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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

FOR 

MARYLAND ROUTE 5 RELOCATED (MD 205), FROM MD 5 TO US 301/MD 5 AND 
THE INTERCHANGE AT US 301/MD 5, CHARLES COUNTY, MARYLAND 

The FHWA has determined that Alternate 6 (Segment I), Alternate 
5/6 (Segments II and III), and Option A (Interchange) from 
Maryland Route 5 to US Route 301/Maryland Route 5 including the 
Interchange at US Route 301/ Maryland Route 5, will have no 
significant impact on the human environment. This Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) is based on the Environmental 
Assessment and the attached documentation which summarizes the 
assessment and documents the selection of the selected alternate. 
This FONSI has been independently evaluated by the FHWA and 
determined to adequately and accurately discuss the need, 
environmental issues, and impacts of the proposed project and 
appropriate mitigation measures. It provides sufficient evidence 
and analysis for determining that an Environmental Impact 
Statement is not required. The FHWA takes full responsibility 
for the accuracy, scope, and content of the Environmental 
Assessment and attached documentation. 

// //S/9' 
Date For Division 

V 



3 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 



PROPOSED MD 5 RELOCATED (MD 205) 
CONTRACT NO. CH 566-151-571 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

PAGE 

•/ 

I. 

n. 

ni. 

RECORD OF DECISION 

COMPARISON OF ALTERNATES 

SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. BACKGROUND 

1. Project Location 
2. Purpose of the Study 
3. Project History 

B. ALTERNATES 

1. Alternates Considered But Dropped Prior 
to Public Hearing 

a. Alternate 2 
b. Alternate 3 
c. Alternate 4 
d. Realignment Alternates 
e. Interchange Options 

2. Alternates Presented at the Public Hearing 

a. Alternate 1 - No-Build 
b. Mainline Build Alternates 

o 
o 
o 

Segment I 
Segment II 
Segment HI 

d. 
e. 
f. 
g- 

Relocation of Sub-Station Road: Options 
1,2,&3 
Interchange at US 301/MD 5: Options A, B, C & D 
Additional Modifications to the Alternates 
Selected Build Alternates 
Phased Construction 

1-1 

n-i 

ffl-l 

ffl-1 

ra-i 
m-i 
m-i 

m-5 

m-5 

m-s 
m-5 
m-5 
m-6 
m-6 

m-7 

m-7 
m-7 

m-8 
m-9 
m-io 
m-n 
ffl-13 



PROPOSED MD 5 RELOCATED (MD 205) 
CONTRACT NO. CH 566-151-571 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

TABLE OF CONTENTS (CON'T.) 

PAGE 

h 

3. Service Characteristics of the Selected Alternate 

a. Traffic Summary 
b. Accident Summary 
c. Design Characteristics of the Selected Alternate 

4. Environmental Consequences of the Selected Alternate 

a. Socio-Economic and Land Use 
b. Natural Environment 
c. Cultural Resources 
d. Parks and Recreation 
e. Air Quality 
f. Noise Quality 

m-19 

m-19 
m-26 
m-26 

m-3i 

m-3i 
m-32 
m-44 
in-44 
m-44 
m-47 

C.     TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS 

IV.PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS 

V. CORRESPONDENCE 

A. WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED SUBSEQUENT 
TO THE COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC 
HEARING AND RESPONSES 

B. ELECTED OFFICIALS 

C. AGENCY COORDINATION 

m-56 

IV-1 

V-l 

V-2 

V-139 

V-144 



PROPOSED MD 5 RELOCATED (MD; 205) 
CONTRACT NO. CH 566-151-571 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

LIST OF FIGURES 

b 

FIGURE 

II-1 
m-i 
in-2 
III-3 
ni-4 
m-5 

m-6 
111-7 

I1I-8 

m-9 

TITLE 

Comparison of Alternates 
Location Map 
Study Area 
Segment I, Alternate 6 
Segment II, Alternate 5/6 Modified 
Segment III, Alternate 5/6 

Interchange Option A 
Average Daily Traffic 

Typical Sections 

Conceptual Wetland Mitigation Sites 

PAGE 

n-2 
m-3 
m-4 
m-M 
111-15 
m-16 TO m- 
17 
m-i8 
111-21 TO ra- 
22 
in-29 TO m- 
30 

m-42 TO m- 
43 

LIST OF TABLES 

m-i 

ra-2 
m-3 

m-4 
m-5 

Level of Service Summary 

Wetland Impacts 
Air Quality 

Noise Abatement Criteria 
Noise Quality 

m-23 TO m- 
25 
m-4i 
111-45  TO IH- 
46 
m-49 
m-55 



1 

I. RECORD OF DECISION 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary 
State Roads Commission 

Neil J. Pedersen, Director cy^/, U- fxJilMJ^ 
Office of Planning and " 
Preliminary Engineering 

September 12, 1991 

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

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

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

Segment I 

Segment II: 

Segment III: 

Sub-Station Road: 

Interchange: 

Access Control: 

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

Alternate 5/6 Modified 

Alternate 5/6 

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

Option A 

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

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

My telephone number is 
333-1110 

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

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

O i imi 
Hal Ka&feoff, Administrator Date 

Enclosures 

cc:  Mr. Robert Douglass 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Ms. Elizabeth Homer 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. C. Robert Olsen    , 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

RE: 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Neil J. Pedersen, Director Q^.M  A fjj^iu^ 
Office of Planning and     'l"t' J 
Preliminary Engineering 

September 12, 1991 

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

DECISION DOCUMENTATION MEMORANDUM 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Patricia Paskowski 

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

My telephone number is 
(301)   333-1110 

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

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



w 
- 2 - 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Segment III begins at the northern end of Segment II and extends 
to the US 301/MD 5 intersection with MD 205.  Alternate 5/6, the 
one build alternate presented, follows the basic alignment of 
existing MD 205 with slight shifts to minimize right-of-way 
impacts.  The existing traffic signals at Pinefield Road and US 
301/MD 5 would remain.  The typical section from Segment II would 
continue and extend to just south of the railroad tracks.  From 
there to the US 301/MD 5 intersection the outside lane in each 

A    direction would be eliminated.  This minimizes right-of-way 
9    impacts to the two shopping centers.  While this is only a short 

term answer, the long term solution requires the construction of 
an interchange to augment (Options A or B) or replace (Options C 
or D) the existing intersection. 

INTERSECTION OPTIONS: 

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

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

Interchange Option B is very similar to Option A.  It would also 
provide directional ramps between MD 205 and US 301/MD 5 to the 
north.  This option would differ along southbound US 301/MD 5. 
The directional ramp to MD 205 from US 301/MD 5 southbound would 
exit from the left.  This would 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. 
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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 Qptjons A and B:  Minimum geometric criteria were 
employed to reduce the wetland impacts.  A modification for the 
connection of Nike Road with the interchange ramps was 
investigated.  Nike Road would not be extended to connect with 
Pinefield Road.  Instead, it will 'T' into Truro Lane.  The 
intersection of existing MD 205 with the directional ramps will 
be shifted south approximately 50 feet to create a four-way 
intersection with Truro Lane. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

# 

Hal Kassoff 
Charles R. Olsen 
Neil J. Pedersen 

Robert Douglass 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Larry Elliott 

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

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

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

Alternate 6 Modified (Option 1^ 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 fOption n 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. 
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CONCURRENCE 

Hal Kassoff Date 
Administrator 

NJP/as 
cc:  Attendees 

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

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



PROPOSED MD 5 RELOCATED 
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATES TABLE 

r P 

ALTERNATE 

LENGTH 
OF 

ALT. 
(MILES) 

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

HISTOR. 
/ 

ARCH.G. 

MAJOR 
STREAM 
X INGS 

i 
RAl 
ROAD 

X INGS 

WOOD- 
LANDS 
(AC.) 

WET- 
LANDS 
(AC.) 

no YR 
FLOOD 
PLAIN 
(AC.) 

PRIME 
FARM 
LAIO 
(AC.) 

EST. COSJ 
(X $ MILLIONS 199 D 

RES. COfcM. 
CHURCH/ 

NON-PROFIT TOTAL RES. COMvl. CHURCH REC. TOTAL RES. CONA/1. CHURCH REC. TOTAL 
ENG. a 
R.O.W. 

CONST. TOTAL 

SEGMENT 
1 

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

S.B.A. ALTERNATE 6 
ULTIMATE 0.8 0 0 0 0 8 1 0 0 9 21 1 0 0 22 0 0 2 

1 

0 2 1.0 1.0 0 1.5 14.2 15.7 

S.B.A. 
ALTERNATE 6 
INTERIM 0.6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0.1 1.0 I.I 

SEGMENT 
II 

f 

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

S.B.A. ALTERNATE 5/6 
MODIFIED 

0.6 2 1 0 3 12 3 0 0 IS 2 3 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 1 "   0 0 0 I.I 2.9 4.0 

SEGMENT 
III S.B.A. ALTERNATE 5/6 - 2.0 2 0 2 4 34 7 1 0 42 20 1 1 0 22 0 0 0 1 8 1.5 0 0 3.0 17.5 20.5 

* 
RELOCATION OF 
SUB-STATION 

ROAD 

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

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

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

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

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

INTERCHANGE 
OPTIONS 

S.B.A. OPTION A - 4 2 0 6 14 4 0 0 18 13 7 0 0 20 0 0 1 1 1 0.8 1.5 0.8 8.5 16.7 25.2 

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

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

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

, 

TOTAL SELECIbD BUILD ALTERNATE - 8 3 2 13 68 IS 1 0 84 56 12 1 0 69 0 0 4 2 
i 

12 3.3 2.5 0.8 14.2 52.3 66.5 

S.B.A. = SELECTED BUILD ALTERNATE 

*   THE NO-BUILD OPTION IS THE SELECTED ALTERNATE FOR THE RELC CATION OF SUl 3-STATION ROAD. 
• FIGURE II- 1 

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

A. BACKGROUND 

1. Project Location 

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

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

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

2. Purpose of the Study 

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

3. Project History 

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

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

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

MD5: This project will reconstruct MD 5 to: upgrade two at-grade 
intersections north of 1-95; reconstruct interchanges at 1-95 and US 301 
and construct six new interchanges and two right-on/right-off partial 
interchanges. 

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

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

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

US 301 (Blue Star Memorial Highway): A planning study is underway to 
provide interchanges along US 301 with 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. 
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B. ALTERNATES 

1.      Alternates Considered But Dropped Prior to Public Hearing 

a. Alternate 2 

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

b. Alternate 3 

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

c. Alternate 4 

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

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

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

e. Interchange Options 

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

Numerous additional interchange options were investigated for the 
intersection of MD 205 with US 301/MD 5 in the north. These included 
various 1/4 cloverleaf interchange options. These options were dropped due 
to increased right-of-way impacts and displacements versus Option C (See 
Section IU.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 funher east towards the railroad tracks. 
This option was dropped because it impacted additional wedands 
(approximately 1 acre), created an additional crossing of Mattawoman Creek, 
and had increased construction costs. 
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2.      Alternates Presented At The Public Hearing ; 

a. Alternate 1: No-Build 

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

b. Mainline Build Alternates 

General Description 

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

Segment I 

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

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

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

Segment in 

Segment HI would tie into Segment II and would extend to the intersection 
of US 301/MD 5 (±10,400'). Within this segment, there is one alternate. 
Alternate 5/6 would follow the basic alignment of existing MD 205 with 
slight shifts to minimize right-of-way impacts. The existing traffic signals 
at Pinefield Road and US 301/MD 5 would remain. The typical section from 
Segment 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 wedand impacts, and Options 2 and 3 were not selected due to 
the residential displacements and poor geometries. 

• 
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d.      Interchange at US 301/MD 5: Options A,B,C & D    I 

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

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

Interchange Option C would provide a flyover ramp from southbound US 301 
to MD 205. This would eliminate the existing southbound double left turns. 
The flyover ramp would travel behind the Chaney Building and bridge over 
US 301 at 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 j 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

f.      Selected Build Alternates 

Segment I. Interim 

Due to funding constraints, it is anticipated that initially the existing 
roadway within Segment I would be upgraded to an undivided four-lane 
section. The existing shoulder will be upgraded to allow it to be used as a 
through traffic lane. The existing box culvert for the tributary to Jordan 
Swamp will be used but will not be impacted.   The lane widths over the box 
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culvert will be reduced to 11'. Left turns ^ill be prohibited except at 
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 turn and through lane, through lane, and right turn lane. 
This will be changed to two left turn lanes, two through lanes, a right turn 
lane. 

Segment I - Ultimate 

The Selected Build Alternate within Segment I is Alternate 6. This will be 
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 provided 
except at the intersection with existing MD 205 and Poplar Hill-Beantown 
Road. See Figure III-3. 

Segment n 

The Selected Build Alternate within Segment n is Alternate 5/6 Modified. 
The typical section would include a four-lane, divided roadway with a 20' 
curbed median and 12' outside traffic bearing shoulder throughout the entire 
segment. A median opening will be provided at Trinity Memorial Gardens 
Cemetery. A second median opening will be provided for Charles 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 111-4. 

Segment IH 

The Selected Build Alternate within Segment HI 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, 
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 to it's 
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 to 
it's present location. All widening should be constructed to the other side. 
Currently, a 17' space exists between the roadway curb and the parking lot 
curb line.    After the required widening is constructed, a 4' space will remain 
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between the roadway curb and parking lot curb li£e. This recommendation is 
made so that no parking spaces are removed from either shopping center. 
See Figure m-5 A and m-5B. 

Relocation of Sub-Station Road 

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

Interchange at US 301/MD 5 

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

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

g.      Phased Construction 

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

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

a.     Traffic Summary 

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

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

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

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

1995 Peak Off Peak 

No Build 
Build 

10 MPH* 
40MPH 

40 MPH 
40 MPH 

2015 

No Build 
Build 

10 MPH* 
30 MPH 

40 MPH 
40 MPH 

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

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

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

o      LOS A:     Free Flow 

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

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

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

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

o      LOS F:      Forced or breakdown flow. 

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

5250 
6900 (6900) 
11125   (11125) 

MD. 5 
23975 
33375 (33375) 
56500 (56500) 

17500 
24125(21050) 
40350(23300) 

17400 
24475(21400) 
40275(24575) 

17600 
24700(21625) 
40575 ( 24875) 

17450 
24500(21475) 
40275 ( 24575) 

20000 
27900 (24825) 
47500 (30000) 

12925 
18075(17575) 
28500(22575) 

PROPOSED MD. RELOCATED 

1450 
2000 (2000) 
3075 (3075) 

COUNCIL OAK 
DRIVE 

LEGEND: 

500 
575(575) 
750(750) 

IDLEWOOD 
TRAILER PARK 

900 
1200 (1200) 
1900 (1900) 

MILL ROAD 

23600 
30700 (32075) 
51500 (53455) 

MD. 5 

1987 ADT 

1995   BUILD  (NO-BUILD )ADT 

2015   BUILD (NO-BUILD ) ADT 

to 

o Maryland Department of Transportation 
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-*»: 



i^ 

TABLE HI -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                                199.5 1998         2007 

AM peak                                                     E 
PMpeak 

F 
E 

Mainline: Ultimate. Alternate 6 2015 

No Build 
Build 

F 
C 

Intersections: Ultimate Alternate 6 2015 (AM/PM) 

1)     Existing MD 5 Northbound and 
Southbound Connection 
No-Build 
Build 

N.A. 
B/C 

2)     Northbound St. Charles Parkway 
Extended and Southbound Connection 
No-Build 
Build 

N.A. 
A/B 

3)     Existing MD 5 and St. Charles 
Parkway 
No-Build 
Build 

F/F 
D/D 

SEGMENT H 

2111 

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

Mainline 2015 

No-Build F 
Build C 

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

LEVEL-OF-SERVICE SUMMARY 

SEGMENT m 

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

Mainline 2Q1$ 

No-Build F 
Build C/D* 

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

Intersection 2Q15 (AM/PM) 

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

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

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

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

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

6) US301-MD5/MD205 
No-Build F/F 
Build* F/F 

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

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

LEVEL-OF-SERVICE- SUMMARY 

INTERCHANGE OPTION A 

2015 (AM/PM) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The intersection of US 301/MD 5 with MD 205 and MD 5 with MD 205 are 
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 turns lanes at these intersections. These 
improvements along with the addition of through lanes on US 301 
(construction began in FY 1990) will help to reduce the accident rate at 
the US 301/MD 5 intersection with Proposed MD 5 Relocated. 
Improvements at the intersection of MD 5 with MD 205 also include 
increased capacity and exclusive turn lanes. The selected alternative 
includes a relocation to bypass the intersection of MD 5 and MD 205. 
This improvement will help reduce the accident rate at this intersection by 
diverting traffic. 

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

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

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

c. Design Characteristics of the Selected Alternate 

Median 

The typical section for Segment I, Ultimate (Alternate 6); Segment n, 
Alternate 5/6 Modified; Segment III, Alternate 5/6; and Interchange Option 
A includes a 20' curbed median. The 20' curbed median is in accordance 
with AASHTO but is a design exception from SHA Highway Development 
Manual which specifies a 30' curbed median. The 20' curbed median was 
selected to minimize right-of-way and wedand 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 
IT. 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 
turn and through lane, through lane, and right turn lane. This will be 
changed to two left turn lanes, two through lanes, and a right turn lane. 

Segment I. Ultimate (Alternate 6) 

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

Segment 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 III. Alternate 5/6 

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

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

The curb line in front of the Pinefield Community will be maintained it 
it's present location. All widening will be constructed away from the 
Pinefield Community. 
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The curbed median between the Pinefield Shopping Center and Pinefield 
South Shopping Center will be reduced to 4V 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. 

111-28 



PROPOSED   MD 5   RELOCATED 

TYPICAL SECTIONS 
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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 11, Alternate 5/6 Modified would require 
two residential displacements and one commercial displacement (Longwood 
Nursery). Segment HI, Alternate 5/6, would require two residential 
displacements, one non-profit displacement (The Waldorf Jaycees are a 
tenant and a non-profit displacement. The parcel is considered 
commercial.) and one church displacement (Messiah Lutheran). Interchange 
Option A would have four residential displacements and two commercial 
displacements (Cap City and Illusions Nite Club). There is one residential 
relocation which impacts a minority family within Segment HI: 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, 
^P 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 altemate 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 Altemate 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 
Altemate will not impede existing pedestrian mobility and the use of a 
median will provide a refuge for crossing pedestrians. Selected 
Interchange Option A would introduce a minor change in accessing services 
in the US 301/MD 205 intersection quadrants (See Figure 111-6). The 
change involved is that of a signalized "T" intersection that would be 
created with existing MD 205 and the approach to the interchange ramps 
east of the Happy Faces Early Learning Center south of the Conrail 
tracks. Commuters travelling northbound on MD 205 would now have to 
make a left turn to remain on MD 205 to access the businesses in the US 
301/MD 205 intersection area. 

The selected build altemate 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 altemate 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 altemate 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. 

b.      Natural Environment 

Geology. Topography. Soils 

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

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

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

depressions 
o      Stormwater retention structures 
o      Stonnwater detention structures 

A hydraulic/hydrologic analysis will need to be performed in the final 
design phase to determine the necessary structural specifications and 
guidelines    for    the    installation    of    new    structures. The    proposed 
improvements will require waterway construction permits and include plans 
for strict confonnance 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 11988 to determine if 
there were significant encroachments. It has been determined that none 
of the 100 year floodplain crossings would constitute a substantial 
encroachment. Mattawoman Creek is a regulated FEMA Floodway. 
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Critical Area *' 

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

Woodlands 

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

Endangered or Threatened Species 

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

Wedands 

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

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

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

• 
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AVOIDANCE: 

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

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

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

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

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

MINIMIZATION: 

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

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

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

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

AVOIDANCE: 

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

MINIMIZATION 

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

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

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

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

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

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 Chancy Ball Fields and the surrounding 
marshy wooded area. This site is classified as PF01B. The primary 
functions of this wetland is habitat for wildlife and aquatic wildlife, 
nutrient retention, food chain support and groundwater recharge. The 
resultant impact is 0.14 acres. 

AVOIDANCE: 

1. An alignment shift to the east to avoid the wedand 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 PF01E. 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: 

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

2. An alignment shift to the east would not avoid site W-5 and would 
increase impacts to 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 PEM1C and its primary functions are flood 
desynchronization, sediment trapping and nutrient retention (short term). 
The resultant impact is 0.02 acres. 

AVOIDANCE: 

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

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

MINIMIZATION: 

1. In an effort to reduce 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-5 A and avoid the 
residents on the west side of existing MD 205. 

2. A closed typical section reduces the impacts versus an open section 
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. 
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Wetland Site 6A is located on the west side of MD 205 approximately 1000 
feet north of the intersection of MD 205 and Mill Road and lies directly 
opposite of site W-6. The site consists of a natural stream channel and a 
flat, contiguous wooded area that is approximately 130 feet wide. 
Similarly to Site W-6, it is classified as PF01B. The primary functions of 
this site are habitat for wildlife and aquatic wildlife, nutrient and 
groundwater recharge. The resultant impact is 0.21 acres. 

AVOIDANCE: 

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

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

MINIMIZATION: 

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

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

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

AVOIDANCE: 

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

MINIMIZATION: 

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

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

3. A continuation of the structural crossing of the tributaries to the 
Jordan Swamp over the entire wetland site will reduce the wetland 
impacts by 0.74 acres. The lengthened bridge (approximately 450') 
increases the total cost by approximately $3,800,000. 
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4. Additional alignments to the east were iiivestigated 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. Eleven modified alignments and design speeds were investigated to 
help reduce the wedand impact. All eleven modified alignments have 
a design speed less then 50 MPH. A 50 MPH design speed is 
designated for the facility of AASHTO and MSHA Highway 
Development Manual as a safe and efficient speed. The modified 
alternates would reduced the wedand impacts by a maximum of 0.5 
acres but would have increased the potential accident rate and 
reduced the operational integrity of the roadway. 

Wetland Mitigation 

Pursuant to Executive Order 11990, efforts were made to avoid and 
minimize harm to wetland in the project corridor. As previously discussed, 
there are not practible alternatives to the proposed construction and take 
of wetland areas. A Section 404 Permit (COE), Non-tidal Wetland Permit 
(DNR) will be required to fill 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       SITE 2      SITE 3      TOTAL 

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

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

SITE 4A SITE 4B TOTAL 

AVAILABLE AREA (AC) 3.4 2.1 5.5 

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

3 l£ 
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SITE 

TABLE in-2 

WETLAND IMPACTS 

DESCRIPTION 
OF IMPROVEMENT 

IMPACTED 
CLASSIFICATION   ACREAGE 

1 INT. OPTION A PF00W1B 0.36 

1A INT. OPTION A PF01R/R2SB2 0.09 

2A INT. OPTION A PF01E/R2SB2 0.33 

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

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

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

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

8 SEG.VALT. 6 PF01E/R2SB2 1.03 

TOTAL y l/ 3.25 ACRES^A 

rf* u>' 
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c. Cultural Resources ; 

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

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

d. Parks and Recreation 

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

e. Air Quality 

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

A microscale CO dispersion analysis for 1-hour and 8-hour CO 
concentrations resulting from automobile emissions was conducted. All 
calculations were performed for 1995 (year of completion) and 2015 (design 
year). The emission factors were calculated using the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) third generation Mobile Source Emissions Model 
(MOBILE 3) computer program with credit for a vehicle inspection and 
maintenance program. Line source CO dispersion estimates were calculated 
using the third generation California Line Source Dispersion Model 
(CALINE 3). 

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

BACKGROUND CARBON MONOXIDE (CO) PPM 

YEAR IHR. 8HR. 

1995 9.9 3.0 

2015 10.0 3.1 

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

SEGMENT I: ALTERNATE 6 

1995 2015 

NO-BUILD BUILD NO-BUILD BUILD 

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

1 12.9 3.4 10.9 3.5 12.4 3.4 11.5           3.5 

2 12.4 3.4 10.8 3.5 12.6 3.4 11.5           3.5 

SEGMENT H: ALTERNATE 5/6 MODIFIED 

1995 2015 

NO-BUILD BUILD NO-BUILD BUILD 

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

3 14.8 3.5 10.9 3.6 12.5 3.4 11.7 3.6 

4 18.7 3.9 11.7 4.0 14.5 3.7 13.0 4.1 

5 13.8 4.1 11.4 4.0 13.7 3.6 12.5 3.9 

Includes Background Concentrations 

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

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

SEGMENT III: ALTERNATE 5/6 

1995 2015 

NO -BUILD BUILD NO -BUILD BUILD 

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

6 13.4 3.7 11.0 4.0 14.5 3.6 12.8 3.9 

7 11.7 3.4 10.5 3.5 12.3 3.3 11.5 3.5 

8 13.7 3.9 11.1 4.2 14.9 3.7 13.1 4.0 

9 16.9 4.0 12.7 4.1 15.6 3.7 13.6 4.2 

10 18.6 4.2 13.0 4.4 17.0 3.9 14.7 4.5 

11 19.9 4.5 13.1 4.7 18.6 4.1 15.0 4.7 

12 19.6 4.5 13.0 4.6 18.7 4.1 14.9 4.7 

13 16.7 4.1 12.1 4.2 16.5 3.8 13.5 4.2 

14 15.1 3.8 11.7 3.9 15.1 3.6 12.6 3.8 

*      Includes Background Concentrations 

The S/NAAQS for CO:l-HR maximum 35 PPM 
8-HR maximum 9 PPM 
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The construction phase of the proposed project has the potential of 
impacting the ambient air quality through • fugitive dust from grading 
operations and materials handling. The State Highway Administration has 
addressed this possibility by establishing Standard Specifications for 
Construction for Materials, which specifies procedures to be followed by 
contractors involved in state work. 

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

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

Noise Quality 

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

o Identification of existing land use; 

o Existing noise levels; 

o Prediction of future design year noise levels; and 

o Potential traffic increases. 

o Alternative noise abatement measures. 

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

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

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

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

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

NOISE ABATEMENT CRITERIA 
SPECIFIED IN 23 CFR 772 

Activity 
Category Leg (h) 

57 (Exterior) 

Description of 
Activity Category 

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

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

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

D Undeveloped lands. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

This NSA 9 (within Segment III) has a projected 2015 Leq. noise level of 
70 dBA which exceeds the noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA; therefore 
noise mitigation was considered. This NSA which is known as the 
Mattawoman Estates subdivision would have access to the proposed roadwy 
via Indian Lane. The proposed roadway by this NSA would be shifted to 
the opposite side of the NSA (west side of MD 205) thereby helping to 
minimize noise impacts. An earth berm at this NSA was considered and 
deemed unfeasible due to space restrictions required for the grading of the 
berm. A noise barrier and an earth berm at this NSA would have to be 
segmented at Indian Lane to maintain the subdivisions access onto the 
proposed roadway. The barrier considered at this NSA was segmented and 
had a total length of 760 feet and was 12 feet tall resulting in a total 
amount of $146,000. One residence has a projected 2015 noise level that 
will exceed 67 dBA, and six residences have 2015 projected noise levels 
which approach 67 dBA for a total of one impacted residence. The one 
impacted residence plus five of the six residenced which approach 67 dBA 
will receive a reduction of 5 dBA or more in projected noise levels. This 
barrier is considered to be physically effective as it would produce the 
minimum 5 dBA reduction in projected noise levels, with a cost per 
residence of $24,000. This barrier will receive further considerations 
during final design. 

111-51 



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

NSA 11 (within Segment HI) has a projected 2015 Leq. noise level of 68 
dBA which exceeds the noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA; therefore noise 
mitigation was considered. This NSA will have frontage access onto the 
proposed road and is adjacent to the Pinefield subdivision. Also, the 
proposed roadway by this NSA is shifted to the opposite side (west of MD 
205) thereby helping to reduce the noise impacts. An earth 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 $24,000 per residence. This barrier will receive further 
consideration during final design. 

Ill- 52 



^ 

NSA 12 (within Segment HI) has a projected ?015 Leq. noise level of 70 
dBA which exceeds the noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA; therefore noise 
mitigation was considered. This NSA is the Happy Faces Learning Center, 
a preschool. This NSA also will have frontage access onto the proposed 
roadway; and will experience a noise level impact from the proposed 
roadway being shifted towards it (west side of MD 205). An earth berm 
was considered at this site and deemed unfeasible due to space restrictions 
for grading and the proximity of the NSA to the proposed road. A noise 
barrier as would an earth berm at this location would have to be 
segmented at this NSA's entrance to maintain the property's access onto 
the proposed roadway. The barrier examined at this NSA was segmented 
and had a total length of 230 feet and was 16 feet tall resulting in a cost 
of $59,000. This barrier would enable the preschool to receive the 
minimum 5 dBA reduction in projected noise levels. Therefore this barrier 
is considered to be physically effective. In addition, this barrier is 
considered to be feasible as it would provide the necessary attenuation for 
the preschool which is the equivalent of 10 residences. This would result 
in a cost per residence of $6,000. This barrier will receive further 
consideration during final design. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Noise mitigation measures other than noise barriers and earth berms were 
considered for this project. These measures included the possibility for 
traffic management (ie. truck restrictions), the alteration of the horizontal 
and vertical geometry of the proposed road and the acquisition of property 
or buffer zones. 
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Placing truck restrictions on the proposed roadway would be detrimental to 
the mining operations of Charles County Sand*' and Gravel. This company 
has mining and shipping activities on both the east and west sides of MD 
205 in the vicinity of Mill Road. MD 205 is this company's only 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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TABLE m- 5 
NOISE ANALYSIS 

2015 

Segment 
NSA 
Decription 

Measured 
Ambient 
Leq 

Predicted 
Ambient 
Leq 

No 
Build Build 

Leqw/ 
Barrier 

Barrier 
Length 
Height (ft) 

Barrier 
Cost($xl,000) 

Residences 
Protected 

Cost Per 
Residence 
($x 1,000) 

I 1 Residence 61 — -- 62 — — — — — 

I 2 Residence 59 — — 62 — — — ~ — 

n 3 Residence 60 — — 63 — — — — — 

! n 4 Residence 63 — — 67 63 360/16 92 1 92 
1 

. n 
i 

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

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

m 7 Church 60 62 60 60 — — — — — 

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

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

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

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

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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C.    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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• 
IV.   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 altemateve alignments, 
possibly behind the Pinefield Community. 

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

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

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

1.      Commissioner Nancy Sefton. Charles County Commissioners 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

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

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

4. Craie Scott 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

6. Mr. Stephen Frve 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

See SHA Response #5. 

7. Ms. Svlvelva Landman 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

See SHA Response #5. 

8. Mr. Richard Centner 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

IV-3 



1 

9. Ms. Linda Smith 900 Truro Lane, Waldorf, MD 20601 \ 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

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

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

11. Don Pheulpin Pinefield 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

12. Naz Ortenzi St. Charles 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

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

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

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

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

See SHA Response #3, 8 and 9. 

16. Bob Wells 1405 College Circle 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Delancey was concerned with the noise, child safety. He was also 
concerned 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. 

18. Mark Watson 

Comment/Question: 

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

SHA Response: 

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

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

The following presents the written comments received during or subsequent to the 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing (held February 26, 1990). Originals of 
these correspondence are available for review in the Project Development Division 
Offices, State Highway Administration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore Maryland 
21202. Oral comments received during the Hearing are presented in Section IV of 
this document. 

A. Written Comments Received Subsequent to the Combined Location/Design Public 
Hearing 

B. Elected Officials 

C. Agency Coordination 
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V.    TORRESPONDENCE 

Written Comments received Subsequent to the Combined Location/Design Public 
Hearing and Responses 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

3    people    responded    that    they    were    concerned    with    the    safety    of 
pedestrians and bicyclists with a 6-lane roadway. 

t> 
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STATE HiaHWAY-ADMINI3TRAir.O'N 
' QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 586-1S1-S71 
Proposed MD S Relocated (MO 205) 

M&ttawaian/Beuitown Road 
Existing MD 5 to U3 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 20, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

03 fit 'SO 

NAME fi/oRfi     L.     (\)'ill^ht -DATE. 3^?-  90 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. fa. I       A»*14UJ 

r-ATVi-rnwuBeytiA/X    Ail V flTATE//? g8^. ZIP CODE 3.<? ^ f &>. 

I/W« wlah to comment or Inqulr* about th* following atpectvot thll project: 

*X J. 

1 XJ*-?,      TA,t.r> 
T^ 

^•^^ 

Hr.  Victor .limwt.a Room 506 
707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore, MD. 21203 

[ja Pleaee add my/our n»m«(») lo lha Mailing Ulal.« 

\—I Pita** d*l*l* my/our nam«l») from the Malllno List. 

• P«t»on»  who hav* r*o*lv*d a copy of thl»  brochur* through th* mall *r« alraady 
on  Iho  ^roUet  Main--  'Jit. 

Richard H. Trainor 

MaiyfandBepartmentoflransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmininrBlar 

April 11, 1990 

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

Ms. Nora L. Wlllett 
Route 1 Box 14 W 
Bryans Road, Maryland 20616 

Dear Ms. Wlllett: 

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 thai night. Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impaat any graves.  We have not reached any 
decisions regarding theidesirability 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.   ^v 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 
victor F. JdQ^ta 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

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

My ttlsphon* numlMf it (3011 TTT-11 flS 

Tdatypnrrllar lor Impalrtd HMrlng or Sp**ci> 
383-7335 Baltlmor* MMro - S83-04S1 O.C. Mrtro - 1-800-«H-50«2 StMMldO Tdl FrM 

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

Contract No. CH 566-151-671 
Proposed HD S Relocated (MD 205) 

Uattawcnan/Beantown Ro&d 
Existing HD 5 to U3 301 

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

"EL 
.DATE_^]2l^O. 

CITY/TOWN lX«vA..«\\«>X     fiTATg   VK\^ .ZIP CODEJ 

l/W« wish to eommtnt or Inquire about the following aapeolsot thltprojtot; 

\v\<'      VaMf. »\»Yy.\\j      wi.rrvVo^      Wtc\gA WvftC.      KftA 2>£l XL 

oWtr    NaiwA^   «\c.w\af.r    V.fN    W     >0^t\ft\   \,\\t.«e.—^S, .wQA 
auc 

IT v\>     A,-.    TNttV   \w.<r>   \o. V^Mt.    an^i jA .Ci\tT    N'&y^'A'j 

yf.wM^vtv^   A".«AnrV>«.A. 

Mr.  Victor .Innatii Rnom 506 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore. HO. 21203 
I—l pltaa* add my/our n*m*(») to tha Mailing Llat.* 

r~l p|«aa* dalata my/our namalal from the Mailing Llat. 
• Paraont  who hava raealvad a eapy of Ihl*  btochura through tha mall ar* alraady 
in  lh»   •>fOl»cl   Main--  '.'.it. 

1.   See  response  p.  V-3. 

Maiyland Department ofTranspoitation 
State Highway Administration 

Hal Kasaoff 
AtfminlsUMar 

April 11, 1990 

Re:  Contract No. CH566-151-371 
Proposed HD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDHS NO.082039 

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

Dear Mr. t Mrs. Hill: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing inpacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of iiaprovenenfc 
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 4evelopment 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: i&S 
Victor  F.   JadHjta 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

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

My taltphone number it (3011 TTt-1105 

Talatypawrltar lor Impilrad HMrlng or Spaaeh 
383-7SS9 8«Hlmor« Matro - SBS-0451 O.C. Matro - 1-e0O-4a2-S0e2 Sttfawlda Tdl I 

707 North Calvart St.. Baltlniora. Maryland H203-0717 
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NAME 

STATS HIQHWAYADMINISTR'XT/ON' -'( fi'.' 'On 
QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

1 i  ii ' »•• i a 

Contract No. Ol 666-131-571 
Proposed MD S Relocated (MO 205) 

M&ttawcnian/Betmtown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1900 0 7:30 p.m. 

///?/? ft V    P.    l6)A/C<L nAruShraA  M. 96 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. MA A A-* k*?-? 

ftlTV/TftWM  Uihllt.    r/gf'nS  STATE   /hAY</U/>(f    yiP  COnP   ^Ld6 ?$' 

I/W« wish to commant or Inquire about tha following aapectsof thll project: 

4fc AJ> ?//(!,/> y>      ^Lr^/-     //^    Ma    ISoJZ^,. 

 £ . a. —— 

•J-r^ 'ynn/S-J*^ . -Psyx^ 

Mr. Victor -lannf.a Room 506 

707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore. HO. 21203 

sJUHs. 

CD Please add my/oof n*me|») to the Mailing Llel.* 
lOa. J/AM    fa A h/a^J- J&^ . 

rbaJm/. & 
r~l Pita** d*l*t* my/our n«m»(») trom the Mailing List. 

•Psrton* who h*»* f*e*lv*d a copy of this  bioehuc* through lh* mall are •lr*ady 
on  lh«   •wM»ct   Malll'i-  '.!>t. 

r^OTI ard H. Trainer 

Maryland Department ofTmnsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmMMrator 

April 11, 1990 • 

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

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

Dear Mr. Vance: 

20695 

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

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

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

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

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
Vlctbr F. Jafiita 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

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

My t«l*phon* numb«r •• (301) 333-1105 

Ta<«rp«wrlt*r 'or Impaired H»«rlng or Spaaeh 
313-7555 Bsltlmor* Metro - 585-0451 O.C. M«tro - 1-800-4S2-SOS2 Siaawld* Toll tf 

1.     See  citizen response p.   V-3 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

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

UattaMomn/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME      Wolfgang 6 Deborah Gaida ni-rc March 7. 1990 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 108 Indian Lane 

riTv/rnwu  Ifaldorf .STATE. MI) .ZIP CODE-ZMLL 

l/W* wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspeetaot this project: 

See Attached pages for comnents.  

Please do not detach 

< 
•I 

1.     See  P.  V-9  for  comments. 

Maryland DepattmentofTidnsportation D r v E LO P: 
Th* SccrtMiy'i Office i.. - . • 

Ilu2)   'JiiFii'ffl 

Wlfflm Donald SchMtor 
Oovwnor 

RIciwRl H. Tmlnor 

Sltphm O. Zwrti 
Otx*i Stcnuiy 

March 26,1990 

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

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Gaida: 

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

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

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

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

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

CH Plsaa* add m y/our namad) to th* Mailing List. * 

CD Plsat* dalm my/our namctt) from Iht Mailing Ll»t. 

*P*riona who hava racalvad a copy ol thlt brochura through th* mall ar* already 
on th* pro|*ct Mailing Llit. 

• 

My tti«ption« numMi it poi>- 859-7397 
TTV F« tlw OMl>Q0l) M«-«»l* 

, •**«   •,Ni_Ma#u»Mi.i.#»M» M«*M.atlMn«l k*****   U»*Amn4 ?1240<fl7SS 

«£> 



Mr. and Mrs. Wolfgang Gaida 
Page Two 
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1. This project has been developed in coordination with 
Charles County. 

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

Safety was the reason no median opening at Indian Lane was recommended. An 
alternative to U-tums that we are still considering is connecting Indian Lane to Schlagle 
Road.  Determining whether a traffic signal is warranted at Indian Lane will be done 
when the project nears the construction phase. The ultimate highway 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 tpken to reduce residential impacts, such as 
alignment shifts and reducing the median width. 

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

Sincerely, 

\ 

RHT:as 

Rtbbard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

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

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

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

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



bcc:    Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
" Mr. John D. Brack 

Mr. John M. Contcstabile 
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RECEIVED 
MAR   9  MO 

SECRETARY OP 
TRANSPORTATION|;.u |3 

PROJECT 
ijpvaoa- Indian Lan* 

"pWaldorf,  Maryland    20601 
March 7,   1990 

0 •• J.H'SO Honorable Richard H.  Tralnor 
Secretary 
Deparnent of Transportation 
Post Office Box 8755 
BWI Airport 
Baltimore, Maryland 21240 

Dear Secretary Trainori 

He are requesting your assistance in the natter of the expansion 
of Mattawoman-Beantown Road, Maryland Route 205. Contract. 
Number: CH 566-151-571, 

After attending a Beating held February 26, 1990, at Thonas 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 305 is not an answer to this problem. 

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

Although a 4-lane highway was mentioned, the 6-lane highway was 
presented as the only option justified as "think big - 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? Hhat about the people who live on the road - 
why is the "consideration" not of the people but of the shopping 
center? 

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



Honorable Richard H. Trainor 2 

wa« .built on th« corner. Th« •&»• corner that ia not going to b« 
changed with the construction of the new road. Mow tell us this 
- taking the scenario ot  the existing 2-lane road and aaking it 
6-lanes, narrowing down to the existing 4-lanes at the sane high 
accident intersection and not changing anything about the high 
•accident intersection, wouldn't logic dictate that the rate of 
accidents is only going to increase, not decrease. Wouldn't a 
better plan be one of which dealt with the intersection first - 
then in later studies see what would be needed and beneficial to 
the comnunity. 

