacts to the 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 PEMIC 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 wetland 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-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. '

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.



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 sitt 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 PFO1B. 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 PFO1E/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

iers. :

3. pA 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 wetland site does
not narrow in width as additional stream convergencies are located
downstream.

5. FEleven modified alignments and design speeds were investigated to
help reduce the wetland 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 wetland 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 altematives to the proposed construction and take
of wetland areas. A Section 404 Permit (COE), Non-tidal Wetland Permit
(DNR) will be required to fill wetlands 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 SITE2 SITE3 TOTAL

AVAILABLE AREA (AC) . 9.5 6.0 47 202
(WITHIN 100 YEAR '
FLOODPLAIN) 28 @3 (4 15)

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

SITE 4A SITE 4B TOTAL
AVAILABLE AREA (AC) 34 21 55

Figures ITI-8 and III-9 depict the potential nﬁtigat{on‘ sites.
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TABLE IM-2
WETLAND IMPACTS

DESCRIPTION IMPACTED

SITE OF IMPROVEMENT CLASSIFICATION ACREAGE
1 INT. OPTION A PFOOW1B 0.36
1A INT. OPTION A PFOIR/R2SB2 0.09
28 INT. OPTION A PFO1E/R25B2 0.33
4 SEG.II/ALT. 5/6 PFOI13/R2SB2  0.05
5 SEG.I/ALT. 5/6 PFO1E/R2SB2 1.16
5A SEG.I/ALT. 5/6 PEMIC 0.02
6A SEG.II/ALT. 5/6 PFO1B 0.21
8 SEGJ/ALT. 6 PFO1E/R2SB2 103

TOTAL 3.25 ACRES
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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

Parks and Recreation

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

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 I-hour period (40 mg/m™)
and 9 PPM for an average gne hour period within the maximum
consecutive 8-hour period (10 mg/m™).

A  microscale CO dispersion analysis for 1-hour and 8-hour CO
concentrations resulting from automobile emissions was conducted.  All
calculations were performed for 1995 (year of completion) and 2015 (design
year). The emussion 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 altemate will not result in violations of the 1 Hr or 8
Hr S/NAAQS for 1995 or 2015. See Table 11I-3 for results.
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TABLE III-3
BACKGROUND CARBON MONOXIDE (CO) PPM
YEAR 1HR. 8 HR.
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
1 HR. 8 HR. 1 HR. 8 HR. 1 HR. 8 HR. 1 HR. 8 HR.

12.9 34 10.9 35 12.4 3.4 1L.5 35
12.4 3.4 10.8 3.5 12.6 3.4 11.5 3.5

SEGMENT 0: ALTERNATE 5/6 MODIFIED

1995 2015
NO-BUILD BUILD NO-BUILD BUILD
1 HR. 8 HR. 1 HR. §HR.  1HR 8 HR. 1 HR. 8 HR.

B W

14.8 3.5 10.9 3.6 125 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

Includes Background Concentrations

The S/NAAQS for CO:1-HR maximum 35 PPM
8-HR maximum 9 PPM
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MAXIMUM 1 AND 8 HOUR PREDICTED CO. CONCENTRATIONS (PPM*)
SEGMENT UI: ALTERNATE 5/6

1995 2015
NO - BUILD BUILD NO - BUILD BUILD
REC. 1 HR. 8 HR. 1 HR. 8 HR. 1 HR. 8 HR. 1 HR. 8 HR.
6 13.4 3.7 11.0 4.0 14.5 3.6 12.8 3.9
7 117 34 10.5 3.5 12.3 3.3 11.5 35
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 45 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 Goveming 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 confomnty 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:

¢  Identification of existing land use;

o  Existing noise levels;

o  Prediction of future design year noise levels; and
o  Potential traffic increases.

¢  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 III-4
NOISE ABATEMENT CRITERIA
SPECIFIED IN 23 CFR 772
Activity Description of
Category Leg (h) Activity Category

A 57 (Exterior) 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.

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

D - Undeveloped lands.

E 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 II-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 II) 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 III) 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 bernm. 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 benm 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 III) 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 III) 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 berm 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 3$24,000 per residence. This barrier will receive further
consideration during final design. -
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NSA 12 (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 is the Happy Faces Leaming 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:

Bulldozers

Graders

Front End Loaders

Dump and Other Diesel Trucks
Compressors

© 00O

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:

¢  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; _

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

¢  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 outlet 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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TABLEIII - §

NOISE ANALYSIS
2015
Measured Predicted Barrier - Cost Per

NSA Ambient Ambient No Leqw/  Length Barrier Residences Residence
Segment Decription Leq Leq Build Build Barrier Height (ft) Cost($x1,000) Protected ($x1,000)
| 1 Residence 61 - - 62 - - - - -
I 2 Residence 59 - - 62 - - - - -
I 3 Residence 60 - -- 63 - - - - -
I 4 Residence 63 - -- 67 63 360/16 92 1 92
I S Residence 68 - -6 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
I 11 Residence 69 68 66 68 63 635/14 142 6 24
m 12 Residence 67 65 65 70 65 230/16 59 1(=10 Res.) 6
m 13 Residence 63 61 61 64 -- - - - -

-
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TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS

The Selected Build 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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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-turns, and pedestrian/bicyclists. Suggested alternateve 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.

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.

-1
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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.

Henry 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.

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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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.

Mr. Stephen Frye

Comment/Question:

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

SHA Response:
See SHA Response #5.
Ms. Sylvelva Landman

Comment/Question:

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

SHA Response:

See SHA Response #5.

Mr. Richard Centner

Comment/Question:

Mr. Centner 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 altemate.

SHA Response:

The Selected Build Altenate 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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Ms. Linda Smith 900 Truro Lane, Waldorf, MD 20601
Comment/Question:

Children walk and bike between Pinefield and the commercial area. She is
concemed 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

11.

12.

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 Altemnate 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.

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.

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.

14.

15.

16.

Harvey Berlin Tri-County Council of Southern Maryland
Comment/Question:

Liked Park and Ride slated to be at southem 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.

Kim Law Mattawoman-Beantown Road, Waldorf, MD 20601
Comment/Question:

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

SHA Response:

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

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 concemed for the safety of children in the area. He was concemed with
access to residential communities. Believed 6 lanes feeding into four is a
problem.

SHA Response:

See SHA Response #3, 8 and 9.

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 Altemate includes a four-lane roadway, therefore no
reduction of lanes is necessary.
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17.

18.

o

Chuck Delancey 5120 Alford Drive

Comment/Question:

Mr. Delancey was concemed with the noise, child safety. He was also
concemed with 6-lane to 4-lane bottleneck and traffic from side streets making

lefts across three lanes of traffic.
SHA Response:
See SHA Response #9 and 16.

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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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

Elected Officials

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%) respbnded that they did not want to see the graves
disturbed at Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery.

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

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

25 people responded that they were concemnmed with a 6-lane roadway
through a residentil area. They felt that a no-build option should be
recommended or an altemative 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, Altemate 6 to
adequately handle future transportation needs

3 people responded that they were concemed with the safety of
pedestrians and bicyclists with a 6-lane roadway.
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Monday, February 26, 1880 @ 7:30 p.m,
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M. Victor Janata Room 506
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MO. 21203
(32 Plsaso add my/our name(s) to the Malling Liat,*

) Pisesae dafate myfour name(s) (rom the Malling Liet,

ePersons who have reoelved a copy of lhis brochure through Ihe mall are alroady
an tha arnlect Mallln= 'l31,

I B N BN BN N E e

: Richard H. Trainor
Maryland Bepartment of Transportation o Keasoft
State Highway Administration

Administsmnos

April 11, 1990

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

Ms. Nora L. Willett
Route 1 Box 14 W
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 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 solutjions to transportation problems and:
documenting the impacts that would result. One of the build
alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing, Segment
I1 - 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,

e o Louis H. Ege, Jr.

o Deputy Director
oftice of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

e Vi Dmols

Victor F. J ta
Project Hanfggr ]
Project Planning Division

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

My telephone ber is {301) 133=-11085

. Telotypewsiter for Impelred Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro = 585-04510.C, Metro ~ 1-800-492-5002 Statewide Tolt Free

esdh Matiast AL Nalllmacn Yiasulead AIAAR.NATEY

1. The Selected Build Alternate does not displace any graves at Trinity Memorial Cemetery.
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Contract No. CH 588-151-671
Proposed MD 3 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1880 @ 7:30 p.m,
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Mo, Victor .anats Room 506
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MO, 21203
3 Pissse add my/our namel(s) to the Mailing List,®

3 Pleaee dslels my/our namets] from the Malling Llst.

*Persons who heve recelved o oopy of Lhls brochure through the meil efe elroady
an tha aralect Mallin=~ *l3t,

1. See response p. V-3,

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

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Hill:

Maryland Department of Iransportation
State Highway Administration

Secretery

Ha! Kessoff
Adminlst awor

april 11, 1990

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

PDMS No.082039

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 developnment 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

YitaBomals

Victor F. Jéﬁgta
Project Managér

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

My telephone numb.

is (301

Project Planning Division

3131-110%

Toletypewriier for Impalred Hearing or Spesch
363-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro = 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Caivert St,, Beltimore, Meryland 21203-0717

Richard H. Trainor

e
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Contract No. CH 586-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
M¥onday, February 28, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m,

NAME JL,//IR RY n. 1/4 yee.
PLEASE avoress 2L Bux bof-F
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1/Wé wleh to oomment or Inquire about the following aspects -of thisprojeot:
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WMoy  Foudess 3 2ol Gl ca i
Mr/ victor Janata Room 506 A AAdcr pry, Of ot Mt

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD. 21203 Vi ,1,/4,[/

T3 Please add my/our neme(e) to the Meliing List,® M 2

~——————

ePersone who heve recelved e copy of thls brochure through the mall are siready
a0 tha srnlect Mallla= ‘i3t

D Plvess delete my/our nemelsl from the Malling Llst.

1. See citizen response p. V-3

Ot ot LA

Richerd H. Treinor

‘A Maryland Department of Transportation e ol
: State Highway Administration Adminiatsstor

April 11, 1990

Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
PDMS No.0820239

Mr. Henry D. Vance
Route 2 Box 608-F
white Plains, Maryland 20695

Dear Mr. vVance:

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 XX ~ 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

Ry

by: v Loz
Victbr F. Japdta
Project Manager
Project Planning Division

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

333=1105

Telstypewriter for impaired Heering or Speech

383-7555 Baltimors Metro - S85-0451 D,C. Metro - 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
YAY Masth Matvart © Datttmare Marviond 29200=NT47

My teteph ber is (301).




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 Publiec Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

NAME _ Wolfgang § Deborah Gaida DATE March_7, 1990

PLEASE

108 Indi
% PRINT ndian Lane

ADDRESS

CITY/TOWN _Waldorf STATE___M) ZIP CODE._20601

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

See Attached pages for comments.

Please do not detach -

9=A

1. See P. V-9 for comments.

) Pleaas add my/our namets} to the Malling List.®

C O Please delete my/our namsia) Irom the Malling List.

ePereone who have recelved a copy ol this brochure through the mall are
on the project Maliing Llet, ¢ riready

PRSPt

BrplzaT Wililara Donald Schaefer
Maryland Department of Tansportation ey 'npe = ey
Tha Secrelsry’s Office REAEE Secretary
Wa2s Basfil'®  oererseany™
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 issucs about the
ongoing planning study for improvements to MD 205 (Mattawoman-Beantown Road) in
Waldorf. ) am responding on behalf of Messrs. Kassoff, Pedersen, Mechan 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 jmpacts 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 nceded by the year 2015, Interim improvements with fewer lanes may be
feasible. The improvements proposed would accommodate the increasing commuter
wraffic, as well as turning movements into and out of the residentially zoned land adjacent
to the road. In effecy, 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 erossing or
wrning left on the highway, and gaps in the highway traffic would be more likely to occur
with more lanes.

My talephone number ls (301} 859-7397
TTY For the Deal.(301) 634-6919

Dace MNifng Dav VAR inast Alrrnd A

212400758
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Mr. and Mrs. Wolfgang Gaida
Page Two

Safety was the reason no median opening at Indian Lane was recommended. An
alternative to U-turns 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 State Highway Administration. Mr. Pedersen’s telephone number is
(301) 333-1110.

Sincerely,

\
Rivhard H. Trainor
Secretary

RHT:as

cc:  Mr. Hal Kassoff
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Edward H. Meehan
. Mr. Vic Janata
This project has been developed in coordination with

.Charles County.

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 'U' turn will create extensive delays or a
safety hazard.

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.

The Selected Build aiternate includes Interchange Option A. This will improve traffic operation and safety at the
intersection of U.S. 301/MD 5. ~ >

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



8—-A

bee:  Mr. Lovis H. Ege, Jr.
- Mr. John D. Bruck
Mr. John M. Contestabile
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) ROSZ0T
HAR 9 190 ugsaoa,::nquan Lane

D\vildorr, Maryland 20601

T'gAmNSPOgY OF March 7, 1990 ° 5
ATIONp.. 15 2« '

Honorable Richard H. Trainor lin 13 35300"30

Secretary

Deparment of Transportation :
Post Office Box 8755 R !
BWI Alrport - . i
Baltimores, Maryland 21240

Dear Secretary Trainor: i ' v

We are requesting your assistance in the patter of tha 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 systen.

The need for better and safer roads in the Charles County area is
needed, no doubt about that. Anyone driving down 30l 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 objactions.

Although a 4-lanes highway wvas 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 nconsideration® not of the peopls 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



Honorable Richard H. Trainor 2

was built on the cornsx. 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 tha axisting 2-lane road and making it
6~lanes, narrowing down to the existing 4{~lanes at the sanma high
accident intersection and not changing anything about the high

‘accident intersection, wouldn’t logic dictate that the rate of

accidents ia 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 é-lane highway? what of ths
snall 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 .trarfic?
How is the inoraasa in speading vehicles going to ba controlled?

Hext, as a resident of Mattawoman Estates, Indian Lane, we fesel
that tha magnituds of losing the right of way into our housing
developnsnt needs to be looksd into further. Without direct
accass’ into our subdivision, our only option ix one of wmaking a
U-turn at Schlagls Road across three lanes of traffic which is
suicide, Or as an alternata putting in an access road in tha
cul-da-sac vhich still lsavas you making a left turn across thrss
lanes of traffic without the ald of a trafric signal,

Finally, it has come to our attention that ths prinmary purposs
for rabullding and extanding Maryland Route 205 nay not evan be
for the avarage citizens, but rather for those wealthy
influantial davelopers and landowners who want to develop
propsrty along the naw highway.

We feal that a strongsr study needs to bs dons and that othar
options need to bs taken into consideration. Preferably one that
doas not intsrfere with a residential area. Until further
studies ara parformed and other options prasentad we feel that at
this time a *No-build" situation exists.

Thank you in advancs for your consideration in this mattar. Ws
would hops to hear from you at your aarliest conveniance.

Sincerely,

o T o s

Mr. & Mrs. Wolfgang Gaida

. - :
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Identical latter sent to: ;

commissioner Murray D. Levy
Commissioner Nancy J. Stefton
commissioner Thomas Mac Middleton
Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski
Honorable James C. Simpson
Honorable John R. Wood, Jr.
. Honorabla Michael J. Sprague
Honorablas Paul S. Sarbanes
Honorable Roy Dyson
Honorable Samuel C. Linton
Honorabla Thomas V. "Mike" Miller, Jr.
Mr. Bdward Meehan : . S
Mr. Hal Kassoff .. oo
Mr. Michael Rothenheber
Mr. Nell J. Paderssn
Mr. Victor Janata
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 19 61 i e
* QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS v 0l 4i'§)

Richard H. Trainor

Secrecary
Masryland Department of Transportation Hal Kessoff

State Highway Administration Adminicwsiar

Contract No, CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD § to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing . March 28, 1990
Yonda: 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m. : .
y» Feoruary 26, P ! Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571

R Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Kattawonan-Beantown Road

NAME Do/ /%16’-6/"'4“ DATE 2,/5‘;/;0 PDMS NO. 082039
PLEASE ,onnegg  R7-  / Box I3 Hr. Don H. Harriman
PRINTY / 23 Route 1 Box 13

ciTYITOWN _CHaglollE Gllrare__/Yc 21p cope 206 : Charlotte Hall, Haryiand 20622
1/Wa wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspeota-of thisprojeot: Dear Mr. Harriman:

S &Cu 1T T AL TEepnle € Thank you forl your recent submittal on the MD 205 project

planning study. Your reconmendations will be taken into
conslderation in the developnent of team recommendations for the

SEgmenr A ALTeertiIE /6 Ao DAEL, study.

You will be kxept informed of r\n.uro deoisions reaohed on the

— ‘ HD 205 study through the project mailing list. Thank you for your
Sreeme T Ll SubshTor _Road everon [/ interest in and input to the project planning process,

J4lEach4~be  OPTiot 8.

Very truly yours,

<
I
x

Louts H. Bge, Jr.
Deputy Director

: . _ : . Office of Planning and
Z__RECchnud I 'f‘{""”‘_ VN . Prelimtnary Engineering

- - v Yo

Victor F. nata
Projecti: Mahager
Project Planning Division

' LHE:VPJ:as8
c€C: Hr. Bdward H. Neehan

T Pleass add my/our neme(s) to the Meliing Liat.*

) Piease delete my/our nemie) from the Malling Liet, My tetephone number Is 301)__333=1105

ePereone who have recelvel - copy ol_ "'ll brochure through the mail ere alreedy Tetetypewriter for Impelred Hearlng or Spesch

on the project Maliing Liet, . 383-7833 Baltimore Metro - 585~0451 D.C, Metro - 1-900-492-5002 Ststewide Yoll Free
707 North Ceivent 81,, Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

1. 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.

2. The No-Build option was selected for Sub-Station Road due to wetland impacts or dlsplacements.
was not required for adequate traffic operations.

dm—
%;
3. Interchange Option A was selected instead of Option B. This provides the same traffic operations but was a
N - El-d:) B - T N B B O B B B B B e e

This connection
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Contract No. CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD S Relocated (MD 205)
Mat tawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearlng
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m,

James anp Pm’ HerereT™ DATE P MmapcH g0

NAME
;lr.“ENATSE ADDRESS 120 InDianN CT-
CITY/TOWN waldow E_ grare_MD 2P cope 2O6QL.

I1/We wish to oomment or Inquire about the following sepecte-of thie projeot:

Individueily end in conjunction with the support of my neighborhood. !
Mattewomen-Eetetes, wve wish to reglster our oplnions concerning this Route 205 projecs.
Wa edamantly QPPOSK any «guiid Alternatives” of Rt., 205 es e bypass through vhet is
predominataly o rasidentiel araa. Tha Stata's proposel for a 6-lene bypess would craata
a dengerous Seitway anvironmant in a residentiel eraa, which is toteiliy unecceptable.

In eddition to more cars, mora trucks of ail sizes, as well es huses resulting from &
planned commuter park & ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be treveling this
bypess; consaquantiy tha noisa poilution will uitimetely increesa to unecceptable
fevels. The safety factor is at a very high risk lavel as weli. Asking citizens to
enter onco 3-6 lanas of whet undoubtedly wili be a high-speed hypess, no metter whet :ta
posted speed iimit i{s, for left or right turns and U-turne promotes & yary aubstantizas
eafety haserd.

Ne do recogniee the need for a bypase and do support a hypass to the north and aast ¢!
Bt. 205 which wouid heve a tremendously reduced impact on rasidential homes and
neighbhorhoode,
Smtar——
O —

3 Piease add my/our namels) to the Malling List,¢

O Please deiete my/our name(s) lrom the Malling List,

ePérsons who have recelved a copy ol this brochure through the mall ere aiready
on the projsct Malling List.

N

Noise Abatment Criteria. See p. ILI-46 to III-54.

Richard H. Trainor
Sectorary

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

Maryland Department of Iransportation
State Highway Administration

@

#e: contract No,.CH566-151-571
proposed XD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
PDMS No. 082039

Mr.8 Mrs. James Hebert
120 Inatan Court
waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Hebert:

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

A8 descridbea at the February 26th public hearlng, commputer
traffic-will contfnue to grow on MD 205, even with the No-Bulld
Alternate. Nolse mitigation sites remaln under conaslderation in
the Mattawoman-Estates area. The Feaeral Highway Administration
nolse abatement criteria is estimated to be marginally exceeded
at these locations 1n the design year (2015). A decision will be
pmade as to whether noise mitigation should be coneidered at this
area in the designh phase of this project.

Existing MD 205 has a higher acclident rate than the atate-
wide average for similar type roads. The proposed improvenent
would significantly reduce that rate. Thls 18 because the nedian
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles
crossing Or turning left on the nighway. Addaitionally, gaps ln
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would
ve more likely to occur with more lanes,

The improvements proposed, four through lanes with outslde
shoulders, would accommodate the increasing commuter traffic as
well as right turng into and out of the residentially zonhed land
adjacent to the road. The shoulder would serve as a combination
turning and breakdown lane. The ultimate highway improvemensid
are envisioned as a boulevard with a number of traffic signals at
existing and future public street intersectiona., The existing 40
mph speed 1imit would remain. This road has and will continue to
have at-grade intersections and entrances. This type desalgn
should not be confused with a "deltway”.

My teleph ber 15 (301)___333-1105

Telstypewriter for Impalrad Hearing of Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro ~ 505-04 5t D.C. Metro - 1-600-492-5002 Statewide Toll Free
707. North Celvert St., Beitimore, Merylond 21203-0717

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

Noise barriers and/or berms will be investigated again in final design for areas that exceed or approach the Federal

QOJ



Mr. and Mrs. James Hebert
Page Two.

MD 205 skirts the Mattawoman-Estates community on 1ts
western edge. Your suggestlon for an alternate around your
community would then pass close to the eastern edge of Pinefielad
in order to avoild the state parkland. Our inltial study has
shown that this alternate would require adaditional strean
crossings (including Mattawoman Creek), 1mpact appreciably
greater amounts of wetland, and still 11e adjacent to a number of
residential areas. This "bypass" would be almost twice as long
(and expensive) to construct, with the likxelihood 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, 1f a buila
solution 18 selected, which option would you prefer: turning
movements requiring U-turns on MD 20%, 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 of the project.

Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your support for the

0Z-A

No-Build Alternate has been noted and wilil be considered in the
gelection of alternates for this project., Your name has been
added or been verified to be on the project malling list, so you
wili De «ept informed of any future decisions made on this
project.

very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director

office of Planning and

Preliminary Engineering

v Vet

vidtor Janfda

Project Mahdger

Project Planning Division
LHE:VJ:@as

cc: Mr. Edward 4. Meehan
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION .
QUESTIONS .AND/OR COMMENTS

Contract No, CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mat tawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 -to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m,

NAME @%“‘“’-’ Q J““’

PLEASE ,pppess /02 L2, %7 6 Ldet
CITY/TOWN AQQ/AZ: sTATEﬁlLT___.ZIP CODEM

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

paTE R A -9 ¢

Py

U Jpe Tl pptal T
[?)ta ~JLALN/ A275u; 'Z/;£Lé¥{44ﬁ2254é2¢4id
/ng?_AZIZ%Z‘ i ,25ZL \ﬁatvukz 644,au4£L,~
A, 4 Va

\ﬂh‘a& /.,?J-’ 3{2:/:0/‘4‘) 'Zv'—/;l %4,0.(_,

A Cul) A wve Bewe Z ' '
Ve ik qubndld Aot T 9y el
Pl oput hdetas 4Ll zwﬂszﬁgj c

//_3‘ . .
(e 7 7T ad Tt
M-/’ ‘2/())2 /W—L Yo M;S««J

W)"u (-;/ Z’l—b 44'7‘/ .*/.2,45/6 277/41
Lleg 220l %L/;mpdé.’%ww,

N —//M Littund *4‘/ K{QMUM.
' B 12&“#o«4$,&f. d

/

Y Pleasa edd my/our nsmals) to the Maliing List.®

{3 Pleass dalete my/our name(s) from the Malling List,

sPersons who have recelved a copy of this brochura through the mall ara eirsedy
on the projact Malliing List.

1. See response p. V-3

Il Bl I EE oo
Maryfand Department of Transportation o Kansoff
State Highway Administration

Administretor

April 11, 1990

Re: Contract No. CHS566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawonan-Beantown Road
PDMS No. 082039

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

Dear Ms. Ivie:

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 Pebruary 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 team recommendations.
Thank you again for identifying your position.

Your name has been added to the project mailing 1list, so you
will be kept ihformed of any future decisions made on this
project.

Very truly yours,

touis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director
office of Planning and

Preliminary Engineering
\/
. by: &5&@7

victor F. Ja&gga
Project Manag
Project Planning Division

LHE:VFJ:kw

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan

, 333-1105
My ph ber is (301).

Telotypewriter for Impalred Hearing or Spesch
383-7555 Baltimore Metro = S85-0451 D.C. Matro = 1-800-492-5062 Staewlde Toll Frae

ng
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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.m.

.

paTend/> /G o

NAME rie Me (“—.:n;qa/
PLEASE ,1noees /07 Tunden Jdo

PRINT
arvirownalder £, sTate_Md . zip cope_Looo/

1/We wleh tc comment or Inquire about the following aspects-of thisproject:

3 Pleses add my/our name(s) to the Melling List.*

[ Pleasse delste my/our namele) from the Malling List,

ePeracns who heve recelved a copy of this brochure through the mall ere elready
on the project Meliing Liet,

Richard H. Treinor
Maryfand Depsrtment of Transportation Secrmery

. A . Hat Kassoff
State Highway Administration Adminiasarae

April 11, 1990

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

Ms. Anne Marie McGonigal
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 hones.

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 comnunity 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 teleph bar is 13011 333-1105

Teletypewriter for Impalrad Hearing or Speech
3823-7558 Baltimore Metro ~ 565-04510.C, Meiro - 1-800-482-5082 Statewlde Toil Frae
TAT NArth Calvart Rt Reltimnrs Merviend $19AN-ATI?

%
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Ms. Anne Marie McGonigal
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 identitying your position.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director

office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering .

by Vietz il

vidtor P. J¥nata
Project Mana
Project Planning Division

LHE:VFJ tkw

cc: Mr. Edwﬁrd H.Meehan
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l. 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.

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. III-46 to III-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.

N

3
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Richerd H. Treinor

. Y- S
. PROJENT Maryland Department of Transportation Hot Keesoff
NN . . . o
LEVELST State Highway Administration Adminisrvies
. (8
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION!: o i) 3. .i¢3)
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS .
April 11, 1990
Contract No. CH 566-151~-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman /Beantown Road . Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571
Existing MD 5 to US 301 Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
. Location/Design Public Hearing Mattawoman-Beantown Road
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m. PDMS No.082039
. . Ms. Joan L. Bowling
NAME Joas L. Bord.se DATE _3/3 /S0 Stella Maris Drive
v 4 Rock Point, Maryland 20682
PLEASE s -
PRINT ADDRESS_S7d¢ccr Mnees Deivyg Dear Ms. Bowling:
CITYITOWN Kok /o dr  STATE. M) ZIP CODE26A R

Thank you for your recent letter requesting that we make

. . . every effort to protect Zekiah Swamp and any associated wetlands
I/We wleh to comment or Inquire about the following aspeota-of thle project: 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. We must document to

LW 7 & Aetatoes (D ErC Lo Lmas Do v ) : t:rfufalrtsa:isfa:tlzlog our efforts to avoid, minimize or mitigate any
effects to wetlands.
LrRoBlome _oOF Lfits Awecn T REQussT Tl s ~
" Your support for the protection of the swamp and associated
A248x0 f1am [PROTECTion [BE AFForHe> wetlands from any highway improvements has been noted and will be
FhE 2EXIPL StwoamP 17 [EEDER S 7O E Sy considered in the development of team recommendations. Thank
7 you for identifying your position.
Boc Arecps 4D fHeoSs TR rs Detreoade b
- - s Your name has been added to the project mailing list, so you
DESEw ; CovSrmuc Trond .l‘;g7”""u e S v e will be kept informed of any future decisions made on this
Ares D vUs & OF Yo ) i project. .
A D e A Yy

_ Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

by: ‘ Wfrﬁwam
- Victor P\/Janata

Project Manager
Project Planning Division

LHE:VFJ:kw -

| cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan

Ve ﬁ‘?lnu odd my/our nemel(e) to the Malling List.® 333-1105

My telephone ber is (301).
3 Please detete my/our nemels) from the Malling List, Telstypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech

3813-75385 Bl Metro - - .C. - 1-800-492-

*Pereone who have recelved o copy of this brochure through the mell are olready ";7-'1. Nm:: c.’:?-’.n°§?.'.°afm'fn'l$:. u'..'ﬁfn:'z’u’«":‘-’o?"r""“ Toll Free
on the project Malling List, .

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 ADMINISTRATIONR 3j -~ . °
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS W2 gl ve

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.m. -

NAME aZLL_lA:ﬂAL F 8&0/(5

'3%?,??5 ADDRESS p—O ,Box |,
cirvitown JADORE  state M

I/We wlah to comment or Inquire about the followlng aspects-of thie projeot: ,

AT e T eataad paiiias, o7 7l PT28770 it
e e Y (duror Ll oo
=45 N s Ay dlase

DATE 3.58-92

ZIP CODE__M 2 M/

n 'ﬂu,(m,u ) —
W&L&u/uijma,wﬂﬁ&,’/rd

THMLeA

[ pieese edd mylour namete) to the Malling List.®

) Pleaee delete myfour name(a) from the Malling Llet,

sPersone who have recalved a copy of this brochure through the mail ara already
on the project Meiling Liet.

11, T o o R R

State Highway Administration Administrator

June 28, 1990

Re: contract No.566-151-571
proposed MD 5 Relocated (KD 205)
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
PDMS No. 082039

Mr. ¥Wililam F. Cooke
p.0.Box 1
valdorf, Maryiand 20604-0001

Dear Mr. Cooke:

Thank you for your letter regarding the KD 205 project
planning study., Your oppositlon to widening Mattawoman-Beantown
Road and suppoert for a new road to the east has been noted and
will be consicered in the decision-making process.

MD 205 sxirts the Pinefield compunity on 1ts western edge.
Your suggestion for an alternate to the east would then pass
close to the eastern edge of Pinefield 1n order to avold the
gtate parkxlanc. Our {nitial study has shown that this alternate
would require additionai stream Crossings (including Mattawoman
CreeX), llXely lmpact greater amounts of wetland, and still 1ie
adjacent to a number of residential areas. This “bypass" would
be almost twice as iong (and expensive) to construct, with the
liXelihood 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.

The improvements we have proposed for Mattawoman-Beantown
Road (four through lanes with outside shoulders) would
accommodate Lhe increasing computer traffic as well as right
turns into and out of the residentially zoned 1and adjacent to
the road. The shoulder would serve as a combination turning and
breakdown lane. The ultimate highway improvement 138 envisioned
as a boulevarc with a number of traffic signais at existing anc
future public street lntersections. The existing 40 mph speed
limit would remain. This road has, and wiil continue to have,
at-grade intersections and entrances. This type design should
1ot be confused with a “super highway".

My teloph ber is (3011 333-1105

Teletypawriier for tmpatred Hearing or Speech
383-755% Saltimore Metro ~ 585-0451 0.C, Metro - 1-800-492-5002 Sttewide Tall Free
707 North Catvert St., Ssitimore, Marytand 21203-0717

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, and cost.

impacts, right-of-way

Richard H. Trainor

G\l



Mr. William F, CooXe
pPage Two

Thank you again for identifying your position on this study.
We appreciate your participation 'n the project planning
process.

Very truly yours,

Louis d. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director

Ooffice of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

Victor F. Janaya
Project Manager
Project Planning Divislon

LHB:VFJ:@as
cc: Nr. Edward H. Meehan
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

Contract No. CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mat tawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

NAME \‘AMES L- Hebeﬂ.I/ DATEQ" E,bC)O
PLEASE ,pDRESS 120 Twvdian CT
crrvirown _WalderF srate._MD e copg 20601

I/We wlah to comment or fnquire about the following aepects-of thlaproject:

The impoehwae st be built before e wilmnty of

05 fon e Jollpwng AAS0AS !
The Molemh;“ o 205 _Norerh Jwd ssrh IS AT The (194+
A7 205 _prdd 30//57 Six limes o %ovk Ar A e rerigeracy et aoide A e, ST
Gnild He pareiliamee ) Hea_evaloars e Hod
on 205, W'/'cé’///;vf % “hue tfwes 2y be mone h1v ew\o/q%‘m’
Lants may ror l(AAItKSJAOZUAﬂ¢Wﬁg{;ﬁ? A@x;’a&izxuﬁ14- '
The grectence hoolt/ a2 e T L Fent e
wesreen fekuny o 3lfs purTh sy (yse A_SHvamon  —_
wogsT [4@/—[/‘1 Cyn a2 S1iarica wirh S by e gean 200- OfiC e
LI )
S ativa g binses (virdened Aopcl) H_Hove lines A7 301/S gwcd 205
ol hSeace e fed 30 KOS TD_farek anors s, 70 Sotel
17t faree will Otust pront ecickars B 1f yov ind
___[Q’;':M@;/_Méré// Slone,  IN Susmtn g, T wovld bo sihe
+p Auld e /ﬂ'rv:/ti'/wn(; KT il 205 A st50] gnid Hen loclrt
105 Zow pasis: el purcens 0ce He jrreilhing 15 Cooplefe

Ty decyds iF 2 or & brE5 Lo pcguined].
ﬁf Pisaas add my/our namsis) to the Mllllnq‘(lsl.'

3 Plsass dsists my/our namels) irom the Malling List.

I< .
Lo
Lo

sPersona who have recelved a copy of this brochurs through ths mall are already
on ths projsct Malling Liat,

i R s B
Secre

Maryland Department of Transportation Hot Kaxsolf
Adminisusior

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 regaxding the MD 205
proiject planning study. Your support for building the
interchange at US 301 and MD 205 first, and the reasons why, has
been noted and will be considered in the developnent 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 pefore the improved
intersection (with four lanes) reaches capacity. 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.

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

e ol

Victor F.{Janata
Project Manager
Project Planning Division

LHE:VFJ:kw

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan

333-1105

My telephone ber is (301).

Teletypewsiter for impaired Hearing or Speech
3823-788% aammqr’ Motro - 565-04351D.C, Metro - 1-800-492-50062 Sistewide Tolt Free

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.

constraints, staging of the improvements will occur.

Due to funding

)
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION o
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS [ i} 1| :3iil R

Contract No. CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
lhttmwmmﬂﬂemnom:ﬂmm
Existing MD 5 to US 301
location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

NAME {/MIJOI/(S\‘-{,[V K[O_h/

;‘ﬁIENATSE appress__L{{ Tj\lﬂl;zn (ﬁ.l/u!/

CITYITOWNJA)AJdiF___STATE_M.d;___ZIP CODE_MQ_L_
1/We wish to comment or Inquire about the lollowln{; aspects-of thie project:

pate 4 Mor GO

Iadividually aad in conjuaction with the support of my neighborhood, : .
Mattavoman-Eetates, we wish to register our opinions coaceraiag this Route 205 project.
We adamaatly QPPOSE aay “Build Alteraatives™ of Rt. 205 as a bypass through vhat is
predomiaately a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create
a daagerous Beltway eavironment ia a residentiel area, which is totally unacceptable.

Ia addition to more care, more trucks of all sizes, as well as huses resulting from a
plaased commuter park & ride at the corner of Rts. 205 end S will he traveliag this
bypass) consequently the noise pollution will ultimately increase to uascceptable
levels. The safety factor le at a very high risk level es well. Askiag citizens to
eater oato 3-6 laaes of what uadoubtedly will be a2 high-speed bypass, no matter what the
posted speed limit ie, for left or right turns aad U-turos promotesz a yory substantial
safety haszard.

He do recogaize the aeed for a bypass and do support 2 bypassz to the north and east of
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced impact on ruldyathl homes and
neighbhorhoods. -

L) Plenss 3dd my/our nsmel(s) to the Malling List.®

3 Plesee delete my/our name(e) from the Malling Llet,

*Persons who heve recelved & copy of Ihis brochurs through the mall ere already
on the project Malling Liet.

