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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT . 

FOR 

MARYLAND ROUTE 22, FROM.BEL AIR TO EAST OF MARYLAND 
ROUTE 543; HARFQRD COUNTY, MARYLAND 

A 

The FHWA has determined that this proposed project will have no 
significant impact on the environment.  This finding of no 
significant impact is based on the Environmental Assessment and 
the attached documentatiQf whiqh summarizes the assessment and 
documents the selection of the Hybrid Alternate, which provides a 
four-lane divided highway between Shamrock Road and Brierhill 
Drive and between Moores Mill Road and Hillside Drive, and a 
five-lane undivided highway between Brierhi11 Drive and Moores 
Mill Road and between Hi 1Iside Drive and MD Route 543.  Thi? 
section of MD Route-22 hag, logical termini, arid independent 
utility even if no further improvements to MJ) Route 22 are made in 
the future.  Furthermore, improving this section of MD Routs 22 
will not foreclose options of reasonable alternatives to improve 
the section of MD Route 22 east of MD Route 543 to 1-95. 

The Environmental Assessment has been independently evaluated by 
the FHWA and determined to adequately discuss the need, 
environmental issues and impacts of the proposed project, and 
appropriate mitigation measures.  It provides sufficisnt evidence 
and analysis for determining th«it. #n EnvironroenVal Impact 
statement is not required.  The FHWA takes full responsibility for the 
accuracy, scope, and content of the Environmental Assessment and 
attached documentation. 

.cJj£hl-— 
Date For   Division  Admimstrator 

<a 
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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

FOR 

MARYLAND ROUTE £2, FROM BEL AIR TO EAST OF MARYLAND 
ROUTE 5^3; HARFORD COUNTY, MARYLAND 

3 

The FHWA has determined that this proposed project will have no 
significant impact on the environment.  This finding of no 
significant impact is based on the Environmental Assessment and 
the attached documentation which summarizes the assessment and 
documents the selection of the Hybrid Alternate, which provides a 
fou»—lane divided highway between Shamrock Road and Brierhill 
Drive and between Moores Mill Road and Hillside Drive, and a 
five-lane undivided highway between Brierhill Drive and Moores 
Mill Road and between Hillside Drive and MD Route 543.  This 
section of MD Route £2 has logical termini and independent 
utility even if no further improvements to MD Route ££ are made in 
the future.  Furthermore, improving this section of MD Route ££ 
will not foreclose options of reasonable alternatives to improve 
the section of MD Route £2 east of MD Route 543 to 1-95. 

The Environmental Assessment has been independently evaluated by 
the FHWA and determined to adequately 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 
accuracy, scope, and content of the Environmental Assessment and 
attached documentation. 

the 

-GjjAha.-— 
Date 

. t&af-  
For Division Administrator 
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Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

, .__  _     Richard H. Treinor 

AdministrMoV     'x 

6861  Oc ydV 

April 3,  1989 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

PROM: 

SUBJECT: 

RE: 

Mr. Hal Kaseoff 
Administrator 

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

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to 1-95 
PDMS NO. 123164 

ALTERNATE RECOMMENDATION 

•aie-J f&JHUA, 

Tne Project Development Division Has completed project 
planning studies for tne widening of MD 22 between Bel Air and 
1-95. 

These studies nave concluded tnat tne Hybrid Alternate 
is tne preferred alternate between Bel Air and MD 543.  It pro- 
poses a four-lane divided roadway between Sbamrock Road and 
Brlernill Drive and between Moores Mill Road and Hillside Drive 
and a five-lane undivided roadway between Brlernill Drive and 
Moores Mill Road and between Hillside Drive and MD 543. We also 
recommend tnat a decision to widen the remainder of tne roadway 
between MD 543 and 1-95. including tne construction of a soutnern 
bypass of cnurcnviiie be deferred indefinitely. Development of a 
nortbern bypass of cnurcbvllle will be done as a separate project 
to be funded wltn all state funds. 

Tbe recommended alternate was an element of a longer 
alternate presented at a combined Location/Design Public Hearing 
on April 22, 1987.  it nas the support of tne Harford county 
Delegation and is consistent with their desire to wait and see 
what the traffic effects will be on tbe study area from tne 
opening of tne interchange at 1-95 and MD 543.  It also is 
consistent with programmed intersection improvements at Prospect 
Mill Road, Thomas Run Road and MD 136. 

\ 

My telephone number is (ani)    xlllO 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
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The  recommended alternate requires acquiring 1.21 acres 
of rlgnt-of-way. This acquisition is necessary to avoid displac- 
ing parklands at Bynum Run Park.  In addition, 0.59 acres of 
grading and utility easements are required. Wetlands displaced 
total 0.17 acres. The current cost estimate for tne recommended 
alternate is $13.5 million. 

We feel that a team recommendation meeting is not 
necessary due to your Knowledge of tne issues. We are 
requesting your concurrence on tne contents of this memorandum 
and selection of tne Hybrid Alternate. 

I concur with the team recommendation and hereby select 
the Hybrid Alternate for the widening of MD 22 between Bel Air 
and MD 543. 

CONCURRENC 

w/v/^ 
Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Date 

NJP/ih 

cc: Mr. Bob B. Myers 
Mr. Robert D. Douglass 
Ms. Angela Hawkins 
Mr. Jack P. Ross 
Distribution List 

Mr. Thomas Hicks 
Mr. Bane s. Preedman 
Mr. John H. Grauer 
Mr. Robert J. Plnck 
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Maryland Department ofTranspottation 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
$*cr«ury  . 

Hal Kassoff 

April 13,   1989 
MEMORANDUM 

•^ 20 1989 

TO: 

FROM: 

Mr. William Slacum, Secretary 
State Roads Connission 

**y C«. 

Neil J. Pedersen, Director k ^ 0 I  / 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering n^B-Mfc 

SUBJECT: Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to 1-95 
PDMS. No.  123164 

The Project Development Division is preparing a Finding of 
No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the subject project.  It is 
anticipated that this document will be ready to submit to the 
Federal Highway Administration during the month of April 1989. 
The decision to proceed with the FONSI recommending a Hybrid 
Alternate between Bel Air and MD 543 was made by the Administrator 
on April 4, 1989.  The selected alternate consists of a four-lane 
divided section between Shamrock Road and Brierhill Drive and 
between Moores Mill Road and Hillside Drive.  The remainder of the 
section between Bel Air and MD 543 consists of a five-lane undivi- 
ded highway.  We are also recommending that the decision on 
further improvements to the remaining portion of MD 22 be 
deferred.  Location and Design approvals will be requested for 
this alternate. 

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

I concur with the above information: 

Date 

NJP/ih 
cc: Mr. 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

John A. Agro, Jr. 
Robert Douglass 
Bob B. Myers 
Earle S. Freedman 
Anthony M. Capizzi 
Robert Olsen 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Mr. Edward A. Terry 
rJMr. Ronald Moon 
Mr. Jack F. Ross 
Mr. John D. Bruck 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Mr. Charles G. Walsh 
Mr. Randy Aldrich 

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.. Bftltlmarat. M#>rviand 21203-0717 
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TABLE 1 0 
II. COMPARISON OF ALTERNATES' 

MD 22 From Shamrock Road to MD 543 

No-Build Selected 
Analysis Item Alternate Hybrid Alternate 

Social,Economic and Land Use Impacts 

1.  Residential Displacements 0 0 
2.  Minorities Relocated 0 0 
3.  Business Displacements 0 0 
4.  Total Properties Affected 0 47 
5.  Historic Sites Affected 0 0 
6.  Archeological Sites Affected 0 0 
7.  Public Recreational Lands Affected 0 0 
8.  Farms Affected 0 0 
9.  Effect on Residential Access Not Improved Improved 
10. Consistent with Land Use Plans No Yes 

Natural Environmental Impacts 

1. Loss of Natural Habitat 
(Woodland Acres) 0 

2. Effect on Wildlife Populations 0 
3. Effect on Threatened or 

Endangered Species 0 
4. Stream Crossings 1 
5. Wetland Acres Affected 0 
6. 100-Year Floodplain Acres Affected 0 
7. Prime Farmlands Soils Affected (Acres)   0 
8. Statewide Important Farmland 

Soils Affected (Acres) 0 
9. Air Quality Impacts (sites 

exceeding S/NAAQS) 0 
10. Noise Sensitive Areas Exceeding 

Federal Abatement Criteria 0 
11. Right of Way Required (Acres) 0 
12. Easement Required (Acres) 0 
13. Possible Stormwater 

Management Areas 0 

None 
Negligible 

None 
1 
0.17 
0.2 
0.75 

2.20 

4 
3.21* 
5.14* 

3 (2.13 acres) 

Costs (1989 Dollars) 

Engineering 
Right-of-Way 
Construction 

0 
0 
0 

850,440 
798,615 

12,562,165 

Total Cost 14,211,220 

*This information differs from that provided in Section I, April 3, 1989 
Recommendation letter. The correct figures are shown on Table 1. 

Il-l 
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III.     SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.  Background 

1. Project Location 

The project for the proposed reconstruction and 
widening of MD 22 is located in the central portion of 
Harford County, Maryland and extends from Shamrock Road in 
Bel Air to east of Maryland Route 543, Fountain Green Road 
(See Vicinity Map, Figure 1). The project, approximately 
1.8 miles in length, is a part of a planning study that was 
conducted from Bel Air to 1-95, near Aberdeen (Figure 2). 
That total project was addressed in a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and presented at a Combined 
Location/Design Public Hearing on April 22, 1987. 

2. Purpose of the Project 

The primary purpose of the proposed improvements to MD 
22 is to increase highway safety and to improve the overall 
flow of traffic by increasing capacity of the highway. The 
existing MD 22 is basically a rural type of two lane 
highway with paved shoulders and traffic signals at major 
intersections. MD 22 east of Bel Air is a Federal Aid 
Primary Highway with a functional classification of Minor 
Arterial. The main transportation problem in the study 
area is the lack of highway capacity to adequately handle 
the volumes of traffic currently being experienced. During 
peak periods the highway approaches its capacity with the 
resultant congestion contributing to accident potential. 
The type and severity of accidents occurring on this 
section of highway are indicative of congested traffic flow 
and a deteriorating level of service. This problem will 
only worsen in the future with the projected increase in 
traffic volumes and without major highway improvements. 

The Selected Alternate, by providing two lanes in each 
direction for thru traffic will assure adequate highway 
capacity thru the design year 2010 for the section of MD 22 
between Shamrock Road and MD 543, and will alleviate the 
congested conditions now occurring during peak periods. 
The provisions for left turning traffic with the Selected 
Alternate will contribute to safer highway conditions by 
not requiring traffic to stop in a travel lane in order to 
make a left turn. 

III-1 



A 
3.  Planning History 

a. Program History 

Consolidated Transportation Program (CTP) History 

MD 22 (Churchville Road), from east of Shamrock Road 
to east of MD 543, first appeared in the 1973-1977 Highway 
Improvement Program. It is currently programmed in the 
1989-1994 CTP-Secondary Construction Program. 

MD 22, from east of Shamrock Road to 1-95, first 
appeared in the 1983-1987 CTP as a study to upgrade 
existing MD 22. It is currently programmed in the 1989- 
1994 CTP-Development and Evaluation Program. 

Highway Needs Inventory (HNI) History 

MD 22, from east of Shamrock Road to east of MD 543, 
first appeared in the 1968 HNI. It is currently listed in 
the 1986 HNI. 

b. Project History 

Project Planning studies for the MD 22 Corridor from 
Bel Air to 1-95 have been ongoing since 1975. During the 
period from 1975 to 1979, the following projects were being 
studied concurrently: 

(1) MD 22 from Bel Air to Churchville and 

(2) MD 23 Extended from U.S. 1 north of Bel Air to I- 
95. 

The MD 23 Extended project included studies along 
existing MD 22 from Churchville to 1-95. 

In 1980 Harford County, after an evaluation of the 
County's future highway and transit needs and a review of 
their comprehensive planning, recommended that the MD 23 
Extended project be deleted from the 1980 Highway Needs 
Inventory (Draft) and that further efforts be conducted to 
study the upgrading of the MD 22 Corridor from Bel Air to 
Aberdeen. Harford County also requested that a southern 
bypass for Churchville from Coon's Corner to Bodt's Corner 
(Corns Drive to Snake Lane) be examined to see if a bypass 
route would relieve the traffic congestion in Churchville 
and to compare the impacts of a bypass route with the 
impacts of improving the existing road. 

III-2 
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In accordance with Harford County's position, the 
planning studies then concentrated on improving MD 22. An 
Alternates Public Workshop meeting was held on November 4, 
1981, followed by a Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 
on April 22, 1987. A Draft Environmental Impact statement 
addressing the total MD 22 project was completed and made 
available for public and agency review prior to the public 
hearing. 

Following the public hearing and after an evaluation 
of public and agency comments a review of the old MD 23 
alignments was conducted to determine the feasibility of 
constructing MD 22 on new location. However, intensive 
subdivision development on the southeast side of Bel Air 
precludes and makes impractical the relocation of MD 22 
easterly to MD 543. In May of 1987 the Bar ford County 
Government, responding to the public hearing, recommended 
the reconstruction of the Segment One portion of MD 22 as a 
four lane divided highway. The section of MD 22 currently 
proposed for widening, from Shamrock Road to MD 543 is a 
part of Segment One. 

4.-  Current Perspective 

a.  Downscoping of Project and Current Project Decisions 

The original scope of the MD 22 project extended from 
Bel Air to 1-95 near Aberdeen. The reconstruction and 
widening of the existing highway, as either a four lane 
divided or as a five lane highway was considered for the 
total length of the project and several relocation 
alternates were studied. The project involved major 
environmental impacts and the decision was made to prepare 
a Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Impacts to 
historic sites required the compliance with Section 4(f) 
requirements. The total project was presented to the 
public at an Alternates Workshop Meeting in November 
1981. Subsequently, following an evaluation of citizen 
comment and further study, a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Section 4(f) Evaluation (FHWA-MD-EIS-87-01-D) was 
prepared and circulated for agency and public comment on 
March 12, 1987. A Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 
was held on April 22, 1987. 

Following the public hearing, and after an evaluation 
of agency and public comments, a decision was made to defer 
the selection of an improvement alternate for MD 22 east of 
MD 543 and to concentrate on improving the westernmost 
section of the project, from Shamrock Road to MD 543. This 
decision was based on a number of factors. First, and 
foremost is the critical and urgent need to improve this 
section of highway. Current traffic -volumes exceed the 

III-3 



\1 
capacity of the existing two lane highway. The MD 22/MD 
543 intersection has been identified as the only High 
Accident Intersection in this section of the MD 22 
corridor. Additionally a high level of residential growth 
is occurring in this area and the Harford County government 
has recommended that this section of MD 22 be given the 
highest priority for improvement. 

Secondly^ recent intense development, primarily of a 
residential nature, on the east side of Bel Air precludes 
the possibility of constructing a highway facility on new 
location. Therefore, the only reasonable alternative is to 
reconstruct the existing roadway on its own location. 

The most prudent approach for the section of MD 22 
east of MD 543 is to defer the selection of a build 
alternate. The primary reasons for deferring the selection 
are: 

1) A new interchange is presently under construction 
to provide access between 1-95 and MD 543 and is 
scheduled to be opened to traffic in 1991. Since 
MD 543 will provide a direct connection from MD 
22 to 1-95, the effects of the new interchange on 
the traffic patterns in the study corridor will 
need to be known before a proper decision can be 
made for the scope of improvement that will be 
required for MD 22 east of MD 543. 

2) The Harford County Department of Planning and 
Zoning is in the process of reviewing the 
County's Land Use Plan for future development. 
Until such time as the results of the land use 
review are evaluated and the effects of future 
growth and development patterns on MD 22 are 
known, a decision on the most efficient and least 
environmentally damaging improvements for the MD 
22 corridor should not be made. 

3) An evaluation of comments received at the Public 
Hearing and as a result of the circulation of the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement indicate a 
need for further studies of the build alternates 
east of MD 543, particularly in the critical area 
of Churchville. The Harford County Government 
supports this approach and recommends that the 
section of MD 22 from Churchville to 1-95 be 
studied further to determine the feasibility of a 
new alignment. Any alignment on new location 
would connect to MD 22 east of MD 543. 