The "safety" issue has not been aentioned. How safe will it be 
to live in a house directly on this «-lane highway? What of the 
snail children which live in these housing developaents? How 
will this affect children getting on and off the school bus? How 
will their lives be affected by the increased voluee of .traffic? 
How is the increase in speeding vehicles going to be controlled? 

Next, as a resident of Hattawonan Estates, Indian Lane, we feel 
that the nagnitude of losing the right of way into our housing 
developnent needs to be looked into further. Without direct 
access' into our subdivision, our only option is one of making a 
U-turn at Schlagla 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 asking a left turn across three 
lanes of traffic without the.aid of a traffic signal. 

Finally, it has cone to our attention that the prlnary purpose 
for rebuilding and extending Maryland Route 209 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. 

He 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 perforaed and other options presented we feel that at 
this tine a HMo-build" situation exists. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration in this aatter. He 
would hope to hear froa you at your earliest convenience. 

Sincerely, 

y?/?* 
Mr. t Mrs. Holfgang Caida 

>' . 



Honorable Richard H. Trainer 

Identical latter sent tot 

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. 
Honorable Michael J. Sprague 
Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes 
Honorable Roy Dyson 
Honorable Samuel C. Linton 
Honorable Thomas V. "Mike" Killer, Jr. 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Mr. Michael Rothenheber 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Victor Janata 
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OEVrLn?.-.' 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRA'.TJON  ,.-,      . 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS     '" ^ <*'' Si) 

Maryland DepgnmentofTrdnspottation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
S«crMa«v 
Hal KassoH 

NAME 

Cbntntct No. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed ID 5 Relocated CUD 205) 

Matta«onan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

-DATE _^_^^_ •*' r "    7 • 

?mNT8E    ADDRES8_£r £ £**      '2  

CITY/TOWM^S^fiZS^^TATE ithl ZIP CODBI^J^Z. 

I/Wk wUh to oommant or Inqulra about lha following aapaola of IMa projact: 

S G(rA.tir«7'     -1, Jx r^et/fr/*   G 

3>£K.M*~r     JZ /jlTfe.ufl0 S-/C     s-zefrfccl.. 

.'T/sx-x^r j^L SuLeZr-* fioA-A      r>sr:orH L 
/*47ehcU-<i*   OPr:^       3. 

T'  &£Cd**^i     ru       AUJ*.      />/**.&> 

\—1 piaaaa add my/our naina(a) to tha Mailing Uat.» 

\—1 puaaa dalata my/our namtla) from th« Mailing Llat. 

Marcb 28, 1990 

Re: Contract Ho. CH566-151-571 
Proposed HD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoaan-Beantown Road 
PDM3 HO. 082059 

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

Dear Mr. Harrlaan: 

Thank you for your recent subalttal on the HD 203 project 
planning study. .Your reponaondatlona will be taken into 
consideration In the deyeiopaent of teas recoaaendatlons for the 
study. ' 

You will be kept informed or future decisions reached on the 
MD 205 study through the'project Bailing list. Thank you for your 
interest in and input to'the project planning process. 

very truly yours, 

Louis H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Prellalnary Engineering 

by: 
victor P. 
Project 
Project Planning Division 

ager 

LHB:VPJ:as 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My ul.phon. numbar It (inn      333-1108 

•Paraona who hava racalvai.  • copy ©I   ••la broehura through lha mall ara alraady 
on tha projact Mailing Llat. 

T*IMyp«wrM*f lor Impalrad Hawing or Spaaoh 
3t9-7SSa BUtlmor* Mttro - 5«5-0<41 O.C. Matro - 1-«00-«t»-S0a2 Statawlda Toll Fraa 

TOT North Calvart St.. Saltlmora, Maryland JUOJ-OTIT 
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 displacements.  This connection 
was not required for adequate traffic operations. -    •      ->. 

3. Interchange Option A was selected instead of Option ^k This provides the same traffic operations but w^B|a     --^ 

^M  conventional rieht side exit. ^P ^^    "ins me 
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PROJECT 
DEVELOP:-1'    '• 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION l|,, i,.     .       rw ,-, 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS     "" '       ' 10 "'   » 

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. 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME   JAmg-s fwo PAT  Meggrrr 
ADORES3 >20^P'^^T-.  

CITY/TO WN AlMld°fcJL 

.DATE 
Jf^AfiXHjO 

.STATE. /VD _ZIP CODE 2.06OJL. 

I/W. wl.h to comment or Inquire about the following aapecls ot thla prolect: 

Indlviaually anfl In conjunction with th« mpport of my neighborhood. 
Mattawon.an-E«tat.i. « vl.h to r.glster our opinion, concerning this Rout. 205 proper. 
He admantly fiEISSS any "Build Xlternatlves" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable, 
in addition to more car., more truck, of all sixes, as well a, buses resulting from a 
planned eommter park t ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass* consequently the noise pollution will ultimately increase to unacceptable 
livel.. The safety factor 1. at a very high risk level as well. Asking cltl»n, to 
enter onco 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what -_e 
posted .peed limit i». for left or right turn, and U-turn, promote, a yajcx atfbatsntie. 

.afety ha.ard. 

H. do r.coonlM the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east el 
Rt. JOS which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes and 

nelghbhorhood*. 

Maiyfand Department ofTranspoitation 
State Highway Administration 

R^Krd H. Trainor 
Sacral MY 

Hal Kassoff 
Adnwiittrator 

Be:  contract NO.CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 209) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS Ho. 082039 

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

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Hebert: 

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

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

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

The impro 
shoulders, wou 
well as right 
adjacent to th 
turning and br 
are envisioned 
existing and f 
mph speed liml 
have at-grade 
should not be 

vements proposed, 
id accommodate th 
turns into and ou 
e road. The shou 
eaKdown lane. Th 
as a boulevard w 
uture public atre 
t would remain 
intersections and 
confused with a " 

four through lanes with outside 
e increasing commuter traffic as 
t of the resldentlally zoned land 
Ider would serve as a combination 
e ultimate highway improvements 
1th a number of traffic-signals at 
et intersections.  The existing 40 
This road has and will contlifue to 
entrances.  This type design 

beltway". 

C3 Plta.e add my/our name!.) to the Mailing Ll»t.« 

I—i pua.e delete my/our name!.) trom the Mailing Lilt. My telephone number is 1301). 333-1105 

Teletypewriter lor Impelred Heerlng or Speech 
0-565-0451 D.C Metro - 1-»00-<»2-5062 Sletewlde Toll Free 3.3-7555 <>.mm«. Metro - ^.^ ^ - -jj",-^  M.ry|,nd   2iao3-0717 

ep.r.on. who have received a copy of this brochure through th. mall are already 
on the project Mailing Ll.t. 

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

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

o 
o 



Mr. and Mrs. 
Page Two. 

James Hebert 
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MD 205 sXirts the Mattawoman-Bstates community on its 
western edge.  Your suggestion for an alternate around your 
community would then pass close to the eastern edge of Plnefleld 
in order to avoid the state parXland.  our initial study has 
shown that this alternate would require additional stream 
crossings (including Mattapoman CreeX), impact appreciably 
greater amounts of wetland, and still lie adjacent to a number of 
residential areas.  This "bypass" would be almost twice as long 
(and expensive) to construct, with the lixellhood 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-bulld, if a build 
solution is selected, which option would you prefer:  turning 
movements requiring U-turns on MD 205, or the construction of a 
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagel Road? 
Please call me toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 with your 
thoughts on this element of the project. 

Thank you for sharing your concerns.  Your support for the 
Ko-Bulld Alternate has been noted and will be considered in the 
selection of alternates for this project. Your name has been 
added or been verified to be on the project mailing list, so you 
win be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
vittor Janatja 
Project Mat^fger 
Project Planning Division 

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

o 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

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

Mattawooan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to OS 301 

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

NAME K-^AMKti'    UvZ- ^Ji^- .DATE ^ -£6-9 6 

PLEASE    ADDRE83     /^ /*   dfati   ^^      ^   ^^  

&(7Ajt      aTATE22^ ZIP CODei^i^. CITY/TOWN. 
|/W« wl.h to comment o^ Inqulro about the following aepeete of this project: 

/> A   Vsty/- */   <?J>'   ^i^fA  rA-j^u/Zu. 

a    '        fJ   

^L 
OKpuaae add my/our ntmt(») to lh» M»"lng Ll»t.« 

I—| puase delete my/our namela) Irom the Mailing Lilt. 
•P.tions who have received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 

on the pro|ect Mailing List. 

I'd H. Trainor 

Matyiand Department ofTmsportaoon 
State Highway Administration 

Hal Kassoff 
Admtniitritar 

VT April   11,   1990 

Re: contract No. CH566-15i-571 
Proposed HO 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-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 inpacts to the 
Trinity Hemirial Gardens Cemetery as the result of Inprove.ent 
studies for HD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a misunderstanding about our 
intentions regarding the cenetery.  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 pight. Segment II - Alternate 5/6 
Modified, does not impact, any graves.  We have not reached any 
decisions regarding the dpsirability 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 list, so you 
will be kept ihformed of any future decisions made on this 
project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
Victor F. Jaij 
Project ManagS 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc: Mr. Edward H Meehan 

My taltphon* numb«r is (301). 
333-1105 

Talatyprxrlttr tor Impaired Having or Spaach 
3BJ-7J55 Baltlmora Metro - 5SS-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-«00-«92-50S» StMaolda Tnll Fr*a 

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

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

Uattawonan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, Febniary 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

W±l 

NAME tnnz. M SLCJ-C tyr  r-^^.qn/ DATE >*/>• / 9   * 

pmNTE    ADDnE38X2_Z_-XW^-2 sCo. 

CITY/TOWN^tJoJ^l^ STATE_Mi^ ZIP CODE     JoCpOf 

|/W« wUh to comment or Inquire about the following aapecta of thle prolect: 

< 
I 
to 

I—| pi«t«* add my/our namala) to th> Malllnp Ll»t.» 

I—| puaie dalat* my/our namalt) from tha Milling List. 

•Paraont who have raealvad a copy o» Ihla broehur* throuoh th* mall ara already 
on the project Mailing Lift. 

Maryland Department onhnsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S«cr«1«ry 

Hal Kassoff 

April   11.   1990 

Re: contract Mo. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
PDHS NO. 082039 

Ms. Anne Marie McConigal 
107 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. McConigal: 

District Engineer Edward H. Meehan asked no to thank you for 
your recent letter regarding the potential impacts of future 
improvements to Hattavoman-Beantown Road. Mr. Meehan also asked 
me to respond to you directly. 

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

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

MD 205 skirts the Pinefield community on its western edge. 
An alternate around Pinefield as suggested by Mr. Burch, would 
pass close to the eastern edge of the community to avoid the 
state parkland, require additional stream crossings, including 
Mattaworaan Creek, likely impact greater amounts of witland, 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 t*l«phon« number it (301)- 
333-1105 

T*<«lyp«wrll*r tor Impalrad Haarlng or Spaaeh 
383-T9SS Balllmora Matro - 585-0451 O.C. Matre - 1-800-4t J-508J Statawlda Toll Frae 

CD 
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Ms. Anno Marie McGonigal 
Page Two 

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

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
Vic 
Prol 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc: Mr. Edward H.Meehan 

o 
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1. The Selected build alternate is a four-lane divided roadway with 12' outside shoulders.  The 12' outside shoulder 
will provide a merge area for motorists leaving Indian Lane and a turn lane for people entering Indian Lane.  It 
is anticipated that the selected build alternate will provide safe access to Indian Lane. 

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

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

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

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

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION;'-! 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

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

Irlattawcman/Beantown Road 
Existing UD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 9 7:30 p.m. 

4 J    J.    ••••   ' O'J 

NAME J^'t'J       * • BOUJ}.** 

pmMTE   *nnp':a»   £r-<?£**    /h*A,i    2>x,*>0- 

CITY/TOWM   /Poc*.      /o.tJ-r      9TATP      /VJ 

narc    ^Aa/9a 

.ZIP CODE. 

I/W* wish to oommont or Inquire about the following aspacta of this project: 

 IV/J/Le        /teJkAJOioOyO><i"*J<l-    *//?«>    -//"rtrun AATT* -7-,£>*J 

/V1J+-V-I toctfH S <=•     ^ /=• /^o <<. /) ^-.^ 

 ^ ^——         

Q Maryiand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
SacrMacy 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmmiKraiar 

April 11, 1990 

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

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

Dear Ms. Bowling: 

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

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

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

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
Victor FMJanata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

y Plaaaa add my/our named) to the Mailing Lilt.* 

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

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My Mlaphon* number •• (301 )_ 333-1105 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Heerlng or Speech 
38J-7SSS Baltimore Metro - 585-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-eoo-4»J-50ej Stetowlde Toll Free 

ir.i North Celvnrt St.. Beltlmore. Mervlend 21205-0717 •Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

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. 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIONS Jy    •,      . 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS <tf »2 *'/ '(jQ 

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 O 7:30 p.m. "• 

^•ijp 

NAME 

pmMT8E    AD°««S 
Bo .6^ i. 

.DATE 3'£'4i> 

ADDHE38 f—  I-" '-     I  j  I 

 lAJiCftO^ STATEiii Z-P  000**>M*°l 
I/We with to comment or Inquire about the following aap»ct» of thla proleot:     , 

Utt/L--    Sr. 
& AuJL^du/i^ ^djffu* 

< 
i 

d^lLL. 

Jtt AIA,, oij./f«  A^"/ Xy^- 

ffULiA 

>.<u^ic? /L^y 

IA^I 

CD Pleatt add my/our nameU) to the Mailing Ll»t.« 

I—| puat* delete my/our namelel from the Mailing Llet. 

• Perton* who have received a copy of Ihl. brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

MaryfandDepartment oflransportaVon 
State Highway Administration 

^fchard H. Trainor 

^BrKassoff 
A4fnininr«tof 

June 28, 1990 

Be:  Contract No.566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
POMS   Ho.   082039 

Mr.   William F.  Cooke 
P.O.Box   i 
Waldorf, Maryland  20604-0001 

Dear Mr. cooXe: 

TtianX you for your letter regarding the MD 205 project 
planning study.  Your opposition to widening Mattawoman-Beantown 
Road and support for a new road to the east has been noted and 
will he considered in thd declalon-maKlng process. 

MD 205 sxirts the Plnefield community on its western edge. 
Your suggestion for an alternate to the east would then pass 
close to the eastern edge of Plnefield in order to avoid the 
state parKland.  Our initial study has shown that this alternate 
would require additional stream crossings (including Mattawoman 
CreeX), HKely 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.as the 8hoi;ter route.  For these reasons, we are 
proposing alternatives that make use of the existing highway 
corridor. 

The 
Road (fou 
accommoda 
turns int 
the road, 
breakdown 
as a boul 
future pu 
limit wou 
at-grade 
not be co 

improvements we have proposed for Mat 
r through lanes with outside shoulder 
te the increasing commuter traffic as 
o and out of the resldentially zoned 

The shoulder vfould serve as-a combl 
lane. The ultimate highway improvem 

evard with a number of traffic signal 
bile street intersections. The exist 
id remain. This road has, and will c 
intersections aiid entrances. This ty 
nfused with a "super highway". 

tawoman-Beantown 
s) would 
well as right 
land adjacent to 
nation turning and 
ent is envisioned 
s at existing and 
ing 40 mph speed 
ontinue to have, 
pe design' should 

My telephone number is (3011—333-1105 

Teletypewriter tw Imptlred Hearing or Speech 
303-7555 Baltimore Metro - Vs's-OlsVo.C. Metro - t-a00-«»2-50e2 StBewlde Toll Free 383   7551 "It.mwe ^^ Calv#r,   S|      Bll„mof,,  Marjland  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, right-of-way 

impacts, and cost. 

V 



Mr.  William P. Coolie 
Page Two 

v f 

Than* you again for identifying your position on tnie study. 
Ve appreciate your participation m the project planning 
process. 

very truly yours, 

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

by: 
Victor P. Jan'aj/a 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHB:vpj:as 
cc:    Mr.  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) 

Mattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME .A UMCS   t-   Ji-ebeg-'T  DATE 5b feb c/0- 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. \ZO      "CMDlA^   tT 

^..-rw^wu   UMUOEF aTATE_^Lg ZIP  CODE ^^ 

l/W» wl«h to comment or Inquire about the following lapecta of this proloct: 

7/fc i/nxeJyiAUse srwsr 6t b<j>/+ Jx/oiL tie uf/£&v,A/c <?/* 
2aZ -fii •/&( Jo/foujir/f/UASorfs: 

/^r Jo^" /»A/^/30//5''    S'x hives ro ^of* ^f ffofa'K/uceaKirit-,o<*J'M/t,/ **.ZT. 

ON £aS', 

uLTo/rs-r /%>/»/ fAt <U//i*^^r U^i 

n„// /A&iZj. fame tfeu/M ZeST.   Td f*r€* ACWF? rM/^r. 70 h>fc/^— 

M 
•HM dcc<6 if 3<<t MJQ C4^S b Mtftflfd  

• ate add my/our namela) to the Malllngn.l»t.»   

I—| pleat* delete my/our named) from the Mailing Utt. 

•Pertont who have received a copy of thlt brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Utt. 

Maryland'DepartmentofTransportatton 
State Highway Administration 

Ird H. Trainor 

Hal KattoH 

April  11,   1990 

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

Dear Mr. Hebert: 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study.  Your support for building the 
interchange at US 301 and MD 205 first, and the reasons why, ha» 
been noted and will be considered in the 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 before the improved 
intersection (with four lanes) reaches capacity.  A six-lane 
divided highway improvement represents an ultimate solution that 
is needed by the year 2016.  Interim improvements with fewer 
lanes nay be feasible. 

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

Very truly yours, 

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

by: iS... 
Victor F.Janata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc:     Mr.   Edward H.  Meehan 

My tetophont number it 1301). 
333-1105 

Teletypawrlter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-T5S5 Btltlmcre Metro - 565-0411 o.C. Metro - 1-»00-4»J-506J Strtealde Toll 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.  Due to funding 

constraints, staging of the improvements will occur. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION       " ".    • 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS [^ j-l     1 I? til  9J 

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

Mattawcnan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME ilo^^Sv^L Ktofe-^ _DATE i Alo^^o 

PLEASE    ADDRES3    ([{      1f\h'«n   (AM^ 

CITY/TOWN WlJdad^. STATE. 

PRINT 

ML. .ZIP CODE. Zd>o 
|/W« with to comment or Inquire about the tollowlng aapecta of thle projeot 

Individually and in conjunction with the support of my neighborhood. 
Mattavoman-Eatatet. we wish to register our opinions concerning this Route JOS project. 
He adamantly fiEEOSB any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable, 
in addition to more cars, more trucks of all alses. as well as buses resulting from a 
planned eomniuter park * ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; conseguently the noise pollution will ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor la at a very high risk level as well. Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit is. for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a xaix  gubgtantlal 
safety hasard. 

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

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

I—i pusse delete my/our named) from the Mailing List. 

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

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Ctcmwv 

Hal Kassoff 

May 22, 1990      • 

Re:  Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 20S) 
Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
PDMS No. 082039 

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

Dear Mr.   & Mrs. Klotz: 

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

As described at the February 26th public hearing, coaauter 
traffic will continue to grow on MD 205, even with the No-Build 
Alternate. Noise mitigation sites remain under consideration in 
the Mattawonan-Estates area. The Federal Highway Administration 
noise abatement criteria is estimated 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 ione for any pedestrians or vehicles 
crossing or turning left on the highway.  Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would 
be more likely to occur with more lanes. 

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

My telephone number is (301 )_ 
333-1105 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Beltlmere Metro - 5«5-045l O.C. Metro - 1-800-49S-50B2 Statewide Tdl Free 

See response p. V-19. 

vr* 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION     ,  ,, MMCQ    ' 
QUESTIONS ANn/OR COMMEllrsH     I  M • H  5U 

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

Mattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MJ 5 to US 301 

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

PLEASE    ADDRE88,    /7y      TNOr*"      Ca^r. 

/nd .ZIP CODE_£M£Z_ CITYfT""'"     bJALbCieP STATE. 
I/Wb wish to comment or Inqulr. about th. tollowlnB ..poet, of thl. proloot:  

Individually aad la conjunction with tha support of my nelghborhobd, 
Mattaworaan-Ettatas, ve vlah to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. ( 
He adanantly 0PP0S8 any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area. She State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would crt»-.e( 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sisea, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned eowiuter park 6 ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; consequently the noise pollution jtili ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor la at a very high risk level as well. Asking citiiens to 
enter onto 3-6_lMil_of_what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what tie 
posted speed limit is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a MX* »l»t«ntU: 

safety haxard. 

We do recognise the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to_the_north and east of 
Rtj.205 which would have a tremendously reduced impact on residential homes and        i 
n^lghbhorhoods. I 

) 

crossings (including Hattawoman Creek), likely impact greater 
amounts of wetland, and still lie adjacent to.a number of 
residential areas.  This "bypass" would be almost twice as long 
(and expensive) to construct; with the likelihood that vidtorists 
would continue to take Mattaworaan-Beantown Road as the shorter 
route.  For these reasons, we are proposing alternatives that 
make use of the existing highway corridor. 

Acknowledging your support for the no-build, if a build 
solution is selected, which option would you prefer:  turning 
movements requiring U-turns on HD 205, or the construction of a 
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagel Road? 
Please call me toll free! in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 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, so you 
will be kept informed of, any future decisions made on this 
project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

Victor Janata^/ 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

by: 

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

PI.... add mwour namels) to the Mailing List.* 

I Please delete my/our namels) (forn the Mailing List. 

.Person, who have ..c.lv.d a copy o. thl. brochure through th. mat. are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

See  response p.   V-19. 

^ 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

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

Mattaronan/Beantcwn Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

?iiOSc.:\ 
DEVELOP 

ill lb    li 11 

MAME       ''W^Vflnttj    Ffrjyc^^ DATE      $1/* fi 

PRINT"    APDRE88     Jfif    Wfi-J^^^V^ ni  . r     — —•  

,tT tJbAlJntrf nKML_mll ZIP  CODE   20t> * ' 

l/Wk-wlth to eommdnt or Ingulf about the following aapecU of thl» project: 

Individually and In conjunction with the support of my neighborhood. Hattawoman- 

Eatatea, ve wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project.    We  

.daaantlv OPPOSE any "Build Alternatives" of Rt.  205 as a bypass through what Is  

predoalMtelV * V~\AMt\* i,>n     -TWStit,'. nrnno^l   for « 6-Une•tTp.pt would    , 

create a dangerous Beltway environment In a residential arfjff- which la  rnfnTIv 

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

resulting from a planned comuter park & ride at the corner of Rts.  205 and 5 vi\\_ 

h.  travelln.  th<- »-    con-^uentlv  the noise pollution will  ultimately  increase 

r- •• ». i^     - ••'"» factor *' at ' very hl,th ,1"t level " weU- 
Asking cltlaena to enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed  

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

nromotea a very Bubst«Tlt-<«1   safety hatard. _ . — 

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

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

n«i«hhorhoods.       _ —  

[—I put,* add my/our namsd) to the Mailing U»l.« 

I—I pisass dalsts my/our namsls) from tha Mailing List. 

"Hr.  fc Mrs. KiKm Klota 
111 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Kloti: 

Mr. 4 Mrs. Su Yen Yang 
102 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. 6 Mrs. Yang: 

Mr. & Mrs. Ernie Heinpel 
112 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Heimpoli 

Mr. 6 Mrs. Tonas Pagan 
106 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Pagan: 

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

Dear Mr. 6 Mrs. Satterfield: 

Mr. Dan Cosgrove 
121 Indian Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Cosgrove: 

Mr. 6 Mrs. Steve Moyer 
105 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Moyer: 

Mr. & Mrs. Gregg Iteechula 
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: 

•Persons who have r.eelved a copy of this brochur. through the mall are already 
on thy profect Malting List. 

See  response  p.  V-19. 

^^ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ,     .    , mf inn 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS     IliR I'1     ' l3 '"   :)U 

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

Uattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MO 5 to US 301 

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

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME   cUme< ^Y>l4UtA   VA»«wafc^  .DATE. ? mAR.te 

ADDRESS. 

r.TviT^WMV/A^Do^^       «TATP     ^0 TIP rnnca0 6Ol 

I/We with to comment or Inquire about the following aspsota of this project: 

Hr. S Mrs. David Sauarbry 
114 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Sauerbryt 

Mr. & Mrs. James Varmecky 
lie Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. £ Mrs. Vanaeckyt 

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

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Ferguson: 

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

Dear Hr. t  Mrs. Newman: 

Individually and In eonjunetlon with the support of my neighborhood, 
Mattsvoman-Eststes. we wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. 
He edamantly &EEQSE »ny "Build Mternetives" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through wh»L is 
predominetely a residential area.  The State's proposal for a 6-lBne bypass would creaie 
a dangerous Beltway enviromnent in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more csrs, more trucks of all slses, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned contsuter perk t ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; conseguently the noise pollution sill ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well. Xsking citiiens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what tie 
posted speed limit is. for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a yjtrx avbatantisl 

safety hasard. 

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

neighbhorhoods. 

Qt^tCtt^. 

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

I—I Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

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

1.  See response p. V-19. 

C7^ 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIC 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT 

PROJECT 
DEVELOP::."^- 

piV!"'."';-" 

P I'l   I 10 FH '90" 

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

Mattawcnan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME 

riTV/TnwN#/4*-Pgg/^-   STATg yV\ t9 Zlp conpZ^^O / 

l/Wa wish lo comment or Inqulro about the following ••pacts of this project: 

Individually sad la conjunction with tbs support of my neighborhood, 
Msttswomsa-Bststss, ws wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. 
He adamantly OPPOSK any "Build Xlternatives" of St. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would crtite 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sises, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned commuter park I  ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass) consequently the noise pollution will ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well. Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit Is. for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very substantial 
safety haiard. 

He do recognise the need for • bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east ct 
It. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes and 
nelghbhorhoods.   

|-~l Please add my/our namels) to the Mailing List.* 

TUV^   J - ^^Jth^T-^ 

I—I Please delete my/our nsmels) from the Mailing List. 

• Psrsons who havs received • copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

1.     See  response  p.   V-19 

W -o 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION "' .• 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   $$ i'|     |  J I il   bU 

Contract Ho. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattawcnan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME     grhfrg+T   ^    MhktiO   Uo/^lcV)^ DATE 3/lc/fft  

PLEASE    ADPRE38.m    •Tnii'l'-W    ^^^ 
PHINT 

CITY/TOWN jyi/^2i£____8TATE_e^ ZIP CODE^V^ i 

l/|C£>l»h to eomm.nt or Inquire about the (ollowlng a.p.cla o( thl. prelect: 

IndlvlauaUr and In conjunction with th» tupport of my neighborhood, „,„,.« 
M!«.«om»n-B.tBt.i. »• vlih to roglst.r our opinloni conc.rnln, thl. Rout.  205 preset. 
M Sntly Si «y "Build Xll.rn.tiv..- of Rt.   JOS » a bypas.  through what Is 
H. aoanantiy UEELffiA      j Stat.'s proposal  for a 6-lBn. bypass would cr.»t. 
rsss - ^""it^nrin rr.sid.ntia? .^.. which ^^^^-^^ 
r. .^Itlon to »or* car., nor. truck, of all .lies, as wall as bu..s r.sultlng from a 
p^ £LS.rSrt";id. »t th. corn.r of Rts. 205 and 5 will b. trav.lln, this 
£„».., eon..,u.n?ly th. nois. pollution wUl ultimately increase ^unacceptable 
i«.l.  Th. .afety factor 1. at a very high risk level as well. Asking citliens to 
i„t« ;«tr3-  .«. of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no natter what th. 
posted "£.d U»lt 1.. for l.ft or right turn, and U-turn, promot.. • xux aufeamtill 

.af.ty hasard. 

H. do recognl.. th. n..a for a bypass and do .upport a bypas. to the north and east of 
Rt. 205 S Could have . tr.»Sously r.duc.d Impact on re.ld.ntl.l hom.s and 

n.lghbhorhoodi. 

PI,... add my/our nam.l.) to th. M.lllnB Ll»t.« 

CJ PI.... d.l.t. myfour nam.t.) trom th. M.lllng Lilt. 

•P.r.on. who h.v. r.c.lv.d a copy ol thl. brochur. through th. mall ar. already 
on th. prol.ct M.lllng List. 

1.  See response p. V-19. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION      ,     ,       • . ,c;i 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTSua I'l     I  1^"   -" 

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

Mattawonan/Beantcwn Road 
Existing «D 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 9 7:30 p.m. 

NAME 'k?tn/.tU*/ DATE    <3-?'?£> 

PLEASE    APPRES8.    (#4    •£*<>/#,<' frfntf-  

flTYfTr-""       W/toff-     STATE tU2 ZIP COOE-S^ 
,/W. wish to commant or Inqulr. about th> followlno a.p.ct. ol IHU proi.ct: 

InBlvldually and la conjunction vlth tha support of my neighborhood, \ 
Mattawoman-E*tat*s< va wl«h to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 proJ»ct. 
He adamantly OPPOSE any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is\ 
predominately a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sises, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned ceimrater park t,  ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; consequently the noiae pollution still ultimately increase, to unacceptable 
levels. The aafety factor ia at a very high risk level as wall. Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very avbatantltl 
safety hasard. 

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

g PI**** »«»" my/our n^ne(s> to the Mailing List.* 

I—i puase delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

ep.rsons who have received a copy ot this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

1.     See  response  l>.  V-19. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION        nol'^'^ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENT^ Vo    w 

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 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME 

^fN
A
T

SE    ADDRE33      l0*   tC"*"*   ^^  

 ^v   UUdcr-f STATE ^ 2.P C0DE^0fe01 

l/W« wl»h to comment or Inquire about the following a»pecte of this prelect: 

Individually and In conjunction with the support of my neighborhood, 
Mattavoman-Eitatei, »• wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. 
He adamantly QEEQSS any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area. The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sixes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned comuter park £ ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; consequently the noise pollution will ultimately increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well. Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very aubstantli.1 

safety hasard. 

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

I—| please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

I—| please delete my/our namelt) from the Mailing List. 

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

1.  See response p. V-19 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIpN   liofW'ffl 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS:'     » 

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

Uattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

«$•*    ADPRE83      &/       -*"«*'*•' £J  

,/W. wl.h to oomm.nt or Inqulro about th. tollowlnq a.p.oU of thla proleot; 

Xadlvldually ..a in ^.^f^ -J^.^Kii't.^SffSS; Hout. ,0s preset. 

prado-lnafly a r.sld.ntlal «... Ih. St.t. . f"^"1 ^^^ totliny u„.ce.ptabl.. 
\ d.n,.rou. B.lt«.y .nvlron-nt In • '"^fl;^*?^ ^n „ b»»i rLultln/from . 
I. .ddltlo- to .or. «•*•• •!"\tS«k: •^^'iUt'aS; Hd 5"in b. tr.v.Hn, this 
pL»n.a eom.ut.r park t rid. .t th. eorn.r of »"•£"      iocreas. to unacceptable 
bypa..> con..qu.ntly th. noi.. pollution siil ""i?*"Iy

i>"£".    A.Wn, elti«ns-to 
1^.1..    Th. »^/^. ^^^y^n 1:\ M^-:^^.,..  -2 -«., what th. 
S^^II^T:-! tT\.Totrl^ turn, and U-turn, pro-.ot.. a m v****^ 

saf.ty haiard, 

nilqhbhorhooda. 

ISI PI..*, add my/our nam.U) to lh» M»'""9 LHt.«  

3 Pl.at. d.l.t. my/our nam.U) Irom Ih. Mailing U»t.  

•P.,.on, who h»v. r.clv.d a copy ol thl. brochur. through th. mall »f. alr.ady 
on th. proj.ct Mailing Lilt. 

1.  See response p. V-19 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

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

Mattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MO 5 to US 301 

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

PROJECT 
DEVELOP!?-". 

NAME     Richard 8  Unda Satterfleld 

122  Indian Court 
PmNT6    ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWN. 
Kaldorf .STATE. 

MD 

_DATE. 
March 9,   1990 

_ZIP CODE. 
20601 

|/W* wlih to comm.nt or Inquire about th> following >»p»ot» ot thl»pfO|eot: 

<3 
I 

pr.do»ln.t.ly . r.sld.ntlal ar.a. th. St.t. J W^^\, tet8n7un»cc.pt»bl.. 
. d.n,.rou. B.ltv.y .nv """"^^J/^^n'tti."" «11 .. bu,., r.aultln, fron, . 
In addition to »or. ears,  mora trucks ot  ail »i       . traveling this 
plannad con-ut.r *»*'/£ ."^^'Lll u    Lnat.lylocr.t,. t, unacceptlbl. 
bypasii   comaquently tha noiaa pollution SiAi ,„,.,,. vell.     Xsklng cltliens  to 
£.U.    Tb. J-JS.'-'S.f^iSSriSl U » " U.:: SP-V   -O -ttar what ,». 
•p^'t^^ad uitt'l,    for*!." or rl,^ turn, and U-turna pronotaa  a ^ autaSJlnUA. 
safety basard. 

naIgbbborbooda• 

Plaaaa add my/our namaltl to tha Mailing Ll»t.« 

I—| pi(aa« dalata my/our nam»t«l from tha Mailing Lilt. 

.P.r.on. who hava r.eeWad a copy ol thli bfochuia through tha mall are alraady 
on tha project Mailing List. 

See  response p.  V-19, 

^ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTtS?- »» 

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

Mattawcmn/Beantcwn Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, Febniat7 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

Uift'tf 

NAME   77>Knc75 </?o5q  Rigqn 

IXXf* ADDRESS /^ Xndirin L-qie- 
^TV,T»WM /JJaldcrt STATE  A4.D 

.DATE A/iflvchq^w. 

PRINT 

.ZIP CODE. 3DbQl 
|/W« wUh to oomm»nl or Inqulro about tha following aapaota of thla prolaot: 

Individually and In conjunction vlth th» support of mr nalghborhood. 
Mattawoman-Eatataa, wa wish to register our opinions concerning this Routa 205 project. 
Ha adanantly fiEEfiSS any "Build Xltnrnatlvas" of Rt.   J05 as a bypass through what Is 
pradonlnataly a residential area.    The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would crttte 
a dangerous Beltway environment In a residential area, which Is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars,  more trucks of all slses,  as well as buses  resulting from a 
planned comsuter park t ride at the corner of Rts.  205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass)  consequantly the noise pollution win ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels.    The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well.    Asking cltliens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass,  no matter what the 
posted speed limit is,  for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a MI* aubstftntigl 
safety hasard. 

He do racognlsa the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east ci 
lit.  205 which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes and 
nelghbhorhooda.   

Cfi Please add my/ouf namels) to the Malllnfl List.* 

I—| pieass delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List. 

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

1.     See  response p.   V-19. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION' 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTSi     I U I'"  30 

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

Uattaworan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME   C«mgfcUNPM\6:W&V- DATE   'VlO-'fo 

%)****    ADDRESS \\t.  IMPfAN LNKg  

riTV/Tfiwu NAj^^Qg.P    STATE-^g ZIP CODE "Z-^^Q V 

l/W* with to comm«nt ^gBSajt^about the lollowlng ••pact* of this project: 

Individually and In conjunction with th» support of my neighborhood, 
Mattawoman-Eatates^ va wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 205 project. 
He adamantly OPPOSE any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 

V  prertnmlnately a residential area.  The State's piopoaal for a 6-lane Bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned conmuter park t ride at the corner of Sts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypasst conseguently the noise pollution jtiii ultimately increase to unacceptable 

<     levels. The safety factor la at a very high risk level as well. Asking citizens to 
'     enter onto 3-0 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
U,     posted speed limit ia, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very substantla} 

safety hazard. 

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

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

I—l Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

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

See response p. V-19. 



PROJECT 
DEVELOP' .•-!• 

'     D!,.•••-'• 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINiaXRATION fa ,«, 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS1''•  ^ 

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

Mattawoman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
tfonday, February 26, 1990 A 7:30 p.m. 

PLEASE    ApPRE8S      JO2 I^J'^^   ^A^c' — 

nTYr-r»u,u     WAI-TJORF      STATE M & ZIP CODE 2-<> (-el 

HW. with lo oommtnl or Inqulrt tbout tht following ttptott ol Ihlt proltct: 

-> 
c^ 

Individually and In conjunction with tho aupport of my neighborhood, 
MattawoiMn-Estatoi, wo wlah to register our opinion* concerning this Rout* JOS project. 
He adanantly BEEfiSJ any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 105 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area.' The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would create 
a dangerous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned commuter park C ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypass; consequently the noise pollution jtUl ultimately increase to unacceptable 
levels. The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well. Asking citizens to 
enter onto 3-8 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed Halt is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very substantial 
safety hasard. 

He do recognise the need for a bypass and do support a bypass to the north and east of 
Rt. 105 which would have a tremendously reduced impact on residential homes and 
ne ighbhorhoods• 

• Please add my/our namels) to the Mailing Llsl.« 

I—| please delete my/our namels) (rom the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have recelv.d • copy ol this brochur. through the mall are already 
on the protect Mailing List. 

1.  See response page V-19. 

v; 



Individually »a!Wn conlunctlon with th« support of my neighborhood, 
^&=-l.£t... « .l.h to r.gl,t.r our opinion, conc.rnin, thl. "-t. 205 proj.ct. 
H. .damantly QEEflSB «ny "Build Alt.rn»tive»- o£ Rt. 205 as a bypass through what Is 
p^"t.?yTr^"»tl.l ar...  Th. Stafs proposal for a 6-lan. bypass wou d cr.at. 
Tdangarous Beltway .nvlronmant In a residential area, wh ch 1, totally unacceptable. 
in  adiltlon to Borl ears. nor. truck, of all .U.S. a. w.ll as bu... "suiting from a 
p!.nn.d con»ut.r park t rid. at th. corner of Sts. 205 and 5 will b. tr.v.lin, this 
bypass, cons.gu.ntly th. nols. pollution sUi ultimately increase to unacceptable 
1.1.1:    Th. safety factor 1. at a very high risk level as w.ll.  Xsklng cltiiens to 
.nt.r onto 3-S Ian., of what undoubt.dly will b. a high-sp..d bypas,. no matter what th. 
po.ted »p..d limit 1., for l.ft or right turn, and U-turn, promotes . MXX flHhMMltlal 

safety ha.ard. 

W. do r.cognU. th. need for a bypass and do support a "WV^S".-^*."*,"" "V 
Rt. 205 which would have a tremendously reduced Impact on residential homes, and x., 

n.lghbhorhood..    ^ tJ^/UV La W-< rt••   ^ *" ^^~^ 

w 

•i&Z'i 

UsAULtrt, M-^ 1*00/ 

bypass to the nortn ana east UL 
on residential homes, and    . i' 

CITY/TOWN U/ nLjdhP _9TATE. AAT> .ZIP CODE 3u»6<? ( 

l,We wl.h to ccmwnt or Ingulf about the (ollowlng aapecf ot »hl» project: 

•p      .,,<•,[, ^...l.'U        AQ^-C       U/i^ ±4^  

fl^ul <?f/>f^   /A/AT/. 

ANy 
f-tf     ».//.,'C-/ 

M.a.,C/ f^AC^ tM g^W       ^    3-^   ^^ 

n-L i-cx/y 

/,.,-/ L     irib!i(x\<t.t>    /'/•—5^L 
^LH..(-S(       L,.y    tUt    T61-* 

ft   AAV/ l-h It % t  . 
.11-   h^    I1'1     ,;:'La^ 

A nj K iC 

f-L w f . 

y/^/^^ L_S. 

prK—P.".* *- r-'   -     .   I    J)   
> I   *iu        i~ t  -f -^   • ; j •  

ri.^   JKA*   ii^W     M?<:^^/-A^ fri^-.s   M^r, 

i^/   AM  Aitf^o+jQ AM -—' i'HM,.u'*<tu^y—I—7 (f 
• PI..M .dd mV/ouf n'.m.t.) to th. Mailing List.*  g^^^c:    iLfiA****'- 

I—| pi.... del.t. my/our named) trom th. Mailing Ll.t. 
Person, who h.v. r.c.lv.d t copy of thl. brochure through th. mall ar. already 

on the pro|.et Mailing Ll.t. 