1. See respomse p. V-19.

Richard H. Trainoc

Maryland Department of Transportation e ot
State Highway Administration Aominsrstor

May 22, 1990

Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
PDMS No. 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 Februarxy 26th public hearing, commuter
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 Federa) Highway Administration
noise abatement criteria is estipated to'be 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 lunes.‘

The proposed improvements would accommodate the increasing
commuter traffic, as well as right turns into and out of the
residentially 20ned land adjacent to the road. In effect, the
third outer-most lane in each direction:would 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

333-1105
My telephone number is (301)

Telotypewriter for Impalred Hearing or Speech
363-7555 Baltimore Metro ~ 565-0451 D.C. Melro - 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free

_
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Mattawoman Creek), likely impact greater

crossings (including
and still lie adjacent to a number of

anounts of wetland,

Contract No. CH 566-151-571

Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)

Mat tawoman/Beantown
Existing MD 5 to US 301

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.

Location/Destgn Public Hearing

Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30

Acknowledging your support for the no-build, if a build
solution is selected, which option would you prefer: turning
npovements requiring U-turns on MD 205, or the construction of a
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagel Road?

p.m.

DATE M/M’C// 8, /7?!)

NAME ROD s MARSHA NEWMAN

PLEASE ,ppress_ [[8 INOJAN Coukl

Please call me toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 with your
thoughts on this element of the project.

PRINT
CITYITOWN _WALDORF

1/We wish to comment or inqulre abou\\holonowlnq

STATE_ 10 71P CODE RQLO/

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

aspecte-of thie proleot: added or been verified to be on the project mailing 1ist, so you

. ( Individuelly and in conjunction wi
Mattawoman-Estates, ve wish to rag
We adamently OPPOSK eny “Build Altarnativas”

predominately a resldentis

th tha aupport of my ne

s dangerous Beltway envirommant in a residential area, which is totelly unacceptable.

In eddition to more cers,
planned commuter park &'rids at the

enter onto 3-8
postad spaed limi
safety hazard.

of what undoubtadly w

We do recognise the naed for a bypase and do suppert a b
t, 205 which would heve a tramendously reduced impact on
ighbhorhoods.

bypass; consaguantly the noise pollution will ultimataly increase to unacceptabla
levals. Tha safaty factor is at a vary high risk lavel as well.
111 be a high-spaad bypasa, no matter what e
t is, for left or right turne and U-turns promotas e yary -

: will be Xept informed of any future decisions made on this
' project. .
Very truly yours,
B A Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director
office of Planning and
tghborhood, pPreliminary Engineering
tstar our opinions concerning this Route 205 projec:. (
of Rt. 205 as a bypess through vhat is (
T area. Tha State's propossl for a 6-lens bypass would crerze 4% 0&‘
by: VG Y
more trucks of all sizas, as well as huses resulting from a victor Janata_/
cornar of Rts. 205 and 5 will be treveling this Project Manager
Project Planning Division
Asking citizens to LHE:VJ : kw
cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan

ess to the north and east o?
residential homes and

) Piesse edd my/ouf neme(s) to the Melling List,*

{3 Pisese deiete my/our nemae(s) irom the Melling List,

ePsrsons who heve received o copy of this brochur
on the project Melling List.

1. See response p. V-19.

e through tha mali srs elreedy
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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, 1920 @ 7:30 p.m.

NAME Jcatt \‘C’ﬁ%&i Ft’)%wmvu DATE J/Z/t//,
PLEASE ,nopress. /24 Tadias) LANVE.

PRINT
CITY/TOWN U/ﬂ/[/o,e-p STATE /77/ zip coos_f;_[’.é;é_/_

I/We wleh to oomment or inquire about the following aspecte-of thls project:

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

Estatea, we wish to regiater our opiniona concerning thia Route 205 project. We

adamantly OPPOSE any "Build Alternativea” of Rt. 205 aa a bypaaa through what 1ia

‘Thé' State's for ‘a §~lane b would

predominitely 4 resident

create a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area. which {is totally

unscceptable. In addition to more cars, more trucka of all aizes, as well as buges

" resulting from e planned commuter park & ride at the corner of Rta. 205 and 5 will

be traveling this hypasa: consequently the notae pollution will ultimately increase

to unacceprahle levels. The safety factor ia at a very high riak level aa well.

Asking citizens to enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-apeed

bypass, no matter what the posted apeed limit ia, for left or right turns and U-turns

.promotes a very substantial safety hazard.

We do tecogdize the need for a bypasa and do aupport a bypaaa to the north and east

of Rt. 205 which would hava a tremendously reduced impact on reaitntial homea and

_neighborhoods.

] Pleaas add my/our name(a) to the Malling Liet.*

) Pleass delete my/our name(a) from the Malling Liat,

sPeraone who have recelved a copy of this brochure through the mall are already
.on the project Malling List.

1. See response p. V-19,

T RN L S

Mr. & mrs. KikKe Kiotz
111 Indian Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Klotz:
Mr. & Mrs. Su Yen Yang
102 Indian Lane

Waldorf, Maryland 20601
Dear Mr. & Mras. Yang:

Mr. & Mrs. Ernie Heimpol
112 Indian Lane

Waldorf, Maryland 20601
Dear Mr. & Mrs. Heimpel:
Mr. & Mrs. Tomas 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. & Mrs. Steve Moyer
105 Indian Lane

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

Waldorf, Maryland 20601
Dear Mr. & Mrs. Rzechula:
Mr. & Mrs. Robert J. Hawkins
113 Indian Lane

Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Hawkins:
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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.m.

NAME ()Amgs QC\!V\‘}\“A VARMECK‘( DATE g mA& qa
PLEASE ,ooregs_ L1 G T NO IR L nhwe
ciTy/Town W ALDO R & grate M O 2P cODEZO GO\

1/We wish to comment or Inquire about the tollowing aspects-of this profect:

Individuslly and in conjunction with the support of my neighborhood,

Mattawvoman-Eztates, we wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project.
We adamantly QPPOSEK any “Build Alternativas® of Rt. 205 as a bypess through vhet is
predominately 8 residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create
a2 dangerouz 3eltway eavironmant in » residantisl ares, which is totally unacceptable.

In addition to more cars, mora trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from e
planned commuter park & ride at the corner of Rts, 205 snd 5 will be traveling this
bypass; consequently the noise pollution will ultimately increase to unacceptable
levelz. The safety fector is at a very high risk laval as well, Asking citizens to
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be & high-speed bypass, no matter what the
posted spesd limit is, for left or right turns snd U-turns promotes a yery substantial
sefety hazard,

We do recognize the need for 8 bypass and do support s bypess to the north and east of
_Rt. 205 which vould have s tremendously reduced impact on residentisl homes eand
neighbhorhoods. L

Qe —

BT Please add my/our nams(s) to ths Msling List.*

C) Pleass delets my/our nsms(s) from ths Msliing List.

ePersons who havs received s copy of this brochurs through the mail ars altssdy
on ths projsct Msliing List. f .

1. See response p. V-19,.

., R Al Bl BN N N B e

114 Indian Lane
Waldort, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. & Mrs, Sauerbry:
Mr. & Mrs. James Varmecky
116 Indian Lane

Waldorf, Maryland 20601
Dear Mr. & Mrs. Varmecky:
Mr. & Mrs. Scott Perguson
104 Indian Lane

Waldorf, Maryland 20601
Dear Mr. & Mrs. Pergusoni
Mr. & Mrs. Rod Newman

118 Indian Court

Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. & Mre. Newman:
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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.m.

NAME Davis ¥ Virswie S—/}UERBP-/V oare Zau s 20
PLEABE |, npess /Y o pNDIBKW  Lgi B

PRINT
CITY/ToWN WAL Doe2-  sTate_M D 2P cooeZd60 /)

1/Wa wleh to commant or Inquira about the followlng aspecta-of thlaprojeot:

Individuelly and in conjunction with the support of my neighhorhood,

Mettowomen-Estates, we wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 projec:.
We adamantly QPPOSE any “Bulld Alternetives™ of Rt. 205 es a.bypess through what is
predominetely a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lana hypass would create
¢ dangerous Beltway environment in a residential araa, which is totally unecceptable.

In addition to more cers, more trucks of ell sizes, as well as buses resulting from s
plenned commuter park & ride at the cormer of Rts., 205 and 5 will he treveling this
bypass; consaquantly the noisa pollution will uvltimately iacraase to unecceptable
levels. The sefety fector is at a very high risk level as well.,  Asking citizens to
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will ba a high-speed hypass, no metter whet -he
posted speed limit {3, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a yery substantiay
safety hazard, .

We 40 recognise the need for a bypass and do support a hypass to the north and east c?
Rt. 205 which would have a tr dously reduced impact on residential homes end

neighbhorhoods.

C3 Pleese edd my/our nemels) to the Mslilng List,e

] Pleese delete my/our nsmels) from the Melling List.

*Persons who have recelved a copy ol this brochure through the mall are siready
on the project Mslling List, .

/
1. See response p. V-19 . 9733
L
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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.m.

NAME Lcbedt T and (odhtepn Haking oneé,/‘f‘,/‘f?’
PLEASE ,onpesg 13 Tndian bané-

PRINT
cirvirown {ualdos £ STATE_MYD ___2IP CODES0(20)
!Ihh to oomment or inquire about the following aspeots-of thia project:

tndividually and in conjunctlion with the support of my nalghborhood,

Mattawoman-Estates, we wish to registar our opinions concarning this Route 205 project.
We adamantly QPPOSE any “pulld Alternacives® of Rt. 205 as a bLypass through what is
predominately a rasidantial area. The Stata’s proposal for a 6-lana bypass would crsate
a dangerous Beltway environment in & residantial araa, which is totally unacceptable.

In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sizas, as wall as husas rasulting from a
planned commuter park & rida at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be travaling this
bypass; consequently the nolea pollution will ultimately incraasa to unacceptabla
Jevels. The eafety factor le at a very high risk lavel ae wall. Asking citizens to
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will ha a high-spaad hypass, no matter what the
posted epeed 1imit ie, for left or right turns and U-turns promotas 2 yery substantjial
safety hasard.

We 4o recognize the need for a hypaes and do eupport a hypass to tha north and east of
Rt. 205 which would have & tramendouely reduced impact on residential homes and
neighbhorhoode.

3 Plesss edd my/our nemels) to the Melling Liet.*

[ Ptease delete my/our name(s) from the Mslling List,

ePersons who hsve tecelved & copy Of this brochure through the mell sre elresdy
on the project Meliing Liet.

1. See response p. V-19.
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Contract No. C(H 566-151-571
Proposed MD S Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

”~

NAME 2eoha LY DATE =820
PLEASE ADDRESS 195 Zoup, 3 ok
CITYITOWN bl 008 . stave__ /210 210 cone Ll

1/We wish to commant or Inquire about the following aspects-of this projeot:

tz!ivldually and in conjunction witb the support of my neighborhood,
Mittawoman-Estatea, we wiab to regiatar our opinione concerning this Route 205 pro} ct.
He adamantly OPPOSE any "Build Alternativea™ of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what ls\
predominately a reeidential area. The Stata's proposal for a 6-lang bypass would creata
a dangerous Beltway environment in a rasidantial araa, whicb is totally unacceptable.

In addition to more cars, more trucke of all sizes, as wall as buees rasulting from a
planned commuter park & ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will ba traveling this
bypass; consequantly the noise pollution will ultimataly increase.to unaccsptabla
1svale. The safety factor is at a very high risk laval as well. Asking citizens to
soter onto 3-6 lanes of wbat undoubtedly will ba a high~-spead bypass, no mattar what the
poeted speed limit fe, for left or rigbt turna and U-turns promotes a yery substaptial
safety haeard. )

Ha do recognise the need for a bypaes and do support a bypaae to tha north and east of
Rt. 205 wbich would bave a tr dously reducad impact on rasidential homas and

naighbborhoods. P
| ’%"49 ¥ "Zf/)«"‘/ ‘4/&,(9'

] pisase add my/our namsi{s) to ths Malling List.*

(=] Pleass dsiste my/our namsi{s) from the Malling List,
¢Persons who heve rscelved a copy of this brochurs through ths mall are alraady
on ths projact Malling List.

1. See respouse p. V-19.
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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.m.

NAME Steve and bovw\a Moycr DATE JI/‘I’/QD
PLEASE ,pppess_£0S Tndian Lane
CITY/TOWN L\)Alclorf STATE nMd 21p copg X000

1/We wish tc comment or Inquire about the following aspscts-of this project:

Individuelly and in conjunction with tha support of my neighborhood,

Mattawoman-Estates, we wish to ragistar our opinions concerning tbis Route 205 project.
We adamantly QPPOSE aoy "Build Alterpativas™ of Rt. 205 as a hypass through what is
predominetely a residential ares. The State’s propossl for a 6-lana hypass would create
a dangerous Baltway environment in a residential araa, which is totally unacceptable.

Io addition to more cers, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a
planned commuter park & rida at tha corper of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this
bypess; consequantly the noisa pollution will uvltimataly increasa to unacceptabla
levals. The safety factor is at a very higb risk level as wall. Asking citizens to
antar onto 3-6 lanas of what undoubtedly will ha a high-spaad hypass, no matter what the
posted speed limit is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes & yery substantiul
safety hasard,

v-A

We do tocoqn'.llrtho peed for a hypass and do support a bypass to the north and east Gf
Rt. 205 which would have a tremandously reduced impact on residantial homes and
neighbhorhoods.

[ Plesse add my/our name(s) to the Melling List.®

{"J Please delete my/our namels] from the Malling List,

*Persons who have recelved a copy of this brochure thtough the mall srs slreedy
on the project Malling List.

ot

1. See response p. V-19
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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.m.

NAME 24,/ Losérove oare L MR Ge

aooress_ 2/ EANE P A

CITY/TOWN Wi ldoc s state mMD 2P copedCbO/.

i/Wae wish to comment or inquire about the following aapeots-of thlaprojeot:

PLEASE
PRINT

: Individuelly and in conjunction with the support of my neighborboog,
Mattewomen-Zetetes, we wish to rsgleter our opinions concerning tbis Route 205 project.
We edamently OPPOR§ any “Build Alternatives” of Rt. 205 as a bypass througb what is
predominetely o resldential arsa. The State's proposal for ¢ 6-lane bypass would create
a dangeroue Beltway environment in a residential area, .which is totally unacceptable.
In sddition to more cers, more trucke of all sizes, ‘a3 well as buses resulting from e
planned commuter park & ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this
bypass; coneequantly the noise pollution will ultimataly increase to unacceptable : ) .
levels. The sefety factor is at a very high risk level as well. Asking citizens to ) ' . '
enter onto 3-6 lanes of wbat undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypasa, no matter what the : R
poeted speed limit is, for left or rigbt turne and U-turns promotes a very substantizl ] . :,‘-3 k!

safety haeard,

We do recognize the need for 2 bypass and do eupport 2 bypaes to the north and east of
Rt. 205_which would bave a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes and ‘

neighbhorhoods. .

52 Pisase add my/our nams(s) to the Mslling List,e

) Pleass dsiste my/our nems(si from tha Malling List,

sPersons who hevs recelved a copy of this brochurs through the mall ere elreedy
on the projsct Melling List.

1. See response p. V-19
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- : QUESTIONS ANDJ/OR COMMENTS e
., 1 i O
Contract No, CH 566-151-571 I WU P TS
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mat tawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.
NAME Richard & Linda Satterfield DATE March 9, 1990
;kﬁ:‘rss ADDRESS 122 Indian Court
cirysTown__Narderf oTATE__ M 21p cooe_ 22"

|/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aapeota-of thle projeot:

Individuelly and ln conjunctioa vith the support of my neighborhood,

Mettevoman-Zetates, vo wish to register our opinione concarning thie Route 205 projecz.
We esdamantly QPPOSE any »Build Alternatives” of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is
predoninately a reeidantial erea. Tha Stata‘s proposal for a 6-1ane bypass would create
¢ dangarous Beltway environmant in e residential araa, whicb is totally unaccaptable.

In addition to mors care, more trucks of all sizes, a3 wall a3 buses rasulting from a
planoad commuter perk & ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and S will ba traveling this
bypass}? consequently the nolee pollution will ultimataly incraase to unacceptabla
levels. The eafety factor {s at a vary high risk level as wall, Asking citizens to
enter onto 3-6 lases of what undoubtadly will ba a high-spead bypass, o matter what :he
posted speed 1imit {e, for left or right turns and U-turne promotes a yery substantizl
safety hezard. )

We do recognise the need for ¢ bypess and do support » bypass to the sorth and east of
Rt. 205 whicbh would have a tremendously reduced impect on residential homes and
neighbhorhoode.

) Pleess edd my/our nemsis) to the Malling List.®

[ Plesse delste my/our nemais) trom the Meliing List,

sparsone who heve received o copy ol this brochurs through the mall ara elready
on the project Mslling List,

1. See response p. V-19.
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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 28, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

NAME Tomas F[‘ pOSG IDC!SCH’] onel!!_C_le'lfﬁIQQC'.

PLEASE ,ioness 106 Lhdian [ane

PRINT
cavirown LUalder state_MD  zip cooe 2060/

t/Ws wleh to oomment or Inquire ebout the following aepeots-of this projeot:

Individually and in conjunctiom with the support of my neighborhood,

Mattawoman-Estates, we wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 projec:.
We adamantly QPPOSE any “Build Alternativee™ of Rt. 205 as a bypass through vhat 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 csrs, more trucks of all sizes, 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 tbe nolee pollution w{]) ultimately increase to unacceptable
levele. The safety factor ie at a very high risk level ae well. Asking citizens to
enter onto 3-6 lanee of what undoubtodly will be a high-speed bypase, no matter what zhe
posted speed limit is, for left or right turas and U-turns promotes a yery substantie,
safety hasard.

We do recognise the need for a bypase and do support a bypaes to the north and east ¢!
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced impact on residential homes and
neighbborhoode.

Fecy ) -/ 2 ~LFn e <
t%;rfiﬂﬂ Q : /K‘/Aft&/

m Please add my/our nemel(s) to ths Malling List,*

[ Plesss delets my/our nemels) from ths Malling List,

*Persons who heve recelved a copy of this brochure lhvdugh the mall ere already
on the project Melling List,

1. See response p. V-19.
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Contract No. CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mat tawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

name EENIE ©LINDA REMPEL, oare 22 l0 - ]0
i PLEASE ApoRess VZ INDIAN LANE
4 CITY/TOWN WALDOR E STATEMD 2P CODE 2060\
1/We wiah 1o comment QrS=xmire” about the following sepeots-of thle project:

Individually and in conjunction with the support of my neighborhood,

Mattawoman-Zstates, we wish to ragister our opinions concerning this Routa 205 project.
Wa edamantly OPPOSE any "Bulld Alterpatives” of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is
pradominately a resideatial area. Tha State's psopusal for a 6~-lane bypass would create
a dangarous Beltway anvironment in a rasidential araa, which is totally unacceptable,

In addition to more cara, more trucks of all sizes, as wall as busas resulting from a
planned commuter park & ride at tha corper of Rts. 205 and 5 will be travaling this
bypass; consaquently the noise pollution will ultimataly increase to unaccaptable
lavels. The safety factor ia at a vary high risk leval as wall. Asking citizans to
enter onto 3-8 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-spead bypass, no matter wvhat the
posted speed 1imit is, for Jeft or right turns and U-turns promotas a very substantial
safety hazard.

We do recognise the need for a bypass snd do support & bypass to the north and aast of
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously raduced impact on rasidantial homas and
neighbborhoods.

[ Please add myl/our name(s) to the Malling List.®

) Please delete my/our nams{s) lrom the Malling List,

*Persons who have reoelved a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already
on the project Maliing List. - : :

1. See respouse p. V-19.
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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.m.

NAME SUYenYang & SUSUE YAMG  pave MAR. 9 70

PLEASE ,ooneoe 102  Indian LANE

PRINT ;
citvirowN__WALDORE  syave__MI> _ 7ip copE22 bt

WWa wiah to commant or Inquire about the following aapaota-of thlaproject:

Todividually and in conjunction with the  support of my neighborhood,

Mettavoman-Zatetas, we wish to reglater our opinfons concerning this Routa 205 projece.
We edamently OPPOSE aoy “Build Altarnetives™ of Rt. 205 as e bypess through what {s
predominately a residantiel area. The State‘s proposal for a 6-lene bypass would creata
6 dengerous Beltway environmant in a residantiel aree, which is totelly unecceptable.

In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sizes, as wvall as buses rasulting from a
plenned commuter perk & ride et the corner of Rta. 205 and 5 will ba traveling this
bypess; conseguantly the noisa pollution will ultimately increese to unecceptable
levela, Tha sefety factor is at :a vary high risk leval es well. Asking citizens to
eoter onto 3-§ lenas of what undoubtedly will be a highespead bypass, no metter whet tha
posted speed 1imit {a, for left or right turns end U-turna promotas a yery substaptial
sefety hasard.

We do recognize the naed for a bypass end do support a bypass to tha north and eest of
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced impect on reaidential homes and
nsighbhorhooda.

) Plaasa add my/our name(s) to tha Malling List.*

T3 Pleaaa dalata my/our namals) from tha Malling Liat,
ePersons who hava racaivad a copy of this drochura through the mall ara alraedy

on tha projact Malling List.

l. See response page V-19.
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fodividually and in conjuoction with the support of my neighborhood,
Mattewomeo-Estates, we wish to register our oplolons cooceroiog this Route 205 project.
We edamently OPPOSE eny “gutld Alternetives” of Rt. 205 as e bypass through what is
predomioately 3 resideotial erea. The State's proposal for a 6-1ene bypass would create
e dangerous Beltwey environmeot o a residentiel area, which ie totally unacceptable.

;. 1o edditioo to more cars, more trucks of all sizes, ae well as buses resulting from 3

' pleoned commuter perk & ride et the coroer of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this

bypasss coosequeotly the ooise pollutico will ultimately lfocreese to uwoacceptable
levels. The sefety fector is et 8 very high risk level es well. Asking clitizens to
enter ooto 3-6 leces of wvhet undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, o0 matter what the
posted speed 1imit is, for left or right turns eod U-turoe promotes e yery
sefety hsserd,

Ve do recogoise the oeed for 8 bypass eod do support a bypase to the oorth end east of ,
Rt. 205 which would have a tremeodously reduced impect oo reetdeotiel homwa
1

osighbhorhoods. 1o 3, dian Lan< Q .L ﬁ f?
wakdorf, rY delol :

CITY/TOWN LUALJ"'JO STATE_ MDD e cope22@0 |

1/We wish to comment or tnquire about the following aspeots-of thle project:

T bels Meanbely Agpe< w o th toe

nhawt  SEAte taf .

Ay HeuSd EpceS thd Roacel 4 ldgl.A/d/
2 z:m.‘c_l 1S Al Na/l;/' Ly Af(c._g'a_/_'géﬂ
Tt  hae nleeady hotar A Great chiwdd
S jarep L vo.-vrCI\o(:Lz/ 1Thas ’D._AﬁlAf\/. : ‘

I R.LLF—"M,( AN [t laad lJ-n‘tlI‘( Lhs A (‘koh/-/_
"2 aay (daws e el danange b {Y@ hadby
L nt’ Lt State Showtsd huy Tl Totall
Y ua,l.nfv' Ja T capas p +hont, '
My 41 puwn pas Al 3ad Hapt 1S
_f/)' %Chhlb T he Phl\/oﬂgil[r\ dned bhoitd B
rlab Ky £aSS Nopthh Aond FAST o7

Dot [oetd .

T Lith tht waeg ket dls Agu
rhat "Sae pkanly Lﬂ‘;,‘dl.(r}_(‘l’«\ll\ freas Mmost
—l;p pts 1 Al I.l\/ Fle procesQy And .'f‘SéUNJ.u/
Ja ) ps b Ho state ”DAANth% > Consicipel th'¢ te
he pp _darnaasto ML . ICARTETIEN

C Pissss sdd mylour nams(s) to the Meling List.® /ﬁn/»Qu?JM»l?? 9/0\/~4A"~"/M"('(

) Plesse dslete my/our nsmsis) trom ths Melting List.

rnart

ePersons who hsve recelved s copy of thlie brochure through the malt ere sireedy
on the projsct Malling List.

1. See response p. V-3l.

Richard H. Trsinor

aryland ”epanmen! o’ ’ranspwon - - Hat Kassoff

State Highway Administration Administrsios

it 2 ienq

Re: contract No. CH566-15t-571
Proposed MD 5 Reiocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
PDMS No. 082039

Richard E. Honaker, K.D.
101 Indaian Lane
valdorf, Marylana 20601

pear Dr. Honaker:

Thank you for your recent letter gsupporting the No-Build
Afternate for the XD 205 project pianning study.

A8 descrided at the Fedbruary 26th public hearing, commuter
traffic wili continue to grow on MD 205, even wlth the No-3dulld
Afternate. Noise mitigation sites remaln under conslderatlon 1ln
the Mattawoman-Estates area. The Federal Hlghway Adminletration
noise abatement criteria is estimated to be marglnally exceeded
at these focations in the deslgn year (2015). A decision will be
pade as to whether noise mitigation shouid be considered at this
area 1n the ¢esign phase of this project.

cxisting 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 {8 because the nedian
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles
crossing or turning ieft on the highway. Additionaily, gaps in
the highway traffic (which wouid aliow turning movements) would
pe more iflkeiy to occur with more janes.

The improvements proposed, four through fanes wlth outside
shoulders, wouid accommodate the increasing commuter trafflic as
well as right turns into and out of the residentialiy zoned land
adjacent to the road. The shoulder wouid serve ag a combination
turning and breakdown lane. The ultimate highway iaprovement is
envigsioned as a boulevard with a numbder of traffic s!gnals 2t
ex1sting and future public street intersections. ~he existing 40
nph speed 1imit wouid remain. This road has anda wiil coniiaue to
nave at-grade :‘ntersections and entrances., This type cesign
should not 9%e confused with a "beltway".

ND 205 Sxirts the Mattawoman-Estates community oi p-}
western edge., Your suggestlon for an alternate around your
community would then pass close to the eastern edge of Pineifeicd
ta order to avoid the state parkiand. Our 1nitial study nes
Jhown that this aiternate would require additional sirean
crossings (including Mattawoman Creek), llkely impact greaser

My 1eleph ber is 1301)—333-1105

- Tetetypewriter lor impatrad Hesring or Speech
383-7588 Ssitimore Metro ~ 565-045t D.C. Metio - 1-000-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Csivert St., Bsitimore, Merylend 21203-0717
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Atchara E. Honaker, M.D.
page Two

amounts of wetland, and sti1ll lie adjacent to a number of
restidential areas. This "bypass"” would be almost Lwice 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 €xisting hlghway corridor.

Recognizing your support for the no-build, if a bpuild
solution 18 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 RBoad?
Please call me toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 with your
thoughts on this element of the project.

ThanX you for sharing your concerns. Your support for the
No-Build Alternate has been noted and will be considered 1in the
selection of alternates for this project. Your name has been
verified as being on the prolect mailing list, so you will de
Xept informed of any future decisions made on this project.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director

office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

o et

vVictor Jppata
Project nager
Project Planning Dilvision

LHE:VJ:as
cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
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v Kﬂ;ivlduolly end in conjunction with the suppart of my neighborhood,

Mettavomen-Estetes, we wish to register our opininns conceraning this Route 205 project.
We edamantly QPPOSE eny "Build Alternetives” of Rt. 205 es e bypess through whet is
predominetely e residential erea. The Stete's proposel for a 6-lane bypass would creete
e dengrroua Beltway environment in e residential eree, which is totelly uneccepteble.
iIn eddition to more cers, more trucks nf ell sizes, e3 well es buses resulting from e
planned commuter perk & ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this
bypass; consequently the nolse pollution will uvltimately increase to unecceptable
levels. The safety fector is et a very high risk loevel es well. Asking citizens to
eater onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be e high-speed bypess, no metter what the
posted speed 1imit ie, for left or right turns end U-turne promotes 8 yory substantial
sefety heszard,

We do recognize the need for a bypess end do support a bypess to the north ead eest of
Rt. 205 which would heve a tremendously reduced impect on residentiel homes end

neighbhorhoode.
NAME : n__DATE
;'ﬁfNATSE ADDRESS [2-6 \J/mo&.o.n« &L. /,/ﬁnﬂﬁu)mm 87"&-{@5)
CITY/TOWN STATE zip cope2060 /) .

{/We wish to comment or inquire about the foliowing aspects-of this project:

t
|
!

. i . 7 4
Muv M M,(f o 'HAﬁ //A..,m \f\,’ PV T
4 Y f . ... £ J ’.' .‘-- ! il . d

Jowe 5 uield ot ixzd‘.m %ol;‘.‘kf 20l l'au-rlul;% congeihirn_neally !

.l
ti. o aant £ &
whed m'.l*m‘/fé;u( mﬁgxrp st

[&3 i€, O
[ Pleeso delote my/our nameis) from the Malllnﬂ')l!.::f 6"“5{“7&& G e e
spersons who have recelved a copy of thls brochure through mall are alread
on the project Malling List,  pece als ~?;;‘t.;' hordive o ¥ exn Drmsfyj-ﬂ-’-f
" Rk I S

1. See response p. V-19.

!

Richard H. Trainor

s Secretary

Hal Kassoff

Adminisirsior

T  Maryland Department of liansportation

P\ State Highway Administration
JUL 3 1989

contract No.CHS566-151-571
Proposed ND 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman-B8eantown Road

PDMS No0.082039

Mr. and Mrs. Michael Ritchiin
126 Indian Court
vwaldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. and ¥rs. fitchlin:

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

As described at the Pebruary 26th public hearing, both local
and through commuter traffic will continue to grow on MD 205,
even with the No-Build Aiternate. Noise mitigation sites remain
under consideration in the Mattawoman Estates area. The Federal
Highway Administration noise abatement criteria 1s estimated to
be marginally exceeded at these {ocations 1n the design year
(2015). A declsion will be madeé as to whether noise mitlgation
shouid be considered at this area in the detall desigm phase. A
detalled alr quality analysis was completed for this project. te
tndicated that no viotations of state or national ambient 2ailr
quaiity standards for carbon monoxide (CO) would occur as tae
result of the project: even by ihe design year.

Existing ¥D 205 has a higher accldent rate than the state-
wide average ‘or similar type roads. 7he proposed improveaent
would significantiy reduce that rate. This 18 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 !'iKely L0 OCCUrl wilth more lanes.

™he improvements proposed, four tiarough lanes with outside
shoulders, would accommodate the increasing commuter traffic as
well as righs -2rns 1nto and¢ out of tile regidentia.ly zoned land
adjacent Lo she road. The shoulder would serve as a combination
turning and »reaxdown iane. Bus stops and bicycié iravel could
also be accommocated by the outsice shoulder. Pedestrians woulc
ne able Lo walX safely along a graded area vehlnc¢ zhe curd. The
ultimate highway improvement 1s envisioned as a poulevard with a
aumber of trasi:c glgnals at exlsting anc¢ future publlc street
intersections. The existing 40 mph speed 1imit would remaln.
This roac¢ has, and wilil continue to nave, at-grade :nterseciions
and entrances.. This type design should not be confused witl a
"neltway".

333-1105

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-75%S Baltimore Metro - 565-0451D.C. Mstro = 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toil Free
707 North Calvert St Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

My teleph ber is (30%)
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Mr. and Mrs. Michael Ritchlin
Page Two

MD 205 sXirts ths Mattawoman-Estates community on its
western edge. Your suggestion for an alternate around your
community would then pass close to the castern edge of Pinefleld
in order to avold the state parkxland. Our initial study has
shown that this alternate would require additional streanm
crossings (including Mattawoman Creek), likely impact greater
amounts of wstland, and still lie adjacent to a number of
residential areas, Thls "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. The Bastern Bypass
study has one preliminary aiternate that would pass between
Pinefleld and the state parkland. Other preliminary alternates
are west of US 301 and do not address the MD S corrldor problems.

We are looking at restricting the number of shopping center
access points ifrom MD 205 in conjunctlon with each of the four
interchange options. The cemetery is not lmpacted by any of our
proposats, and Trinity Memorial Gardens to the south 18 only
affected by one of the two build aiternates at that location.

Acknowledging your support for the no-build, 1if a bulld
soiution is aeiected, 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?
Piease call me toll free in Maryland.at 1-800-548-5026 wlth your
thoughts on this element of the project.

Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your support for the
No-Buiid Alternate has been noted and will be considered ln the
selection of alternates for this project. Your name has been
added or been verified to be on the project mailing l11lst, so you
will be Xept informed of any future decisions made on this
project. :

Very truly yours.

"Louis H. Bge, Jr.
Deputy Director

0fflce of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

by: ) )/l&tm%m@:

Viclor Janafa L}
Project Manage
Project Planning Division

LHE:VvJ:as
cC: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
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March 9, 1990 oy e d

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Plenning & Preliminery Engineering
Stete Highwey Adainistretion

P. 0. Box 717
Baltimora, MD 21203-0717

Deer Mr. Pedersen:

CH566-151-571

Proposed MD5 Reloceted(MD205)
Hattavoman/Beantowm Road
Existing MD S to US 301

Re:s Contract No.s
Project Name:

Our firm hes davalopad plans to operete a "Ges and GCo” on our parcel
loceted on tha northeest cormer of MD 205 and MD 5. We epprecieted

the opportunity to review the project alternetives thet were discussed

for this intersection et the February 26 public hearing. We wish

to go on record es opposing Alternate No. 6 as presented et the public
heering. We would support Alternate No. 5. The reason for our oppositions
ere as follovs:

- Alternate No. 6 reloceted would split from existing MD 5 approxi-
mately 2400° south of the existing MD S/MD 205 intersection
and tie into the besic elighment of MD 205 by the end of Segment
1. Redirecting existing traffic would negetively impact the
success of our retail outlet.

« The nev location alternste requires & nev treffic signal be
{nstalled st the split vithin 2400' of the existing signel
et MD 205/MD 5 which would remain. Traffic wishing to continue
aorth on existing MD § would be further burdened vith the edditionel
traffic signal.

= The alternete which we support would minimize properties affected,
right-of-vay required, cost end environmental impacts compared
to Alternete No. 6. The proposed 6-lene, divided roedwey would
mora then edequetely handle future treffic needs at the intersection
of MD 205 end MD 5. \

We support the Stete Highway Administration’s efforts to construct

MD 5 Reloceted end would esk consideration be given in minimizing
right-of-vay ecquisition of existing property owvners. Clearly, Alternate
No. 5 would eddress tha needs of MD 205 by incorporating addicional
roadvay/traffic capaeity, and would ask thet these comments be made

e part of the permanent record on this subject.

BOX E. LA PLATA. MARYLAND 20646
301/934-8101 202/870-3015

- IR IE I s
S -

Riechard H. Trainor
Jecretary

Hal Kassoff
Admumistrator

@P Maryland Department of Transportation
|\ State Highway Administration

%

April 3, 1990

Mr. Harry Mentzer

Real Estate Representativ
The Wills Group .
Box E )

La Plata, Maryland 20646

Dear Mr. Mentzer:

Thank you for your March 9th letter re :

garding the MD 205
ptojgc; 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 Segment I —~ Alternate 5
between existing MD 5 and MD 205 will fail well beig:zt:::t§::iqn
year. With ghe amount of existing and approved commercial
develop@ent in close proximity to the MD 5/MD 205 intersection
tye desxtable.solution of an interchange would create extensiv;
dxsplacemen; impacts. That is the major reason for developing
gnd prgsentan Segment I - Alternate 6. We are currently
investigating the specific magnitude of impacts of replacing
the MD 5/MD 205 intersection 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 inf
P bt mooioat” P ormed of any future decisions

Very truly yours,

mes ) Prdousy

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

NJP:as

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

333-1110

Teletypowriter for impalred Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 0.C. Metro - 1-8003492-5002 Stxtewlde Toll Frss

TNT Narth Calusrt €1 Qaltimnaca tlasiiacds Asans A

My 1sleph ber 15 (301).

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

g4/
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Hr, Neil J. Pedersen
Paga 2
Merch 9, 1990

Your considerstion of the ebove {s greatly apprecilataed.