III-4 
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Therefore, in order to expeditiously meet the critical 

need for safety and capacity improvements to the section of 
MD 22 from Shamrock Road to Md 543 and in view of the 
minimal environmental impacts (See Table 1, Comparison of 
Alternates), the decision was made to proceed with the 
preparation of a Finding of No Significant Impact as the 
final environmental document addressing this section. 

At such time that the Administration is ready to make 
a decision on the deferred portions of the project, then a 
determination will be made as to the appropriate 
environmental document required for that section. The 
appropriate environmental document may be a Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement or a Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. 

b.  Logical Termini and Independent Utility 

The selection of MD 543 as the logical terminus for 
the reconstruction of MD 22 was based in part on the 
critical traffic needs on this section of the highway, and 
on the identification of the intersection of MD 22 and MD 
543 as a high accident location. The opening of the new 
interchange at 1-95 and MD 543, coupled with the 
development occurring in the area will cause increasing 
congestion on MD 22 between Bel Air and MD 543. 

Since there are no reasonable alternatives to the 
proposed improvement of this section of MD 22, except on 
its existing location, and the critical need exists in this 
section, the selection of the MD 543 intersection is 
considered as the most logical point in which to establish 
the initial limits of construction. A re-design of the 
intersection is included as a part of the proposed 
improvements. Interim intersection improvements east of MD 
543, on which construction will begin during the spring of 
1989, will alleviate many of the traffic operation and 
safety problems until such time as long term solutions can 
be determined and implemented for the remaining sections of 
MD 22. Improvements to these several intersections are 
being accomplished independently of the proposed widening 
from Bel Air to MD 543. No federal funding or approvals 
will be necessary. Therefore, compliance with Federal 
requirements will not be required. 

The proposed improvements to MD 22, from Shamrock Road 
to MD 543, are necessary in order to adequately address 
traffic capacity and safety concerns. The proposed 
improvements are reasonable and useable even if no 
additional improvements to the highway east of MD 543 were 
to be made. Furthermore, the proposed project will not 
restrict or affect the consideration of reasonable 
alternatives or the type of improvements that will 
ultimately be recommended for the remainder of MD 22. The 
project is, therefore, considered to have independent 
utility. 

III-5 



B.  Alternates 

1. Alternates Considered but Dropped 

Two typical road section alternates previously 
considered for widening of the existing roadway were 
revised due to citizen concerns and in order to reduce 
impacts to properties which abut the existing road. 

Alternate 1 consisted of improving MD 22 along the 
present route by constructing a four lane highway with a 16 
foot raised median within a minimum right of way width of 
108 feet. The existing roadway would have been utilized as 
two lanes of the four lane facility wherever feasible. 
Outside shoulders would have been provided. 

Alternate 2 consisted of improving the existing MD 22 
to a five lane undivided, curbed, urban highway within a 
minimum right of way width of 80 feet. As with Alternate 1 
the existing roadway would have been utilized as two lanes 
of the reconstructed and widened highway. This alternate 
would have provided 2-12 foot lanes in each direction and a 
12 foot wide center lane serving as a continuous left turn 
lane. Provisions for bikeways were also considered with 
this alternate. 

The above two alternates were dropped from further 
consideration after an evaluation of their right of way 
impacts and the effects on adjacent properties and 
residences. Since both alternates would have utilized the 
existing highway as two lanes of the proposed four lane 
facility, a new parallel roadway would have been needed. 
The revised alternates (see below, 2c and 2d) center the 
proposed four lane highway on the existing road wherever 
possible, thus minimizing impacts. 

2. Alternates Presented at the Alternates Meeting and Public 
Hearing 

The two build alternates described above, along with 
the No-Build Alternate were presented at a Public 
Alternates Workshop Meeting in November, 1981. 

a.  No-Build Alternate 

No major improvements would be made to the existing 
roadway under the No-Build Alternate. Normal maintenance 
would continue and spot safety improvements, as scheduled 
by the State Highway Administration District Office, would 
be provided as required within the existing right of way. 
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b. Transportation Systems Management (TSM) 

TSN improvements are recognized as an alternate 
between the Mo-Build and Build Alternates and consist of 
capacity and safety improvements with little capital 
expenditure and/or right of way acquisition. Many TSM 
improvements take place at intersections where traffic flow 
may be constricted and there is a higher potential for 
accidents. However, since all the major intersections 
along MD 22 have been improved with traffic signals and 
turn lanes, a traffic analysis reveals that the existing 
roadway width is the principal traffic constriction. This 
condition can only be improved by widening the road with 
additional lanes as proposed under the following Build 
Alternates. 

The following Build Alternates were developed after 
the Alternates Meeting in order to reduce the environmental 
impacts of the proposed highway improvements by staying 
within the existing right of way wherever possible. The 
reduced pavement width and the use of curbs instead of 
shoulders on the outside of the proposed highway will 
permit a reduction in the safety grading and allow the new 
highway to be constructed within the existing right of way. 

The proposed highway improvements described below 
would accommodate the projected year 2010 peak hour traffic 
volumes at a satisfactory level of service and improve the 
overall safety of the highway. 

c. Four-Lane Divided Highway Alternate 

This alternate proposed reconstructing MD 22 along the 
present route to provide two traffic lanes in each 
direction separated by a 20-foot curbed median. The 
proposed improvements would be constructed within a minimum 
right of way width of 80 feet with a variable width grading 
and utility easement along each side of the roadway. Left 
turn lanes would be provided at the intersecting roads and 
crossovers. Median openings would be located to meet the 
State Highway Administration's criteria. Truck turn- 
arounds have been considered at available areas along the 
route since the proposed roadway will not be wide enough 
for single unit and larger trucks to make D-turns at median 
openings. The highway would remain an Uncontrolled Access 
facility. The horizontal and vertical alignment for this 
alternate would meet the requirements for a 50 mph design 
speed. 
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d. Five-Lane Dndlvlded Highway Alternate 

This alternate proposed reconstructing MD 22 along the 
present route to be a five-lane undivided, curbed, urban 
highway with a minimum right of way width of 80 feet and 
variable width grading and utility easements. Under this 
alternate, two through traffic lanes in each direction and 
a continuous center left turn lane would be provided. The 
highway would remain an Uncontrolled Access facility. The 
horizontal and vertical alignments for this alternate would 
also meet the requirements for a 50 mph design speed. 

Under both the Four-Lane Divided and Five-Lane 
Undivided Highway alternates, the center of the proposed 
improvements would follow the center of the existing 
roadway for most of the length. However, in the vicinity 
of Bynum Run Park the alignment has been moved 10-15 feet 
northerly in order to avoid encroachment on the park. 

Features of both the four lane divided and the five 
lane undivided alternates were combined to form the 
Selected Alternate (paragraph 2e) after an evaluation of 
both. The four lane divided highway alternate would have 
provided a physical separation of opposing traffic and 
controlled the movement of left and "U" turning vehicles at 
designated locations; however, it would not have provided 
the access that was determined to be needed in commercial 
areas of the project. The five lane undivided alternate, 
with a continuous center left turn lane, would provide 
unlimited access throughout the length of the proposed 
highway, however without a physical separation of traffic 
it does not provide the same degree of protection as the 
four lane divided alternate. Therefore, the major 
advantages of both alternates, including the physical 
separation of opposing traffic that would be provided by 
the four lane divided highway alternate, and the unlimited 
access provided in areas where needed by the five lane 
undivided alternate were combined to form the Selected 
Alternate. 

e. The Selected Hybrid Alternate 

The Selected Alternate (Figures 3a,b,c) is a 
combination of the four-lane divided highway and five-lane 
undivided highway alternates. It proposes reconstructing 
MD 22 to be a four-lane divided highway from Shamrock Road 
to Brierhill Drive; a five-lane undivided highway from 
Brierhill Drive to Moores Mill Road; a four-lane divided 
highway from Moores Mill Road to Hillside Drive and a five- 
lane undivided highway from Hillside Drive to east of MD 
543. The improved roadway would then transition to meet 
the existing two lane highway. 
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The four lane divided highway section from Shamrock 
Road to Brierhill Drive, and from Moores Mill Road to 
Hillside Drive will provide a more efficient highway by 
providing a median and control of left turning traffic. In 
the areas of commercial development, from Brierhill Drive 
to Moores Mill Road and from Hillside Drive to east of MD 
543, the five lane section with its provisions for left 
turning vehicles, provides the access that is needed to 
adjacent businesses. 

The feasibility of constructing a sidewalk along the 
south side of MD 22 from Shamrock Road to John Carroll High 
School and an evaluation of right-of-way requirements will 
be made during the design phase to address citizen comments 
made at the public hearing. 

No major improvements are proposed for MD 22 east of 
MD 543. Design of interim intersection improvements are in 
progress for the Prospect Mill Road, Thomas Run/Shucks 
Road, and MD 136 intersections. 

3.  Service  and  Design  Characteristics  of  the  Selected 
Alternate 

a. Levels of Service 

Quality of traffic flow along a highway is measured in 
terms of level of service (LOS). This measure is dependent 
upon highway geometry and traffic characteristics and 
ranges from LOS "A" (Best) to LOS "C" (Minimum Desirable), 
to LOS "E" (Capacity) to LOS "F" (Worst or Forced Flow). 

The section of MD 22 from Bel Air to east of MD 543 
currently operates at capacity conditions (LOS "E") during 
peak periods. The average daily traffic (ADT) on this 
section of MD 22 ranged from 19,500 to 20,000 vehicles per 
day in 1984, and is expected to increase to between 22,400 
and 23,000 in 1990, and from 30,000 to 34,000 in the year 
2010 (See Figure No. 4). These projected traffic volumes 
indicate that MD 22 will be operating at LOS "F" by the 
year 2010 with the No-Build Alternate and at LOS "C" or 
better if the selected alternate is constructed. The 
projected peak hour traffic volumes for the year 2010 are 
shown in Figure 5. 

b. Design Characteristics 

The selected alternate will meet the requirements for 
a 50 mph design speed. The maximum degree of curvature 
will be 3 degrees and the maximum grade will be €.0 per 
cent. 
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The selected alternate will consist of two different 
typical sections (Figure No. 6), each providing two lanes 
of traffic In each direction, and contained within an 80 
foot minimum width right-of-way. The four lane divided 
section will consist of two twenty-six foot roadways 
(including curb offsets) separated by a twenty foot raised 
median. Type "B" mountable curbs will be utilized in this 
section. 

Y \& 

The five lane undivided section will provide two- 
twelve foot lanes in each direction and a thirteen foot 
center left turn lane. Type "B" mountable curbs, with two 
foot curb offsets will be provided on the outside. 

The four lane divided typical section proposed for MD 
22 is not in compliance with the Maryland State Highway 
Administration's Highway Development Manual; therefore a 
design exception may be required. 

c.  Accidents 

Severity 

MD 22 from Shamrock Road to Interstate 95, experienced 
408 reported accidents for the five-year period from 1980- 
1984. The resulting accident rate of 168 accidents per one 
hundred million vehicle miles (acc/100 mvm) is lower than 
the statewide average rate of 194 acc/100 mvm for all 
similar design highways now under state maintenance. The 
monetary loss to the motoring and general public as a 
result of these accidents is approximately $1.3 million/100 
mvm. The accidents are listed below by severity, 
indicating the number of persons killed and injured. 

1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 Total 

Fatal Accidents 1 1 0 1 0 3 
Persons Killed 1 1 0 1 0 3 
Injury Accidents 48 45 40 43 65 241 
Persons Injured 89 85 76 87 117 454 
Property Damage Accidents 29 28 25 46 36 164 
Total Accidents 78 74 65 90 101 408 

There was one location within the study area which met 
the criteria for a high accident intersection (HAI) during 
the study period. This was the intersection of MD 22 with 
MD 543, which experienced 11 accidents in 1984. The number 
of accidents by type is as follows: 

Opposite Direction 
Rear End 
Sideswipe 
Left Turn 
Angle 
Other 

1 
1 
2 
3 
2 
2 

11 

There were no high accident sections (HAS) identified 
in the study area during this period. 
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Over 40% of the accidents reported were intersection 
related. Left turn and rear end collisions were occurring 
at a rate significantly higher than their respective 
statewide averages for similar type highways. Sideswipe 
collisions were higher than average, but not 
significantly. These accident types are usually indicative 
of a congested traffic flow, mainly associated with peak 
hour traffic. 

Under the Mo-Build Alternate, the collision types that 
are presently above statewide averages (rear end, sideswipe 
and left turn) are expected to occur even more frequently, 
as a result of increased congestion due to the anticipated 
growth in traffic volumes. Accident rates will probably 
continue the upward trend that has been experienced during 
the study period, to a point where the rate will be 
consistently higher than the statewide average for this 
type highway. 

The five-lane alternate, with a continuous center left 
turn lane, would reduce the accidents now resulting from 
congestive conditions on the existing two-lane highway. 
However, most drivers do not properly utilize the center 
left turn lane, and the painted turn lane does not provide 
any physical protection to left turning vehicles. The 
statewide average accident rate for similar five-lane 
highways is 478 acc/100 mvm. However, the expected rate 
for this alternate would be much lower, since most of the 
highways with this design are located in urban areas of 
high commercial development. 

The four-lane, divided highway alternate would reduce 
the incidence of rear end, left turn and sideswipe 
accidents more effectively than the five-lane alternate. 
It will also provide a physical barrier between opposing 
traffic flows, thereby protecting left turning vehicles and 
also decreasing the probability of opposite direction 
accidents. The projected accident rate for this alternate 
is approximately 78 acc/100 mvm, based on average rates for 
similar design highways. The accident cost anticipated for 
this alternate is $820,000/100 mvm, a savings of nearly 
$500,000/100 mvm compared to the existing facility. 

4.  Environmental Consequences 

A Draft Environmental Impact Statement was prepared 
and distributed prior to the public hearing for this 
project. The Hybrid Alternate, a combination of the four- 
lane divided and the five lane undivided alternates was 
identified as the Selected Alternate following the public 
hearing. Reference is made to page III-5 of this document 
for a discussion on why a Finding of No Significant Impact 
has been prepared instead of a Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. 
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The following sections summarize the Impacts of the    ^^ 
Selected Alternate. ^^ 

a.  Social,  Economic and Land Use Impacts 

(1) Social Impacts 

The Selected Alternate would relieve traffic 
congestion on MD 22 and improve highway safety and access 
to community facilities in the project area. Median 
openings are proposed for the four lane divided section of 
the Selected Alternate at approximately 1000-foot 
Intervals. The maximum increase in travel time caused by 
the median should not exceed 45 seconds. If found to be 
necessary, a mountable curb could also be specified for the 
median section to permit crossing by emergency vehicles. 
In the five lane section the center left turn lane will 
allow unlimited access. 

The Selected Alternate will not require the relocation 
or displacement of any homes or businesses, and will not 
have any impact on the integrity or cohesion of local 
communities. The Selected Alternate will not impact any 
minority, elderly or handicapped persons. There would be 
no recreational areas, parkland, or historic and 
archeological sites affected. 

The proposed improvements will require the acquisition 
of land for rights of way and easements from a total of 47 
properties fronting on MD 22. The additional right of way 
needed for the improvements will require 2.97 acres of 
residential property and 0.24 acres from commercial 
property. Grading and utility easements will require 3.64 
acres of residential and 1.50 acres of commercial 
property. Stormwater management facilities may require 
another 2.13 acres. 

The proposed road improvments should aid police and 
fire protection and ambulance services due to reduced 
travel times and decreased traffic congestion throughout 
the corridor. Access to schools and recreational areas 
will also be improved. 

(2) Summary of the Equal Opportunity Policy of the 
Maryland State Highway Administration 

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 
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Administration program projects funded in whole or in part 
by the Federal Highway Administration. The State Highway 
Administration will not discriminate in highway planning, 
highway design, highway construction, the acquisition of 
right of way, or the provision of relocation advisory 
assistance. 

This policy has been incorporated in 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. 

(3) Economic Impacts 

The Build Alternates under consideration will not 
require the relocation of any business, or cause a 
reduction in the number of parking spaces. The additional 
lanes on MD 22 will alleviate the severe congestion and 
safety problems which delay the exchange of goods and 
services as well as improving access to existing 
businesses. The increased roadway capacity and improved 
traffic operations should make the area more attractive to 
business. Increased business development in planned areas 
is consistent with Harford County's planning objectives. 