Maryland Department olTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
I SactMary 

Hal Kassoff 
Ad(nini«tf«t«f 

in' o   tonq 

Be:  Contract No. CH566-15<-571 
Proposed HD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantovn Road 
PDMS NO. 082039 

Richard B. Honaker, M.D. 
101 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Dr. Honaker: 

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

As descrlSed at the February 26th public hearing-, commuter 
traffic will continue to grow on MD 205, even with the No-3ulld 
Alternate.  Noise mitigation sites remain under consideration in 
the Mattawoman-Estates area.  The Federal Highway Administration 
noise abatement criteria 13 estimated to be marginally exceeded 
at these locations in the design year (2015).  A decision win be 
made as to whether noise mitigation should be considered at this 
area in the design phase of this project. 

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

The improvements proposed, four through lanes with outside 
shoulders, would accommodate the increasing commuter traffic as 
well as right turns into and out of the resldentlally toned land 
adjacent to the road.  The shoulder would serve as a combination 
turning and breakdown lane.  The ultimate highway laproveaeat is 
envisioned as a boulevard with a number of traffic signals at 
existing and future public street intersections.  The existing 40 
mph speed limit would'remain.  This road has aneu-vtll contlaue to 
have at-grade '.ntersectlons 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 Plnefleld 
in order to avoid the state parkland,  our initial study r-as 
jhown that this alternate would require additional stream 
crossings (including Mattawoman Creek), likely impact greater 

My telephone number is 13011 333-1105  

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-755* Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C Metro - 1-600-492-5088 Slitewlde Toll Free 

707 Nwth Calvert  St., Baltimore, Maryland 21*03-0717 

1.  See response p. V-31, 



Richard E. Honaker, K.D. 
Page Two 

amounta "of wetland, and still lie adjacent to a nuBbe,r -of 
residential areas.  This "bypass" would be almost twioe as long 
(and expensive) to construct, with the likelihood that aotorists 
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-huild, if a build 
solution is selected, which option would you prefer:  turning 
movements requiring U-turns on MD 205, or the construction of a 
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagel Hoad? 
Please call me toll frpe 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 
Ho-Bulld Alternate has been noted and will be considered in the 
selection of alternates for this project. Your name has been 
verified as being on the project mailing list, so you will be 
kept informed of any future decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

<! 
I 

00 

Louis H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VJ:aB 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Heehan 

^ 



Intllvli5u»ll?^nd in conjunction with the support of my neighborhood, 
Hattaworaan-Estatas, v* wish to register our opinions concerning this Route 20S project. 
He adamantly OPPOSE any "Build Alternatives" of Rt. 205 as a bypass through what is 
predominately a residential area.  The State's proposal for a 6-lane bypass would creati 
a dangrrous Beltway environment in a residential area, which is totally unacceptable. 
In addition to more cars, more trucks of all sizes, as well as buses resulting from a 
planned commuter park L ride at the corner of Rts. 205 and 5 will be traveling this 
bypassi consequently the noise pollution will ultimately Increase to unacceptable 
levels.  The safety factor is at a very high risk level as well.  Xsking citizens to 
enter onto 3-6 lanes of what undoubtedly will be a high-speed bypass, no matter what the 
posted speed limit is, for left or right turns and U-turns promotes a very substantial 
safety haxard. 

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

NAME ^^^L+lYLLJi&Mk   PATE-^.9 /ftp 
pmNAT3E   ftrrn—   IpL J»vAA~ &-. //HSiuMtmnn   ^hk&J 

VIJJMJ aTATF   -JILM/LJ TIP COPE^kP/ 

w 

CITY/TOWN. 

|/W» wl«h to commant or InquVre about the following aspeete-ot thl» project: 

"— -V-f. -A       oZn^t c-+*- 1)1 I.   LJI.   .11.± 
- ^J *      1. I 11 11 — — '—      *" I . 

I T^.^^tv) 

l^.-i: ,.:.tJ rrt -h ^^ QjUf to ?ai i« ^„tM,   tn j~x rt.^yj^ 

,*fDL tT,., •u.is -^   P^^/V ^«?fMg Pfc • ^'"" y^'1       . 

J-Pi;/.* «dd my/our nam.H) to the Mailing "it.*^       w^, Mr^gJ?jA^j^ 

] Please delete my/our name!.) tfom the »»^^V(t
<1^hsja^^. , ;fa. fete^a, 

.Person, who h.v. r.e.lv.d . eopyotthl.^^ch.|it. tMougiiJfc*"*" •JJ •'f^ ^^g 

1.  See response p. V-19. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S*cr alary 

Hal KassoH 
Admlnutrator 

JUL 3   I9a9r 

A 

He.     Contract.  NO.CH566- i5'-57i 
Proposea MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS NO.082039 

Mr. and Mrs. Michael Rltchlin 
126 Indian Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Rltchlin: 

Thanx you for your recent letter supporting the Mo-Bulld 
Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study. 

As described at the February 26th public hearing, both local 
and through commuter traffic will continue to grow on MD 205, 
even with the No-Bujll Alternate.  Noise mitigation sites remain 
under consideration"in the Mattawoman Estates area.  The Federal 
Highway Administration noise abatement criteria is estimated to 
be marginally exceeded at these locations in the design year 
(2015).  A decision.will be made as to whether noise mitigation 
should be considered at this area in the detail design phase, 
detailed air quality analysis was completed for this project, 
indicated that no violations of state or national ambient air 
quality standards for carbon monoxide (CO) would occur as the 
result of the projept: even by the design year. 

Existing XD 20$ has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  ?he proposed improvement 
would significantly-reduce that rate.  This is because the median 
would act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles 
crossing or turning left on the highway.  Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would 
be more likely to occur with more lanes. 

The improvements proposed, four through lanes with outside 
shoulders, would accommodate the increasing commuter traffic as 
well as right vjrns into and out of the residentially zoned land 
adjacent to -.ne road.  The shoulder would serve as a combination 
turning and breakdown lane.  Bus stops and bicycle travel could 
also be accommodated by the outside shoulder.  Pedestrians would 
be able to wall', safely along a graded area behind -.he curb.  The 
ultimate highway improvement is envisioned as a boulevard with a 
number of traffic- signals at existing and future public street 
intersections.  The existing ao mph speed limit would remain. 
This road has. and win continue to have, at-grade intersections 
and entrances.. This type'design should not be confused with a 
"beltway". 

My telephone number is (301) 333-1105 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - S65-0451 O.C Metro - i-eoo-«»2-50B2! Stitewlde Toll free 

Tor North Calvort  St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203-07\1 
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Mr. and Mro. Michael Hltchlln , 
Page Two * 

MD 205 skirts the Mattawoman-Bstates community on Its 
western edge. Your suggestion for an alternate around your 
community would then pass close to the eastern edge of Plnefleld 
in order to avoid the state parkland. Our initial study has 
shown that this alternate would require additional stream 
crossings (including Mattawoman Creek), likely impact greater 
amounts of wetland, and still lie adjacent to a number of 
residential areas. This "hypass" would be almost twice as long 
(and expensive) to construct, with the likelihood that motorists 
would continue to take Mattawoman-Beantown Boad as the shorter 
route.  For these reasons, wo are proposing alternatives that 
make use of the existing highway corridor. The Eastern Bypass 
study has one prellminalry alternate that would pass between 
Plnefleld and the state; parkland,  other preliminary alternates 
are west of US 301 and do not address the MD 5 corridor problems. 

ve are looking at restricting the number of shopping center 
access points from MD 205 in conjunction with each of the four 
interchange options. The cemetery is not impacted by any of our 
proposals, and Trinity Memorial Gardens to the south Is only 
affected by one of the two build alternates at that location. 

Acknowledging your support for the no-bulld. If a build 
solution is selected, which option would you prefer:  turning 
aovements requiring U-tiirns on MD 205. or the construction of a 
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagel Boad? 
Please call me toll free in Maryland at 1-800-548-5026 with your 
thoughts on this element of the project. 

Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your support for the 
Ko-Bulld Alternate has been noted and will be considered in the 
selection of alternates for this project. Your name has been 
added or been verified to be on the project mailing list, so you 
will be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project. 

Very truly yours. 

by: 

LHE:VJ:a8 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

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

Victor Janata 
Project Manage* 
Project Planning Division 



•^ 
TH^i 

%• GROUP 
" <% r- • •_• ^ :* 
• • • . .  . • • i 
"Cl     ,r 

March 9.  1990 '53 

MarylandDepartment ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 

Hal Kastoff 
Adnunmrnor 

Mr. Hell J. Pederaan, Director 
Offlca of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Adalnlatratlon 
P. 0. Box 71? 
Baltl»or«, MD  21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pederaeni 

Rei Contract Ho. i  CH566-151-571 
Project Mamei  Propoaed MD5 Relocated(MD205) 

Mattawoman/Beantown Road 
Exlatlng MD 5 to US 301 

Our fir. haa developed plena to operate a "Gaa and Co" on our parcel 
located on the northeaat corner of MD 205 and MD 5. We appreciated 
the opportunity to review the project alternatlvea that were dlacuaaed 
for thla Interaectton at the February 26 public hearing. We wlah 
to go on record aa oppoalng Alternate No. 6 aa presented at the public 
hearing. We would support Alternate No. 5.  The reason for our oppoaltlona 

are aa followsi 

- Altemete No. 6 relocated would split from exlatlng MD 5 approxi- 
mately 2400' south of the exlatlng MD 5/MD 205 Intersection 
and tie Into the baalc allghment of MD 205 by the end of Segment 
I. Redirecting exlatlng traffic would negatively Impact the 

aucceaa of our retail outlet. 

- The new location alternate requlrea a new traffic signal be 
Installed at the split within 2400* of the existing signal 
at MD 205/MD 5 which would remain.  Traffic wishing to continue 
north on existing MD 5 would be further burdened with the additional 

traffic signal. 

- The alternate which we support would mlnlolae properties affected, 
rlaht-of-way required, coat and environmental Impacts compared 
to Alternate No. 6. The proposed 6-lane. divided roadway would 
more than adequately handle future traffic needa at the Intersection 

of MD 205 and MD 5. I 

We support the State Highway Administration'a efforts to construct 
MD 5 Relocated and would ask conalderatlon be given In minimizing 
right-of-way acquisition of existing property owners.  Clearly, Alternate 
No* 5 would addreaa the needs of MD 205 by Incorporating additional 
roadway/traffic capacity, and would aak that theae commenta be made 
a part of the permanent record on thla aubject. 

April 3. 1990 

Mr. Harry Mentzer 
Real Estate Representative 
The wills Group 
Box E 
La Plata, Maryland  20646 

Dear Mr. Mentzer: 

Thank you for your March 9th letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study.  Your support for an improved MD 205 and 
specific preference for Alternate 5 has been noted and will be 
considered in the selection process. 

The operation of the Segment I - Alternate 5 intersection 
between existing MD 5 and.MD 205 will fail well before the design 
year.  With the amount of existing and approved commercial 
development in close proximity to the MD 5/MD 205 intersection, 
the desirable solution of an interchange would create extensive 
displacement impacts.  That is the major reason for developing 
and presenting 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 informed of any future decisions 
made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP:as 

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

BOX E. LA rtATA. MARYLAND 20646 
Ml/934-8101 2O2/S7O-30IS 

My laltphon* numbar is (301)_ 333-1110 

Teletvpewrlter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
365-7555 Baltimore M.tro - 585-0451 O.C. Metro - t-800-«S2-50«2 Statewide Toll Free 

TOT Nnrth r»ltt*rt «•   D«i,•«.*.»  t,....)..^ <..»«•• ....... 

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. 

* 
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Mr. N«ll J.  Pederitn 
Pag* 2 
March 9,  1990 

Tour conddcratlon of tha abova la greatly appreclatad. 

Sincerely youra, 

•PUAUJ IWAU^^BA 

Harry Mentzer 
Real Eatate RepreaentaClv* 

BM/jp 

FCt Barry Brown 
Lock Villa 

• * 
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Maryland Departmant o-f Transport 
Stata Highway Administration 
Project Planning Division 
Post Offic* Box 717 
Baltinors, (10*21203 

Dsar Sir or Madamss 

On F»burary 26,    1990, we attended the public hearing on contract 
number CH 366-131-571, Proposed MD 5 Relocated, Mattawoman-Beantown 
Road. We did not make written comments at that time but now wish to 
do so. After reading the project brochure, we do not support any o* 
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. All the build options will di.turb 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-*51 million and leave a major bottleneck 
in the road. 

The rationale for not upgrading this section to 'the full six 
lanes is that the State wants to avoid right-of-way impacts at the 
shopping centers. The State is willing to displace private citizens, 
churches, and even burial plots but is reluctant to disturb 
commercial property. 

This section of MD 205 is dangerous because there are two 
shopping centers with multiple uncontrolled entrances and exits. The 
Charles County Zoning Board allowed this to ocur and has never 
corrected their poor decision. 

Item 4. Median openings are to be provided at all crossroads 
except at Indian Head Lane. This would deny the twenty-five families 
living along this road and the adjacent court the ability to make 
left turns onto MD 205. Rather, a convoluted bypass for Sub-Station 
Road is to be be built at a cost of S500-»700,000. A far better, and 
less expensive, solution is to simply provide a median opening at 
this crossroad. 

Item 3. A six-lane major highway through our residential area 

3W0 
-^.y 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S*cr«tMY 

Hal Kassoff 
A4mlntsirM«* 

Be: 

«uiy 3. 1990 

Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
?DHS Ho. 082039 

Richard and Reglna Sublckl 
4603 Harwich Drive- 

Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. DuDlcXl: 

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

Because of environmeptal and economic constraints, we are 
seeking solutions to transportation problems that maximise the 
use of existing highway cprrldors and rlghta-of-way.  MD 205 Is 
being used by an increaslhg number of commuters who are avoiding 
the US 301/MD 5/MD 228 intersection.  Despite improvements that 
are planned for this Intersection, we are still projecting that a 
considerable amounty of traffic will continue to use MD 205 as a 
shortcut. > 

Existing MD 205 lias 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 pn the highway.  Additionally, gaps in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movements) would 
be more likely to occur with more lanes-. 

The improvements propos 
shoulders, would accommodate 
well as right turns into and 
adjacent to the road.  The s 
turning and breakdown lane, 
also be accommodated by the 
be able to walk safely along 
ultimate highway isprovenent 
a number of traffic signals 
intersections.  The existing 

ed, four through lanes with outside 
the increasing commuter traffic as 
out of the residential!^ zoned land 
houlder would serve as a combination 
Bus stops and bicycle travel could 

outside shoulder.  Pedestrians would 
a graded area behind the curb.  The 

s are envisioned as a boulevard wi-.h 
at existing and future public street 
to  mph speed limit would remain. 

Under the proposed improvements there would be displacements 
of people and businesses depending on the alternates and options 
selected. The Messiah Lutheran Church would have to be displaced 
by any build alternate.  A number of steps have been taken to 
reduce residential impacts, such as alignment shifts and reducing 

My telephone number is (301) 333-inO'S  

Teletypewriter for Impllred Htarlng or Speech 
363-7555 Baltimore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-S00-4S2-S062 Statewide Toll Free 

•--   ••  •»-••—.•   e.     a.ntmnr*    Marvlend  21203-0717 
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r«i»»» conc»rn» concern* about future highway safety. Such a road 
Hill certainly become a high-speed thorough-fare -for heavy truck 
traffic which will have significant negative impact on our rural 
environment. 

Currently, MD 203 is the major route for all school bus traffic 
to Thomas stone High School, John Hanson Middle School, and J. P. 
Ryon Elementary School from the Pinefield and White Oak communities 
and the Idlewood Trailer Park. These buses travel MD 205 from 7i00 
to 9IOO AM and from 2i00 to 4(00 PM. We believe that our children 
should not have to compete with high speed dangerous truck traffic. 

Finally, please place us on the project mailing list. Our 
address is as follows! 

Richard and Reglna Dublckl 
4603 Harwich Drive 
Waldorf, MD 20601 

Sincerely; 

Retina L. Dubicki 

Richard and Reglna Dublckl 
Pag* TWO 

the median width, "one of the build alternates preuented'nt the 
February 26th public hearing. Segment II - Alternate 5/6. doea 
impact cemetery graves at the Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. 
The other alternate presented that night, Segment II - Alternate 
5/6 Modified, does not impact any graves.  Ve have not yet 
reached any decisions regarding our alternate selection. 

we believe that through the study process, we have developed 
alternates that will relieve the transportation problems along 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road. ' The alternates include the 
reconstruction of the MD 205 roadway to a curbed, four-lane 
divided highway with outside shoulders, as well as construction 
of an interchange to replace or augment the US 30WMD 205 
intersection. Only four lanes were proposed for MD 205 between 
US 301 and the railroad tracks because the solution is an. 
interchange, not a larger intersection.  That segment of roadway 
would be adequate with Interchange Options A or B. and would be 
replaced by an overpass with Interchange Options C or D.  Ve are 
looking at restricting the number of shopping center access 
points from MD 205 in conjunction with each of the four 
interchange options. 

safety was the reason no median opening at Indian Lane was 
recommended,  sub-stationifload. Indian Lane and Schlagle Road all 
intersect with MD 205 within 400 feet. Queuing left-turn 
traffic, waiting to enter schlagle Road, would conflict with a 
median opening at Indian Lane.  An alternative to U-turns that we 
are still considering is connecting Indian Lane to Schlagle Road. 

Your name has been added to tr.e project mailing list, so you 
win be kept informed of Hny future decisions made on this 
project. Thank you agalnsfor identifying your position on the 
study, ve appreciate your participation in the project planning 
process. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
victor F. 
Project Maft&ger 
Project Planning Division 

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

1. See response p. V-7 and V-31. , 
2. The access points to the shopping centers will be consolidated to one opening providing a safer condition. 

3. The roadway is designed with a 50 mph design speed (and will be posted alittle lower).  A high-speed throughfare 

is not proposed. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATJO.N 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   ' 

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

Mattawcman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME ITO/I/JA/ IStiOhEA/CK .DATE. lliaht 
PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 234  6M 6AK ~b#- 

/..Tv^TriWM    WAkDOfiF STATE.   Mh ZIP  COPEf?0^0/ 

I/We wl»h lo commsnt or Inquire about the following aspect* of this project: 

(j«7)        fljfinn  Y.<dt&@CSZZF&   -eJdli ItUMu. sr**xju ae^c.,, 

M. 

hi 11' 

A-h-r. 

.<b.    TL^  ~fr-* •J-iW 

fyj/o      W/'T   **   ^i^t   alcJlr*. 

VilllAtJ-   <U^\J-Jkk kja^X   <L*OI*HU ^ktJrt,  <ti2fc~,   **£ <> "f1 

t2l Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

I—| pitase delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing Llet. 

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

1. 

MarylandDepartmentofTrsnsportation 
State Highway Administration 

hard H. Trainer 
S«cfat*ry 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

June 27, 1990 

Re: Contract HO.CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDH3 HO. 082039 

Hs. Joann Broderlck 
239 Bar OaX Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. Broderlck: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the MD 205 project 
planning study. Your support for Alternate 5 in Segment I, 
Alternate 5/6 Modified In-Segment II, substation Options 2 or 3, 
and Interchange Option A qr B have been noted and will be 
considered in the declsloij-maklng process. 

While the MD 5/MD 205 Intersection operates at an adequate 
level, the future traffic growth will overload It. An 
interchange win be needed.  Because of the extent of impacts It 
would have on adjacent existing or approved development. 
Alternate 6 was presented.' 

Alternate 5/6 1's the one build alternate In Segment III. It 
follows the existing MD 205 corridor, with alignment shifts from 
side to side to minimize impacts to existing homes. 

Interchange Options C and D were presented as conventional 
interchange configuration solutions.  These designs would handle 
all the movements that the intersection now serves.  Interchange 
Options A and B only accommodate the major traffic movements; the 
signalized intersection would remain, but would have tQ handle 
much less traffic. 

My talaphone numbar is 1301) 333-1105  

Teletypawrltar tor Impdred Hairing or Speech 
383-7555 Btltlmora Metro - 565-0451 O.C Metro - 1-eoO-4SI-50«2 StUewlde Tell Free 

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

Segment I, Alteivate -6-was selected instead of Alternate 5.  While the recent improvements at the intersection of 
MD 205 with MD 5 provide initial relief, they will not provide adequate future traffic needs. 

2. Segment II, Alternate 5/6 Modified and Segment III, Alternate 5/6 have been selected. ___ 
3. The ho-build has been selected for Sub-Station Road.  This will avoid wetland impacts or displacements.       . p 
4. Interchange Option A was selected. J^* 
5. The selected improvements will improve the safety by providing additional capacity and protected turn pockets. 



Ms. Joann Broderlck 
Page Two 

> '' 
Your name has been added to the project Balling Hat, BO you 

will be Xept informed of any future decisions Bade on this 
project. Thanlc you again for identifying your recoBaendatlons. 
we appreciate your participation in the project planning process. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Bngineerlni 

by: 
Victor P. JinKta 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:a8 
cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
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,„«    STATE HIGHWAY ADHINI8TRATI0M 
*jJ     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 6 7:30 p.m. 

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

He 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 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 
houtf 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 rebuildi"  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 tp affect the 
shopping center?  What about the people who live on the road - 
why is the "consideration" not of the people but of the shopping 
center? 

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

Maryland Department oflranspottation 
State Highway Administration 

RichaR 

Hal Kassoff 
Admimtlrator 

June 27. 1990 

Re:  Contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Belocated (MD 205) 
Mattawooan-Beantovn Road 
PDMS No. 082039 

Mr. R. A. Simmons 
109 Indian Lane 
Valdorf, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Simmons: 

20601 

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

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

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

The improvements proposed', four through lanes with outside 
shoulders, would accommodate the increasing commuter traffic, as 
well as right turns into and out of the resldentlally zoned land 
adjacent to the road.  The shoulder would serve as a combination 
turning and breakdown lane.  The ultimate highway improvetfcnt-s 
are envisioned as a boulevard with a number of traffic signals at 
existing and future public street intersections.  The existing 40 
aph 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". 

My talaphon* numtxr ii 1301)   333-1105 



< 
I 
Ln 
00 

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, 
would hope to hear from you at your earliest convenience. 

We 

Sincerely, 

(Ld-UoM & & fru.4Tru, 
Mr. ( Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 

Mr. R.A. Simmons 
Page Two 

HD 209 skirts 
western edge.  You 
community would tti 
in order to avoid 
shown that this al 
crossings (includl 
amounts of wetland 
residential areas, 
(and expensive) to 
would continue to 
route.  For these 
make use or the ex 

the Mattawoman-Estates community on Its 
r suggestion for an alternate around your 
en pass close to the eastern edge or Plnefleld 
the state parkland. Our initial study has 
ternate would require additional stream 
ng Mattawoman Creek), likely impact greater 
, and still lie adjacent to a number of 
This "bypass" would he almost twice aa long 
construct, with the likelihood that motorists 
take Mattawoman-Beantown Boad as the shorter 
reasons, we are proposing alternatives that 
istlng highway corridor. 

Recognizing your support for the no-hulld, if a build 
solution is selected, which option would you prefer:  turning 
movements requiring U-turns on MD 205. or the construction of a 
connection between the Indian Lane cul-de-sac and Schlagel Boad? 
Please call me toll rree in Maryland at 1-600-548-5026 with your 
thoughts on this element or 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, so you 
win be kept informed of any ruture decisions made on this 
project. 

very truly yours, 

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

by: 
vie 
Project MMiager 
Project Planning Division 

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

See  response p.  V-7 
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MarylandDepartmentofThnsportation 
V* Staataiy't Otfics 

J^ty Gcv»mof'  '.     _ 
J} Rteh'ird H. Trilnof 

S«cr«ttry 

'*"-* C'j   Stephen Q.-Z^nb 

March 26,1990 

Mr. and Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 
109 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Simmons: 

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

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

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

The existing US 301/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 actjas a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles crossing or 
turning left on the highway, and gaps in the highway traffic would be more likely to occur 
with more lanes. 

RECEIVED 
MAR   8  690 

AUX.;. i/^t 
D EV-£i&k.indian Lane  f 

P'Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
SECRETARY OF     March 7, 1990 

TRANSPORTATIOPfoa |3 o vi ,'.. :S0 
Honorable Richard H. Trainor 
Secretary 
Deparment of Transportation 
Post Office Box 8755 
BWI Airport 
Baltimore, Maryland  21240 

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, wa 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 th4 people living in the area.  It leaves 
us to wonder what this task force was loolcing at when they drew 
up the plans for this ro$d system. 

The need for better and safer roads in the Charles County area is 
needed, no doubt about tl>at.  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»T. 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 traffie"'because you do not want to affect the 
shopping center? What about the people who live on the road - 
why is the "consideration" not of the people but of the shopping 
center? 

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

My tctvphona number b (301)- . 859-7397 
TTY Fw IM OMI: (301) M4<91» 

Pr^ 0««€* ftoi ATS5 B«t!t«TWK<»/W«hinalon 1ni«fnationit Aitcxyt. MirvUnd 21240-0755 

^i5 



Mr. and Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 
Page Two 

Honorable Richard H.  Trainer 

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 Preliminaiy 
Engineering for the State Highway Administration. Mr. Pedersen's telephone number is 
(301) 333-1110. 

Sincerely, 

shard H. Trainer 
Secretary 

RHT:as 

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

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 vehicj.es 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 fitrther 
studies are performed and other options presented we feel that at 
this time a "No-build" situation exists. 

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

We 

Sincerely, 

Mr. & Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 

n 

See  response p.   V-7 



bcc    Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. John D. Bruck 
Mr. John M. Contestabile 

Honorable Richard H. Trainor 

Identical letter sent to: 

Commissioner Murray D. Levy 
Commissioner Nancy J. Stefton 
Commissioner Thomas Mac Middleton 
Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski 
Honorable Janes C. Simpson 
Honorable John R. Wood, Jr. 
Honorable Michael J. Sprague 
Honorable Paul S. Sarbapes 
Honorable Roy Dyson 
Honorable Samuel C. 
Honorable Thomas V. 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Mr. Michael Rothenheber 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Victor Janata 

Linton 
"Mike" Miller, Jr. 

< 
I 
ON 

• 



< 
I 

/IBJ d 
109 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 
March 20, 1990 

HO6 

20601 

r/ 

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 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 
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 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
Tti* Sacretaiy't Offle* .   . 

WMbm Domid SchMfor 
Gomnur 

Rkhanl a Tratnor 
5«crtUtfy 

X   • 
SUplh.ii O. Ztntr 
0«puty S«cr«ury 

April 17, 1990 

Mr. and Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 
109 Indian Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20o01 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Simmons: 

Governor William Donald Schaefer asked me to thank you for your recent letter 
regarding the ongoing planning study for improvements to MD 205 (Mattawoman- 
Beantown Road) in Waldort The Governor also asked me to respond to you directly. 

It appears your letter to the Governor and my response to your earlier letter 
crossed in the mail  I hope my March 2j5th letter to you adequately addressed your 
concerns.  If you have any questions pletse don't hesitate to contact Mr. Neil Pedersen, 
Director of Planning and Preliminary Enjgineering. Mr. Pedersen may be reached at 333- 

Thank you for sharing your concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Rhhard H. Trainor 
Secretary 

RHT/t 

The Honorable William Donald Schaefer' 
Mr. Hal Kassoff 

My (•tophon* numb«r li (301)- . «SQ.T<Q7 
TTY F« m. Otal: (3011 694-8919 

Post Otflct Box 1795. BaltimorefWultingtwi Inlfrnilunml Akport. Maryland 212400753 



Honorable William 0. 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 
I suicide.  Or as an alternate putting in an access road in the 

o-' 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 2 05 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 "Mo-build" situation exists. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration in this matter.  We 
|       would hops to hear from you at your earliest convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. & Mrs. Randall A. Simmons 

See response p. V-7 ^^ ^_      c_ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATlbrJ; 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

s' •••' 'Si) 

MarylandDepartment ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminiltralof 

<3 
I 

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

MattAwcrran/Beantown Road 
Existing UD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME        MR.   AND MRS.   JAMES   E.   ROCHE nATc     3/15/90 

PmNTSE    A0DRE88_Rt^_2fli*_aflJ!_2Qi. 

riTV/TOWM   Waldorf .STATE. Mn, .ZIP CODE—ZOfiOi. 

I/W* wish to comment or Inquire about the following aapectsot this project: 

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

have resided on Rt. 205 (A houses N of Longwood on one acre) for 20 v-s. ; 

we are retired and on fixed Income. "We FF.AR rplnraMnn'  UP aro vpry 

much concernen t'np Sraro ul 11 nnr pay gtmngh rn   fplr.^3fp »%••.• ;I/MIH» ^r- 

lot equal to present.  I have worked my whole life for mv present hor.a! 

If not relocated, the road most certainly will come closer to us.  The 

NOISE factor Is another consideration. ^The heavy truck traffic is tea 

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

40 mph zone.ytaster speeds for larger highways equals more accidents 

and deaths. Although there Is backup, It does move continually and 

traffic clears. Why widen a road to 6 lanes only 2 miles long that takes 

3 minutes to travel just so there Is congestion at either end (Hurry Vp 

And Walt Is not the answer)!  Big road and small exits make no sense! 

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

fer savs we are spending too much now—why throw money away? ^AtSQ, east 

— slders must bp whip rcr rrnss nvpr rn go sonrh (flO 7. nf rlmp, UP tnrr— 
left out of our driveway. ) If a 4-lane Is constructed, we DO NOT WANT a 
grassy mprltan. yRes 1 ripnf-g dn not want- M-riiT-ng   Tr r<;'n,-.t- f-.!^ r^   rase- 
Eore land than needed to have a med},aci..that seldom gets mowed and create; 
eaflnchfiS rnr rpstflpnrs.—HP arp TSyPtYFBS too,—MaKo o middle turn one 

but absolutely no median strip!!!  SUGGESTION: 'Why not Just construct 
road QP oppn lanH aasf nf nr—205 (bahlnd rocldoncac) ana ovor wotlonds? 
m Pitas* add my/our namtla) to tha Mailing Llat.* 

I I Piaaaa dalate my/our namala) from tha Mailing Llat. 

•Paraona who hava received a copy ol thla brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing Llat. 

Xay :B. '990 

3e:  Contract Xo. 566-i51-57: 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Seantovn Road 
P0XS No. 082039 

Xr. and Mrs. Janes t.  Hoche 
aoute 205. 3ox 20: 
Waldorf, Marylar.c 2060: 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. HocSe: 

Thank you :'or your recent letter opposing proposed 
laprovements to :0 205 tnat are currently under study. 

Based on a review of the study alternates in front of your 
home, we would only have'to acquire some frontage from your 
property.  You would not be relocated. 

The proposed isproveaents would accommodate the increasing 
commuter traffic, as well as turning movements into and out of 
the resldentially zoned land adjacent to the road,  in effect, 
the third lane :r. 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.  TJie existing 40 mph speed Halt would 
remain. 

if the outcome o: our study la a build solution, the 
engineering phase would Involve the detailed design of a roadway 
alternate. Including lapfovement of intersection aoveaems at MD 
f., aM ah interchange option at 1'3 301.  While the KD 205 project 
ts not programmed for copstructlon. the widening of US 30i to six 
through lanes la scheduled to begin this year.    *.«. . 

(Al 
of 
ixi 
ive 
SIR 
zon 
or 
wou 

A 
r. Ian 
terna 
the n 
st; ng 
rag 
n'.:' 1 c 
e for 
turns 
Id be 

ve-lar.e curbed roadway with a continuous center i-ef*.- 
e was studied and presented in the initial study stage 
te 2).  I", was cropped from further consideration because 
Igh accident rate associated with this type roadway. 
XD ;.,05 has a higher accident rate than the statewide 

for slrllir type roads.  The proposed laprove=er.t would 
antly reduce that rate.  The aedian would act HS a safety 
any pedestrians or vehicles at median openings, crossing 

ng left on the highway.  Gaps in the highway traffic 
more ll'/.-Jly to occur with more lanes. 

My talephon* number is 13011 nflfl-l TOR 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
3.3-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro " '-•«•-«• V,«0,"»?«W 

707 North Calvert  St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21303-0717 

1.  See response p. V-19 



Mr. and Mrs. 
Page Two 

i-'aaes 3. Jocr.e 

Your suggesuor. ;o relocate MD 205 ^o lie ease would result 
la raay new s-.mtz  ar.i w-s^iar.d crossings, aac i=pac: =aay nore 
acres of wetland,  "or t.Asse reasons, we are proposing 
alternatives tnat za-te ^se of ;ne existing nignway corridor. 

Your opposition to ".ny of tne roadway iulld alternates Sas 
Seen noted and will Se considered In tne deterainatlon of an 
alternate.   Your naae-nas Deen added to tne project nailing 
list, so you will Pe iept informed of any future decisions made 
on this project.  ?naaX you again for identifying your position. 

Very truly yours. 

Louis H. Ege. Jr. 
Deputy Director 
0ff.ee of Planning ir.d 
Preiiamary Engineering 

< 
I 
oo 

Vlcftor J&data, Project Manager 
Project Planning division 

.y.S-.Vj-.a.a 

:c:  Xr. Sdwar: 

• 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

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

Mattawonan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME     ^f^ifrt"-    ^    .l/s^/'j)  

pmNTSE    m•****/J//*t   &•  Sf4z*Ja/,:/*/. fi+eLdt^. 

JOMBtnatO./V/ff* 

t-A-tvi-rnviufaAiuLjurt^.       STATE ^-t^/ot^—ZIP COOEa!<36/% 

I/We with to comment or Inquire about the following aapectsof this project: 

fjL*J& "y^-uJ.J^i^ ^J >^p/xu*^ /QsOSA^ot .& M*-. 

I—I pie•»• add my/our namt(«) to the Mailing List.* 

I—I Please delete my/our neme(s) from the Mailing List. 

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

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
SacralarY 

Hal Kassoff 
Atfmlninrtier 

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  2064.3 

Dear Ms. Flesher: 

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

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

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

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

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 

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

Victor F. Jj^ata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

My telephone number is nnn        Tn-lin* 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Heerlng or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-4SJ-5082 Statewide Toll Free 

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

1.  See response p. V-3 
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STATE HIGHWAY-ADMINISTRATION    ||f, h    2 zi JM'90 
QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract Nb. CH 5B6-1S1-57X 
Proposed MD S Relocated (MD 205) 

Hftttawaian/Beantcwn Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Locution/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26. 1990 O 7:30 p.m. 

?WMTB    ADDRBSS.  R^     A     S<^ L22^/  

r,T»JT»wU tOivii .  l-l^oA  ATATB-JILL ZIP cooe&o&W 
l/W* wlah t9 eomm«nt or Inqulr. about the tollowlng a»p»ct»ot thl» prolaot: 

NAME 

vO   rxc^Q^     /QGVI'^    .J&irls-    ^    rV(^n»^    Mo* 

^.'•^ 

^.vvvr    a^^^y<.    «>"><  ^tu^—n "^ 's   c^^7 

tu.p/aS firy^.iA^ JM^^ r9M7f• /-   / 

•^TA   it^ X^A    ^ g/r^   Ytvx'U-   rxi-r^'— 

n»    -Luh.^      ^Qg l#a •^M/V-Q-      77>      r^/n      t^o 

W.,^ r^fVrV—=: . — ' 
Mr.  Victor   lanaMi Room 506 — : •  

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, HO. 21203 __  

j^Pltait add my/our n«m«(») to th« Mailing Uat.«  

r—| ri«a*« dalata my^our namaUl from lha Mailing Llat. 

.P.„on« who h.v. r.e.lv.d a copy ot thU  broch»,. th.ouqh >h. mall ar. .I>«a«r 
on  lh»  ^rnlnet  Mall'"- •.!'«• 

MarylandDepartmentofTransportaoon 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 

HalKaasofl 

April 11. 1990 

Re: Contract Ho. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (KD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
POMS Ho.082039 

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

Dear Ms. Strader: 

studies for MD 205. 

It is unfortunate that there is a nisunderstanding aboutour 

SSSS 5523 XS^S-^MI^ -• 

Thank you again for identifying your position. 

decisions reached on the MD 205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
Victor F.  Jfejiata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

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

My talaphom numbar it (301) 311-110*. 

Walypawltar for Impalr.d Hajjlnfl or Spaort 
M3-7SS9 B-tlmor. MMrO - 5aS-0451 O.C..Malro -.M00r«M;.»O«*,f, _»•   e»      n-t *•-•-» t*+r.,%mmt*  t^tntm.ny^y 

tat«wld« Tdl Fr»« 

1.  See response p, V-3 
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STATE HIQHWAYADMINISTRATIO^    9 37 (i.l'SO   • 
' QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Cbntract Ho. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Vbttawcnan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD S to US 301 

Locatlon/Dedlgn Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1990 0 7:30 p.m. 

NAME       ^#/fKl£S     f.     MAThtW -DATE. 3r-2r-?t> 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. /?o. /7>x :?£ 

..•xv/rnwiJ   glf^-t<f    f?</ aTATB^^g- ZIP CODE_£*iii 

l/W* wlah to comm»nt or Inquire about tho following aapeclaof thlt prolaot: 

Mr     Victor •'•"•*•••  B"om 506  
707 North Calvert St., Baltimore. HP. 21203 

I—| pitaia add my/our n*m*(») «o lh» Mailing U»t.» 

|-~1 pitaa* daltl* my/our namtltl from the Mailing List. 

•r.r»on«  who h»v« r»o«l»»d a copy ol  IhU  brochure through tha mall ara already 
on  th«  irnl»cl  MelKi*  '.!3t. 

1.  See response p. V-3 

Maryland'DepartmentofTfansportaOon 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Sacnucy 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmMsuato* 

April  11,   1990 

Re:  Contract No. CK566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS NO.082039 

Mr. Charles F. Mathews 
P.O. Box 36 
Bryans Road, Maryland 20616 

Dear Mr. Mathews: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing inpacts 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 solution^ 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 impafct 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: ilt 

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

victor FA^yanata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

Meehan 

My lalaphont number is 1301)        333-1105 • 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 585-0*51 D.C. Metro - 1-eoo-*»2-SOa2 Statewide Toll Free 

707 Mnrth Calvert St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 
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STATE HIQHWAYADMINIST'RATION'" f\\ 'on 
' QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 586-151-571 
Proposed MD S Relocated (MD 205) 

MattaMcman/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME •>ftm£ frfe* ^'S TlfAjbiV*  

APDRE38   /go^ V At- MflrHF.aJS /?*> • 

.OATE^/f^ 

^.TV/rnwu faynM  fy). BTATE.   /^Z ZIP  C0DE^£il^Z4. 

I/W« wlah to oommont or Inquire about th« following atpects ol thlt project: 

Oily   /?«* A•* v./"    nKF    <f e &? HPftT   A foLlf   17/''^  

'   RNfy   7    **/*»>   9>r/JFt?   SeAp/r   /^.tLrfZ/Z 
.S + M/Z u)*y   Jirh   *  /Zeauf. • rft/l- ffrnFtfaKy 

JLAI/^F)   A tt/rk. y/,'s-  My /Jus fay/? mto VM.pmfS 

^r    Vir.l-.nr -lannl-.B noom TiOS   • _ ___ _  

707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore, HU.  21203  

ICT pieaae add my/gjir n»m«(») to th» Malllno int.* 

r~» Pleat* delate myfour named) from the Malllno t-lst. 

•Pertont who have received e copy ol this  brochure Ihiouflh the mall ere elready 
on  the  voUel  MelHi-  'Jit. 

MaiyiandDepartmentoflransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S«cr«ianr 
Hal Katsoff 
AdfninitvaM* 

April 11, 1990 

Re:  Contract No. CH56S-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDKS No.082039 

Mr. & Mrs. Earl Hathewa 
Box 4 N. Mathews Road 
Bryans Road, Maryland 20616 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Mathews: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery as the result of 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 IrapaQt 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 t^e development of our team recommendation. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

Your narae(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 th0 MD 205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 

•elimi 

icQrfWoJfc 
Victor F.  J{a/iata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

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

My telephona number is 13011 133-1105 

Telelypewrlur lor Impelred Hearing or Speech 
)«S-7SJ5 Beltlmore Metro - S»5-04S1 O.C. Metro - 1-eoo-««2-50«2 Sttfmlde Tell Free 

rn*  Mnrlh r.»lv»rt   St..  Beltlmore.  Maryland  21203-0717 
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STATE HIQHWAYADMINISTRATI^W^/ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS '"FU'SO 

Con tract No. at 566-IS1-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Mattuucman/Beemtown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME ^EQfZRl y?Gkm ^ 
PLEA9E 
PRINT ADDRESS. < M. ima^nsTM. 