Sincerely yours,

Ay W\&%ﬁ/\
Harry Mentzer
Real Estate Representative

m/ip

PCy Harry Brown
Lock Willse
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Maryland Department of Transportatilﬁx“ l 00?" 90 )
State Highway Administration MaAr 10, 1990
Project Planning Division 1
Post Office Box 717
Baltimore, MD' 21203

Dear Sir or Madamej

On Feburary 26, 1990, we attended the public hearing on contract
number CH S46-1%i-571, Proposed MD 5 Relocated, Mattawoman-Eeantown
Road. We did not make written comments at that time but now wish to
do so. After reading the project brochure, we do not support any of
the build alternatives. Our reasons and concerns 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. A1l the build options will diturb or displace existing
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 lanes 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 $39-35i million and jeave a major bottienechk
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 sven burial plots but is rejuctant to disturb
commercial property.

This section of MD 205 is dangerous because there are two
shopping centers with muitiple uncontrolled entrances and exits. The
Charies 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 wouid deny the twenty-five families
1iving along this road and the adjacent court the ability to make
jeft turns onto MD 203. Rather, a convoluted bypass for Sub-Station
Road is to be be built at a cost of $500-3$700,000. A far better, and
jess expensive, solution is to simply provide a median opening at
this crossroad.

Item %. A six~lane major highway through our residential area

Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation e o
State Highwav Administration Adminieatos

vuly 3, 1990

Re: cContract No. CH566-151-571
oroposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
PDMS No. 082039

Richard and Reglna Jublckl
4603 Harwich Drilve’
valdorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. and Mrs. dubickl:

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

secause of environmental and economic constraints, we are
seeking solutlons to trangportatlon problems that maximize the
use Oof exlsting highway corrldors and rights-of-way. MD 205 1s
being used by an increasing number of commuterg who are avolding
the US 301/MD 5/MD 228 intersection. Desplte improvements that
are planned for this 1ntersection, we are still projecting that a
considerable amounty of traffic will continue to use MD 205 as a
shortcut.

Existlng MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state-
wlde average for simllar type roads. The proposed improvement
would slgnlficantly reduce that rate. Thls 18 because the medilan
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehlcles
crosslng or turning left on the hlghway. Additionally, gaps in
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would
be more 1lkely to occur with more lanes.

The improvements proposed, four through lanes with outside
shoulders, wouild accommodate the lncreasing commuter traffic as
well as right turns 1nto and out of the residentially zoned land
adJjacent to ihe road. The gshoulder would serve as a comblnation
turning and breakéown lane. Bus stops and bdlcycle travel could
also be accommodated by the outside shouider. Pedestrians wou:d
be able to walk safely along a graded area dehind the curb. Tae
ultimate hlghway :zprovements are envisioned as a bdboulevard wi:d
a number of traff:c signals at exlsting and future publlc street
intersections, The exlsting <0 mph speed .l21l would remaln.

tinder the proposed lmprovements there would be displacements
of people and dusinesses depending on the alternates and options
selected. The Megslah Lutheran Church would have to be displaced
oy any bulid alternate. A number of steps have been tLaken to
reduce residential impacts, such as allgnment shifts and reduclng

My teleph ber is {301).— 3332131085

P

Teletypewriter for Impalred Heering or Speech
383-7555 Ssitimore Metro - 565-0451 0.C. Metro = 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
eee siecek Aatiiact €0 Qaltimare Marviand 21203-0717
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rajises concerns concerns about future highway safety. Such a road
will certainly become a high-speed thoroughfare for heavy truck
traffic which will have significant negative impact on our rural
environment.

Currently, MD 205 is the major route for ail school bus traffic
to Thomas stone High School, John Hanson Middie 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 7:00
to 9100 AM and from 2:00 to 43100 FM. We believe that our children
should not have to compete with high speed dangerous truck traffic.

Finally, please place us on the project mailing 1ist. Qur
address is as foliows:

Richard and Regina Dubicki
456503 Harwich Drive
Waidoré, MD 20401

Sincerely;
‘*-.0‘\./

Richard F, Dubicki

?iZ?LﬂLéf 614;A%£L;

ina L. Dubicki

—
.

See response p. V-7 and V-31,

N

is not proposed.

The access points to the shopping centers will be consglidated to one o
3. The roadway is designed with a 50 mph design speed (and will be

Rlchard and Regina Dubicki
Jage Two

the medlan width. ~One of the pdulld alternates Ddrescnied 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
516 Modified, does not impact any graves. W¥e have not yet
reached any decisions regarding our alternate selectlon.

We belleve that through the study process, we have developed
atternates that will reileve the transportatlion problems along
Mattawoman-Beantown Road. The aiternates 1include the
reconstruction of the MD 205 roadway to a curbed, four-lane
daivided highway with outside shoulders, as well as construction
of an 1nterchange to replace or augment the US 301/MD 205
intersection. Only four 1anes were proposed for MD 2095 between
US 30% and the raiiroad tracks because the solution 18 an,
interchange, not a larger intersection. That segment of roadway
would be adequate with lnterchange Options A or B, and would De
replaced by an overpass with Interchange oOptions C or D. Ve are
looking at restricting the number of shopping center access
points from MD 205 in conjunctlion with each of the four
interchange options.

Safety was the reason no median opening at Indlan Lane was
reconmended. 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 'ndian Lane. An alternatlve to U-turns that we
are still conslderling 1s connecting Indlan Lane to Schlagle Road.

Your name has been added to the project malllng llst, 8o you
will be Xept informed of any future decisions made on this
project. ThanX you again for identifying your poslitlon on the
Jtudy. Ve appreciate your participation in the project planning
process.

very truly yours,

Louls H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director

office of Planning ana
Preiiminary Engineering

Victor F. ginata
Project Mafager
Project Planning Division

LHE:VFJ:as
cc: Mr. Eaward H, Meehan

pening providing a safer condition.
posted alittle lower). A high-speed throughfare

£
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRAT)ON o
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS ¢ ~3i..°u

Contract No. CH §66-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mat tawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

NAME L JOAMN "BRODERICK DATE «3//3/70'

aporess. 239 BAR Qak DR.
CITY/TOWN WAaLDok £ MD

1/We wish to eomment o‘r Inquire about the following aapeots-of this projeet:
sQ'\'t(.\Qic.'h(.\\ 05 + b 5 _Aay e Cfm.,uJué A Tle Paut years
wNL Y wldw;\ « gl b “‘{ llbll furn {ants [ft'lm.al L b—‘// fuM\ 'dz.(‘t-;kf L
tiatd fure . SACe s IA\\(%LL P 'au—t-l, ol s eplit s B, Nhe
;;;Zﬁ.L fas Ders C4AA4o11,/-°Aﬂliz¢*a$.hc 5" frg ;pgdﬁ,ij_i_ w0 dngL
Mireaht b a arts of Mioa ] Mg S olitfod fo Sq T
valj ' ’&Yu.,:ﬂl' 'Aa_—, ;{L—f_;%]{\ &1/(5—“(0..’ “Tls (}t('.vvl = 0: 3

PLEASE
PRINT

STATE 21p copE_L060/

ét-g Yy .)g‘&((j‘aﬁnt- of &«.F»{zf)moﬂoar[%ai)ﬁuz/uu/.
~$The catea phesat Mu'f'lt.\u) aw whed oonficag it . 0 dow ¥ acade

wn daagbnd 'f?wU‘d .J’aq FOppne A0 Deen Jent__whou aLLL“d.«-,ocr
C"D. OJ'h{:g,) / ' ‘bt)(ﬂ’ Ca'u:u MO ~
YRV12)] da\:cu\au eanclhma. T Lkt at PU“!LL/JML (V"

bt h‘&sl{)‘d'ﬁ ,gb b, /IJJ é'#‘vvu:hh vy warls,  Than Fir Coo F1of
u»a'f“l‘iij A S Aop Il he 01.“619'{’-104“ A Ac~Af wLZ/
hact wp. Mo wntl b pne accclit, o wash el

- o 10/ - 5 oF Hat aehm . A hotd ootk
oo frabidey 2 iiﬁﬁ b oedoled , D pesale i Lk 0aj
YVLa‘llyLUCou\.u_Jt& Kawt escowyb Yrrdtl .., ot 7
0U4Tf;;bn»~ﬂ* /zpf;iV- qL<2:4ch:iajL‘L?‘lAué? r#ujgb ‘#ﬁAf?94fﬁ12,g

W LA
m Ptease add my/our name(s) to the Malling List.*

3 Pleasse dstete my/our namsis) from the Malling List.

sPersons who have recelved a copy ol this brochure through the mail ars atready
on ths projsct Malling List.

1. Segment I, Alternate 6-was selected instead of Alternate 5.

[ ] .
Richard H. Trainor
Maryland Department of Transportation ot
State Highway Administration Administrator

June 27, 1990

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

Ms8. Joann Broderick
239 Bar OaXx Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Ms. Broderick:

Thank you for your letter regarding the MD 205 project
planning study. Your support for Alternate 5 in Segment I,
Alternate 5/6 Modified 1n 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
tevel, the future traffic growth will overload it. An
1interchange will be needed. Because of the extent of impacts it
w#ould have on adjacent exiating or approved development,
Alternate 6 was presented.

Alternate 5/6 1s the one dulld 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
ifnterchange configuration solutions. These designs would handle
all the movements that the intersection now servesa. Interchange
options A and B only accommodate the major traffic movements; the
s1gnallzed 1ntersectlion would remailn, but would have to handle
auch less traffic,

My telephone 333-1105

bar is (301}
Teletypewrller tor Impatred Hesring or Speech

383-7555 Saltimore Metro - 585-0451 0.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert St,, Saltimore, Maryland 21203~0717

While the recent improvements at the intersection of

MD 205 with MD 5 provide initial relief, they will not provide adequate future traffic needs.

The no-build has been selected for Sub-Station Road.
. Interchange Option A was selected.
The RS U

AR R UL R )

cnl ated dAmnrAarvamant s S vy tlom ~ Fpamw !

Segment II, Alternate 5/6 Modified and Segment III, Alternate 5/6 have been selected.
This will avoid wetland impacts or displacements.

“r mAdiF T Anal eonpedity ard nynteoted tevn nocketeo,



Ms. Joann Broderick

Page Two

will be xept informed of any future decisions made on this
Thank you again for identifying your recommendatlions.
We appreciate your particlpation in the project planning process.

project.

Your name has been added to the project malling llst, so you

LHE:VFJ:as

cc:

Mr.

Edward H. Meehan

by

Very truly yours,

Louls H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director

office of Planning and
Preliminary Bnglineering

victor F. J{nhta
Project Manager
Project Planning Division
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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.m.

NAME: Randall A. & Deborah Simmons DATE: March 7, 1990
ADDRESS: 109 Indian Lane
CITY/TOWN Waldorf STATE: Maryland ZIP CODE 20601

We wish to comment 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 bullt regardless of what the community thought
about it or what impact such a major highway would have on the
peopie 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 1is 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 1ive in this area
really do not have a cholce. 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 acclident rate has
increased in this particular area mainly after a shopping center

Maryland Department of Transportation

. . . . Hal Kassoff
State Highway Administration ”

Administralor

June 27, 1990

Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
?PDM¥S No. 082039

Mr. R. A. Simmone
109 Indlan Lane
Waidorf, Maryland 20601
Dear Mr. Simmone:

ThanX you for your recent letter supporting the No-Bulld
Alternate for the MD 205 project pilanning study.

As described at the February 26th pudlic hearing, commuter
traffic will continue to grow on MD 205, even with the No-Bulld
Alternate. Nolse mitigation eites remain under coneideration in
the Mattawoman-Estates area. The Federal Highway Adminietration
nolee abatement criteria is eetimated to be marginaily exceeded
at these locations 1n the design year (2015). A decislon will be
made as to whether nolese mitigation should de coneldered at this
area in the design phase of this project.

Existing MD 205 has a higher accldent rate than the state-
wide average for simiiar type roads. The propoeed improvement
would significantly reduce that rate, This 18 because the median
would act as a safety zome for aby pedestriane or vehicles
crossing or turning left on the highway. Additionally, gape 1in
the nighway traffic (which woulc ailow turning movemente) would
be more 1ikely to occur with more lanes.

The improvements proposed, four through lanee with outslde
shoulders, would accommodate Lhe :ncreasing commuter trafflc, as
well ag right turns into and out of the resldentiaily zoned 1and
adjacent to the road. The shoulder would serve ae 3 combination
turning and breakdown lane. The ultimate highway improvements
are envisioned as a boulevard with a number dtésraftlc slgnais at
existing and future public etreet intersectionsi The exleting 40
2ph Speed limit would remain. 7This road hae an will continue to
have at-grade lntersectione and entrances. Thie type design
shouid not be confused with a "deltway",

My telephone ber is 1304)_333-1105

L g P -
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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,

M3 e Rardeltd @ o

Mr. & Mrs. Randall A. Simmons

1. See response p. V-7

+ s s et e

Mr. R.A. Slmmons
Page Two

MD 205 skxirts 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
crossings (including Mattawoman Creek), likely impact greater
amounts of wetland, and still lie adjacent to a number of
residential areas. This "bypass" would be almostl 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 corrldor.

Recognizing your support for the no-build, if a bdbuila
golution 18 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-gac and Schlagel Road?
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
added or been verified to be on the project mailing list, 8o you
will be kept informed of any future decisions made on this
project.

¥ery truly yours,

Louis H. Bge, Jr.
Deputy Director

office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

o e

vVictor Jangta
Project ager
Project Planning Division

LHE:VJ:as
¢c: Mr. Edwara 4. Meehan
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Maryland Department of Transportation SV Boramar
h Richard H. Tratnor
The Secretary’s Otfice . Secratary
L.. H La Shphon G. Zantx
Deputy Sdctbrant)

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
Waldor{. I am responding on behalf of Messrs. Kassoff, Pedersen, Mcchan 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-lance 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 accommadate 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 acyas a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles crossing or
turning left on the highway, and gaps in 1he highway traffic would be more likely to occur
with more lanes.

My tatephons numbar is (301) 859-7397
TTY For the Dast: {301) 6846919
Praxt Otfica Ror RAYSS Bahi W, Inta 1 Airport. Marviand 21240-0755

b Wmllm bopald Schaeter

RECEIVED

MAR 9 190

SECRETARY OF
TRANSPORTATION:z |]
Honorable Richard H. Trainor
Secretary
Deparment of Transportation
Post Office Box 8755
BWI Airport
Baltimore, Maryland 21240

L‘:V-:B;Lmdlan lane
M'Waldorf, Maryland 20601
March 7, 1990

Q‘ulnl J

Dear Secretary Trainor:

We are requesting your assistance in the matter 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 systen.

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
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Mr. and Mrs. Randall A. Simmons

Page Two
. Honorable Richard H. Trainor 2
Safety was the reason no median opening at Indian Lane was recommended. An was built on the corner. The same corner that is not going to be
alternative to U-turns that we are still considering is connecting Indian Lane to Schlagle changed with the construction of the new road. Now tell l;s ttixls
. . . s . - i i - d making it
Road. Determining whether a traffic signal is warranted at Indian Lane will be done taking the scenario of the existing 2-lane road an
. . : : : 6-lanes, narrowing down to the existing 4-lanes at the sane high
whc.n. the project nears the c.onstrucuon phase. 'I'hc.ulumate hl.gh.way lrg;}rovemcn:rarc accident': intersection and not changing anything about the high
envisioned as a boulevard with a number of traffic signals at existing and future public accident intersection, wouldn’t logic dictate that the rate of
street intersections. accidents is only going to increase, not decrease. Wouldn’t a
better plan be one of which dealt with the intersection first -
A number of steps have been taken to reduce residential impacts, such as then in later studies see what would be needed and beneficial to
alignment shifts and reducing the median width, the community.

R

The “"safety" issue has not been mentioned. How safe will: it be

Thank you for sharing your concerns. For additional information, please feel free to live in a house directly on this 6-lane highway? What of the

1o contact Mr. Neil Pedersen, Director of the Office of Planning and Preliminary small children which live in these housing developments? How
Engineering for the State Highway Administration. Mr. Pedersen’s telephone number is will this affect children getting on and off the school bus? How
(301) 333-1110. will their lives be affected by the increased volume of traffic?
How is the increase in speeding vehicles going to be controlled?
Sincerely, Next, as a resident of Mattawoman Estates, Indian Lane, we feel
that the magnitude of losing the right of way into our housing
A . development needs to be looked into further. Without direct
\ access into our subdivision, our only option is one of making a
R¥chard H. Trainor U-turn at Schlagle Road across three lanes of traffic which is
Secretary suicide. Or as an alternate putting in an access road in the
RHT:as cul-de-sac which still leaves you making a left turn across three
. lanes of traffic without the aid of a traffic signal.
cc:  Mr. Hal Kassoff Finally, it has come to our attention that the primary purpose
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen for rebuilding and extending Maryland Route 205 may not even be
Mr. Edward H. Meehan for the average citizens, but rather for those wealthy
Mr. Vic Janata 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,

g

Mr. & Mrs. Randall A. Simmons

1. See response p. V-7

<
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bee:  Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. John D. Bruck
Mr. John M. Contestabile

Honorable

Identical

Richard H. Trainor

letter sent to:

comnissioner Murray D. Levy
Comnissioner Nancy J. Stefton
commissioner Thomas Mac Middleton

Honorable
Honorable
Honorable
Honorable
Honorable
Honorable
Honorable
Honorable

Barbara A. Mikulski

James C. Simpson

John R. Wood, Jr.

Michael J. Sprague

Paul S. Sarbanes

Roy Dyson

Samuel C. Linton

Thomas V. "Mike" Miller, Jr.

Mr. Edward Meehan

Mr. Hal Kassoff

Mr. Michael Rothenheber
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Victor Janata
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o
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25 Jesalg
109 Indian Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601
March 20, 1990

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 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 cCharles 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
was built on the corner. The same corner that is not going to be
changed with the construction of the new road. HNow tell us this

h p DC L‘z Maryiand Department of Transportation Govemor

‘Nilllam Donald Schasfer

Richard H. Tesinor
Secretary

Stephen G, Zentz
Oeputy Secretary

The Secretary’s Office , .

April 17, 1990

Mr. and Mrs. Randall A. Simmons
109 Indian Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20001

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Simmons:

.Govcmor leiiam 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 direetly.

It‘ appears your letter 1o the Governor and my response to your earlier letter
crossed in the mail. 1 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,

Il)liic(:)ctor of Planning and Preliminary Engincering. Mr. Pedersen may be reached at 333-

Thank you for sharing your concerns.

Sincerely,

ard H. Trainor
Secretary

RHTH

ce:  The Honorable William Donald Schaefer *
Mr. Hal Kassoff

My telephone number te (301) 859-2197
TTY For the Deet: (301) 6846919
Vi gton # Alrport. Maryland 212400755

Post Office Box 8755, Bahi

bt
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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-da-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 ta 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,

—
t +

O\L o Mes. ('lZCL-—oiu——\.( —————

Mr. & Mrs. Randall A. Simmons

——

1. See response p. V-7 \%
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STATE HIGHWAY, ADMINISTRATION. 5.
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

L5

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.m.

NAME _MR. AND MRS, JAMES E. ROCHE DATE __3/15(90

PLEASE

PRINT RE.

ADDRESS 205, Box 201

ciTY/TOWN_Maldoxf STATE___MD

ZIP CODE_20601
1/We wish to oomment or Inquire about t_ho'lollowlno aspects-of thisprolect:

. WE are very much OPPOSED to a large highway especially a 6-lane. We

have resided on Rt. 205 (4 houses N of Longwood on one acre) for 20 x=s.;

we are retired and on_fixed income, ~We FEAR relocati{on! We are very

much concerned thne State will nor pay enough to relocate our HOme—O&

lot equal to present.

1 have worked my whole life for my present hor3!
If not relocated, the road most .certainly will come closer to us. The

.NOISE factor is another consideration. -The heavy truck traffic is ted

much now! SPEED will be another worry. Traffic goes 50 mph now in 2

40 mph zone. ! Faster speeds for larger highways equals more accidents

and deaths. Vﬁlthough there is backup, it does move continually and

traffic clears. Why widen a road to 6 lanes only 2 miles long that t:zkes

3 minutes to travel just so there is congestion at either end (Hurry ‘p

And Wait is not the answer)! Big road and small exits make no sense!

Neither does spending $12 million more for 2 additional lanes. Gov. ShaC

fer says we are spending too much now--why throw money away? /KﬁSO, east

—

go south (80 % nf r'(m;-7 we ture
left out of our driveway.) If a 4-lane is constrycted, we DO NOT WANT a

d to h

QG 2 4 ? O.0 M o a—-mi-ddle "
but absolutely nq median 1y o 8 i . T
road on anen land median Stripisl (SUSGESTION: s Why not Just oS ETuct

X3 Pleese edd my/our nemels) to the Malling List.*

e land than neede
ache 5 A :

ave a median

[ Pleese delete my/our namels) from the Melling List,

ePersone who heve recslved s copy of this brochure through the mall are alreedy
on the project Malling List.

1. See response p. V-19

Richatd H. Trainor
wCratary

Hat Kassoff
Adrmunistratot

Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration

¥ay ‘8, 3990

ae: cContract No. 566-151-57"
i roposed MD 5 lelocated (MD
1 ¥actawoman-8eantown 3oad
' PONS No. 082039

205)

Mr. anda Mrs. James Z.
Route 205, 3ox 20°
Wwaldori, Marylan¢ 2060

loche

DJear Mr. and ¥rs. 3ocle:
7hank you :or your recent .etter opposing proposgsec

taprovements to XD 205 that are currentiy under stucy.

3ased on a review of the study alternates in front of your
nome, we would oniy have to acquire some frontage from your
nroperty. You woul.¢ Dot bde relocatec.

The proposec :xprovsments would accommodate the 1ncreasing
commuter traffic. as well as turning movements into and out of
the residentiaiiy zoned land adjacent to the road. ‘n effect,
the thirc .ane o =ach direction would 3erve as a tyrning lane.
~ne ultimate highway ‘mprovements are envisioned as a boulevarce
with a number of traffic signals at existing and future public
street ‘ntergsections. 7The existing 40 aph speed l1ali would
remain.

15 ihe outlccme o our study is a dulld solution, ile
engineering phase wou.¢ involve the detaiied cesign o a roacway
ailternate, ‘acluciag 'mprovement of lntersecllon 1ovemenis ai D
2, apd an :nterchange opiion at U3 30i. While the ¥D 205 projecs

‘s nol nrogramcec for construciion, the wicening of 28 30t o0 3!x
Lhronugh .anes 3 scheculed o hegin this year.
A ftve-:ane curved roacdway with a coniinuous cenier left-

ciimm
PRSP

tane was giuc.e¢ an¢ predented o the iattlal gtucdy 3tags
(Alternate 2). .- was cropped Sroxz furither conslderation decause
97 tne high accicenti raie agsoctated with this iyde roadway.
sxtsting ¥D 205 2us a hZ!gher accicent rate Lhan (e gtatewice
iverage for 3ixilit sype roada. The proposec .aprovezent wou.cC
si1gAtTicantly rcegucs hat rate. The mecian wou!ld acl as a gasjeLly
zone fOT any pecestrians or vexic.es at median open.igs, Crossing
or wurning .eft on ihe highway. Gaps in ihe highway traffic
wOoulC Ye more .i%2.7 10 occur will more .anes.

wi301)_333-1105

My teieghone b

Telstypewriter for Impalred Heering or Speech
383-755S Saltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toil Free
707 North Calvert St., Saltimore, Maryland 2t203-07V7
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4r. and ¥rs. cezes 3. loche
Page TwWo

‘four suggestiionl Lo relccate ) 205 O ile east would resui:
11 Zany few gireas and wen.and Crossings, alc ispact 2any more
acres of wetlanc. For Lizse r£ea3gons. We are pronosin

a.iernatives X2l zZ2xe use 27 e exlistiing higlway corridor.

Your opposiiion Lo any o ILe roacdway dulld aliernates has
Deen noted and wil. be consicdered in Ihe ceterminatiold of an
alternatce. Your name nras oveen accdec Lo e prolect mailing
118t, 80 you will Ye %epl ‘tformed of any future cecisions nade
on Lhis projecti. 7Thanx vou agaih Jor icentify!ng your position,

very truly yours,

Louis 2. Zge, Jr.
Jeputy Ddireclor

AfTice o 2lanning ane
’rellalnary Zrglaeeriag

victor Jadata, ?roy
Project 2.lanning >:

CtL Manager
.

e
vi3ion

cC:  4r, 3cwarc i, deshan

"'{%';
Il N N N B O N N D BN e B T B B B B B e



Richard H. Trainor

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION Co
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS

Contract No. CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mat tawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

NAME Horccace & FLleslid

PLEASE Aoonssslilﬁ’_é_é-_.;admé/u'/d‘ Brad.
PRINT ia
CHYITowNfﬁdﬂd%&zégs;__STATEJZMAﬁ&&Q&;_ZW copedot L3

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aepects-of thieproject:

ot hsesimiol cins Zhtnacl. 5M7ﬂ1_1/-'nm ol

DA15>71¢AJ,/7, L[77¢

L plr o Yerisd [OrZer D45 Jpk el 2 . 27 el

Z o olrai. ¢L Ot b beciakle fEalt At
iy 3O [asno 2 veasertan Ihtueantet) 17 2 foer i ::
N nl ;z-léyuL12¢£L TiL A 424¢§ZZ,41{4<;7‘ZZ;, 449rnzgztgé?4€?,dx.401 o,
y ‘o 2 A '_._‘ L;: ) s ,u7-. 2L 2 sere l._

(el AL
Carens 4«"1‘/4
J &

d Lottt f Lei2 A FOtt) A Kttt s Ao 1/.4 A

Qo vlisesrtiacton Hotsi- 'YM Ze %CMA;_ 0 Cerne: o Z
4 g 7, /
Ayt e ) Lo le bl

{3 Pieese edd my/our namels) to the Malling List.®

3 Plesee delete my/our nemels} from the Meiling List.

sPersone who heve recelved a copy of thils brochure through the mell ere elroady
on the project Meliing Liet, .

1. See response p. V-3

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

Maryland Department of Transportation :":"','(‘; ot
State Highway Administration

Administrator

April 11, 1990

Re: Contract No. CH566-151~571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 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
studlies 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
docunenting 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 nane(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

~

e Yom

s Victor F. Jdyata
i Project Manager
o} Project Planning Division

My teloph bar is (301). 133~-110%

Teletypewrlter for impalirad Hearing or Speech ’
J83-7555 Baltimore Metro ~ 565-0451 D.C, Metro ~ 1-800-492-5082 Stastewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Merylend 21203~0717
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PROJECT
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 07 721"
UESTIONS AND/OR CovmENT Wall Zabid

Contract No. CH 586-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road

. Existing MD 5 to US 301
Location/Design Publio Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m,

NAME Ql‘tmc('a Mot S-i—m‘lgv oate oA - 23 (9%
PRITC ADDRESS RY & Box -119/(/

cl'rv/Towu_ﬂmA_‘_H.%A_enrs_»_m_A-___zw cooe AL 50 _

I/We wiah to comment or Inquire about the following aspects-of this projsot:

x5 C\&&m’g Sen'Y Dhumld NY\I/J‘ CA00nis  Dog
v a0 0000 Ramlle  catve T
= S

gy da&‘& (mu‘ Hushc\n.((/\jhé\“(' \3(0\1.9‘-?

AL ONasdads  amd Yhe Aauad's’ Cnd

o

( )NC_IQ S Gﬂ{]l}ﬁn . ;))-QLK\AJ . i (Qz\-z‘cl L= 2

AT usKoad T 9vam Thuwi¢ G frceX

03 —ohawe 09

(A Q\OM_,ZLJO Lo

Meie  a ‘Qa«-u "\OUSF-S (oY) Y grie ?/:l» ¥
h € e ol ——
_Mr. Vigtor Janata Room SQ6

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD. 21203
Wﬁluo add my/our name(s) to the Msling List,®

) Plesse delste my/our name(s) from the Malilng Llet.

ePersons who heve recelved a copy of this brochure through the malil are alroady
20 tha arnlact Malli== 'lst,

1. See response p. V-3

Richard H. Trainor
Maryland Department of llansportation st
State Highway Administration Adminions o

April 11, 1990

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

Ms. Patricia Mae Strader
Route 2 Box 179Y
Indian Head, Maryland 20640

Dear Ms. Strader:

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: e ame
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
IT - 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: U)é52:€$hﬁA~é2I
victor F. qtgata
Project Mandger

Project Planning Division

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

My teleph ber Is {301). 113-1108

Telotypewriter tor tmpeired Hearing or Spesch
363-755S Baltimore Metro - $65-0481 0.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewtds Toli Free
oow rar

ttoetm Paluaps €8 Malthmacn tiaculand VIINT_ATI

RS,
——
-



42

Lo

. - PYCRIRE-voanca ooy auc -] 883

- em b ™~ T

Richard H. Trainor
. PROJECT

Secrwary
BEVELApr e e Maryland Department of Transportation Hal Kessoff
o ‘ Diye v."y'-'-"’T State Highway Administration Adminisusior
10 7
STATE HIGHWAY- ADMINISTRATIONC 3 3741'9) - '
. QUESTIONSB AND/OR COMMENTS April 11, 1990
Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571
p&lﬁ%?hﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁﬁ%m Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawcman/Beantown Road Mattawoman~Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to U3 301 PDMS No.082039
1
Mond:‘:l;‘:gmigg,mlgéé%“;:;ong.m. Mr. Charles F. Mathews
P.O. Box 36
Bryans Road, Maryland 20616
NAME _EHALES F. mMaTHEWS pATe F-25-92 Dear Mr. Mathews:
PLEASE ,ppress_f20- Grx F G Thank you for your recent letter opposing impacts to the

a/ : 6 . Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of improvement
crrvrtown Beraus o etate_ a2 cope 29676 studies for MD 205.

1/We wish 1o comment or Inquire about the following aspecia-of this project:

It is unfortunate that there i{s a misunderstanding about our

- intentions regarding the cemetery. We are charged with
(/ W /" 4_»“1&/)0\) aehen ,Zz %«# Qd-v-rf/@‘ developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and |,
. documenting the impacts that would result. One of the build
/45 ,@m—yfq‘ o /&w MM«Q A" W“"‘,ﬁ/ o, WZM alternates presented at the February 26th public hearing, Segment

4 A z AW f /‘r—/{( ‘{W . 1 . ,% M 11 - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves. The other

- + 7 alternate presented that night, Segment II - Alternate 5/6
é #‘/ A Py 77 am /4"!% A~ Aot Modified, does not impact any graves. We have not reached any
‘ AR 4 decisions regarding the desirability of either alternate.
Tz, gty S T,

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 narme{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
Prelirinary Engineering

: by: X L&
victor Fi yanata
Project Manager

Project Planning Divislon

LHE:VFJ:kw
Vi janata Room 506 cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD. 21203
3 Please add my/our nameis) 1o the Malling List.® My telephona ber is (301) 1331105
. Taletypewriter for impaired Hearlng or Speech
£ Pleass deiste my/our namalsl from the Malling Llet 383-7558 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C, Metro = 1-800-452-5062 Statewide Toll Fres
ePetscne who have received » ccpy 0l this brochure through the mail are already 707 North Calvart St.. Baitimore, Maryiand 21203-0717

an tha 2ralect Malila= ‘i3t

1. See response p. V-3
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION Fif "9
QUEBTIONS AND/OR GOMMENTS
Contract No. CH 566-181-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawcman/Beantown Road
Existing MD 5 to US 301

Location/Design Public learing
Monday, February 26, 1880 @ 7:30 p.m,

NAME Wm&__one.%

BoXx 4 a. mardiEws Kb .
cnvnownﬁﬁﬂﬁgﬂ_enrem__m cooe2d c/ll.

1/We wieh to comment or inquire about the foilowing aspects-of this projeot:

9{7/1/ s Benn v 7. BRE 1 ERY YPsiET A Boul TH.'S
_‘%ji_a&ﬂ}/ TABT /s <cPPosip 11 _Go THRO4IHT
ZE Ty CARDENS CEMENIARY WIE.@(FIWE
Aoy [Fur/ED THEIR WE wENT T//ﬂoquh' AVIERY
GRIFUING FimeE WHEN JE DiEH, WE <7_’;‘/-L(
GET VERY NP <rT AT LimeS. TH/S _wHAT wew
Or//\_zAOf‘/'L? fo Do woulh traPsus =
D E DoVaoT wAaNT QYR saNS FRAVE
AN N 1P T ol BE LiAKE LivinNg
HLS PRaLDe EDY KL LYVER AR Z_ AN
THaT 1T oS W e a1k LV THE SE CRAVES
PND T Kaou> D7HER Frelle (Fril 775
BSAME U)pY L7 p AEau]; Full /’Fm;ﬂﬁ//
o p (FeuiTull Flece 75 HSyiRE o uR

L S | S 4
2 A77444r/3(9 /?5/

PLEASE

PRINT ~ ADDRESS

FNEHED GRS [T KE ,
LONShER (En PLES Frrl (ugS ) JURTE S
Mr. Yictor uanabe Room 506 - :

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MD. 21203

3 Please add my/uenamse(s) to the Mailing List,*

) Pisnse deiete my/our namels) from the Malling Liet,

ePersone who have received a oopy of Lhis brochure through the mail are aiready
20 tha arnlect Mailln~ 13t

1. See response p. V-3

Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation e Keesoft
Administratof

State Highway Administration

April 11, 1990

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

Mr. & Mrs. Earl Mathews

Box 4 N. Mathews Road

Bryans Road, Maryland 20616
Dear Mr. & Mrs. Mathews: )
Thank you for your recent letter oppohing 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 lmpact 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
decisjons reached on the MD 205 study.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

W oo, YR /%

Victor F. {Japata
Project Hagiger
Project Planning Division

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

My teleph b 333-1105
Teletypewriter for Impeired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro ~ 565-0451 0.C, Metro ~ 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toit Free
707 Narth Calvart St.. Bsitimore. Merviand 21203-0717
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Contract No. CH 588~151-371
Proposed MD S Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road
Exiating MD 8 to US 301
location/Deaign Publio Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m,
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Mr.. Vigtor .anata Room 506
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, MU. 21203
[XJ Please add my/our name{s) 1o the Maling Liat,e

C Pilsase delets my/our namels) ltrom (he Malling List,

ePersone who heve recelved a copy o! (hls brochure through Ihe mall are elready
an 1ha stolecl Malti~=~ ‘it

1. See response p. V-3

Richard H. Trainor
Maryland Department of Transportation o eesoft
State Highway Administration Adminisuraoc

April 11, 1990

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

Mr. & Mrs. Barry Hill
5 N. Mathews Road
Bryans Road, Maryland 20616

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Hill:

Thank you for your recent letter oppobing 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 R
developing alternate solutions to transportation problems and
docunenting 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 recomnendation.
Thank you again for identifying your position. -~

Your name(s) has been added to or verified to be on the
project mailing 1list, 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
Prelinminary Engineering

by: \(\r}(b?% ﬂﬁ\

Victor F. Jarata
Project Manager
Project Planning Division

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

My telephone ber is 1301) 331-=-11085

Teletypewriter for impeired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro = 565-04510.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Vol Free
cne stesenm

Patenetr Q¢ Dateimnre tiasrwiond 242A_NAVIY
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Richerd H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Tiansportation T ot
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION State Highway Administration Admanssarsior
QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS
Contract No. CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) . April 11, 1990
Mattewoman/Beantown Road :
Existing MD 5 to US 301 - Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571
Iocn}t_ignlbesigg Pug;éceﬁegéne o proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 203)
Wonday, February 26, 1 7:30 p.m. : B Mattawoman-Beantown Road
PDMS No.082039
NAME Be'H\,: L. Flesher DATE 3//&,,/90
] ) Ms. Betty L. Flesher
PLEASE ,pppegs 29 Movan Drive ~ 29 Moran Drive
\ N Waldorf, Maryland 20601
arryrrown Llaldeyt stare MD 21P copELCGO |

Dear Ms. Flesher:
I7/We wish to comment or Inquire sbout the following aspecte-of thle project:

Takine +he Ceme‘:uu‘ sites.