No significant decrease in the tax base is anticipated 
as a result of right of way acquisition. 

(4) Land Use Impacts 

The Selected Alternate is consistent with local land 
use goals, and is not expected to have an impact on land 
use in the project area other than to reinforce the master 
plan goals for providing an adequate transportation network 
to support planned development. 

Minor right of way and grading easement acquisition 
will be required from one property which is being used for 
agricultural purposes; however, no farming operation will 
be affected by the acquisition. 

Coordination with the Soil Conservation Service of the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture has been completed in 
accordance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act. 
(Correspondence from the agency is included in the Comment 
and Coordination Section of this document.) 

The Selected Alternate will require approximately 0.75 
acres of prime farmland soils and 2.20 acres of statewide 
important farmland soils for additional right of way and 
easement. 
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(5) Historical and Archeologlcal Resources 

The State Historic Preservation Officer has determined 
that no historic sites or archeological sites on or 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places are 
located within the project limits of the Selected 
Alternate. The effect determinations for historic sites 
cited in the Maryland Historic Trust's letter (see letter 
dated October 14, 1986 in Correspondence Section) are 
located in the deferred section of the project and as such 
are not applicable to the Selected Alternate. 

Archeological sites identified as requiring further 
archeological investigations (see letter from State 
Administrator of Archeology dated November 25, 1986) are 
also included in the deferred sections of the project and 
again are not applicable to the Selected Alternate. 

b.  Natural Environmental Impacts 

(1) Surface Water 

The reconstruction of MD 22 from Shamrock Road to 
east of MD 543 will not require the relocation or 
rechannelization of any stream. A temporary increase 
in sedimentation in Bynuro Run will occur during 
roadway construction and the replacement of the Bynum 
Run structure. The extension or replacement of 
existing pipe culverts may also cause a temporary 
increase in sedimentation. 

Erosion, sediment control, and stormwater 
management plans will be implemented in order to 
minimize potential impacts. These plans will be 
reviewed and approved by the Maryland Department of 
Natural Resources and by the Maryland Department of 
Environment. 

The project will be designed in accordance with 
the Maryland Stormwater Management Act which limits 
increases in downstream discharges. This act requires 
stormwater management practices in the following order 
of preference: 

On-site infiltration 
Flow attenuation by open vegetated swales and 
natural depressions 
Stormwater retention structures 
Stormwater detention structures 

The minimum area required for construction will 
be disturbed and revegetation will be applied promptly 
after grading in order to minimize erosion and 
sedimentation. Stormwater management practices such 
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as vegetated swales and retention and detention ponds 
will tend to filter out the pollutants and decrease 
their concentrations. 

Culverts and structures for the replacement of 
existing facilities will be designed to comply with 
the criteria of the Water Resources Administration of 
the MD Department of Natural Resources, which are in 
effect at the time the design is performed. Current 
Water Resources Administration criteria requires 
depressing the bottoms of pipes and concrete box 
culverts to allow a natural substrate to form. 

With the use of the above described procedures 
and techniques, no significant long term impacts on 
surface waters are anticipated. 

The Department of Natural Resources' Tidewater 
Administration has determined that the project, which 
is located in the Coastal Zone, is not inconsistent 
with the Maryland Coastal Zone Management Program. 

(2) Groundwater 

Small to moderate yields of groundwater are 
provided by wells in the area. Generally, the project 
will not interfere with groundwater supplies. 

Groundwater quality in the area is now 
excellent. With proper design there should be no 
deleterious effect on groundwater quality along the 
project corridor. Stormwater management measures will 
allow contaminants to be filtered out of the runoff 
before it reaches groundwater supplies. 

The State Highway Administration will conduct a 
pre-construction survey of all wells in the vicinity 
of the selected alternate to determine their existing 
quantity and quality. If significant changes to 
either the quantity or quality of wellwater occur as a 
result of the roadway construction, the State Highway 
Administration will either provide a replacement well 
for affected property or compensate the property 
owner. 

(3) Wetlands 

Pursuant to Executive Order 11990, Protection of 
Wetlands, wetland areas potentially affected by the 
project have been identified. These wetlands may be 
adversely affected by fill, drainage alteration and 
sedimentation. A description of wetlands and the 
approximate acreage required for the reconstruction of 
MD 22 from Shamrock Road to MD 543 is shown in the 
following table. The Selected Alternate will require 
0.17 acres. 
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TABLE 2 

WETLANDS POTENTIALLY APPECTED 

WETLAND DOMINANT INDICATOR IMPACTED 
NUMBER LOCATION      CLASSIFICATION* SPECIES STATUS** ACREAGE*** 

(W/I ROW) 

Wl East of John Carroll    PF01A 
School entrance at MD 22 

Box Elder OBL 0.08 

W2 MD 22 at Bynum Run      PEM5A Rushes,Willows FACW,OBL 0.05 

W3 MD 22/HillBide Drive     PEM5A Rushes FACW 0.04 

*       PF01C « Palustrine, Forested, Broad Leaved Deciduous, 
Seasonal 
PF01A = Palustrine, Forested, Broad Leaved Deciduous, 
Temporary 
PEM5C • Palustrine, Emergent, Narrow Leaved Persistent, 
Seasonal 
PEM5A » Palustrine, Emergent, Narrow Leaved Persistent, 
Temporary 

**      FAC    » Facultative species (can live in wetlands or 
uplands) 
FACW   - Facultative Wetland species (usually found in 
wetlands) 
OBL  « Obligative species (can only live in wetlands) 

***     Approximate 
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Palustrine wetlands, as defined by the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service system of Cowardin et al (1979), occur in 
the study area. Palustrine wetlands are non-tidal wetlands 
that are temporarily flooded and dominated by trees, 
shrubs, persistent emergent grasses, sedges, and/or 
mosses. Two distinct types of palustrine wetlands occur in 
the study area: wooded swamps (PFOIA) and fresh 
meadows/marshes (PEM5A). The wooded swamps are dominated 
by box elders, gums and red maples. The fresh 
meadow/marshes are dominated by rushes and sedges. 

The wetlands within the study site are generally of 
high quality and serve a number of useful functions. They 
are essential components of freshwater ecosystems, 
providing valuable habitat and food for numerous species of 
plants and animals. Wetlands function as erosion control 
mechanisms and sediment traps. Hydrologically, vegetated 
wetlands function as buffer systems to flood waters. Their 
unique water holding capacity allows them to store excess 
water which is released at times of drought to acquifer 
recharge areas. Vegetated wetlands also provide 
significant pollution abatement by acting as nutrient sinks 
which decrease water pollution by metabolizing nitrates and 
phosphates, and by absorbing and assimilating gaseous air 
pollutants. 

The sedimentation control procedures previously 
described should be adequate to provide protection to the 
existant, small wetlands. Wetland reconstruction in areas 
adjacent to the highway construction limits and contiguous 
to the existing wetland which is encroached upon will be 
provided where practicable to replace the wetlands taken. 

The wetlands in the project area are located in the 
floodplains of Bynum Run and its tributaries and extend to 
the fill slopes on both sides of the existing two lane MD 
22. 

The No-Build alternate does not address safety and 
congestion concerns and therefore is not a practicable 
alternative to avoid wetland impacts. Avoidance of 
Wetlands Wl, W2 and W3 is not practicable because the 
improvements being studied involve widening of an existing 
facility. The wetlands impacted are associated with Bynum 
Run and its tributaries that cross MD 22. Any attempt to 
shift the roadway would result in similar wetland impacts. 

Wetland Finding 

It has been determined that there is no practicable 
alternative to the proposed construction in wetlands and 
that the proposed action includes all practicable measures 
to minimize harm to wetlands which may result from such use 
in compliance with Executive Order 11990. 

y 
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Suitable replacement sites impacted by the Selected 
Alternate will be coordinated with the Md. Department of 
Natural Resources, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, and the Md. Department of 
Environment during final design. 

(4) Floodplains 

The Four-Lane Divided Highway Alternate (selected 
alternate) would impact about 0.2 acres of the 100-year 
floodplain of Bynum Run, and would require replacement of 
the existing Bynum Run structure. 

During final design the State Highway Administration 
will prepare a detailed hydrologic and hydraulic study to 
identify the existing 100-year storm discharge and 
floodplain. Specific mitigation measures will be 
considered for floodplain encroachment areas. All 
structures will be designed to meet the criteria set forth 
by the State Highway Administration and the Water Resources 
Administration. 

The Bynum Run floodplain encroachment was evaluated in 
accordance with the requirements of FHPM 6-7-3-2 to 
determine if it was a significant encroachment. The Bynum 
Run floodplain encroachment will not cause the following: 

a  significant  potential  for  interruption or 
termination of a transportation facility which is 
needed  for  emergency  vehicles  or  provides a 
community's only evacuation route, 

a significant risk, or 

a significant adverse impact on natural and beneficial 
floodplain values. 

The proposed floodplain encroachments will not 
significantly affect upstream water surface elevations or 
storage capacity. 

By utilization of state-of-the-art sediment and 
erosion control techniques and stormwater management 
controls, there will be no risks or impacts to the 
beneficial floodplain values or direct or indirect support 
to further development within the floodplain. Therefore, 
the floodplain encroachment was determined to be 
non-significant. 

$ 
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(5) Wildlife, Habitat and Aquatic Ecology 

The proposed project lies In an area which provides 
little natural habitat for wildlife. The Impacts 
associated with construction along the existing roadway are 
negligible and would include removal of trees and grasses 
from lawns and primary plant growth bordering adjacent farm 
fields. Mo "Old Fields" have been identified within the 
proposed right of way. 

There should be no significant long-term impact on the 
aquatic ecology. The National Marine Fisheries Service 
(NMFS) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Document (See 
letter dated April 30* 1987 in Comments and Coordination) 
and determined the following: 

The proposed project will not adversely affect 
resources or habitats for which NMFS bears 
statutory authority. 

The proposed stream and wetland alterations will 
not significantly degrade water quality or reduce 
inflows that could adversely affect downstream 
fishery resources and their habitats. 

The Department of Natural Resources' Tidewater 
Administration has determined that the project, which is 
located in the coastal zone, is not inconsistent with the 
Maryland Coastal Zone Management Program. 

Coordination with the Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service indicates 
that there are no known populations of threatened or 
endangered plant or animal species in the area. 

c  Noise and Air Quality Impacts 

(1) Noise Summary 

(a) Noise Abatement Criteria 

Two sets of noise abatement criteria have been 
established by the Federal Highway Administration for 
analyzing the effects of a project on noise levels. 

The Federal Highway Administration has 
established Noise Abatement Criteria as given in 
23CFR772, based on the specific land uses being 
analyzed. (See Table 3). If the design year 
traffic noise levels produced by the project 
improvements approach or exceed these Noise 
Abatement Criteria, mitigation measures must be 
evaluated. 
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TABLE 3 

NOISE ABATEMENT CRITERIA 
AND LAND USE RELATIONSHIPS 

(SPECIFIED IN 23CFR772) 

LAND USE 
CATEGORY 

B 

DESIGN NOISE 
LEVEL - Leg 

57 dBA 
(exterior) 

67 dBA 
(exterior) 

72 dBA 
(exterior) 

None 
Prescribed 

52 dBA 
(interior) 

DESCRIPTION OF 
LAND USE CATEGORY 

Tracts of land in which serenity and 
quiet are of extraordinary 
significance and preservation of 
those qualities is essential if the 
area is to continue its intended 
purpose. Such areas could include 
amphitheaters, particular parks, or 
open spaces which are dedicated or 
recognized by appropriate local 
officials for activities requiring 
special qualities of serenity and 
quiet. 

Residences, motels, hotels, public 
meeting (exterior) rooms, schools, 
churches   libraries,   hospitals, 
picnic areas, playgrounds, active 
sports areas and parks. 

Developed lands, properties or 
activities not included in 
categories A or B above. 

Land which is undeveloped on the 
date of public knowledge of the 
project, and on which no known 
future development is planned. 

Residences, motels, hotels, public 
meeting rooms, schools, churches, 
libraries,     hospitals     and 
auditoriums. 
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A comparison is made between the ambient noise 
levels and the traffic noise levels produced by 
the Build Alternates to determine the effects of 
providing the improvements. If the Build 
Alternate produces traffic noise that is a 
substantial increase over ambient levels (10 dBA 
or greater over ambient), noise mitigation 
measures must be evaluated. 

(b) Descriptions of Noise Sensitive Areas 

Various locations throughout the study area were 
selected to be analyzed as sensitive receptors. Receptors 
were selected that would be representative of the effects 
on the communities adjacent to the roadway. 

The Noise Sensitive Areas (NSA's) were determined by 
analyzing the geometries of the proposed improvements to 
determine the worst case combination of traffic volumes, 
proximity of the roadways to the receptors and travel 
speeds. These NSA's are listed in Table 4 and shown on the 
alternate maps. (See also Figure 8, Air Receptor Location 
and Noise Sensitive Areas). 

(c) Ambient Noise Levels 

A field measurement program to establish ambient noise 
levels and traffic volumes was conducted in September 1986 
using the latest method of environmental noise analysis. 
Monitoring sessions were performed in accordance with the 
procedures outlined in Fundamentals and Abatement of 
Highway Traffic Noise by Bolt, Beranek and Newman, Inc., 
using ANSI Type 2 sound level meter model 886 manufactured 
by Simpson Electric Co. In an acoustical analysis, 
measurement of ambient noise levels is intended to 
establish the basis for impact analysis. The ambient noise 
levels as recorded represent a generalized view of present 
noise levels. 

The results of the ambient monitoring program are 
shown in tables 5 and 5A. 

(d) Prediction Methods 

The method used to predict the future noise levels was 
developed by the Federal Highway Administration of the U.S. 
Department of Transportation. The computer model derived 
from this method, STAMINA 2.0, utilizes an experimentally 
and statistically determined reference sound level for each 
of the three classes of vehicles (autos, medium duty trucks 
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TABLE 4 

NOISE SENSITIVE AREAS AND AIR RECEPTORS 

DISTANCE FROM 
CENTERLINE 

REC. # STA. 

39+50 

(FEET) 

1 145 
2 46+00 55 
3 52+50 260 
4 62+00 140 
5 73+50 50 

6 79+00 100 
7 103+50 85 
8 104+50 300 
9 95+00 450 

10 109+50 340 
11 119+50 85 
12 120+50 80 

DESCRIPTION 

Residence - 513 Courtland Place 
Residence - 624 Lee Way 
John Carroll Senior High School 
Bynum Run Park 
Greenbrier Hills Apartments and 
Country Club 

St. Matthew's Lutheran Church 
Residence - 1404 Churchville Rd. 
Residence at Fountain Green 
Residence - 1319 Allenby Court 
Residence - 1500 Hill Drive 
Fountain Green Professional Ctr. 
Residence - 1609 Churchville Rd. 
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TABLE 5 

Leq NOISE LEVELS (<3BA) 
NO-BUILD ALTERNATE 

AMBIENT PROJECTED 
NSA NOISE LEVEL TRAFFIC NOISE 
NO. 1986 LEVEL 2010 

1 53 54 
2 73 67 
3 55 54 
4 61 61 
5 58 58 
6 51 (INT)* 50 (INT)* 
7 70 65 
8 58 56 
9 48 50 

10 53 51 
11 68 65 
12 70 67 

APPROACH OR EXCEEDS 
NOISE ABATEMENT 

CRITERIA 
10 dBA 

DIFFERENCE 

TABLE 5A 

Leq NOISE LEVELS (dBA) 
BUILD ALTERNATE 

AMBIENT PROJECTED APPROACH OR EXCEEDS 
NSA NOISE LEVEL TRAFFIC NOISE NOISE ABATEMENT 
NO. 1986 LEVEL 2010 

57 

CRITERIA 

1 53 
2 73 68 X 
3 55 57 
4 61 66 
5 58 63 
6 51 (INT)* 56 (INT)* X 
7 70 70 X 
8 58 61 
9 48 56 

10 53 56 
11 68 70 
12 70 71 X 

10 dBA 
DIFFERENCE 

INT represents interior noise levels 
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and heavy duty trucks) and applies a series of adjustments 
to each reference level to arrive at the predicted sound 
level. The adjustments include! 1) traffic flow 
corrections, taking into account number of vehicles and 
average vehicle speed; 2) distance adjustment comparing a 
reference distance and actual distance between receiver and 
roadway; and 3) adjustments for ground softness and for 
various types of physical barriers that would reduce noise 
transmission from source (roadway) to receiver. 