-DATE. xlxlio 

l/W« wl«h to commsnt or Inqulr* about th» following a»p«ctv-9t thlt project; 

VvilAku^a"   SLia>4-      vVk?r^nk0 a   T-P^^g. tAKLOR.«JL     X-Vft 

slot^fr/    b^    r/r>^g 
in ii 31 

Ac^oH^ W.<KngVps^cfl,i    o^.   nvH.^^. gl-V-giWrops 
X-f is 

/aiord     dfsfttg-fion   vVU 
Agri»gStW<;.   Vkls    u^ll  zausn.   I^MPA    gg;^-VQ 

.0, •I  X  a/il)    do 
Ao'    sAnp     U^S   hi^KuA^ 

Ci^/mf^Qi'i i g orfol 
-\i-)  Mx^t ACT 

"Wn^t)"^   T    rn>tU   AT.CP    hAi>>i t-vt    -b 
Ai^ir.p. ^ 

do 

•^in'f.gff^ti./, 

^S23feEZ 
Mr.  Victor Janata Room 506 

707 North Calvert St.,  Baltimore, 141).  21203 
CgJ PKaia add my/our n»m»(»l to ths Mailing Lltl.* 

I—I p|*aa* tf*l«t* my/our namtUI from lha Mailing List. 

• Ptrtont  who hava raealvad a copy ot this  broehura through  tha mall »fe alraady 
9n  \h»   irolaet   Malll--  '.lit. 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
?«cfa«4ry 

Hal Kasaoff 
AdmMslfatoc 

April 11, 1990 

Re:  Contract Mo. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Hattawoman-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 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 this development of our team recommendation. 
Thank you again for identifying your position. 

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

Very truly yours,   ^ ^ 

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

by: 

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

Victor F. 
Project   
Project Planning Division 

My t«laphon« numtxr ii 13011 331-110^ 

Talatypawrlur tor Imptlrad Hawing or Spaach 
313-755$ Baltlmora Matro - 585-0451 O.C. Matro - 1-300-492-5062 Stamlda Toll Fraa 

ul«*«H   **9n*-nT«T 

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

Contract (to. CH 566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (UD 205) 

Mattawaian/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Monday, February 26. 1990 9 7:30 p.m. 

PRINT 

NAME   RH-K| L. Fk-shgr _0ATE ali^jio 

^»f^?E    ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWN ll?.l\AQvf- STATEJJD ZIP  CODE^^I 

I/We wl.h to comm»nt of Inqulr. about the following aapeets-ot thla prolect; 

(t   f/.^/iW   /).<>•. /V.      U'IUIi'1        *.IK"T-     s^r*-*-    SIMM~ yr-.-r^rnr.    T- -y  

:   nbtUst'li-.   U   tort   QsAsr./rxi.tt   LL    fA/AMAiZ*- 

fy;../^-7^ ,/<;„,,.&.• w'Ttf" ofNm*!/ 
fj^.tt* jfrjyusfi^i -    IJ )i fi*..   tJU.-   /.«'<Xl< 'IfM "       U<.^^<<- 

XA~ 

SI PUaaa add my/our namatal to 1K» Mailing tl»t.« 

I—| picait dalat* my/our namala) from tha Mailing Lilt. 

JMI 
•p.nona who hava raealvad a copy ol this broehura through tha mall ara already 

on the project Mailing Lltt. 

Maryland Department ofTmsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
S«cf«urr 
Hal Kataoff 

April 11, 1990 

Re: contract Mo. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Hattavoaan-Beantovn Road 
PDMS No.062039 

Ms. Betty L. Flesher 
29 Moran Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. Flesher: 

Than* you for your recent letter in favor of Segnent I, 
Alternate 6 and Segnent II, Alternate 5/6 Modified for the 
project planning study of MD 205. Giving your preferences and 
the reasoning behind those choices are appreciated. They will b« 
considered in the development of tean recommendations. 

Thank you also for the petition against Impacts to the 
Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery.  Most of the names were 
decipherable and have been added to the project mailing list. 
Everyone will be kept informed of any decisions reached on the MD 
205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: fe ik.  
Victor F.(5)anata< 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division' 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc:    Mr.   Edward H.  Meehan 

My ttltphon* numbtr it (30t)_ 
333-1105 

TalXyptwrlln for Impatrcd Haulng or SP;«*    __.„_ T ., -„ 
3IW3SS ••Itlmora Mrtro - 5ej-04S1 O.C. Mttro - i-e00-«t*-M«a StjewMe Tell Frae 

707 North C*1v«rt  SI.. 8»ltlmor«. Maryland 2i»0J-n7<' 

^ 



0*4X1. jit-   CLid-     CLuUyttiA^ JUJIXULS SXtS&a   ^M<X>   X^-' ^6^0 

jtojtJLas utHuUdL c-iMf add, rfo c^KtuiutcC f"^ #/ a^1- 

1.     See  response  p.   V-3 



March 1$,    1990 

Maryland Dept. of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Office of Planning & 
Preliminary Engineering 
Box 717 
Baltimore. MD 21803 

Subject! Proposed MD Route S Relocated (MD 203) 

Wet the below undersigned, protest the proposed widening 
for Route 203 (Mattawoman - Beantown Road) which would involve 
displacing 1.300 grave sites. 

Ulth one hundred twenty five people already burled in this 
historical site, we feel that other measures could be taken to 
assure that the rights and wishes of the deceased and their 
families could be granted, and that the Trinity Memorial Gardens 
would remain unmarred. 

Name Address Phone Number 

V 

yJ^L^^iL- - l&Ehkm.    * 



Name Address Phong Number 

 LtfihhtMi / 

<<^-)!--fX222*^u&zJu.<id.^-2&L A)/£J&JJ < 

.__l#il_i59ai6_0i ^B-fSllf. -f 
jdilJcfA.fj^..^ J6&£Z22J2J.  > 

5u.CJ5Co/ 

J--s&7Ja--C£zA^$e^-£fjd^6 &3»>f 
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LZ March 11,   1990 

Maryland Dept. of  Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Office of Planning & 
Preliminary Engineering 
Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21803 

Subjects Proposed MD Route S Relocated (MD SOS) 

We* the below undersigned, protest the proposed widening 
for Route SOS (Mattawoman - Beantown Road) which would involve 
displacing 1.300 grave sites. 

With one hundred twenty five people already burled In this 
historical site, we feel that other measures could be taken to 
assure that the rights and wishes of the deceased and their 
families could be granted, and that the Trinity Memorial Gardens 
would remain unmarred. 

Name Address Phone Number 

"   '    '""' (£&??&  ' 



•*-•        "^^JJof^^ Phone Number 

,i^J^da^^Si^Ci 73-7- 6?^    / 

•$£* ///is/4/* 7b t//x/f/<*•/•/?/Jo'' /psr/ne tr //;<Wf'/<r?£ 
s/Jc/ri?^ 
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March 12,  1990 

Mr. Hell J. Pedersen 
Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

With respect to the proposed Maryland Route 5 relocated (MD 
205) project I would like to make the following comments as the 
corporate representative of Waldorf Restaurant, Inc. 

Segment I:   Alternate 6 we feel would be preferable because 
of the ever increasing through traffic to St. 
Mary's County.  This alternate presents the 
opportunity to solve the through traffic problem 
for the long-term. Alternate 5 will result in 
continued and worsening stacking along Route 5. 

Segment II:  We have no preferred alternate but do need the 
continuation of a crossover for the existing 
truck traffic.  We would like to keep the 
crossover to the Charles County Concrete 
property at its present location because of cost 
consideration but would certainly be willing to 
work with you in achieving the most desirable 
ultimate location. 

Segment III: Alternate 2 or 3 is preferred of the ones 
described at the presentation.  We would also 
like to suggest a 4th alternative as- per the 
attached sketch.  We feel each of these, 
particularly the new proposal creates the best 
traffic flow for the neighboring Pinefield 
community.  Given the likelihood of the nearby 
overpass to the existing community entrance and 
the increased commercial nature of the area we 
feel the creation of an additional traffic flow 
option would best service the community. 

Sacral anr 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmMilrMor 

Maryland Department ofTrdnspoitation 
State Highway Administration 

April 4, 1990 

Mr. Francis H. Chaney, II 
Vice President/General Manager 
Chaney Enterprises 
Post Office Box 548 
Waldorf, Maryland 20604 

Dear Mr. Chaney: 

Thank you for your March 12th letter concerning the project 
planning study for MD 205. 

Your preferences for some alternates/options and opposition 
to others are noted and will be considered in the development of 
the project planning team recommendation.  Your suggestions for 
new or revised alternates are being evaluated, and the project 
manager, Victor Janata,.will contact you to discuss them.  He 
will also address crossover locations along MD 205 for entrances 
to the Charles County Concrete properties. 

I am forwarding your suggestions for Western Parkway 
connection alignments adjacent to Interchange Option B to the 
Charles County Department of Planning and Growth Management for 
their review and comment. - 

Thank you again for your proposals for new alternates for 
the MD 205 project planning study.  Your suggestions are 
appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

*ML^ 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning^and 
Preliminary Enginee't'lng 

NJP: kw 
cc: Mr. Roy E. Hancock 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. Anthony M. Capizzi 
Mr. John D. Bruck 
Mr. John Contestabile 

My ttl*phon* numbar il (301 )_ 
333-1110 

Wttypwminr for Impalrad Haa/lno or Spaaeh 
38J-75S5 Baltlmor. Mrtro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-»00-49i-S062 BtaowMo Toll Froo 

707 North Olvtrt  St., Biltlmoro, Maryland 21201-0717 

P. O. Box 548. Waldorf. MO 20604   •   932-5000   •   843-6101    •    1-600-492-3495 



•Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
' March 12, 1990 

Page 2 

Interchange: Option B ia our preference, followed by Option 
X. 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 conments are as brief as possible. They are Bade with 
objective of looking at traffic patterns for the entire area.  If 
you would like to discuss any of these conments in more detail 
please feel free to call. 

Sincerely, 

CHAHEY ENTERPRISES 

Francis H. Chaney, II 
Vice President/General Manager 

< 
I 

* 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:dlB 
Enclosures 

1.     See_response  p.  V-18 



Waldorf   MOTEL 
20 UNITS ON ROUTES 5 & 301 

(301) 645-5555 

WALDORF, MARYLAND 20601 

February 26, 1990 

MarylandDepartmentoflfansportatm 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
S*cr«t«nr 

Hal Kassoff 
Adiv^Aituator 

March 22. 1990 

Neil J. Pedersen, Director . => 
Office of Planning & ^ " Z'i 
Preliminary Engineering r? ••' 
State Highway Administration - 
P.O. Box 717 =! "' 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Sir: 

We have been reviewing both the improvements proposed by the 
Maryland State Highway Administration and the Charles County 
Department of.Public Works for the alignment of the Western 
Parlcway. 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 fc-jsc^ 
f~3 2* 1990 Francis H.  Chaney, II 

FHC,Il:cmj 

Mr. Francis H. Chaney, II 
Waldorf Restaurant, Inc. 
Routes 5 and 301 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. Chaney: 

Thank you for your February 26th letter and mapping suggest- 
ing revisions to the proposed Western Parkway.  While the State 
Highway Administration is reviewing plans being developed for the 
Western Parkway, I should clarify that this is a Charles County 
proposal and would not be a s£ate highway.  Our interest is 
primarily in its effect on US 301 at intersection points. 

I understand that the Phase III segment is not finalized and 
the initial impacts to wetlands in the study area are generating 
additional roadway alignments:.  I have taken the liberty of 
forwarding a copy of your letter and alignment suggestions to the 
Charles County Department of Planning and Growth Management for 
their review and comment. 

We will continue to coordinate with Charles County on the 
Western Parkway issue and revise our interchange options accord- 
ingly for the US 301/MD 205 iptersection study.  Thank you again 
for your initiative in generating a new study alignment for the 
Western Parkway. 

Very truly yours, 

%^ VUtAu* 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP/ih 

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

My telaphon* numbar is (3011_ 333-1110 
Telelypflwrlter lor Impaired Haarlng or Spaach 

383-7355 Balllmora Malro - 5«S-0«51 O.C. Malro - 1-»00-4« J-5082 Slatawlde Tdl Ftaa 
707 North Calvart St., Baltlmora, Maryland 21203-0717 

See response p. V-18 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINtSTRATIo/iw   5    10 20 ^'90 
QUESTIONS.AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. CH 886-181-571 
Proposed UD S Relocated (UD 205) 

Mftttvucmn/Bcaiitown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

Locatlon/Dealgn Publlo Hearing 
Monday, February 26, 1B90 9 7:30 p.m. 

NAMB '?>-*.> <l->i^l   '7>U.*   ^24^^cJ)J&lff  BATi.__.y;7^.^//^-' 

ftirv/TftWM\~h^LA-«   A£>d'BTATB    />fjt. yip conn   JZa^rO 

I/We wlah to oomment or Inquire about the following aepeoteof thlt projtot: 

-J/itJ, j.«. sjjj sry^c^L*- ^.t^y. JJS.XJ J/ji^ct,- yfU*^-; 

/ 

^ 

fr/lLs SLAJ^ (Lies rhi. 

It 

A*  ZLJ:   ^l,   jU*-*;*. sirs.<^rY^ /^z^SL' £_  

Maiyiand Department offonsportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
SMralary 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminiflrtlor 

Re: 

Marcb 28, 1990 

Contract Ho. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Beloc&ted (MD 209) 
Mattawooan-Beantown Road 
PDM3 NO.082039 

Mr. and Mrs. Arthur Scott 
Route 2 Box 179Z 
Indian Head, Maryland 20640 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Scott: 

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

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

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

Your names have been added to the project mailing list, so 
that you will be kept Informed of any decisions reached on the MD 
205 study. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
Victor P. Jknata 
Project Mi««ger 
Project Planning Division 

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

r^r>le»«e add my/our nameOI to the Malllno Llit.« 

CZ3 Pleeee delete my/our naneUI from Ihe Malllno Lltt. 

•Perione who have reeelved a eopy of thl* brochure through the mall are already 
on lha froleet MeH'i- MM. 

My l«1.phon. numtxt If pni)       T^-Ttni 

Talctypewrlter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
313-7555 Balttmore Matro - 565-0451 D.C Matro - 1-800-49 2-5092 Sttfewlde Toll Free 

Se^^response p.   V-3 e^^- 
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Maryland Department ofTransportatm 
State Highway Administration 

Sttralary 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmliWnrator 

June 27, 1990 

Mrs. Audrey L. shall 
6217 Douglas Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mrs. Shall: 

Mr. Nell Pedersen asked me to thank you for your recent 
letter regarding the project planning study for MD 205.  Mr. 
Pedersen also asked me to respond to you directly.  Your support 
for the no-build alternate along MD 205 and Interchange Option D 
at US 301 will be taken into consideration in the decision-Baking 
process. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205), this 
is a preferred route for much-of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study. 

The resulting transportation problems will be congestion and 
accidents; not just at the existing US 301/MD 205 intersection, 
but all along the MD 205 corridor.  We believe that through the 
study process, we have developed alternates that will relieve 
those problems.  These include the reconstruction of the MD 205 
roadway to a four-lane divide4 highway, as well as construction 
of an interchange to replace 6r augment the US 301/MD 205 
intersection.  The interchange would be justified in conjunction 
with additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list so you 
will be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project.  Thank you again for identifying your position on this 
study.  We appreciate your participation in.the project planning 
process. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr.    *• -'• - 
Deputy Direcotor 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VJ:kw 
cc:  Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Victor Jana 
Project Manag^ 

My talephone number it (301). 
333-1105  or  1-800-548-5026 

Telatypewrlter for Impaired Hairing or Sp«»ch 
383-7555 Balllmore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Sl«l«wld« Toll Fr«* 

707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 
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•pfTS  LETTFP XT.SO SEHT TO THE FOLLOWING 
WHO aUBMTTTEP THR TDEHTICAL LETTERS 

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

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

Mr. George T. Swanaon 
4005 Brewater 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 M. and Karen L. Carrier 
3438 Williamsburg Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Timothy r. and Cheryl A. Poole 
3712 Onset Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

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

Everett L. and Julia A. Kline 
5305 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
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Haj. and Mrs. Philip W. Budenbender 
530S 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 Velaa Royer 
4203 Sandwich Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Thelaa M. and Francis C. Eagan 
3702 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 0. Laucks 
2511 Lisa Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Linda Howak 
5910 Michael Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

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

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

Joe and Lois Sovey 
2104 Dennis Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

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

Thomas and Sarah J. Cibson 
4403 cotuit circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 



Mik* and Barbara Glannini 
5918 Michael Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

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

Mrs. Sandy Ball 
1409 Harwich Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Jin Stames 
1901 Michael Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

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

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

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

janes and Shirley Long 
< 5102 Alfred Drive 
^        Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. Terry Hays 
1734 Tenl 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 

Ms. Elisabeth Hunsaker 
4615 Harvioh Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mrs. Philip W. wade 
1714 Teni Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 



Ms. Joan C. Hartxfold 
6205 Douglas Court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mrs. Randall sapp 
2225 Pineflald Way 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Holly Ward 
3203 Plnefleld Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

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

Mr. and Mrs. B. C. Dorsey 
3209 Plnefleld Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

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

Mr. John A. Ward 
3203 Plnefleld Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

<;     Ms. Genevieve R. Gallagher 
I      6317 Josephine Road 
g     Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Sharon K. Shew 
P.O. Box 462 
White Plains, Maryland 20695 

Jill and John Morris 
3403 Lisa Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Edward M. and Mary Jane Frohlich 
4407 Cotuit Circle 
Waldorft  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 
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Mr. and Mrs. Hilliaa F. Cupp 
2210 Pinefiold Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mra. Williaa D«av«ra 
221 Bell Tra* Lana 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mrs. Mary E. Freitag 
2215 Plnafleld Way 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

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

Mr. and Mrs. Brian K. Larson 
2223 Plnefleld Way 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Janice Leopard 
2215 Plnefleld Way 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

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

Ms. Barbara McGlynn 
< 2231 Plnefleld Road 
vk       Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
•—» 

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

Ms. Tanara L. Webb 
3305 Plnefleld Lana 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Ms. Elizabeth L. Winegar 
5500 Jefry Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 



George B. Tannehill 
1045 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Chantal A. Anderson 
1031 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Janet E. Htlloff 
1046 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Milt and Maxlne Parker 
1041 country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Helen* Browner 
1035 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Miohaal A. Knight 
1043 Country Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Mr. and Mra. Lonnle C. Medlln 
1905 Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
SacrManr 
Hal Kassoff 
AdmlnittrBlo* 

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

Uattawomn/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME _DATE Z/Zoko 

< 
i 

^AT3E ADDRE93 ^^ ^P- I?** cr .  

CITY/TOWM Jj^Eff—^STATE J^ ZIP CODB?0*07- 

|/W« wlah to oommant or Inqulra about the tollowlng aapecta of thla project: 

 1 n IctT-l-ifewAJ. £o}n)<'-   A 

/-•W^(?r.Tg>'> /->T
;
 77)5r   -5c/ - cen-^ivtcg /LJ   ixre^S&ricJ, 

Ccti-j/OUT^   CLCH^ VnZ .1)60>^M   ^   C&MA\,VUMe£Q   A.^0 

r—1 Piaaae add my/our nama(») to the Mailing Uat.» 

I—l piaaaa delate my/our name(a) from the Mailing Llat. 

•Peraona who have received • copy ot thla brochure through the mall are already 
on the pro|ect Mailing Llat. 

He: Contract No.566-i5'-57l 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 203) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDHS Ho. 082039 

Mr. Raymond P. Detlg 
2420 Pear Tree court 
Waldorf, Maryland 20602 

Dear Mr. Detlg: 

Ttiank you for your letter regarding the MD 205 project 
planning study.  Your recbmmendatlons for Alternate 6 in Segment 
I,.Alternate 5/6 Modified in Segment 11, Alternate 5/6 In Segment 
III, substation Road Option 2, and Interchange Option A will be 
considered in the declslon-maXlng process. 

The US 701/cedarvine Road intersection was considered in 
the development of interchange options.  It has been signalized, 
and intersection improvements are included in a US 301 widening 
project scheduled to begin this year.  The State Highway 
Administration believes that with the recent slgnallzatlon and 
with the use of the shouliler lane during peaK hours, the 
intersection is functioning satisfactorily.  For these reasons we 
are not proposing any fur)ther improvements as part of this study. 

Thanx you again for your recommendations and suggestions. 
We appreciate your participation in the project planning process. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of ?'.annlng and ^ 
Prei'.amary Engineering " 

by: 

LHE:VFJ:a8 

cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

victor F. Jiftata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

My ttlephon. number is (301) 333-1105 

T«letyp«wriur lor Imptlrad Hatrlng or Speech 
SSS-rsSS Balllmoca Metro - 565-0«51 b.C Mrtro - 1-ao0-«92-5062 Staewlde Toll Free 

707 NOfth Celven St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21204-0717 

1.     See  response  p.   V-18 
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Mr.   Neil   J.   P«dersen,   Director i 
Office of Planning  and  Preliminary EngineerJjg    , 
State Highway Administration '* '''•** . , '*, 
PO  Box  717 ^ 
Baltimore,   MD.     21203-0717 

March  7,   1990 

Dear Mr. Pedersem 

Ue mupport a no build option on the propomed MD S 
relocation.  The idea of encouraging everyone to use this 
road as a commuting bypass is not in Waldorf's best 
interest.  With the amount of growth going on in this area, 
including the new mall, what we need is for an •astern 
bypass to be addressed and remove the traffic from our 
neighborhood streets.  It is very shortsighted of the State 
Highway Administration to think that this road will benefit 
anyone.  By the time construction is completed, it will 
already be obsolete. 

The amount of traffic coming north on 301 from La 
Plata area increases daily and already makes merging onto 
301 from 205 impossible.  By encouraging the increase of 
traffic on 20S you will make this problem even worse and not 
only affect commuters on 205, but make it unbearable for 
those coming north on 301.  It already is not unusual for 
commuters on 301 to take up to one hour to get through 
Waldorf and the problems that will occur at 205 and 301 
interchange will only cause more headaches for all 
concerned. 

The plan, as we understand it, is that the road if 
built will be completed before work even starts on the 
interchange.  This is like putting the cart before the 
horse.  If an interchange is built that is effective, you 
should move traffic on 205 enough to never need to add any 
lanes to the road.  By putting the road in 'irst, you will 
•ntnuraae everyone to use 205 as a bypass and then start 
JSnStrSItion on the interchange, leaving .11 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 exceeded:the maximums 
allowed.  This area is definitely a residential area with 
numerous children.  Our neighborhood of 26 houses is 
serviced by 4 school buses on a daily basis.  We believe the 
welfare and safety of these children has not been given 
sufficient consideration.  We live in a quiet neighborhood 
of Just two dead-end cul-de-sacs and our quality of living 
and of those living along the proposed road will be changed 
drastically.  The number of people having to make u-turns to 
come and go from their homes will be a serious traffic 
hazard.  The fact that a light at White Oak has not been 
given consideration is a real oversight.  This is a large. 

Maryiand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
Sacraury 
Hal Kassoff 

April  4,   1990 

Mr.   Rod Newman 
118  Indian Court 
Waldorf,   Maryland     20601 

Dear Mr.   Newman: ; 

Thank you for the March 7th letter you and your neighbors 
submitted opposing any improvements to MD 205 under consideration 
by the ongoing project planning study. 

Because 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 program, 
so 1 cannot estimate when construction might take place if a 
build alternate is selected.  Whether or not the roadway improve- 
ment would occur before the building of an interchange at US 301/ 
MD 205 would depend on funding availability.  The engineering 
phase would involve the detailed design of a roadway alternate 
and an interchange option.  Our goal would be to construct an 
interchange at US 301/MD 205 before the improved intersection 
reaches capacity. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road, this is a 
preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic.  We will 
consider your suggestion of a connection between Indian Lane and 
Schlagle Road which would give access to the MD 205/Schlagle Road 
intersection.  A decision for a signalized intersection is not 
made during this phase of the study; however, it will be con- 
sidered in the detailed design phase. ».„ 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  The proposed median would 
act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles crossing or 
turning left on the highway, and gaps in the highway traffic 
would be more likely to occur with more lanes.  Safety was the 
reason no median opening at Indian Lane was recommended. 

My ttltphont numb«f It (301U 333-1110 

Ttlctypcwrltw lor Impalrtd Hnrlng or SpMCh 
3I3-7SSS Baltlmor* MMrO - 585-0451 O.C. Motro - 1-eOO-«»2-S0«2 StMmld* Toll Fro 

707 North Calvart St.. Baltlmor*. Maryland 21201-0717 
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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 lanes of rapidly moving 
traffic? J M 

In closing, while we can see the need for improved 
commuting 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 
sufficiently service those of us living in Waldorf. 

Concerned residents of Mattawomen Estates? 

•3.0C.O < 

Mr. Rod Newman 
Page Two 

•» <•• 

Traffic forecasts for this study assumed the ultimate 
construction of an Eastern Bypass.  These forecasts will again b. 
reviewed at the conclusion of project planning studies for the 
Eastern Bypass.  Our position is. however, that improvements to 
m MS are needed, even with the construction of the Eastern 

Bypass. 

Thank you again for your input into the project Pljnnin* 
process. Your name, as well as your neigbors' names, will be 
added"; or confirm^ 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 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP:as 

vlttio^, fit?    "Zofcoi 
WJJor?, MO    10601- 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. John D. Bruck 
Mr. John M. Contestabile 

See response p. V-19 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION^ O 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

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

Mattawcnan/Beantown Road 
Existing UD 5 to US 301 

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

o .-2 rn "•si) 

NAME 

m PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. V^32, ^Aicu/ichl Ire we. 

.DATE Komz-io 

< 
I 

nrv/rnwu WA-t-'Dogf^   «TATF     >Vl*D TIP p.r>nc?OGo) 

l/W* wlah to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

'ftj-y: 

Lo    lA)'&cu*r-   u/t)vAuD   H&fhs fhuuy^r  Q;SL4rL  ^' 

30 

P/h/gPH^t-T)  Ct>wywv>vrru    /fry/?   LsiNKthst-    Ui>  ur-nJ- 
bd\    <S>K grt- A&o-JG-  b&ffl&Z)Al 

rf\ Pleaat add my/our namelt) to the Mailing Ll»t.« 

I—I Please delete my/our namela) from the Mailing List. 

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

Marytand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
Sacntafy 

Hal Katsoff 

April  IX,   1990 

Ret  Contract Ho. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (HD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
PDMS No.082039 

Mr. Thomas w; Callsh 
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 tfiat 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 Plnefield community on its western edge. 
Your suggestion for an alternate around Plnefield would pass 
close to the eastern edg* of the community to avoid the state 
parkland, require additional stream crossings, including 
Mattaworaan 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 tslaphone number is (301). 
333-1105 

Teletypewriter for Impelred Hearing or Speech 
JS3-7135 Bsltlmere Metre - SS5-04S1 B.C. Metro - 1-eoO-4«J-50«2 Sttfewlde Toll Free 

707 North Celvert St., Beltlmore. Maryland 21203-0717 

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

• 



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

Albright 

May 1, 1990 

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Director, Office of Planning & Preliminary 
Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Md. 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pedersent 

RECEIVED 
iuSZUi, Jfij-f w 

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, pleasq place me 
on your mailing list for this project.  Reply requested. 

Sincerely, 

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

Maryland Department ofTrsnsportation 
State Highway Administration 

May  23.   1990 

Richard H. Trainer 
SvcfMary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admlniivstor 

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

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Albright: 

Thank you for your May 1st letter commenting on the project 
planning study for MD 205, specifically, your opposition to 
additional lanes on Mattkwoman-Beantown Road, and your concern 
that improvements to the road would make the existing signalized 
MD 205/Pinefield Road intersection more dangerous. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road, this is a 
preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic.  Volumes 
will continue to grow on this highway, with or without the 
improvements presented in our project planning study. 

Existing MD 205 has a 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 provj.de 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 Matfawoman-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 looted and will be considered in the 
selection of an alternate. 1/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. 

"nit ^ ^*^4^ 

NJP:as 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

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

My telephone number is (301)_ 
333-1110 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
333-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0*51 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toil Free 

707 North Cilvert  St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 

1.  See response p. V-31 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

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

Uattawonnan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME hu^JUs    AuJl'4.^.1 .DATE. */"/» 

PmNT8E   *""»"'«    g^    ?/fJ   0*"-    !>*- 

P.ITV/TOWW W*td.a(. .STATE. tod .ZJP conp   2o66i 

l/W* wish to Qommenl or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

I. A O-ltm. rc+JL  h rtlutAj*  •*-le.<-«- WfAc j vifi  Mi'U    •£«.<<   ba^lt. M!^   O.   ^ -fa+ts  kt^ic- 

fojL<n.udU<  Ik.) 

"^-VtUt ^y.^. iyt   •+(&,    J^t-Ct^-^^^    -fe ^i-   ^-o. 

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

r~l Please delete my/our nams(s) from the Mailing List. 

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

MarylandDepartment ofTransportatron 
State Highway Administration JUI    3      )Qf)Q 

Richard H. Trainer 
Stcratarv 
Hal Kassoff 
AdmktiMfalor 

ae: Contract N0.CH566-151-571 > f 

Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Hattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS NO. 082039 

Ms. Linda Awranik 
286 Pin OaK Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Awramlk: 

20601 

Ttiank you for your recent letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study. Your conmenta will be considered in tbe 
decision-making process. 

While I can sympatmze with your apprehensions about • 
improvements to Hattawoman-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 pur project planning study. This will 
occur even with the widening of US 301/MD 5 in Waldorf, with 
construction scheduled to begin this year. The greater volumes 
of traffic will continue tp be along US 301/MD 5. not MD 205* 

Our investigations have identified that the transportation 
problems will be congestion and accidents, not Just at the 
existing us 30WMD 205 intersection, but all along the MD 205 
corridor.  We believe thatlthrough the study process, we have 
developed alternates that will relieve those problems. These 
include the reconstruction'of the MD 205 roadway to a four-lane 
divided curbed highway with outside shoulders, as well as 
construction of an interchange to replace or augment tbe US 
301/MD 205 Intersection. The Interchange would be justified in 
conjunction with additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

We had previously studied and presented Alternate 2, which 
was a five-lane curbed street with a continuous left-turn center 

•lane. This was dropped frdm further consideration because of the 
accident rate associated wifth this type roadway and because It 
would not adequately handle the future traffic needs. *•••=••- 
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3 that make use of the existing highway corridor. 

My lel«phon« numbtr is pny    333-1105  

Tatetypvwrltar for Impalrsd Hearing or Speech 
3S3-7SSS Baltlmor* M.tro - 585-0*51 D.C. Mttro - 1-S00-4S2-50S2 Strtewlde T<*l Free 

707  North Cslxrt  St.,  Baltimore.  Maryland  21203-0717 
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Ms. Linda Awramik 
Page Two 

Your naae is on our project mailing list, so you win be 
Xept informed of any future decisions made on this project. 
Thank you again for providing us with your comments on this 
study, we appreciate your participation in the project planning 
process. 

Very truly yours, 

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

toy: 
Victor P. (Jdnata 
Project MaMger 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:VFJ:a8 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Heehan 

I 

*£ 



Mr. Keil J. Pedersen \\^ 
Director, 
Office of Planning 6 Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  Proposed MD S Relocated (MD 205) 

Date: (t    ^"U V0 

Name: JJW-U^  /U"^ 

Address: It AC   T*-^    'V 

UJf\lJ**.Ct rnJ 

Q\, Dear Sir: 

I support a no-build alternative regarding the widening of Route 
205 (segments 1, 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, 

Matyiand Department oflhnspoitation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
S*cr*fafY 

Hal Kastoff 
£d6hlntctrator 

JUL6 inoo 

MB. Barbara Auaan 
1722 Teml Drive 
valdorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. Auman: 

Mr. Nell Pedersen aeXed me to tnanH you for your recent 
letter regarding tne project planning etudy 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 he taXen into consideration in the decision-malting 
process. 

While 1 can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205)t this 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study,  we are 
responding to ongoing and planned development in the Southern 
Maryland region. 

The resulting transportation problems will be congestion and 
accidents; not Just at the existing us 301/MD 205 intersection, 
but all along the MD 205 corridor, we believe that through the 
study process, we have developed alternates that will relieve 
those problems.  These include the reconstruction of the MD 205 
roadway to a four-lane divided highway, as well as construction 
of an interchange to replace or augment the US 301/MD 205 
intersection. The interchange would be Justified in conjunction 
with additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list so you 
win be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project. Thank you again for identifying your position on this 
study, we appreciate your participation in the project.planning 
process. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Prel/mlnary Engineering 

LHB:VPJ:aB by: 
cc:  Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
nata. Project Manager 
Lanning Division 

My ul.phon. nufntxr I* (3011 333-1105 

T»latyp«wrlt*f (or Impaired Hewing or Sptcch 
3S3-7555 BKIImw* M«tro - 595-04S1 O.C. Mrtro - 1-600-492-5082 Sttfmld* Toll Fr«» 

T07 North Calvart SI.. Btltlnior*. Maryland 21203-0717 

1.     See^ksponse V-18 C^, 



SALVATORE CURTO 
3710 Onset Laac 
Waldorf, MD 20601 

May 30,   1990 

•>SCl-.iF.»1 • • 

• •' *••.•"**••.••• 

(301) 843-9043 

-.1 

MarylandDepartment ofTfansportation 
State Highway Administration 

June 22. 1990 

Mr. Salvatore Curto 
3710 Onset Lane 
Waldorf. Maryland  20601 

Richard H. Train 
$•« alary 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminitfrator 

< 
I 

Mr. Neil J:- Pederson ./•.. 

Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering  li$'RC^T<TVT:rX) 
State Highway Administration A^JL/^A-ZA y x^i^ 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

•.V. "•'•A'Ss*<.'-V:---..- • •:    :.    •'   '."• •--.v?: «•• >'•'••«;• ':*• •••:.^viY:."-irJ 
'>;-:r.R»!rProB6aerfMD S Relocated ',(MD..205) .•..';;. r.-r^v.*,: 
"''•:•?,• •'"^A"-?.-. • -X'     •'• «.••••:'•-•••'••.••;•""/.<    . /      ''//•. 

.Dear Mr.  Pederson, . .'.• ••••.!:.'j -V/^y^:-:'.5;.''"'«' 

• 'JUN''4  1990 
,,.., :&^o^<9 ...... 
AJ^DUUTOL WFitt or - "•' • 

Seventeen years ago I became a homeowner and resident of 
Pinefield, a quiet and stable community located in Charles 
County.  In that time my family and I have thoroughly enjoyed 
the peaceful and natural quality of our neighborhood and .. ( 
surroundings.  Although we supported careful growth, we were . 
in constant hope that it would not come to the very doorstep 
of Pinefield.  It has come, unfortunately, in the form of the 
proposed widening of Route 205 (segments I, II, and III).  As 
a result, I am in full favor of a no-build alternative.  I 
vigorously oppose the planned change as it undermines the 
very reasons we left Northern Virginia; reasons we hold in 
common with neighbors and friends--safety, a wholesome 
environment, and a secure future. 

Along with many in this family community, I prefer the high 
quality interchange, Option D, to alleviate congestion at the 
intersection of U.S. Route 301 and MD Route 205.. After 
listening to many discussions involving possible options, I 
am convinced that a high quality interchange is the best 
•eeans of solving traffic congestion and preserving the 
quality of life we have worked hard to maintain in Pinefield. 
The widening of Route 205 will not only physically transform 
our community, but will significantly and measureably 
increase the risk of personal injury for those who live here. 
Neither is necessary. 

I sincerely hope this letter is not too late in urging 
another course of action by your department. 

rto 

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 project planning study. 

The traffic congestion problem you refer to will not be just 
at the US 301/MD 205 intersection, but all along MD 205. from MD 
5 to US 301.  The problems are not just congestion, caused by 
overloading the capacity of the roadway, but also accident 
problems related to the type of road and the capacity restric- 
tions. 
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lieve that through the study process, we have developed 
that will relieve the transportation problems in the 

ridor.  These include the reconstruction of the MD 205 
a four-lane divided highway, as well as construction 

rchange to replace or augment th6 intersection at US 
The interchange is justified in conjunction with 

capacity being provided along MD 205.  It would be 
for us to justify expending S20-30 million for an 
e at US 301 if it does not tie into a widened MD 205. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list so you 
will be kept informed of any future decisions aadat.pn this 
project.  Thank you again for identifying your position and we 
appreciate your participation in the project planning process. 

Very truly yours, 

Neil j. Pedersen. Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

HJP:eh 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
My taleohont number is 13011    333-1110  

,.,.... o ... .       Talatypawrlttr for Impalrao Halting or Soaacn 
383-7555 Biltlmwa Metro - 585-0451 O.C. Matro - l-eoo-4»J-506S Slatawlda Toll Fraa 

707 North Cil.art St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 

See  response V-18 C<1 
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MarylandDepartmentoflransportation 
State Highway Administration 

^\'S July 6,   1990 

Richard H. Tninor 
SwrMMV 

Hal Kastoff 
AdmMnralo* 

Vq V^-.'-.-j^f.     » Tl !}•• ^f T 

• f ' .i !',.t      .;^aa 

i-Aiu.--:', Marylana 20601 

Dear Ma. Fields: 

Mr. Nell Pedersen asked me to thank you for your recent 
letter regarding the project planning study for MD 205. Mr. 
Pedersen also asked me to respond to you directly.  Your support 
for the no-bulld alternate along MD 205 and Interchange option D 
at US 301 win be tak&n into consideration in the decislon-aaklng 
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 m our project planning study. 

The resulting transportation problems will be congestion and 
accidents; not Just at the existing US 301/MD 205 Intersection, 
but all along the MD 205 corridor,  ve believe that through the 
study process, we havd developed alternates that will relieve 
those problems.  Thesd include the reconstruction of the MD 205 
roadway to a four-lan« divided highway, as well as construction 
of an interchange to ijeplace or augment the US 301/MD 205 
intersection.  The interchange would be Justified in conjunction 
with additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

Your name has been added to the project mailing list so you 
win be kept informed of any future decisions made on this 
project.  Thank you again for identifying your position on this 
study.  We appreciate your participation in the project planning 
process. 

Very truly yours. 

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

by: 

LHE:VJ:as 
cc:  Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

victor Janat^/ 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

333-1105 or 1-800-5*8-5026 
My ultphon* numb«r it (301 )_ 

T«l«typ«wrlt*r for Impaired HiarlnQ or Sp«och 
383-753J BaMmor* M.lro - 565-0451 O.C Mono - 1-800-492-5082 Sl««wld* Toll Frn 

TOT North Calvert  St.. Baltlmor*. Maryland 21303-0717 

J.  See response V-18 



PINEFIELD   NEWS-EXTRA 

SIX  LANES   IN  FRONT  OF   PINEFIELD! 
At the April 26, 1990 meeting of the Pinafleld Civic Anoclatlon (PCA), tha stata 
Highway kdnlnlatratlon'a propoaal to wldan Routa 20S was dlacuaaad.  It waa tha conaanaua 
of tha PCX msmbara In attandanca that a "No-bulld" option on tha widening of Rta 205 and 
Intarchanga ra-bulldlng Option D ba encouraged.  Your neighbor! In the PCA aak you to 
review the propoaale reproduced In the April Pint field Netrtletter  and. If you agree, to 
forward tha following letter to the SHA.  An Individual letter will carry even more weight 
than a form letter, but either way, pleaaa write and let the State know your position. 

Date: /&*?'*' 1* 

Name:PW«"< A^*"- 

S Address: 6OM S«z^-* «<- 

Mr. Nell J. Pedersen ooe-"' 
Director, 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 

Dear Sir: 

. I support a no-build alternative regarding the widening of Route 
I 205 (segments I, II and III).  Widening the road will not 
i—' alleviate congestion and will destroy the quality of life for the 
0 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. 

1        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. 

P 
Sincerely, 

1.  See response V-18 
C^ 



NAME 

pmNT86    A0DRE88 

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 O 7:30 p.m. 

o' «• V,/ 

•PATE.J//,/^ 

I 

O 

5 Pltai* add my/our namtU) to lh» Mailing Llit.* 

I—i piaai* d»l«l» my/our namalf) from lit* Mailing Lltt. 

•Parson* who hava raealvad a copy ol Ihli brochura Ihrou  1 tha mall art alraady 
on lh» projacl Mailing Lltt. 

Maryland Department oflransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Pichard H. Trainer 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmMitra1«r 

April 4, 1990 ^ ? 

Re:  contract No. CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawonan-Beantown Road 
PDM3 No.082039 

Ms. Georgieanna Hamilton 
Route i Box 106 
Charlotte Hall, Md. 20622 

Dear Ms. Hamilton: 

Thank you for your recent letter opposing impaota to the 
Trinity Memorial Garden Cemetery aa the result of improvement 
studies for MD 205. 