BAJ\\,LOL M *Hu, .L:ujh.x\ul('z(rk. J el /(IGUL/'ICLCCL(«U
_)t l!’MU’/‘( X878 /('..L_ V/nu.u,f \JLAHLZ"ZL— .lefbhg Ll \J&c;‘

Yt tsom nad Ahe Jectuth ticadd e Jo dlipad | 1 e e ety ot o ehe nases vere
T MMﬁ. //\ azxd. 6s¢{(ﬁm¢,{ v/ ﬂjﬁz‘},tml;é_ 5/é /{/g(%_lk’;'f decipherable and have been added to the project mailing 1ist.
/(d,('lj, \Aiﬂdlx/l.zé I (dﬁ!. é ) ‘—rqd'/i/— %"({/) - o Everyone will be kept informed of any decisions reached on the MD
JIRYA il (i

Thank you for your recent letter in favor of Segment I,
Alternate 6 and Segment 1I, 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.

et s v = =8 w0000

. > ¥ {4 . ' LA 205 study.

b JnTuis ,ﬁ) j_&.nmx;(,ﬁ; A Lq i dTeede atl M D’o’l&s’/ ,
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AU L \A/’ (V—M[éxb }tL 2. QAA4LA //'/l a lUJ/Z(# - . . . g??‘fg gérgi:::’\in and
Q_g,/'LAmZ‘LL- Autino huad. Ziviosdos butis Lot lles in o ' Preliminary Engineering
b d i widb oAy ot Hlins artind, ¢ L , }/wﬁzif\wd'

Ui, oo - Tl Toiaale, X/t ettt P PY Sieter 7Y e
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YISy . LHE:VFJ:kw
o Le-n Lo /)111,'1,(’# lera, N\ Kaac //uuffé- cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
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9 2 333-1105
epersons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall sre already My teteph ber is {301

on the project Melilng List. Tetatypewriter for Impaired Heazing of Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 585-04510.C, Metro = 1-600-492-5042 Statewide Yci! Free
707 North Celvert St.. Beltimore, Marviend 21203 -0717
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March /8, 1990 X

Maryland Dept. of Transportatlon
State Highway Adminlatration
Offlce of Plannling &
Preliminary Engineering

Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203

Subject: Proposed MD Route S5 Relocated (MD 205)

We, the below undersigned, protest the proposed wldenlng
for Route 203 (Mattawoman - Beantown Road) which would involve

displacing 1,300 grave sites.

With one hundred twenty flve people already buried in this
higstorical slte, we fesl that other measures could be taken to
assure that the rights and wishes of the deceased and thelr
families could be granted, and that the Trlnley Memorlal Gardens

would remain unmarred.

Name Address Phone Number
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March [7, 1990

Maryland Dept. of Transportation
State Highway Administration
Office of Planning &

Preliminary Engingering

Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203

Subject: Proposed MD Route 3 Relocated (MD 203)

WHe, the below undersigned, protest the proposed widening
for Route 203 (Mattawoman - Beantown Road) which would involve
displacing 1,500 grave sites.

With one hundred twenty five people already buried 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.
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o’ ; Richard K. Trainor

63 Secret
PROJECT NI Maryland Department of Transportation Hot Kessoff
Eﬁ’?g% BEVELOPIL™ EntleY\  State Highway Administration Adminisustor
rprises [P
ha s Zs3Pi™™ ’ N
April 4, 1990
March 12, 1990 ‘ Mr. Francis H. Chaney, II
Vice President/General Manager
i Chaney Enterprises
: Post Office Box 548
Hi. Ngil J. Pedersen ' wWwaldorf, Maryland 20604
Director :
office of Planning and ' Dear Mr. Chaney:
Preliminary Engineering
State Highway Administration Thank you for your March 12th letter concerning the project
P.O. Box 717 ' : planning study for MD 205. .

Baltimore, Maryl§nd 21203-0717
Your preferences for some alternates/options and opposition

Dear Mr. Pedersen: . : to others are noted and will be considered in the development of
the project planning tean recommendation. Your suggestions for
With respect to the proposed Maryland Route 5 relocated (MD new or revised alternates are being evaluated, and the project
205) project I would like to make the following comments as the . manager, Victor Janata,.will contact you to discuss them. He
corporate representative of Waldorf Restaurant, Inc. ' will also address crossover locations along MD 205 for entrances

: to the Charles County Concrete properties.
Segment IX: Alternate 6 we feel would be preferable because

of the ever increasing through traffic to St. ! . I am forwarding your suggestions for Western Parkway
Mary’s County. This alternate presents the ; . connection alignments adjacent to Interchange Option B to the
opportunity to solve the through traffic problem ¢ i Charles County Department of Planning and Growth Management for
for the long-term. Alternate 5 will result in- . their review and comment.
continued and worsening stacking along Route 5.
’ . Thank you again for your proposals for new alternates for
Segment II: We have no preferred alternate but do need the . the MD 205 project planning study. Your suggestions are
continuation of a crossover for the existing ! appreciated.
truck traffic. We would like to keep the !
crossover to the Charles County Concrete : Very truly yours,
property at its present location because of cost
consideration but would certainly be willing to ) . W% Peltusen
work with you in achieving the most desirable )
ultimate location. . . . Neil J. Pedersen, Director
. JE-GT )t ROAL iU i . office of Planning and
Segment III: Al&ernate 2 or 3 is preferred of the ones ! . Preliminary Engineering
described at the presentation. We would also NJIP: kw
like to suggest a 4th alternative as per the ce: Mr. Roy E. Hancock
attached sketch. We feel each of these, Mr. Edward H. Meehan
particularly the new proposal creates the best Mr. Louis K. Ege, Jr.
traffic flow for the neighboring Pinefield Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi
community. Given the likelihood of the nearby Mr. John D. Bruck
overpass to the existing community entrance and Mr. John Contestabile
the increased commercial nature of the area we
feel the creation of an additional traffic flow
option would best service the community.
My teleph bar s (301) 33371110
! Teletypewritar for Impairad Heasing or Spesch

383-1555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 0.C. Metro = 1-800-492-5062 Btatewlds Toll Free
! | 707 North Calvart St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

P. 0. Box 548, Waldorf, MD 20604 ® 932-5000 e 843-6101 ¢ 1-800-492-3495
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.Mr. Neil 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 comments are as brief as possible. They are made 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,

C%bﬂjY ENTERPRISES
@M/(céz;

Francis H. Chaney, II
Vice President/General Manager

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:d1lm
Enclosures

1. See response p. V-18
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(301) 645-5555

Waldorf wmoreL

ON ROUTES 5 & 301 WALDORF, MARYLAND 20601

42

o

February 26, 1990

Neil J. Pedersen, Director p
office of Planning & ~
Preliminary Engineering =2
State Highway Administration -
P.O0. 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 of.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 &% k4% 2.

¢23 28 1990 Francis H. Chaney, II

Wi 123, WENE OF
PUNALE 3 72ELINHARY DEALAM

FHC,II:cmj

1. See response p. V-18

Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation o Koo
State Highway Administration Administrator

March 22, 1990

Mr. Prancis H. Chaney, IIX
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 i{s reviewing plans being developed for the
Western Parkway, I should clarify that this is a Charles County
proposal and would not be a state highway. Our interest is
primarily in its effect on US 301 at intersection points.

I understand that the Phagse 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,
°Rdi ? vh‘tﬁuv
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP/ih

cc: Mr. Roy E. Hancock
Mr. Edward H. Meehan
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi
Mr. John D. Bruck

My telephone number is {301) 333-1110

Telotypeswriter for Impaired Hearlng or Spooéh
383-7535 Baltimore Metro - 585-0451 D,C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewlde Toll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Marylend 21203-0717




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION® § h] 20 19
QUESTIONS . AND/OR COMMENTS

Contract No. CH 586-1%1-571
Proposed KD 3 Relocated (MD 20S)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road
Exiating MD 53 to US 301
Location/Design Pubiio Hearing
Monday, February 28, 1890 @ 7:30 p.m,

NAME 224! dacd P CEJ.Z/:.LLH%M DATEJ"AU//(/‘ 3
4
PLEASE ooness. CC 2 Rer (77 F

crrvnowu%.déaiann_m_zw cove_2d 64

1/We wish to oomment or Inquire about the following aspects-of this project:

Mo ta Ltdir s (U, L&/;ﬁ/ N

78-A

22 f:{ ‘174”»1,2%.1) ;2‘

W Jé{utlﬁzé/ ¢ %«4 a,n_u{c‘»o LAy ft‘ﬂﬂ»—/

£ Ay ottt tng SPtsel)

ﬂ_ &,;'étz.‘ 'l-yc///):_‘(«%&b f' MU

Forazdee ©

- ’
¢/ -

¢Z/Plono add my/our name(d) to the Meliing List,®

() Plsase delete my/our name(si from the Malling List,

*Persons who heve received o o0opy of this brochure through the mell sre already
on the Jrolect Mallin~ 'l3t,

L. See response p. V-3

Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation ot
State Highway Administration Adminisrsior

March 28, 1990

Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
PDMS N0.082039

Mr. and Mrs. Arthur 3Scott
Route 2 Box 1792
Indian Heaa, Maryiand 20640

Dear Mr. and Xrs. Scott:

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

It 18 unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our
intentions regarding the cemetery. We are charged with
developing aiternate solutions to transportation prodiems and
documenting the impacts that would resuit. One of the builid
atternates presented at the Pebruary 26th public hearing. Segment
I1 - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemelery graves. The other
ajternate presented that night, Segment Il - Aiternate 5/6
Modifled, does not impact any graves. We 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 deveiopment of team recomnmendations.
Thank you again for identifying your position.

. Your names have been added to tho project mailing 1ist, 80
that you wiil be xept informed of any decisions reached on the MND
2095 study.

very truly yours,

Louls H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

.~ '.
by: k 1
. Victor F. Jpnata
"rojJect Mawager
Project Pianning Division

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

My teleph r ber is {301} 333-1105

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hesring or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 585-0459 D.C. Metro = 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
TAY Newth Calvart Q1 Gaitimara Sisrvliond 291201 <NTeY
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. | »fﬁ Maryland Department of Transportation :’;‘;‘;so "
T Py n-_),g‘ State Highway Administration Adminisrstor
-_.'L

' /’/ . ¢ June 27, 1990
PﬁﬁiHClcm
VUV T 77Z!
L-t‘. 7, T ?/‘ /??ﬂ Mrs. Audrey L. Shall
‘7%/ 43 ”%/ 6217 Douglas Circle

Y - Ll oD Waldorf, Maryland 20601

]“‘.] “ o I 73 . ‘
J'?/7’MM@2&. Dear Mrs. Shall:
-~ . .
:xéaé&én - 064 ! Mr. Neil 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-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 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.

0. Vi :
ﬁ zzé ./ E?M 21303 -0277 The resulting transportation problems will be congestion and
: et - — 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

. 5/) )%45 i sﬂ, z @ﬁ /M 'Z/.S“) those problems. These include the reconstruction of the MD 205
: - e . - re - roadway to a four-lane divided highway, as well as construction

of an interchange to replace or augment the US 301/MD 205

2 - - intersection. The interchange would be justified in conjunction
[lZ&vi/ g@ P with additional capacity being provided along MD 205.
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 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
: Prelinpinary Engineering
by: VME§{¥§QNQAA52;;
victor Janat
Project Manag
LHE:VJ:kw

cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Edward H. Meehan

R 333-1105 or 1-800-548-5026
My ber is (301)

Yelotypewriter for impalred Hearing or Speech
J83~-7555 Balllmore Metro -~ 565-0451D.C. Metro - 1-800-482-5002 Statewlde Yol Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203~0717
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THIS_LETTER ALSO SENT TO_THE POLLOWING
HHQ SUBMITTED THE IDRENTICAL LETTERZ

Marge and Robert Bouvier
2001 Mattawoman-Beantown Road
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Willis W. Travis
1706 Temi Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. George T. Swanson
4005 Brewster Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Ms. Kathleen Swanson
4005 Brewster Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dale G. and Jeanette B. Albright
1324 Harwich Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Phillip 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 ¥. and Karen L. Carrier
3438 Williansburg Drive
wWaldorf, Maryland 20601

pimothy F. and Cheryl A. Foole
3712 Onset Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Lloyd P. Janssen - e
2528 Lisa Drivae
Waldorf, Maryland 20601-3368

Everett L. and Julia A. Kline
53085 Doris Drive
Waldort, Marxyland 20601
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Maj. and Mrs. Philip W. Budenbender
5308 Doris Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Charles M. and Jeanne R. Zell
4212 Sandwich Circle
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Ms. Patricia Zalesak
5309 Doris Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Benton and Velma Royer
4203 Sandwich Circle
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Thelma M. and Francis C, Eagen
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 Nowak
5910 Michael Road .
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Ms. Lydia A. McConnell
902 Truro Lané
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Prazier C. White and Carol Mona
4623 Harwich Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Jos and Lois Sovey
2104 Dennis Road
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Sam R. Steiner
4207 Sandwich Circle
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Thomas and Sarah J. Gibson
4403 Cotuit cCircle
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

—
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Kike and Barbara Giannini
5918 Michael Road
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Ma. Catherine W. Snyder
5018 Nicholas Road
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mrs. Sandy Ball
1409 Harwich Circle
Wwaldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Jim Starnes
1901 Michael Road
waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Hubert W.Lafleur, Jr.
4614 Harwich Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Joseph M. Proctor
3501 Lisa Lane
wWaldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. and Mrs. Robert C. Sohl
3806 Brewster Circle .
waldorf, Maryland 20601

Janres and Shirley Long
5102 Alfred Drive
Wwaldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Terry Hays
1734 Temi Drive
waldorf, Maryland 20601

Ms, Pamela Henry
2109 Dennis Road
waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Oberti
1034 Country Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

W. B. and Cynthia Sigafoose
4514 Orleans Lane .
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Me. Blisabeth Hunsaker
4618 Harwich Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mrs. Philip W. Wade
1714 Temi Drive
wWaldorf, Maryland 20601

— .-
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Ms. Joan C. Hartzfeld
6205 Douglas Court
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mrs. Randall Sapp
2225 Pinefield Way
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Ms. Molly Ward
3203 Pineflield Circle
wWaldorf, Maryland 20601

Ms. Suzanne R. Denton
3213 Pinefield Circle
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. and Mrs. B. C. Dorsey
3209 Pinefield circle
waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Brian C. Dorsey, Jr.
3209 Pinefield Circle
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. John A. Ward
3203 Pinefield 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 Noxris
3403 Lisa circle
waldorf, Maryland 20601

Edward M. and Mary Jane Prohlich
4407 cotuit Circle
Waldorf; Maryland 20601

Milton and Vivian Truxon
2664 Pinewood Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Ms. candice M. Lundin
4629 Harwich Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601
Ms. Liza A. Barrier

4301 Sandwich Court
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

o
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Mr. and Mrs. William F. Cupp
2210 Pinefield Road
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. and Mrs. William Deavers
221 Bell Tree Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mra. Mary E. Freitag
2215 Pinefield Way
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. Matthew S. Kruk
3306 Pinefield Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. and Mrs. Brian K. Larson
2223 Pinefield Way
wWaldorf, Maryland 20601

¥s. Janice Leopard
2215 Pinefield Way
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. and Mrs. Robert L. Martin
2219 Pinefield Way
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Ms. Barbara McGlynn
2231 Pinefield Road
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. and Mrs. Robert F. Webb
3305 Pinefield Lane '
Waldorf, Maryland 220601

Ms. Tamara L. Webb
3305 rinefield Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Ms. Elizabeth L. Winegar
5500 Jefry Circle
Waldorf, Maryland 20601
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George B. Tannehill
1045 Country Lane
wWaldorf, Maryland 20601

Chantal A. Anderson
1031 Country Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 .

Janet E. Milloft
1046 Country Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Milt and Maxine Parker
1041 Country Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Helene PBrawner
1035 Country Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Miohael A. Knight
1043 Country Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Mr. and Mrs. Lonnie G. Medlin

1905 Mattawoman-Beantown: Road
waldorf, Maryland 20601
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Richard H. Trainor

Secretary
Maryland Department of Transportation ot Kagsoff
State Highway Administration Adminisiator
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
Contract No. CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road Re: Contract No.566-151-571
Existing M0 5 to US 301 proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)

Location/Design Public Hearling

Mattawoman-Beantown Road
Monday, February 28, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

PDM3 No. 082039

Ix Mr. rRaymond F. Detlg
[} . ) T~
NAME RA‘(MC"‘D i T& oare _L/24 [fic 2420 Pear Tree Court
242 ’:7 T ¢ i Waldorf, Maryland 20602
PLEASE Lo FEAR IRGE O
PRINT ADDRESS = = Dear Mr. Detig:
TALICRS ' OO
cirvsrown WAL state _MD zip copelCECT ThanX you [or your letter regarding the MD 205 project
. foliowing & ta-of thie project: planning study. Your recommendations for Alternate 6 in Segment
i/Wa wish to °°mm;'l“ or Inquire about the ; wing aepec’s thie prole I..Alternate 5/6 Modified 1in Segment II, Alternate 5/6 1n Segment
= IR CUMMEY ( H. le wirz rlernatives 111, Substation Road Option 2, and Interchange option A will be
feCeMMENC i ‘F” 4 - considered 1n the decislon-maXing process.
et T = Alternckd (- :
‘g Al e vnets S/ - The US 301/Cedarville Road intersection was considered 1in
Se )mi"'rx" Ve b _mcdited : the development of interchange options. It has been signalized,
1 by [y and tntersection improvements are included in a Us 301 widening
{?e‘\"w“+m 43'1:“1{-{!' /e ) c"p#vn 3 project scheduled to begin this year. The State Highway

. Adpinistration believes that with the recent signalization and
7 S Y with the use of the shoulder lane during peak hours, the
’n kst heney C‘,O"ﬂ)\“ A
7

intersecfion 18 functioning satisfactorily. For these reasons we
are not proposing any f(urther improvements a8 part of this study.

HSC — T e STUDY AR&F TO WCCRARITE The Thank you again for your recommendations and suggestions.
- T o ARV RD I ceemo . T 1S We appreciate your participation in the project planning process.

PeTLEss To [RCPOSE SCLUTIONS OF TMIS AN VAR : - very truly yours.

! .
D EL0NSE A T IEGNCRE  THE (CNSTRAWTS - ; %Z‘Sf,iy"mfﬁéioi“
PREE1TEN Loy THE _Scl — cenug LRI INT ERSECTIEN, ’ Af¢tce of 2tanning and
" Jreltainary Engineering
&U:’v/f)é':‘{ CLeSWT SHNE NENIY € CENAR\VILLLE LI D \{,_ _@m (“Qf
PRevne MGG ATE Meman Wonss b/ v/ Tuay TR V48 X ¥ .A %
v .,
CACASILTY TJo e CEDRVIULE RO Ace653, ?:'gsggt Ma'r)'aajlg?::"a

Project Planning Divislon

LHE:VFJ:as

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
[ Please add my/our nsmelal to the Malling List.®

My telephona ber is (301} 333-1105

. Telotypewriter for impelred Hearing or Spesech
ePersons who have racslved a copy ol this brochurs thzough the mall ste siready 383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Matro = 1-800-492-3062 Stetewide Toll Free

on the project Malling Liat, 707 Norlh Celvert St., Baltimore, Merylend 21203-0717

£ Please delete my/our namaisi from the Mslling Lisl. '

1. See response p. V-18
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Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director SR
Office of Planning and Preliminary Enginégr’?g
State Highway Administration " ; 1o
PO Box 717 ol
Baltimore, MD. 21203-0717

-

e
>
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March 7, 1990
Dear Mr. Pedersen:

We support 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 naw mall, what we need is for an eastern
bypass to be addressed and remcve the traffic from cur
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 ocbsolete.

The amount of traffic coming north on 301 from La
Plata area increases daily and already makes meraing 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
Waldor f. 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, yocu
should move traffic on 205 enough to never need to add any
lanes to the road. By putting the road in first, you will
qncourage everyone to use 205 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 Feb. 26, 1990 that the
environmental studies for noise levels axceeded the maximums
allowed. This area is definitely a residential area with
numerous children. Our neighborhocd of 26 houses is
sarviced by 4 school buses on a daily basis. We believe the
wel fare and safety of these children has not been aiven
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 pecple 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,

%6—-A

Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Tiansportation N
State Highway Administration Administrator

April 4, 1990

Mr. Rod Newman
118 Indian Court
Waldorf, Meryland 20601

Deer Mr. Newman: 3

Thenk you for the March 7th letter'}ou and your neighbors
submitted opposing eny improvements to MD 205 under conaideration
by the ongoing project plenning study.

Beceuse of 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 commuters who are avoiding
the US 301/MD 5/MD 228 intersection.

This project is not currently in the construction prograa,
so I cannot estimate when construction might take place if a
build alternete 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 en interchange option. Our goal would be to construct an
interchange at US 301/MD 205 before the improved intersection
reaches capacity. '

While I cen sympathize with your apprehensions about
increasing traffic along Mattawomen-Beantown Road, this is =
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 phese.

Existing MD 205 has e higher eccident rate then the state-
wide average for similer 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, Sefety was the
reason no median opening at Indian Lane was recommended.

My teieph ber is (301). 333-1110

P

Yolatypewrlier for Impeired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro -~ 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Yoll Free
707 North Celvert St., Beltimore, Meryland 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 3
lanes of traffic and enter into 3 tanes of rapidly moving
traffic?

In closing, while we can see the need for improved
commut ing routes for the area, we feel that this is not the
way to go. An Eastern Bypass would do much more for a
larger number of people. Once the traffic from St. Mary’s
County and Eastern and Southern Charles have an alternate
route to use, the existing routes 205 and 301 will
aufficiently service those of us living in Waldorf.

Concarned residents of Mattawomen Estates;

Lokl Vowman 118 TWIAX eI WAL DoRF /0, A0Co/
7\¥"¢<§;\t§33z::——— \\C\S:‘JL’“"dx: lLJ.JJL_ﬁr_pAJL. a06o ¢

Tnangais Bt N1 Qewdlian S Waldeng, md 2060
z 20 Zudurw O @lelor o miol 267

|‘1¢-o 7., Hebhaat 1290 Indian (¢ WtQarﬂﬂlU 25691
M() 120 Indion Cb. Waldorf, MD 2060}
Mouohs 4 o 1§ ik {ealtlang td. 2eeC!

1. See response p. V-19

Mr. Rod Newman
Page Two

Traffic forecasts for this study assumed the ultimate
construction of an Eastern pypass. These forecasts will again be
reviewed at the conclusion of project plsnning studies for the
Esstern Bypass. Our position is, however, that improvements to
MD 205 are needed, even with the construction of the Eastern
Bypass.

Thank you again for your input into the project planning
process. Your nama, as well as your neigbors' names, will be
added to or confirmed on the project mailing list to keep you
informed of any decisions reached on the MD 205 study.

Very truly yours,
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Ooffice of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:as

cc: Mr. Edwsrd H. Meehan
Mr. Louis H., Ege, Jr.
Mr. John D. Bruck
Mr. John M. Contestabile

p!



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIONR )

J 32 g
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS "y

Contract No. CH 566-151-571
Proposed D $ Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road
Existing MD S to US 301
Location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

“THomAS W, GAL_IS{J oate LG MAR 90
ADDI.QESS 4@32. [JA‘KW[Q-PL bTZ\\/E.
crryrrown WAL DO R grare. MD zip cope 290G O] |

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

T REcovmmmpEop Tl e po— Buied
MTErneTz. OP TN B8 ENGRcssd inJ RERA2ZD
T TS PeoIWFeT AT THE LWEAGT “Timf,
LT BASE TS TREeonn mEnDrTisnS oN THE
NS TMPTioy TR PReflZer Wite COMMSE R THE

ReEsSwdgets Aol 2ol ArnD QuEtTTomaAn. &
ENVIrZo v MGV TAt  ImPiler EnDIrl, ALSO e
YoTerTae. Psuclic. Anp SPRETUMA  PROR LEmJS
WiHete  mOuw ReSuct Tllown' —THE. R, 1.0 CATIoN
O Grave Srrc—;é’ IN SEQw\c—Emu— T TeH N
et AA,/CCQNJM'E_ %wﬁua—-ﬁ* BE._REVIEWED
OFL ﬁle 4 e O SETnive

& i
__W 08 2057,

NAME

PLEASE
PRINT

T
(el
[e))

PERHALS A Reow Ttz
THaT Wou D Wner izt SEewBnT T AcTEdwt.
(o otk oueD TH#Y Toriows DR A phie
20 tried WoweD Go Nty Busrr OF T
Yiveretd Commenay An D Lipkine P Ll

D31l OW on. ABuvE. w2 12D,

m Please add my/our name{e} to ths Malling Llet,®

[ Pleene delete my/our name(s) from the Maliing List,

sPereone who have reoelved a copy of thls brochurs through the mall ara already
on the project Malling Llist,

1. See response p. V-3 and V-31

Maryland Department of Transportation e ol
State Highway Administration Administrater

April 11, 1990

Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571

Richerd H. Trainor

Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)

Mattawonan-Beantown Road
PDOMS No.082039

Mr. Thomas W, Galish
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 edga.
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 teleph ber is (301) 333-1105

Telotypewriter for tmpaired Hearing or Speech
J83-7555 Baltimore Metro ~ 385-04510.C. Metro -~ 1-000-492-35062 Statewlide Toll Fraa
707 North Calvert St., Beltimore, Merylend 21203-0717
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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

RECEIVED

Engineering MAY ¢ o0
State Highway Administration +*

P.O. Box 717 . FRIIR, Wiy g
Baltimore, Md. 21203-0717 fﬂﬂmmjfbﬁwpun

Dear Mr. Pedersen:

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,

Moo Dt S OSGYE

Mrs. Dale G. Albright
1324 Harwich Drive
Waldorf, Md. 20601

1. See respoﬁse p. V-31

Richard H. Trainor

Ma/y/and Department of Transportation ot
State Highway Administration Adminisustor

May 23, 1990

Mr. and Mrs. Dale G. Albright
1324 Harwich Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr., and Mrs. Albright:

Thank you for your May 1lst 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. Volunmes

‘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. 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.

Your opposition to additional roadway lanes 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,

Mt § Pedewn-
Neil J. Pedersen, Director
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering
NJP:as
cc: Mr, Edward H, Meehan
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

i 333-1110
My telephone ber is (301}

Tetetypewriter for Impsired Hearlng or Speech
333-755% Baltlmore Metro - 565-0451 D.C, Metro - 1-300~492-5062 Statewlde Toll Free
707 North Calvert St.. Battimore, Maryland 2t1203-0717
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. ) et Secretery
(N Maryland Department of Transportation e ot
2 Oy State Highway Administration 11 3 ja8q Adminlsirator
I STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION . Re: coniract No.CH566-151-571
r4 QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 20%)
{: - Mattawoman-Beantown Road
- =R PDMS No. 082039
R - Contract No. CH 566-151-571 3
wl ~ Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) Ms Linda AwramiXx
) .
5 Mattawaman/Beantown Road 286 Pin Oak Drive
= Existing MD 5 to US 301 waldorf, Maryland 20601
Location/Design Public Hearing ’
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m. Dear M8. Awramik:
. - Thank you for your recent letter regarding the MD 205
NAME A"*—‘L" Awrem L DATE__® 135 project planning study. Your comments will be considered in the
. decislion-making process,
PLEASE i ocoe 260 P Oa De
PRINT while I can sympathize with your apprehensions about

cirysrown Weldaf statE___MO 2IP copg._ 2060!

t/We wish to comment or Inquire about the followlng aspecte -of this project:

LA G-lane reod b reluconr A-l2aa Mﬂ'—f.cl- \/‘\Jul wld _Iu,d boek wihr o b dour lu,ny

15 Moy (Al -spend, TVE TNTELSERTIONS Axe The PROSLEM.
2 R WS v o vebrudarTid Acad. Tha eain Homml- wag s 30125, Cxprud_ad
upsske o) aed S o Worlle My (snctogncd drofie - How Ao fhsse Vs
ful sbodt HhdGia Y naen How ) Mfte duray et b ?

M WY .
3 I8 dny WWW 9 nrle b Ut 208 AT A MARIMUM  The PlerosED

1 ; : - :
Piine love Cu tha pill houstuscd 3m not comyimeed dn upatoda Lo XS

4, H":‘ prfecnen wonld be b lezals s n?:“ ek by
M&opb\?-pm&nlmm.(m’v (‘LW

Codoity lﬁ.\'
-rl‘w%rw rfrl +61,, mzw; o he L«-é‘

) Piesse add my/our neme(s) to the Malling List.

) Pleasa delete my/our namels) from the Maliing List.

*Persons who have recelved & copy ol this brochura through the mall ers sireedy
on the project Malling List, :

1. See responce V-31

improvements to Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 20%), this 18 a
preferred route for much of the ¥D 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 301/MD % in V¥Waldorf, with
construction scheduled to begin this year. The greater volumes
of traffic will continue to be along US 301/MD S, not MD 205.

our 1investigations have identified that the transportation
problems wil. be congestion and accidents, aot Jjust at the
existing US 301/MD 205 intersection, but all along the MD 205
corridor. We believe that through the stucy process, we have
developed alternates that will relieve those problems. ™hese
include the reconstruction of the MD 205 roadway to a four-lane
¢lvided curbed highway with outside shoulders, as well as
construction of an interchange to replace or augment the US
301/MD 205 intersection. The tnterchange would be Jjustified in
conjunction with additional capacity belng provided along MD 205.

¥We had previously studled and presented Alternate 2, which
was a flve-lane curbed street with a continuous left-turn center
*lane. This was dropped irom further consideration because of the
accldent rate associated with thls type roadway and because it
would not adequately handle the future traffic needs.

Your suggestion for a bypass to 'the east would have to pass
close to the eastern edge of Pinefield ih order to avoild the
state parkland. Our initial study has Sﬁown that this alternate
would require additional stream crossings (including Mattawoman
Creek), llkely impact greater amounts of .wetland. and sSti!l lile
adjacent Lo 4 numder of residential areas. It would de almost
twice as 1ong (and expensive) to construct, with the likelihood
Lllat TOTOT1StsS wolid continue -uv :axe Matiawoman-3eantown Road as
the shorter route. ZFor these reasons, we are proposing
aiiernatives tihat nake use of the ex1sting highway corridor.

My tetaph ver is 13011 333-1105
Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7558 Saltimore Metro ~ 585-0451 D.C. Metro = 1-800-492-5002 Statewide Yoll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717
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Ms. Linda AwramiXx
Page Two

e e e i

Your name 18 on our project mailing 118t, 80 you will bde
xept informea of any future decisions made on this project.
Thank you again for providing us with your comments on this
study. ¥e appreciate your participation in the project planning

process.

oy:

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

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Bge, Jr.
peputy Director

office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

vittor F. Qﬂnata
Project Mandger
Project Planning Division
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o W Address: 1742 Tem' Dn
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Mr. Neil J. Pedersen W Qote)

Director,

office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering
State Highway Administration

P.0. Box 717

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re: DProposed 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
alleviate congestion and will destroy the quality of life for the
residents of Pinefield and the people living along Route 205.

1 support the high quality interchange, Option D, to alleviate
congestion at the intersection of U.5. 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,

Bohonnr Clotmer,

1. See response V-18

_ Richard H. Trainor
Maryland Department of Transportation e o
State Highway Administration Administrator

JUL 6 "\00?

Ms. Barbara Auman
1722 Temi Drive
¥Yaldorf, Marylamnd 20601
Dear Ms. Auman:

Mr. Nell Pedersen asXed 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 MD 205 and Interchange option D
at US 301 will be takem 1nto conslideratlon 1in the declslon-naklng
process.

¥hile 1 can sympathlze wlth your apprehensions about
increasing trafflc along Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205), this
1s a preferred route (or much of the MD 5 through traffic.
Volumes will continué to grow on this highway, with or without
the improvements presented in our project plannlng study. Ve are
responding to ongolng and planned development 1n the Southern
Maryland reglon.

The resultlng transportation problems wlll be congestion and
accldents: not Just at the exlstlng US 301/MD 205 intersectlon,
but all along the MD 205 corridor. VYe believe that through the
study process, we have developed alternates that willl relieve
those problems. These 1lnclude the reconstruction of the MD 205
roadway to a four-lamne divlided highway, as well as comstructlon
of an interchange to replace or augment the US 301/MD 205
intersectlon. The 1nterchange would be Jjustlfled ln conjunction
wlth additlonal capaclty belng provlided along MD 205.

Your name has been added to the project malling llst 80 you
will be kept lnformed of any future decislons made on this

project. Thank you again for ldentlfylng your position on tbis
study. We appreclate your particlpation lm the project planning
process.

very truly yours,

Louls H. Ege, JT.

Deputy Director

office of Planning and

Prelyminary Englneering
LHE:VPJ: a8 by’ WW

cc: Mr. Nell J. Pedersen

victor Jghata, Project Manager
Mr. Bdward H. Meehan

Project annlng Dlvlslon

My talephona number is {301).__333-1105
Teletypewriter for impairad Hearing or Speech

383-7555 Baltimora Metro - 565-0451 D,C. Mstro - 1-800~492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert 9t., Baltimora, Marviand 21203-0717

o
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" SALVATORE CURTO
3710 Ovset Lane
‘Waldort, MD 20601

May 30, 1990° .

Mr. Neil J: Pederson .
Director . :
Office of Planning & Preliminary Englneerlng
State Highway Administration : .
. P.0. Box 717 . . . B
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717
g St e . W FRINENRTS
o ged-MD S Relocated (MD.205)
ST N
Dear Mr. Pederson,

.

)

I N . et . oo - AL IR ] .
venteen years ago I became a homeowner and res;dent of
gznefield,yn quieg and stable community located in Charles
ounty.
ghe pcheful and natural quality of our neighborhood and

undings.
z:rzgnstnng hope that it would not come to the very door;;eg
of Pinefield. . It has come, unfortunately, in the form of ‘the
proposed widening of Route 205 (segments I, 1, andiIII).i As
a result, I am in full favor of a no—bul}d alternat ve.t.h
vigorously oppose the planned change as it undermlneid he
very reasons we left Northern Virginia; reasons we ho in
common with neighbors and friends--safety, & wholesome
environment, and a secure future.

ong with many in this family community, I prefer the high

gtnlgty intercgange, Option D, to alleviate congestion at the
intersection of U.S. Route 301 and MD Route 205. After
listening to many discussions involving possiyle options, 1
am convinced that a high quality interchange is the best .

" .means 'of soiving traffic congestion and preserving the f; 1

) quality of life we have worked hard to malntaln 1in Pine ;e .
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.

1 sincerely hope this letter is not too late in urging
another course of gction by your department.

Sincere}y,

Aero

1. See response V-18

In that time my family and I have thoroughly enjoyed.

Although we supported careful growth, we were,

“:@l,\\"_«:‘. : fah 4
3 IJ,_Q State Highway Administration

. MD 205 corridor.

Richard H. Train
Secretary

Hal Kassoff

Administrator

Maryland Department of Transportation
June 22, 1990

Mr. Salvatore Curto
3710 Onset Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. Curto:

Thank you for ‘your May 30th letter regarding the MD 205
project planning study. Your 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 projecdt 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.

de believe that through the study process., we have developed
alternates that will relieve the transportation problems in the
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 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 for an
interchange at US 301 if it does not tie into a widened MD 20S5.

Your name has been added to the project mailing list so you
“4ill be kept informed of any future decisions made on this
project. Thank you again for identifying your position and we
appreciate your participation in the project planning process.

Very truly yours,
Mil § Polne
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

MNJP:eh
cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
Mr. Louils H. Ege, Jr.
My telephone ber 13 1301). 333-1110

Toletypewriter for Impalred Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltlmore Metro ~ 565-04510.C, Motro - 1-600~492~-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimors, Marytanda 21203-0717
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1. See response V-18

Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation o o
l) State Highway Administration Adminisuator

July 6, 1990

\'q VAt een % EAX R4

ivad

ha.uslf..uarvland 20601
Dear Ms. Plelds:

Mr. Neill Pedersen asked me to thank you for your recent
letter regarding the project planning study for MD 205. Mr.
Pedersen aiso asked me to respond to you directly. Your support
for the no-build alternate along MD 205 and Interchange Option D
at US 301 will be taken into consideration in the decision- nakinx
process.

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD, 205), this:
18 a preferred route for much of the MD § through traffic.
Volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without
the ilmprovements presented :in our project planning study.

The resulting transportation problems wiil be congestion and
accldents; not just at the existing US 301/MD 205 intersection,
but ail along the MD 205 corridor. W¥e belleve that through the
study process, we have developed alternates that will reijeve
those problems. These include the reconstruction of the MD 205
roadway to a four-lane divided highway, as weii as construction
of an interchange to replace or augment the US 301/MD 205
intersection. The interchange would be Justified in conjunction
with addjtional capaclty being provided along MD 205.

Your name has been added to the project maliing list so you
will be kept informed of any future decisions made on this
project. Thank you again for identifylng your position on this

study. V¥e appreciate your participation in the project planning
process.