Noise level projections were performed by using the 
computer adaptation of the FHWA model, STAMINA 
2.0/OPTXMA. Data from the field measurement program was 
used in the calibration of the model. Traffic volumes 
measured in the field along with existing geographic and 
roadway alignment data served as input to the model. 
Predicted noise levels were compared with the ambient noise 
measurements and any significant differences were 
resolved. The input was then adjusted to reflect all 
planned or foreseeable changes in the roadway alignment, 
traffic volumes and geographic conditions for each of the 
alternates and projected noise levels were obtained. 

(e) Summary of Traffic Parameters 

Traffic information for this analysis was prepared by 
the Maryland State Highway Administration for the Design 
Tear (2010). 

The Design Hour Volumes (DHV's) were used in this 
study since they produced the highest noise levels, 
representing the worst case conditions. 

(f) Results of Analysis 

The predicted traffic noise levels were analyzed for 
the design year 2010 along the No-Build and Build 
Alternates. Tables 5 and 5A summarize the results of this 
study. 

NSA 11 is commercial property, which is of Land Use 
Category C and has a noise abatement level of 72 dBA Leq. 
NSA 6 is a church which is Land Use Category E with an 
interior noise abatement level of 52 dBA. The remainder 
are Category B with an abatement level of 67 dBA. Where 
projected traffic noise levels approach or exceed these 
criteria or exceed ambient levels by 10 dBA under any of 
the Build Alternates, methods of noise abatement were 
evaluated. The effects of providing noise barriers at 
these locations are summarized in Table 6. Methods which 
are considered physically feasible and economically 
reasonable are recommended for further study during final 
design. 
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Under the No-Build Alternate two of the NSA's approach 
or exceed the Noise Abatement Criteria. 

Under the Build Alternates, four of the NSA's approach 
or exceed the Noise Abatement Criteria. None of the NSA's 
exceed the 10 dBA difference criterion. 

At NSA 2 the projected 2010 noise level of 68 dBA is 
less than the measured ambient level of 73 dBA. This 
apparent reduction is the result of three factors: 

Projected noise level's include only traffic noise 
while ambient levels include noise from all 
sources. The calibration of the model reconciles 
this differences to within 3 dBA. 

Projected 2010 truck percentages are somewhat 
lower than those counted during ambient 
measurements. 

Posted speeds were used for projected noise 
levels, during ambient measures traffic was 
exceeding these posted speeds. 

(g) Noise Impact Assessment 

General 

The determination of environmental noise impact is 
based on the relationship between the predicted noise 
levels, the established noise abatement criteria, and the 
ambient noise levels in the project area. The applicable 
standard is the Federal Highway Administration's Noise 
Abatement Criteria/Activity Relationship (Table 3) 
published in 23CFR772. 

The factors that were considered when determining 
whether mitigation would be required and whether the 
mitigation would be considered reasonable and feasible are: 

Whether Federal Highway Administration Noise 
Abatement Criteria are approached or exceeded - 
67 dBA for residential areas; 

Whether a substantial (10 dBA or more) increase 
over Ambient Level would occur; 

Whether there is a 5 dBA or greater difference 
between Build and No-Build levels in the design 
year of the project; 

Whether a feasible method is available to reduce 
the noise; 
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Whether the noise mitigation is cost effective 
for  those  receptors  that  are  impacted 
approximately $40,000 per residence, and will 
receive at least a 5 dBA reduction in noise 
levels; 

Whether the mitigation is acceptable to affected 
property owners; 

The criterion comparing the age of the roadway to 
the age of affected residences was determined not 
to be a significant factor in the determination 
of reasonableness for this project. The 
justification for this is that all affected 
residences rely either directly or indirectly on 
access to MD 22. Therefore, it is logical to 
assume that the road was in place, in some form, 
prior to construction of the affected residences. 

The environmental impacts of the construction of 
the abatement measures. 

No-Build Alternate 

Twelve Noise Sensitive Areas (NSA's) are associated 
with the No-Build Alternate along MD 22. The Federal noise 
abatement criteria is not exceeded at any of the NSA's; 
however, the noise levels at receptors 2 and 12 approach 
criteria. 

Build Alternate 

The NSA's considered for the No-Build Alternate are 
also associated with the Four-Lane Divided and Five-Lane 
Undivided Highway alternates. Since the results for both 
alternates are the same, they are addressed together as the 
Build Alternate. The Federal noise abatement criterion is 
approached or exceeded at four NSA's: 2, 6, 7, and 12. 
None of the NSA's are projected to have a design year 2010 
traffic noise level greater than or equal to 10 dBA over 
the present ambient level. 

(h) Mitigation Measures 

As explained above, mitigation measures were 
investigated where the increase in noise levels was 10 dBA 
or greater or where the projected noise levels approached 
or exceeded the Noise Abatement Criteria. The results of 
these site investigations are shown in Table 6 and 
described in detail below. 

Several methods of noise abatement Are possible: 
noise attentuation through a barrier or berm placed between 
the source and the receptor; traffic flow restrictions or 
controls; attenuation of the noise reaching the 
receptor; attentuation of noise generated by the vehicles 
and noise insulation of public use/non-profit institutional 
type structures. 
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Since truck traffic is a major contributor to the 

noise produced by highway traffic, means of controlling or 
restricting truck traffic would be needed to reduce noise 
through traffic control measures. Since a major purpose of 
the highway is to accommodate trucking, the possibility of 
restricting trucks on MD 22 is not considered. Also, the 
truck traffic diverted to other routes would create noise 
problems at other sensitive areas. 

The possibility of reducing the tire noise generated 
by the traffic through the use of quieter types of pavement 
has been studied recently. Again, trucks create a major 
portion of the total traffic noise, much of which is engine 
and exhaust noise, which is not affected by quieter 
pavements. However, recent studies show the net reduction 
in traffic noise levels gained through the use of quieter 
pavements would be 2-3 dBA. This measure will be 
considered during final design. 

Alterations of the horizontal and vertical alignment 
were also examined. This also is not a reasonable 
alternate because the project consists of widening an 
existing facility. 

The acquisition of Real Property or Property Rights to 
Establish Buffer Zones or Install Earth Berms were also 
studied. Existing residential development immediately 
adjacent to the roadway makes it infeasible to acquire 
significant amounts of property for buffer areas. 

Several types of noise barriers including reflective 
(walls) or absorptive (berms) can be used to reduce noise 
levels at sensitive receptors. Berms can be effective and 
practical where right of way is not restricted and 
development is set back a considerable distance. Along the 
MD 22 right of way, the noise sensitive areas generally 
consist of residences located close to the right of way. 
Therefore, only reflective type noise walls are analyzed in 
the study. 

Table 6 summarizes the noise analysis including the 
abatement measures studied. Below is a description of the 
specific sites analyzed for barriers and the noise 
reduction obtained. Detailed analysis of the barriers to 
be considered further will be performed during the final 
design phase of the project. 

An effective barrier should, in general, extend in 
both directions 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. For the purpose of comparison 
an assumed cost of $27.00 per square foot is used to 
estimate total barrier cost. At locations where noise 
barriers were considered, barrier heights were studied up 
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TABLE 6 

SOMMARY OP NOISE IMPACTS ANALYSIS 

NSA     AMBIENT Leg W/O Leq W/ dBA LENGTH HEIGHT COST @ 
#       LEVEL BARRIER BARRIER ATTENUATION (FT.) (FT.) $27/S.F.) 

SELECTED ALTERNATE - BUILD 2010 i 

2        73 68 58 10 500 13 $ 176,000 
6        51(Int) 56(Int) 47 7 480 14 $ 181,000 
7        70 70 60 10 2010 17 $ 923,000 

12        70 71 61 10 530 19/11 $ 216,000 

SITE TYPE 
(NO. OF RESIDENCES BBNBFITTBD) 

Residential (2) 
Church (5) 
Residential (12) 
Commerc/Resid. (3) 

NSA 
* COST PER RESIDENCE 
2 
6 
7 

12 

$88,000 
$36,200 
$76,900 
$72,000 



bd 

to a maximum of 28 feet. The barrier height at which a 10 
<SBA reduction was achieved was considered the effective 
height. If a 10 dBA reduction could not be achieved at the 
maximum 28-foot barrier height, then the effect of the 28- 
foot barrier was addressed. A summary of the noise impact 
analysis is shown in Table 6. 

(i) Noise Abatement Considerations at Specific Receptors 

NSA 2 - 624 Lee Way - Two Residences 

NSA 2 has a projected traffic noise level of 68 dBA, 
which exceeds the Federal noise abatement criterion by 1 
dBA. A 2 section barrier with lengths of 155 feet and 345 
feet and an average height of 13 feet would reduce the 
traffic noise level at this site by 10 dBA at an estimated 
cost of $176,000. The cost per residence of the barrier is 
$88,000. There is only a one dBA difference between the 
Build and No-Build levels. This barrier is not reasonable 
due to the above reasons and it is not recommended for 
further consideration. 

NSA 6 - St. Matthews Lutheran Church 

NSA 6 has a projected interior traffic noise level of 
56 dBA which exceeds the Federal Noise Abatement Criterion 
for interior noise levels by 4 dBA. There is also a 6 dBA 
increase between the Build and No-Build levels. A 500 foot 
barrier 14 feet high would reduce the interior noise level 
due to traffic by 7 dBA to 49 dBA at a cost of $181,000. 
For cost analysis a church is equivalent to 5 residences; 
therefore the cost per residence is $36,200. This barrier 
is not feasible because of the need to provide vehicular 
and pedestrian access to the affected properties, which 
would reduce the effective insertion loss of the barrier to 
2 to 5 dBA. Therefore it is not recommended for further 
consideration. Because most use of the church would be 
during off peak hours, particularly Sunday mornings, and 
the Church is air conditioned, noise levels would not 
exceed the Federal Criterion at those times. 

NSA 7 - 1404 Churchville Road - 10 Single Family Residences 

NSA 7 has a projected traffic noise level of 70 dBA, 
which exceeds the Federal noise abatement criterion by 3 
dBA. There is also a 5 dBA difference between Build and 
No-Build levels. A 2010-foot continuous noise barrier with 
an average height of 17 feet would reduce the traffic noise 
level at this site by 10 dBA at an estimated cost of 
$923,000. The cost per residence of the barrier is 
$76,900. This barrier is not feasible because of the need 
to provide vehicular and pedestrian access to the affected 
properties which would reduce the effective insertion loss 
of the barrier to 2 to 5 dBA, and this barrier would not be 
reasonable due to the above reasons; therefore, it is not 
recommended for further consideration. 
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NSA 12 - 1609 Churchville Road - Three Single Family 
Residences 

NSA 12 has a projected traffic noise level of 71 dBA, 
which exceeds the Federal noise abatement criterion by 4 
dBA. A 530-foot continuous noise barrier with two sections 
of heights 19 and 11 feet would reduce the traffic noise 
level by 10 dBA at an estimated cost of $216,000. The cost 
per residence for a barrier at this location is $72,000. 
The difference between Build and No-Build levels is 4 
dBA. This barrier would not be feasible because of the 
need to provide vehicular and pedestrian access to the 
affected properties, which would reduce the effective 
insertion loss of the barrier to 2 to 5 dBA. This barrier 
would not be reasonable due to the above reasons, therefore 
it is not recommended for further consideration. 

(j) Conclusions 

The cost per residence of providing noise barriers 
along MD 22 at the locations discussed ranges from $36,200 
to $88,000. Although NSA 6 meets the State Highway 
Administration criterion of approximately $40,000 per 
residence, provision of noise barriers at these locations 
would not be feasible because of the need to provide 
vehicular and pedestrian access to affected properties. 
Also, the noise criteria would not be exceeded when the 
church is most heavily used. During final design 
consideration will be given to provide sufficient 
landscaping to minimize impacts of proposed construction. 

(k) Construction Impacts 

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

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

Generally, construction activity would occur during 
normal working hours on weekdays. Therefore, noise 
intrusion from construction activities probably would not 
occur during critical sleep or outdoor recreation periods. 
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# Maintenance of construction equipment will be regular 
and thorough to minimize noise emissions because of 
inefficiently tuned engines, poorly lubricated moving 
parts, poor or ineffective muffling systems, etc. 

(2) Air Quality Analysis 

The air quality analysis indicated that the selected 
alternate for the proposed project would not result in any 
violations of the 1-hour and 8-hour State and National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (S/NAAQS) for carbon monoxide 
in the estimated year of completion (1990) and the design 
year 2010 (See Table 7). Copies of the air quality 
analysis were provided to the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Maryland Air Management Administration. 
Both agencies found that the project is consistent with the 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) for air quality (see 
letters in the Correspondence Section). 

The project is in an air quality non-attainment area 
which has transportation control measures in the State 
Implementation Plan. This project conforms with the SIP 
since it originates from a conforming transportation 
improvement program. 

Carbon monoxide (CO) Concentrations* (PPM) 
receptor site are shown in the following table: 

at each 

TABLE 7 

1990 2010 

REC. NO-BOILD BUILD NO-BUILD BUILD 
NO. 1-HR 8-HR 1-HR 8-HR 1-HR 8-HR 1-HR 8-HR 

1 2.8 1.3 2.9 1.3 3.2 1.4 3.2 1.4 
2 3.4 1.4 3.5 1.5 4.1 1.6 4.3 1.7 
3 2.7 1.2 2.7 1.2 3.0 1.3 3.1 1.4 
4 3.1 1.3 3.1 1.3 3.6 1.5 3.7 1.5 
5 4.1 1.6 4.9 1.9 5.4 1.9 6.5 2.3 
6 3.6 1.5 3.6 1.5 4.3 1.6 4.5 1.7 
7 3.2 1.4 3.3 1.4 4.6 1.6 4.9 1.7 
8 2.4 1.2 2.6 1.2 2.9 1.3 2.9 1.3 
9 2.5 1.1 2.6 1.1 3.0 1.3 3.0 1.3 

10 2.7 1.1 2.4 1.2 3.0 1.3 2.7 1.3 
11 3.5 1.4 3.0 1.5 4.5 1.7 3.7 1.8 
12 3.6 1.5 3.1 1.5 4.6 1.8 3.8 1.9 

Including Background Concentrations 

Note:    The S/NAAQS for CO: 1 Hour - 35 PPM 
8 Hour -  9 PPM 
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C.  Positions Taken 

1.  Elected Officials 
• 

The County Executive of Harford County has stated support 
for the proposed improvements to MD 22 and has urged that 
construction funding take the highest priority. Support was also 
stated for other portions of the project outside the Selected 
Alternate limits. The Harford County Delegation to the General 
Assembly has concurred in the selection of the Hybrid Alternate 
for the section of MD 22 from Bel Air to MD 543, and in the 
decision to defer the selection of an alternate east of MD 543. 

2. Cititens and Community Associations 

The majority of comments submitted by local residents are 
concerned with the effects of a widened MD 22 on adjacent homes 
and properties, and are in favor of the No-Build Alternate. 
Many of the comments opposing the Build Alternates for MD 22 
support the concept of a limited access highway on new location 
between Bel Air and Aberdeen. The Route 22 Corridor 
Association, representing residents along MD 22 and in nearby 
communities, has stressed environmental concerns in their 
support of the No-Build Alternate. The association has stated 
support for other portions of the project outside the Selected 
Alternate limits. 

3. Agencies 

Comments from Federal agencies have generally been neutral 
or in favor of a widening alternate along the existing alignment 
in order to reduce or minimize environmental impacts. The U.S. 
Department of the Interior supports the four lane divided 
highway alternate and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
believes the five lane undivided alternate would most 
effectively meet environmental requirements. Both agencies have 
stated support for other portions of the project outside the 
Selected Alternate limits. Areas of agency concern regard 
potential impacts to 4(f) resources, wetland areas, fish and 
wildlife resources, groundwater {effects on wells) and noise 
impact. 