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

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

Your name has been added to the project mailing list, so you 
win be kept informed of future decisions reached on the MD 205 
study. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: "VfetSi 
Victor P. Janata) 
Project Manage) 
Project Planning Division 

LHB-.VFJ-.as 
cc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

My lalaphont numtxr if pni)     333-1105 

Ttletypvwrltor for Impalrad Hoarlng or Sp««ch 
383-7995 Btltlmor* Matro - 595-0451 D.C. Matro - 1-800-491-5082 Stataolda Toll Fra* 

707 North Calvart  St., Baltlmora, Maryland 21203-0717 

1.     Seejresponse V-3 and V-18 
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Date:   ^1% 

HaBe:^J)oon«. Wl&^6 

Address: foQl (\ SdZCLnnt.. 

Mr.  Neil J.  Pedersen 
Director, 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  Proposed HD 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, 

icim. 

VTifydiruxJeS,^joti /My/dttc U<f&£ /KUJ-UT i-ifffl^' 

<4& 

m* MarylandDepartmentofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Tninor 
S«crMWY 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminl«tralof 

July  3.   1990 

Ms. Donna H. Keys 
6019 Suzanne Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Keys: 

20601 

Mr. Nell Pedersen asked me to thank you for your recent 
letter regarding the project planning study for MD 205-  Mr. 
Pedersen also asked :me to respond to you directly. Your support 
for the no-bulld alternate along MD 205 and Interchange Option D 
at us 301 will be taken into consideration in the decislon-n&klng 
process. 

vmie I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattavonan-Beantown Road (MD 205), this 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study. 

The resulting transportation problems will be congestion and 
accidents; not just at the existing US 301/HD 205 intersection, 
but all along the MI) 205 corridor. Ve believe that through the 
study process, we have developed alternates that will relieve 
those problems.  These include the reconstruction of the MD 205 
roadway to a four-lane divided highway, as well as construction 
of an interchange tq replace or augment the US 301/MD 205 
intersection.  The Interchange would be Justified In conjunction 
with additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 
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1.  See response p. V-18 

My t.lephon. number It 1301) 333-110$ 

Teldypcwrllar (or Impalrad HMrlng or Spaaed 
383-7555 BHIImor* M»tro - 565-0451 D.C Malro - 1-S00-4»2-S0e2 Statawlda Toll Fraa 

T07 North Calvart St.. Baltlmora, Maryland 21203-0717 



«8. Donnn !!. r.f»s 
Pago Two 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Bge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
office of Planning ana. 
preliminary Bnglneerlns 

by: 
Victor JaS$a)ta 
Project Manager 

LHB:vj:as 
cc:  Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward H. Meenan 
333-1105 or  1-800-5*8-5026 
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May 14, 1990 

Janes ?.  McDonnell 
902 Truro Lane 
Waldorf, 'CD 20601 

Maryland'Pepartmentoi'Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

June  1,   1990 

Richard H. Tninor 
Sacftlarv 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminiitratof 

I 

o 

Hr. Hell T. Pedersen 
Director, Office of Planning & Prellmlnnry Enalneerlng 
State Hlghuay Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Pederaen: 

WJM71990 

I am concerned about your current plans to widen HD 205 Mattat/oman-Benntown Rd 
(In your MD 5 Relocated Project).    Using any of your current ontlons vri.ll nake It 
hazardous for ny fanlly,  friends and me to use the Nll:e Drive entrance  to the Plnefleld 
neighborhood. 

Already, with only two lanes,  it Is dangerous for the children of Plnefleld  to go 
to the local stores or to visit friends when they must walk olonp, or cross >!D 205. 
By adding additional lanes of  traffic,   I believe the situation will become so dangerous 
that the Mike Drive entrance to Pinefield will becone unsafe.     I believe it would  be 
accurate to say that the main entrance to Pinefield would becone equally hazardous. 

Since I never planned to have a six lane highway at my doorstcn when I bought my 
house,  I request you to develoo another alternative as "art of  the MD 5 Relocated 
Project,  to make the Pinefield entrance safer (not more hazardous). 

Also,  I am convinced  that money snent for building highways could be better spent 
for mass transit or commuter rail onclons for Charles County.     Buildinj new roads has 
not relieved  traffic congestion anywhere in the Washington area,  and In fact, has 
caused increased congestion.    Those who do not learn from history are condemned to rereat 
It.    I believe that the complete IID 5 Relocated Project is ill-advised. 

To help ne keep close track on tl\& direction this project Is taking,  olease olace 
ne on your nailing list for this project. 

Renly Requested. Sincerely, 

£L~ .S^tc^cL^L^ -* •* s f, 

Janes McConnell 

Mr.   James  F.   McConnell 
902  Truro  Lane 
Waldorf,   Maryland     20601 

Dear Mr.   McConnell: 

Thank  you  for  your  May  14th  letter  commenting  on  the  project 
planning  study  for MD  205;   specifically,   your  opposition  to 
additional  lanes  on Mattayoman-Beantown Road and your  concern 
that  improvements   to  the  road would  make  the  MD  205/Nike  Drive 
intersection more  dangerous. 

While  I  can sympathize with your apprehensions about • 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road,   this  is  a 
preferred route  for much of  the MD 5  through traffic.    Volumes 
will continue  to grow on fhis 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.reducf   that  rate.     The  proposed median would 
act  as   a  safety  zone  for  any  pedestrians  or  vehicles  crossing or 
turning left on  the highway.     They would only have  to look in one 
direction  at  a  time,   and gaps  in  the  highway  traffic would be 
more  likely  to  occur  with'more  lanes.     A graded  area  behind  the 
outside  curb would  providf  a  safer  location  for persons  walking 
along   the  highway. 

We  believe  that  with proper  design,   a  roadway  can be  con- 
structed  that  will  be  safe   for  Pinefield  residents  and  for 
through  travelers  on Mattawoman-Beantown  Road.     The proposed 
closed  section  roadway,   together with  protected  turn  lanes  and 
signals,   will  afford  a  safe  design. 

This  project  is   in  a major  commuter  travel  corridor which  is 
currently  under  study  as  part  of   the  Maryland Department  of 
Transportation's  Statewide  Commuter  Assistance  Study.»..Antici- 
pated  to  be  completed  this   summer,   this  multi-modal  transporta- 
tion planning  study  is  examining   transit  alternatives  such  as 
park-and-ride,   express  bus,   busway,   commuter  rail,   light  rail  and 
heavy  rail   service,   as  well  as  additional  highway  improvements. 
The  specific  improvement alternatives under study for a particu- 
lar  area  will   reflect   the  unique   travel  needs   and opportunities 
along  the  corridor as  a whole. 

My Itltphone number is (3011_ 333-1110 

Tttletypewrlttr for Impalrtd Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-S00-492-50S2 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Cal«ert St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 

See response p. V-7 
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Mr. James F. McConnell 
Page Two 

Your opposition to additional roadHay laiies on MD ao^'near 
Nike Drive has been noted and vill be considered in the decision 
making process.  Your name has been added to the project mailing 
list so you will be kept informed ot  any future decisions made on 
this project.  Thank you again for your input. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP:eh 
cc:     Mr.   Edward M.  Meehan 

Mr.  Louis K.   Ege,  Jr. 
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PINEFIELD CIVIC ASSDCIATION, INC. 
WALDORF.  MARYLAND  20601; cOf 

3602  Daniel   Circle    !}'." 

3, tkb'r l-os? ,•..":j 

Maryland'DepartmentofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainof 
SacrMarv 

Hal KassoH 
Administrator •- 

< 
I 
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Zr•-V£ZZZ   P^nnin,  fc P.eli.inary  Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

RE« MD S Relocated Project {Widening MD 20S> 

Dear Mr Pedersem 

We applaud your efforts to prepare for  the future growth 

falls short of being a safe proposal for us. 

We are concerned about the increased safety hazard 
Pinefield, our neighboring commun.txes -n**^•" 

SSSIS" Teprr-tinrthrrc^^nlt-frrits n^ghbor, and 
^porting bC^nessIs by a six lane divided highway can only 
make our day to day lives more dangerous. 

We understand that the Pinefield RD/MD 203 light will 
remain, however, this will not provide enough £*£* ^M 

safety Kasard for this community. 

Request you develop another alternative or option  to 
relieve the safety hazard your current proposal will 
create.  We have developed an option we want you to 
consi^r.  This option will probably increase the noise and 
"r potlution for our neighborhood and be an eyesore, 
however, we believe safety is more important. 

May 3. 1990 

Mr. Johnny A. Martin. President 
Pinefield Civic Association, Inc. 
5602 Daniel Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. Martin: 

Thank you for your recent letter presenting the "Pinefield 
Option" So/consideration as an alternate in the MD 20S project 

planning study. 

Although your proposal is intriguing »nd "°u" h"• »0"" 
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-grad* roadway construction. 

He believe that with pWper design, a roadway can be con- 
structed that will be safe for Pinefield residents and for 
through travellers on ^attawoman-Beantown Road  The Proposed 
closed section roadway- together with protected turn lanes and 
signals, will afford a safe design. 

Thank you for your interest.  He appreciate hearing from 
citizens concerned about the safety of their communities. 

Very truly yours, 

Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning irfd- 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP:as 

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

My talephon* number i> (301)- 
333-1110 

T.l««yp«wrll«r lor Imp.lrsd Hwrlng or S";??e.--_M. MI F... 
S - 565-0451 D.C. M«lro - 1-e00-«»2-S0«2 SIBtwkl*  Toll Fr»« 

,"."" B","n
7?? NSIS M:«t"M:. "wir-i;. «.„.«.<, 21.03-07,, 



Mr. Johnny A. Martin, President 
, Pinefield Civic Association, Inc. 
5602 Daniel Circle 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

PINEFIELD CIVIC ASSOCIATION, INC De,ir Mr' Martins >f 

.....»»ne ...n^. .^.« ,^/,. Thank you for your recent letter presenting the "Pinefield 
WALDORF. MARYLAND 20601 option" for consideration as an alternate in the MO 205 project 
5602 Daniel Circle planning study. 

An analysis is underway to quantify the impacts and costs of 
this alternate. We will be able to get back to you with the 
results in mid-Hay.  Feel free to contact the project manager, 

_ .„, _.  ,     . «   ^  _ Vic Janata, in the interim with any questions.  His toll-free 
I can be reached at (301) 859-4877 during working hour. number is 1-800-548-5026. 

and M5-2140 after 5:00 PM.  I will arrange a meeting with j 
the PCA Board to discuss this problem It  the need arises. Thank you for your interest.  It is a pleasure to hear froa 

citizens concerned about the safety of their communities. 
Sincerely       /  

/^4^^3 Very truly yours, 
l/\   S   wvv PEDERSEH 

Martin 

1   fltch 
Pinefield  Option 

VJ 
cc: Meehan 

< 
I 

cci Charles County Commissioners 
Mr Janata 
Mr Meehan 
Pinefield Newsletter 

1.  See response p. V-7 
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PINEFIELD        OPTION 

FOR 

MD   5.  RELOCATED 

(M D  2 0 5) 

BY 

THE PINEFIELD CIVIC ASSOCIATION 

MARCH 31, 1990 

~o 



OBJECTIVEt 

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. 

OPTION SUMMARY» 

Build a raised dual-lane (one lane each direction) roadway above 
existing MO 205, extending from the proposed MD 5/US 301 overpass to a 
distance pass Substation Rd. 

RATIONAL! 

The elevated roadway will service north and southbound MD 205 traffic 
from MD 3/US 301 to MD 3 and St Charles Pkwy.  The elevated traffic will 
flow without stop (no stop signs or lights) from the Prince Georges county 
line to MD 5 and St Charles Pkwy allowing the two lanes to handle increase 
volume (in both directions). 

The existing roadway will continue to handle "local traffic" from the 
light at MD 5/US 301 and Mattawoman-Beantown Rd to Substation Rd where it 
will merge with the elevated roadway at ground level and be constructed 
per current options for MD 5 Relocated. 

CONCLUSIONS! 

This option allows the existing Pinefield area communities to have 
continued safe access to local businesses and residences by keeping the 
high volume of traffic away from their entrances on MD 203, Mattawoman- 
Beantown Rd. 

ADVANTAGES! 

- High speed travel (no stop lights or stop signs) from Charles County 
Line on MD S/US 301 to intersection of MD 205 and MD 3 at St Charles 
Pkwy. 

- US 301 type roadway at all intersections between Substation Rd and 
Popular Hill-Beantown Rd. 

- One lane, each way, of "through" traffic via overpasses 

- One lane, each way, of "local" traffic via the existing roadbed 

DISADVANTAGES! 

- Overpass from MD 3/US 301 to Substation Rd 

- Increased noise and air pollution from overpass on surrounding 
communities 

- Increased cost of additional overpass structures 

O 
^ 
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.I'tf 
Mr. NelI J. Paderson 
Director. 
Off lea of Planning & Preliminary engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. BOM 717 
Baltimore. Maryland  21203-0717 May 9. 1990 

Ret  Proposed Maryland 6 Relocation (MO 205) 

Dear 8lrt 

As a homeowner and resident of Plnefleld, I am deeply concerned 
about the proposed relocation of Maryland S (MO 205). I can 
understand wanting to shift the flow of route 5 traffic around 
Waldorf to ease congestion, but It appears we are putting the 
cart before the horse. Widening MO 205 without first building an 
Interchange at U.S. 301 will not alleviate existing problems. It 
will only Increase congestion, the potential for accidents and 
destroy the quality of life for the residents of Plnefleld and 
those living along MO 205. 

I do support the proposed Interchange, Option D. This would help 
to alleviate the traffic congestion at the U.S. Route 301 and Md 
205 Intersection and stabilize a growing traffic safety problem 
around the Plnefleld shopping areas. The safety problems In this 
area are Increasing as more Plnefleld residents, especially 
children, are walking and biking to these shopping areas. 

A high quality Interchange Is the most cost effective solution to 
the developing congestion. Basic physics states that Increasing 
the capacity of the pipe without increasing the capacity of the 
faucet to handle the flow will only Increase pressure. Plnefleld 
doesn't need that. Your serious consideration of these proposals 
will be/greatly appreciated by the residents of Plnefleld. 

Tphen RA Sfoker 
4513 Orleans Lane 
(Plnefleld) 
Waldorf, MO  20601-3232 

RECEIVED 
MAY 11 1990 

• uixim mm v 
mm x mmmt csssBst 

PiltKXd H. Tninor 
SvcrManr 

Hal Kassoff 
AdminiMrator 

Maryfand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

May 29. 1990 

Mr. Stephen R. Stoker 
4513 Orleans Lane 
Waldorf, Maryland  20601-3232 

Dear Mr. Stoker: 

Thank you for your May 9th letter opposing major 
improvements to MD 205 and supporting the construction of 
Interchange Option D at US 301. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205), this 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes will continue to grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study. 

We are in agreement ^ith you that an interchange is 
necessary to augment or replace the US 301/MD 205 intersection. 
If the outcome of our study is a build solution, the engineering 
phase would involve the detailed design of a roadway alternate 
and an interchange option':at US 301.  No segment of the project 
is in the current construction program.  Should the roadway be 
reconstructed first, our goal remains to construct an interchange 
at US 301/MD 205 before tt^e improved intersection reaches 
capacity. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed improvement 
would significantly reduce that rate.  The proposed median would 
act as a safety zone for any pedestrians or vehicles crossing or 
turning left on the highway.  They would only have to look in one 
direction at a time, and gaps in the highway traffic would be 
more likely to occur with more lanes.  Graded areas behind the 
outside curbs would provide a safer location for persons walking 
along the highway. 

We believe that with proper design, a roadway can be con- 
structed that will be safe for Pinefield residents and for 
through travelers on Mattawoman-Beantown Road.  The proposed 
closed section roadway, together with protected turn lanes and 
signals, will afford a safe design. 

My ttlephon* number is <•»»»)    333-1110 

Tel«typ«wrli«r for Imptlrtd Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Balllmore Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free 

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

See  response p.   V-33 



Mr. Stephen R. 
Page Two 

Stoker 

Thank you again for your input into the project plonning 
procesa.  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 vill be kept 
informed of any future decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

%il^    tzitMr 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP:as 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jt. 

I 
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2918 Saniwlch Drive 
Waldorf, MD 20601 

April 27,  1990 

Mr Rail J. P«l*rssQ 
Director, Offlc« of Planning A Prallalnazy Knglnaarlnc 
SUta Highway Aaalnlstxatlon 
P.O. Box 71? 
Baltimore, MB 21203-0717 

RBi    MD 5 Relocatad Projeot (Widening MD 205) 

Dear Mr Pederseni 

fT 

• : ~ o 
_> t. 
:r.- 

1 •» writing to you to oppose any thing In thla project othet than , __ 
tha "no build* option. My opposition la baaed on two Iteaai  (l)~aa a • 
taxpayer of the atata of Maryland, I object to apendlng any funda^i thl« 
project until the full effect* of the Waahlngton Bypass, the vldenlng 
of U.S. 301, and the resulto of the 1990 Decennial Census ara knowni and 
(2) aa a resident of the Plneflald neighborhood, wMenJjig of the current 
MD 205 would wreak havoc to our neighborhood. 

Aa to tha first Itea, It la Just plain premature to plan for this 
project given the uncertainties aentloned above. A Washington Bypass Bay 
obviate the traffic projections for continued growth In those portions of 
the Trl-County area south and eaot of Waldorf. The fact that Waldorf 
now acts aa a bottleneck for north-south traffic on U.S..301 anl MD 5 
Is not all bad| continued highway "iBproveaents* will lull future residents 
Into atteaptlng longer and longer conautes to and froa the Washington 
aatropolltan area with detrlaental lapacts on the natlorib energy supplies 
and the regional quality of life. 

A3 to the second Itea, I foresee very serious disadvantages to our 
Plneflald neighborhood if this project goes forward with any of the 
alternatives identified so far. We didn't bargain for a state highway 
on the doorstep to our selghboxhood when we purchased our hone 11 years 
ago, and we certainly didn't bargain for a 6-lane, divided roadway at 
that. AlthougK^safety-lB a priaary concern, the envlronaental daaage 
of such a highway is sufficient enough reason to halt further planning. 
More than a third ofPinefleld hones lie within a half mile of the 
current KD 2051 The<35>iae_fkotor alone Is sufficient to Justify not 
going ahead with thla project unless noise barriers are an integral 
part of the projeot. Even though the nation continues to decrease 
polution output per vehicle, aore roadway means aore vehicles and 
therefore aore pollution. Aa torSafety, the local traffic patterns* 
i.e., Plneflald traffic heading south onto U.S. 301, have been 
neglected In faaor of the through traffic. Additionally, the phasing 
of the overall projeot (thoroughfare widening first, interchanges later), 
would aake thia.X long and costly (in terns of accidents and "neck down" 
disruptions) to all those who would have to travel thla route during 
construction. 

To ensure that I aa kept abreast of your thinking on this projeot, 
please place ae on your Bailing list for this project. 

eci Charles County Coaalssioners 

Very truly yours, 

THOMAS D. WANNER 

Maryland Department ofTiansportatJon 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
5«cr«iarv 

Hal Kassoff 
AAnJnJgtrator    "' 

May 22,   1990 

Mr Thomas D. Wanner 
2918 Sandwich Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Wanner: 

Thank you for your April 27th letter supporting the No- 
Build Alternate for the MD 205 project planning study. 

0ur tra"ic volume forecasts reflect the relationship of MD 
205 and the surrounding highway network.  A number of related 
highway improvements are included in the network, such as the 
widening of US 301/MD 5 through Waldorf to six through lanes. 
Despite these area roadway improvements, we still project a need 
to widen MD 205, as it is still a preferred route for many MD 5 
travelers.  Traffic demahd on MD 205 will be reassessed as future 
decisions are reached on other highway improvements (such as the 
Washington Bypass). 

Regarding the noise impacts of our proposal, four 
mitigation sites remain vinder consideration, all in the Pinefield 
area.  The federal noise abatement criteria is estimated to be 
marginally exceeded at these locations in the design year (2015). 
A preliminary determination on the reasonableness and feasibility 
of noise mitigation will be made during the preparation of the 
final environmental document. 

No decisions have been reached on the potential 
construction staging of these improvements because of current 
funding limitations.  No-segment of the project is in the current 
construction program.  If a build solution is selected, the 
engineering phase would involve the detailed design of a roadway 
alternate and an interchange option.  Should the roadway be 
reconstructed first, our goal remains to construct an interchange 
at US 301/MD 205 before the improved intersection reaches 
capacity. 

The Pinefield Road intersection with MD 205 is already 
signalized.  The Option A and B intersection with MD 205, which 
would line up with Nike Drive, can also be expected to be 
controlled by traffic signals.  Interchange Option C proposes a 
connection between MD 205 opposite Pinefield Road and Substation 
Road, and from there to US 301.  Interchange Option D provides a 
direct ramp access between MD 205 and southbound US 301. 
Pinefield residents would have safe access to southbound US 301 
under any of the build options under consideration.  Selection of 
an interchange option has not yet been made. 

My ulephona numbtr i> (301)_ 

...  ...    _ Tetetypewrlter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
381-7555 Baltimore Metro - 5S5-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-»00-4«2-S0«2 Statewide Toll Free 

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

1.  See response p. V-19 



Mr. Thomas D. 
Page Two 

(fanner 

Thank you for sharing your concerns.  Your support for the 

decisions isade on this project. 

Very truly yours. 

Meil J.'Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Prelininary Engineering 

NJP:as 

Mr. 
Mr. 

Edward H 
Louis H. 

, Meehan. 
Bge, Jr. 

< 
I 

Mr. Thomas D. Wanner 
Page Two 

Thank you for sharing your concerns.  Your support for the 

sions made on this project. 

Very truly yours. 

Neil J. Pedersen. Directdjf - 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP:as 

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

Prepared by: Victor Janata. Proj. Plan. Div.. 333-1105. 5-15-90 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

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

Mattawamn/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to US 301 

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

NAME Ut^ C e£fr narc   a-a.C-9 0 

PmNT8E    ADDRESS <2- JO JkA..~wl./A^J~j PAAAS 

CITY/TQWM   DMrd, BTATF "THtUyU-tJ      7IP   ftOflP    ZIO&at 

l/W* with to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

Loksx. .' 
\j" iJjJLtL*  /iJ£L»+Jb ^k »n^„J ALU/J LU ^ 
<?*//,    d*y,*SJ/A^j7jt*-> 

Maiyland Department afTiansportatJon 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Treinor 
SacrMMy 

Hal Kasaoff 
AdmkMunor 

April   11,   1990 

Re:     Contract Ho.  CH566-151-571 
Proposed MD 5 Relocated   (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road 
PDMS   082039 

Ms. Helen C. White 
c-io Idlewood Trailer Park 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Ms. White: 

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

Your support for Segment II, Alternate 5/6 Modified has been 
noted and will be considered in the development of our 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 Engineering 

by: 

LHE:VFJ:kw 

cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Victor F./Jfenata 
Project Mirnager 
Project Planning Division 

I—I Plsas* add my/our namalt) to the Mailing List.* 

I    I Plaate delete my/our namelsl from the Mailing List. 

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

My Itlephona number it (301)  333-1105 

Tslatypcwrlter for Impaired Hearing or Jpaae* 
383-7555 BaJtlmota Metro - 585-0451 D.C. Metro - •-«O0-«S2-t08i Statewide Toll Free 

*i\v  M#w»»*  r«i..*..   Q.      a<*i«iH*.-.*»    i... .t._j   ..•«-.* ...... 

1.  See response p. V-3 



NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION     ,        -, ..-» 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMEN.T.3-    •• l- '"  -u 

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

Uattawcnan/Beantown Road 
Existing MD 5 to OS 301 

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

ZTA/H**      Ulnno/ujARj     OAT*   V-Sf.-fo 

^EASE    ADPRE88        (?   3%. X</(.FlAl•J EJU. 

/..•,>»•,»«,>. (JIAU**   F STATE McL ZIP CODE 

l/W. wl«h to comment or Inquire about the following aepectt of this prelect: 

.TT    r/n A/CT        hf- t.: rtr Thl*    H//'//   "Jn&t * 

^,>      -r-A/a       f-'J       Jill r^r     r-HiURt*t      XAfMki'Vj— 

I 

00 

6- A^i/e. J   . : _ _  

^r      T-A.-,<ir-        r-A, /?A*7-**A/ 6? SS.KS «VA// 

'->" * k Grltf-iR 

m PI • as* add my/our nama(») to !h« Mailing Ll»t.» 

l—i plan* dalat* my/our namalt) Irom the Mailing List. 

ip.ftont who hay. r.celv.d a copy ol thl. brochur. through th. mall ar* already 
on the project Mailing Llat. 

Maiyland Department ofTtansportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainer 
S*a«arr 
Hal Kassoff 
Adffliftinraior 

Re: 

IJOJ 

Contract Ho.566-151-571 
Proposed HO 5 Relocated (MD 205) 
Mattawoman-Beantovn Road 
PDMS Ho. 082039 

Mr. James Woodward 
C 22 Idlewood Parx 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. woodward: 

ThanX you for your recent letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study.  Your opposition to Che widening of 
existing Mattawoman-Beantown Road and the moving of grave sites 
at the Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery is noted and will be 
considered in the decision-making process. 

Existing MD 205 has little or no shoulders.  The 
'improvements proposed, four through lanes with outside shoulders, 
would accommodate the Increasing commuter traffic as well as 
right turns into and out of the resldentlally zoned land adjacent 
to the road.  The shoulder would serve as a combination turning 
and breakdown lane.  Bus stops and bicycle travel could also be 
accommodated by the outside shoulder.  Pedestrians would be able 
to walk safely along a graded area behind the curb.  The ultimate 
highway improvement is envisioned as a boulevard with a number of 
traffic signals at existing and future public street inter- 
sections.  The existing 40 mph speed limit would remain. 

From your opposition to disturbing any graves at the Trinity 
Memorial Gardens Cemetery, : surmise that you would support 
Alternate 5/6 Modified in Segment U.  That alternate does not 
impact any graves and was presented at the February 26th public 
hearing. 

*..*.... 
The Eastern Bypass study has one preliminary alternate that 

would pass between Plnefleld and the state parkland.  Other 
preliminary alternates are west of us 301 and do not address the 
MD 5 corridor problems.  Of course, we will continue to 
coordinate the potential implementation of MD 205 with decisions 
reached on the Eastern Bypass study. 

My ittlephone number is 1301 )_ 333-1105 
Telatyptwrlter for Impalratf Hearing at Speech 

313-7555 Belllmor* Metro - 585-0451 O.C Metro - 1-B00-«e2-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
707  North divert   St.,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21203-0717 

1.     See  response p.   V-3  and V-7. 



-• 
Mr. James Woodward 
Page Two 

Thanx you again for identifying your position.  Your name 
has been added to the project mailing list, so you will be Kept 
informed of any future decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours, 

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

oy: 
vidtor F.  ^jfnata 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHB:VPJ:as 

cc:  Mr. Edward H. Mee!»an 

vo 
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Mr. H»l K**»of* 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvirt Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203-0717 

Ret  Proposed MD 3 Relocated CMD 205) 

Dear Sin 

5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
May 19, 1990 

RECEIVED 

mtm. ofndi or 

301 -for design year 2015. 

BisCUSSlBQ 
To solve  this  P-^em your  O^iceo.   Planning  and^Prelimlnary  new 

Kiss i^^^^n^^j^ « - S3301' 
iua&'firsr.it^-.trrsi ^-rStS- the pro-p^i. 
The Pinefieid Civic A.«i.tl« f»^ "P^-^^^S^'SSilSln, a 
approximately 1400 homes *^«c^*t^c^ option D^/the SHA 
high quality interchange only ""«£c^ g   PThi, pr0posal would 
proposal).  This Pr•*"1•1*,2Q M to'.is M by eliminating the 

Mr. Neil P.der.enand Mr. Victor aa -- o^ Vour pianni g^J"^^ *• 

Thomas Mac Mlddleton, ^"f^^^f fl^ociation meeting held on May 
attended the last P*"'""" "V^u?"proCid. technical justification 17th.  None of *»'.m.9-ntl.«-n could provi       M.UB.d that widening 

for widening the road.  ^^^^'J^ measure to solving the 
Route 205 was part of a cost ey**"1 

congestion problem.  It may not be. 
.-i - ^.»ii result from the inability of Th. projected congestion probl.m wUl result fro.     ^^  wldenln(J 

^r.io^'^rvrtre r^on^-t-. «t wm omy ^ 
the bottleneck closer to the intersection. 

MaryfandDepartmentotTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Tralnor 
$«Cf«tMV 

Hal Kiuoff 
AdfflMtlfHof 

June  12.   1990 

Mr. Philip F. Zalesak 
Chairman, Route 205 Committee 
Pinefieid Civic Association 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Zalesak: 

TTiank you for your May 19th letter, which contained the recommendations of 
your association 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. I would like to clarify several points In 
your letter. 

The "forecasted congestion problem" is not Just at the US 301/MD 205 
intersection, but all along MD 205. from MD 5 to US 301. TTie problems are not just 
congestion, caused by over-loadipg the capacity of the facility, but also accident 
problems related to the type of road and the capacity restrictions. 

We believe that through the study process, we have developed alternates that 
will relieve the transportation problems in the MD 205 corridor, "niese indude 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 nbt tie into a widened MD 205. 

The need for the proposed improvements Is presented in the Environmental 
Assessment prepared for the project. As traffic volumes continue to grow in the area. 
congestion will worsen and the accident rate on MD 205 will increase. Your 
association has been provided with a copy of that document, which contains an 
explanation of the existing and projected levels of service on MD 205 and summarizes 
the results of the technical analyses. Traffic growth In the corridor win outstrip the 
ability of the existing two-lane roadway to serve the capacity needs. 

My telaphon* numb.f it (301) 333-1111 

Tsl(typ«wrll«r for lmpilr»d Hairing or Sptoch 
JJ3-7555 Btltlmor* Metro - 585-04S1 B.C. Mrtro - 1-a00-4»a-S0«2 StMowld* Toll Fro* 

707  North  C»l»«rt   St..  B.ltlmoro. MoryUnd  21201-0717 



What will solv> the congestion problem is to build a high quality 
interchange which will move traffic efficiently and safely onto and off 
of Route 301.  Option D of your proposal meets these criteria.  This 
would be the logical first step in construction.  It may also be the 
only one necessary.  It is probably sufficient to meet the stated 
objective "to alleviate existing congestion and provide for continued 
safe and efficient operation in the future." 

ResgmmendatiSQ 

I recommend the following actions! 

(1) Proceed with planning, programming and budgeting of the 5HA 
Opltlon D interchange. 

(2) Cease any further planning and consideration of widening 
Route 203 until sufficient SfiCbDtCfil_JUSii.£iCfiitDD can be developed. 
Neither SHA or Charles County seems to have this data.  If they do, 
they have not presented it to the people who would be impacted by this 
action. 

SummgCY 

Implementing the above recommendations will allow the stated objective 
to be met and provide an opportunity to revisit the option of widening 
Route 203 at at later date. 

Sincerely, 

AA£&-IS£— 

Phil   ZalVgaj! 
Chairman, 
Route 203 Committee 
Pinefleld Civic Association 

Copy tot 

Congressman Roy Dyson 
Richard H. Trainor (Secretary, Maryland Department of Transportation) 
State Senator James C. Simpson 
State Delegate John F. Mood 
Charles County Commissioners 
Maryland Independent 
Times Crescent 
Pinefleld Newsletter 

1.  See response p. V-18 

Mr. Philip F. Zalesak 
Pago Two 

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 
81(301)333-1110. 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HKA 

cc:     Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

V 



I •' 

Mr. H*l K«s»of * J'J'.! I' 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203-0717 

Ret  Proposed MD 3 Relocated <MD 203) 

Dear Sin 

330? Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
June 23, 1990 

..rio 
'RECEIVED 

JUN 28 ]990 ^-''^ 
sfp 193 

MSRCffMO  
imsESsusMwn 

•• IT* .-. „ .t 

and Than, you 4or  your letter o, '^^J^^Jtr^^T^Z-^T-hU 
e

h^^^«rtSr^rt
t/iit"S!,^ct^ln.t. o, your o^ice. 

I have studied Table 12, Effect, on Traffic Operation, .page, IV-6 to 
iv-9»! Ind have come to the following conclusion,. 

iQ5_»nd„MD_5/MD_2Q5  high ^^V^^^OS intersection would still 
II of the assessment.  The US 301 nu a       kdown ^low, a«er widening 

be at level of service (LOS) F "^"^S/SD 203 intersection would be 
had been completed (page IV-B).  Jh- "D='"»      evening peak hours for 
.t LOS E and F, respectively^ du«n, morn^"^section

g
would be at LOS 

alternative 5 (page IV-7>. •*n•f•Jl  for alternative 6 (page D for both morning and evening P"££our. for a amount ^ 
IV-7>.  1 would call these gains marginal *« "" 
resources dedicated to this portion of the project. 

Songestlen_iSnd_BCgSyS!3fe^-25£eii;i_a£_£D|-.y-g^--5--i 3gi 1 

tn£lEiisItsn_and_aUays_ea^-««•»-«Tl^n^reTlirin^S^estion (LOS 
PlMiltlfl*  Options A and B ^^.^IIZ^  alternative built (page 
F morning and evening) ^«n"^h

af the bottom of the page that reads 
IV-9).  Significant  , the note *t the o ^^ antlcipated 
••all intersections along 301 wil  ^ ^  s 301 (in e,ch direction) 
traffic along US 301.  A *°urt* l*""fl°"!Service.-  I understand that 
is needed to provide an «»«>"«t» »£*? "*.**„  ^ch direction in the 
US 301 will only be "iOaned to three  *"*« ^ •«    to 50uthbound US 

^rfrorpr^fr.ir SpUonV^pro'vlde ^a.y access to southbound 
US 301 "nd hlvi minima? impact in our community. 

Richard H. Trainor 
S«CfM*fy 

Hal Kassoff 
Admtnittraior 

Maiyiand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

August 2, 1990 

Mr. Phil Zalesak 
President (Elect) 
Pinefield Civic Association 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf. Maryland  20601 

Dear Mr. Zalesak: 

Thank you for your June 25th letter regarding the MD 205 
project planning study.  J would like to clarify several point, 
in your letter. 

interchange options have been studied at US 301 because an 
interchange is the only long terra solution for the MD 205 
intersection with US 301/MD 5; however, this is in conjunction 
with the widening of MD 2P5.  Without implementing the build 
improvements to MD 205. the northern segment of it will be 
operating at level of service (LOS) F in this decade, with 
traffic operating at a stbp 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 «"* 
approved development and wetland impacts, it was not P"«nted. 
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 improvement;, operatesisignificantly better and meets the 
transportation needs for the design year. 

All of the interchange options at US 301/MD 5 result in 
sianificant improvements to congestion and safety levels.  Tne 
mifllnders?anding results from the comparison between intersection 
and ramp LOS.  With Interchange Options A and B, the existing 
intersection would remain i but with considerably ^s. traffic 
along existing MD 205.  However the intersection LOS a«signations 
are derived from the total volume of traffic through the 
tntersectton  and the US 301 volume, overwhelm the calculations, 
interchange Options C and D replace the intersection.  Once 
traffic is on US 301, regardless of which interchange option 
might be butlt, traffic will operate at LOS F in the design year 
because of the volume of traffic on US 301 for the lanes 
provided!  It should be noted that the US 301 traffic volume, do 
not reflect implementation of an eastern Washington Bypas. 
solution. 

My tdaphon* numtxr it (301)- 
333-1111 

T«Myp*wrtt*r »or Impilttd Hearing o» SpMCh 
3.J-7555 Bimmcr. M.lro - 365-04S1 O.C. Mrfro " '-"0-*"",.0.  o?« 

707  North  C«lv«rt   St..  B»ltlmOf».  Mirylaod  1U0S-O717 
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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   t"ID 
203.  Your data indicate that only marginal Improvement can be obtained 
by widening MD 205.  Your data indicate that interchange option D 
provides significant relief in congestion (and presumabley safety) and 
further provides easy access to southbound US 301 from Pinefleld. 

I strongly recommend that interchange option D be considered the first 
step in solving the congestion and safety problem documented in your 
assessment.  I also recommend that an analysis be conducted to 
determine the Impact of Just implementing Interchange option D.  This 
additional data would allow you to determine the cost effectiveness of 
widening MD 20S. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Phil Zalesak 
Page Two 

PROJECT 
DEVEI.OP;-T:,T 

DIV:.:,O:I 

Selection of an interchange option" will Be^bVietf' on>a' number 
of factors, including maintenance of traffic impacts, wetland 
impacts, disruptions to commercial access, and costs.  He 
continue to believe that Pinefield residents will have safe 
access to southbound US 3bl 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. 

Sine 

Presia<nt/(Elect) , 
Pinefield Civic Association HK/ih 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

1.  See response p. V-18 

A. 
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3309 Doris Drive ..rT 

Walddrf, Maryland 2O6Ot'-v\0. '- • 
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April 28, 1990 

Mr. Nail J. Pedersen, Director 
Of-flce o* Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Ret  Proposed MD S Relocated (MD 203) 

The Plnefield Civic Association (PCA) met last Thursday, April 26, 1990 
to discuss the subject proposal.  I passed out copies oi   the diagrams 
contained in your location/design public hearing brochure and read -from 
sections of   the brochure to acquaint the attendees with the proposal. 
After much discussion, the following determinations were madei 

<1)  EiC?t. Mr. Johnny Martin's letter to you dated March 31, 
1990 was not formulated in accordance with the by-laws that govern the 
PCA and, therefore, does not represent the position of the Pinefield 
commmunlty.  In fact, Mr. Martin admitted that this was hj.§_BroeQsal.. 
Mr. Martin is a hard working PCA president, however, he erred in 
presenting his proposal as the consensus view of the Pinefield 
community.  Virtually no one at the meeting spoke in favor for a build 
option regarding the widening of Route 205 accept for Mr. Martin. 

<2>  ieggnd, to Mr. Martin's credit he tasked me to formulate a 
position that would represent a consensus view of our community.  Based 

^  on the discussions at the meeting, the following position is formulated 
I   and will be reviewed in accordance with the PCA by-laws: 
i—1 

^ a.   The PCA supports a no-bulld alternative regarding the 
widening of Route 203 (segments I, II and III).  Widening the road will 
not alleviate congestion and will destroy the quality of life for the 
residents of Pinefield and the people living along Route 203. 

b. The PCA  supports the high quality interchange, option 
D, to alleviate congestion at the intersection of Route 301 and 203. 

c. The PCA believes that this proposal is the most cost 
effective solution to the developing congestion problem and will 
preserve the quality of life in our community. 

Sincerely 

cci     Mr.   Hal   Kassoff   <SHA,1") t? f ' OTI/""Cl^ 
County Commissioners £vlL,OjtH VSLD 

Richard H. Trainor 
S«cr«1«rr 

Hal Kas;off 
Atfmtafitfator 

MarylandDepartmentotTtinsportation 
State Highway Administration 

May 22. 1990 

Mr. Philip P. 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 
.improvements being studied for MD 205 (Mattawoman-Beantown Road). 
I also appreciated the opportunity to meet with representatives 
of the association on May 17th. 

The Pinefield Civic Association's position against a build 
alternate along MD 205 and favoring Interchange Option D to 
replace the US 301/MD:205 intersection is noted and will be 
considered in the selection of alternates for this project. 
Thank you for submitting your recommendations. 

Very truly yours, 

fU-f)- (icLu./fft 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

HJP:as 

Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. John M. Contestabile 

MAY 1391 

DUttiioa. jFfin ur 
mm i mmm mmrm 

My l«l«phone numb«r it (301). 

T«l«typ«wrltar lor Impalrsd H«arlng or Sp«*eti 
383-7555 Btitlmor* Matro - 565-0451 O.C. MMro - 1-«00-<»2-5062 SIMmld* Toll Frm 

707  North  Olvtrl   St.,   Blltlmor*.  Maryland  21203-0717 

1.  See response p. V-18 
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3309 Doris Drlvn ... 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 [\fj 2-"  l|i;3i.i'»J 
April 23, 1790 

Mr. Nail J. Pedersen, Director 
Offica o-f Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore,   Maryland  21203-0717 

Rat      Proposed  MD S Relocated   (MD  20S) 

Dear  Sin 

I have reviewed the subject proposal and have discussed this matter 
with Mr. Victor Janata of your office.  After careful consideration, I 
have come to the following conclusions! 

First, six lanes of traffic at the entrance of Pinefield will 
permanently destroy the quality of life for the residents of Pinefield, 
a community of approximately i5Q0_hgmes.  If completed, this 
construction would add pollution, noise and safety hazards to a quiet, 
established neighborhood and disrupt the efficient flow of traffic from 
Pinefield to Route 301 going south. 