Very truly yours,

~ouia H. =ge, Jr.
Jepuiy Director

Office of Planning and
’reliminary Engineering

e Vikn T

victor Janath/
Project Manager
Project Planning Division

LHE:VJ:as
Cc: Mr. Netl J. 2edersen
Mr. Bdward H. Meehan
333-1105 or 1-800-548-5026
My talaph ber ia (301},
Teletypewriter for impalred Heerlng or Spesch

383-7555 Baltimore Metro ~ 585-0431D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5082 S1l!“ld. Tolt Free
707 North Ceivert St.. Seitimore. Merviend 21203-071

—
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" PINEFIELD NEWS—EXTRA
STX LANES IN FRONT OF PINEFIELD!

At the April 26, 1990 meeting of the Pinefield Civic Aesociation (PCA), tha State
Highway Administration's proposal to widen Route 205 was discueead. It wae the consensus
of the PCA members in attendance that a "No-build® option on the widening of Rte 205 and
interchange re-building oOption D be encouraged. Your neighbors in the PCA ask you to
review the proposals reproduced in the April Pinefield Newgletter and, Lf you agree, to
forward the following letter to the SHA. An individual letter will carry even more weight
than a form letter, but either way, please write and let the State know your position.

Date: /iy i 99 _
Name:anuﬁeen A Frelas

Address: ot Suzanne R4
(JaldoRF, 0‘22&

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen ves
Director,

offtice of Planning & Preliminary Engineering
State Highway Administration

P.0. 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
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, .

;?ZL(“,C, 4 :f&*df4“

1. See response V-18 ' <0
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION /"-/f o - .
QUESTIONS AND/OR GOMMENTS “~7ﬁ;

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.m.

1,

NAME > DATE;@ZZ'J_
ADDREBS/ﬁ /"ﬂrl/ld A

cnw*rowué%aawa%u're_m__zw cooe 22N

i/We wiesh to comment or Inquire about the lo||owlnq aspectis-of thisproject:
JA.J ..’

N\ g

PLEASE
PRINT

M (2

vl ./ =

W 57

o <
.’- A L .,‘44_" JI %o a “ XJ Y XD
P = ‘-..- e ) O l-‘g.‘ 2 !A-‘ as 4N

@Pluu add my/our nameis) to the Malling List,*

T3 Pleass delste my/lour nemeis) from the Malling Liet.

*Persons who heve recelvad a copy of this brochure throu “ the malil ere alresdy
on the project Malling Liet. ,

1. See response V-3 and V-18

Qichard H. Treinor

Maryland Department of Transportation :“",‘('; st
State Highway Administration Administsstor

April 4, 1990

Re: Contract No. CH566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
PDM3S No.082039

Ms. Georsieanna Hamilton
Route 1+ Box 106

Charlotte Hall, Md. 20622
Dear Ms., Hamilton:

ThankX you for your reoent letter oppoeing impaots to the

Trinity Memorial carden Coemetery as the result of improvement
studies for MD 205.

It 18 unfortunate that there 18 a mlsunderstanding avout our
intentions regarding the cemetery. Ve are charged with
developling alternate solutions to tramsportation problems and
documenting the impacts that would result. One of the bulld
alternates presented at the Fedbruary 26th public hearing, Segment
I1 - Alternate 5/6, does impact cemetery graves. The other
alternate presented that night, Segment Il - Alternate 5/6
Modified, does not impact any graves., ¥We have not reached any
declisions regarding the desirability of either ‘alternate.

Your opposition to disturbing any graves has been noted and
will be considered in the development of project planning tean
recommendations. Thank you again for identifying your position.

Your name has been added to the project malling list, so you

will be kept informed of future decisions reached on the MD 205
study.

Very truly yours,

Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director

office of Planning and
Preliminary Englneering

v Yetm

Victor P. Jana{ﬂ
Project Manage
Project Planning Division

LHB:VFJ: a8
cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan

333-1105
Teletypewriter for Impsired Heering or Speech

383-753%5 Baltimore Matro -~ 585-0451D.C, Metro - 1-800-482-5082 Statewids Toll Fres
707 North Celvert St., Seltimore, Maryland 212030717

My telephone ber is {301)

R
L



N R TS SN B N SN S S S . . —

S01

Date: 5/7/40
Name::bonr\& (»Hluas

Address: (,01q Suzarat. \
Uddorc.”'b 309,

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen

Director,

office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering
State Highway Administration .

P.0. 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
alleviate congestion and will destroy the quality of life for the
residents of Pinefield and the people living along Route 205.

T 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,

Bona Wbl
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1. See re’spoh;se p. V-18

. Richard H. Trainor
Maryland Department of Transportation Seamey

. . . . Hal Xassoff
State Highway Administration Adminisirator

July 3, 1990

¥s. Donna H. Keys
6019 Suzanne Road
vwaldor{, Maryland 20601

Dear Ks. XKeys:

Mr. Neil Pedersen asked me to thank you for your recemt
letter regaraing the project plannlng study for XD 205. Nr.
Pedersen also asXed me Lo respond to you directly. your support
for the no-build alternate along XD 205 and Interchange Option D
at US 301 wlll be taken into conslderation in tho daécision-maXxing
process.

whlle 1 can sympathize with your apprehoensions about
Increaslng traffic along Hattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205), this
18 a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic.
Vvolumes will contlnue to grow on this highway, with or without
the 1mprovements presented in our project pladning stuay.

The resultlng transportation problems will be congestion and
accldents; not Just at the existlng U3 301/M4D 205 intersection,
put all along the XD 205 corrldor. ¥é¢ 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 hlghway, as well as construction
of an interchange to replace or augment the US 301/XD 205
intersection. The interchange would be Justified in conjunction
with addltional capacity being provided along MD 205.

Thls project 18 1n a major commuter travel corrldor which is
currently under study as part of thle Maryland Department of
Trangportation's "Statewide Commuter Assistance Study." Antici-
pated to be completed this summer, this multi-modal transporta-
tlon plannlng study 1s examinlng transit alternatives such as
park-and-rlde, express bus, busway, commuter rall, 11ght rail and
heavy raill 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 corrldor as a whole.

My teloph ber is (301)_333-1105

P

Toletypewriter for lmpllud‘Hurlno or Speech
383-7555 Baltlmore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-482-5062 Ststewide Yoll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baitimore, Maryland 21203-0717



M8. Donna iI. Yeve
page Two

Your name has been added to the project malling 1ist B0 You
will be kept informed of any future decislons made on this
project. Thank you agaln for j1dentifying your position on this
study. We appreciate your participation in the project planning
process.

very truly yours,

touis H. Bge, Jr.
Deputy Director

office of Planning and,
Preliminary Bngineering

victor Jakgta
Project Manager
LHE:VJ:as
cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Baward H. Meshan
333-1105 or 1-800-548-5026

90T1-A
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May 14, 1990

Janes ¥, Mcfonnell
902 Truro Lane
Haldor#, D 20601

Mr. Neil .J. Pedersen
Pirector, Office of Plsnning & Preliminary Engineering 137-
State liighway Administration ‘m F

P.0. Box 717 e 3
Baltimore, ¥D 21203-0717

K¢ o
Dy

Dear Mr. Pedersen:

1 am concerned about your current plana to widen MD 205 Mattavoman-Beantown Rd
{in your MD § Relocated Project). Using any of vour current ontions will nmake it
hazardoua for my family, friends and me to use the Nilie Drive entrance to the Pinefiell
neinhborhood.

Alresdv, with only two lanes, it is danzerous for the children of Pinefield to go
to the local stores or to visit friends when they must walk along or cross M 205,
By adding additionsl lanes of traffic, I believe the aituation will become so danpgerous
that the Mike Drive entrance to Pinefield will becone unsafe, I helieve 1t would be
accurate to aay that the main entrance to Pinefield would become equallvy hazardous.

Since I never planned to have a 3ix lane highwav at my doorsten when I Sought my
house, I request vou to develon anotiicr alternative as nart of the ! 5 Relocated
Project, to maka the Pinefield entrance safer (not more hazardous),

Also, I am convinced that money snent for building highwavs could be better spent
for mass transit or cormuter rail ontiona for Charles County. Buildins new roads has
not relieved traffic congestion anvuwhere in the Washington area, and in fact, has
caused incressed congestion. Those who do not learn from history are conderned to rereat
it. I telifeve that the complete MD 5 Relocated Project is i{ll-advised.

To help ns keen close track on thé direction this project is taking, nlease olace
me on your mailing liat for this project.

Renly Requested. Sincerely,

QWC;WLQWQ

Janes ®. McCnnnell

1. See response p. V-7

Secretary

‘:k&‘q

/) State Highway Administration
June 1, 1990

Mr. James F. McConnell
902 Truro Lsne
Waldorf, Marylsnd 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 T 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 s higher accident rate than the state-
wide average for similar type roads. The proposed improvement
would significantly reduce that rate. The proposed nmedian would
act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehiclea 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 ares behind the
outside curb would provide a safer location for persons walking
along the highway.

We believe that with proper design, a roadway csn be con=
structed that will be safe for Pinefield residents snd for
through travelers on Mattawoman-Beantown Rosd. The proposed
closed section roadwsy, together with protected turn lanes and
signals, will sfford 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 1eteph is (301)—333-1110

Yeletypowriter for impeired Hearing or Speach
363-7555 Battimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C, Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Sistewide Toil Free
707 North Calvert S1., Beltimore, Merylend 21203-0717

N N N I R W e
-%\"A'\ Maryland Department of Transportation

Hal Kassoff

Administrator
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Mr. James F. McConnell
Page Two

.

Your opposition to additional roadway lanes 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
1ist so you will be kept informed of any future decisions made on
this project. Thank you again for your input.

Very truly yours,
Nl Q P odousn
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:eh .
cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

4
4
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PINEFIELD CIVIC ASSOCIATION, INC.

WALDORF, MARYLAND 20601 30|
‘ pEvZLe -

54502 Daniel Circle D'
3) AR G050

Mr Neil J. Pedersen

Director, Office of Planning % Preliminary Engineering
State Highway Administration

p.0. Box 717

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

RE: MD 3 Relocated Projact (Widening MD 203)
Dear Mr Pedersen:?

Wae applaud your efforts to prepare for the future growth
which MD 205 Mattawoman—Beantown Rd must support. In our
view, your current proposals and options to widen MD 205
(MD 5 Relocated), provide suitable alternatives to make
MD 205 capable of supporting increased traffic volumes, but
f§alls short of being a safe proposal for us. '

We are concerned about the increased safety hazard
Pinefield, our neighboring communities, and the Pinefield
Shopping Center businesses will face once MD 2035 is
widened. Separating this community from its neighbors and
supporting businesses by a six 1ane divided highway can only
make our day to day 1ives more dangerous.

We understand that the Pinefield RD/MD 203 1ight will
remain; however, this will not provide enough safety for
us. By implementing any one of your proposed alternatives
without’further modi fication, you will create a significant
safety hazard for this community.

Request you develop another alternative or option to
reliave the safety hazard your current proposal will
create., We have developed an option we want you to
consider. This option will probably increase the noise and
air 'pollution for our neighbarhood and be an eyesore;
howaver, we beliave safety is more important.

l

Richard K. Trainor
Secretary

Hat Kassoff

Administrator

Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway A dministration

May 3, 1990

Mr. Johnny A. Martin, President
pPinefield Civic Association, Inc.
5602 Daniel Circle

Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. Martin: -

Thank you for your recent letter presenting the "pinefield
Option” for consideration as an alternate in the MD 205 project
planning study.

Although your proposal is intriguing and would have some
advantages from a traffic operational standpoint, it would be
cost prohibitive to consider for Mattawoman-Beantown Road. The
cost to build the structure to support-the type of roadway You
have proposed is usually in the range of ten tines or more
expensive than at-grade roqi:ay construction.

We believe that with preper design, a roadway can be con-
structed that will be safe for Pinefield residents and for
through travellers on Mattawoman-Beantown Road. The proposed
closed section roadway, together with protected turn lanes and
siqnals, will afford a safe design.

Thank you for your interest. We appreciate hearing from
citizens concerned about the safety of their comnunities.

Very truly yours,
°nLL % "J&Guv
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:as

ce: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

My toloph ber is (301 333-1110

Teletypewriter for impalred Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C, Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryiand 21203-0717
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PINEFIELD CIVIC ASSOCIATION, INC

WALDORF., MARYLAND 20601

54602 Daniel Circle

I can be reached at (301) B59-4877 during working hours
and 635-2140 after S5:00 PM. I will arrange a meeting with
the PCA Board to discuss this problem {f the need arises.

Sincerely

RS

John, A. Martin
Pre ent

1 Atch
Pinefield Option

cct Charles County Commissioners
Mr Janata
Mr Meehan
Pindfield Newsletter

1. See response p. V-7

Mr. Johnny A. Martin, President

. Pinetield civic Association, Inc.
5602 Daniel Circle
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. Martin:

Thank you for your recent letter presenting the "Pinefield
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-May. Peel free to contact the project manager,
Vic Janata, in the interinm with any questions. His toll-free
nunber is 1-800-548-5026.

Thank you for your interest. It is a pleasure to hear from
citizens concerned about the safety of their communities.

Very truly yours,
PEDERSEN

vJ

cc: Meehan

—
S
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BY
THE PINEFIELD CIVIC ASSOCIATION

MARCH 31, 1990
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OBJECTI1VE:

To provide a direct (through path) lane of travel for north and
southbound MD 3 and ST Charles Pkwy traffic, without increasing the safety
hazard to the Pinefield communities or businesses.

OPT10ON SUMMARY:

Build a raised dual-lane (one lane each direction) roadway above
existing MD 205, extending from the proposed MD 5/US 301 overpass to a
distance pass Substation Rd.

RAT10ONAL:

The elevated roadway will service north and southbound MD 205 traffic
from MD S5/US 301 to MD 5 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 35/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.

CONCLUSI1ONS

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 205, Mattawoman=-
Beantown Rd.
ADVANTAGESS

= High speed travel (no stop lights or stop signs) from Charles County

Line on MD 5/US 301 to intersection of MD 205 and MD S at St Charles
Pkwy. . )

- US 301 type roadway at all intersections between Substation Rd and
Popul ar Hill-Beantown Rd.

- One lane, ®sach way, of “through" traffic via overpasses

= One lane, each way, of "local" traffic via the existing roadbed

D1SADVANTAGES 3
~ Overpass from MD 5/US 301 to Substation Rd

= lncreased noise and air pollution from overpass on surrounding
communities

-~ lncreased cost of additional overpass structures

=)
=
-
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Mr, Nell J. Pederson

Dlrector,

Offica of Planning & Preiliminary Englineering

State Highway Administration

P.O. Box 717
‘galtimore, Maryiand 21203-0717 May 9, 1990
Res Proposed Maryiand 5 Relocatlon (MD 205)

Dear S8lir:s

Aa a homeowner and resident of Pinefiald, | am daeply concarnad
about the proposed relocatlion of Maryland S (MD 205). 1 can
understand wanting to shift the flow of routa 5 traffic around
waldorf to eaae congestion, but It appeara wa are putting the
cart before the horaa. Widening MD 205 without first building an
interchange at U.S. 301 will not aileviate exlsting problems. It
will only Increase congastion, the potentlal for accidants and

deatroy the quallty of 11fe for the residents of Pinefield and
thoaa 1lving along MD 205,

| do aupport the proposed intarchanga, Option D. This would help
to alleviata the traffic congestion at the U.S. Route 301 and Md
205 intaraection and stabilize a growing traffic safaty problam
around the Pinafield shopping araas. Tha safaty problams In this
area are Increasing as more Pinaflajd rasidants, aspaclally
children, are walking and blking to thesa shopping araas.

A high quaiity intarchange Is tha most cost affectiva solution to
the devaloping congestion., Basic physics statas that Incraasing
the capacity of tha pipe without Increasing the capacity of tha
faucet to handie the flow will only Increase pressure. Pinefield
doesn‘'t naad that. Your aarious conslderation of thase proposals
will ba/greatly appreclated by the rasidants of Plnafield.

é;;éé"vgzkfiézégi£;7”‘“
;han ' ‘ sioKar

4513 Orileans Lane
(Pinefieladd
waldorf, MD 20601-3232

- RECEIVED
455"

. WNLTR, OFFLCE OF
ARG & PRELNSUAY EACIRSS

1. See response p. V-33

B N N N EE N

A Maryland Department of Transportation ;’;’;‘;w"
B\ State Highway Administration Adminisurator

May 29, 1990

Mr. Stephen R. Stoker
4513 Orlaans Lana
Waldorf, Maryland 20601-3232

Dear Mr. Stokar:

Thank you for your May 9th letter opposing major
improvements to MD 205 and supporting tha 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 prafarred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic.
Volumes Will continue to grow on this highway, with or without
the improvaments presentad in our project planning study.

We ara in agraament with you that an interchange is
nacessary to augment or raplace tha US 301/MD 205 intersection.
If tha outcoma of our study is a build solution, the angineering
phase would involva the datailad design of a roadway altarnate
and an interchange option at US 301. No segment of the project
is in tha currant construction program. Should the roadwWay be
raconstructad first, our goal ramains to construct an interchange
at US 301/MD 205 bafore the improved intersection raachas
capacity.

Existing MD 205 has a higher accidant rata than the state-
wide average for similar typa roads. Tha proposad improvement
would significantly raduca that rate. Tha proposad median would
act as a safaty zona for any padastrians or vehicles crossing or
turning left on tha highway. They would only have to look in one
direction at a time, and gaps in tha highway traffic would be
mora likaly to occur with more lanas. Gradad areas bahind the
outsida curbs would provide a safar location for parsons walking
along the highway.

Wa baliave that with proper design, a roadway can be con-
structed that will be safe for Pinefiald rasidants and for
through travalers on Mattawoman-Baantown Road. Tha proposed
closad section roadway, together with protacted turn lanea and
signals, will afford a safe design.

My teleph ber is 1301)..333-1110

Teletypewriter tor Impsired Heering or.Speech
383-7555 Dallimore Metro - 565-04510.C, Metro = 1-800-452-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Celvert St., Baltimare, Maryland 21203-0717



Mr. Stephen R, Stoker
Page Two

Thank you again for your input into the project planning
process. Your support for constructing Interchange Option D
first, before widening MD 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,

A Pedouy
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

; NJOP:as
cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

P11-A
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) ) . 2918 Sapiwich Drive
v : . Valdorf, MD 20601
) . Aprid 27, 1990
Mr Reil J. Pedersen - . - S
Director, Office of Planning & Prelininary Enginesring
Stats Highway Administration .
P.0. Box 717 = .
Baltisore, MD 21203-0717 = [
m
RE: MD § Relocated Projeot (Widening MD 205) ~oo<x
Jo Mt >
Deaxr Mr Pedersent . . :: SDe
f= =i

I aa writing to you to oppoea any thing in thie project othef than l§:$
the “no duild” option., My opposition ie based on two items: (1) a8 a ¢
taxpayer of the etate of Maryland, I object to epending any funda&fn this’
projeot until the full effeots of the Vashington Bypase, the widening
of U,S, 301, and the reeults of tha 1990 Decennial Csnsus are knownj and
(2) 58 a reeident of ths Pinsfisld neighborhood, widening of the current

MD 205 would wreak havoc to our neighborhood.

As to ths first item, it is just plain premature to plan for this
project given the uncertaintise mentioned above., A ¥ashington Bypase may
obviate the traffic projections for continued growth in thoee portions of
the Tri-County area eouth and east of ¥eldorf., The fact that Waldoxf
now acts as a bottleneck for north-eouth txaffic on U.S,,301 and MD §
1s not all bad; continued highway "improvements™ will lull future residents
into atteapting longer and longer commutes to and froam the ¥ashington
metropolitan area with detrimsntal impacts on the natiors energy aupplies
and the regional quality of life,

As to the second item, I foreeee very serious dieadvantagee to our
Pinefield neighborhood if thie project goee forward with any of the
alternativee identified eo faxr., Ve didn't bargain for a etate highway
on the dooxstep to our meighborhood when we purchased our home 11 years
ago, and we certa didn*t bargain for a 6~lane, divided roadway at
that, Althougﬁ[;i;;zyfdb a primary concern, the environmental damage
of euch a highway is euffioient enough Teason to halt further planning.
More than a thixd of Pinefield homee 1ie within a half mile of the
current MD 205! The(Fiolse faotor alone is euffickent to justify not
going ahead with this Project unleee noiss barriers are an integral
part of the projeot, Even though the nation continuse to decrease
polution output per vehicle, more roadway means more vehicles and
therefore more pollution. As tocHafety, the local traffic patternsy
1,8., Pinefield traffio hsading eouth onto U.S. 30i, have been
neglected in famor of the through traffio. Additlonally, the phasing
of the oversll projeot (thoxroughfare widening first, interchanges later),
would make this o long and coetly (in terms of acoidents and “neck down®
disruptione) to all thoea who would have to travel this route during
conatruction. .

To ensure that I am kept abtreast of your thinking on this projact,
please place as on your mailing list for this pxoject. .

Yery truly yours,

7 rrasa) PO Pl

cct Charlee County Commiseionsrs THOMAS D. WANNER

1. See response p. V-19

Richerd H. Trainor

YN Maryland Department of Transportation S
i) State Highway Administration Adminisuator

May 22, 1990

Mr Thomas D. Wanner
2918 sSandwich Drivs
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. Wanner:

Thank you for your April 27th letter supporting ths No-
Build Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study.
- .

Our treffic volume forecaete raflact the ralationship of MD
205 and the surrounding highway network. A numbar of relatsd
highway improvements ars includad in ths nstwork, such as ths
widening of US 301/MD 5 through Waldorf to six through lanss.
Despite these area roadway improvements, wa still project a nesd
to widen MD 205, ae it is still a preferred route for many MD 5
travelers. Traffic demand on MD 205 will be reassessed as futurs
decisions are reachad 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 Pinefiald
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 interchangs
at US 301/MD 205 before the improved interssction reaches
capacity.

The Pinefiald Road intersaction 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 expscted to be
controlled by traffic signals. Interchange Option C proposes a
connection between MD 205 opposite Pinefield Road and Substation
Roed, and from thera to US 301. Interchange Option D provides a
direct ramp access between MD 205 and southbound Us 301.
Pinefield residents would have safe access to southbound Us 301
under any of the build optione under considaration. Salsction of
an interchenge option has not yet been mads.

My teleph ber Is {301).

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro = 585-0451 D.C, Metro - 1=-800-492-5082 Stztewide Toli Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

=
=



911-A

Mr. Thomes D. Wenner
Page Two

Thank you for shering your concerns. Your support for the
No-Build Alternate has been noted and will be considered in the

decision-making process. Your name hes been edded to the project

mailing 1ist, so you will be kept informed of any future
decisions mede on this project.

Very truly yours,
Neil J.}Pederaen, Director
Office of Planning and
Preliminery Engineering
NJP:es

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meshen,
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 edded to the project
mailing list, so you will be kept informed of any future deci-
sions made on this project.

Very truly yours,
. Q 7 l
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 Janate, Proj. Plan. Div., 333-1105, 5-15-90

G
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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 @ 7:30 p.m.

wame Abobe C Méﬁ
PLEASE avoress Oz 20 Mlurerd Losts Y
CITY/TOWN /4)4%,14 surez?l_wzw cOopE_2049(

I/We wlah to comment or Inquire about lhe following aspecte -of thls project:

DATE. - 2670

' ¢ .

) Plssss 3dd my/our namsis) to the Mslling List.*

T3 Piease dsiete my/our nama(s) from the Malilng List,

«Psrsons who hsvs raceived s copy of this brochure through the mail sre already
on the project Malling List,

1. See response p. V-3

Richard H. Trainor

Secratary
Maryland Department of lransportation Hol Kassoff
State Highway Administration Adminisurwion

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-10 Idlewood Traller 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 team
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. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Englneering

o Ve

Victor F. nata
Project Mafiager
Project Planning Pivision

LHE:VFJ : kw

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan

My telaph ber is (301) 333-1105

Teletypawriter for impaired Heasring or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 5850451 D.C, Metro - '-800-492-5082 Ststawide Til Fres

VAT Marth Patverr @ Caltimrsa s ead AYAn Ave

9>
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION , 4.y
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS. Ui <

Contract No. CH 566-151-571
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205)
Mattawoman/Beantown Road
Existing ¥D 5 to US 301
location/Design Public Hearing
Monday, February 26, 1990 @ 7:30 p.m.

NAME T AMES Woodward oATE_Z~26-20
PLEASE ADDRESS 28  Tlewond Lk,

crrvitown Ladaldag E__stave_ MLz cove2os0l.
I/We wish to oomment or Inquire about the following aspeota-of thisprojeot:

L doaoT be LicVe This wi/l walk,
DD Vou Thiwk aldowT ALl rée  ScHoal Bus:
oAl Thss  Rodd ALL Thea 2HildRen  wdlKinvg
aal The oode afTheRoad a :

L dowoTl T4k The GRAyvEy Sites

A7 'r&LMf_LK_ﬁ‘_ﬂnk,‘A/ KA‘(JQAI 5. ?ﬁ'p,l/a/
Le Aave ol . : :

Z T4 uk T he EdsT et al 6’v LASS 1 all
Llor £ LRe 2R :

/

@ Plaase sdd my/our namaia) to the Maliing List,*

) Pleasa deleta my/our name(s) from tha Malling List,

sPersons who have racelved a copy of this brochure through the mall are already
on the project Malling List, .

rd

1. See response p._V—3 and V-7.

Richard H. Trainor

Maryland Department of Transportation T ot
State Highway Administration Administrator

. ¢ 13u9

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

Mr. James ¥oodward
C 22 Idlewood Park
Watdorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. VWooawara:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the MD 205
project planning study. Your opposltion to the widening of
ex1sting Mattawoman-Beantown Road and the moving of grave sltes
at the Trinlty Memorlal Gardens Cemetery 1s noted and will be
considered in the decision-maXing process.,

Existing MD 205 has little or no shouiders. The
ioprovements proposed, four through ianes with outside shoulders,
would accommodate the increasing commuter traffic as well as
right turns into and out of the residentially zoned land adJjacent
Lo the road. The shoulder would serve as a combination turning
and breakdown lane. Bus stops and bdicycle trave! could also bde
accomrzodated Dy the outside shoulder. Pedestrians would be able
L0 walk safely along a graded area bdehind the curdb. The uitimate
hlghway improvement 18 envisioned as a boulevard with a number of
trarfic signals at existing and future public street inter-
sections. The existing 40 mph speed 1imit would remain.

Sfrom your opposition to disturbing any graves at the Trinity
¥emorial Garcens Cemetery, ! surmise that you would support
Alternate 5/6 Modifled in Segment iI. That alternate does not

impact any graves and was presented at the February 26th public
nearing. '

The Zastern Bypass study has one preliminary alternate that
would pass between Pinefleld and the state parkiand. Other
preliminary aiternates are west of US 30! and do not adéress the
MD S5 corridor problems. Of course, we will continue to
soordinate the jotentlal !mplementation oF ¥D 205 with declzlons
reached on the zZastern Bypass study.

My teleph ver is (301;___333-1105

Yaletypewriter tor impaired Hearing or Speech
3823-7555 Baltimore Melro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewida Toll Frea
707 North Caivert St., Baltimore, Maryiand 21203-0717

7=
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Mr. James VYoodward
Page Two

-

Thank you again for tdentifying your position. Your name
has been added to the sroject maiiing list, 80 you wiil be kept
{nformed of any future cecisions mace on this project.

very tLruly yours,

Louis H. Ege, JT.
peputy Director

office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

oy N wﬂ&‘

; vidtor 5. {gnata
project Manager
project Planning Division

LHE:VRJ: a8

cc: Mr. Bdward #. Meehan
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%309 Doris Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601
May 19, 1990

Mr. Hal Kassoff

Administrator

State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Paltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 i
<4 19903

;ﬁ;ézjigi or

PLANHIEG & PREUZIRERY THEWTSRIM

RECEIVED

Re: Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 2093)

Dear Sir:
Problem _Statement

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,

Discussigo

To solve this problem your Office of Planning and Preliminary
Engineering has proposed that Route 205 be widened and that a new
{nterchange be built at the intersection of Route 205 and Route 301.
1§ fully implemented, this proposal could cost as much as $Si_M

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
proposall}. This proposal would cost 326N This proposal would
represent a gost. avoidange_of $20 M_to_3$25_M by eliminating the

widening options contained in the SHA proposal.

0C¢1-A

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 May

17th. None of these gentlemen could provide technical justification
for widening the road. It appears that they all assumed that widening
Route 20% was part of a cost effective measure to solving the
congestion problem. It may not be.

The projected congestion problem will result from the i{nability of
traffic to efficiently merge onto Route 301 from Route 205. Widening
Route 205 will not solve the congestion problem. It will only bring
the bottleneck closer to the intersection.

N - N BN N B D D B B B .

et

Richard H. Trainor

A Maryland Department of ransportation Secrosry
2\ State Highway Administration . ot

June 12, 1990

Mr. Phllip F. Zalesak

Chairman, Route 205 Committee
Pinefield Civic Assoclation

5309 Doris Drive

Waldor, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. Zalesak:

Thaqk you for your May 19th letter, which contained the recommendations of
your assoc:atnon. regarding the MD 205 project pianning study. Your support for
interchange Option D and opposition to any widening of MD 205 will be taken Into

consideration in the decision-making process. | would like to clari
your letter. ity several points in

The "forecasted congestion problem" is not just et the US 301/MD 205
Intersection, but all along MD 205, from MD § 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 capaclty restrictions.

We believe that through the study process, we have deveio
will relieve tpe transportation problems i¥1rt)he MD 205 corridor. eThz:g ;ﬂ;mt;s;oﬂ\at
recons@ruptlon of the MD 205 roadway to a four-lane divided highway, as well as
conslrucm?n of an interchange to replace or augment the intersection et 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 for 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 i
Assessrpem prepared for the project. As traffic volemes continue to z?zlvrvol'r\\mt;:t:lrea.
congestion will worsen and the accident rate on MD 205 will increase. Your
assoc:atipn has been provided with e 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 teleph ber is (301) 333-1111

Teletypawriter for impeirad Hearing or Speech
363-7555 Balttmors Metro - $85-0451D.C. Metro - 1-600-0492-:;62 Stetewide Toil Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717
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What will solve the congestion problem is to build a high quality Mr. PNM)F'Zdesak
interchange which will move traffic efficiently and safely onto and off : PageTMw

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

. If you have any further questions, please feel free to call Mr. Neil Pedersen, our
safe and efficient operation in the future. planning director, for a fuller discussion of the Issues. Mr. Pedersen can be reached
at (301) 333-1110.

Recommendation . o
1 recammend the following actions: . Sincer d

(1) Proceed with planning, programming and budgeting of the SHA
Opition D interchange.

Hal Kassoff

(2) Cease any further planning and consideration of widening ) Administrator
Route 205 until sufficient technical. justification can be developed.
Neither SHA or Charles County seems to have this data. 1f{ they do,
they have not presented it to the people who would be impacted by this HKA .
action.

cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan
s Mr. Nell J. Pedersen R
2uneaCy Mr. Louis H. Egs, Jr.-
Implementing the above recommendations will allow the stated objective

to be met and provide an opportunity to revisit the option of widening : ??
Route 205 at at later date.

Sincerely,

L
Phil Zalkgak ! _ '
Chairman,
Route 205 Committee
Pinefield Civic Association

1¢1-A

’ !
Copy to : ]

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

Finefield Newsletter

1. See response p. V-18
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; £309 Doris Drive

< 4
Waldorf, Maryland 20601
A .June 25, 1990

Mr. Hal Kassoff Int KRS #) .
Administrator ]'RJE@E“ %; IE ]D
State Highway Administration Ny '{T'JQ{L
707 North Calvert Street JUN 28 1890 77
Raltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 T “?3

DRETIR, ORI OF
Ret Proposed MD 3 Relocated (MD 205) Mimm

R Wt

Dear Sir: . ST
Thank you for your letter of June 12, 1990. 1 have reviewed the

contents of the environmental assessment (contract no. 566—1517571) and
have discussed its contents with Mr. Victor Janata of your office.

! have studied Table 12, Effects on Traffic Operations (pages 1V-6 to
Iv-9), and have come to the following conclusionst

First._videoi g_mD_ZQi_uLLL_QQS_gigLnLiLQQESLX_Lmecgzg_SDg_sgnggg;zen-
;égiégigég_eCgQLEEE_ecgigssgg_és_SDQ_in§§C§EQSLQQ§-95_9§_§91;EQ_sZEQ-
205 and_MD_S/MD_205, high accident intersections identified in sect{on
Yi_ai-the assessment. The US 301-MD S/MD 205 intersection would‘scx}l
be at level of service (LOS) F (force or breakdown flow) after widening
had been completed (page 1vV-8). The MDS/MD 205 intersection would be
at LOS E and F, respectively, during morning and evening peak hours for
alternative S (page 1V-7). The MDS/MD 205 intersection would be at LOS
D for both morning and evening peak hours. for alternative & (page
1v=7). 1 would call these gains marginal at best for the amount of

resources dedicated to this portion of the p(oject.

§gggng*_onlx-Lnss:sngngg_gesign_g_ecgzsggs_gnx_iigniingns;cgligi_xn_
ggnggés199-&éng_e:gsgmégL¥_§a£QSXL_és_sng_!§_§QA:EQ§£gg_zes_
LESQEESQSLQE_EDQ_éllgui_gé§¥-EQE§§§-§Q_§99§DQQHQQ-Q§-£QL_£CQE_
Finefiel L
Elas;ﬁf;g;and evening). even with the mainline alternative built (page
Iv-9). Significant is the note at the bottom of the page that reads
wall intersections along 301 will have a LOS F due to the anticxpeted
traffic along US 301. A fourth lane along US 301 (in each direction)
is needed to provide an adequate level -of-service." 1 understand that
US 301 will only be widened to three l1anes in each direction in the
near future, Option C would not provide easy access to southbound US
%01 from Pinefield. Option D would provide easy access to southbound
UsS 301 and have minimal impact in our community.

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 would like to clarify several points
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
tratfic operating at a stop and go condition. The remainder of
the highway will be at LOS F before the design year (2015).

The MD 5/MD 205 intersection fails by the design year, even
with the Alternate 5 improvements to MD 205, because the
intersection does not adequately handle the transportation needs.
An interchange is required there, but because of the magnitude of
residential and commercial displacements for existing and
approved development and wetland impacts, it was not presented.
With the Alternate 6 improvements to MD 205, no interchange is
needed at MD 5, and the existing MD 5/MD 205 intersection, with
no improvements, operates .significantly better and meets the
cranspprta;ion needs for the 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 designations
are derived from the total volume of traffic through the
intersection, and the US 301 volumes overwhelm the calculations.
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 volumes do

not reflect implementation of an eastern Washington Bypass
solution.

~

333-1111
My tateph ber is [301)

Teletypewrliter tor Impalred Hearing of Speech
363-7555 Baltimora Metro - 365-0461 D.C. Metro - 1-600-492-5062 Stastewlde Toll Free
707 North Calvart St,, Baltimora, Maryland 21203-0717

Maryfand Department of Transportation e ot
State Highway Administration Administiator

Richard H. Trainor

S

<
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In summary, the data contained in your report documents a projected
congestion and safety problem at the two primary intersections of ™MD
20%. 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 UsS J01 from Pinefield.

I strongly recommend that interchange option D be considered the first
step in solving the congestion and safety problem documented {in your
assessment. [ also recommend that an analysis be conducted to
determine the impact of Jjust implementing interchange option D. This
additional data would allow you to determine the cost effectiveness of
widening MD 203,

Sincerely,

Fhil (Zaleslalk

President/(Elect),
Pinefield Civic Association

1. See response p. V-18

PRCJECT
DEVELNP:
DIV.Z 5

Mr. Phil Zalesak
Page Two

5T

1

Selection of an interchange optiorguaiil %es%clie%ﬂ on a number
of factors, including maintenance of traffic impacts, wetland
impacts, disruptions to commercial access, and costs. We
continue to believe that Pinefield residents will have safe
access to southbound US 301 with any of the interchange options.
The widening of MD 205 is supported by our published data that
identifies the.operational deficiencies of the existing road and
the improved LOS and reduced accident rate for the build
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.