Comments received from various State agencies generally 
have not indicated a position concerning the alternatives for MD 
22, but that the project is consistent with regional plans, 
programs and policies. The Harford County Government and the 
Town of Bel Air strongly support the project and feel that 
Segment One should be given the highest priority. Segment One 
includes the section of MD 22 from Shamrock Road to east of MD 
543. The County has not developed a final position on Segment 
Two of the overall project. 
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• D.  Team Recommendations 

The Project Planning Team recommends the selection of a 
combination of the four lane divided and the five lane undivided 
highway alternates for the reconstruction and widening of the 
existing MD 22 from Shamrock Road in Bel Air to east of MD 543 
(Fountain Green Road). The four-lane divided section would 
extend from Shamrock Road to Briarhill Drive and then transition 
to a five lane highway to Moores Hill Road. From Moores Mill 
Road, the planning team recommends the four lane divided section 
as the selected alternate to Hillside Drive and a five lane 
undivided highway from Hillside Drive to east of MD 543. This 
combination of alternates (Selected Hybrid Alternate) will 
provide the necessary roadway capacity and minimize adverse 
environmental impacts by containing the proposed improvements 
for the most part within the existing right of way. The 
Selected Hybrid Alternate is compatible with local plans and is 
supported by Harford County and the Town of Bel Air. 

• 

x 
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IV.  PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS 

A Combined Location/Design Public Hearing for this project was held 
on April 22, 1987 at the John Carroll High School in Bel Air. The 
purpose of the hearing was to present the results of the engineering and 
environmental studies and to receive public comment on the project. The 
total MD 22 project, from Bel Air to 1-95 at Aberdeen, was presented at 
the hearing and forty persons made statements following the presentation 
by SHA personnel. 

The following is a summary of the comments made at the hearing and 
the responses given by the SHA. An official transcript of all comments 
made at the hearing was prepared and is available for review in the 
offices of the Project Development Division, State Highway 
Administration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202. 
Written comments received after the Public Hearing are contained in the 
Correspondence section of this document along with the appropriate SHA 
response. 

21 speakers supported the "No-Build" alternate for Maryland 
Route 22. 

6 people spoke against the Churchville southern by-pass 
alternates. 

9 people spoke in favor of a new limited access highway from Bel 
Air to Aberdeen similar to the old Maryland Route 23 proposals. 

1 person supported improving Maryland Route 22 from Bel Air to 
Maryland Route 543. 

1 person suggested improved public transportation to alleviate 
traffic problems. 

1 person spoke in favor of a new connection to Maryland Route 
155. 

Several of the speakers also made comments how the alternates 
under consideration directly affected their property and/or 
local community. 

a.  Ms. Mary Ellen Dore, Tidewater Administration, Fisheries 
Division 

Comment; Concerned over impacts to wetlands and streams. 

Response: See responses to Written Comments from Tidewater 
Administration, Fisheries Division in the Correspondence 
Section of this document. 
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b. Steve Green 

Comment; Concerned over impact to residences along MD 
Route 22 between Tudor Lane and Prospect Mill Road by the 
build alternates. 

Response; The selection of an improvement alternate east 
of MD Route 543 has been deferred. This comment will be 
more fully considered during the planning for the type of 
improvements to be recommended for MD 22 east of MD 543. 

c. Dr. Wilfred B. Hathaway, Chairman, Route 22 Corridor 
Association Steering Committee 

Comment; Supports a new controlled access highway from Bel 
Air to 1-95, MD Route 155 Connection Alternate D and the 
no-build along MD Route 22. 

Response; After the public hearing a review of the 
original MD 23 alignments was conducted to determine the 
feasibility of constructing MD 22 on new location. 
Intensive residential development has effectively 
eliminated the MD 23 alignments from further consideration 
for use as a transportation corridor. Since a corridor on 
new location no longer exists for the relocation of MD 22 
from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543, the only reasonable 
alternative is to reconstruct and widen the existing 
road. The only Build Alternate selected for MD 22 is in 
this section. East of MD 543 a decision on the selection 
of an alternate has been deferred pending further study. 

d. Roy A. Zerwelly 

Comment; Concerned over loss of access to MD 22 at St. 
Matthew's Church and effect of the proposed Brierhill Road 
extension on the church property. 

Responses; 

(1) Access to church property from MD 22 will not be 
affected. 

(2) The Brierhill Road extension is a County project. 

e. Donald Hines 

Comment; Concerned about the effects of the southern by- 
pass Alternate A on his property. 
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Response:  The selection of an improvement alternate east 
of MD Route 543 has been deferred.   The Alternate A 
alignment may be able to be revised to reduce impacts on 
property. 

Millard Commer 

Comment; New road should be built where only a few people 
are displaced or widen and curb existing road. 

Response; Following the public hearing a review of the old 
MD 23 alignments was conducted to determine the feasibility 
of constructing MD 22 on new location. Residential 
subdivision development on the east side of Bel Air makes 
impractical the relocation of MD 22 from Bel Air to east of 
MD 543. In this section a decision has been made to 
reconstruct the existing highway on its own location. The 
use of curbs will permit the reconstructed highway to 
remain for the most part within the existing right of 
way. The reconstruction of this section of MD 22 will not 
require the relocation or displacement of any persons or 
businesses. East of MD 543 a decision regarding the 
selection of an alternate for MD 22 has not been made 
pending the results of further study. As noted above and 
in the response to Dr. Wilfred B. Hathaway, intensive 
residential development has effectively eliminated the 
original MD 23 corridor from further consideration for a 
new highway. 

Roger Bowman 

Comment; Supports a new highway for the MD 22 corridor 
similar to the new MD 24. 

Response; The only build alternate that has been selected 
for MD 22 is for the section from Shamrock Road to MD 543 
where the decision was made to reconstruct and widen the 
existing highway. Residential development in this area has 
caused this to be the only reasonable alternative. East of 
MD 543 a decision regarding the selection of an alternate 
has not been made pending further study. Although a review 
of the old MD 23 study has concluded that the proposed 
alignments for that project are no longer suitable for a 
transportation corridor, the feasibility of relocating MD 
22 from a point east of MD 543 as a new highway similar to 
MD 24 will be considered. 

IV-3 



2\ <o 

Marian Jackson 

Comment; Supports no-build along MD 22 and new controlled 
access highway. 

Response; An analysis of the original proposed MD 23 
alignments has revealed that due to intense residential 
development on the east side of Bel Air, the only 
reasonable alternative is to reconstruct the section of MD 
22 from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543 on its own 
location. The proposed improvements to MD 22 in this 
section will consist of a combination of the four lane 
divided and the five lane undivided highway alternates. 
East of MD 543, a decision on the selection of an alternate 
has been deferred pending further study. The feasibility 
of constructing MD 22 as a new controlled access highway 
from a point east of MD 543 will be investigated during 
those studies. 

John Kineke 

Comment; Supports new East-West Controlled Access Highway. 

Response; The Selected Alternate for MD 22 is only for the 
section from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543 where 
development has left its relocation impractical. East of 
MD 543, the decision on an alternate for MD 22 has been 
deferred pending additional studies. The improvements 
proposed for MD 22 between Shamrock Road and MD 543 will 
cause the reconstructed highway to operate at an acceptable 
level of service thru the design year of 2010. The 
additional studies to be performed will include an 
investigation to determine the feasibility of constructing 
a new highway on relocation from a point east of MD 543. 

Gary Scholl 

Comment; Need sidewalk on south side of road from Bel Air 
to John Carroll High School. Supports new limited access 
highway between Bel Air and Aberdeen. 

Responses; 

(1) The Bureau of Highway Design will evaluate the right 
of way requirements and feasibility of constructing a 
sidewalk along the south side of the road from 
Shamrock Road to John Carroll High School. 

(2) The selection of an improvement alternate east of MD 
543 has been deferred. 
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k.  Frank J. Kragl, Jr. 

Comment; Opposes southern bypass Alternate "B". Concerned 
with the effects of this alternate on homelands. Favors 
connecting Bel Air to 1-95 with a more direct route. 

Response; A decision regarding a southern bypass alternate 
has been deferred. The only decision made on MD 22 is to 
reconstruct the existing road on its own location between 
Bel Air and MD 543 where intensive development has made 
this the only reasonable alternative. East of MD 543 the 
selection of an alternate for MD 22 has been deferred 
pending the outcome of additional studies. While a direct 
connection between Bel Air and 1-95 on a new location is no 
longer feasible because of development in the corridor, the 
possibility of relocating MD 22 from a point east of MD 543 
will be investigated during the additional studies. The 
comments regarding the effects of bypass Alternate "B" will 
be considered at such time that a decision is made. 

1.  Tom Eichenberg 

Comment; Concerned about noise level from trucks. 

Response; A noise analysis has been prepared for this 
project. (See pages 111-19 & 111-30 of this document). 
The purpose of the proposed improvements to MD 22 is to 
accommodate all vehicles, including trucks. Intense 
residential subdivision development on the east side of Bel 
Air has not left open a new transportation corridor; 
therefore the only reasonable alternative for MD 22 
easterly to MD 543 is to utilize the existing alignment and 
reconstruct the highway. Truck traffic cannot be 
prohibited from using the road. 

m.  Bob Lynch 

Comment; The southern bypass alternates were not requested 
by Harford County in 1980 and they are not in accord with 
the 1977 Master Plan. Also concerned with impacts of the 
southern bypass alternates on agricultural land. 

Response; A determination on the Churchville By-pass has 
been deferred pending additional study. This comment will 
be considered during those studies. 
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n.  Dennis  Beattie  -  Representing  Friendship  Heights 
Development 

Comment; Concerned about effects of by-pass Alternates A 
and B on their community. Supports Route 22 Corridor 
Association's proposal and the No Build Alternate. 

Response; A decision concerning the southern bypass 
alternates has been deferred pending further study. This 
comment will be considered and more fully addressed 
following the outcome of those studies and when a decision 
is made. Following the public hearing a review of the 
original MD 23 alignments was conducted to determine the 
feasibility of relocating MD 22 to a new alignment between 
Aberdeen and Bel Air; however intense residential 
development has effectively eliminated any such corridor. 
The only Build Alternate selected for MD 22 has been for 
the section between Shamrock Road and MD 543 where the only 
reasonable alternative is to reconstruct the existing road 
on its own location. Any new alignments that are 
determined to be feasible for the segments of MD 22 on 
which the decisions have been deferred would connect with 
the existing MD 22 corridor at a point east of MD 543. 

o.  George Baker, Chairman, Board of Directors for the Baker 
Company 

Comment; Concerned with impacts of proposed highway 
improvements on Baker Cemetery, and supports No-Build 
Alternate. 

Response; The selection of an improvement alternate east 
of MD 543 has been deferred pending the outcome of further 
studies. At such time as a decision is made the location 
of the cemetery, and any potential impacts to it will be 
fully considered in the selection of an alternate for MD 
22. The only section of MD 22 on which a decision has been 
made is from Shamrock Road to east of Bel Air. There is a 
critical need for the proposed improvements in that area. 
See page III-l of this document for a discussion of that 
need. 

p.  Robert Deas 

Comment; Supports the No-build Alternate for MD 22 and 
urges reactivation of the MD 23 Extended project. 

Response; Following the public hearing a review of the MD 
23 Extended alignments was conducted to determine the 
feasibility of constructing MD 22 on new location. The 
alignments that were once considered for the extension of 
MD  23  have  been  effectively  eliminated  because  of 
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alignments that were once considered for the extension of 
MD 23 have been effectively eliminated because of 
subdivision development. The only reasonable alternative 
for the section of MD 22 between Shamrock Road and MD 543, 
because of development, is to reconstruct the existing road 
on its own location. East of MD 543 the selection of an 
alternate was deferred in order to perform additional 
studies. The relocation of MD 22 from a point east of MD 
543 will be considered during these studies. 

q.  Scott Krebs 

Comments; Opposes construction of a southern Churchville 
Bypass and concerned with effects of alternates on 
adjoining area. 

Response; A decision on the Churchville Bypass has been 
deferred. The concerns expressed in comments regarding 
wildlife, house values, flooding, noise and air pollution 
will be fully considered and addressed at such time that a 
decision is made. 

r.  John Scarborough 

Comment; None of the proposed alternates are the best 
solution. 

Response: A build alternate has only been selected for the 
section of MD 22 from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543. 
This alternate, a combination of the four lane divided and 
the five lane undivided alternates, was selected as the 
only reasonable alternative in this area and will 
adequately serve the current and future transportation 
needs while minimizing impacts to the environment. 
Decisions on the remaining sections of the project east of 
MD 543 have been deferred pending the outcome of additional 
studies. 

s.  Patricia  J.  Hathaway,  Secretary,  Route  22  Corridor 
Association 

Comment: Concerned over the effects the build alternates 
along the existing route would have on the quality of life 
of the residences and businesses, i.e. increased noise, 
vehicle exhaust. 

Responses: 

(1) The Selected Alternate has been planned and will be 
designed to minimize environmental impacts. The 
existing State Highway Administration right of way has 
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been used to the extent possible. A noise analysis 
has been completed for the project and the results are 
discussed on pages 111-19 to 111-30 of this document. 

(2) No violations of the State/National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards will occur for the No-Build or any 
of the Build Alternates being considered for the 
projected year 2010 traffic. Both the ambient and 
projected noise levels are analyzed so that the worst 
case noise levels are determined. 

t.  Sue Fuller 

Comment: Supports the No-Build Alternate 

Response; The selection of an improvement alternate for MD 
22 east of MD 543 has been deferred. There is a critical 
need for the proposed improvements between Shamrock Road 
and MD 543 included in the Selected Build alternate for 
that section. See pages III-l and III-8 of this document 
for a discussion of the need and a description of the 
Selected Alternate. 

v.  Jim  O'Brien,  President,  Fountain  Green  Community 
Association 

Comment; Supports the No Build Alternate and Dr. 
Hathaway's proposals. 

Response: The selection of an improvement alternate for MD 
22 east of MD 543 has been deferred. There is a critical 
need for the proposed improvements included in the Selected 
Alternate for the section between Shamrock Road and MD 
543. The need for the proposed improvements to this 
section of highway and a description of the Selected 
Alternate are discussed on pages III-l and III-8 of this 
document. 

v.  Dave Raney - Director of Public Works, Town of Bel Air 

Comment: Supports the build alternate from Bel Air to MD 
Route 543. Recommended a sidewalk on one side of the road 
from Bel Air to Brier Hill Apartments. 

Response: A combination of the four-lane divided and five- 
lane undivided highway alternates has been selected for the 
portion of the project from Bel Air to east of MD 543. 
Final design is scheduled to begin during May, 1988. The 
Bureau of Highway Design will evaluate the right of way 
requirements and feasibility of constructing a sidewalk 
along the south side of the road from Shamrock Road to John 
Carroll High School. 
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w.  Thomas Marshall, Attorney for Owners of Church Mouse 

Meadows 

Comment; Opposes southern bypass Alternates A and B 
because of effects on clients farm. 

Response; A decision has been deferred regarding the 
selection of an alternate for a southern Churchville Bypass 
pending further study. At such time that a decision is 
made the comment will be fully considered. 

x.  Paul Hines 

Comment; Supports restudying the MD 23 project, and is 
concerned about southern Churchville Bypass Alternate "A" 
bisecting his farm. Also concerned with lack of 
notification about project. 

Response; After the public hearing the feasibility of 
using the original MD 23 alignments that proposed a new 
highway were reinvestigated. The only Build Alternate 
selected for MD 22 is from Bel Air to east of MD 543 where 
development has made it impractical to consider relocating 
the highway. East of MD 543 a decision on improving MD 22, 
including the selection of a southern Churchville Bypass 
has been deferred pending further studies. Any new 
relocation alignments found to be feasible would connect to 
the existing MD 22 corridor east of MD 543. The comments 
regarding the effects of a bypass alternate on his farm 
will be considered at such time as an alternate is 
selected. Regarding the notification of concerned 
citizens, the State Highway Administration will review the 
project mailing list to assure that all affected property 
owners receive notice of future events regarding this 
project. 

y.  Sally Izonofskis 

Comment; Suggested studying public transportation. 

Response; Public transportation was given consideration 
during the study. However, there are no predominate 
destinations for the vehicles using MD 22. In order to be 
effective and to be used there must be central destinations 
for public transportation. 

z.  Charles Wirsing 

Comment; Concerned about effects of southern Bypass 
Alternates "A" and "B" on his property and the possible 
division of farm and woods; also concerned about Baker 
Cemetery. 
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Response: A decision on the Churchville Bypass has been 
deferred pending the outcome of further studies. The 
comment will be fully considered at such time as a decision 
is made. See response to comment "0", regarding Baker 
Cemetery. 

aa. John Ferrare, Representing Oak Grove Baptist Church 

Comment; Concerned with effects of road construction and 
new highway on Church. Supports the No-Build Alternate. 