Second, if the proposal is seriously considered, a number of 
flaws need to be addressed.  I understand that the project would be 
completed in stages with Route 203 being widened first (segments I, II 
and III) and an interchange to be built later.  If this is the plan to 
be executed, the tax payers will have spent a minimum of $19.1 (1 and 
achieved nothing as far as relieving congestion.  I also understand 
that if an interchange is to be built concurrent with the widening of 
Route 203, options A and B are preferred.  These options actually 
impede traffic feeding from the Pinefield community trying to access 
Route 301 going south.  Residents would have to cross six lanes of 
traffic to access the Route 203 and 301 Intersection. 

I recommend the following! ' 

First, take no action on this proposal.  Improvements are already 
underway to improve the flow of traffic through Waldorf by widening 
Route 301 and Route 3.  This  work will be completed by 1992.  The 
Washington Bypass determination will be made later this year.  Both of 
these projects may preclude the requirement for making any changes to 
Route 203. 

MarylandDepartment ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

May 22,   1990 

Richard H. Trainor 
Sacfturv 

Hal Kassoff 
Adminittrttor 

Mr. Philip P. Zalesak 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Zalesak: 

Thank you for your April 23rd letter recommending no action 
regarding improvements to MD 205 and supporting the construction 
of Interchange Option C or D first, if a build solution ia 
selected. 

While I can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Beantown Road (MD 205), this 
is a preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic. 
Volumes will continue ijo grow on this highway, with or without 
the improvements presented in our project planning study. 

No decisions have been reached on the staging of improve- 
ments.  If a build solution is selected, the engineering phase 
would involve the detailed design of a roadway alternate and an 
interchange option.  No segment of the project is in the current 
construction program.  Should the roadway be reconstructed first, 
our goal remains to construct an interchange at US 301/MD 205 
before the improved intersection reaches capacity. 

i 

The Pinefield Road intersection with MD 205 is already 
signalized, and the Intjerchange Options A and B intersection with 
MD 205, which will line up with Nike Drive, will likely be 
controlled by a traffi^ signal.  Pinefield residents will have 
safe access to southbound US 301; therefore. Options A and B 
cannot be eliminated. 'Selection of an interchange option has not 
yet been made. 

Our traffic forecasts reflect the relationship)^ of MD 205 and 
the surrounding highway network.  A number of related highway 
improvements are included, such as the widening of US 301/MD 5 
through Waldorf to six through lanes.  There is the possibility 
that decisions reached on the Washington Bypass could affect the 
traffic forecasts for MD 205.  The future traffic volumes and 

My Itlephon* numb«r •> (301)  333-1110 

Teletypftwrlter for Impaired Hairing or Spttch 
383-7555 Baltlmor* Metro - 5SS-04S1 O.C. Motro - 1-800-482-5082 Stttcwld*  Toll Frta 

707 Norm Calvort  St.. Balllmor*. Maryland 21203-0717 



Second, 1-f you decida to proceed with tha proposed project, build 
either interchange options C or D first before widening Route 203.  If 
the interchange alone alleviates congestion, you will have saved the 
taxpayers *19.1 M and preclude destroying an estabished neighborhood. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Philip F. 
Page Two 

Zalesak 

4»..J- „» hiohwav improvements needed for MD 205 can 

sive solutions. 

YoUr reco^end-tion to .uiXdtne interchange ;« W• «." 

^.nU'Sm'S^^^- S- «l.«ti« ot  alternat.. for 
this project. 

Thank you for your, time and effort in •*>f"ing ««»»end'- 
tions?"our contribution to the project planning process i. 

• appreciated. 

Very truly yours. 

Neil JVPedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

< 
I 

ho 

NJP/ih 

Mr. Edward H. Mqehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ega, Jr. 
Mr. John M. Contestabile 

1.  See response p. V-33 
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P. O. BOX B 

LA PLATA, MARYLAND 9064* 

(301) ^S-OSM on O.C. •TO-»OOO 

RECEIVED 
MAR   8 1990 

oiittciOK, Of i ici or 
Hum i niuumu mmmi 

February 26, 1990 

M.  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 
imorovement project.  We would also like to express our support 
thrill  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 °f"^e 
at unacceptable levels of service.  The improvement of Maryland 
Route 205 to a relocated Maryland Route 5, with an interchange at 
S?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 Sill 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. 

MAR 1.3 1990 

PROJECT 
oi:VELCP::t': r 

p...... -• 

Ka W  \l 3" i'it '® 

The Honorable Thomas Mac Middleton 
President, Charles County Commissioners 
Post Office Box B 
La Plata, Maryland 20646 

Dear Commissioner Middleton: 

Thank you for your Februaiy 26th letter and Commissioner Sefton's presenta- 
tion at the MD 205 (Mattawoman-Beantown Road) LocaUon/Design Public Hearing. 
We appreciate your support of a build solution to alleviate congestion problems In 
the Waldorf area. 

Consistent with the level of access controls for MD 5 to the south and 
recognizing the resulting Impacts to the large number of existing 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 Committee to minimize any additional entrance points, 
encouraging developers to access from intersecting public roads.  Based on the 
support indicated by Charies County elected officials, we are proceeding with design 
for the widening of MD 205.        ! 

Thank you again for letting us know the Commissioners' position regarding 
this project 

Sincerety, 

ORIGINAL SJCJINUO BY; 

HAL KASSOFF, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HKA 

cc: 

bcc: 

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

Mr. John D. Bruck 
Mr. Louis H. Ege. Jr. 

SAY NO TO DRUGS 

^ 



Mr. Hal Kassoff 
February 26, 1990 
Page -2- 

W« 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, 

f       lb 

00 

COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 
CHARLES COUNTY, MARYLAND 

Thomas Mac Middleton, President 

Murray D. Levy    / 

Nancy J. Sefton ' 

2*.     iraccesrcon^^oriaAagement  strategy will be  developed  in conjunction with 
^Kharles  County  for  proposed  developments. ^^ ^_ ,^^ 
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Address:    /OJL<JI CD~*> T*J A-*-*** 

Mr. N«U J. Ptdencn 
Dlrrcior, Office of Planning & Prtlimlniry Englnecrtn| 
Stile Hl|hw»y AdmlnlitratJon 
P.O. Bo* 717 
Ballifflore. MD 21203-0717 

RE: MD 5 Relocated Projecl (Widening MD 205) 

Dear Mr. Pedersen, 

I anj concerned about your current plans to widen MD 205 Mattawoman-Beantown Rd. 
(in your MD 5 Relocated Project).  Using any of your current options will make it 
haurdous for my family, friends and me to use the main entrance to the Pinefield 
neighborhood. . 

Already,, with only two lanes, it is dangerous for the kids of Pinefield to go to the local 
stores or to visit friends when they must walk along or cross MD 205.  By adding addi- 
tional lanes of traffic. 1 believe the situation will become so dangerous that the main 
entrance so Pinefield will become unsafe. 

Since I never planned to have a six lane highway at my doorstep when 1 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).  1 have reviewed the 
"Pinefield Option" and agree/disagree (circle one) with it. To help me keep close track 
on the direction this project is taking, please place me on your mailing list for this project. 

Reply Requested. 

bwnea. 

MaiylandDepartment oTTmsportation 
State Highway Administration 

July  17.   1990 

Richard H. Trail 
Sacraury 

Hal Kaacoff 

Mr. and Mrs. Stanlay Kuczewskl 
1029 Country Lan* 
Waldorf. Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Kuczewski: 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding -.he project 
planning study for MO 20S.  We have noted yiur oppoticlon to 
additional lanes on Mattawoman-Baantown Road, and your concern 
that improvements to che road would make the existing signalized 
MD 20S/Pinefield Road intersection more dangerous. 

While X can sympathize with your apprehensions about 
increasing traffic along Mattawoman-Baantown Road, this is a 
preferred route for much of the MD 5 through traffic.  Volumes 
will continue co grow on this highway, with or without che 
improvements presented in our project planning study. 

Existing MD 205 has a higher accident rate :han che state- 
wide average for similar type roads.  The proposed Ir.provemant, a 
curbed four-lane divided highway with outside shoulders, would 
significantly reduce that rate.  The proposed median would act as 
i 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 craffi: would be 
more likely to occur wich more lanes.  The shoulder would serve 
is a combination turning and breakdown lane.  Graded areas behind 
the outside curbs would provide a safer location for persons 
walking along che highway. 

We believe that, wich proper design, a roadway can be con- 
structed that will be safe for Pinefield residents and tor 
through travelers on Mattawoman-Baantown Road.  The proposed 
closed section roadway, together with protected turn lanes and 
signals, will Afford » safe design. 

Mv tvltpnon* numb«r is 13011. 
113-1110 ^ 

TtMypcwrlttr lor Impalrtd Hurlng or SPMCIV 
313-rSSS BUtlinor* MMro - 585-04JI O.C. Matro - 1-I00-491-J0»~ Id* Toll Fit* 
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See response p. V-7 

Mr. and Mrs. Stanley Kuczewski 
Page Two 

Your opposition to additional roadway lanea on MD 205 near 
Pinefleld 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. 

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

MJP:as 
cc:  Mr. Edward H. Meehan 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

%> 
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JUNE 26,  1990 

MR.  NEIL J.  PEDERSEN - DIRECTOR 
OFFICE OF PIANNING & PRELMNMtY QGINEERINQ 
STATE KIGHHM MMINISTRATION 
P.  0. BOX 717 
BALTDORE, MARYIAND   21203-0717 

DEAR MR.   PEDERSENi 

?R'. 
ir-rT 

RECEIVED 
JUN X9 MOO 

HE ARE THE MEDLIN FAMILY AND HE HAVE LIVED IN OUR HOME AT 1905 
MATTAHCMAN-BEAWrOHN ROAD FOR 8 YEARS.  IN THAT TIME VE HAVE SEEN MANY, 
MANY ACCIDENTS ON OUR ROAD, ESPECIALLY IN FRONT OF OUR HOME. HE HAVE HAD 
CARS JUMP OUR CURB AND TEAR DOHN OUR MAILBOX QUITE A FBI TIMES, HE EVEN 
HAVE HAD A CAR ROLL STRAIGHT THROUGH OUR YARD ACROSS OUR DRIVEHAY AND 
FINALLY IT CAME TO REST ON ONE OF OUR BIG TOEES.  IN THIS ACCIDOfr A 
BOY HAS HURT VERY BADLY. TOANK GOD HE HERE NOT HOME, BOT HE CAME HOME TO 
CAR PARTS AND CAUSE, TUBES AND BLOOD All. OVER OUR DRIVEHAY. 

OUR HOME SITS PRETTY CLOSE TO TOE ROAD ALREADY AND IT'S ALHAYS BEEN 
A NIGHTOARE TRYING TO GET IN AND OUT OF OUR DRIVEHAY. HE HAVE BEEN VERY 
LUCKY SO FAR. HE HAVE ALMOST BEEN HIT HEAD-ON AND REAR-ENDED BY PEOPLE 
NOT ACKNOHLEDING THE YELLOH SAFTEY AREA IN FRONT OF OUR HOME. HE HAVE 
ALWAYS BEEN VERY CAUTIOUS AND FEARFUL FOR OUR FAMILY. EVEN GETTING OUR 
MAIL OR PUTTING OUR TTtASH OUT HE HAVE TO BE CAREFUL BECAUSE OF THE CARS 
GOING TOO FAST AND COMING DANGEROUSLY CLOSE TO OUR CURB.  HE CANNOT IMAGINE 
6 LANES OF TRAFFIC IN FRONT OF OUR HOME, DUE TO TOE FACT HE VfILL LOOSE SOME OF 
OUR PROMT YARD SPACE HHICH HILL PUT OUR HOME EVEN CLOSER TO THE ROAD - NOT 
TO MENTION THE NOISE TYHT WILL ALSO BE CREATED BY TOIS 

THERE HAVE BEEN SO MANY ACCIDENTS BETOEEN THE PINEFIELD LIGHT AND 
NIKE DRIVE, mm  TOE NEW ROAD TAKING PART OF OUR FRONT YARD AND POTTING 
OUR HOME EVEN CLOSER TO THE ROAD IS A TERRIFING THOUGHT.  WE ARE REALLY 
AFRAID FOR OUR FAMILY AND TOE OTHER FAMILY'S AROUND US. THIS IS WHY WE 
HOULD LIKE THE NO-BUILD OPTION ON THE WIDENING OF ROUTE 205 AND THE INTER- 
CHANGE RE-BUILDING OPTION D BE ENCOURAGED. 

WE SINCERELY HOPE SOMEONE WILL GIVE SOME THOUGHT TO US, OUR HOMES, 
AND OUR SAFETY BEFORE TOERE IS A REAL TRAGEDY. 

THANKING YOU FOR YOUR TIME AMD ATTENTION IN TOIS MATTER, WE REMAIN, 

Maryfand Department ofTransportaoon 
State Highway Administration 

July 18,   1990 

RlehardH.Tr 
1 ttmmtrt 

Hal Kaaaoff 

Mr. and Mrs. Lonnia G. Hedlin 
1905 Mattawoman-Baancown Road 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. and Mfrs. Madlln: 
t . 

Thank you for your lattar of Juna 26th rtgardlna tha HD 205 
project planning study.  Your support for tha no-build altarnata 
along MD 205 aijd Interchange Option D at US 301 will be taken 
into conaideracion in the decision-making process. 

Mattawonan-Beantown Road (MD 205) remains 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 fJD 205 has a higher accident rate than the state- 
wide average far 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, gapa in 
the highway traffic (which would allow turning movamente) would 
be more likely]to occur with more lanes. 

The improvements proposed for MD 205, reconstruction to four 
through lanes with outside shoulders, would accommodate the 
increasing computer traffic as well as right turns into and out 
of the resideneially zoned land adjacent to the road.  The 
shoulder would serve as a combination turning and breakdown lane. 
The interchange would be justified only in conjunction with 
additional capacity being provided along MD 205. 

The improvements would involve the replacement of the 
existing curb along MD 205 in virtually the same location.  The 
new shoulder would be located inside the curb, and then the two 
northbound lanes, so the new roadway would actually be farther 
away from your home.  The strip of your frontage needed for the 
highway improvement would accommodate a graded grassy area 
outside the curb for pedestrian use plus any slopes to meet the 
existing ground. 

RESPECTIFULLY YOURS, 

LfyLr      T,'-)>\U.XJs^^-> &.<•/>) 

My ultonon. numbar is (3011   333-1110  

T«l«yp«wrlt«r lor Impalrad HMrlng or SpaaeA 
383-7555 Balllmora Matro - 585-0491 O.C. MaUo - 1-100-492-5081 Slalawlda Toll Fraa 

707 No«tl> Calvart St.. Balllmora. Maryland 21203-0717 
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Mr. and Mrs. Lonnie G. 
Page Two 

Hedlin 

Thank you Cor sharing your concerns.  Your name has 
been verified as beino on the project mailing list, so you Mill 
be kept informed of any future decisions made on this project. 

Very truly yours. 

(tiku, 5 faJbut*. 

Hell J. Pedersen. Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

HJP:as 

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

<5 
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1.  See response p. V-7 
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3309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 
August 27, 1990 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 

Ret  Proposed MD S Relocated <MD 203) 

1. Thank you •for. your letter of August 2, 1990.  1 have no -further 
questions regarding the State Highway Admlnstration's (SHA) position on 
the subject project.  As you ponder the merits of this project, please 
consider the following points in your dellberationst 

2. The SHA's goal for this project is to "BUSYLBfcl-SKlf&LQg. 
CSQQiltlBD and BCB^Ldf-iBC.EfiQtlQUSd_as£e-eQil_t££L£lSQ&-CBera&iQa in 
the future." The SHA position on this project is as follows! 

a. To alleviate existing congestion, SHA is willing to spend 
upwards of *S1M to Improve a feeder road which will marge with a major 
highway projected to be at forced or breakdown flow in the design 
year.  Mldenlng the feeder road and building a Interchange at the 
intersection of the feeder road and the major highway will 
significantly Improve the traffic flow from the feeder road unto the 
major highway which is operating at forced or breakdown flow.  (I would 
like to see this calculation.) 

b. The selection of Interchange options will be based om 
v '• 

.(1)     maintenance of  traffic  Impacts 
(2) .wetland Impacts' 
(3) disruption to commercial access and - 

^           (4), costs. 

c. Any of the Interchange options will provide safe access to 
southbound US 301. 

i 

3. In reviewing the position contained in paragraph 2.a. above, 
consider the following! 

a.  This new improved feeder road is going nowhere.  Your letter 
of August 2, 1990 states clearly that "once traffic is on US 301, 
regardless of which Interchange option might be built, traffic will 
operate at LOS F in the design year because of the volume of traffic 

Maryland Department ofTfansportatfon pfcO^yV «T 

State Highway Administratiori&t}$:?* =        % 

Richard H. Trainer 
S«cr«tafy 

Hal Katjoff 

September 14, 1990 
Mr. Philip F. Zaleaak 
President (Elect) 
Pinafield Civic Association 
5309 Doris Drive 
Waldorf, Maryland 20601 

Dear Mr. Zalesak: 

Thank you for your August 27th letter regarding the MD 305 
project planning study. He appreciate the tine and thoughtful 
analysis you have put into this issue. Your points will be 
considered as we deliberate what course of action to pursue. 

While our analyses ahow that US 301 to the north of the 
proposed US 301/MD 205 interchange would operate at Level of 
Service F conditions in the design year, the interchange will 
substantially inprove Conditions over what they would be under 
the no-build alternative. 

The case for the heed for an interchange at US 301 and 
MD 205 exists regardless of whether a Washington Bypass is 
constructed.  Z can assure you that impacts to people who live 
along MD 205, as well as safety considerations, will be major 
considerations in any flecision which.is ultimately made regarding 
MD 205. 

Again, thank you for your thoughtful letter.  If you have 
any additional questions, please feel free to contact me or Hell 
Pedersen, Director of the Office of Planning and Preliminary 
Engineering. Mr. Pedersen can be reached at (301) 333-1110. 

H41 Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:tn 
cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward R. Meehan 
jMr.  Loviis H.  Egs,  Jr. 

My tttcphon* numtxr It (3011_ 

Trialyptwrltw for Imptlrtd Hurlng or Spcoch 
3tS-7S55 Btitlmar* Metro - 565-045) O.C. Motro - 1-»00-4t2-50t'J.W<»wld» Toll Fro* 

TOT NorftrCalvort St.. Stltlmor*. Maryland 21203-OT1T 
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..H-H •  l« thi« project really going to 
on US 301 «or th- l-n.. provided^  l^t   P    te_tfU1_i:g5Uy_ 

depend.nt on i^pl—nt.tion o* th• •»t- Ch.rle. County 

r^r.^u^"^To^r'.»»°» —-*- *—•• • -'— 
on th« HD 203 may b« premature. 

4.  ,„ reviewing th. po.ltlon contained in paragraph 2.b. -bove. 

consider the ^ollowingt 
— mrltv li«t 1» the LlDB8St_tB-ih«-BBaaLa- 

..  Nowhere on your Priority li•*   fleld ,lonB i, 
«hQ.LLM.*LaQfl-»Qd-a!li*SMH^-??-2f-oJ

l^;toflierBalBo? Shouldn't 
.ppPoximately 1400 home..  Ar.n t »» y°      ^ tr,^ic from 
con.lder.tlon be given to the •«*1«^t ^  ,CC..B i. critc.l to th. 
northbound MD 203 to «£*hbound US 30w to bUBlnes,es ,nd 
people of Pinefleld.  Thl. i. our Pr*»^y  and move.  Businesses 
shopping in Waldorf.  wVc*"*J"f centers every year, yet disruption 
turnover in th. Pin.fi.ld •hoPPinQ «nter.    y^ ^^ madB your 
to commercial acc-.s 1- on X^^g"^       to ,25 H for the mainline 
priority list.  SHA seems """^Mffdetent fund, to build a high 
Option, but not Hllllno *« ««- ^^d. of our community, 
quality int.rchang. which .erve. tn 

p"oPirto enS-g. ."Other in^^^^quiri another light at th. 
Tiq 301? Also, interchange option C w°"»° Ivtented to provide 
InterUctio^ of US 301 and ""»""" ^u^Wl already ha. too many 
comp—bl. -rvic* to what w. have now.^^^  Waldor,. 
light, which cau.e inefficient tra 

. .M This whol• project *• 

p :;vBsHfiSfflH«ftrta,-«-- —**- •• - 

•       .. «•». '•»'EVSi'SS'SSE-'X S'»n K" . 

^3 
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b.  How safe ia option C?  Is it safer to make a right hand turn 
at a light or cross through an intersection?  I think the answer is 
obvious.  Option C would create a hazard which currently does not 
exist. 

6.  In summary, given the SHA projection of traffic along US 301, this 
whole project seems dubious at best.  This project, as currently 
conceived, will not "alleviate existing congestion and provide for 
continued 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 options in moving traffic onto and off of US 301. 

7".  Please keep me informed regarding the status of this project. 

Sincerely, 

Pinef 
lect) 
vie Association 

The Selected Build Alternate includes Interchange Option A. 
This wilt provide adequate traffic operation and safety in 
the future. 
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V. CORRESPONDENCE 
B. ELECTED OFFICIALS 



n.     Elected Officials 

.   n^n   at  the  Combined  Location/Design  Public ^r^n^ar^Vrm^a^as Stone HishSchoo.. 

y 

I'd like to start by recognizing Commissioner .. . j 

Nancy SeJton who is here on behalf of the County Co-issione^, 

and who has a statement she would like to read into the      j 

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 Conunissioners, Murray Levy and 

Mack MiddUton, who are at other functions this evening, I 

would like to read our statement. 

"Me would like to thank the State Highway Adminis- 

tration for their cooperation and support in the development 

~-;«„4.  WP would also like to of the Route 205 improvement pro:ect. We would a 

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 thx. 

- 4-HO state to proceed with the build time, we would encourage the State to pr 

alternate. 

-^^^r^ortlnfl S.nrlc. • 301-768-5918 
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1 "The existing intersections of Routes U.S. 301 and 

2 Maryland Route 20^ and Maryland Route 228 and 5 currently 

3 operate->at unacceptable levels of service.  The improvement 

4 of Maryland Route 205 to a relocated Maryland Route 5 with 

5 an interchange at 301 will provide badly needed additional 

6 capacity and will allow these roads to function properly. 

7 The Route 205 study has been modified by the State to create 

8 a six (6)-lane divided highway for most of this roadway. 

9 We understand that this was done in response to projected 

10 traffic volume.  We would like to suggest the development of 

11 an access control or access management program for the 

12 improved roadway.  This will maintain the facility's 

13 ability to carry high volumes of traffic.  We feel that it 

14 is important to include the construction of the interchange 

15 at the U.S. 301 intersection. 

16 "We feel this is an important project and we would j 

17 like to see it proceed to construction as quickly as possible 

18 while assuring that any negative impacts that may result from 

19 this project are minimized.  We thank you for this cooperatior 

20 in the matter."  And it is signed by the County Commissioners 

2l| MR. MEEHAN: 

22 Thank you. Commissioner Sefton. 

23 Tonight is the night the legislators work late in 

Conferenc* Reporting Service • 301-768-5918 
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5 

6 

7 

8 

^apollB. so I don't thin* we have any State delegates or 

th. State senator' with us tonight.  However. I wanted to chec. 

and »aKe 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 

UK. to give testimony, from any Federal agenoies? Any State 

agencies represented here tonight? The County has already 

spoken, so we will get into the mailing list. 

V-Hl 
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THOMAS MAC MIDDLETON. PHCSIDC-.,- '•am MURRAY D. LEVY '.   v.- 
NANCY J   SEFTON 

3^ 
MELVIN S. BRIOGETT 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 

dnintig (Umnrntssumers 

of Charles fflountg 
P. O. BOX B 

t 
LA PLATA. MARYLAND 20646 

(301 > 645-0550 OR O.C. 870-3000 

RECEIVED 
MAR   2 ]990 

mt     DIRECIOH, Office OT 
WWiWBiPJiaJMINAflyFKfiWFim 

February 26, 1990 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryland Departnent of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

We would like to thank the State Highway Administration for 
their cooperation and support in the development of the Route 205 
improvement project. We would also like to express our support 
for the proposals that have been presented by the State Highway 
Administration staff, and although we do not wish to indicate a 
preference among the alternates at this time, we would encourage 
the State to proceed with a build alternate. 

The existing intersections of U.S. Route 301 with Maryland 
Route 205, and with Maryland Routes 228 and 5, currently operate 
at unacceptable levels of service.  The improvement of Maryland 
Route 205 to a relocated Maryland Route 5, with an interchange at 
U.S. Route 301, will provide badly needed additional capacity and 
will allow these roads to function properly. 

The Route 205 study has been modified by the State to create 
a six lane divided highway for most of this roadway.  We 
understand that this was done in response to projected traffic 
volumes.  We would like to suggest the development of an access 
control or access management program for the improved roadway. 
This will maintain the facility's ability to carry high volumes 
of traffic.  We also feel that it is important to include the 
construction of an interchange at the U. S. 301 intersection. 

SAY NO TO DRUGS 

•OUAL. OPPORTUNITY COUNTY 

V-142 



Mr. Hal Kassoff 
F€bruary 26, 1990 
p^ge -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 

Thomas Mac Middleton, President 

Murray D. Levy    / 

Nancy J. Sefton • 

lb 
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V.     CORRESPONDENCE 

C.    Agency Coordination 

a* 

DATE 

8-23-89 
9-14-89 

COORDINATION 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

6-30-88 
7-28-89 

4-89 

2-03-89 

Maryland Historical Trust 

Phase I Archeological Investigation 

Waldorf Restaurant, Inc. 

2-29-88 
2-08-89 
3-09-89 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Tidewater Administration 

3-04-88 
3-13-89 
6-13-89 
8-03-89 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 

3-16-90 
4-05-90 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Water Resources Administration 

7-11-90 Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Captial Programs Adminstration 

2-23-88 
3-26-90 
11-28-90 

U.S. Department of Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 

8-31-89 Chesapeake Bay Critical Areas Commission 

2-15-89 
4-20-89 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

V-144 
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2-21 -90 Maryland Department of Environment 
3-12-90 ' 

10-19-90 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

3.18.90 U.S.     Department     of    Housing     and     Urban 
Development 

4.I8.9O Charles County Government 
Planning and Growth Management 

8-30-89 Prince George's County Government 
Department of Environmental Resources 

1 -14-90 Waldorf Volunteer Fire Department, Inc. 

11-1-91 Conrail 

01-18-89 Interagency Meetings 
10-18-89 
08-15-90 
07-17-91 

V-145 
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lohnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P.A 

•l"' "    J '      .-  . .•onc/-»pt ABCHITECTS SURVEYOR 
PLANNERS ENGINEERS IANDSCAPE ARCHITECT SURVEYORS 

MEMORANDUM 

TO! 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Th« rii« 

Chuck Butlar 

August 23, 1989 

Corp. o£ Engin.er, Hetl.nd ri.W R.vi.- for MD 5 Relocated. 

.       .   • •>•}     1989  . field review of the delineated wetlands was held 
On Tuesday August 22, 19B9, a neia 
with the following persons in attendance: 

Victor Janata 
David Coyne 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen 
Susan Jacob* 
David Pelton 
fred Doerfler 
Paul Hettloufer 
Michael J. Rothenheber 
William Fletcher 
Joyce Kinble 
Charles Butler 

3. 

SHA, Project Planning 
SHA, Project Planning 
SHA, Environmental Management 
SHA, Highway Design 
SHA, Highway Design 
SHA, Highway Design 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Johnson, Mirmiran t Thompson, P.A. 
Johnson, Mirmiran t Thompson, P.A. 
Johnson, Mirmiran ( Thompson, P.A. 
Johnson, Mirmiran 4 Thompson, P.A. 

1.  No SHA response required. 

,11 person, in attendance were given an l"^" .^-TlE" «." 

wlew which included a "^ ££'*, "ST proposed mainline 
photogr««.tric mapping of worst o.s• ^ J ^ ^ ..jj^tment, 
•Iternates and interchange^*>tions at^ ..=h wet ^^ ^ teference(J 
and concurrences made by the C.O.E. to tne 

to this mapping. 

J _     ..,„« tWBive  (12)  individual wetland sites that  are 
Thi. project contains t"'1• i„tetcha„ge options and seven (7) mainline 
potentially impacted by four (4) ^""""S' »P .ctu.lly inspected by the 
alternates.  Of the 12 sites, .U^  ^W «.« •*  ^J t. area, of 
C.O.E.  the C.O.B. review of the """j  '" wetl,nd delineated was not 
proposed impact.  The total ^'V th. £.0 ^T concurring with JMT's 
reviewed.   The inspection resulted in the CO 
delineation for the following sites:  1, 1A, 2, 2A, 

,h. C.O.E. reduced the -rthern delineation £«£ Jg^. ^ 

original delineation •««»»P»"d.' ^"c.OE.'s delineation confined the 

r^rb^icX"- -:^.r She......««— — ^ 
delineation on the .outhern .ide of Site 2A. 

.,o r..N»cits COURT • sum MO • tAmMORtMa • ino* • OMMI-W 

fAX: I30II29&-470? 
(AIRfAX. W. YORK. W. 

V-4 



Johtwon, Klrmir«n t  Thoopton, P.*. 
August 23, 1989 
Page two {2) 

4. 

e. 

7. 

iddition.1 trip would b. Md. to r.vi.w the 

XH. CO... reduced the northern -•"^JHE? Jf-Ms'tT.^ 
jutt -..t o* two utility Pol" on t^^tten side ^ 

L.« the lnt.r..ction of t-o --^^^'^It ...tw.rd .loo, the 150 
t.,i,.dd.lin..tion will now continue^ ^J^      ^ ^^ 

r.orunr.t."nVe".o;tr„ ru^ii --- - —^-to th- c-o-E- 

- r.i..d. ^---u. s:«-i.t-.-s ffsri^r i^ rrUi^rr-s. ^ —«-. rrssi-p 
CO... »t.t.d thet if the current ^»£^ jutl9diction over the portion 
the proposed ro.dw.y then Jtb. ££• ""      rlght.of-w.y required for the 
of wetland that would be affectea oy 

proposed roadway: 

Th. CO.*. did not review Site J due to ^^Z^'o^^^^ 
additional trip would be made to review the ae 
Site 5 is reiwrestigated. 

» «—.....»r --'./;;t:r»t.sr.r"x." r..:-. s 
Section with their concurrence on JMI s deline 

cc:  All Attendees 
<J Daniel T. Cheng 
' Matt Holniak 

V-5 
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Mary/and Department oflransportation 
State Highway Administration 

September 14,   1989 

Richard H. Traino 
S«cr«tarr- 

Hal Kassoff 
Admlntstrster 

MEMORAMDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

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

Cynthia D. Simpson   €&*• 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

Contract Mo. CH 566-151-571 
MD 5 Relocated, US 301 to MD 5 
PDMS No. 082039 
Wetland Field Review 

I 

00 

An agency field review was held on August 22.   1989 to seek 
the C^pTconcurrence with wetland boundaries and to discus, 
alternatives developed and impacts. 

The following people were in attendance: 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
SHA Project Planning 
w w " 

H « " 

SHA Highway Design 
M ,§ •• 

« - " 
Johnson, Mirmiran * Thompson 

Paul Wettlaufer 
Victor Janata 
David Coyne 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen 
Fred Doerfler 
Susan Jacobs 
David Pelton 
Michael Rothenheber 
William Fletcher        I « " 
Joyce Klmble „ » 
Charles Butler 

».BrB.entatives of the Department of Natural Resources, th« 
U.S. nil""fSlldUfe S.rvic.P.nd the Environmental Protection 
Agency were invited but did not attend the meeting. 

The U.S. Army Corp. of Engineer, concurred with delineation, 
of the following sites: 1, 1A. J, 3. 4, 5A, 6 and 6A. 

The U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers reduced the northern 
delineation boundaries of sites 2A and 8. 

No. SHA response required. 

v-2 
My t*!*phon< numbac it 1301U .^33-1173  

TaMnMrlt* «» Impaired Hawing w SPJ«<*> 



Mr. Louis H. Ego, Jr. 
September 14, 1989 
Page 2 

On Shptenber 1. 1989 the U.S. Army Corpe of Engineers 
inspected the delineation of site 7 and reinvestigated the 
delineation of site 5. They contacted Barbara Allera-Bohlen of 
the Environmental Evaluation Section and indicated concurrence - 
with the existing delineations of these sites. 

Attached are the minutes of the field meeting. 

<! 
I \—' 

CDS:BA:cd 
Attachments 
cc:  Attendees 

Mr. Herman Rodrigo 
Mr. Quasim Taherian 
Mr. Michael Slattery 
Mr. Pete Stokley 
Mr. John Hichols 
Mr. Bill Schultz 
Mr. Elder Ghigiarelli 
Mr. Charles Adams 
Mr. Steve Silva 
Mr. Ed Stein 

V-3 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

It     ft        '" 'A     *'A       1 f   1      flat 

^fe%4=i^l 

TRUST June 30,   1988 

«c\lc\-'',-r   ' WllUmD<«iJdSA«fe 

i^V 
l- &mto»DHCO 

Ml. Cynthia Simpson, Chlif 
Environmental Management 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
P.O. Bux 717 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: Contract CH 556-151-571 
Kattavoman-Beantown Road 
Charles County, Maryland 
PDMS 082039 

< 
I 

o 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

Thank you for your letter concerning the subject project. Our office concurs 
that neither the ?ickerall House (#1) nor the Grove Tenant Farm (#2) appear eligible 

for Inclusion on the National Register. 

Sincerely, 

1.  No SHA response required. 

George J. Andreve 
Project Review and Compliance Administrator 
Office of Preservation Services 

G-U/AT./lm 
cc:    Ms. Rita Suffness 

Mr. Paul Wettlaufer 
Dr. Ralph Eshelman 
Mr. George Dyson 

Sh. (Urn 21 Suta Crdt. Amv*. M-yUJ JI«H (Ml) 97VMW. JW-TOO 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

T ' i.'l i 

TRUST 

•.' r. i-' 

iVJG ijVti'uJ 

July 28, 1989 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway A^ninistraticn 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltinore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: 

WXimDouUSdutfe 
GoMmor 

jKqQcnnt H. Roitn 

MIS  7 1989 

Minn, mmu * IM««» 

Contract No. CH S66-201-571 
M> 5 Relocated (Mattawonan-BeantoMi Road) 

from U.S. 301 to rt> 5 
PCT6 No. 082039 
Charles and Prince George's Counties, K> 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Thank you for sendimj us a copy of the report on the Phase I archeological survey 
conducted for the above-referenced project. The report vas prepared by Berger Burtcavage, 

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 infonration in the report, we 
concur that construction of the proposed project will have no effect upon significant 
archeological resources. Further archeological investigations are not varranted for this 
project. 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

tyx^y c^ 
Elizabeth J. Cole 
A^tdnistrator 
Archeological Services 
Office of Preservation Services 

EJC/lm 
cc: Ms. Rita Suffness 

Dr. Ira Beckenran 
Berger Burkavage, Inc. 
Dr. Ralph E:- Eshelman 
Mr. George Dyson   
MS.   Shirley BaltZ Orpjnmnn .t M.««n«  /.ml C.«nn«ii»lr tWk,|»i»«l 
Mr. Joseph McNanaran.. H.«I«-. 21 SwrOi-. AKUPMIK. M»)*»»I 2nni pniim-smw 
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
PHASE I ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS 

OF MARYLAND ROUTE 5 RELOCATED 
MATTAWOMAN - BEANTOWN ROAD, 

VJ3 FROM U.S. ROUTE 301 TO MARYLAND ROUTE 5 
ftgfS 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 sumraarizes the results of the Phase I 
archaeological survey of the proposed alternatives for Maryland 
RoSte 5 relocated Mattawonan-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 0. 
Altoaeth4r the proposed improvements involve approximately three 
milel of roadway alignments. The Cultural Resource Group of 
Berger Burkavage, Inc. conducted this study for the Maryland 
Deplrtment of Transportation, State Highway Administration under 

. Contract Number W 818-101-671 (N) POMS Ho. 032119. A more 
detailed report covering these archaeological investigations will 
be completed by May 5. 1989, and will ^ly with th. guideline, 
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 
"tst, Annapolis? and 'the Maryland Geological Survey- s DWxsion 
of Archaeology, the Maryland Historical Society, and the Enoch 
Pratt Free Ub'rary, Baltimore. The purpose of this background 

< effort  was  to  determine  if  documented archaeological  and 
,1. historical sites were in the project boundaries, andJ^fthermore 
£ to help gain a preliminary perspective as to the distribution of 
W known sites in the region from which to create a context for the 

interpretation of newly discovered site areas. 

Based on the historic and prehistoric background studies the 
project area was divided into high, moderate and low probability 
seaments with respect to the expected occurrence of 
.rJhTeoloaical sites the areas of highest probability were seen 
« the^crossingI o^ the two streams located on both the northern 
and southern Inds of the project corridor. In addition the 
oedestrian survey of the area revealed the presence of a series 
of small staims and bogs in the flat, poorly drained divide 

=~i ' bitween 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 
als! placed acrossPmoderate to low probability areas. A total of 
to4 shovel tests units were distributed at seven areas along the 
project alignment. 

The archaeological investigations for the project did not 
Identify any prehistoric archaeological sites within the project 
corridor. Several twentieth century properties were tested - one 
S!s a recently burned down farmstead - but no 1buried 
archaeological remains were recovered. No historic 
archaeological resources, besides modern roadside trash deposits, 
were encountered within the confines of the project boundaries. 
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^urcir^extre^fyTow!  No further fieldworK is reco^endcd 
for this project. 

it 
-•*i , 

^^; 
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WALDORF RESTAURAHT,   IHC?-VfL0Pl{:r;ir 

P.O.   BOX  548 klrfS.'-V: 
Waldorf,   MD     20604r 

To S 

February 3,  1989 

2 "3 fif 'fis 

RECENED 
JUM SO SB9 Maryland Dept. of Transportation 

State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Attention: Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Re:  Contract No. CH 566-101-571 
MD. 205 (MD 5 Relocated) 
Charles County 

Dear Sir: 

in reply to your letter of January 18, 1989, please be 

advised as follows: 

1.  This area is private property owned by Waldorf 
Restaurant, Inc. 

2  The property is used seasonally by the Waldorf Youth 
"  League (spring through summer). 

3.  The approved use of the ballfields is temporary (through 

the summer of 1989) . 

4  There is no written agreement with the Charles County 
'  Parks and Recreation Department. 

5. As far as we know, there are n°governmental bodies which 
have a proprietary interest in the land. 

If you have, additional questions, please advise. 

Very truly yours, 

WALDORF RESTAURANT, INC. 

Francis H. Chaney, II 

1.  No SHA response required. 

FHC,II:cmj 
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Maryland Department of Natural Res 

Tidewater Administration 
Tiwes Stite Office Buildinf 
580 Tiylor Avenue 
Annapolis, Marylind 21401 

wniiam Donald Schicfer 
Cotwrnor 

OIV! 

Hu Z 10 SB Ml'88 

Tortey C. Browi. M.D. 
Sttrtlary 

February 29, 1988 

MEMORANDUM 

To i Cynthia X. Simpfon,  SHA 

Larry Lubbar*, Fisherien Division .->X 

e w4—*.    rnntr^et No    CH 552-101, Mattawoman Beantown Bead between U.S. 
subj.ct,    ^»^1

N0
&;d

C^5
r^land Ute 5  includin, part of Maryland Bout. 

382 in Charlee County. 

The attached letter to the Ar»y Corp, St ^n«" "I'HT 'M tl^' 

reaches of Zekiah Svamp. 

LLAb 

1.  No SHA response required. 

*$>&•,. 

Telephone: . 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-9743681 
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Maryland Departm>nt of Natural Resources 

Tidewater Administration 
Tawcs State Office Buildint 
580 Ttylor Avenue 
Annapolis, Matyland 21401 

Wiffiun Donild Schitfa 
Gownter 

i-y 

?EbiijS89_( ̂  

&.'.«. «MW» » ,W!"tM 

Tortey C. Brown. M.D. 
Stcrttary 

February 8,   1989 

;t.-''^.' 