Administrator
HK/ih

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Louis R. Ege, Jr.

ot
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3309 Doris Drlve .
Waldorf, Maryland 2040t WU+

April 28, 1990 ,D-.;\/!_-'_'..C :
-*'."' T
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director - +16)
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering W, L Q W
State Hlghway Admlnistration 1l

F.0. Box 717
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Res Proposed MD S5 Relocated (MD 20%)

The Plnefield Civic Association (PCA) met last Thursday, April 26, 1990
to discuss the subject proposal, 1 passed out copies of the dlagrams
contained in your location/deslgn publle hearing brochure and read from
sectlons of the brochure to acqualnt the attendees wlth the proposal.
After much dlscussion, the following determinatlons were mades

(1) Efrst, Mr. Johnny Martin's letter to you dated March 31,
1990 was not formulated in accordance with the by-laws that govern the
FCA and, therefore, does not represent the position of the Plnefield
commmunlty. In fact, Mr. Martln admltted that this was his_proposal.
Mr. Martln is a hard working PCA president, however, he erred in
presenting his proposal as the consensus vlew of the Pinefield
communlty. Virtually no one at the meeting spoke 1n favor for a build
optlon regarding the wldening of Route 203 accept for Mr. Martln.

(2) §gegond, to Mr. Martln’s credit he tasked me to formulate a
posltlon that would represent a consensus vlew of our community. Based
on the discussions at the meetlng, the following posltion is formulated
and wlll be reviewed in accordance with the PCA by-1aws:

a, The PCA supports a no-build alternative regarding the
wldenlng of Route 205 (segments I, II and 111}, Widening the road will
not alleviate congestion and wlll destroy the.quality of life for the
resldents of Pinefleld and the people 1lving along Route 20S.

b. The'PCA supports the hlgh quallty interchange, optlon
D, to allevlate congestion at the intersection of Route 301 and 203.

c. The PCA believes that thls proposal is the most cost
effectlve solution to the developlng congestion problem and will
preserve the quality of life in our communlty.

Slncerely

éPhl l;p .
cc: Mr. Hal Kassoff (SHA)

County Commlssioners RECEIVED

MAY 2 139

RECT0N. 2R oy
PUINKING & PRELIYINARY CHETRYINIG

1. See response p. V-18

May 22, 1990

Mr. Philip F. Zalesak
5309 Doris Drive
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr., Zalesak:

Thank you for your April 28th letter identifying the pre-

liminary position of the Pinefield Civic Association towards

of the association on May 17th.

Richard H. Trainor
Secretary

Hal Kassoff
Administrator

Aimprovements being studied for MD 205 (Mattawoman-Beantown Road).
I also appreciated the opportunity to meet with representatives

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

NJP:as
cc: Mr. Edward H, Meehan

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. John M. Contestabile

My tetephone number is {301)

Taletypewriter tor Impelred Hearing or Speech
363-7555 Baltimore Metro ~ 565~045% 0.C, Metro - 1-600-492-5062 Statewide Toil Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Merylend 21203-0717
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5309 Doris Drive ) Y
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 fien 2. i} €3 1n oV
Aprit 23, 1990

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
State Highway Administration

P.0. Box 717

Battimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re: Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 203)

Dear Sir:

1 have reviewed the subject proposal and have discussed this matter
with Mr. Victor Janata of your offica. After careful consideration, I
have come to tha 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 1400 homes. If complaeted, this
construction would add pollution, noise and safety hazards to a quiet,
established neighborhood and disrupt the efficient filow of traffic from
Pinefield to Route 301 going south.

Second, i{f the proposal is seriously considered, a number of
flaws need to be addressed. 1 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 $19.1 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 20%, 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.

1 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 5. 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 203. '

Richard H. Trainor
Secrmary

Hal Xassoff
Administrator

May 22, 1990

Mr. Philip F. Zelesek
5309 Doris Drive
Weldorf, Meryland 20601

Deer Mr. Zelesek:

Thenk you for your April 23rd letter recommending no ection
regerding improvements to MD 205 end supporting the construction
of Interchenge Option C or D first, if e build solution is
selected. .

While I cen sympathize with your apprehensions ebout
increesing treffic elong Mettawomen-Beentown Roed (MD 205), this
is e preferred route for much of the MD S through traffic.
Volumes will continue to grow on this highwey, with or without
the improvements presented in our project plenning study.

No decisions heve been reached on the steging of improve-
ments. If a build solution is selected, the engineering phese
would involve the deteiled design of e roedway elternate end en
interchenge option. No segment of the project is in the current
construction program. Should the roadwey be reconstructed first,
our goel remeins to construct en interchenge et Us 301/MD 205
before the improved intersection reeches capecity.

The Pinefield Roed intersection with MD 205 is elreedy
signalized, and the Interchange Options A end B intersection with
MD 205, which will line up with Nike Drive, will l1ikely be
controlled by a treffic signal. Pinefield residents will heve
sefe eccess to southbound US 301; therefore, Options A end B
cennot be eliminated. Selection of en interchenge option hes not
yet been mede.

Our treffic forecests reflect the reletionship of MD 205 end
the surrounding highway network. A number of releted highwey
improvements are included, such as the widening of US 301/MD S5
through Weldorf to six through lenes. There is the possibility
thet decisions reeched on the Washington Bypess could affect the
treffic forecests for MD 205. The future treffic volumes and

bor is (301)_333-1110

Toletypewriter for Impalred Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimora Metro - 565-0451 D.C, Metro - 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baitimore, Maryland 21203-0717

My telephona
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Second, 1f you decide éo

proceed with the proposed

:;zh:rtlnt:rchanqe optiong C or D first before w?dezlnq Rg::geggé buiid
nterchange alone alleviates congestion, you will have saved ;he

taxpayers $19,1 )
Y M and preclude destroying an estabished neighborhood. Mr. Philip F. Zalesak

Page Two

Sincerely,

resulting magnitude of highway improvements needed for MD 205 can
be reassessed as decisions on other highway improvements or
changes in the highway network are made., No decisions are final,

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 projesct planning process is

- appreciated.
.z Very trulyfgours.
; Neil JY Pedersen, Director
< Office of Planning and
1 Preliminary Engineering
—_
o .
o NJP/ih

ce: .Hr.'Edward'H. Meehan
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. John M. Contestabile

. L ﬁu
1. See response p. V-33 O
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NANCY J. SEFTON

W
@ounty ommissioners RECEIVED
of Qharles Qounty WR 2 1990

LA PLATA, MARYLANO 2064¢
{301) 643-0360 OR O.C. $70-3000

DIRECION, O:ict oF
PULKNING & PRELINIRARY EXSINFIYM

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
their cooperation and support in the development of the Route 205
improvement project. Ve would also like to express our support
for the proposals that have been presented by the State Highway
Adnministration 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

COUAL DPPORTILINTY COUNTY

MAR 131990 g
Py 2w’

The Honorable Thomas Mac Middieton
President, Charles County Commissloners
Post Office Box B

La Plata, Maryland 20646

Dear Commissioner Middieton:

Thank you for your February 26th tetter and Commissloner Sefton's presenta-
tion at the MD 205 (Mattawoman-Beantown Road) Locatlon/Design Pubiic Hearing.
We appreciate your support of a build solutlon to alleviate congestion problems in
the Waldorf area. : o

Consistent with the level of access controls for MD 5 to the south and.
recognizing the resulting impacts to the large number of existing residential access
points along MD 205, we did not propose formal access controls along the antici-
pated highway improvements. We hope to work closely with Charles County
through our Access Control Commitiee to minimize any additional entrance points,
encouraging developers to eccess from intersecting public roads. Based on the
support indicated by Charles County elected officials, we are proceeding with design
for the widening of MD 205.

Thank you agaln for letting us know the Commissioners® position regarding
this project.
Sincerely,

ORIGlvsL SILNED BY;
HAL KASSOFF,

Hal Kassoft
Administrator

cc:  Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Mr. Edward H. Meehan

bee:  Mr. John D. Bruck
Mr, Louis H. Ege, Jr.
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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

VL e il

Thomas Mac Middleton, President

Murray D. Levy .
K>04A6%35“25
+ Nancy J. Séfton
b

1. See response p. V-18.
2, An access control management strategy will be developed in conjunction with

Charles County for proposed developments.

R
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Date:

Name:

Sﬂ’u‘( tbl"l{
Kuaf,w—u)s‘l( ’

Address: JOR Y% &..o.uﬂ? LArs .
loptDoss ). Adko [/
/

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen

Director, Office of Planning & Preliminary Englneering
State Highway Administration

P.O. Box 117

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

RE: MD § Relocsted Project (Widenlag MD 1205)

Dear Mr. Pedersen,

! am concerned about your current plans 1o widen MD 205 Mattawoman-Beaniown Rd.
(in your MD 5 Relocated Project). Using any of your current opiions will make it
hazardous for my family, friendssand me 1o use the main entrance to thé Pinefield
neighborhood. | :

Already, with only two lanes, i1 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 s0 dangerous that the main

* erirance io Pinefield will become unsafe.

Since | never planned to have a slx lane highway at my doorstep when 1 bought my
home, 1 request vou to develop another alternative as part of the MD § 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 projeci is 1aking, please place me on your mailing list for this project.

Reply Requested.

Signed,

Ao,
S

Richard H. Trais
NISOYN  Maryland Department of Transportation Seermary
SH'A [\ State Highway Administration !

July 17, 1990

Mr. and Mrs. Stanley Kuczewski
1029 Country Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. and Hrs. Ruczewski:

Thank you for your raecent letter regarding -he project
planning study for MD 205. We have notad yaur opposition %o
additional lanea on Mattawoman-Beantown Road, and 7our concern
that improvements to the road would maka the axisting signalized
MD 205/Pinefiald Road intersection more dangerous.

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about
increasing traffic along Mattawomap-Beantown Road, this is a
prefarred route for much of the HMD'S through traffic. Volumes
will continue to grow on this highway, with or without the
improvements presented in ur project planning study.

Existing MD 205 has a hiqﬁbr accident vate than tha state-
Wide average for similar type‘'roadh. The proposed l=provement, a
curbed four-lane divided highway with outside shoulders. would
significantly reduce that rata.; The proposad madian would act as
A safety zone for any pedestrians. or vehicles crossing or turaing
left on the highway. They would only have to look in one
direction at 3 ctima. and gaps inthe highway rraffi: would ba
more likaly to occur with more lenes. The shoulder vould serve
1s a combination turning and breakdown lane. Graded areas behind
the outside curbs would provide a safer location for parsons
“alking along the highway. :

We believe that, wich proper design, a roadway can ba con-
structed that will be safe for Pinefield residants and for
through travelers sn Hactawoman-Beantown Road. The proposed
zlosed section roadway, togecther with protectad tur: .anes and
signals. will afford a safe design.

5z
<=

Telatypewriter lor impelred Haerlng or Speech .

< i il il > W " —
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Pege Two

Your opposition to additional roedway lanes on MD 205 near
Pinefield Roed hee been noted and will be considered in the
selection of en elternete. Your neme hae been added to the
project mailing liet so you will be kept informed of any future
decisione made on this project.

Very truly youre,

WD Ledtwm

Meil J. Pedereen, Director
office of Planning end

preliminary Engineering
11IP: ee

cc: Mr, Edwerd H, Meehan
Mr. Louils H. Ege, Jr.

T€T-A

1. See response p. V-7
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JUNE 26, 1990 oRfIT e L.

MR. NEIL J. PEDERSEN - DIRECTOR '
OFFICE OF PLANNING & PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

P. 0. BOX 717

BALTDMORE, MARYLAND 21203-0717 Jlir:: 29 1930
DIRECTO,

DEAR MR. PEDERSENt Moy § _ TR &

WE ARE THE MEDLIN FAMILY AND WE HAVE LIVED IN OUR HOME AT 1905
MATTANCMAN-BEANTOVWN ROAD FOR 8 YEARS. IN THAT TIME WE HAVE SEEN MANY,
MANY ACCIDENTS ON OUR ROAD, ESPECIALLY IN FRONT OF OUR HOME. WE HAVE HAD
CARS JUMP QUR CURB AND TEAR DOWN OUR MAILBOX QUITE A FEW TIMES, WE EVEN
VE 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 WAS HURT VERY BADLY. THANK GOD WE WERE NOT HOME, BUT WE CAME HOME TO
CAR PARTS AND GAUSE, TUBES AND BLOOD ALL OVER OUR DRIVEWAY.

S

OUR HOME SITS PRETTY CLOSE TO THE ROAD ALREADY AND IT'S ALWAYS BEEN
A NIGHTMARE TRYING TO GET IN AND OUT OF OUR DRIVEWAY. WE HAVE BEEN VERY
LUCKY SO FAR. WE HAVE ALMOST BEEN HIT HEAD-ON AND REAR-ENDED BY PEOPLE
NOT ACKNOWLEDING THE YELLOW SAFTEY AREA IN FRONT OF OUR HOME. WE HAVE
ALWAYS BEEN VERY CAUTIOUS AND FEARFUL FOR OUR FAMILY. EVEN GETTING OUR
MAIL, OR PUTTING OUR TRASH OUT WE HAVE TO BE CAREFUL BECAUSE OF THE CARS
GOING TOO FAST AND COMING DANGEROUSLY CLOSE TO OUR CURB. WE CANNOT IMAGINE
6 LANES OF TRAFFIC IN FRONT OF OUR HOME, DUE TO THE FACT WE WILL LOOSE SOME OF
OUR FRONT YARD SPACE WHICH WILL PUT OUR HOME EVEN CLOSER TO THE ROAD - NOT
TO MENTION THE NOISE TYHT WILL ALSO BE CREATED BY THIS

THERE HAVE BEEN SO MANY ACCIDENTS BETWEEN THE PINEFIELD LIGHT AND
NIKE DRIVE. WITH THE NEW ROAD TAKING PART OF OUR FRONT YARD AND PUTTING
OUR HOME EVEN CLOSER TO THE ROAD IS A TERRIFING THOUGHT. WE ARE REALLY
AFRAID FOR OUR FAMILY AND THE OTHER FAMILY'S AROUND US. THIS IS WHY WE
WOULD LIKE THE NO-BUILD OPTION ON THE WIDENING OF ROUTE 205 AND THE INTER-
CHANGE RE~BUTLDING OPTION D BE ENCOURAGED.

WE SINCERELY HOPE SOMEONE WILL GIVE SOME THOUGHT TO US, OUR HOMES,
AND QUR SAFETY BEFORE THERE IS A REAL TRAGEDY.

THANKING YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND ATTENTION IN THIS MATTER, WE REMAIN,

RESPECTIFULLY YOURS,

L))) & v M Wsancar & DMyaedin s

Sl

S

Richard H. Tr

VNS Maryland Department of Transportation Hel Kasaolf
ty) State Highway Administration Adminiassor

July 18, 1990

Mr. and Mrs. Lonnie G. Madlin .
1905 Mettewomen-Beentown Road
Waldorf, Maryland 20601

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Medlin:

Thenk you for your latter of June 26th regerding the MD 203
projact planning study. “7our support for the no-build elternete
along MD 205 and Intarchanga Option D at US 301 will be teken
into coneideretion in the dacieion-meking procees.

Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205) ramains a preferred route
for much of tha MD S through traffic. Volumae will continue to
grow on this highway, with or without tha improvemente preeented
in our project planning scudy.

Existing MD 205 has a highar accidant rata then the etete-
wide avarage for similar typa roade. The propoeed improvement
would significantly reduce that rata. This is beceuee the medien
would act as a safety zona for any padastriane or vehiclee
crossing or turning left on the highway. Additionally, gepe in
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movemente) would
be more likely to occur with more lanes.

Tha improvements proposed for MD 205, raconetruction to four
through lanes with osutside shoulders, would accommodate the
increasing commuter traffic as well as right turns into and out
of the residentially zoned land adjacent to tha road. Tha
shoulder would serve as a combination turning and breekdown lane.
The interchange would be justified only in conjuncction with
additional capacity being provided along MD 205,

The improvements would involve the raplacament of the
existing curb aiong MD 205 in virtually tha sama location. Tha
new shoulder would be located inside the curb, and than the two
northbound lanes. so the new roadway would actually ba farther
away from your home. The strip of your frontaga naeded for the
highway improvement would accommodate a gredad grasey eree
outside the curb for pedestrian usa plus any slopas to meet the
existing ground.

My teien ber is 13013331110

v
=

Telatypewriter tor Impelred Heering or Spesch
383-75383 Baltimore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro ~ 1-800-492-35062 Statewide Tall Free
707 North Calvert S1., Beltimore, Merylend 21203-0717
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1. See response p. V-7

Mr. and Mrs. Lonnie G. Medlin
Page Two

Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your name has
been verifiad as being on the project mailing list. so you will
be kept informad of any future decisions mada on this project.

Very truly yours,
q . 9 ’, !
fleil J. Padarsen, Director

Offica of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:as

ce: Mr. Edward H, Meahan
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

U\C
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03\’;5 Ry . [y, 1 g.lzhlrd H. Trainoe
R \’Q?“%; , (SO Maryland Department of Transportation PROIECL v o
C‘l& 5"0‘ M le h s Hiah dmini . E\_oﬂ-.‘- Hal Kassoff
M ..E,“.SQ . s tate Highway AdministratioryeN N\t'“ Admiiatraror
p : S VIR
A\ S 5309 Doris Drive . Qs W'y
@ Waidorf, Maryiand 20601 @ 9
August 27, 1990 ' 13
’ September 14, 1990
Mr. Philip F. Zalesak

Mr. Hal Kassoff President (Elect)
Administrator Pinefield Civic Association
State Highway Administration 5309 Doris Drive
P.0. Box 717 Waldorf, Maryland 20601
Baitimore, Maryland 21203 =~ 0717

: Dear Mr, Zalesak:
Re: Proposed MD S Relocated (MD 203) .

Thank you fo A t 27t

1. Thank you for. your letter of August 2, 1990. I have no further project :1a§ning :tigsf :gu:pp:ac?at:t::: ::::r::29£§2:§:213g5
questions redarding the State Highway Adminstration’s (SHA) position on ;

analysis you heve put into this issue. Your points’'will be,

the subject project. As you ponder the merits of this project, please considered es we deliberete whet course of action to pursua,

consider the following points in your deliberationsi

While our anﬁlysal show that US 301.to the north of th
2. The SHA’s goal for this project is to "alleviste_existing_ i X .

proposed US 301/MD 205 interchange would operete at Lavel of
congestion and praovide for_continued safe_and_efficient_operation in Service F conditions in the design year, the interchange will
the future.” The SHA position on this project is as follows: substantially improve conditions over whet they would ba under

: the no-build elternative. :
a. To alleviate existing congestion, SHA s wiliing to spend

upwards of $31M to improve a feeder road which wiii merge with a major

The case for the need for an interchange at US 501 and
highway projected to be at forced or breakdown flow in the design

MD 205 exists regardless of whether a Washington Bypass is
yaar. Widening the feeder road and building a interchange at the constructed, I cen assure you that impects to peopla who 1ive
intersection of the #.cd-rtrozgiangithofmaJozhhighw:Y Willd to th along MD 205, as well as safety considerations, will be major v
significantly improve the tra c ow from e feeder road unto e ’ considerations in any decision which.is ulti
major highway which is operating at forced or breakdown fiow. (1 wouid : MD 205, ¥ ¢ s mately n,de regarding
iike to see this calculation.) : . '
S L . . Again, thank you for your thoughtful letter. If you hava
b. The seisction of interchange ODt}PHI will be based oni any additional questions, please feel free to contact :e or Keil
. o . Pedersen, Director of the Office of Planning and Preliminary
A1) " maintenance of tratfic impacts : . Engineering. Mr. Pedersen can be reached at (301) 333-1110.
(2)." ;wetiand impacts : . -

(3) disruption to commercial access and -

. . (4), costs. . Sincer X .

T v ) . //V_./,' .
c. Any of the interchange options wiil provide pafe access to

southbound U? 301.

HAl Kassoff
. 3. 1In reviewing the position contained in paragraph 2.a. above, : ) . Administrator
consider the followings HK:tn
a. This new improved feeder road is going nowhere. Your {etter ces :;: :;::,g'af°:::;::
of August 2, 1990 states clearly that “once traffic is on US 301, . Hr Louyis H. Ega, Jr
regardless of which interchanga option might be built, traffic will A .t 4 *

operate at LOS F' in the design year because of the volume of traffic

My taioph ber ie (301),

oL .jc!ﬂyp"wmor for impaired Hearing or Speech
] 383-7555 Baltimore Metro ~ 565-0451D.C. Metro = 1-800-492-5062-5tstewide Toil Free }_}

707 Norfh“Calvart Si., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

. . e e - . .
. . . . . ., ’ H
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on US 301 for the lanes provided.” 1Is this project really going to

alleviate congestion? UQ!-@ED!-EQCE-EEE!-EEC_QlD!SQ-ELLl_CEELLX_
transition unte Route 301 eiven the SHA projection? -

be Your letter also implies that the success of this project is
dependent on i{mplementation of the eastern Washington Bypass. Given
the current political environment (two of the three Charles County
commissioners openly oppose the eastern Washington Bypass), a decision
on the MD 205 may be premature.

4. 1n raeaviewing the position contained in paragraph 2.b. above,
consider tha followings

a. Nowhere on your priority 1ist is the jopact_to_the peoole.
uhq-lLy:_ﬁlqnq_And_gdie::n:_:n_ﬂQ_ZQQL Pinefield alone is
approximately 1400 homas. Aren’t we your customers also? Shouldn’t
consideration be given to the effficient flow of traffic from
northbound MD 203 to southbound US 3017 This access is critcal to the
people of Pinefield. This is our primary access to businesses and
shopping in Waldorf. We can’t just plck up and move. Businesses
turnover in the Pinefield shopping centers every year, yet disruption
to commercial access is on- your priority list. Cost also made your
priority list. -SHA seems willing to spend up to $25 M for the mainline
options but not willing to spend sufficlent funds to build a high
quality {nterchange which serves the needs of our community.

9ET-A

Interchange options A and B are inconvenient and inconsistent with the
SHA goal to provide efficient operations, How efficlent is it to force
people to engage another {ntersection before they can access southbound
uUs 3017 Also, interchange option C would require another light at the
intersection of US 301 and Pinefield Road extented to.provide
comparable service to what we have now. US:301 already has too many
lights which cause inafficient traffic £1ow: through Waldorf.

: b.. Whece_is_ssfety on_your_ list? This whole project is
prasumably based on "continued safe and efficient oparation in the
future.*+ - YT
R0 Ragarding safety, point 2.c. above, consider the followings
o a. Which is safer, to cross two intersections or one
.+intersection to access southbound US 301 from northbound MD 2057 I
~!think the answer {s obvious without making a calculation. Interchange
options A and B create a safety hazard which curreantly does not exist.
These options force people to cross southbound MD 205 traffic before
they can access the US %01/MD 205 intersection.

e e o et e o a0 ¢

o B
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b. How safe is option C? 1Is it safer to make a right hand turn
at a light or cross through an intersection? 1 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 safe 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 optiPns in moving traffic onto and off of US 301.

7. Please kd;é me informed regarding the status of this project.

Sincerely,

1. The Selected Build Alternate includes Interchange Option A.

This will provide adequate traffic operation and safety in
the future.

N . -
. ab . g
I N R =N =
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21
22

23

Elected Officials

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 Commissioner

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 othe:'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 Rouﬁe 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.

ik

Conference Reporting Service ¢ 301-768-5918
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

"The existing intersections of Routes U.S. 301 and
Maryland Route 205 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 i
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
like to see it proceed to construction as quickly as possible
whilé assuring that any negative impacts that may result from
this projecf 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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Annapolis, so I don't think we have any State delegates or
the State senator'with us tonight. Howe&er, I wanted to check
and make sure. Are there any State delegates, or is Senator
Simpson here? They're all working in Annapolis tonight.
Okay, are there any Federal officials who would
like to give testimony, from any Federal agencies? Any State

agencies represented here tonight? The County has already

spoken, so we will get into the mailing list.

-

V-141
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THOMAS MAC MIDDLETON. eresice-.?
MURRAY D. LEVY '
NANCY J SEFTON

MELVIN S. BRIDGETT
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Qounty @nmmiggim.wrﬁ RECEIVED

of Qharles Qounty VAR 2 1990

‘ P.O.BOX B
LA PLATA. MARYLAND 20648 DIRECTOR, OfFICE
(301) 645-0550 OR D.C. 870-3000 mm & PRELIMINARY U?gm'm

February 26, 1990

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator
Maryland Department 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 wculd 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

HEQUAL OPPORTUNITY COUNTY

V=142



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

D e

. Thomas Mac-Middleton, President

Murray D. Levy

oe,

Nancy J. Sefton

1b
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V. CORRESPONDENCE
C. AGENCY COORDINATION
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V. CORRESPONDENCE

C.

Agency Coordination

DATE COORDINATION

8-23-89 U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers

9-14-89

6-30-88 Maryland Historical Trust

7-28-89

4-39 Phase I Archeological Investigation

2-03-89 Waldorf Restaurant, Inc.

2-29-88 Maryland Department of Natural Resources

2-08-89 Tidewater Administration

3-09-89

3-04-88 Maryland Department of Natural Resources

3-13-89 Forest, Park and Wildlife Service

6-13-89

8-03-89

3-16-90 Maryland Depamﬁent of Natural Resources

4-05-90 Water Resources Administration

7-11-90 Maryland Department of Natural Resources
Captial Programs Adminstration

2-23-88 U.S. Department of Interior

3-26-90 Fish and Wildlife Service

11-28-90

8-31-89 Chesapeake Bay Critical Areas Commission

U.S. Department of Agriculture

V-144



4-18-90

8-30-89

1-14-90
11-1-91

01-18-89
10-18-89
08-15-90
07-17-91

Maryland Department of Environment

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

U.S. Department of Housing and
Development

Charles County Government
Planning and Growth Management

Prince George’s County Government
Department of Environmental Resources

Waldorf Volunteer Fire Department, Inc.
Conrail

Interagency Meetings

V=145
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Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P.A.

9%1-A

PLANNERS ENGINEERS LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS SURVEYORS
MEMORANDUM
' TO: The File
FROM: Chuck Butler
DATE: August 23, 1989
SUBJECT: Coxpa of Engineere Wetland !'Le-l.d Review for MD 5 Relocated.

On Tuesday August 22, 1989, a field review of the delineated wetlands was held
with the following persons in attendance:

Victor Janata SHA, Project Planning
David Coyne SHA, Project Planning
Barbars Allera—-Bohlen SHA, Environmental Management
Susan Jacoba SHA, Highway Design
pavid Pelton SHA, Highway Design
fred Doerfler SHA, Highway Desaign
paul Wettloufer US Army Corps of Engineers 1
Michael J. Rothenheber Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson, P.A. . No SHA response required_
william Fletcher . Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson, P.A.
Joyce Kimble . Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson, e.A.
Charles Butler Johnson, Mirmiran § Thompson, P.A.
1. All persons in attendance were given an information handout for the field

review which _Lt_\cluded a summary of .impacte chart end 100 scale
photogramuetric mapping of worst case impacte by the proposed mainline
slternates and interchange options at -eech wetland site. All adjustments
snd concurrances made by the C.0.E. to the aite delineation ware referenced
to this mapping.

2. This project contains twelve (12) individusl wetland sites that ere
potentially impacted by four (4) interchenge options and seven (7) mainline
alternates. Of the 12 sites, eleven (11) wera actually inspected by the
C.0.E. The C.O.E. review of the wetland asites wes limited to areas of
propoeed impact. The total boundary of each wetland delineated was not
reviewed. The ;napection resulted in the C.O.E. concurring with JMI’'s
delineation for the tbllowing sites: 1, 1A, 2, 2A, 3, 4, SA, 6 and 6A.

3. The C.0.E. reduced the ‘northern delineation boundary of Site 2A. The
original delineation encompassed a portion of the pasture adjacent to the
northern bank of ‘Mattawoiman Creek. The C.0.E.’s delincation confined the
wetlands to basically the streambank. The C.O.E. concurred with the
delineation on the southern side of Site 2A.

810 GLENEAGLES COURT © SULTE 200 » SALTIMORE MO. * 21204 * (301)821-6500

FAIRFAX, VA, YORK, PA. FAX: (3G1)296-4707
v-4
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Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson, P.A.
August 23, 1989
pPage Two (2)

cc!

The C.0.L. was undecided about the delineation at Site S, and stated that an
sdditional trip would be made to review the site again.

Tha C.0.8. reducad the northern delineation boundary at Site 8 to follow
just west of two utility poles on the southern side of MD 205 to e point
naar tha intarsection of two small tributariea and tha second pole. The
revised dalineation will now continue from this point eastward along the 150
contour line as shown on the photog:nnnat:ic mapping used for the
Alternates. The aouthern delineetion boundary wes acceptable to the C.0.E.

JMT ralsed a question with the C.0.E, about corp3 juriasdiction and the
potential roadvay impacts at Site 8, due to the fact that the current land
use is agricultural and therefore is not under their jurisdiction. The
C.0.E. atated that i# the current land use ia chenged for construction of
the proposed roadway then the Corps would have jurisdiction over the portion
of wetland that would be affected by the right~of-wey required for the
proposad roadvay.

The C.0.E. did not review Site 7 due to time constraints, but stated that an
additional trip would be made to review the delineation on the same day thet
Site 5 i reinvestigated.

On September 1, 1989 the C.O.E. inspected the delineetion at Site T, end
reinvestigated tha delineation at Site 5 by themselves. As a result, the
C.0.E. contacted Barbara Allera-Bohlen of SHA’s Environmental Manegement
Section with their concurrence on JMT’ s delineations at hoth sites.

All Attendees
panial T. Cheng
Matt Wolniak

o4
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Richasgd H: Traino

W& Maryland Department of Tiansportation o
Nl  Srate Highway Administration Administstor

September 14, 1989

TO: Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
pDeputy Director
Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

FROM: Cynthia D. Simpson el
Assistant Division Chie
Project Planning pivision

SUBJECT: Contract No. CH 566-151-571

MD 5 Relocated, US 301 to MD 5
> PDMS No. 082039

Wetland Field Review

An agency field review was held on August 22, 1989 to seek
the Corp's concurrence with wetland boundaries and to discuss 1 No. SHA .
alternatives developed and impacts. . . response required.

The following people were in attendance:

Paul Wettlaufer U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Victor Janata SHA Project Planning

pavid Coyne " . " "

Barbara Allera-Bohlen " . "

Fred Doerfler SHA Highway Design

Susan Jacobs " " "

pavid Pelton " " "

Michael Rothenheber Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson
william Fletcher " " "
Joyce Kimble " " "
Charles Butler . " "

Répresentatives of the Department of Natural Resources, the
U.S. Fish and wildlife Service and the Environmental Protection
Agency were {nvited but did not attend the meeting.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers concurred with delineations
_ of the following sites: 1, 1A, 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-
My teleph b ﬁnoH 133-1117

Teletypewriter for impelred Heartng or Speech .
383-7555 Batimore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro « 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Celvert Si.. Baltimore, Meryland 21203-0717



Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
September 14, 1989
Page 2

Oon September 1, 1989 the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
inspected the delineation of site 7 end reinvestigeted the
delineation of site 5. They contected Berbere Allera-Bohlen of
the Environmental Evaluation Section and indiceted concurrence-
with the existing delineetions of these sites.

Atteched ere the minutes of the field meeting.

CDS:BAscd
Attachments
cc: Attendees
Mr. Hermen Rodrigo r
Mr. Quesim Teherien
Mr. Micheel Slettery
Mr. Pete Stokley
Mr. John Nichols
Mr. Bill Schultz
Mr. Elder Ghigierelli
Mr. Charles Adems
Mr. Steve Silva
Mr. Ed Stein .

6%1-A
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Y T L Rogen
s“\ ¢ ‘- Seariary, DHCD

June 30, 1988

Ms. Cynthie Simpson, Chief

Envir tel Manag t

Marylend Department of Trensportation
Stata Highway Adainiatration

707 North Celvert Street

?.0. Bux 717

Beltimore, Marylend 21203-0717

Re: Contract CH 556-151-571
Mattawoman-Beantown Road
Charles County, Maryland
PDMS 082039

Deer Ms. Simpeon:

Thank you for your letter concerning the subject project. Our office concurs
that neither the Pickerell House (#1) nor the Grove Tenant Farm (#2) appear eligibdle
for inclusion on the National Register.

Sincerely,

George J. Andreve
Project Review and Compliance Administrator
Office of Preservation Services

GIAJALS1m

cc: Ms. Rita Suffnesa
Mr. Paul Wettleufer
Dr. Ralph Eshelman
Mr., George Dyson

Jﬂuhiﬂﬁnmh&dw‘ *

Department
Shure Houe, 21 State Grde, Annapobs, Marybiad 21401 (301) 974450, 197.9000
Temperary Adden: Arncld Vilage Professional Conter, 1317 Riachie Highway, Amold, Maryhaad 21012

v-6
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sEY Covernor
' FOTE Jacquebioe H. Rogen
[e A A . Searetory, DHCD
MLHTHNICR
July 28, 1989 [-?S»;‘b-.:‘—.i bR
UG 7 B89

Mr. louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director

Office of Planning and Preliminary Erngineering
State Highway Administration

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

JoNSON, MinNiLAY & TaRRSON

Re:  Contract No. CH 566-201-571
MD S Relocated (Mattawoman-Beantown Road)
fromU,S. 301 toMD 5
PDMS No. 082039
Charles and Prince George's Counties, MD

Dear Mr. Ege:

Thank you for sending us a copy of the report on the Phase I archeological survey 1. No SHA response reqUIrEd ¢
conducted for the above-referenced project, The report was prepared by Berger Burkavage,
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 on the information in the report, we
concur that construction of the proposed project will have no effect upon significant
archeological resources. Further archeological investigations are not warranted for this
project. .

Thank you for your assistance,
Sincerely,
Elizabeth J. Cole
AMmudnistrator

Archeological Services
Office of Preservation Services

EJC/1m

cc: Ms, Rita Suffness
Dr. Ira Beckerman
Berger Burkavage, Inc.

Dr. Ralph E: Eshelman .
Mr. George Dyson .
Ms. Shirley Baltz Department of Mimsng Zand oty Devebpnent

Mr. Joseph McNamaranm Himw. 21 State Cinte. Aanapedis, Marylamt 21408 £10) 970-S00

v-7 . )_>



MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
PHASE I ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS
OF MARYLAND ROUTE 5 RELOCATED
MATTAWOMAN - BEANTOWN ROAD,
FROM U.S. ROUTE 301 TO MARYLAND ROUTE S
CHARLES AND PRINCE GEORGES COUNTIES, MARYLAND

STATEWIDE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICES
CONTRACT NO. W 818-101-~671(n)
PDMS NO. 032119

PREPARED FOR:

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

PREPARED BY:

THE CULTURAL RESOURCE GROUP
BERGER BURKAVAGE, INC.

APRIL 1989
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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
xnown 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
jidentify 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.

V-24



i pased on the results of the packground research and field
v investigations it appears as if the potential for archaeological
e resources is extremely low. No further fleldwork is reconmended
[ for this project.
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PROJE
‘ WALDORF RESTAURANT, INCQEVELOPSI:,~
. P.0. Box 548 Clyigen'res!
[ Waldorf, MD 20604

February 3, 1989

RECEED *-
Maryland Dept. of Transport&tion

. 4 ~
State Highway Administration : JUK s0 MBS '
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 ey, BEed A IO
Attention: Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director
Project Development Division

Re: Contract No. CH 566-101-571
MD 205 (MD 5 Relocated)
Charles County

pear Sir:

In reply to your letter of January 18, 1989, please be
advised as follows: 1. No SHA response required.
1. This area is private property owned by Waldorf

Restaurant, Inc.

2. The property is used seasonally by the Waldorf Youth
League (spring through sunmer).

3. The approved use of the ballfields is temporary (through
the summer of 1989). :

4. There is no written agreement with the charles County
pParks and Recreation Department. ’

5. As far as we know, there are no governnental bodies which
have a proprietary interest in the land.

If you have additional questions, please advise.