Response: The selection of an alternate for MD 22 east of 
MD 543 has been deferred pending the outcome of further 
studies. The effects on the Church, including any adverse 
impacts, will be fully considered when the decision is made 
regarding the selection of an alternate for MD 22 east of 
MD 543. 

bb. Katie Dallum 

Comment: Favors the No-Build Alternate and concerned with 
population and land use issues in Harford County. 

Response: The purpose of the MD 22 project is to improve 
the flow of traffic as efficiently and safely as possible 
between Bel Air and Aberdeen. Population growth and land 
use issues are a function of the Harford County 
Government. The selection of an improvement alternate for 
MD 22 east of MD 543 has been deferred pending the outcome 
of further studies. There is a critical need for the 
section of MD 22 from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543 on 
which a Build Alternate was selected. See pages III-l and 
III-8 of this document for a discussion of the need and a 
description of the Selected Alternate. 

cc. Dolphus Farmer 

Comment: Support MD 23 as a solution. 

Response: The selection of an improvement alternate for MD 
22 east of MD 543 has been deferred. After the public 
hearing the original MD 23 alignments that proposed a new 
highway on new location were reviewed. Much of the 
proposed MD 23 corridor has now been filled by residential 
development and can no longer be considered as a 
transportation corridor. The only build alternate selected 
for MD 22 is from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543. 
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dd. Theresa Pierno 

Comment; Development has caused the need to expand MD 22. 

Response: Development Is controlled by Harford County and 
the Town of Bel Air. The function of the State Highway 
Administration is to address the transportation needs of 
the area. The only Build Alternate that has been selected 
is for the section of MD 22 from Shamrock Road to east of 
MD 543, where the only reasonable alternative is to utilize 
the existing alignment. East of MD 543 decisions on how to 
proceed have been deferred. 

ee. Kathleen Kranowski 

Comment; Supports the No Build Alternate for MD 22. 

Response; The selection of an improvement alternate for MD 
22 east of MD 543 has been deferred. There is a critical 
need for the improvements proposed under the Selected 
Alternate for the section of MD 22 from Shamrock Road to 
east of MD 543. See page III-l and III-8 of this document 
for a discussion of the need and a description of the 
Selected Alternate. 

ff  Ron Stucker 
Comment; Supports no-build for MD 22 and Alternate D for 
the MD 155 connection. 

Response; A decision on the selection of an alternate for 
MD 22 east of MD 543 has been deferred. The only alternate 
selected for the improvement of MD 22 is for the section 
between Shamrock Road and MD 543, where there is no other 
reasonable alternative except to reconstruct the existing 
road. A determination on the future alignment of a 
southern Churchville Bypass has also been deferred pending 
additional study. This comment will be fully considered 
during those studies. 

gg. Lois Styre 

Comment: Inquired how the build alternates would affect 
her property. 

Response: Ms. Styre discussed her concerns with a State 
Highway Administration representative at the public hearing 
after pointing out the location of her home on the maps 
used as public hearing displays. 
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hh. John Kineke 

Comment; Requested definition of 80' minimum right of way. 

Response; This comment is fully addressed by the Hearing 
Officer in the Public Hearing Transcript 

ii. Steve Green 

Comment; Even with improvements to MD 22, another road 
will still be needed. 

Response; All of the build alternates for MD 22 will 
adequately handle projected traffic volumes thru the design 
year 2010 with an acceptable level of service, except in 
the area of Churchville where an alternate bypass route 
will be needed, along with improvements to the existing 
roads. 

jj. Margaret Marshall 

Comment; Concerned with effects of southern Bypass 
Alternate "A", and with what happens after the public 
hearing. 

Response; The selection of an alternate for improving MD 
22 east of MD 543 and of a southern Churchville Bypass 
alternate has been deferred pending additional studies. 
All comments received at, and as a result of, the public 
hearing are reviewed and a recommendation made to the State 
Highway Administrator. The decision to defer the selection 
of an alternate east of MD 543 was made as the result of 
comments received at the public hearing. 

kk. Mr. Conner: 

Comment; Have there been any studies for alternate routes 
for a controlled access highway? Why were they 
discontinued? 

Response: MD Route 23 extended was studied during the 
period from 1976 to 1979. Harford County recommended that 
the project be deleted from the 1980 Highway Needs 
Inventory (Draft). Following the April 12, 1987 Public 
Hearing for MD 22 the original alignments for the extension 
of MD 23 were again reviewed to determine the feasibility 
of constructing MD 22 on new location. Intensive 
residential development has effectively eliminated this 
corridor from further consideration. 

\s. 
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11. Charles Wirsing 

Comment: Concerned with division of farm and landlocked 
parcel if road is built. 

Response; The Hearing Officer requested a representative 
of the SHA's Office of Real Estate to discuss this issue 
with Mr. Wirsing at the Public Hearing. 

mm. Doug Rockwell 

Commentt Why were MD 23 studies discontinued and the 
concept of an East-West Highway abandoned? 

Response: MD 23 extended was studied during the period 
from 1976 to 1979. Harford County recommended that the 
project be deleted from the 1980 Highway Needs Inventory 
(Draft). Following the Public Hearing on April 12, 1987, 
the MD 23 project was again reviewed to determine the 
feasibility of constructing MD 22 on new location, however 
residential development has effectively eliminated the 
corridor from further consideration. 

nn. Mirian Jackson 

Comment: State owns property between Aidino-Stepney Road 
to 1-95 that was originally purchased for the extension of 
MD 23. 

Response: Any property that the State Highway 
Administration may have purchased for future right of way 
needs would be considered in the selection of an alternate 
for MD 22. If it should be determined that any property 
which the SHA may own is no longer needed for a right of 
way or other highway needs, then it would be treated as 
excess property according to applicable law. 
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V.   CORRESPONDENCE 

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

Written statements and comments were received from 55 interested 
parties after the Rearing. A summary of the statements received is as 
follows: 

a. Supports No-Build Alternate for MD Route 22 

Patricia Harman 
Paul Hines 
Eunice Kalb 
& Mrs. John Kineke, Jr. 
Anna E. Martin 
Darlene Martin 
Robert L. Martz 
& Mrs. John Pollock 

Donna Renner 
Ronald E. Rhinehart 
Conrad L. Swann (Seg. 3) 
H. Miller Searborough 
& Mrs. John Trompeter 
Brenda White 
& Mrs. John R. White 

Mr. Charles E. Bradford, Sr. Ms. 
Mr. & Mrs. Mark Apicella Mr. 
Mr. Thomas R. Baine Ms. 
Ms. Clara Belli Mr. 
Mr. & Mrs. Joseph Blume Ms. 
Mr. & Mrs. Cloyce B. Bodt Ms. 
Mr. Joseph Bond Mr. 
Mr. Frank A. Buckley Mr. 
Kathleen & Joseph Chronowski MS. 
Mr. & Mrs. Joseph Cosenza Mr. 
Mr. Dolphus Farmer Mr. 
Mr. & Mrs. Lacy Francis Mr. 
Ms. Janet Garland Mr. 
Ms. Monica M. Glum Ms. 
Mr. Stephen H. Green Mr. 
Ms. Patricia Hapemann 

b. Opposes southern by-pass alternates 

Mr. David K. Brown 
Dr. & Mrs. Bruce P. Burns 
Mr. Edward V. Goetz 
Mr. Joseph C. Louch 
Mr. Bruce B. Pennington 

c. Supports one of the southern by-pass alternates: 

Mr. & Mrs. Cloyce B. Bodt 

d. Supports new controlled access highway from Bel Air to Aberdeen; 

Mr. Charles E. Bradford Mr. 
Mr. Thomas R. Baine Mr. 
Mr. Frank A. Buckley Mr. 
Dr. & Mrs. Bruce P. Burnes Mr, 
Mr. Dolphus Farmer Mr, 
Mr. & Mrs. Lacy Francis Mr, 
Mr. Stephen H. Green Mr, 
Mr. Gerald G. Grimes 

James Renner 
& Mrs. Michael Hart 
Paul Hines 
& Mrs. John Kineke, Jr, 
Robert L. Martz 
Conrad L. Swann 
& Mrs. John Trompeter 

e.  Supports Alternate D for Connecting MD Route 22 to MD Route 155: 

Ms. Monica M. Glum 
Mr. Gerald G. Grimes 
Mr. Paul Hines 
Mr. H. Miller Searborough 
Mr. & Mrs. Cloyce B. Bodt 
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f. Supports Glenville Road alternate for the MD 155 Connection: 

Mr. Robert L. Huddleston 

g. Supports Four-Lane Divided Highway and new connection to MD 155: 

Mr. Ted M. Jenkins 

h.  Supports Five-Lane Undivided Highway and MD 155 Connection Alternate 
C-2, Option 1: 

Mr. Dean M. Larsen 
Mr. Joseph C. Louch 

i.  Supports MD Route 155 Connection C-2, Option 1: 

Mr. & Mrs. Frank J. Vykol 

Response to a through i: 

A combination of the four-lane divided and five-lane undivided 
highway alternates has been selected for the portion of the project 
from Bel Air to east of MD 543. The selection of an improvement 
alternate for the remainder of the project has been deferred until 
the new MD 543 - 1-95 interchange is completed and the effects of the 
new facility on MD 22 are evaluated and Harford County completes the 
review of the County's Comprehensive Land Use Plan. 

j.  Mr. Ralph Bench 

Comment:  Supports No-Build for Segment 1. 

Response: The high level of residential growth between Bel Air and 
MD 543 make it necessary to improve MD 22 between these limits. 

k.  Ms. Eileen V. Brown/Ms. Christina M. Brown 

Comment: What steps are being taken to safe guard against noise 
level, air pollution, ecology, property loss, water problems? 

Response: The above items have been analyzed and are addressed in 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the MD 22 project and in 
Section III of this document (Finding of No Significant Impact) for 
the Selected Alternate, from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543. The 
Selected Alternate has been planned and will be designed to minimize 
environmental impacts. 

1. Mr. and Mrs. Borge Christensen 

Comment: Concerned over effect southern by-pass Alternate B would 
have on their property. 

Response: The selection of an improvement Alternate east of MD Route 
543 has been deferred. 
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m. Mr. and Mrs. John J. Iranauskas 

Comment: Will open drainage course along west side of property 
continue as an open ditch? 

Response; Yes. No improvements are planned in vicinity of this 
property at the present time. 

n. Mr. and Mrs. Olbert M. Pritts, Jr. 

Comment; General comments and questions concerning property values, 
air pollution, noise barriers, basis of need, traffic congestion, 
etc. 

Response; The above items have been analyzed and are addressed in 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the MD 22 project and in 
Section III of this document (Finding of No Significant Impact) for 
the Selected Alternate, from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543. The 
Selected Alternate has been planned and will be designed to minimize 
environmental impacts. 

o. Mr. Douglas Rockville 

Comments:  General comments pertaining to the following: 

(1) Relationship between crime rate and highways. 
(2) Effect of improving MD Route 22 on property values. 
(3) Displaced homes and proximity damages. 
(4) Speed limit 
(5) Noise levels 
(6) Truck traffic 

Responses; 

(1) No specific studies were performed in the environmental analysis 
on the relationship of highway improvements to changes in crime 
rates. 

(2) Changes to property values as a result of proposed roadways are 
not measured. Historically, most property increased in value 
over time. 

(3) The number of homes displaced by the proposed roadway considers 
only those homes which lie within the right-of-way for the 
roadway and the ones where grading easement extend into the 
foundation of a home. 

(4) The reconstructed segments of Maryland Route 22 will be posted 
for a speed limit no higher than 45 mph. Local and state 
policing agencies are responsible for monitoring and enforcing 
the speeds being driven. 
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(5) Noise projects are site specific and cannot be replicated in a 
contained setting, as in a public auditorium. 

(6) All roadways on the state system must allow for the passage of 
trucks and therefore must be designed to accommodate them. 

p. Mr. Charles E. Wirsing 

Comment; Proposes that service roads be provided on each side of the 
roadway if a southern by-pass alternate is selected. 

Response; Service roads are usually not cost effective. It usually 
costs less to buy the severed parcel of land than it does to buy 
additional right of way and construct service roads. 

q. Mr. Robert A. Zurwelle 

Comment; Supports improvements for Segment 1 providing left-turn 
access is provided to St. Matthews Lutheran Church. 

Response; The selected alternate proposes a five-lane undivided 
highway from Briarhill Drive to Moores Mill Road and will not affect 
access to the Church. 

^ 
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Vi SiSmu ^ '837 Churchville Road 
Btt WR. » «o»« BelAir, Maryland 21014 §5    O 

March 25, 1987 ^o =- 5 —. 
— m^o 

— T^ot- 

Mr. Randy Aldrich en  O jLO 
Project Manager ^c '5 
State Highway Planning -   1_^ 
707 North Clavert Street £S 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Aldrich: 

In regards to the Route #22 corridor project I would appreciate your clari- 
fying the following questions: 

1. Will my residence be affected in displacement?  (1837 Churchville Road) 

2. How much of my land will be given up in both the four lane and five lane 
proposals? 

3. Will reassessments of property be done for homeowners? 

4. Will the state pay for shubbery and landscaping need by individual home- 
owners to reduce noise/emissions and possible intrusion of vehicles? 

5. What is the purpose of a truck turnaround? Will it be across from my 
residence? 

6. Will well relocation be paid for by the State if the need exists? 

7. Did real estate companies receive notification before June 1, 1986 to 
acknowledge to new prospective buyers on Route 22 of the proposed projects? 

8. Is my house the Jeffrey house memtioned in the historical registry?  If 
so what affect would that have to me? 

9. Where would the storm ditch be relocated in proximity to my house? 

10. If insurance rates on my house go up due to the closer proximity of the 
roadway will the State pay that incurred cost? 

11. Will the gas and electric utility easement near my property be moved 
closer to my residence? 

12. What amount of disruption to homeowners is anticipated furing construction 
i.e.:  entry/egress from the residence? 

13. If storm water runoff is increased due to the widened road surface and 
closer proximity of the storm ditch will homeowners be given payment for 
basement water damage incurred? 

14. Will the driveway entrances to residences be given special accessibility 
road cuts due to the volume of traffic? 
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15. Will driveway markera be provided for highlighting the driveways? 

16. Will the speed limits in any area of the project be increased/decreased? 

17. Will the traffic lites be synchronised to match the volume of traffic by 
computer electronic eye monitoring? 

i 

18. Will emergency vehicles be given breaks "openings" in the road barrier? 

19. If storm windows and or sound proofing materials are needed to alleviate 
road noise will the State pickup the cost? 

20. Will roadway lighting be increased? If so how and to what extent? 

21. Would concrete wall type noise abatement barriers be considered and if 
so to what degree?  (i.e.: height) 

22. During inclement (snow) weather snow/ice dirt is now thrown up on my 
porch by large plows. Will this problems be exacerbated by the closer 
proximity of the roadway? 

23. If I cannot secure a fair-market sale value of my residence due to the 
roadway i.e.: if constructed. Will the state buy my residence and/or 
supplement any loss I would take? 

I look to your keen review and clarification of the aforementioned 
questions. 

Sincerely, 

Johor Ry White and Carole White 

cc: Dwight Stone, Atty. 

lA 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION A V 
PROJECT  QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

DEvaorV.-T 
DIVIV Contract No.   H 656-000-471 

PDMS No.   123007 
tili)   I    Ifl m IM rL«cation-Design Public Hearing 

Won]] &r        Maryland Route 22 
Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 

Wednesday April 22,  1987 
John Carroll High School 

^^.   /S/A^i- DATE       Y^^? 

PRINT 

NAME        {r^rsft-re,   LASW\«^- _u«.c y 

^jy,^*    fi,J?/7^.     STATE_2^L ZIP CODE.^/^/V 

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

,4? „_^     /r^/J    ^    7^>      JA^Y^ 

f4 '-•"• S 

'(A S';rr^ / 

"t-<"~*0 

li-_ t<~\r   ^ *Z< rip.     *--—-^ 

$L Please add my/our nam»(8) to the Mailing List.*          

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



vo\<^  AU?   v\ovO    ^>L<d*/^^V    cc^^-Vt^«-A  ^-V-ivV"?* ' o-P 

VXXA. c^ ^^   lot -Vd\Vc/    a(^p<^>ftcU ^u-vr-f U< -t^ V<A . 