Mr. Charles Butler 
Johnson, Mirmlran and Thompson, PA 
810 Gleneagles Court 
Suite 200 
Baltimore, MD 21204 

Dear Mr. Butler: 

X have reviewed the c-espondence which yovJ enclose^with^ 

your 27 December 1988 letter to Mr. Larry ^        accurate, 
information in that correspondence is current ana 

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, 
rj 

Elder A.  Ghigiarelli 
Chief,  Project Rpview 

1.     Forest,   Park and Wildlife was  contacted. 
(See  response  on P.   V-162) 

EAG:MED:swp 

(301)   974-2784 
Telephone: _^•'"^,- — 

DNR TTY For Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Mmrlnn-' ^r^o^nt of Natural^spiitces:; 

Tidewater Administration 
Tawes State Office Building 
580 Taylor Avenue 
Annapolis. Maryland 21401 

Williun Don»ld Schiefer 
Govtmor 

11a W  Is-z^'feU 

March 9,   1989 

wssm 
Toney C. Brown, M.D. 
Smtary 

m i« isw.- 

jumfli, m«ii" 

i 

On 
00 

Ms. Cynthia Simpson, Chief 
Environmental Management 
Maryland State Highway Association 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE: 
,  ..  .- wn Rte 5/MD 382 Intersection just south 

Wetlands at MD Rte s/nu «     Jordan  Swamp  Run 
of  Mattawoman-Beantown Road,  Joraoi. 

Drainage 

Deaf Ms. Simpsons 

This is in response to a request ade byjtaff £££ 
office for a description of the functions a ^ terlnlnus o£ 

draining to Jordan Swamp ^'1° j vislted the area on 
Mattawoman-Beantown Road at. MD 38^. Wetland plantings 

382 
Much of the area to the north, and^.t: of *«^j«S 

is currently •flricultural fi^. » "^ fl.ld toward MD Rte 
Run and extending east fro• *£ ^CU Vs area would best be 
5, much of the land ^ J^A^gted, broad-leaved deciduous, 
described    as    a    palustrine,    ««^e >     wetiand     with 
temporarily to se/son

T
a

l
1

h
:l7ahlJb °nd emergent wetland. In these scattered patches of •^/•hrub and em 9 hi8torlc disturbance 

more    open    patches,    vegetatiorL    in l80  evident here .The 
iSStSMI^AwSS^ Wi- ^neral indicative of high 
quality,  healthy wetland habitat. 

.ordan   Swamp   Run   is   an   anadr= j^g?**   ^ 

E£T*r£S3k   ffi-^r Sde,       Cree.   Chub    *l— 

1.     the Wetlands within Segment  I will be bridged 
rather  than  filled. 

Telephone: . 
DNR TTY for Deaf: J0I-974-368J 

V-13 



< 
i 

XS 

(diimtsnms toi^^l)^ ,P^toma olmstedl). Yellow Perch ^oides), Tesaelated Darter (frne       ^ ^^.rlcanal.  These 

^|ll!lr^5^re)raUyd locative otlSSS^S^-^n^ -*** 
healthy stream habitat. 

aordan Swamp Run, it. lower order streams^and the^r 

associated «°°dPlaln/p^^and toxics that might be bound to 
capacity by trapping 8edi^,n" ""fl.tT contribute to the eutrophi- 
thL, talcing up excess •^le£* th.td«=

on
v
t
e
r
ntuall the Bay)f and 

cation of higher order "reams I a" t events. The 
moderating peak Uows of water during recharge function 
aforementioned seeps also serve a "* temperatures. These 
and help to maintain »PPropti»« »*re»m t ^ ^ ^ or 
wetlands are l-portant habitat areas « tlme.   Lower 
easily replaced due to their lengtny of energy ^ 
order streams and drainage ways alsoJ-M• Th are production 
function in n-«ient processing ^ ^ycli^^ ^y 
areas for large P"ticles 01 « . tly aquatic insects) that, 
processed by specialized consumers (mc^ y H for organisms 
5n turn, provide food ^^^Jg^, and streams are very 
Imrortant^Ve-T of m^inta^ing ecosystem function as a whole. 

The entire watershed ^^^1^^^^  ifv^ 

the USDA.  The water table is at or near      undralned areas 

overflow. 

Tne PH of soils in this area is venr •£»*&£ ££>% 
acidic, ranging from 5-0 to 4 5 *«i t ^ substantial threat 
these soils, grading activl*!"^» ^ soil is poor substrata 
to stream water quality.  »0*eo,'el^f the high water table (0-1 

bearing strength. . 

JOrdan Swamp Run drains .J^r^^-JJ-P Te 

•-. ^•5^1*^t0inI£S^!,,'it hL been designated as an ^ges^^od^wamrin Maryland. 

V-14 
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M^I-nd Dlamondback Terrapin,   and overwinteri g^   red ^ 
and for auch rare »Pe=t«s.as.9'extirpated). The Smithsonian woodpecker    (now   classified   as    extirpa^ rtant     plants, 
institute's 1974 survey 0* •"^Jal areas of the Chesapeake 
animals, biotic cf^n^S;hezekiah Swamp was the highest rated 
Bay region determined that the """^"ke Bay Region and was 
natural area of «a «Fthe mort^important remaining ecological 
determined to be °n««£

th^e~'ern seaboard. It is a general 
areas   of   its   type   on   the   ««ten» Management   Program   to 
objective   of   the   Maryland   Coa-M    * ^   resource   value 
protect  coastal  terrestrial  areaa-ot   s g of Maryland/   19ie 
^oastal  zone H-gement^rogr- ^t    have    P-,^,    scenic, 

Ic8i4enti5fil      geologic       **£**&* *££**&   its   associated 

It ,. my understanding^..t a^» ^^Xi".^ 

SSSff'S "th^ SJrx^ y f « ,,«^th^ughly explore 
alternatives   to   the   placement   of   fill   in^ that  wetland 
construction of an iy*«"£an£t- & "e minimized. Potential 
impacts within the z^ift^0

W
s%\e

te„ must be viewed in the context Additional stress to this ecosystem must lon8f      roadway 
of existing cresses due to ^n»9 sidfntial development 
construction, and "T?"1^ JShwI. "hen viewed in this 
Cco^trxttt^h0eCC^te^iai^m^haectWonerthe Zekiah Swamp ecosystem is 

clearly understood. 

Sincerely, 

,T r- -y 
Michael E. Slattery, 
Environmental B1010!18*^^-, 
Power Plant and Environmental 
Review Division 

MES/db 

V^15 
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Maryland Department of Natural Rjggjffiffioi- 

Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 
T»w« State Office Buildinf 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

Willltm Donald Schaefct 
Gortnwr 

March 4,  1988 

uH io ZB urea 
Tortey C. Brown, M.D. 
Stcrrtary 

Donald E. MacLauchlan 
Dlnctor 

88-2-313 

^S 
Cynthia D.  Slnpaon, Chief 
Environmental Management 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Admlnlatratlon 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE: Contr.No.    CH 552-101 
Mattauoman Beantown Road between 
U.S.  Route 301 and Maryland Rt.  5 
Including part of Md.  Rt.  382 
Charles County 

1.  No SHA response required. 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

This is in response to your request of February 10, ""J^' J"'"•^ 
regarding the above referenced project. There are no known F«*««l « "ate 
threatened or endangered plant or wildlife species present at this project 

site. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter please feel free to 

call me. 

Sincerely, 

JaJes Burtls, Jr. J/('P,r~^' 
Assistant Director   / 

JBtepo 

Therres 
Boone 

Telephone: 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
y*'—i-' r-f"-'" 

Forest, Park ind Wildlife Service 
Tawes State Office Buildini 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

WUIUm DonaM Schaefcr 
Covcmor 

March 13,   1989 

Brown, M.D. 

F<\ Kt5 

'•' Secrtlarj 

Donald E. MicLauchtan 
DirKtor'.' 

< 
I 

ON 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
JOHNSON, MIRMIRAN AND THOMPSON, PA 
810 Gleneagles Court 
Suite 200 
Baltimore, MD 21204 

Re:  Upgrading of Mattowman Beantown Rd. - 
Charles Co. , MD * 

Dear Mr. Butler: 

This is in response to your request for information regarding the 
above referenced project. There are no known federal or -tat. 
threatened or endangered plant or wildlife species present at this 
project site. 

If you have any questions regarding this patter please feel free 
to call me at (301) 974-3195. 

Sincerely, 

1.     No   SHA response  required. 

Jatnes Burtis,  Jr. 
Assistant Director 

JB:dec 

Robert Miller 
Jonathan McKnight 

89.02.060 

Telephone: 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301974.3683 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
K^JAJ^..V--'--J^J"J',-'I-"-**''-,*''J'**",'"*~" ~~'" ~*   '   "'"   """"""" 

[^2233 

! Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 
Tawcs Slate Office Buildinf 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

Williun Donild Schitfer 
Govtrner 

June   13,   1989 

< 
i 

ON 

^^ 

l 

Jt;N i6 ]999 

»»"»». KUWIll | ,„„„„ 

Toney C. Brown, M.D. 
Stcrtlary 

Donald E. MacUucfclu 
Assistant Sttrtury 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
JOHNSON, MIRMIHAN AND THOMPSON. P.A. 
610 Gleneagles Court, Suite 200 
Baltimore, MD  21204 

Dear Mr. Thompson: 

Re: MD 205 in Charles Co. 
JMT Job No. 87112.03 

I spoke with Ann Rasberry about the two lists she generated 
for your response to this information request and the fact that 
several species on Heritage's list showed up on her computer 
printouts.  The two lists she gave you represent two different 
types of information:  the atlas data are known observations; the 
wildlife database data are only potential occurrences. 
Therefore, the rare feirds on the atlas printout are much more 
significant than the rare species on the second list. 

The rare birds on the altas printout include least bittern 
(Ixobrvchus exilis> which is State-listed as in need of 
conservation, common barn-owl (Tvto alba) which is on Heritage's 
watchlist, and loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus) which is 
State-listed as endangered and is a candidate for federal 
listing.  These rare birds have been documented through the atlas 
project as being in the vicinity of the Mattawoman project site; 
however, it is unclear whether the project would directly impact 
these species since their exact locations are unknown. 
Unfortunately, we have not yet incorporated the atlas data into 
Heritage's database and had previously responded with a "no 
comment" on this project. 

The possibility of loggerhead shrikes breeding on the 
project site are remote*  However, since it is a State endangered 
species and a federal candidate, I feel it is important to 
determine its status in the area.  I hope to survey.the area 
within a week, both for this species and the others.  I will send 
you a follow-up memo as soon as possible. 

A survey of the area did not locate any 
endangered species. See August 3, 1989 
letter. 

Telephone:. 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Mr. Charles P. Butler 
June 13, 1909 
Page 2 

If you have any questions regarding this please feel free to 
contact me at (301) 974-3195. 

Sincerely 

^ an 
James 
Director 

Sincerely, 

James Burtls, Jr.  ' 

ENCLOSURE 

< 
I 

^l1- 

L 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

•^fc;^ Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 
^^^^^H^V Tawn Stilt Office Building 
^^^^^^T    Annapolis. Maryland 

William Donald Sch.tfet 
Covtmcf 

SSSESWB Torrey C. 
Stcmrf 

Brown. M.D. 

August 3, 1989 

Donald E. 
DiriKtor 

MacLauchlan 

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 
Presence of Rare Species at Mattawoman Creek 

1.  No SHA response required. 

Dear Mr. Butler: 

< 
I 

ON 

m- 

On June 12, 1989 Lynn Davidson surveyed the Mattawoman Creek project site for the 
least bittern (f.mbiycluis ew/irt and loggerhead shirke (Lanitts Itidoviciaiuu). She did not 
find either of these species, or any other rare birds in the vicinity of the project site. 
Therefore, although we have general concerns about the impact on wetlands in this area, 
we still have "no comment'' in regard to the project's impact on Threatened or Endangered 
species. 

If you have any further questions regarding this matter please feel free to contact Ms. Lynn 
Davidson, Natural Heritage Program at (301) 974-2870. 

Sincerely, 

JB:dec 

Telephone:. 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 30I-974-368J 

V-20 
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Williim Donild Schicfer 
Covtrnor 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Water Resources Administration 
Tawes Sute Office Building 
Annapolis. Maryland 21401 

March 16,   1990 

;.; 'a 

Totrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Sttrtfry 

Caiherine P. Sievenson 

\ 

MT-    Louis H.   Eqe.  Jr.,  Deputy Director 
S«ice of "ianniAg and Preliminary Engineering 
Room 506   
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Desr Mr.   Ege: 

This correspondence  !•  Jn^SSIUt'SonS.'rSSSci?-. 
S-rSS'l To MD? m rrcontracrir^^lSl^l).    *. Hontidal 
Mtiands Division has the following comments: 

!.       p.   1-22      Wetland 18  is do scribed « *** ««llipwst.. 
If't^e c'atid we^and^  are  lost due  to the 

SHA locat^it; mitigat?^ ^ites in areas that 
5ill be protected in perpetuity    as required 
in the Hontidal Wetlands Regulations. 

The Division recommends Alternative 5  in 

hon^nnn?oratUn=^rin^ded in 

b        ^teStrira^modate and correct the 
constraints of the intersection. 

n    III-2    The document states that Alt.   6.   segment 1 
3-       P-   " would not require an interchange.     Please 

clarify if this means that none of the 
options A/B/C/D would be necessary. 

1. The  created wetland mitigation site  for 
MD  382 will not be  impacted. 

2. Segment   I;   Alternate  6 was  selected.     Interchange 
options with Alternate  5 were   investigated  and 
dropped  due   to  right-of-way  impacts,   cost,   and 
increased wetland  impacts. 

3. Interchange  Option A was   selected  for  the  northern 
terminus. 

4. The water  quality  treatment will be  obtained 
by  erosion and  sediment  control  and  stormwater 
management measures.     See P.   111-31  and 111-32. 

5. Interchange Option A has  been  selected.     The 
anticipated wetland  impacts have been reduced 
from 0.94  acres  to  0.78 acres. 

6. Conceptual wetland mitigation sites have been 
located.     These  potential mitigation  sites have 
been reviewed by  SHA Landscape Architecture 
Division,   field  checked  and  are  satisfactory 
for  potential mitigation sites. 

Telephone: _?21^41  
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 



Mr. Louis Ege, Jr. 
March 16. 1990 
Page Two 

p. IV-17 

5. 

6. 

< 
I 

CXI 

The document states that the p ^  a 
linor groundwater "^amination     inpac 
result of this project, and tn     mtering 
are expected to be minor due ^o wetlands. Ibtlity of adjacent high quality 
The Division is °PP^C^ of „ater quality 
wetlands as a sole s°"^  should be 
treatment.  Other «*"!£"  that the high required.  Also ve bellev^t^ ^  reduced 
reH^rrdd^i^l -a wo K     ^^^ 

wetland impact (.64 acres). 

The Division recommen*, tha*^<££S* 
losses be replaced by crating ^ followlng 
enhancing nontidal wetxan 
ratios: 

Emergent nontidal wetlands 

SstoSSES nontidal 
E^ergenl nontidal wetlands of 
spLlal  state concern 

ll^Tt rptcfarftate concern 
In fulfilUng^itigatio^ratios the State 

Highway Administration sn 

year?;     for the long-term protection of 

xt you have any questions,  please contact me. 

Sincerely. 

"-SSsaa 

1:1 

2:1 

2:1 

3:1 

DHC'.dat 

V> 



I- :•-.'• 
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Willlun Donild Scbuta 
Cettmor 

i% 

M»ryl»nd Dep.rtn.ent of Natural Resources 

Water Resources Administration 
Tawes Slate Office Building 
Annapolis. Maryland 21401 

Toney C. Brown, M.D. 
Secrttarj 

Ciiherine P. Stevenson 
Director 

April 5,1990 

Mr.UouilH.Ege.Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminaiy Engineering 
707 North Calvett Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Attention. Barbara Allera-Bohlen 

^11 J990 

Re: 
WRAFileNo.89-PP-0850 
SHANo.CH566-151-571 
Environmental Assessment: MD 
Route 5 relocated(MD 205)- From MD 
S to U S. 301/MD 5 and the btcrchange it U.S.301/MD 5. Charles 

County 

^^^ove referenced Enviro^ 
ActivUiespropo^dbyth^P^ 

""icreeM.^^^ 

.^ty.thea.aticstem. ^^ . Special st.te Concern in the adopted 

Zekiah Swamp is designated as a Non uaa 
Non-tidal Wetlands Regulations. 

1. Segment I, Alternate 6 was selected.  The 
wetlands will be bridge entirely to minimize 
impacts.  Segment I, Alternate 5 did not 
provide adequate future traffic operations. 

2. Interchange Option A was selected. 
3. The No-Build Option was selected for 

Sub-Station Road. 
4. The water quality treatment will be obtained 

by erosion and sediment control and stormwater 
management measures.  See P. 111-31 and 111-32. 

5. Construction within the wetlands».and floodplains 
of Mattawoman Creek will be prohibited between 
March 1 and June 15. 

6. Avoidance and/or minimization to wetland 
impacts are document on P.III-33 to 111-40. 

Telephone: —— 
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 



P»ge2 
Mr.Ege,Jr. 
ApraS>1990 

f 
I—» 

o 

conducted through this .genty. dl,.urbances to noodpl.in areas .re 

deji«n of this project: noodplain areas associated 

will be closely investigated by mis 
Administration. vould result in the least 

should be further evaluated to undesir,ble because of the 

sulfur-bearing soils are unav 

be investigated. .0awning areas; therefore, 

prohibited from March.!         B ...Huences on non-t.dal 

BS!55S2a=a»=:::=:S-,s-•,-,,,' 
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Page 3 
Mr. Ege.Jr. 
April 5,1990 

plemented for all created impervious 

should be investigated. 

^ .t.- •F•-r1.eocv Regulations for Nontidal Wetlands: 
Enclosed for your use is a copy of the E.m«Ben

1^."f. 
Addendum to the Waterway Construction Perm.t Regulat.ons . 

Kyou haveanyquestion. or comments, pleasedono, hesitate to contact me a. (30!) 974- 

2265. 

Very truly yours. 

VUcMu &• -^ff)-^ 
Michele A. Huffman 
Project Engineer 
Waterway Permits Division 

MAH 

Enclosures 

Renata Steffey, Nontidal Wetlands Division 
Sean Smith, PPER 
Gene Cheers, CPA 

*? OS s* 



Willitm Donild Schiefer 
Governor 

Maryland Department of Natural Resource, 

Capital Programs Administration 
2012 Industrial Drive 

Annapolis. Maryland 21401 

July  11.   I*90 

Torrey C. Brown. M.D. 
Stcrturf 

Michad J. Nelson 
Asslsteia Stcretary 
for Capital fWtromi 

pp> SHA NO.CH566-151-571 
MD 5Relocated (Mattawoman 
Beanto^nRoad):US 301/MD 5 

SSj^U. NO.89-PP-0850 

Mr. Louis H. Ege.Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
707 North C«lvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Attention: Cynthia D. Simpson 

^ Z Z: referenced pro.ect ^»,>«£ — ^ - K^e 

-^sMS-iT^ra-ll -u 5'1990 by the 
Resources Administration. ^ 

Any additional comments will Ajpjmd o^^a office when you 

Very truly youf**' 

^ic-and^ild Rivers Program 

KRW 
Enclosure „„--_-„ WRA cc: Michele A. Hoffman,WRA 

1.     See previous  correspondence. 

(See  P.  V-169). 

Telephone: —. -~ 
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 

^ 

^ 
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United States Depanment of the Interior. pfl0jCc 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE O.'V'/S '3,f'"" 
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES 

1825 VIRGINIA STREET 
ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401 

February 23,   1988 

Mi. Cynthia 0. Slnpton 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert St. 
Baltimore, MD    21203-0717 

Dear Ms.  Simpson: 

This responds  to your February 10,  1988 request for Information on the 
presence of specie, which are Federally listed or P"?0"^0.'    101 
endangered or threatened within the are. of Contract No.   CH 532-101. 
Matt.woman Beantown Road widening, Charles County, Maryland.    We have 
reviewed  the Information you enclosed and are providing ce..«t« In 
accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (87 St.t.   88<.,   as 
amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et^ se^.). 

Except  for occasional transient  Individuals,   no Federally  listed or pro- 
S'S endangered or threatened species are known to exist  in th.proj.et 
Imoact .rea.    Therefore,  no Biological Assessment oc further Section 7 
Jonsultatlon irre'ulred with the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS).    Should 
prTeJ    plans change, or If additional Information on the ««rib«tl«« of 
Usted or proposed species becomes available,   this determination may be 

reconsidered. 

This  response  relates  only  to endangered specie, under ~'  *;l»dletlo,w 

It does not address other FWS concerns under the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act or other  legislation. 

Thank you for your interest In endangered species.    If you have any 
,u"tlonl! or need further ...l.t.nce.   please contact Judy Jacob, of our 
Endangered Specie,  .t.ff   at   (301)  269-5448. 

Sincerely yours. 

No SHA response required. 

Ui Glenn Klnser 
Supervisor 
Annapolis Field Office 

V-10 
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United States Department of the Int?#? v 

FISH AND WILDUFE SERVICE 
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES    :•., . 

182J VIRGINIA STREET 
ANNAPOLIS. MARYl^ND 21401 

March 26, 1990 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deoutv Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engmeenng 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert St. 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

RE:    Maryland Route 5 relocated 
(MD205) 

Dear Mr Ege: 

This letter is in reference to r»j•£^Z2£££l£2* ^ 
Wildlife Service P^J.^^iJsStoteSk^B environmental 

EffiffiKSES rthCre^natives and options. 

T.e Maryland State Hi^ Admin^Jon^ 
capacity and improve the safety of Route 5 ff'^^J\aarian'of the road into 
MaPryland Route 205). SHAhas sepm»dthe H^JP•^ alterna»ivesfor 
three segments with a total of five atomajves. The^e are ^ <our 

jB^^Wciys^ K -^intereection o, Route 5 
relocated and Route 301. 

*» Service objects to one of ^f PWjJS^o^^^ Ihese include Segment., Alternate 6 and nte^ Jange Op^o    ^    oposals ^ 
Service opposes the alternate and two ofthe o piwns wetlands. In 
maximize, rather than ^^•t^'Xn?sSegmenU Alternate 6 will isolate 10- 
addition to maximmng he f, l.ng o^ftands^ ^^s Route 301. Route 5, Route 
13 acres of wetlands ^^^J^dS^amJa because of the resultant 
205). The Service is especial y °PP^'°h,S^e surrounding of wildlife habitat 

populations. 

Segment I, Alternate 6 was selected rather 
than Alternate 5.  Alternate^could not provide 
adequate future traffic operations.  The wetland 
impacts with alternate6will be minimized by 
bridging the entire wetlands.  This will reduce 
the wetland impacts from 2.01 acres to 1.03 
acres and help to avoid isolating the wetlands. 
See P 111-33 to 111-40 for wetland avoidance 
and/or minimization.  Additionally the 
bridging of the entire wetland should help 
avoid any fragmentation of wildlife habitat. 
Interchange Option A was selected. 
The replacement of wetlands will be finalized 
in the design process to determine the amount 
of palustrine forested wetlands.* 
Conceptual wetland mitigation sites have been 
located.  These potential mitigation sites have 
been reviewed by SHA Landscape Architecture 
Division, field checked and are satisfactory 
for potential mitigation sites. 



<! 

S 2?iS«OT»rtmBo for forested wetlands will help compensate for thetime 

wetlands  ^e techniques for creating forested wetlands have not been fully 
developed. 

contingent upon: 

a) Elimination of Segment I. Alternate 6, and interchange Options 
C and D from consideration. 

b) Submission of an acceptable mitigation plan. 

c) Identification of a viable mitigation site with the 404 application. 

If you have any questions concerning these comments, please contact Bill Shultz of 
my staff at (301) 269-5448. 

Sincerely yours, 

re a {Lk 
WJonnP. Wolflin 

r Supervisor 
-' Annapolis Field Office 

^21 



m Maqfuidfopartmemoflransportaoon 
State Highway Administration 

•  few* 

Richard H. Tralnor 
SMnorv 

HilKmoff 

Hovanbar 28, 1990 

RKs Contract No. CH 566-151 
MD 5 Ralocatad: US 301 to 
HD 5/US 301 
PDMS Ho. 083039 

Mr. MilllaB Sehultz 
U.S. Dapartment of tha Interior 
Flah and Wildlife.Servlca 
Delotarva Area Office 
1825 B Virginia street 
Annapolia. Maryland 21401 

Dear Mr. Schultx: 

In a phone conversation on Hovember 19. 1990, Ma. Barbara 
Allara-Bohlen of my staff discussed with you vetland iiopacts 
associated with the referenced project. Ms. Allera-Bohlen 
explained that the State Hiohway Administration has further 
mininized the wetland impacts of wetland 1 and 1A on the 
northbound ra»p for proposed Interchange Option A by using • 
miniauB tangent length with design speed of 50 nph on the raap. 
This reduces the total impacts from .94 to .78 acres.         
Additionally, the calculated impacts are the entire Jhadowed area 
under the ranp.  See attached map of Interchange Option A.  She 
explained that the ramp will actually be elevated 30 feet above 
existing ground elevation and the actual permanent impacts will 
be from plars only, and not fill from the ramp. 

Further, it was discussed that proposed Interchange Option B 
would require the areas under the relocated US 301 and the 
proposed ramp to be filled.  Also, it would be difficult to 
maintain traffic under this option. 

Therefore, because less wetlands would be filled, traffic 
opar.tion ISSUM and cost, the State Highway W-1"1!'"""" -*!11 
prefers proposed. Interchange Option A.  You stated that »>•«««• 
of the reduction of wetland acreages and new information brought 
to light, this was a better alternative. 

In order to complete the coordination on this project, I am 
requesting your concurrence in the selection of Interchange 

Option **   v,rM   „  , ic,.. 

1.  Mr. Willaim Sehultz concurred with the 
Selection of Interchange Option A during a 
phone conversation on December 4, 1990. 

Mr titeeton* numbw h (3011 
333-1177 

T«Ulyp««rlt« for Impalrtd ""»'?« *,8KT?»1-_M. IMI m»-\ 

\5t 



Mr. WilliM Schultx 
Hovaabar 29.  1990 
Pag* a 

Should you wnivturth.r InforMtion. pi..- eont.ct Ma. 
Barbara All.ra-Bohl.n .t 333-6745. 

Vary truly youra, 

Loula H. Bga, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Pl.nning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

by: fiutfii, f) • xji'*"* 
C/nthia D. SiBfcaon 
Xaeiatant Dlviaion Chief 
Project Planning Dlviaion 

<! 
i • 

LHE:BX:cd 
j   Attachaants 

cc: Mr. Neil J. Paderaan 
Mr. Vic Janata 

^4 



JOHN C. NOKTH. • STATE OF MAHYUNO 
CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREAS COMMISSION 

WEST GAnRETT PLACE. SIHTE 320 
275 WEST STOEET 

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401 
974-2418 or 974-2428 

SARAH J. TAnon. no 
roa/nvt UMLiw 

R 

IS- 

COMMISSIONERS 

Thomat Ofltxxnt 
Ann* Arundtl C«. 

Jtmtt C. Gutmtn 
Ann* Antntftl C*. 

HoniM Ktruc 
••Hlmon City 

flcmltf Hlehim«« 
Balttmo** C*. 

Atb«n W. ZsitmsAf 
CtlvtflCo. 

Thomas jarnt 
CtroUft* Co. 

Ktinrvn 0. Ungnar 
Ctctt Co. 

Samuti v Bowimg 
Chtn«t Co. 

G Sttttt Ptw*o« 
Oercnvaitr Co. 

V<tof K. Butanra 
Hartora C«. 

waitaca 0. M>Har 
Kaftl CO. 

P ams Gianoanirg 
Pnnet G«orfa t Co. 

flooan R Pnca. jf 
Ouaan Anna't Co. 

j Fraflt Raior. Jr. 
SI. Manr'a Co. 

Aonaxi 0. Adkma 
3o<Mra«t Co. 

Snaoaro Kracn. Jr. 
TaiMt Co. 

Wilham Cortnn. jr. 
TaiboiCo. 

Wi*am j. Bottian 
Wkomko Ca. 

RuiiaN Biaha 
WaraaUM Ca. 

August 31, l?89 

y?       r. 

CO      "" 

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

Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration g: 
707  North Calvert  Street ^ 
Baltimore,   Maryland    21203 u." 

Dear Mr.   £ge: 

Thank yo-j for sending us notification of zhe  State Highway 
Administration projects listed selow.  We cc'ncar with the 
determination of the Environmental Evaluation Section that 
these pro;ects are not in the Critical Area,.and are there- 
fore not subject to Critical Area Commission review.  The 
above-referenced projects are: 

1.  No-SHA response required. 

Contract Mo.AA 936-151-570 
" B 813-101-471 
" B 881-101-471 
" CH 566-151-571 
" H 888-101-471 
" H 899-101-471 
" H 873-101-470 
" H 896-101-471 
" H 887-101-471 
" SH 752-251-271 
"  S 365-101-171 

MD 3 Reconstruction 
•JS 1 Silver Soring Road 
MD 45, MD 145" 
MD 5 Relocated 
US 1 Business 
MD 152. US 1 
US 1 Hickory/MD 23 
MD 161 Bridge Replacement 
MD 7, Steoney P.oad 
MD 471, Bridge Mo.18028 
MD 362 Extended 

CABINET MEMBERS 

Wtyn* A. CMMT. >. 
AgrlcuRura 

Raton SchowMm 

Again,  we appreciate your consideration. 

I ftatoft ParciaMM 

AnMn CM* AR: ms 1 

Torr.»c.araMi.MO.cc:  Cynthia Simpson 
M«nif>i nt*»*m Thomas Osborne 

nenuaKimm* Eugene Lauer 
William Carroll 

Sincerely, 

Abi Rome 
Natural Resources Planner 

David Flowers 
Jackie Magness 
Jon Grimm 
Ron Adkins 

ITVIO, D«il-An"«DOli>-97»-2««   0C MatniSMUSO 
V-22 



/S^ United States 
In »J>| Department of 

Agriculture 

Soil 
Conservation 
Service 

P.O.  Box 269 
La Plata,  MD      20646 

February 15,  1989 

Mr.  Charles Butler 
Environmental Manager 
Johnson, Mirmlran and Thompson,  P.A. 
810 Gleneagles Court 
Suite 200 
Baltimore, MD    21204 

Dear Mr. Butler:    r 

Enclosed you will find Charles County soil maps 
for the area you designated in your letter of January 13, 

1989. 

This route contains the following soils: 

AuD3 BrB2 SaE 
B1A EK WoB2 
B1B2 LE 
B1C2 RdB2 
B1C3 RyB2 
Bo ShA 

The soil units named ShA (sassafras) and WoB2 (woodstown) 
are listed as prime farmland soils for Charles County, Md. 

The soil units named B1A (Beltsville), B1B2 (Beltsville), 
B1C2 (Beltsville), BrB2 (Bourne), RdB2 (Rumford)and RyB2 
""fordl are llit.d as soils of statewide importance for 

Charles County, Md. 

If I can be of any further assistance, please let me 

know. 

,Mi^ 
r.H.  Kimmons 

cc: R.  Dills   (w/o end.) 

A TM SOU ConMrviUO* 3«rvtC* 
tt an •8»«T 04 m« 

>^/ Umtcd SUl«l 0«D»rtm«iil el Agfteullu't 9 
V-26 

1.  No SHA response required. 

^       o 



^S^i Uniltd Stain Sol 
lUDll D«[>»rtn»nl o( Conurratian 
S@7 AgricuBur* Sftct 
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April 20, 1989 

Si 

I 
00 
o 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
Environmental Manager 
Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P.A. 
810 Gleneagles Court, Suite 200 
Baltimore, MD 21204 

Dear Mr. Butler: 

Enclosed is the Farmland Conversion Impact Rating (AD-1006) for 
MD 205 Farmland Impacts, JMT Job No. 87112.03.  r 

Please note that an AD-1006, with Part I completed, is to be sent 
to the Soil Conservation Service (SCS) along with the maps and 
other Information.  I had an extra copy of the form and filled in 
Part I for this project. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, 
contact me. 

Sincerely, 

please 

Larry S. Holmes 
District Conservationist 

1.  No SHA response required. 

LSH:hmd 

Enc. 

V-28 
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— OS. Dtp»ttnl«nt of Ajticultutt 

FARMLAND CONVERSIOIVMMPACTRAm^ 
 • 1 mta 01 Ltrnl EvilviitHii Rewimt 

pART UTobi completed by Fedenl Agtncy) 

County And StMt «,«.! arvl 

^SStRiSSrtlTsCS 

\RT HfTobe compmea ay J>.-» . ; -—— 

llfno.theFPPA do., not .P»V-<*""" """"'^ ^ ,,., ,.,.„ ..u,^ 

Mator Ctoohi 

Avtf •«• Fi"" Si« 

99 acres. 
-i»«4 A< Dtltntd ^fewwiriSWaSrewK 

Com, ifTjtirn'"'! '""hacco- a•11 tot' ;;',„,  "«""» !'»••>• 
-TwSTorOSdlv.lu.lioi. Syiltm Uwd 

P G. Co., Land EVal. Systan 

J5-2— 
N.m. 01 LOC.I i»t Atimnwil iyl""' 

FPPA 

?ART III f To 6* eompfattd l»y Frifl Agency) 

—ft     T^„IArr«ToB.Con«"«'^""-"V   • 
5~ B.   Totil A— To B. ConMft.J Indlrialy 

C    Totil Acrw In Siw  •  
PART IV fTo be completed by Si^l Linn ^ . _  

-r    T-.,, A,,.. P,lm. And Unmua Hni.Und 

< 
I 

i—• 
00 

ri::ss==^=?^2^ 
jjy.^ inNnnurban U>« 

2Pmini«t«r_lnNojuirb anU M  

^Tfirt'n" *"" "''"" BuiUup Are*. 

V-29 
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offate^' 
PS ' 

3 ^      t  V>1 I':, 'ji) 

1.5.0.1 
900221 

,.   ^e   THE   ENVIRONMENT 
DEPARTMENT   OF   TH^^2ia4 

WH!liniDon.ldSehMl«r 
Govt'nof 

MirtlnW.W""".-"- 
Stcrslaiy 

February 21,   199° 

Environmental nan*«  Divlslon 
Pto3SC%SeSivSrt St«.t.  Roo" 310 
707 North caiwr ^^ 
Baltimore,  Maryian 

RE: 
Contract Ho. Of 566-X31-371 
Ml) 5 Relocated 
US 301 to MD 5 
FDMS NO. 082039 

1.  No SHA response required. 

Dear Ms. Simpson: „!,1vsis performed for the 
.   *   hhe air impact an=ly^-^land Route 5 and 

Ss 301/MD 5 and the prop Air Management 

siissas SJ
,
SJ;

,
!S5^- r- —• 

m.n« yo« «« <*• •W"""1" 
Sincerely, 

..   _j_   tr     .Tor Mario E.  Jorquera,  P.E- 

MEJ/sf 

V3 



Qftizte^ 

.~   «c   TUP    ENVIRONMENT 

A.MCod.301     •    631- 

Wlllltm Donald SehnlM 
Governor 

Mirtln W. WiUh, Jr. 
Secrataty 

March 12. 1990 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.. Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Engineering 
Sand State Highway Administrauon 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  2Ul«i 

RE:    Environmental Assessment charles County 
Md. Rt. 5 relocation; US  301 to MO. a 
Contract No. CH 566-151-571 

Dear Mr. Ege: 
We are in receipt of the above-referenced document and offer the 

following comments. 

possible. 

9       Mitigation for unavoidable wetland impacts shall be 
2.      MU1?r?n ' .   ^ d Wetland re-creation at a 

Em^".rsueam and riparian habitat 
restoration may also be required. 

1. Wetland avoidance and/or minimization efforts 
are documented in this report. See P. 111-33 
to 111-40. 

2. Segment I, Alternate 6 was selected.  The 
wetlands will be bridged entirely to minimize 
impacts. 

3. Wetland mitigation will be provided by in-kind 
wetland recreation at a minimum of 1:1. 

4. Conceptual wetland mitigation sites have been 
developed (See 111-39 to 111-42).  These do 
not include any sites within ramps*..... 

5. Construction will not be allowed within. Mattawoman 
Creek's wetlands or floodplains during March 1 
and June 15. 

6. Stormwater management will be prepared in final 
design in coordination with the Department of 
the Environment. 

3. 

4. 

Areas bound by access ramps should not be used as 

mitigation areas. 

Ml work in State wetlands and waterways is 
prohibited from March 1 to June 15. 

^ 
^ 



Marcn u. i^u 

Page 2 

5. 
SSin*ofiu»oSInupl»<». 

(301) 631-3609. 
Sincerely, i 

{SK^S- Biologist 
Xdards & Certificauons 

^ cc:    Cheryl Smith 
" James Tent 

ATD:dmt 

^ 
^ 



UNrreDSrATCSENVIRONMEMTALPROTCCnONAGENCYp(.0j£0T 

REGION III 
841 Chestnut BuikSng 

PhBaddpWa, Pennsytvania 19107 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief 

MaSland StateHighway Administration 
707 North calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: Maryland Route 5 Relocated 

On26   a-att'38 

00 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

!» accordance with therNational• ^^^^S QualtS 
Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, EPA^has re The basic 
Technical Report for the, abave refgg^fi*^ were acceptable, 
dispersion and emission models.that were pp ^ addressed 
However, since major intersectionsJ"?\e ^ximum Carbon monoxide 

.„.1^.. •ssi.-sssr-sss. as. M«sa»r - 

the National Ambient Air ^^ ^.t be conducted for l°«tions quantitative air quality assessmenx ing are possible. The 
where significant traffic slowaowns orH *    vicinity of major 
highest CO concentrations typically occur in t involves 

ai-grad. intersections I« "£ p
the

3 asSeSsment for the 
intersections, it ^"^^Lt-st traffic volumes and the poorest 
intersections where the ^^..grseetion. Inust be addressed by 
iSMr^0^*^ intersection model for predicting 

potential air quality impacts. 

TOanK you for ^^^^^S^^^^^B 
2S^-SSL,5SS £ff iS-. ^ staff at (215) S- 
7336. 

1.  No SHA response required 

sipceply, 

Diana Esher, Chief " 
Environmental Planning Section 

V-30 
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U.S. D«p«r1tn«nl ol Houtlng and Urbin Da«*lopfn«ll 

philadelpW* R«gion»l Offic*. Regloo «l 
Liberty Squara BuBdiog 
105 South SavanS) Street 
PhiladelpMi. Pennsytv»nl» 19106-3392 

m 

< 
i 
00 
ON 

mi**® 
Mr. touls H. Ege, Jr 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
Room 506 
State Highway Raministration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

We have received the environmental assessment on contract 

No. r.H 566-151-571, MD 5 Relocated, US 301 to MD 301/5.  We have 

no comments on this document. 

Very sincerely yours. 

1.  No SHA response required. 

Harry W. Staller 
Deputy Regional Administra 

A* 

^ 
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CORRLES COUNTY GOVERNM^ .?0- 
Planning and Growth Managem^^c/o j" 

<••"•'. 

ROT E. HANCOCI, Deputy County Administiatoi " 

taZ3 
:S3' 

April   18,   1990 

Mr.  Louis H.  Ege,  Jr. 
Room 506 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert St. 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

RE:  MD 5 Relocated Environmental Assessment 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

I have reviewed the subject assessment document and offer the 

following comments: 

Effective 
should be 
order to 
quality in 
is especia 
the acidic 

sedimentation and erosion controls 
established during construction in 
prevent the degradation of water 
Mattawoman and Jordan Creeks. This 
lly important to consider because of 
nature of soils in the project area. 

o Highway stormwater management should 
incorporate BMPs to intercept and fil*" 
pollutants out of highway runoff before the 
runoff enters Mattawoman or Jordan Creeks. 

o Interchange options A and Segment I Alternate 
6 are preferable options from an environmental 
standpoint because of lower tree clearing 
and/or wetlands impact acreages. 

o The assessment states that noise barriers are 
not feasible or cost effective for Noise 
Sensitive Areas # 4, 5. 6, and 8. Five homes 
are located in " these areas. /,erhaPs„*2» 
highway department could offer noise 
attenuation in the form of sound i"8"1*^"? 
windows to these residences as a substitute for 
barriers. 

o I suggest that the highway department include 
figures in future impact documents that show 
projected noise impact contours in addition to 
the tables which report the spot noise impact 
projections. 

1. The water quality treatment will be 
obtained by erosion and sediment control 
and stormwater management measures. 
See P. 111-31 and 111-32. 

2. Segment I, Alternate 6 and Interchange 
Option A was selected. 

3. An approved Noise Analysis Technical 
Report is available at SHA Headquarters. 
This included more detailed information 
into the process. 

SAY NO TO DRUGS 

PostOtncBoxB        U Plata. Msrylapd 20646        (30l)M5-0610or87(M933 

CQUAL otPORiwrrr COUNTY 



I 
00 
CD 

Mr. Ego, SHA Page 2 

Plaase contact me at 645-0590 if you require further information 
or clarification on the comments above. 