Very truly yours,

|
L

WALDORF RESTAURANT, INC.
4 —

, 24 peS

Francis H. Chaney, II

FHC,II:cm) - -

— —

-
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Maryland Department of Natural Resqwg{k?}’\%gl;,,f

Py
Tidewater Administration pIvisiil
Tawes State Office Building
$80 Taylor Avenue HM{ 1 19 s8 M '8
Annapolis, Maryland 21401
William Donald Schaefer ' Torrey €. Brown, M.D.
Governor

Secretary

February 29, 1988

MEMORANDUM
To: cynthia A. Simpeon, SHA
Froms Larry Lubbers, Fisheries Division,;",’f

Subjcct.s Contract No. CH 552-101, Mattawoman Beantown Road between U.S.
Route 301 and Maryland Route 5 including part of Maryland Route
382 in Charles County. .

The attached letter to the Army Corps Of Engineers reviews the infor-
mation that we have already provided to both the Corps and SHA. As we
pointed out in 1975 there are spawning runs of anadromous fish in the lower
reaches of Zekiah Swamp.

” 1. No SHA response required.

-

Telephone:
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683

v-11

s



William Donald Schaefer
Governor

H Tidewater Administration
Tawes State Office Building
$80 Taylor Avenue

Annapolis, Marviand 2140t

e, gaginad 3 i

Torcey C. Brown, M.D.
Secretary

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 27 December 1988 letter to Mr. Larry Lubbers. The fisheries
information in that correspondence is current and accurate.

You may wish to contact the Maryland Heritage Program in the
Forest, Park and Wildlife Service concerning the potential
presence of rare of sensitive aquatic plants and animals in
Jordan Swamp. This Program can be reached at 974-2870 or by
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,

o [N o :
L R
Elder A. Ghigiarelli
chief, Project Review

EAG:MED:swp

Telephone; __(301) 974-2784
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683

v-9
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1.

Forest, Park and Wildlife was contacted.
(See response on P. V-162)
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BROJIN
Maryland Department of Nalura_l_:Rgpq;cgsy;
# Tidewater Administration e
Tawes State Office Building PRV T &
580 Taylor Avenue S 14 T2 i vl
Annapolis, Maryland 21401
Willism Donald Schaefer Torrey C. Brown, M.D.
Governor March 9, 1989 Secretary
D i (OISO
REGE A
WK 18 19
DAL, BB e
Ms. Cynthia Simpson, Chief .

Environmental Management

Maryland State Highway Association
707 N. Calvert Street

paltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

RE: Wetlands at MD Rte 5/MD 382 Intersection Jjust south
of Mattawoman-Beantown Road, Jordan Swamp Run
Drainage 1 Th 1

: . e wetlands within Se :

Dear Ms. Simpson: : gment I will be bridge
P rather than filled. ged

This is in response to a request made by staff of your
office for a description of the functions and values of wetlands
draining . to Jordan Sswamp Run, south of the terminus of
Mattawoman-Beantown Road at MD 382. I visited the area on
February 3, 1989. Please note that an area of wetland plantings
exists adjacent to Jordan Swamp Run, to the south of the new MD
382. . ’

<
|
—
w
(o]

Much of the area to the north and east of Jordan Swamp Run
is currently agricultural field. To. the south of Jordan Swamp
Run and extending east from the agricultural field toward MD Rte
5, much of the ljand is forested. This area would Dbest be .
described as 2 palustrine, forested, broad-leaved deciduous,
temporarily to seasonally flooded (PFO1A-C) wetland with
scattered patches of scrub/shrub and emergent wetland. In these
more open patches, vegetation indicates historic disturbance
(probably pasture). Several seeps were also evident here. The
area exhibits a diversity of species general indicative of high
quality, healthy wetland habitat.

Jordan Swamp Run is an anadramous finfish spawning and
nursery waterway.: Resident and anadromous fish species that are
Xnown to Ainhabit this stream include: Creek Chub (Erimyzon

Telephone:
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-368)

v-13



oblongus), Fallfish (Semotilus corporalis), Rosyside Dace
(Clinostomus funduloides), Largemouth Bass (Micropterus
salmoides), Tegselated Darter (Etheostoma olmstedi), Yellow Pexch
(Perca flavescens), and White Perch (Morone americana). These
species are generally indicative of good water quality —and
healthy stream habitat.

Jordan Swamp Run, jts lower order streams and their
associated floodplain/wetlands function in a water quality
capacity by trapping sediments and toxics that might be bound to
them, taking up excess nutrients that contribute to the eutrophi-
cation of higher order strezms (and eventually the Bay). and
moderating peak flows of water during storm events. e
aforementioned seeps also serve a hydrologic recharge function

and help to maintain appropriate stream temperatures. These
wetlands are important habitat areas that are not quickly or
easily replaced due to their lengthy maturation time. Lower

order streams and drainage ways also serve as loci of energy and
function in nutrient processing and cycling. They are production
areas for large particles of allochthanous material that are
processed by specialized consumers (mostly aquatic insects) that,
in turn, provide food sources and nutrient inputs for organisms
further downstreamn. So, these wetlands and streams are very
important in terms of maintaining ecosystem function as a whole.

' The entire watershed between topographical contours of 100
msl and 185 msl consist of Bibb silt loam and 'is nearly level.
* This soil unit is classified as a poorly drained hydric soil by
the USDA. The water table is at or near the soil surface for
long periods throughout the growing season, and undrained areas
are seasonally ponded. These areas. also flood when the streams
overflow.

The pH of soils in this area is very strongly to extremely
acidic, ranging from 5.0 to 4.5. Due to the acidic nature of
these soils, grading activities could pose a substantial threat
to stream water quality. Moreover, gibb soil is poor substrata
for roadway construction because of the high water table " (0-1
foot) high potential frost action and flood hazard. These same
constraints will affect the stability of box culverts since
trenched and filled areas will be subject to slumping and low
bearing ‘strength.

Jordan Swamp Run drains directly into gekiah Swamp Run
and, subsequently, into 2ekiah Swamp. The 2ekiah Swamp is the
largest hardwood swamp in Maryland. It has been designated as an



Area of Critical State Concern by the Maryland Department of
state Planning and is described in the Designation Report as
being prime habitat for beaver, mink, osprey, herons, wood duck,
Maryland piamondback Terrapin, and overwintering Wilson’s snipe,
and for such rare species as the bald eagle, and red cockaded
woodpecker (now classified as extirpated). The Smithsonian
Institute’'s 1974 survey of ecologically important plants,
animals, biotic communities, and natural areas of the Chesapeake
Bay region determined that the Zzekiah Swamp was the highest rated
natural area of 232 areas in the Chesapeake Bay Region and was
determined to be one of the most important remaining ecological
areas of its type on the eastermn seaboard. It is a general
objective of the Maryland Coastal Zone Management Program to
protect coastal terrestrial areas of significant resource value
(Coastal 7one Management Program for the State of Maryland, 1978
p-84 (5)). These are areas that have particular scenic,
scientific, geologic, hydrologic, biological, O ecosystem
maintenance importance. The 2ekiah Swamp and its associated
headwaters are a prime example of such areas.

It is my understanding that a full interchange is being
contemplated in the subject area. pue to the importance of the
wetlands in this area, 1 urge SHA to thoroughly explore
alternatives to the placement of fill in the wetlands for the
construction of an interchange. It is imperative that wetland
impacts within the gekiah watershed be minimized. Potential
additional stress to this ecosystem must be viewed in the context
of existing stresses due to mining operations, roadway
construction, and commercial and residential developmnent
currently occurring in the watershed. Wwhen viewed in this
context, the potential impact on the Zzekiah Swamp ecosystem is
clearly understood.

I hope that what I have provided is sufficient to address
your immediate needs, Ii you require further assistance, please
contact me at (301) 974-2784.

Sincerely,

i ; Lo -
Y S S T -

Michael E. Slattery, K
Environmental Biologist ]
power Plant and Environmental
Review Division

|
. MES/db
i
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Forest, Park and ildie ervle

Tawes State Office Building f
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 HAR N 026 h“ Be
William Donald Schaefer Torcey C. Brown, M.D.
Governor Secretary
Donald E. MacLauchlan
Director
B8-2-313
March 4, 1988
Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief
Environmental Management
Marylsnd Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street .
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 ' *

RE: Contr.No. CH 352-101
Mattawoman Beantown Road between
U.S. Route 301 and Maryland Rt. 5
{ncluding part of Md. Rt. 382 1. .
Charles County No SHA response reqU]-red-

Dear Ms. Simpson:

This is in response to your request of February 10, 1988 for information .
regarding the above referenced project. There are no known Federal or State
threatened or endangered plant or wildlife species present at this pro ject
site. .

1f you have any quesiions regarding this matter please feel free to

call me.
Sincerely, o
. a2 ]
R W'jlwt';\,’.: .
Jagles Burtis, Jr. //7)”\-/
sistant Director
JB:epm

cc: Therres
Boone

.
Teleph

DNR TTY for Deal: 301.974-3683

v-12



f Natural Resources

e T T oy T ST T v
i et _
. William Donald Schaefer (\ 68 S Torrey C.'Brown, M.D.
Governor Secretory
\\ \( .~ Donald E. MacLauchlan
C /‘}. MEZ Dieciars -
PR
March 13, 1989 5’. L and

i

Mr. Charles P. Butler

JOHNSON, MIRMIRAN AND THOMPSON, PA
810 Gleneagles Court

Suite 200 -

Baltimore, MD 21204

Re: Upgrading of Mattowman Beantown Ra., -
Charles Co. , MD k)

g

Dear Mr. Butler:

This is in response to your request for information regarding the

above referenced project. There are no known federal or state 1. No SHA response required.
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.

Sincerely,

-

/.‘1//

Jahes Burtis, Jr.
Assistant Director

JB:dec

cc: Robert Miller
Jonathan McKnight

89.02.060

Telephone:
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974.368)

v-17 ) 9’“2
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BN Forest, Park and Wildlife Service
¥ Tawes State Office Building
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

[ Nedif! T C. B , M.D.
william lc)::\;,l't:' Schaefer RE@.;E:\’"E@ {. Torey C. Brown
’ J Donald E. MacLauchlan
UN 16 m Assistans Secvaary
June 13, 1989 B7/2 .03

J03x308, LA 180Kp30R

el S

Mr. Charles P. Butler
JOHNSON, MIRMIRAN AND THOMPSON, P.A. '
810 Gleneagles Court, Suite 200 . .

21204
Baltimore, MD . Re: MD 205 in Charles Co.
' JMT Job No. 87112.03

Dear Mr. Thompson:

I spoke with Ann Rasberry about the two lists she generated 1. A survey of the area did not locate any
for your response to this information request and the fact that : endangered species. See August 3, 1989
several species on Heritage's list showed up on her computer letter :
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 birds on the atlas printout are nuch nore
significant than the rare species on the second list.

The rare birds on the altas printout include least bittern
(Ixobrychus exilis) which is state-listed as in need of
conservation, common barn-owl (Tyto alba) which is on Heritage's
watchlist, and loggerhead shrike (Lanjus ludovicjapus) which is
state-listed as endangered and {s a candidaté 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 specles 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
I- 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
. L you a follow-up memo as soon as possible.
!

Telephone:
DNR TTY for Dcal: 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.

stqperely,

4__;4// s ,da, 1,8 fchC

James Burtis, Jr.
Director

ENCLOSURE

=
v
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources

Forest, Park and Wildlife Service
Tawes State Office Building
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

' GEAEIER
o et Pt B Tortey C. Brown, M.D.
William ‘l;);r::’l‘:' Schaefler Rastatch o b )5 Seororry
Donald E. MacLauchlan
NJG gl w Direstor *

August 3, 1989
UL 1 -munlﬂ

oz, W

Mr. Charles P, Butler

JOHNSON, MIRMIRAN AND THOMPSON, P.A.
810 Gleneagles Court

Suite 200

Baltimore, MD 21204

Re:  Proposed MD 5 Relocated (Mattawoman - Beantown Md.
Follow-up James Burtis memo of June 13, 1989 1. No SHA response required.
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 ([xobrychus exilis) and loggerhead shirke (Lanius hulovicianus). She did not
find cither of these species, or any other rare birds in the vicinity ‘of the project site.
Therefore, nlthough 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 Endungered
species. :

1f you have any further questions regarding this matter please feel free to contact Ms. Lynn
Davidson, Natural Heritage Program at (301) 974-2870.

Sincerely,

Telephone:
DNR TTY for Dcaf: 301.974-368)

v-20
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William Donatd Schaeler

Governor

Maryland Department of Natural Resources
Secretary
\Vajer Resources Administration
Tawes State Office Building
Annapolis. Maryland 21401

Director

March 16, 1990

Mr. Louis 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:

This correspondence is in response to your request for
comments on the environmental assessment for MD. 5 Relocated,
U.S. 301 to MD. 301/5 (Contract CH 566-151-571). The Nontidal
Wetlands Division has the following comments:

1. p. 1-22 Wetland #8 is described as being the

mitigation site for MD. 382 wetland impacts.
If the created wetlands are lost due to the
proposed project, another 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
pelieves that this is not acceptable due to
the resulting LOS F intersection, the
following information should be included in
the final document for review:

a. pescription of how Alt. 5 has caused a
. Los intersection;
b. Attempts to accommodate and correct the

constraints of the intersection.

3.. p. III-2 The document states that Alt. 6, segment 1
would not require an interchange. Please
clarify if this means that none of the
options A/B/C/D would be necessary.

Telephone: 974-3841
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683

Torstey C. Brown, M.D.

Catherine P. Stevenson

b -
.

The created wetland mitigation site for
MD 382 will not be impacted.
Seg@ent I; Alternate 6 was selected. Interchange
options with Alternate 5 were investigated and
_Qropped_due to right-of-way impacts, cost, and
increased wetland impacts. ’
i::;igzz?ge Option A was. selected for the northern
The water quality treatment will be obtained
by erosion and sediment.control and stormwater
management measures. See P. III-31 and III-32
Interchange Option A has been selected. The .
anticipated wetland impacts have been reduced
from 0.94 acres to 0.78 acres.
Conceptual wetland mitigation sites have been
located. These potential mitigation sites have
b?e? reviewed by SHA Landscape Architecture
Division, field checked and are satisfactory
for potential mitigation sites.

>

—
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March 16, 1990
page TwoO

-l N .
- Em
[
Mr. Louis Ege, JTr. . - [ ] [ - —
I R Bl

4. p. IV-17 The document states that the potential for
minor groundwater contamination is high as a
result of this project, and that the impacts

are expected to pe minor due to the filtering
ability of adjacent high quality wetlands.
The Division is opposed to using nontidal
wetlands as a sole source of water quality
treatment. Other measures should be
required. Also, vwe pelieve that the high
quality value of the wetlands will be reduced
due to the additional road work.

5. If an interchange i{s required, the Division

recommends option A as it has the lowest
wetland impact (.64 acres) -

6. : The Division recommends that nontidal wetland
losses be replaced by crating, restoring or
enhancing nontidal wetlands at the following

ratios:
1:1 Emergent nontidal wetlands
. Farmed nontidal wetlands
2:1 Scrub-shrub and forested nontidal
wetlands
2:1 ¢ Emergent nontidal wetlands of
special state concern
2 3:1 e scrub-shrub and forested nontidal
. wetlands of special state concern

W/

In fulfilling the mitigation ratios the state
Highway administration should:

. Locate mitigation sites preferably
onsite and connected to existing.
nontidal wetlands, waterways Or 100~
year flood plains. )

. Select mitigation sites on upland sites
which have undergone disturbance.

. Monitor the mitigation project for five
years.

. Provide for the long-term protectlon of
mitigation projects.

If you have any questions, please contact me.
: sincerely,
e Gean7
Denige Cclearwater
Natural Resources.Planner

Nontidal Wetlands pivision

pHC:dat



. Maryland Deparimen} of Nalural Resources Totrey C. Brown, M.D.

William Donald Schaefer
Governor . Secretary
Water Resources Adminlstratlon
Tawes State Office Building Catherine P. Stevenson
Annapolis. Marytand 21401 Director
AN~
April 5,190 RE@GU iy
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. APR
Deputy Dircctor 11 1590
Office of Planniog and n
Preliminary Enginecriog INSON, WINNIRAR § pyoy
707 North Calvert Street 7500
Baltimore, Marylaod 21202
Attentioo: Barbara Allcra-Bobleo ’
Re: WRA File No. 89-PP-0850

SHA No. CH566-151-571
Environmeotal Assessment: MD

. Route 5 relocated(MD 205)- From MD . '
' 5$Jsﬁ%uQBgndm3 o 1. Segment I, Alternate 6 w
! ng;zn::;angcalU.S.SOI/MDS.CharIcs wetlands will be bridge 2rslts-el(]3-0ted. The
, : ire t f v imA
im y to minil
; Dear Mr. EgeJb: . prgjfdtes'adsegmentfl, Alternate 5 did notmlze
equate future traf
2. raffic opera
Interchange Option A was selectedp tions.

ed Enviroomental Assessment has received the nccessary review.
roject ioclude the upgrade of existing MD 205, thercby impactiog wetlaod 3 The N
. o-Build Opti
on was selected £
or

ted with Mattawoman Creek aod Zckiah Swamp.
4 Zekiah § dori N ( 4 Sub-Station Road.
a0 eK1a wamp arc uwodaer increasingly 1otcosc prcssores rom . The Wat R
er quality treat
ment will be obt
ained

tructioo io their corresponding watersheds. These activitics have b
largely through wetland fill y erosion and .
sediment cont
rol and stor
mwater

The above refereoc
Activities proposed by the p
and floodplaio areas associa

Mattawoman Creek
developmeot activitics aod road cons!

resulted in significant cumulative impacts to existiog aquatic resources,

activities. Because wetlaod areas typically provide uoique habitat aod a varicty of watef quality managem

benefits to downstream arcas, the prolcclion of these resources is essential to the maioteoance of the 5 g ent measures. See P I1I-31

integrity of the aquatic system. : . Construction within the ti_ d and III-32.
wetlands and f .

Zekiah Swamp is designated as 3 Noo-tidal Wetland of Special State Concern in the adopted of Mattawoman Creek will be prohib loodplains

Noo-tidal Wetlands Regulatioos. March 1 and J prohi ited between

_ . 6. Avol une 15.
The Mattawoman Creck has been designated as 80 aFca of critical state concern (sce figure 2). ) i voidance and/or minimization to
tant of the Potomac Basin spawning waters® and has *the largest impacts are d wetland
2 ocument on P,ITII-33 to III-40

This creck is "among the most impor!
sting wood duck in Maryland...”, according to the
, Marylaod Departmeot of State Planning, January 1981, p. 1-68. Devclopment

conceatratioo of ae
and its associated scdimentation cndangers {he ccosystem of Mattawoman Creek (p. 1-70).

sio, therefore any anticipated impacts

Jordan Swamp Ruo is past of the Wicomico Drainage Ba
rogram. That coordinatioo can be

must be coordinated with the Marylaod Wild aod Scenic Rivers P

Telephone:
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683

J°




Page 2
Mr. Ege, Jr.
April 5, 1990

conducted through this agency-

The proposed fill of wetlands and watcrways and the disturhances o floodplain arcas are
likely to resultin the loss of wildlife hahitat and in the reduction of critical water quality henefits
including scdiment trapping, food stnrage, autricnt uptake, and pollutant removal. 1n addition,

sulfur-hearing suhsurface snils which can promote low pH conditions when oxidized ar¢ helieved to
occur in the project arca. Disturhance of these suhsurface soils may he conducive to pH reductinns in
receiving waterways during storm runolf cvents. These impacts, cnmhined with the increased
pollutant loadings from the crcated impervious surfaces may significantly contrihute t0 reductinas in
water quality and hahitat in the Mattawoman Creek and Zckiah Swamp aquatic systems.

Toassurc that the impacts to existing aquatic resnurces are avnided, then minimized tothe
greatest extent possible, the following concerns and recommendatinns should be addressed intn the

design of this project:

1. The fill of wetlands and waterways and the disturbance of flood plain areas associated
with Jordan Swamp Run required hy Alternate 6 in Scgment 1 appear {0 be excessive.
Alternate 5 is preferred over Altemate 6in Segment 1 because the impacts to Wetland .

#8arc significantly minimized. In additio
in close proximity 10 the existing aligpmen

n, the impacts proposed hy Alternate Sare
t of Mattawoman Beantown Road.

Thercfore, overall polenlial impacts t0 the Zekiah Swamp aquatic system, Alternate 6 .
will he closely investigated by this Division if sclected hy the State Highway ' . .-

Administration.

2. laterchange options Aand Bare preferred because they would resultin the least
impact to wetlands, both within the 100 yeat floodplain and overall, The potential
sccondary impacts 10 wetland 2A causcd hy fragmentation of the riparian corridor

should be further evaluated o determine which nption is preferahle.

3. Option 1for the proposed Relocated Suh-station Road is undesirahle hecause of the

required wetland fill. The excessive impacts 1o existing upland forest arcas required
by this option is also likely to result in a greater disturhance to the snils in this are3,
which may promote the impacts from low pH.

4. lncreased efforts should be directed at minimizing disturhances throughout the
alignment t0 reduce the opportunities for sedimentation and acid runoff in the suhject
watershed. The potential far jmpacts from sulfur-bearing soils arc not addressed in

this environmental asscssment and should

be investigated. In areas where impacts 10

sullur-hearing soils are unavoidahle, methods to reduce the associated impacts should

" be investigated.

S. Mattawoman Creek has wetlands with ana

dromous fish spawning areas; therefore,

construction within the stream and its floodplain and accnmpanyiog wetlands is

prohihiled from Marc.h._l through Junc 15,

inclusive, of any year.

6. In relation t0 all the wetlands, it is suggested that: temporary influcnces on non-tidal
© wetlandsbe remedicd; posl-conslmclion clevations he the same as nriginally found;

heavy cquipment in wetlands be placed on

mats of he suitahly designed to prevent

damage L0 wetlands; and construction material he removed to an upland disposal area.



Page3
Mr. Ege, Ir.
April 5, 1990
7. Quality stormwater management must be implemented for all created impervious
surfaces. If infiltration is not feasible, alternative strategies such as retention facilitics
should be investigated.

Enclosed for your usc is a copy of the “Emergency Regulations for Nontidal Wetlands:
Addendum to the Waterway Construetion Permit Regulations®.

1f you have any questions or comments, pleasc do not hesitate to contact me at (301) 974-

2265.
Very truly yours,
Michele A. Huffman
Project Engincer
Waterway Permits Division
MAH
Enclosures

ce Renata Steffey, Noatidal Wetlands Division
Secan Smith, PPER
Gene Cheers, CPA

RardERY

G
o



(S A Tl 4 §

william Donald Schaefer Maryland Department of Natural Resources
Governo?

Capital Programs Administration

2012 Industrial Drive
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

July 11, 1990

RE: SHA NO.CH566-151—571

Torrey C. Brown, M.D.
Secreiary

Michael 3. Nelson
Assistant Secretary
for Capite! Programs

MD S5 Relocated (Mattawoman
Beantown Road) :US 301/MD 5

to MD 5

WRA File No.89-PP-0850

Mr. Louis H. Ege,Jr.
Deputy Director

office of Planning and
Prelinminary Engineering
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Attention: cynthia D. simpson

Dear Mr. Edge:

The above referenced project has been reviewed
scenic and Wild Rivers Program. We strongly ¢
reconmendations made to your office on April 5, 19

Resources Adninistration.

by the Maryland
oncur with the
90 by the Water

any additional comments will depend on the selection of a
preterred alternate. Therefore, please inform our office when you

make that determination. We look forward to contli
petween the State Highway A¢ministration, the Wate
Administration, and the Scenic and Wild Rivers Program.

very truly yours,

D P A

Neal R. WelC

h
scenic and Wild Rivers Progran

NRW
Enclosure
cc: Michele A. Hof fnan,WRA

Teleph
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683

nued cooperation
r Resources

See previous correspondence.

(See P. V-169).
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United States Department of the Interior pgq c.
DEVELG‘ .}é ‘li'-‘

Uy

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE Dy niansi
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES e 4 v
1825 VIRGINIA STREET £p -

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 150 i ‘88

Pebruary 23, 1988

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpsoo

Maryland Department of Trsnsportstion
707 North Calvert St.

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Dear Ms. Simpson:

This responds to your Pebrusry 10, 1988 request for informstion oo the
presence of species which are Federally listed or proposed for listing as
endangered or threstened within the area of Contract No. CH 552-101,
Mattavomao Beantowo Road widening, Charles County, Maryland. We have
revieved the inforustion you enclosed and are providing comments ia
sccordance with Sectfon 7 of the Endangered Specles Act (37 Stat. 884, as
amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

Except for occasionsl transient individuals, no Federally listed or pro-
posed endsngered or threatened species are known to exist in the project
impact area. Therefore, no Biological Assessment or further Section 7
Consultstion 13 required with the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS). Should
project plans chsnge, or if additional informstion on the distcribution of
1isted or proposed species becomes svailable, this determinatjon msy be
reconsidered. .

Thia response relates only to endangered species under our jurisdiction.
Tt does not sddress other FWS concerns under the Fish and Wildlife
Coordinatioo Act or other legislstion. )

Thank you for your interest in endangered species. 1If you hsve any
questioos or ceed further assistance, please contact Judy Jacobs of our
Endangered Species staff at (301) 269-5448.
Sincerely yours,
G A N\o Y
|vs Glenn Kinser

Supervisor
Annapolis Field Office

v-10

1.

No SHA response required.
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United States Department of the Interipr ..

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES ..
1825 VIRGINIA STREET ot
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

T I I

March 26, 1990

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director

Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
State Highway Administration

707 N. Calvert St.

Baltimore, MD 21202

RE: Maryland Route 5 rélbcated
(MD 205)

Dear Mr Ege:

Tnis letter is in reference to your January 31, 1980, request that the U.S. Fish and
wildlife Service (Service) review the Environmental Assessment for proposed
Marylend Route 5 relocated. The Service has reviewed the environmental
assessment with respect 10 the potential impacts of the various highway
improvement proposals upon fish and wildlife resources and their habitats. We
have the following comments on the proposed alternatives and options.

The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) proposes to increase the

capacity and improve the safety of Route 5 relocated (presently identified as

Maryland Route 205). SHA has separated the mainline portion of the road into

three segments with a total of five alternatives, There are two build alternatives for

Segment |, two for Segment Il, and one for Segment lll, There are also four

interchange options (A, B, C, D) proposed for the northern intersection of Route 5 2
relocated and Route 301, T 3 ..

The Servioe objects to one of the proposed alternetives and two of the options.

These include Segment |, Alternate 6 and interchange Options C and D. The

Service opposes the atternate and two of the options because these proposals will

maximize, rather than minimize, the impacts to severa!l high quality wetlands. In 4,
additlon to maximizing the filing of wetlands, Segment |, Alternate 6 will isolate 10-

13 acres of wetlands within three major road corridors (Route 301, Route 5, Route

205). The Service is especially opposed to this alternate because of the resultant

unnecessary fragmentation of wildlife habitat. The surrounding of wildife habitat

with roads will cause @ significant increase in the mortality rate of terrestrial wildlife

populations.

Segment I, Alternate 6 was selected rather
than Alternate 5. Alternate5could not provide
édequate future traffic operations. The wetland
1m?acts with alternateéwill be minimized by
bridging the entire wetlands. This will redu
the wetland impacts from 2.0l acres to 1.03 “
acres and help to avoid isolating the weélands
See P ITII-33 to III-40 for wetland avoidance .
ané/or minimization. Additionally the

brléging of the entire wetland should help
avoid any fragmentation of wildlife habitat
Interchange Option A was selected. .

_'Fhe replac?ment 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
b?e? ¥eviewed by SHA Landscape Architecture
Division, field checked and are satisfactor

for potential mitigation sites. 4



LT

The Service recommends thet ell unavoidable wetland losses be replaced on a 2:1
pasis for palustrine forested wetlands end on e 1:1 basis for all other wetland types.
The 2:1 replacement ratio for forested wetlands will help compensate for the time
lag of 40 to 50 years which Is required for planted sesdlings to reach maturity. This
ratio will elso help compensate for the risk associated with trying to create forested
wetlands. The techniques for creating forested wetlands have not been fully
developed. '

Assuming certain conditions were met, the Service's most probable position on any
Section 404 permits for this project would be no abjection. This position would be
contingent upon:

.

e) Elimination of Segment 1, Alternate 6, and interchange Options
C and D from consideration.

b) Submission of en acceptable mitigation plan.
c) Identification of a viable mitigation site with the 404 applicatlon.

If you have eny questions concerning these comments, please contact Bill Shultz of
my staff at (301) 269-5448. _ o

Sincerely yours,

e (0 1L

o Jofin P, Wolflin
Supervisor
Annapolis Field Office

-]

ST



o0 DAY

* Richard H. Trainor
Maryland Department of lansportation ""'H““"I " o
State Highway Administration Adrinkewsior

. . . . November 28, 1990

RE: Contract No. CH 566-151
MD 5 Ralocated: US 301 to
MD 5/uUs 301
PDMS No. 082039

Mr. Willdam Schultz :

U.S. Dapartmant of the Intarior : : . ' i,
Fish and Wildlife Sarvice
Delmarva Araa Office

1825 B Virginie Streat .
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Mr. Schultz: , ' : . S 1, Mr. Willaim Schultz concurred with the:

Selection yti

In a phona convereation on November 19, 1990, Ms. Barbara h of Intferchange Oth.on A during a
Allera-Bohlan of my steff diecussed with you watland impacte : phone conversation on December 4, 1990.
associetad with the refarenced project. Ms. Allere-Bohlen
explainad that the State Highway Adninistretion hee further
ninimizad the wetlend impacts of wetlend 1 end 1A on the
northbound remp for proposed Interchanga Option A by ueing a '
minimum tangent length with deeign spaad of 50 mph on the ramp. .
This reducae the total impacte from .94 to .78 .acras. !
Additionally, the celculated impacte ara the entire shedowed eree
under the rsmp. Sea ettechad map of Intarchange Option A. Sha )
explained that the ramp will actuelly be elevated 10 feet ebove
exiating ground elevation and tha ectual permanant impacte will ) .
be from piers only, and not fill from the ramp. i

JLelTn

Further, it was diacuaeed that proposed Interchange Option B
would raquire the araaa under tha ralocated US 301 and tha
proposed ramp to be fillad. Also, it would be difficult to
maintain traffic under thia option.

Tharafore, because laas watlands would ba filled, traffic
operation issuea and coat, tha Stata Highway Administration still
prefers proposed, Intarchanga option A. You stated that because
of the raduction of wetland acraagas and naw information brought
to light, this was a better altarnetiva.

In order ‘to complate the coordination on this project, I am
requesting your concurrence in the ealaction of Intarchenga

Option A.
vlfb“l . ! i'(f"
12lqlfe  comen e

L? ﬁ@ﬁ

My tologh bor a0y 33371177

Tolatypewriter for impalred Hearing or Speach IRRCRTEN X
383-7666 Saitimore Metro = 884-0451 D.C. Mstro - 1-000-402-8082 Satowide Toll Free- )
AN e (1] ] '

h Fatuacs O Melttamon Vasidan & Aeana _AvIY



Mr. William Schultz
Novamber 28, 1990
- Paga 2

Should you wlnﬁ-tﬁrthnr i{nformation, plaasa contact Ms.
« parbara Allara-Bohlan at 333-6745.

Very truly yours,

Louis Y. Bge, Jr.
Deputy Director

offica of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

by: b y
Cynthia D, Simbson
Assistant Division Chief
Project Planning pivision

LHE:BA:cd
! Attachmants
| cc: HMr. Neil J. Pedersan ’ i
i Mr. Vic Janata : : :
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[ JOWN G. NORTH. & STATE OF MARYLAND SARAH 4. TAVLOR PO
S CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREAS COMMISSION DXECUTIVE ORECTON
[ WEST GARRETT PLACE, SUITE 320
| 275 WEST STREEY
. ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401
974-2418 or 974.2426
COMMISSIONERS August 31, 389
Thomas Oaborns
Anne Arungst Co.
Jamea E. Gutman l'/“" f:_ .
Anne Arundat Co. - e
Ronalg K 2
orwewse  Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. o Zmg
i 3 Ronsid Hickamel Deputy Director TeT
: pnmore co.  Office of Planning and o =
Afben W. Zshouser Preliminary Engineering o :
* Catven Ca. State Hichway Administration N
Tromas durt 707 North Calvert Street = -
Kathevs O Langnas Baltimore, ‘Maryland 21203 ot
Cacil Co.
Samuat Y Bowing Dear Mr. E:,‘e:
Chartes Ce. . .
. G SuwePr#os  Thank yo: Zor sending us notification 2f the State Highway 1. NO'SHA regponse required.
©  Administc:ztion projascts listed selow, - 4e cchcur with the ' :
vitor K. Butana N N . - . N .
wartors Ca. Geterminazion of the Environmental ZIvaliation Section that
wanca O.maw  these orc-ects are not in the Critical area, ':nd are there- .
Kent Co.

Pyrny Glanganeg
Prince Gaorge 3 Cs.

Roosn R Prea. ur
Quean Anne’s Co.

fore not sauoject to Critical Area Ccmmission review. The
apove-refarenced orojects are:

Contracs Ho.AA 936-151-570 MD 3 2eccastruction

J Frane Raley. Jr. " “ B 813-101-471 S 1 Siiver Soring Road

31 Mary's Ce. » " B 881-101-471 MD 45, 20 145 :
Rloraig 0. paume » “ CH 566-151-571 MD 5 Relocated

Snasara Krech, . " * H 888-101-471 US 1 Business

Tavot Co. " * H 899-101-471 MD 152, US 1

wimam Corkran, Jr. . *“ H 873-101-470 US 1 Hickory/MD 23

Tatbot Ce. - “ 4 896-101-471 MD 161 Bridge 2eolacement

Witam J. Basian " * H 887-101-471 MD 7, Steonev Road

Aussen Biaks " " §M 752-251-271 ND 471, 3ridge Yo.18028

Warsaater Co. " * § 165-101-171 MD 362 Extanded :

CABINET MEMBERS

Again, we appreciate your consideration.

Wayne A. Cawiey. Jr. Sincerely, -
|‘ Agricutture .
Aoben s:mo:: . . Ab‘ RA«L
, Abi Rome

Roben Parciaseos
Envirenment

Natural Resources Planner

Argstn Cace AR:msl
Torrey G, Bigwn, M0.CC:  Cynthia Simpson  David Flowers - -
MNeturel

! Resources Thomas Osbhorne
Aonald Kredner Eugene Lauer
Panning william carroll

Jackie Magness
Jon Grimm
Ron Adkins

TTY loe o..a-nnopoau-v;a.ﬁog 0 C Metr0-588.C45%0



Z\ Unitad States Soit
ff‘) Department of Conservation F:0: Box 269

Agriculture Service 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:

od

Enclosed you will find Charles County soil maps
for the area you designated in your letter of January 13,

1989. 1. No SHA response required.
This route contains the following soils:

< AuD3 BrB2 SaE
1 B1A EK WoB2
v B1B2 LE
° B1C2 RdB2

B1C3 RyB2

Be ShA

The soil units named ShA (sassafras) and WoB2 (woodstown)
are listed as prime farmland soils for Charles County, Md.

The soil units named BlA (Beltsville), B1B2 (Beltsville},
B1C2 (Beltsville), BrB2 {Bourne), RdB2 (Rumford)and RyB2
(Rumford) are listed as soils of statewide importance for
Charles County, Md.

If 1 can be of any further assistance; please let me -
know.

(X

l .H. Kimmons

‘ ecc: R. Dills (w/o encl.)

i 0 The Soil Conservation Service ((@E)
is an agency of the \,
. u United Statss Depertment of Agncuiture - o
v-26

————
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April 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. -
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.

1If you have any questions or need additional information, please
contact me.

Sincerely,

A 5 L

Larry S. Holmes
pistrict Conservationist

LSH:hmd

Enc.

The Sed Conserushon Sermce
30 agency o the
Deoartment of Agrciitue

1.

No SHA response required.