77.        to 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
% 

ft 

State Highway Administration 

RE: 

June 12,   1987 

William K. Hallmam 
tacrttary 

Hal Kattoff 
Admlrtstrater 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 32 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. and Mrs. John R. White 
1837 Churchville Road 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. White: 

I am responding to your letters of March 25, 1987 and 
April 26, 1987 pertaining to our Project Planning study on 
Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and Interstate Route 95 
I appreciate your endorsement of the No-Build Alternative 
The comments you have provided will be given thorough con- 
sideration as we recommend a preferred alternative. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds are available to purchase right-of-way or to 
onstruct any of this project. 

In the letter you wrote prior to the public hearing you 
asked a series of questions about the project.  I have answered 
these questions below in the order you provided them. 

1. There is no displacement of your residence at 1837 
Churchville Road. 

2. Neither of our build alternatives require any additional 
right-of-way from your property.  Also, there are no 
grading easements required of your property. 

3. The State Highway Administration will not do an assess- 
ment of your property. 

4. A landscaping plan will be investigated if studies 
proceed on this project.  At this time, we cannot 
determine if the plan would involve your property. 

v-n 

My telephone number It. 333-1139 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800^92-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203 • 0717 



Mr. and Mrs. John R. White 
June 12, 1987 
Page 2 

fl 

5. Truck turnaround areas are being Investigated for the 
four lane divided alternative. Our modifications of the 
typical roadway section of this alternative to reduce 
impacts to the alignment of the existing roadway has 
made it difficult for certain trucks (ie: beverage 
delivery truck) to execute a U-turn. Ie are investi- 
gating placement of a turnaround on the opposite side 
of the roadway approximately 1000 feet east of your 
property. 

6. We foresee no impact to your existing well, llowovor, if 
there are impacts, the State Highway AdminisLiution wl'l I 
pay for providing another well. 

7. Public notices have been issued and printed in local 
newspapers about this project. Unless specifically 
requested by an individual realtor, we do not issue 
public notices to real estate companies. 

8. Coordination with the Maryland Historical Trust indicates 
that your residence is not on or eligible for the 
National Register of Historic Places. 

9. We have proposed a closed drainage sustem for the 
build alternatives. There will not be a ditch in 
front of your home. 

10. In both of our build alternatives the roadway will not 
lie any closer to your home. 

11. We anticipate moving the utility easement approximately 
5 to 10 feet toward your home. 

12. Throughout the construction of either of the build 
alternatives, access will be maintained to your 
property at the point you currently access the road- 
way. 

13. There will be no stormwater runoff to your property. 

14. If the Four Lane Divided Alternative were to be 
selected, there would be no break in the median to access 
your property. 

15. No driveway markers will be provided to highlight 
your driveway. 

16. The speed limit in front of your property will be 
posted for a speed no higher than 45 mph. 
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Mr. and Mrs. John R. White 
June 12, 1987 
Page 3 

17. In our studies, we have not investigated the timing 
sequence of the traffic signals on this roadway. 
Generally, we only investigate usage of this 
technique where signals are closely spaced. 

18. Emergency vehicles will only be able to use the 
available openings ultimately provided in the median. 

19. It is not the policy of the State Highway .Administration 
to soundproof private dwellings. 

20. If the project continues into the final design phase, 
roadway lighting will be investigated.  Wc cannot 
determine at this time if there will be any change 
to the lighting near your property. 

21. Due to the numerous driveways along the roadway, 
noise barriers are not practical and are not being 
considered. 

22. Since the roadway will lie no closer to your home, we 
anticipate no change to snowplow impacts to your home. 

23. We only purchase homes along roadway projects which 
lie within right-of-way required for the project. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. Please contact us again 
if we can provide additional assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

% 

by: foJJt P. ^L i 
:andy Ardrich       > Randy 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:pb 
cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
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Frank J. Kragl,  Jr. 
213 Calvary Road 
Churchville, MD    21028 
March 26,  1987' 

Neil J.   Pederson, Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
P.O.   Box 717 
Baltimore,  Maryland    21203-0717 

r 
fso rn 

  <r-o 
c« -cm 
•^ £1X0 
3 -j-- 

Dear Sirs, 

Could you please send to me, as soon as possible, any information 
concerning the proposed bypass around Churchville.  Such information 
should include maps and anything that would be of help to me in under- 
standing my position and connection with the above. 

1 wish to be placed on the project mailing list; and also would 
like to speak on behalf of my home and property at the scheduled April 22 
hearing. 

Looking forward to your reply. Thank you for your time and helpfulness. 

Sincerely yours, 

FRANK J.   KRAGL,  JR. 

RECEIVED 
MAR r :  1937 

m:i::, C.FI:E D? 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUEftTtONB AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract Ho. H 656-000-471 
PDMS Ho. 123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

A 

NAME 

pmNTE    ADDRE88 
30{     bl£K)MlLLE    &>*£> 

.DATE fo/t?- 

I/We w.Dh to commont or Inquire about tho tollottlno aapecto of thleprolect: 

^ 

•6io /^f fi^ff   r^.   n^^t 
•fiJlV /ez»> /^r ^^ ^wMtkivn 

(VkHfl »*<Af U?MM) 

T 
ft>u? 

Pleas* add my/our namaU) to the MaMIng List.* 

I—| pieati deltte my/our namatt) from tha llaHInQ Uat. 

*P.<%mz who have racaWad a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on ths project MaUIng List.       v_15 
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MaryfMdIkpaftmBfttCffTranspOftstfOfi 
ttMi HH>h««y Mmlnlttratlon 

May 8, 1987 

EE: Contract No. B 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. Robert L. Huddleston 
301 Glenville Road 
Churchville,.Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. Huddleston: 

This letter Is in response to your correspondence of 
April 6, 1987 regarding our Project Planning study on Maryland 
Route 22 between Bel Air and Interstate Route 05.  I appreciate 
the concerns you have expressed concerning the alignment for 
the connection between Maryland Route 22 and Maryland Route 155. 

Early in the planning process, we investigated an align- 
ment which used existing Glenville Road for the connection 
between the two roadways. Due to the projected traffic volumes 
and the residential character of Glenville Road which would be 
impacted if it were widened, we deleted the alignment from 
further consideration. Also, the forecasted traffic volume 
on the connection is independent of the traffic which would 
use the proposed Churchville Southern Bypass. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. If we can provide further 
assistance, please contact us again. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis B. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Aldrich* mdy 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 

cc:    Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
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^   Maryland DepaitmentofTranspoitation 
State Highway Administration 

April  27,  1988, 

Richard H. Trainor' 
S«crn*nr 

Hal Ka»»oH 
Admini*tr«tof 

XI 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS Ho. 123007 

Mr. John R. White 
1837 Churchville Road 
Bel Air. Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. White: 

This letter is in response to your recent correspondence 
pertaininc ^o the project planr.ir.a study en Maryland Route 22 
•.Churchville Road) between 5cl Air and Interstate Route 95. 

Your home lies on a segment of Churchville Road with no 
progranined construction activities.  Project planning in the 
segment of the Maryland Route 22 corridor where your hone is 
located has been indefinitely suspended while Harford County 
reassesses land use plans and updates its transportation network 
in its General Plan.  There are other portions of the corridor 
where construction activities are programmed.  Construction of 
intersection irr.prover.ents at Moores Mill Road, Maryland Route 
543. Prospect Mill Road. Thomas Run Road 
should be-gin later this year.  Also, the 
of Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and 
scheduled to beain in 1992. 

and Maryland Route 136 
reconstruction and widening 
Maryland Route 543 is 

Thank you fcr your interest in the highway development process 
as it relates to this pro;ect.  Please contact me or Mr. R.andy 
Aldrich. the prcject manager, if you should have any additional 
questions.  Mr. Aldrich's telephone number is 333-1139. 

Very truly yours, 

!TJP/ih 

Mr.   louis  H.   Ece,   Jr. 
Mr.   :.   Robert  Olsen 

%£   J txltMM/ 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
fi(Wii^lfoPvHfoftUESTION8 AND/OR COMMENT" 

litot. MD tlQVtontfct Mo. II 656-000-471 
\n 05 W oT PDKS Bo.  123007 
vu Location-Defigo Public .H«*ring 

BISON tUNNICS 

CEDARVALE FARM 
^-^»> 

2915 COALE LANE • CHURCHVILLE, MD 21028 
7347467 

.DATE ^E-f7 

DUCKS 
BERRIES 

Paul & Emily Mines  **l V 
.ZIP CODE 2/o Jf 

NAME 

PRmT8E   ^DRE 

CITY/T' 
I/We wish to comment or Inquire about tho followlno aspects of this project: 

\r,^KA      **-*rsj   hturwir .   11   cAi'd    iQ^f     rec^'^  <• C o^   gf Me 

g^tf^e    0/1^    ntijltors    ft/^tfse    freftr+m    Are,   gdyerfe/y— 

A-f-ftci**  t>H    Ai+4'»**i.*A"*t   rAu,rA<;ne courts 

e+    ILtAjr   MiZAl*   ScAed    H*!   SOKM***     rs**-**   hit   i>*-** 

\tr.K 

/.me     fAc4    M,"//   Ao.      in^p      r^4^    /,-f       A/ f   /» .    A^^ 

tf>w     r^lsiV^     A     hirA     t$      A/*r>H   Ant^cy    fli'ttf*   ^x   ^t<^- 

•fdr^v    tV   t*    e?C>A    +*     *,*£*,<*.    s* me    ef     cur   Anytu* 

arvd   IPCM  Ao'iw^.   T   ^^4    ^#e    r^iK   h.., ^    r^ fr^ tAfe  
WHMU    r,AL~c    At* A   mill   ere**,    J>u+  will   *i   **   fiWh 

M±rr  IKS^"^ •   X4   itf#uM  Pn<i      -Mft   WH^     sc^#W   ^«U  +rtf* 
*~ pissss add my/our nsms(s) to the Mailing List.* <yv^  er^^H   $c< K JA H    g^^^i. 

Plsast dtlett my/our name(s) from the MaWnp List.  ^oui^   vtki%r3   "ho   ev 
Persons who hsve received a copy of this brochure through the mall are alresdy 
on the project Mailing List.   ^rM • tvsfc t<J   *«    leHftr   6e~    ^n   educ*~*ioiii 

O.X/lritc«,   -ft"    f*cf>l*.   -frt*   ^cn^    ^hch-S 



II SON •UNNItS 

CEDARVALE FARM 
£911COALE UNE • CHUlCHVILLt MD 21028 
•*" 7547487 

DOCKS 

PouUtmtlyHtrm 

NAME 

PRINT"    ADDRE88 

CITY/TOWN 

V 
r^rtMt 

IOKWAY ADMINISTRATION 
>N8 AND/OR COM! 

Id to Intcrttatt Rout* 95 
Iday April 22, 1987 

^rroll High School 

t 

mi a; gnny HBHT 
2915 Oc»k Lane 

.DATE. 

Obaidjtlllt, MD 21028 

 STATE  .ZIP CODE. 

I/We with to commtnt or Ingulf •bout th» tollowlno WCU of thltprojtct: 

P/ene.    d^4      ^gsfr^    f-hc      ******     ru^gf     Q.hir*c+*r    Cir 

fr » bU•  ~   J'h**    Qfi    SAC Is     f«    iy^u/^     jOr^irMS    M^O^iP^g  

V„,^     ,i    l,ttr     a'^is      lUiH-f       /l^r^C     A       IH    ^mtH^a,  

,|V^   ^|[ff   i.  Ao.h^    Kii.M   n H     ^^   €«r^   A^?    ^   ^^   ^   ^^ 

rsa p|9tt» MM-iar/our namt(s) »• tha Mailing Uat.a         suiciArftl .    Arc   Butct   f»^ 
v**' jery^— a h  .  ^    j ^— 
I—> pitata dalata my/our nama(a) from tha MalUng Uat. 2  

£-• v     •Parsom who hava facalvad a copy of Ihla brochura through tha mall ara already 
' *,   on tha project MaHIng Uat. v_2o H^^iU^ 



Op 
(Vtaiyland Department ofTransportaWn ^^ ^ Hinilltlil 

SwratMY 
8ttt« Highway Admlnistrttion 

Hal Kmefl 
May 8,   1987 Mabdttratw 

RE:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 22 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. and Mrs. Paul Hlnes 
2915 Coale Lane 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Hines: 

I am responding to your letters of April 8 and 29, 1987 
regarding our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your concerns 
regarding the alignment for the proposed Southern Bypass at 
Churchville.  We will use this information as we continue our 
studies. 

At this time, I wish to point out that we have funds only 
to continue this planning study.  Funds to purchase right-of- 
way and construct any portion of this project have not been 
allocated.  If and when funding has been approved, you will be 
notified via the project mailing list.  This list has been 
amended to correct the omission of your name. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H.   Ege,  Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 
cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

v"21    333-1139 
My Mtphont number It. 

Ttlttypewrit«r for Impaired Haarlng or SpMCh 
383-7555 Batttmor* Metro — 5654451 D.C Metro - 1-800-4925062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calver* St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 • 0717 
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STATE HKIMWAY ADMINISTRATION 
..coT.mq* Aypiyn COMMENTS 

Contract llo. H 656-000-171 
PDMS Wo. 123007 

Locatlon-Dttlgn Public Btarlng 
KtryUnd toutt 22 

Shamrock Road to Xntaratatt toutt 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

w   - Oil 

NAME 
ixy^/?T3> ^> CrtHzi?— PATEM/f^/^y 

SL
DL\8E  ADDRESS   ^nr^^f^rT^^    ^fr^ PRINT 7 

/&mXu 
I/We wlah to comment or Inquire about the following aepecte of thleprolect: 

-/^SIXLAS 

A^^ 

\/tfM*« 

4sts**+££a*~+&*«*1 

r-1 pitstt add myAour name(e) to the MaMtefl 

O      CD Pleaet delete my/our namete) from the Mattap tlet. 
•PT.O« who have receded a copy ot this brochure through the mal are already 
•a the prelect MaUtng List.        v_22 



o\V 
Maryland Department ofTransportatton mSMm % HtJ|fni|ii 

Statt Htflhw«y MmlntBtf«ttof> HBttn 
Hat Kmoff 
nctnunur 

May 7, 1987 

RE:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Mr 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. Edward V. Goetz 
3055 Graftons Lane 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. Goetz: 

This letter is in response to your correspondence of 
April 13, 1987 regarding our Project Planning study on Maryland 
Route 22 between Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate 
the concerns you have expressed regarding the alignment for the 
Southern Bypass Alternatives at Churchville, Option A and B. 
Your opposition to the bypass options will be given serious con- 
sideration in the decision making process. 

At this time we are conducting Project Planning studies 
only and we will keep you abreast of further developments. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study.  If we can provide further 
assistance, please contact us again. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by 

LHE:RCA:bh 

cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION (Vh 
QUESTIONS ANDIOR COMMENTS V\J 

Contract No. H 656.000-471 *   S 
PDMS Ho. 123007 o* o<T3 

Location-Design Public Hearing        . _ <pg 
Maryland Route 22 «=• ^ot- 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 £ -Jjn 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 s ^ £_, 
John Carroll High School ^ 

NAME 

PRINT*    Al>DR«8 
£    fa s>^ GtMCfA/S ZA. ^ 

r/TAul'ZJ 

t/^wlsh to comment or Inquire abo^t the tollowlno aapects ot this project: 

7i 

dsi'd'.iAAlrf 
t&ti'tf*/: 

<£ljAj>*liAlflt7 <yu4  ^ —" 

\—i pnati add my/our nameU) to the Mailing 

D Pltatt delete my/our named) Irom the MaHlnp List.  
tPtrsoit who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 

on thi pro]ect Mailing Hit. v-24 



Maiyfand Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

William K. Hettmann 
Stcrittry 

Hal Kassoff 
Mmlnlttrtter 

May  4,   1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
P.D.M.S. No. 12300? 

Mr. Joseph C. Louch 
3053 Grafton Lane 
Churchville, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Louch: 

21028 

This letter is in response to your correspondence of 
April 15, 1987, and pertains to our Project Planning study 
underway on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and Interstate 
Route 95.  I appreciate the concern you have expressed concerning 
the alignment for the Southern Bypass Alternatives at Churchville, 
We will use this information as we continue our studies. 