Sincerely 

enior Environmental Planner 



'TSt •U-lMUt Kin 

I   THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT  rjTjJ 
DEPARTUEHT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES Ml' 

August 30, 1989 

I 

oo 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Directoi .    , 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Prince Georqe's  County  has   reviewed   the   site   location  of   the 
,        lirl  of  MD  Route  5   (Mattawoman-Beantown  Road).     He  concur 

wuS  the  Stfte Sighw'y Administration's   (SHA)   determination  that 
the  site  "not  located within  the County's Chesapeake Bay 
Critical   Area. 

h ^t^or^^^r^t ssnrcon^r^ihe 
iS.tKiS *!; Cr!t?calWL:aewLn  planning  and d,sign:ng  State 
roads. 

1.  No SHA response required. 

County Admirv.-ration Buildimj - Upp'-'r Marlh.,r    N '• 
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lAJaldorf  Uolunteer Zfire JJepL, J7nc. 
REdEBW P.O. BOX 392 

Waldorf,    nia^LnJ 
20601 

/^Jil (BO 
January 14, 1990 

Mr. Charles P. Butler 
Environmental Manager 
Johnson, Mirmiran and Thompson, P.A. 
810 Gleneagles Court 
Suite 200 
Baltimore, Maryland  21204 

Dear Mr. Butler: 

Thank you for vour letter dated January 4, 1990 requesting 

Route 205. 

The congested traffic condition;.in th.; Waldorf -^are^a^ajor 

^edicIT service   Our rfsponse times'have steadily increased in 
medical service.  uur    ^     f   j 3 mliiion square foot 

future. 

We are  enthusiastic about any ^.^n^"^^^-"  ««" 
ff^STSiS-rfn^^u     ie"e  " ^"^-e  ta.en^ 
^rtheTotrntili-ofTm-l^e ^^   for LlLrf. 

The  last  sentence  of  the  third  P*««^.«»'  rtuaUy'ald13 

confusing  and  1  assume  you ^..^^ii-^ mich-TTke  to 
emergency vehicle  •<«'««"J"li*J:   unui  we have  the  actual  plans 
concur with  your  c°n<^°";  patterns  at  both  ends  of  the  project 
for  the  proposed  new  traffic  P*^• accessibility.     Some  of 
it will  be   impossible  for us  to  *v""" ,     restrict  access 
the  interchanges  we  have>  observed can  severely^tr^     ^ 
to certain  areas  or  obtain d^" project  not do  either  of 
extremely concerned  ^^J*6*"^"   time   Into  the  Plnefield 

Additional mapping was forwarded.  Several 
phone calls followed without receiving any 
comments. Coordination will continue through 
the design process. 

\-rNiNAL FlM PWITICTION AllOCiATtON 
tltfcllANP STAFI FlRtMIN't ASIOCUTMN 

• raN MARYLAND VOIUNTIIII FIMMIN'! AMOCIATKH* 
tNir VOLUNTItB  FlRIMIN't AllOCIATWN 
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Mr. Charles P. Butler 

-f*;* 

HI 

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 
Chief 

< 
I 

CC:  Charles County Commissioners 



O. James Lighlhi: 
Secreiary 

Hal KassoH 
Admimstfaior 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

November 1, 1991 

Mr. Jim Christoff, Train Master 
Conrail 
225 33rd Street South 
Washington, DC 20019 

Dear Mr. Christoff: 

Thank vou for your recent telephone conversation with Mr. Monty 
Rahman^f £ staff regarding rail traffic passxng 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. 

s-s: ssr&sas." STASMSTTSS «-. u 
appreciated. 

Verv/ruly you??' 

EffuisHT Ege, ^n-i- 
Deputy Director K\ 
Office of  Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

LHE:MAR:as 

cc: Mr. Victor Janata 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 

333-1105 
My telephone number is 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
„„,. Metro-565.0451 O.C. Metro - l-M0-"2"""   „ 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 ,33.7555 Ballimo, STTS^SHS^X^RX^' • "" 

1.  No'SHA response required 



rf 

D^ERAGENCY MEETINGS 

Four interagency meetings were held in which Proposed MD;5 Relocated was discussed. 
These meetings were held on January 18, 1989; October 18, 1989; August 15, 1990; and July 
17, 1991. A complete attendance and transcript of the meetings is available at Maryland 
State Highway Administration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland. Included 
herein is an attendance of the meeting, summary of discussion, and comments/questions 
with responses. 
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JANUARY 18.1989 

Name 

Cynthia Simpson 
Joe Kresslein 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen 
Donald Honeywell 
William Malone 
Charles O'Kehie 
Nadzy Mondanipour 
Tzyy Shan Lin 
Linda Kelbaugh 
Fred Doerfler 
Barb Solbert 
Barbara Clouse 
Mohammed Hashemi 
Peter Stokely 
Bill Schultz 
Mike Slatterg 
Arnold Norden 
John Wolf 
Carol Brunori 
Steve Harmen 
Herman Rodrigo 
Paul Wettlaufer 
John Nichols 
Andrew Der 
Bob Harvey 

Organization j 

SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Highway Division 
SHA - Highway Division 
SHA - Highway Division 
SHA - Wetlands 
SHA - Wetlands 
U.S. E.P.A. 
U.S.F.W.S. 
MD DNR - Tidewater 
MD DNR - LPS 
MD DNR - LPS 
MD DNR - FPWS 
U.S. Corps of Engineers 
FHWA 
FHWA 
National Marine Fisheries Services 
D.O.E. 
National Park Service 

Project Planning Studies began in January, 1988 and an Alternates Meeting was held on 
November 22, 1988. A description of the existing conditions along with alternates 
presented at the Alternates Meeting were presented. There were three mainline build 
alternates and four interchange options for the US 301/MD 5 intersection presented. The 
mainline build alternates included: Alternate 2, a five-lane curbed roadway; and Alternate 
3 and 4, a four-lane divided roadway with a raised median and left turn lanes at selected 
locations. Alternate 3 provided service roads, at Pinefield and Council Oak, while 
Alternate 4 provided a more extensive service road network. The four interchange options 
would be Option A, B, C, and D. 

The mainline build alternates would impact Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. Alternate 
2 would impact 15 grave sites, Alternate 3 would impact 48 grave sites, and Alternate 4 
would impact 92 grave sites. An additional service road system to reduce the grave site 
impacts was presented. This would provide rear access to the residences across from the 
cemetery. Preliminary environmental impacts with the mainline alternates and interchange 
options were presented. 

Most of the Comment/Questions from the attending agencies involved the wetlands and 
floodplain of Mattawoman Creek and whether they will be bridged or not. Wetland 
delineation had not been completed (NWI mapping was being used) and no decision had 
been made on the length of bridge over Mattawoman Creek. 
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January 18. 1989 

Comment/Question 

CosaasatZaaSStioai    MikeJ^Ht^nac'SRtc. Mactauoman  Creek  because 
T^EJS  rU^tioSriSnccion.     *r.   -ere  6   acres   o£ 

mlLH Barbara  "H^3-80"?11;^"^^  0Dtions  would  involve 
""^V*  • f    Tc*lr'The   i^changa-cpcions  will  be 
approximately  1--   acres, 
addressed   separately. 

ComSientZOuestioni    Bill   ^J^/f ^s   cr   5A? 
 -^i!!   this  be  put   together     n  a   bib  o. 
Response^     Cynthia   Simpson     SHA ^^^ 

This   decision  has   not   oeen  ma 

CommentZSuestionL    Bill   Schultz     "SFWS lf? 

 ^3^^?  f/^ril^rwhJre   rloodplain be   spanned?     What 
(Mattawoman ureeK) or ''•LX^ 
is the cresent span length. 
^^onsej.  Sue Ellen White  SHA assuming for cost 

At this stage we don t Know  *J    flcodpiain.  I don't know 
estimating purposes, spanning uhe entire 
what the current span length is. 

ballfields? „, 
response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA ballfields are 

Our understanding is that the area •      There are plans 
located will be developed for "^^J^J".^ it will go 
from Charles County to e^end Eastern ParK  y        ^ chaney 

ZlTs  S:  SrSlStrxrinTtfc^lSn^b.  cOTpleted by next 
year. 

C-2!SffiS§Sfffl^incPeerne«ou?dleaI;oEbe  to »ini-ix.  impacts   to  the 

wetlands. 
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January  18,   1989 

Coroment/Question 

^^^^estior^ John.NicS^S:f
Nthe   streams?  We do have   a  concern  B^you  have-descrxptions  of   the   str i  assume you 

^•^Lrihfth^^ine'sP^nin,  the   interchan.e  optxons 
over  Mattawoman. „. 

n^-^Kar-a   Allera-Bohlen,   atiA Response^. Barbara  Axxei a  o 
^-F   xt  has  not  been decided yet. 

Cgrmentignestion^    John "^f5^  the'interchange  as  well   as   the 
"^5i?rir;n?-SI  JS S2e ?he   information.     I  would  also  like 

^ii^.^r^Srur./t;  n^nce   they  are  completed. 
to   see   m     ^^^w.-a   illera-Bohlen.   SHA Rpsponse:     Barbara  Axxej-a 

O.K. 

S::1-:^.'-SiS'Sc^ru^orSp.n  section  rca, des.an  to 
SS^^lHtion flows  into .t.>».t.r. 

C-SmSW^^^ ChfrlerrountrparK  Ian.  associated with  this 

g^L   Barbara XHera-Bohlen.   SHA 

No. 

£2ffiffiSa£Z2a|£ti2aiuate   ^  floodplai     land   (acreage,   yet? 

^SEonsei    Barbara-Allera-Bohlen     SHA there  is   a  large 

^1^ ^.^L'ter^trSa^fw^ai CreeK but we  have  no 
floodpl 
acreages worked out yet 
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OCTOBER 18.1989 

Name 

Cynthia Simpson 
Mark Duvall 
Barbara Allera - Bohlen 
Sharon Preller 
Monty Rahman 
Sue Rajan 
Dennis Simpson 
Cathy Pecora 
James Yarsky 
Wesley Glass 
Leroy Carrigan 
Howard Johnson 
Frank DeSantis 
Don Sparklin 
Victor Janata 
Rita Suffhess 
James L. Wynn 
William Baker 
Jane Wagner 
Edward C. Johnson 
Bob Easter 
Stephen Wanamaker 
Ali Chaharbaghi 
Bill Branch 
Barbara Clouse 
Mohammed Hashemi 
Jack Hett 
M.Q. (Cas) Taherian 
Andrew Der 
Bill Schultz 
Carlo R. Brunori 

Ted Foglietta 
Jill O. Kulig 

Organization 

SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Project Development 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Wetlands Group 
SHA - Wetlands Group 
SHA - Wetlands Group 
SHA - Landscape Architecture 
Maryland DNR - Water Resources Admin. 
Maryland Department of the Environment 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Maryland DNR  -  Forest,  Parks  and Wildlife 
Service 
McCormick Taylor & Associates, Inc. 
McCormick Taylor & Associates, Inc. 

New mainline build alternates were presented, Alternate 5 and 6. The roadway was 
separated in three segments. Within the southern segment, Alternate 5 followed the 
existing alignment while Alternate 6 was on relocation. The typical section provided six- 
lane open roadway. Segment 2 and 3 proposed a six-lane, closed roadway with 20 foot 
raised median. From the railroad tracks to US 301/MD 5 the roadway would be reduced 
to a four-lane roadway. The previous mainline alternates were dropped because the four- 
lane roadway did not accommodate future traffic requirements. 

Most of the Comments/Questions from the attending agencies involved wetland impacts. A 
wetland delineation was held on August 25, 1989 and impacts to the eight wetland sites 
for each alternate were presented. It was explained that with Segment 1, Alternate 6 was 
superior to Alternate  5  for traffic  operations but had greater wetland impacts.     It was 
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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, Alternate 5 and 6 would require 
approximately 120 grave sites from Trinity Memorial Gardens Cemetery. 
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October 18. 1989 

Comment/Question 

fomment/OtJestion: Carlo Brunori. DNR - FP&HS 

Asked if Wetland 1 appears on the project wall maps. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA 

Responded that the wetlands do not appear on the project maps which are 
posted around the room. 

Cvnthia Simpson. SHA 

Explained that Carlo does not have a map which shows the actual 
interchange options. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA 

Explained that she could get a map out of the Alternates Brochure that 
would show the interchange options, but she does not believe the wetlands 
are involved with the interchange options. 

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 approximately .48 acre at Wetland 1. 

Vic Janata. SHA 

Explained Option C provides southbound Route 301 to southbound 
Mattawoman/Beantown Road access behind the Chamber Building, and crosses 
an existing signalized intersection. 

There are retaining walls involved to separate the ramps from existing 
development and allow for access to a shopping center in the area. 
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October 18, 1989 

Comment/Question 

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. 

fnmmgnt/Ouestion: Cas Taherian. DNR-WRA 

Asked if the environmental document was a draft. 

Response:  Cvnthi* Simnson. SHA 

Yes. 

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz. USF&WS 

Asked when the wetlands were delineated. 

Response:  Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA 

Responded that the wetlands were delineated August 25, 1989 with the 
Corps. 
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October 18. 1989 

Comment/Question 

rnmmPnt/Oues-Hon:  Cas T^hprian. DNR-WRA 

Asked how many stream crossings are associated with this project. 

P^pnnsP:  Barbara AH ora-Rnhl en. SHA 

Responded that there would be *lv4S-stream crossings. 

rnmmpnt/Ouestlnn; Cas Tahprian, DNR-WRA 

Suggested that SHA establish a close coordination with DNR. 

romment/Ouestion: Vic Janata. SHA 

Explained that Alternate 6 seems to be superior to Alternate 5 however, 
•there are greater impacts to sensitive environmental areas under 

Alternate 6. He then asked how SHA would develop a close coordination 
with DNR. 

Cnmment/OuesHon: Cas Taherian. DNR-HRA 

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. 

Cnmment/Oues-Hnn:  Bill Srhult2. USF&WS 

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. 

rnmment/Ouestion:  B1H Srhultz. USF&HS 

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 looked for the minimum of crossings when designing the 
alignments. u_?ni 
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AUGUST 15.1990 

Name Organization 

Cynthia Simpson 
Mark Duvall 
Barbara Allera - Bohlen 
Howard Johnson 
Wesley Glass 
Sharon Preller 
Don Sparklin 
Bob House 
Victor Janata 
Monty Rahman 
Carl Bialecki 
Karl Teitt 
Mark Crampton 
Ruth Mayenshein 
George Walton 
Leroy Tyree 
Susan Jacobs 
Kenneth McDonald 
Dave Pelton 
Marva Randle 
Linda Kelbaugh 
Dan Guy 
Jack Hett 
Pat Gauss 
Stave Harmon 
Karen Craven 
Bill Schultz 
John Nichols 
Denise Rigney 
Peter Stokely 
Michelle Hufftnan 
M.Q. (Cas) Taherian 
Sean M. Smith 
Valarie Rychwalski 
Elizabeth Hannold 
Herman Rodrigo 
Kay Batey 

SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Environmental Management 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Hydraulics 
SHA - Hydraulics 
SHA - Office of Chief Engineer 
SHA - Office of Chief Engineer 
SHA - Landscape Architecture Division 
SHA - Landscape Architecture Division 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
EPA 
EPA 
DNR-Water Resources Administration 
DNR - Water Resources Administration 
DNR - Tidewater Administration 
Maryland Department of the Environment 
Maryland Historical Trust 
Federal Highway Administration 
Federal Highway Administration 

The alternates were presented. These were the same as the previously presented. The 
typical section was presented as a four-lane, divided curbed roadway with outside 
shoulders and a 20' curbed median. The Comments/Questions from the attending agencies 
were discussed for each segment of the project. This started with Segment 1 to the 
south. 

Within Segment 1, discussion centered on wetland impacts. It was stated that Alternate 5 
did not provide adequate future traffic needs. The wedand impacts for both Alternate 5 
and 6 were presented.    It was stated that the typical section was revised to a 20' curbed 
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interchange options were investigated with Alternate 5 but dropped because of right-of- 
way impacts, cost, and increased wetland impacts. Concern was raised about the 
fragmpntation of wetlands by Alternate 6. Mr. Bill Schultz, USFWS, stated that he 
preferred Alternate 5 due to wetland impacts. j 

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. 

(t V 
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August   15.   1990 

Connnent/Oueation 

Comment/Question: Herman Rodriqo, FHWA - Clarified that the figures for the 
impacts were for Wetland 7 only and not both 7 and 8. Also clarified that SHA 
changed their typical section from an open section to a closed section as well 
as reducing the median for the purpose of wetland impact reduction. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Concurred that what was previously presented at 
another hearing was an open section for alternates 5,6, and 7. An extension of 
the closed section was made to the intersection with MD 5 through the area 
where the wetlands are. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Corrected her previous statement 
regarding the .24 acres of impacts. These impacts included both Wetlands 7 and 
8. 

Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that Segment 1, Alternate 6 was designed to be a 
more functional intersection with MD 5 than Alternate 5 because it is a more 
continuous MD 5, however, there are right-of-way problems as well as increased 
acreages of wetland impacts. The alternate was designed to cross the most 
narrow portion of the wetland it affects. Poplar-Hill Beantown Road would have 
to be relocated with this alternate. This alternate works without an 
interchange because there are three intersections, which provide an adequate 
level of service. However, Wetland 8 is impacted. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Stated that SHA was asked to look at shifting the 
road further east, however there were even more wetland impacts in this 
situation. 

Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that, originally there was an open, 30' median with 
shoulders in a four-lane section, we extended the closed section, shown for the 
northern end, south over the wetlands, decreased the closed section median from 
30' to 20' and there was enough room to transition to the open section of MD 
5 for the intersection there. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that the total wetland impact here was 
originally 2 acres, but 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 
acres. Wetland 8 is now being used agriculturally. 
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August 15. 1990 

Comment/Question 

i.  „ o^AvAnn   FHUA - Asked if reduction of the median from 
Csa^snl^il^ b^^pt closed all the way up to the 
?S?2rsection or if the roadway must be separated. 

u-^-nr lanata SHA - Responded that it should be separated because 
Wei^^ also, the median must be split to provide 

enough storage for one movement. 

r ,,,,,'rw-tinrr r**  T.hpHan. DNR. WRA - Asked if it was ever considered to 
use MD 205 as part of this alternate. 

iHrtnr Janata SHA - Stated that Alternate 5 uses MD 205, but 
gfF^fjrr^u es existing MD 205 as part of the movement because this is 
a fuir'ntersection! some of the turning movements use this roadway. 

CumiiiLnt'nnriV— """"" R"dHaQ- FHV,A " Commented that both Alternate 5 and 
Alternate 6 would remain in the planning process. 

ResnonseMQctoiLjanata^HA - 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. 

rnmmpnt/nMEstion- Rin Srhnltz. USFWS - Questioned why an interchange could not 
be used at MD 205. 

ppcpnnsp: Victor Janata. SHA - Clarified that it is not an interchange but an 
at-grade intersection having free movements. 

rnn^pnt/miftstlon- am SrhuUz. USFWS - Clarified V•*•*^**"•*0•• why 
a type of interchange could not be made at the intersection with MD 205. 

Resoonse- VictorJariataJ_SHA - Stated that this was investigated, however the 
imoacts to existing and approved development, wetlands, and right-of-way would 
M^ppmlmateiJSlB million. There are additional wetland impacts with this 
approach also. 

r.nm.Pnt/nuP.tion: mn srhnltz. USFWS - Expressed concern with the issue, of 
fragmentation of wetlands. Where MD 5 and MD 205 meet is currently 
undeveloped land. 

Rp.nnnsP: Barba• AiWa-Rnhlen. SHA - Stated that this property has already 
been approved by Charles County for development. 

rnmrnPnt/Ouestinn- SIPVP 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. 
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August 15. 1990 

Comment/Question 

pacpnn<;p: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Responded that the information is still 
being developed. 

ppsponse: 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-20fi 



August 15. 1990 

Comment/Question 

Pannes, virtnr 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. 

mmmpnt./Ouestion- Hprman Rndrioo. 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. 

pp.nnnsp: 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. 

DQcpnncg. Rarhara 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 Rodriqo. FHWA - Questioned where the flyover ramp 
structures will touch down. 

Response: Victor Janata. SHA - Responded that the structures will touch down 
to the west of the railroad and the railroad will continue to be at-grade as 
well as the service roads. 
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Comment/Question 

Response: Bob Houst. SHA - Stated that the structures will be at-grade by the 
time you get to the shopping center. 

Barbara AHera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that the wetland impacts resulting from 
Interchange Option D totalled 1.98 acres. This is not the preferred alternate. 

Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that Interchange Option B would provide directional 
ramps between MD 205 and U.S. 301 to the north. SHA tried to reduce wetland 
impacts in this interchange by designing left exits off of southbound U.S. 301 
to southbound MD 205. In that process, it was necessary to move southbound U.S. 
301 to the west and the result was that no wetland acreages were saved. The 
existing at-grade signalized intersection at MD 205 and U.S. 301 would remain 
and there would be a connection to these ramps so traffic flowing between MD 
205 and U.S. 301 to the south would remain with an at-grade intersection. 

Comment/Question: Denise Rionev. EPA - Questioned how the Washington Bypass 
would affect any of this. 

Response: Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that the Eastern Washington Bypass 
provides options west of here that tie into the U.S. 301 corridor in Prince 
Georges County. 

Comment/Question: Denise Rionev. 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 that the proposed improvements 
would need to be done anyway; they probably could not be incorporated into the 
Washington Bypass Corridor. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen - Stated that Wetlands 1 and la on the east side of U.S. 
301 would be impacted by Interchange Option B. Therefore, this is not a 
preferred option. 

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz. USFWS - Asked what the impacts were for this 
option. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Responded that the total impacts for 
this option are 1.12 acres. 

Victor Janata. SHA - Stated that Interchange Option A has been designated as 
the preferred option. It provides directional ramps between the north leg of 
U.S. 301 and the south leg of MD 205. The southbound ramp is a normal right 
exit ramp which goes over U.S. 301 and is at-grade at the railroad tracks. The 
northbound is also at-grade at the railroad tracks. With this option, the 
existing MD 205 signalized intersection with U.S. 301 would remain operational 
to carry traffic between Mattawoman-Beantown Road and southbound U.S. 301. 



August 15. 1990 

Comment/Question Comment/Question ,  . . T 
D ui«„ QUA statPd that Wetland 1 is impacted but the total 

jfiS 11^0"^^ are' o'nfy^ Icrls^Again this is designated as the 
Referred Option due to the reduced wetland impacts. 

, wn.,.«Hnn; Herman Rodrigo FHWA , Asked if the State was proposing a 
fill or a structure at the wetland crossing. 

DQcrnc.. Rarhara nura-Rnhlen. SHA - Responded that the State proposes a 

structure. 

p.,rn»- R^rhar? »iipra-Rnh1en. SHA - Concurred that this was the case. 

m-rnt^tlnn-BinVhum MSF^ - Stated th,,: b..preferredI OpMj. B. even 

To-Jear flooJpl^n^^e^VheVefers' fewer impacts to Wetland 2a. 

r^nt/nno.tlnn: Herman Rodrigo, FHWA - ^^J^B^und^reX011" Pr0blemS 
or problems with the geometries which make Option B undesireable. 

nP.pww,a. vsrtnr Janata. SHA - Stated that the problem with Option B was that 
^ P2 ?.'a loft pxit which is considered to be an unusual type of exit. It can 
bacons deredfa hazar becaus^people do not usually expect to exit from the 
wt I riaht exit is much more coLon. Therefore, drivers may miss the exit 
ifVlow down erratically to try to get over to the left lane, causing a 

dangerous situation. 

m-ont/nnpstlon: »»•n Rndrioo. FHWA - Asked if appropriate signing could be 

utilized to avoid these problems. 

nr.nnn^. mrtnr .lanata. SHA - Felt that any signing would not be adequate 
enough to prepare drivers tor the unexpected. People are used to right exits, 
even though Maryland does use left ones occasionally. 

P^^c.. Rnh Hnust. SHA - Stated that studies are being <done 1to sjee If there 
Kpsponse •"' 0..;Hpnrp that left exits are a problem. He stated that mere 
}\ 2"•UllS- thai"left exfts are not as desirable and therefore should be 
avoided if possible. 

rrimmrnt,n„r^nn. Hprman Rodrioo. FHWA - Asked if there was any difference, 
frZl  capacity standpoint, in what these two options provide. 
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,,,-nnn— *»*»*» AlWa-Rnhlen. SHA - Stated that they provide for about the 
fSTcapacity. The major difference is that Option A has a right exit and 
Option B has a left exit which is considered undesireable. 

rnmmrnt/n„»^nn. vwnan Rndrioo. FHWA - Interested in Bill Schultz's (USFWS) 
coSent regarding his prognosis of the difference between Option A versus B 
Asted liVI to clarify the reasoning of his preference of Option B even though 
this option has a greater acreage of wetlands impacted. 

Rpsoonse- BillSchultzi_USFWS - Responded that Wetland 1 is not as functionally 
a plrtof the Mattawoman Creek system as Wetland 2a. Therefore, Wetland 2a is 
a much more valuable wetland system. 

Rpsnonse- Rarhara Allera-Bohlen. SHA - Stated that at this point, no 
evaluations of quality or value have been done on the wetlands in the study 

area. 

mmmpnt/nnEstioP- Rill SrhuUz. 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. 

Pocpnnsp: Barb*• AlWa-Bohlen. SHA - Responded that it could be investigated 
further as to what the cost would be. 

r Qn»/nnoctinn; Rill Schnlt?. USFWS - Stated that it might be a good 
cZrom se to use Option A with a structure over the entire floodplain. This 
would a low for safety and still maintain water quality, and even though the 
• wSuld not be as good for wildlife because of the effects of shading, the 
impacts to the floodplain would reduce. 

rnmmrnt/o,.^nn. s^n smith. DNR. TW - Asked if evaluation that was done 
between Options A and B for wetland acreages was based on actual acres of fill. 
Stated that Option B had more acres of fill but Option A was impacted in a 
greater way due to fragmentation. Also asked if effects of temporary impacts 
Sere investigated, and if heavy equipment would be entering the area that wou d 
brfragmente9d, and therefore compact areas of vegetation which would end up 

being lost. 

pP>r^,n. nnrfi. ttPlbauoh. SHA - Stated that as a general Practice, during 
construction SHA has special provisions included in all contract documents 
Sit state how construction impacts to wetlands are to be handled She stated 
that SHA clears rather than grubs, and uses mats as temporary fill over it. 
loll completfon, all that iS put down is removed. Temporary impacts are 
handled in this way as a standard procedure. 

r •/nHa«+<nn- John Nichols. NMFS - Asked if a bridge would result in less 
CommenyVUP^""-    ...^T  Z tK,w ^T, M0 ,•,-. ^kpd 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 Kelbauqh, SHA - Verified that 25' is a "rule-of-thumb" but that 
type of analysis has to be done on a case-by-case basis to know what type of 
equipment will be needed and what type of area will be needed. Regarding the 
question as to whether the bridge would result in less lateral impacts to the 
wetlands than fill, she answered that this, also, should be determined on an 
individual basis. 

Comment/Question: Sean Smith, DNR, TW - Commented that in this case SHA would 
probably heavily impact the wetlands between the ramp and the main highway by 
the construction equipment, the operation of the highway and possibly the 
stormwater management operation, depending on how it was constructed. 

Response: Linda 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 Kelbauoh, SHA - Stated that these issues will be addressed in 
final design in the detailed minimization report. 

Comment/Question: Herman Rodriqo. FHWA - Asked Sean Smith (DNR, TW) why he 
thought the area between the ramp and roadway would be so heavily impacted that 
it should be included as part of the permanent impacts to the area. 

Response: Sean Smith, DNR, TW - Clarified that his point was not that 
construction impacts should be counted as permanent impacts to the area but 
that they should be evaluated because construction activities will be occurring 
on both sides of the fragmented area, which is not very wide, and that 
sometimes up to 25' is used for an area where heavy equipment will be used. 
Also, the way in which the stormwater management facility is constructed may 
cause an impact to the wetlands, dependent upon what will be discharged into 
the facility. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that there will not be any improvements 
on existing U.S. 301 in this area. 

Response: Linda Kelbaugh, SHA - Stated that all of these issues will be part 
of the design detailed minimization report. 

Response: Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Stated that no stormwater management 
plan has been developed as of yet. 
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August   15.   1990 

,«     *•       nm crhnitT   IJ5FWS - Stated that after the area is bridged, 

g-sjgjg^^ of shadin9-This 
Si! lessen the value of the wetlands for wildlife habitat. 

AH       D„MQn     SHA   -   Clarified   Bill   Schultz's   (USFWS) 
E^m^-lKMO.^ll^^ ^^n floodpU1n „ bHdged in 

Option A. 
D-n crh.ntT USFWS - Concurred that this was his position and that 

SS'SSI-.y wU thrt 7 J2, ^ the highest value of all the wetlands „ 

the project. 

, •/«...«tiM!H ^-'nn.  FHWA - Asked if it was possible to move the 
Interchange further south to avoid these impacts. 

i*, cufl <:+atpH that more wetland impacts would occur by 
gfo "%&£* '20* • si «tX*\ nteXnge could "not be moved south 
without having to move MD 205 also. 

£umnL31Ir1^.   ^^   ^nk.lv.   EPA   -   Asked   about   the   possibility  of   a 
cloverleaf type of interchange. 

„• * i,„,*a SUA Fxnlained that a cloverleaf interchange is a 
jg^.r^,U'^A.»f4'^ytthr.. legs now, therefore there „ 
no need for this type of interchange. 

, • J     i/«iK,.mh     <;HA   -   A   cloverleaf   interchange   is   a   larger 
S^ge';:d\hKerefo"r°ehVe^Ves mo^e^ght-of-way, wetland impacts, etc. 

,n     .•       oota.- itnkolv   EPA - Asked what the distance was between the rn-rntfflu^tion: pyr•%totalY.    PA     tettd .f th1s Illf       tl0n   ould 

bfavaiUble before the final selection of the Interchange Option was made. 

the minimization report. 

Com^^tion- neni^Rignev   EPA- AskedMf the numbers 9;ven were^inal 

numbers for the wetland ^P^ts and ;f the ac["^/Jad to wait until  final 



August 15. 1990 

Comment/Question 

rnmment/Question: Denise Rignev, EPA - Asked if the Washington Bypass was 
considered in the traffic projections that were used for the project and if 
perhaps the figures were high if this was not considered. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that the Bypass was not considered in the 
traffic figures, but that if the Bypass is built, he would anticipate that the 
U.S. 301 mainline will operate at a lesser level of service (los F) than is 
projected. 

Comment/Question: Denise Rionev. EPA - Questioned if this would be serving 
mainly local traffic, would a left exit be considered as much of a safety 
hazard when serving commuter traffic. 

Response: Victor Janata, SHA - Stated that this would serve commuter traffic 
because even if a "build" solution for an Eastern Washington Bypass is chosen, 
it would be to the west of U.S. 301 so that it would not have an impact on the 
MD 5 corridor traffic although it would help the situation on the U.S. 301 
corridor. 

Barbara Allera-Bohlen, SHA - Stated that Wetland 3 is behind the Chaney 
Building and is impacted by Options C and D only. 

Comment/Question: Bill Schultz, USFWS - Commented that he preferred Alternate 
5 in Segment 1. 

Comment/Question: Cas Taherian, DNR, WRA - Commented that he preferred to see 
the interchange moved to the south. 

Comment/Question: Peter 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. 

V-213 



JULY 17.1991 

# 

Name 

Cynthia Simpson 
Barbara Allera-Bohlen 
Victor Janata 
Bruce Grey 
Lorraine Strow 
Monty Rahman 
Wes Glass 
Anne Elrays 
Heidi Farrell 
Bob Schneider 
Mark Duvall 
Linda Kelbaugh 
Dan Guy 
Alex Soutar 
Stanley Davis 
Glen Smith 
Bruce Dombroski 
John Leslie 
Glen Helms 
Mike Jager 
Paul Matys 
Andy Kosicki 
Danelle Mucci 
Bill Branch 
Michelle Huffman 
Bob Cooper 
Paul Wettlaufer 
Jeff Knoedlar 
Jareene Barkdoll 
Andrew Der 
Sean Smith 
Larry Fogelson 
Amy Noji 

Organization I 

SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Project Planning Division 
SHA - Environmental Permits 
SHA - Environmental Permits 
SHA - Environmental Permits 
SHA - Bridge Hydraulics 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Highway Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Bridge Design 
SHA - Wetlands 
DNR-WRA 
DNR - Non-tidal Wetlands 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
National Park Service 
FHWA 
MDE 
DNR - Tidewater 
OP - Clearinghouse 
WBC&M 

It was stated that the SHA has selected Segment 2, Alternate 5/6 Modified. This avoided 
impacts to the grave sites. Segment 3, Alternate 5/6 was also selected. Interchange 
Option A was also selected. 

Within Segment I, Alternate 6 was presented as preferred. Alternate 5 did not provide 
adequate traffic operation. Interchanges with Alternate 5 were investigated and dropped 
due to right-of-way impacts, cost, and additional wetland impacts. The wetland impacts 
were reduced from 2.01 acres to 1.03 acres by providing a dual bridge over the entire 
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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Project Update: 

MD R Relocated 

MT- Vin  Janata; SHA 

5/6 was selected.  Also, Interchange Option A was selected. 

SHA had not resolved issues associated with Segment I at the 
SHA naa not "sux Th putjiic hearing was held on 

southern limits of this project.  ine pu existing 

SMI ^•cJSJSr.iih existing MO 5 redesignatio„. 
People would take this road to reach US 301. 
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c  ^e  Barbara ^1pra-BoHIen? SHA 

This road would bypass the congested Waldorf area. 

MT-. Vic J«p^ta; SHA 

with MD 5 which fails.  SHA 1©°*®° »   minion dollars for. 
was not feasible ^f^^5^ applied development. Also, 
right-of-way due to the existing ana aPP      Alternate 6 is 
an interchange had ;ddlt^"aiQr nriSarihighway consistency, much superior operationally for P^jry nig J        wetland 
safety and driver fxPf^^'  ^1^1?^ as 2.01 acres, 
impacts, originally the "^^^e constraining of the 
We reduced the impact to 1.77 acres oy XJI 
typical section to a 20 foot median. 

H*     Barbara A11"ra-Bohlen; SHA 

The median was reduced from 30 foot to 20 foot at wetland B. 

Mr. Vic Janata; SHA 

SHA recognizes the.opposition to Alternate 6 and th^cts 

Tll^r^iUTZlT^l  S^ wetland 3. 
Existing MD 5 is a primary highway that runs from 

Washington, D.C. to Point Lookout  SHA does not     ^ lng 

S ^unlSe5^^ SLSSnS'JTSofU^ to be recognized by 
the driver until its too late. 

Me Barbara Mloi-a-Bohlen; SH^ 

SHA was originally proposing just spanning ^g^,^ 

S SSrSSHnr^cSS^TlSTt^. streams. 

MR.   Vic  -Tai^ata;   SHA 

wetlands. 

MT-.   Mark  nnvall ;   SHA 

Asked what the difference in bridge length was from before 
to present. 
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> . Mr, vie jwppfo* SHA 

Stated it was approximately-400 foot longer. 

Mg  Barbara M1^ra-Bohlen? SHA 

•   *4.''7«^iiiHo We actual shadow under the bridge 
:_•  .Stated the impact include tJ^a^ation of the bridge is 
which would be about one acre  "^elevation otj      ^ 
nrettv low.  The actual wetland impacts wixx 
placemen?, which will be less than an acre. 

rnrnment/Question: 

V|T-  qean Swi-hh: DNR 

Asked if the original acreage was 2 acres. 

Response: 

Mf. Vic Janata: SHA 

Answered yes it was. 

Pmrnnent /Question: 

y-r     Sean Smith: DNR 

Asked if the intersection fails under existing conditions or 
proposed conditions with St. Charles development. 

Response: 

Mr. Vic Janata: SHA 

Stated under proposed conditions it would fail. However, it 
is close to failing now. 

rnTnment /Question: 

Mr  Sean fimjthr DNR 

country ^^^ns^0-as^s2--^ ssss. 
in the Charles County. 

Response: 

p-. Vic Janata: SHA 

Stated yes. 
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(-rimment /Question:   

   „„..-.• # 

Mr» Se ar Rp ith:   DNR :.:.'...". 

Asked what level of service was with Alternate 5. 

Response: •"—-  '  — ; •••—•   •  

Mr. Vic Janata; SHA 

Stated under Alternate 5, it is level of service E in the 
morning and level of service F in the afternoon with a 
volume/capacity ratio of 1.4. 

rmnment /Question: 

Mr. Sean Smith: DNR 

Asked if SHA looked at interchanges. 

Response: 

Mr. Vic Janata: SHA 

Stated yes. 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Paul Wpttlaufer: SHA 

It sounds like it would be a good thing - the merge of NEPA 
and the 404 process. 

Response: 

Mr. Vic Janata: SHA 

stated there was a previous concern about using a jersey 
barrier a? the bridge ove? wetland 8 but SHA has problems^with 
that because it has poor sight distance.  SHA is proposing a 
twenty ?SS? cirbed median on one bridge.  The other option is 
dual bridges.  At the hearing, we presented two separate bridges. 
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pggponse; "" * 

^e     Rarbar^   ^11 fira-RnM en?   Stth 

Stated SHA would like to take your counts on which option 

you would prefer.   _ _      . ." J-   •  • -_-:- -"-..— 

rmmnftnt /Quest ion: 

Mr- Paul wo-n-laufer; Corps. 

ASKed.what is SHA considering now. Two bridges with what 

cross section? 

Eesponse: 

Mr. Vic Janata; SHA 

Stated it would be ^^t^llTlJ^^iT^llrlt, 
presented in terms of J"2"^•?^t! l•„ly foot median. That 
?oad twenty-eight foot roadway "^ J *we£y have a second 
„ould be one big bridge      If you prefer^ ^^ ^ one large 

SSS:    ?hi well^Spaots would be the same. 

rmmnent /rmpstion: 

Mr c^n   ^m^th:   DNR 

AsKed what is the distance between the two bridges option. 

Response: 

Mr. Vic -Tapat-.a; SHA 

Stated it would 46' between the bridge but it would vary. 

rnTMiieni- /Qnestion: 

^r Paul Wett1*"f0-'-; Corps 

Said the Corps would prefer two separate bridges. 
i 

^r•on-h /pngstion; 

Mr  Sean gmifr.h; DNR 

abie ^^^-S^^-SSLTS^iS-r" •- 
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Response: 
i 

Mr. Vic Janata; SHA 

'.,""'" ' 'v.'" . — U^V»«.F„I ^hai- <-ou]<i occur but he did not Said yes he was hopeful that COUJ 
think there were may trees'now because it was a farm. 

II' ' ' -4-  o«-ra,/ar.-t- i Alternate 6 will be a long term 
one other point J^J^^^iution.  This is in the 

solution.  There "ill be an ^J^^ntoim Road.  That section 
area between Segment II and p°Plar *e* ve to be widened to 
currently has no shoulders and would J^tSSn^oS S MD I,  the 
accommodate four lanes.  From Poplar t replaced, road was "constructed when the box culvert^as replaced 

Current conditions have sufficient sno Drevious improvement "j^out-y additional imP-t^to the previous 
mitigation site or tributaries to joru      r 

Comment/Question; 

My. -qean Smith; DNR 

Asked if the bridges were about 3 0 feet. 

Response; 

Mr. Vic Janata; SHA 

Said it was about 10 feet or les* • 

comment/Question; 

vfr. Sean Smith; DNR 

„ ***•*.  -i-ho evt-ar.d point of wildlife habitat Said he was curious from the star .a P wildlife 
and asked if SHA was truly ^^n^,uld no? be reducing the 
in the area since a ^^l^^^/^de slope up to the fill.  The reduction would be on the &^^  SJ.U^<= ^ 
roadway. 

Response: 

MC  T.inria Kelhauah; SHA 

Asked if this is an area where SKA should be concerned 
considering there is development all »rouna it. 
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li I iwiill HhMt I m 

Comment/Question: 

^"--^^"J^i^ZJ^H- 
• —uss- -^rj**inm.**' m*yz 

W'i?*^*^ 1B!HJ&#&CL. ~ 

_ -^-Stal^d-that-he^ijeM^evech-that^the forested floodplain area^—: 
and riparian. area_i& going, to„.be_-deyeloped.. The riparian corridor, 
is the only wildlife-corridor in that area. 

Comment/Question: 

Mr. Mark Duvall; SHA 

Asked when the FONSI document is due out. 

Response; 

qs. Barbara Anera-Bohlenr SHA 

Said location design approval is scheduled in December but 
we want the document distributed bv November. 
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