4



U.S. Dapartment of Agricultura

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federsl Agency) Oute O Reuest
i Namg Of Proj Fedarel A Tavotved N ’
s OLPShr Job No. 87112.03 5
Proposed Land Use County And Ste12
Highway ' land
PART Il {To be completed by SCS) 0“'3?";:‘7:'“88'“““ v SCS
Does the sita contain prime, uniqua, statawida or local Important farmiand? Yeo: No |Acres lrrigated | Averege Ferm Size
(11 no, the FPPA does not apply — do not complete additional parts of this torm). B O {None 98 acres
Nejor Croeli] Fermabts Land in Govi. Jurisdichion Amount O Fermiend As Delined in F?PA
Corn, Soybeans, Tobacco, Small Grafres 145621 % 46,7 1Acres: 111,985 % 35.9
Nawme DT Land Evelugtion System Used Namae DI Loca! Site Assessment Systam Dute Leng Eveluation Retuined Ay SCS
p.G. Co., Land Eval. System FPPA 4-14-89
2ART 11 (To be complsted by Feden! Agency) S A ;\:::mm Site “51:'."2 SheD
A Toul Acras To Ba Convarted Diractly 2.44 2.9 1.85 1.53
B. Totsl Acres To Be Converted Indirectly
C. Totsl Acres In Site 2.44 2.9 1.85 1.53
PART IV (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluatlon Information
A, Total Acras Prima And Unique Farmland .84 .52 .38 .35
B. Total Acras Statawide And Local important Farmiand 1.6 2.38 1.47 1.18
C. Parcentage Of Farmland In County Or Lacal Govt. Unit To Ba Converted 001 | .001 . .001 .001
D. Percanage Of Farmisnd n Govt. Jurisdiciion With Same Or Highet Relative Value 54 i 55 | 54. 5 54. 5
SART V (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluation Criterion i ]
Ralative Value Of Earmland To Be Convartad {Scale of Qto 100 Points) 63 H §9 ° ‘ 60 60
PART V1 (To be completed by Federal Agency) Meximum i. ||
Sie Agsessmant Criteria [Thase critaria are sxplained in 7 CFR 658.5Ib1 Points { '
| ——————

lgi-A

1. Arsa In Nonurban Use
2. Pcrimetar In Noirban Use b
3. Pcvcc_n_t.Of Site Being Farmad

= peing T2 e ———
_ 3. Protection Provided By State And Local Govarnment | N IR P
1

“Distance From Urban Builtup Ares

|
|
\

(L}

6. Distancs To Urban Support Sarvices
7. Size Of Prasent Farm Unit Compared To Average
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland

9. Availshility Of Farm Support Services -
10. On-Farm lnvastments :
11. Effects Of Convarsion D0 Farm Support Services
12._Compatibillty With Existing Agricultural Use

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160
PART Vi1 (To be compleiad by Faderal Agency)
Ralativa Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100
Total Site Assegsment TFrom Part Viaboveors local 160
site assenmen”
TOTAL POINTS {Ton! of above 2 lines) 260
. Was A Local Site Agssigment Used?
Site Selected: \ Data Df Selectlon Yas No

" leason For Setsction:

v-29

ST remRoTme s 4

Form AD-1006 10 2%
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVWRONMENT
2500 Broening Highwsy. peltimors, Maryland 21224
Area Code 30V ° 631 3245

Martin W, Weleh, Jr.

willam Donatd Schasisr
Governof Sacrelary

February 21, 1990

Ms. cynthia p. Simpson, chief
Environmental Management

project pevelopment pivision

707 North calvert Street, Room 310

paltimore, Maryland 21202

RE: contract MNo. CH 566-151-571
MD 5 Relocated
Us 301 to MD 5
FDMS No. 082039

pear MSs. simpson:
1 have reviewed the air impact analysis performed for the

proposed relocation of Maryland 5 (205) from Maryland Route 5 and
Us 301/MD S5 and the proposed i{nterchange at US 301/MD 5.

ct is consistent with the Air Management

Administration's plans and objectives. Furthermore, adherence with
the provisions of COMAR 26.11.06.030 will ensure that impact from

the construction phase of this project will be minimal.

The proposed proje

Thank you for the opportunity to review this analysis.

sincerely.,
FA s Jg_“_,,:j\
Mario E. Jorquera, P.E.

Program Administrator
Air Management Administration

MEJ /st

1.

No SHA response required.
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ENWRONMENT
ing Highway, Maryland 21224
Araa Code 301+ 3%

DEPARTMENT OF THE
2500

Mertin W. Weleh, Jr.

Wiitem Doneld Schasier
Governor Secrelary

March 12, 1950

Mr. Louis H. Ege, I, Deputy Director
Office of Planning and Engineering
Maryland State Highway Administration
707 N. Calvert Street

- Baltimore, Maryland 21202

RE: Environmental Assessment
Md. Rt. 5 relocation; U. S. 301 to Md. 301/5 in Charles County

Contract No. CH 566-151-571

Dear Mr. Ege:

We are in receipt of the above-referenced document and offer the

following comments.

1. The impacted drainage areas, Mattawoman Creek,
Zekiah Swamp Kun, and Jordan Swamp Run are high
quality wetland resources. Avoidance in segment 11,
alternate 5/6 should be further demonstrated. In
addition, Segment I, aliernate 6 should be avoided if

possible.

9. Mitigation for unavoidable wetland impacts shall be
provided by in-kind wetland re-creation at a
minimum of 1:1. Stream and riparian 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.

Wetla i
nd avoidance and/or minimization efforts

are docum : R
Jare documented in this report. See P. II1-33

EZETZHS I, ﬁlternate 6 was selected The
nds will be bri i :
s, ridged entirely to minimize
Wetland miti i i
gation will be i i

getland recreation at a miniizzlgzdlbz wniind

onceptual wetland miti has

gation si
iizeioped (See III-39 to III—AZ)FeSngve Soen
Const:clsde any sites within ramps s¢ do
uction will not be all ‘
ow i i

Creek's wetlands or floodplain:ddW1th1n St
e uring March 1
St

ormwater management will be prepared in final

na

Hesign in ¢ :
oordination wi
the Environment. with the Department of

e,.?
S s
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- - march 13, 199V
. Page 2

rvious areas shail be

5. All newly constructed impe
nt of the first one

subject to stormwater manageme
half inch of runoff in uplands.

6. Naturally occurring State wetlands and waterways

shall not be impounded for the purposes of

stormwater control or mitigation enhancement.

1pful and appreciate the opportunity

We hope that this information is he
lease contact me at

3'3 " to comment. If you have any questions P
g (301) 631-3609.
Sincerely,
-t D 1T
Andrew T. Der

Natural Resources Biologist
Standards & Certifications

<
L
R cc:  Cheryl Smith
James Teitt
ATD:dmt




4o~  UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY T
=N REGION 1l PROSEZLY
(' 841 Chestnut Building BEVELOP® ..
" " Philadelphla, Pennsylvania 19107 IV AR

Y EELLL ‘%0

Ms. Cynthia D. simpson, Chief ,
Environmental Management 90

project pevelopment pivision (Room 301) 00‘\' 19 \9

Maryland State Highway Administration

707 North cCalvert Street

paltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re: Maryland Route 5 Relocated

pear Ms. Simpson:

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act and

section 309 of the clean Air Act, EPA has reviewed the Air Quality

Technical Report for the above referenced project. The basic

_dispersion and emission models that were applied were acceptable.
However, since major jntersections were apparently not addressed .
with an appropriate intersection nodel, maximum Carbon nonoxide 1. No SHA response required
(cO) concentration  impacts may have been significantly -
underestimated. The analysis is unacceptable in that regard.

<
i
[
(o]
v

The MOBILE3 emission factor model is acceptable for this
analysis. However, future analyses should utilize MOBILE4.

The CALINE4 dispersion model is acceptable for estimating . T
concentrations due to line sources. To demonstrate compliance with :

the National Ambient Air Quality standards (NAAMQS) for co, a ) . \
qguantitative air quality assessment must be conducted for locations .

where significant traffic slowdowns or queuing are possible. The

highest CO concentrations typically occur in the vicinity of major

at-grade i{ntersections. If ‘the project involves many

intersections, it suffices to conduct the assessment for the

intersections where the greatest traffic volumes and the poorest

levels of service occur. Major intersections must be addressed by

application of an appropriate intersection model for predicting

potential air quality impacts.

Thank you for allowing EPA the opportunity to comment on the
above referenced project. If you have any questions concerning our
comments, please contact Denise Rigney of my staff at (215) 597-

7336.
g?'ely.
/ e %E.«M f\.
piana Esher, Chief
Environmental planning Section

g
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U.5. Department of Housing and Urban Development

ity
rJ A
i ?X ; Philsdolphia Regional Offics, Reglon
\ [IH : s Liberty Square Buliding
Rt o 105 South Seventh Street
R R R E Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106-3392

LER 361990

Mr. Uouis H. Ege, Jr

Deputy Director

Office of Planning and
pPreliminary 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. 7H 566-151-571, MD S Relocated, US 301 to MD 301/5. We have
no comments on this document.

Very sincerely yours,

Harry W. staller
peputy Regional Administrato

1.

No SHA response required.
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CHARLES COUNTY GOVERNMENT . .-
Planning and Growth Managemebm;,‘;_:a;:'_._
A

ROY E. HANCOCEK, Deputy County Administrator

5ea 73 G %0 i S0

April 18, 1990 i .TI.@, W
P ' . ‘.E'“E@EK“}YU-

Mr. louis H. Ege, Jr.

Room 506 o gy

State Highway Administration Al 93

707 North calvert St. m Al
alod

Baltimore, MD 21202 o, ot 31

RE: MD 5 Relocated Environmental Assessment
Dear Mr. Ege:

I have reviewed the subject assessment document and offer the
following comments:

) Effective sedimentation and erosion controls l 1. The water qualit i1l
) should be established during construction in : q y treatment will be
order to prevent the degradation of water ' obtained by erosion and sediment control
quality in Mattawoman and Jordan Creeks. This and stormwater m -
is especially important to consider because of S anagement measures.
o] the acidic nature of soils in the project area. ee P, III-31 and ITII-32.
) | 2. Segment I, Alte :
o o Highway stormwater management should ' g. ’ ternate 6 and Interchange
4 incorporate BMPs to intercept and filter Option A was selected.
pollutants out of highway runoff before the . 3. An approved Noi :
runoff enters Mattawoman or Jordan Creeks. . PP . (E)lse AnalySIS Technical
. Report is available at SHA Headquarters.
(<) Interchange options A and Segment I Alternate This included mo :
6 are preferable options from an environmental . re detailed information
standpoint because of lower tree clearing ' . into the process.

and/or wetlands impact acreages.

] 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.

SAY NO TO DRUCS
Post Office Box B La Plata, Maryland 20646 (301) 645-0610 or 870-3935

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COUNTY



88 1A

Mr. Ege, SHA

Page 2

Please contact me at 645-0590 if you require further information
or clarification on the comments above.

i}ncerely,
j’j@r{“’w‘—-—

eorygye J. Maurer
enior Environmental Planner

67))
>
I
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PRINCYE

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT ;*li"”m,

August 30, 1989

Mr. Louis H. £ge, Jr.

Deputy Director

Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering
Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

707 Morth Calvert Sctreet

Baltimore, Marylané 21203-0717

Dear Mr. Ege:

- prince George's County has reviewed tne site location of the
relocation of MD Route 5 (Mattawoman-Beantown Road). We concut
with the State Highway Administcation's (SHA) dezermination that
the site is not located within the County's Chesapeake Bay
Critical Area.

Thank you for providing the County'an opportunity to review
the .project location. We ate pleased that SHA is considering the
Chesapeake Bay Crizical Area when planning -and d=sign:ng State
roads.

R L e

County Adminizration Building — Upper Marther 2 007 7
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No SHA response required..
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Mr. Charles P. Butler

Environmental Manager

Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P.A.
810 Clenesgles Court

Suite 200 '

Baltimore, Msryland 21204

Dear Mr. Butler:
1. Additional mapping was forwarded.

Thank you for your letter dated January 4, 1990 requesting . Several

< £ h

| concurrence or comments concerning the impact on emergency phone calls followed without receiving any

— vehicle accessibility by the proposed modifications to Maryland comments Coordinati i

2 Route 205. . ation will continue through

. the design process.
The congested traffic conditions in the Waldorf area are a major
problem for us as providers of fire protection and emergency
medical service. Our response times have steadily increased in
recent years and the addition of a 1.3 million square foot
regional mall snd 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 route taken by
both our 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 1 assume Yyou meant to say "...actually ald
emergency vehicle accessibility.” We would very much like to
concur With your conclusion, but until we have the actual plans
for the proposed new traffic patterns at both ends of the project
it will be impossible for us to evaluate accessibility. Some of
the interchsnges we have observed can severely restrict access
to certain areas or certain directions on major roads., VWe 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.

Siember: a ;
NermNat Fint PunTICTION ASSOCIATION .
MV IAND STATE FIREMEN'S ASIOCIATION

Tor HPAN MARYEAND VOLUNTIER FIREMEN'S A$3OCIATION .

st LoneN1y VoLunTiER FIREMEN'S ASSOCIATION
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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. Ste
Chief

CC: Charles County Commissioners

ARY
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Maryland Department of Transportation :'v
2J) State Highway Administration Ha) Kassol

<

November 1, 1991

Mr. Jim Christoff, Train Master
Conrail

225 33rd Street South
Washington, DC 20019

Dear Mr. Christoff:

Thank you 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 discrepéncy

in the above information. Your cooperation in this matter is
appreciated. ’ :
.|

“IE

touis H. Ege, A
Deputy Director Fﬁ
office of Planning and
pPreliminary Engineering

Ver

ﬁHE:MAR:as

cc: Mr. Victor Janaté
Mr. Edward Meehan
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen

333~1105
My teleph ber is

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - §65-0451 D.C. Metro - 1.800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

0. James Lighlhizz"

1.

No 'SHA response required
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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.

‘)\’ﬂ



JANUARY 18, 1989

Name Organization
Cynthia Simpson SHA - Project Development

Joe Kresslein
Barbara Allera-Bohlen

SHA - Project Development
SHA - Project Development

u;cg"
-

5
- am

Donald Honeywell SHA - Project Development
William Malone SHA - Bridge Design
Charles O’Kehie SHA - Bridge Design
Nadzy Mondanipour SHA - Bridge Design
Tzyy Shan Lin SHA - Bridge Design
Linda Kelbaugh SHA - Highway Division
Fred Doerfler SHA - Highway Division
Barb Solbert SHA - Highway Division
Barbara Clouse SHA - Wetlands
Mohammed Hashemi SHA - Wetlands

Peter Stokely U.S. EP.A.

Bill Schultz US.FW.S.

Mike Slatterg MD DNR - Tidewater
Amold Norden MD DNR - LPS

John Wolf MD DNR - LPS

Carol Brunori
Steve Harmen

MD DNR - FPWS
U.S. Corps of Engineers

Herman Rodrigo FHWA

Paul Wettlaufer FHWA

John Nichols National Marine Fisheries Services
Andrew Der D.O.E. ,

Bob Harvey 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=194



Janua 18, 1989

Cormment /Question

Comment/Ouestion: Mike Slattery, DNR
Concerned about wetland impacts to Mattawoman Creek because

of their significant recreational function. are there 6 acres of
impact or 1-3?

Response: Rarbara sllera-Bohlen, SHA )
aased on NWI rapping., the rainline opticns would involve

approxinately 1-3 acres. The interchange cptions will Dbe
addressed separately.

Ccomment/Question: 38111 Schultz, JSTWS
Wwill this be put together in a EIS cr ZA?

Response: Cynthia Simpson. SHA
This decision has ~ot been made at +his time.

Comment/Question: 5i11 Schultz, USEWS

Will there be pridge supports in the creek
(Mattawoman creek) or will the whole floodplain
is the present span length?

Response: Sue Ellen White, SHA :
At this stage we don't know. We were assuming for cost

estimating purposes, spanning the entire flcodéplain. I don't Xnow
what the current span length 1is.

icself?
w2 spanned? What

Comment/Question: Pete Stokley, EPA ‘
Stated that he would 1ike to see .the acreages of impacts of

each of the options at Mattawoman Creek, when available. Also
impacts to woodlands. Is there going to be impacts to the

pballfields?

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA
our understanding is that the area where the ballfields are

located will be developed for residential use. There are plans
from Charles County to extend Eastern Parkway and it will go
through the Chaney Property which the Chaneys favor. Mr. Chaney
expects the new ballfield in St. Charles to be completed by next

year.

Comment/Question: _Pete Stokley, EPA
Qur major concern would also be to minimize impacts to the

wetlands.

v-195 /



Janua 18, 1989

Comment /Question

Comment/Question: John Nichols, NMFS
Do you have descriptions of the streams? We do have a concern

for the ecology and filling of the floodplain. I assume that you
don't know whether you'll be spanning the interchange options

over Mattawoman.
Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA
It has not been decided yet..

John Nichols, NMFS
If there is any crossing on the interchange as well as the
mainline, we would like to see the information. I would also like

to see the wetlands delineation once they are completed.

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA
0.K.

Comment/Question:

Comment/Question: Andrew Der, MDE
We were also like to see wetlands delineations as soon as

possible and a mitigation plan and urge_avoidance of wetlands.
Once agaln we would encourage use of open section road design to

reduce pollution flows into stormwater.

comment/Question: Bob Harney, NPS
Is there any Charles County par

project?
Response: Bar
No.

k 1and associated with this

bara Allera—Bohleﬁ, SHA

Comment/Question: -
Did you evaluate the floodplain 1and (acreage) yet?

Response: Barbara—Allera—Bohlen, SHA |
Based on the floodplain mapping., We know there is a large

floodplain associated with Mattawoman Creek but we have no
acreages worked out yet.
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OCTOBER 18, 1939

Name Organization
Cynthia Simpson SHA - Project Development
Mark Duvall SHA - Project Development

Barbara Allera - Bohlen

Sharon Preller

SHA - Project Development
SHA - Project Development

Monty Rahman SHA - Project Development
Sue Rajan SHA - Project Development
Dennis Simpson SHA - Project Development
Cathy Pecora SHA - Project Development
James Yarsky SHA - Project Development

Wesley Glass
Leroy Carrigan

SHA - Project Development
SHA - Project Development

Howard Johnson SHA - Project Development
Frank DeSantis SHA - Project Development
Don Sparklin SHA - Project Development
Victor Janata SHA - Project Development
Rita Suffness SHA - Project Development
James L. Wynn SHA - Project Development
William Baker SHA - Highway Design

Jane Wagner
Edward C. Johnson

SHA - Highway Design
SHA - Highway Design

Bob Easter SHA - Highway Design
Stephen Wanamaker SHA - Bridge Design
Ali Chaharbaghi SHA - Bridge Design
Bill Branch SHA - Wetlands Group

Barbara Clouse SHA - Wetlands Group

Mohammed Hashemi SHA - Wetlands Group

Jack Hett SHA - Landscape Architecture

M.Q. (Cas) Taherian Maryland DNR - Water Resources Admin.
Andrew Der Maryland Department of the Environment

Bill Schultz U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Carlo R. Brunori Maryland DNR - Forest, Parks and Wildlife
Service

McCormick Taylor & Associates, Inc.
McCormick Taylor & Associates, Inc.

Ted Foglietta
Jill O. Kulig

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
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questioned if the alignment of Alternate "6 could be shifted to minimize the wetland
impacts. It was also discussed that Segment II, Altemate 5 and 6 would require
approximately 120 grave sites from Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery.



October 18, 1989

Comment /Question

Comment/Question: Carlo Brunori., DNR - FPEMWS

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.

Cynthia Simpson, SHA

Explained that Carlo does not have a mab which shows the actual
interchange options.

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA

Explained that she could get a map out of the Alternates 8rochure that
would show the interchange options, but she does not believe the wetlands
are involved with the interchange options.

Vic Janata, 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 approxfmately .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.



October 18, 1989 -

Comment /Question

Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA

Added, there will be a service road behind the commercial area on both
sides of the shopping center.

Comment/Question: Mark Duvall, SHA

Asked what the wetland impacts under Option C entailed.

Response: Barbara Allera-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.

Cvnthia 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.

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian, ONR-WRA

Asked if the environmental document was a draft.

Response: Cynthia Simpson, SHA

Yes.

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz, USFRWS

Asked when the wetlands were delineated.

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohien, SHA

Responded that the wetlands were delineated August 25, 1989 with the
Corps.



Qctober 18, 1989

Comment /Question

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian, DNR-WRA

Asked how many stream crossings are associated with this project.

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA

TEVECH
Responded that there would be Severm stream crossings.

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian, DNR-WRA

Suggested that SHA establish a close coordination with DNR.
comment/Question: 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.

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian, ONR-WRA

Commented that .sometimes before the Environmental Impact Statement you
establish coordination by sending letters to the different agencies.

" Cynthia Simpson, SHA

Asked Barbara and Vic to send Cas a copy of the wetland package.

Comment/Question: 8311 Schultz, USFRKS

Asked if the alignment could be shifted further south to avoid more
wetlands.

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA

Said the further south you go, the closer you get to Jordan Swamp.

Comment/Question: B8i11 Schultz, USFRWS

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.

Response: Vic Janata, SHA

Stated that they loocked for the minimum of crossings when designing the



Name

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

The alternates were presented.
typical section was presented as a four-lane,

AUGUST 15, 1990

Organization

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

These were the same as the previously presented.
divided curbed roadway with outside

The

shoulders and a 20’ curbed median. The Comments/Questions from the attending agencies

were discussed for each segment of the project.

south.

Within Segment 1, discussion centered on wetland impacts.
did not provide adequate future traffic needs.
and 6 were presented.

vvvvv

This started with Segment 1 to the

It was stated that Alternate 5
The wetland impacts for both Alternate 5
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. Concemn 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.

nﬁ,’\



Auqust 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

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 by reducing the original typical section from 30’ to

20/, we reduced it by .24, so the total impact for this section is now 1.77
acrés. Wetland 8 is now being used agriculturally.

7I_2°N/,



Auqust 15, 1990

Comment /Question
Comment/Question: Herman Rodriqo. FHWA - Asked if reduction of the median from

open to closed for Alternatijve 6 could be kept closed all the way up to the
intersection or if the roadway must be separated.

Response: Yictor Janata. SHA - Responded that it should be separated because
MD 5 is open section with shoulders also, the median must be split to provide

enough storage for one movement.

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian, DNR, WRA - Asked if it was ever considered to

use MD 205 as part of this alternate.

Response: Victor Janata., SHA - Stated that Alternate 5 uses MD 205, but
Alternate 6 also uses existing MD 205 as part of the movement because this is
a full intersection, some of the turning movements use this roadway.

Comment/Question: Herman Rodrigo, FHWA - Commented that both Alternate 5 and
Alternate 6 would remain in the planning process.

Response: Victor Janata., SHA - Stated that major improvements would not have
to be made because the existing roadway would be used to accomodate traffic
coming from St. Charles Parkway and U.S. 301 for both Alternates 5 and 6.

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz, USFWS - Questioned why an interchange could not
be used at MD 205,

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Clarified that it is not an interchange but an
at-grade intersection having free movements.

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz, USFWS - Clarified previous question to mean why
a type of interchange could not be made at the intersection with MD 205.

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that this was investigated, however the
impacts to existing and approved development, wetlands, and right-of-way would
cost approximately $15 million. There are additional wetland impacts with this

approach also.

.Comment/Question: Bil1l Schultz, USFWS - Expressed concefn with the issue of
fragmentation of wetlands. Where MD 5 and MD 205 meet is currently
undeveloped land. .

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Stated that this property has already
been approved by Charles County for development.

Comment/Question: Steve Harmon, ACOE - Questioned if SHA had done any detailed
studies on the wetland impacts and impacts to residents in the area to support
the estimated cost of $15 million. Stated that the specific information has not

been given to ACOE for review.

v-205



Augqust 15, 1990

Comment /Question

Response: 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 and 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
at that time, a decision could not be made as to which alignment to take.

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian, DNR, WRA - Questioned if there was a preferred
alternate chosen by SHA. V=206 '
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August 15, 1990

Comment /Question

Response: Victor 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. :

Comment/Question: Herman Rodrigo, FHWA - Asked for clarification regarding
SHA’s current position on Alternate 5, 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.

Response; Victor Janata, SHA - Responded that SHA primarily looked at an
interchange and discovered that the right-of-way impacts and wetland impacts
were such that SHA did not want to pursue this option because of the existing
development and approved development that would be impacted.

Response: Barbara Allera-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 Rodri - ;
structures will touch down. rigo. FHUA - Questioned where the flyover ramp

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Responded that the structures will touch down

to the west of the railroad a i ; .
well as the service roade. nd the railroad will continue to be at-grade as

vV-207



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 Rigney, EPA - Questioned how the Washington Bypass
would affect any of this.

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that the Fastern Washington Bypass
provides options west of here that tie into the U.S. 301 corridor in Prince
Georges County.

Comment/Question: Denise Rianey, EPA - 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 thaf 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: Bi11 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 southbeund U.S. 301.
V-208
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Comment /Question

Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that Wetland 1 is impacted but the total
impacts with Option A are only .94 acres. Again, this is designated as the
preferred Option due to the reduced wetland impacts.

Comment/Question: Herman Rodrigo, FHWA - Asked if the State was proposing a
£311 or a structure at the wetland crossing. '

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Reéponded that the State proposes a
structure. :

Comment/Question: Herman Rodriqo, FHWA - Asked for clarification as to whether
the figure for the wetland impacts included the structure in place.

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Concurred that this was the case.

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz, USEWS - Stated that he preferred Option B, even
though there are more wetland impacts, he stated that he had visited the site
and there was a difference in quality in the wetlands on the site. Wetland 2a
is directly tied into the Mattawoman Creek system, it is not only a 100-year
floodplain, but a 25-year or even less than that, and it is an integral part
of the Mattawoman Creek situation. Wetland 1 is fairly well isolated from the
floodplain, it is in the 100-year floodplain, but probably not in the 25- or
50-year floodplain. Therefore he prefers fewer impacts to Wetland Z2a.

Comment/Question: Herman Rodrigo, FHWA - Asked if there were capacity problems
or problems with the geometrics which make Option B undesireable.

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that the problem with Option B was that
there is a left exit which is considered to be an unusual type of exit. It can
be considered a hazard because people do not usually expect to exit from the
left, a right exit is much more common. Therefore, drivers may miss the exit
or slow down erratically to try to get over to the left lane, causing a

dangerous situation.

Comment/Question: Herman Rddfiqo; FHWA - Asked if appropriate signing could be
utilized to avoid these problems.

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Felt that any signing would not be adequate
enough to prepare drivers for the unexpected. People are used to right exits,
even though Maryland does use left ones occasionally.

Response: Bob Houst, SHA - Stated that studies are being done to see if there
is quantifiable evidence that left exits are a problem. He stated that there
is a "feeling" that left exits are not as desireable and therefore should be

avoided if possible.

Comment/Question: Herman Rodriqo, FHWA - Asked if there was any difference,

from a capacity standpoint, in what these two options provide.
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August 15, 1990

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that they provide for about the
came capacity. The major difference is that Option A has a right exit and
Option B has a left exit which is considered undesireable.

Comment /Question: Herman Rodrigo, FHWA - Interested in Bi1l 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 gquality 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. .

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz, USFWS - Stated that it might be a good
compromise to use Option A with a structure over the entire floodplain. This
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.

Comment/Question: 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 jmpacted 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 fi1l over it.
Upon completion, all that is put down is removed. Temporary impacts are
handled in this way as a standard procedure.

Comment/Question: John Nichols, NMFS - Asked if a bridge would result in less
lateral impacts to the wetlands than fill. He also asked for verification of
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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, ONR, 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 Kelbaugh, 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 Kelbaugh, SHA - Stated that these issues will be addressed in
final design in the detailed minimization report.

Comment/Question: Herman Rodrigo, 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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comment/Question: Bill Schultz, USFWS - Stated that after the area is BFAdged:m
the vegetation system will not be the same due to the effects of shading. This
will lessen the value of the wetlands for wildlife habitat.

Response: Barbara A]]era-Boh]én. SHA - Clarified Bill Schultz’s (USFWS)
position as preferring Option B unless the entire floodplain is bridged in

Option A.

Response: Bill Schultz, USFWS - Concurred fhat this was his position and that
his opinion was that Wetland 2a had the highest value of all the wetlands in

the project.

Comment/Question: Herman Rodrigo, FHWA - Asked if it was possible to move the
interchange further south to avoid these impacts.

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that more wetland impacts would occur by
having to relocate MD 205 since the interchange could not be moved south

without having to move MD 205 also.

Comment/Question: Peter Stokely, EPA - Asked about the possibility of a
cloverleaf type of interchange.

Response: Victor Janata. SHA - Explained -that a cloverleaf interchange is a
four-legged interchange and there are only three legs now, therefore there is
no need for this type of interchange. :

Response: Linda Kelbaugh, SHA - A cloverleaf interchange js a larger
interchange and therefore requires more right-of-way, wetland impacts, etc.

Comment/Question: Peter Stokely, EPA - Asked what the distance was between the
ramp and existing U.S. 301 in Wetland 2a. Also asked if this information would
be available before the final selection of the Interchange Option was made.

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Responded that she could jinvestigate
that and inform him at a later time but that the information would be part of

the minimization report.

Comment/Question: Denise Rigney, EPA - Asked if the numbers given were final
numbers 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
design. If the difference between the two interchanges in question is estimated
at only .18 acres, perhaps by the time the project gets to final design, the
jmpacts 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.

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Stated that these are "worst case”
scenarios 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
there were fewer wetland impacts, were the important factors in the selection

of Interchange Option A over Inter%hgqge Option B as the preferred Option.
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Comment /Question

Comment/Question: Denise Rigney, 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 Rigney, 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 Taherjan, DNR., WRA - Commented that he preferred to see
the interchange moved to the south.

Comment/Question: Peter Stokely. 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.
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JULY 17, 1991

Name | Organization
Cynthia Simpson SHA - Project Planning Division
Barbara Allera-Bohlen SHA - Project Planning Division

Victor Janata

SHA - Project Planning Division

Bruce Grey SHA - Project Planning Division
Lorraine Strow SHA - Project Planning Division
Monty Rahman SHA - Project Planning Division
Wes Glass SHA - Project Planning Division
Anne Elrays SHA - Project Planning Division
Heidi Farrell SHA - Project Planning Division
Bob Schneider SHA - Project Planning Division
Mark Duvall SHA - Project Planning Division
Linda Kelbaugh - SHA - Environmental Permits
Dan Guy SHA - Environmental Permits
Alex Soutar SHA - Environmental Permits
Stanley Davis SHA - Bridge Hydraulics

Glen Smith SHA - Highway Design

Bruce Dombroski SHA - Highway Design

John Leslie .. SHA - Highway Design

Glen Helms SHA - Highway Design

Mike Jager SHA - Highway Design

Paul Matys SHA - Bridge Design

Andy Kosicki SHA - Bridge Design

Danelle Mucci SHA - Bridge Design

Bill Branch SHA - Wetlands

Michelle Huffman DNR - WRA

Bob Cooper DNR - Non-tidal Wetlands

Paul Wettlaufer U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Jeff Knoedlar National Park Service

Jareene Barkdoll . FHWA

Andrew Der MDE

Sean Smith DNR - Tidewater

Larry Fogelson OP - Clearinghouse

Amy Noji 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, Altemate 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
wetlands.  Bridging the entire wetland increases the cost by approximately $4 million.
The bridge would be over 10 feet above the wetland.
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11 “" geparate brldgefor one brldge. In terms ofjimpact$

ole,u, wentd <t ﬁ_de""““ JamE

12{| and shadowing INAUDIBLE They—wortd—be—cloce-

13 W;ey—wea&é-—-be—-ee@am

14 MR. SEAN SMITH: o

15 thxat is’ the distance between the two bridges as

16|| it's proposed now?

i 17 MR. JANATA:

6 e ) . K v/ .
18 It would... qC ’ /é—(/'(,uu_,a“, “la (vl-uf.g,iﬁ//
bl 1

19 “MSTATLERA=BUALEN:
& ’
= §20 Yeu- knowWied——
s gl MR. JANATA:
:'. 22 I'm—ret—INAUDIBLE Tirrs—presernn t.ly‘_s'm)ws

':‘5"3_ 23|l about fifty-eight feet.—

o)

BN I I N N e EE .
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MR—SEAN-SMITH;
9 Fifty-eight.
'3 MW
4 THEty=T58T oot INAUDIBLE TRETe—
5 owsgge_,lmunmm
.'.7 You said thirty-eighta
8 MR. JANATA:
9 T T TNACDEDHE
10 But thet—rariExX AL LR b Various dinemnrstomns |
11| _TeeDFEElF -
12 MR B sl ER 2
13 T ' Pdge— ~tra ' AUDIBLE
14 MB DU EEr—
15 AnpEhipg—olesl
16 LAUFER:, fotppa WJ .
17 I_guassw /a/u///vm' Fvr- M/ﬁ» p
18 ME—AEHERA~BORLEN; _ |
19 INAUDIE LY
20 MR. SEAN SMITH:
21 5 Fwassuming that in your constructions m‘ you'd
22|l pe able to leave the existing trees FSsWBLE (eluemn > AW dris
MR. JANATA:

Conference Reporting Service ¢ 301-768-5918
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M ,ZL e o W it M b Hat L
1 Wall sAfe farm in there
2|l now.
3 : :
4 INEUDIBLE
5 MR. JANATA:
6 Well—I—knew—INAULIBLE | let me be sure.
7 Wmmwd
8 T OPPrETE Certainly p would try to mﬁ?}-ﬁiw_ _7,,
19 MRTDUVAEDT
10 Anything else Sean?
111 _MB . —EEAt-SMITH
!12 ~Thatts—1Itr
‘.{13 MR=—POYATLT T
114 Anything—-else—Vie?
15 MRS At '
/ .
o S Ty ?ﬁ?&effcnt'éﬁzmwé% /&{},U M‘a M:oi{/{ I
17#’:?{-'-3 probably 901nq to;):—zM CRLoTMADIRLS 2 o * Al l
j18 fursher advanced rm aﬂé—)rfTearf
T R T T et b o s i o oG i Tl el
19 frmeDTBLTEu d fpurr Now,—bael—here—down—to-—the
20 Wﬁﬁiﬁﬁf’ : - we—have—to
21| widen-thet—two—lame roaq tO a Iour Tane road INAUDIBLE
22l the shouldexs—if—yeTall wlden INAUDIBLE
$on P Prplos Branctir- 17

23 erm to route 5 the road was reconstructed
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WAJ%;.WWW-WWMJ

E Popreved,.  Roavpamev_we have
sufficient shouldersS INAUDTREE- to make the
improvement sp—piti—eross without any additional

T fo
impacts to«)’#he ImmE prrestes s lige VT el gt i,

o

éhydiaqx _4{.0fd/Wu
MS. A%LERA -B HLEN:

INAUDIBLE additional impacts.

MR. ?AN SMITH:

ELm:-—sa-ré the bridge structures would be rather low

to the ground. ! - i W Vﬂ /V-(/ SRt

et |0 ;fu:r
MR. JANATA:

foic it adant 10 Lud o e

That's—probably...
MR . SEEN—SMTITHT
LES St e
MR IR AR
IWLQLJMWF@Mly
INAUDFRERE it's. pre.tﬁj@at—thene—beemf

—Qwas curious from the standpoint of INXEEERER-

M .@{ J f"/V A truly minimizing the impact to the

wildlife in that area.” A ve y low bridge wewdr&—5¥, you L
TZ “/-g“b‘ 4
wouldn't be reducing ; A IBLE ' vegetation INAUDIBEE

e
Still the reduction would be I%&UDIBLE W /Uf} f
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1 MS,'g KELB?UGH: H /T ! ! ( ﬂ /0*( Coved .
2 A This is an area wh re %M ,_jj MmJ)
3 MR. SEAN SMITH: Z W
4 I would be concerned. I believe that the Im‘ '
5|l area d//j%wd/h that he area is going to be developed

6|/ then those forced INAUDIBLE 4/(’( /-W codote

71l is only creating INAUDTBEE +a /0“"’% MW W'L

8 3 ,
E MR ANATA————

10 There are two tributaries coming together

INAUDIBES Thene-s Le...é‘

down_hese—and—rerer—ANd“ENEFe*s a4 little DIt aIoNg the-—-—--

shere—irere® DUt LtHat s 1C. ITRRODIELE
' r

o

W I v e

Whas- is it due out?

MR. JANATA: [l
Mo ey eas Br

Wwhen would we have to get it in by HoUSIEST™?

MS. ALLERA-BOHLEN:
MLocation.'.-- M\’" W&*“"( /4' W,
MR. JANATA: JL&W

j Lexr we get itf\in by Novembergy I

gettg—to—wesk-an it .

& S EE EE E.
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