At this time, we are conducting Project Planning studies 
only and we will keep you abreast of further development. 

I want to thank yo-j for your interest in the highway 
development process as it relates to this study.  If we can 
provide further assistance, please contact us again. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

V-25 
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Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
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ITATE HIOMWAY ADMINISTRATION ^r 
QUESTIONS ANDI^R COMMENTS V[) 

t rn 

Contract Wo. H 656-000-471 
PDMS Mo. 123007 

j Locatlon-DetIgn Public Bttrlng 3 
lUryland toutt 22      _       ^  

Shamrock Road to Intarttatt Routa 95 522 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 s ^oS 
John Carroll High School ^ ^^rn •»   o x 2 

NAME   ^?/0/>c7>   ^   HJA>IJ DATEZEl£d^-. 

StfA?6   ADDRESS ^/f   CWW   A  PRINT 

mY »ri»tcM/u,l,   *TUE**J> ZIP CODBZ'0** 

I/We with to cotnmant or Inqulrt about tha followlno aapacta ot thlaprojact: 

A  fUiO«S    te^CUtU,    si—^      J  

 — Vrg^"* *rg^    ^*" • • : 

7^ 

Pltata add ny/our nama(t) to tha Hatting Ltat.* 

C^      CD Piaata dalata my/our nama(a) trom tha Haling Ltat 
•Partona who hava racalvad a copy of thla toroohura through the maR are already 

on the project Mailing Llat. v_26 



Gjl 
tylaiyfand Department ofTmsportation 
State Highway Administration 

RE: 

May 7,   1987 

WlllUm K. HiRmam 
SfcrrUry 

HsIKlttotf 
MrBBRtSimOr 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. Donald R. Bines 
419 Calvary Road 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. Hines: 

This letter is in response to your correspondence of 
April 15, 1987 regarding our Project Planning study underway 
on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and Interstate Route 95. 
I appreciate the concerns you have expressed concerning the 
alignment for the Southern Bypass Alternative at Churchville. 
Your concerns will be given serious consideration during the 
decision making process. 

At this time we are conducting Project Planning studies 
only and we will keep you abreast of further developments. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study.  If we can provide 
further assistance, please contact us again. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

fcandy Aldrich         x 

Project Manager 

Ure:RCA:bh 

cc:     Mr.  C. Robert Olsen 

My Mtphoit Mmbtr h     333-1139 
Taletypewtlter for Impaired Haartng or Spoach 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 6654451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calved St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203 - 0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION * 
PROJECT QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS A^l 

OEVELOPME 
DIVISION     Contract Ho. M 656-000-471 
•PDMS Mo.  123007 

m II   8 30 AHL'Watlon-DttlEn Public fit*ring 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Xnttrttata Rout* 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 

John Carroll High School 

-3>^ <2WU^JX  (IJ^4^^    PATE <2XC*ito<j'fz 

>e7  CKus^k^U*    12J*  

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

<2rt\<> T 

rpa/ fn^M^   -^ tr\/\Or /^-r^^^i. 

O 
mpieaseadd my/our name(e) to the MaWng List.* 

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

'Persons who have received a copy of this brochure throuph the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List.        v_28 



0^ 
Maryfand'DepartmentofTmsportation 
State Highway AdmlnlBtratiwn 

Re: 

WHtlim K. HiflminB 
tMratinr 

Nil Kttietl 

May  6,   1987 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
P.D.M.S. No. 123007 

Mr. and Mrs. John J. Ivanauskas 
1907 Churchville Road 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Ivanauskas: 

I am responding to your letter of April 22, 1987, pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your continents 
about the drainage easement between your house and the Stier 
House and your desire to see good public transportation along 
this roadway.  This information will be useful as our study 
progresses. 

At this time, funds have been approved only to complete 
this planning study.  No funds have been appropriated 
to purchase right-of-way or to construct any of the project. 
If and when funding is approved, you will be notified 
via the project mailing list. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact 
us again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Aldnch 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 
cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

V-29 
My tilephone number It. 333-1139 

Tcletyptwrlter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-4M 5062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203 • 0717 



T     STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
WffitlT.QUE8TIONS ANDiOR COMMENTS •fl 

DIVISION Contract No. H 656-000-471 
i . «    A «n &H ,ifl fW*8 No.  123007 IPHCi   OSOW gl#ocatlon.De8tgn Public Hearing 

Maryland Route 22 
Shamrock Road to Interetote Route 95 

Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME    tof + ynrrKy PL/slTZxeA/ PATE     Y'**'*? 

PmNT8E    ADDRESS      ///    Gltftry    P^ 

fITYfT^M MyrcA*'.ll~ STATE MA ZIP COPE-*"**^ 

I/We wiah to comment or Inquire about the toHowing aapecta of this project: 

//   A //   A   *</,',*<*T'   -/>—Qj<r jPtrfafTu v   TZKK  

1 

re ~i ^ /—' I      '   \J 

r^     rjecrtjij / r rr T - - *— 

Xjtx Pleat* add my/our wame(a) to the MalHnp Utt.» 

Please delete my/our namele) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. v-30 



0 
^ 

fWarytandDepartment ofTmsportatm mmm K mmm 
tKrtUry 

Stat* Highway Administration 
Hal Kitten 

Hay   8,    1987 Mmlnlitrtttr 

RE:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. and Mrs. Borge Chrlstensen 
111 Calvary Road 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Christensen: 

I am responding to your letter of April 22, 1987 regarding 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95. I appreciate your concerns regarding 
the Southern Bypass Alternatives for Churchville. As our study 
progresses, this information will be useful in our selection of 
a preferred alternative. 

The right-of-way estimate prepared for this study has con- 
sidered your property at 111 Calvary Road.  Within Route B of 
the Churchville Southern Bypass Alternatives, the roadway in 
front of your home would be widened.  Sufficient spacing exists 
between the road and your home without impacting your home. 
Therefore, we will not be purchasing your entire parcel of prop- 
erty.  If you desire more specific information, you may provide 
a property plat on which we will indicate the preliminary impacts. 

At this time, funds have been approved only to complete 
this planning study.  No funding is available to purchase right- 
of-way and to construct the project.  If and when these funds 
are approved, you will be notified via the project mailing list. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Aldrich 
by: 

idy 
LHE:RCA:bh Project Manager 
cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

My telephone number It. 333-1139 
Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 O.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 71? / 707 North Calven St.. Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 
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•^,r*T       STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION |hl 
DEVELOPMENT    QUESTIONS ANDJOR COMMENTS P 

D,Y,SI011 Contract Ho. H 656-000-*71 
inn   BaoWi'Bl WHS No.  123007 
m d   0 w HII o« Location-Design Public Hearing 

Maryland Route 22 
Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 

Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME 
Cloyce B. art Dorothy J. Bodt HATC 22 Anr ft? 

PmNT8E    ADDRESS       Wk ghorchTill? M 

ftiTv/xnwM   ChurchTille STATE Bd ZIP CODE ?in?fi 

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

Vhen va^Iast traffic sunrey taken on Rt 1S5 Into ChurchTille » Rt 22*  

Was it done during the period Conowingo Dan road was closed at^the same tiaie  
itpaiiJ vtrv. beiiiife dunt uu 1-95 Di'lUg^ un !M    M Ilfetll' AoeraeenT 
Traffir   pat+.PT-n   jr.   tKo   Taet    ye,**   Vac   /.ha^gnrt      P^    1 IT   finm*4 t   •<   mWliJ    lR»ii1i»i>1  

tractor-trailers, large construction trucks, Emergency equiptnent, fire engines 
and BTibulancer goine to and frop. Ilarrt. di Oiaae.—It alsu lb a limfj   iraiJfiC 
of tuses a^d cars near the Churchville School and Parks and Recreation complex. 

•Thf ',uTtJiunifcuil muveb  IWlr luui ftitiicleij to Kt 1.36 IMRK Bite on nt ±», 
Th    early moniing hours is the heaviest.    This rural area has farm wachinerr also. 
This type of trai'iic going into Rt22 as a result of C-2 alternate would certainly 
raise  the noise level at the red light and the impprt w->ulH hp wnrVi nn-r* than  
aliecting three homes.    It would be more like 12 or more homes in the residential 
area   of ^nrrhvillo-      TMK   alt.PT-nat.P  i«   nnt    rcr^ir.mcmrtari   h-r   ilB  — 

It Is recownended that Connection D in Segment % *r nHH»*>rt for tn  Kc; anr<Ry ?9 
intersection. ~~ 

Segment 2 - Southern By-pasa alternate A would be recommended as it would not 
•fwpg^t    gr^'^ly   +Ko   <T>rf»ctT'ifcC   nr   hnmoe   r.Ti   twnffifl   tinnth   *>m   p   T Vi   ill    111       vniu^^ 

of Churchville. 

A Ko-Build on the entire Rt 22 between Hberdeen and Bel Air should be given  
nun; thoughl mvl t^lull^t;I^ aurb Uirtiut routfc be caflSlOfereo as i.ne cnariging ot ^V 
the Rt 22 copridor as it now stands would only be a short term prwfft r»orrpf;t/< r>r.   ^ ^ 
and disturb many residences and industries if it is done now and in just a few 
years it will b&ound that It is npt adequate.. 

I have lived In this area all aiy life and have seen »any changes In 

between the two towns. Connections at Aberdeen & Bel Air have not been corrected. 

A non-access road of a vide width by»pa3sing Rt 22 MjuljJUMdLU would be  
"  TRSre Appropriate at uiis tine. 
The   Intersections  iftpwlri   ^   tusir+t*.**   nnH  •r.ariSr   flgmc   1.   •H^dontc   wnnlri  T>r>t    Kn 

Plsast add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* as plentiful. 

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

'Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List.       v-32 



o Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

RE: 

Wliam K. Hinmam 
tacntaiy 

Hil Kaitotl 
Mnlnttlnter 

June 11, 1987 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air lor Interstate 
Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. and Mrs. Cloyce B. Bodt 
2924 Churchville Road 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Bodt: 

I am responding to your letter of April 22, 1987 regarding 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate the comments you have 
provided about our study.  This information will be helpful as 
we recommend a preferred alternative. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of the project. 

In your letter, you asked a series of specific questions on 
the study.  I have provided answers for you below. 

1. Our initial traffic surveys were made during the traffic 
detour for the reconstruction of the Conowingo Dam. We 
updated the surveys last fall to examine the extent of 
traffic without the detour.  They were made after 
repairs were completed to the bridge over Interstate 
Route 95. 

2. The only residential impact evaluated for the C-2 
Connection between Maryland Route 22 and 155 in 
Churchville are those three homes displaced by the 
proposed roadway.  Since the traffic using this pro- 
posed roadway is today affecting other lanes as it uses 
Maryland Route 155, we forsee no change in the level of 
indirect impact.  While Connection D will remove this 
traffic from a residential area we have no way to pre- 
vent the traffic from using Glenville Road.  Glenville 
Road is not, nor can it be expanded, to accommodate a 
routing for this connection. 

My tilephone number»«   333-1139  
Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 665-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 7171 707 North Calved St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203 - 0717 
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Mr. and Mrs. Cloyce B. Bodt 
June 11, 1987 
Page 2 

3. The purpose of the Churchville Southern By-Pass Alterna- 
tives is to route the thru traffic between Bel Air and 
Interstate Route 95 around, not through, Churchville. 
Thank you for your endorsement of Alternative A. 

4. Your recommendation of the No-Build Alternative and 
support for a new alignment for Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95 is being considered. *e 
are investigating the impacts associated with the 
proposal. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

10 

by: 
Jy Aldrlch      *    ^ Randy 

Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:ss 
cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

V-34 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

„,PRui nTLiff";ftT,ows M">'OB C0MME>,T8 

DIVISION  Cont:ract ,,0, H 656-000-471 

f ^        !» n    A M &H *8T   PDMS "o- l23007 V
- W8 Zi O 30 Wyyation-Design Public Hearing 

Maryland Route 22 
Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 

Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

\ 
ti\ 

NAME <fjM*t* ..DATE 

5Hi*r8E    ADDRESS     fc<t    C^fCQ^/^^ £JL PRINT 

C.TY/TOWN_^^2fiai8TATE^^2 ZIP CODE^^l 

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

NO   ,M//,7) 0>S-   *££    J J?cr/&4& 

7y**w' /./*9,v*is> JOC&X 
>S,/.*>AJ# v — f.rruTtnjew* *>) 

raTpieaf add my/our name(s) to the Mailing Ust.» 

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. v-35 



|D5 
Maryland Department offonsportatHMi 
»(•<• Htghway Admlnlttrtttoft 

WBRta K. HtBrniw 
l«cnbf| 

NltRttNll 

May 6,   1967 

Re:    Contract No.  H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
P.D.M.S.   No.   12300T 

Mr.  Thomas R.  Baine 
3652 Churchville Road 
Aberdeen, Maryland    21001 

Dear Mr.  Baine; 

I am responding to your letter of April 22, 1987, pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement 
of the No-Build Alternative for Maryland Route 22 and your 
endorsement for the Churchville Southern Bypass.  As the study 
progresses, this information will be useful in our selection 
of a preferred alternative. 

At this time, funds have been approved only to complete 
this planning study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of the project.  If and when 
funding is approved, you will be notified via the project 
mailing list. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

If.ouis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

landy 
Project Manager 

LRE/RCA/ih 

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

V-36 
•y toteptoM MMter II    333-1139 

TMttypcwfttet tot ImptlfMl HMftng Of BpMCtt 
KyrsU taitbnOT Met* - MWXSl D.C. Mfttro - 14004924062 ttatMrtt Ten Fn» 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
PROJECT    fMiFRTlONS AND/OR COMMENTS .5^ 

DEVEiorK.r.xr     • V 
DiVI? '( !i   Contract No. H 656-000-471 

•)1    D ,ft tu 'Ol     PDMS No. 123007 ^ 
Li    0 30 An focation-Design Public Hearing M 

Maryland Route 22 ^ 
Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 

Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME     />rt//>^.*      EaAMZJT DATE*/* a/^ 

PRmT"    ADDRESS -^?^   .^A-AA    ^ A ^ ^ 

CITy/T0W^2^yW^yL_sTATE-Mi ZIP CODEV"^ ^ 
I/We wish 10 comment or Inquire about IHe tollowlng aep»ct6 ot thi» project: 

Pleaso add my/our namtti) to the Mailing List.* 

] Please delete my/our name(8) from the Malllnp List. ^^  

•Pereom «ho have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 

v-37 



It)1 
MarylandDepsrtmentofTmspoitation wmm „ mmn 

Swtttnf 
MHV^MmHM^   _ .MUM 

May 6, 1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
P.D.M.S. No. 123007 

Mr. Dolphus Farmer 
2912 Snake Lane 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. Farmer: 

1 am responding to your letter of April 22, 1987, pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  1 appreciate your recommendation 
for an alignment of a bypass between Interstate Route 95 and 
Bel Air.  As our study progresses, this information will be 
useful. 

At this time, funds have been approved only to complete 
the planning study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project.  If and 
when funding is approved, you will be notified via the project 
mailing list. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway" development 
process as it relates to this study. Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

/0     I.:,'     ,.     \      ?" f 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 
cc:     Mr.   C.  Robert Olsen 

V-38 

My tttiphoni mimbif h      333-1139 
Ttlttyptwrittf (or Impairs) HMrlng or Speech 

383-7555 Bftttimort Mttro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-eOO-402-SO62 Stattwld* Toll fr— 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 0 
^   PROJECT     AiiPRTiONfi AND/OR COMMENTS I hD 
DEVELOPMENT    ' \v   ' 

D' '^      Contract No. H 656-000-A71 
JU ?r c „ iu tm     PDMS No. 123007 
APR Lb    0 22 An Oiocation-DesigA Public Hearing 

Maryland Route 22 
Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 

Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME 

PRmT^    ADDRESS   r??P</    KY* <$   (   "D^ !  

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

,   tk CJsx.^ 
TTTTJ    777/ 

iuzu^ 

.krr***,    (ft '-vJ)   •   ^^ tog?! S-^f \ A/ nsi a. / -   r.t,^     if — T—- -——7  —-^       - 

-a—*  

CD Please add my/our n«mt(t) to the Mailing List.*     J}J^*^>    ^^^ 

I—l Please delete my/our namets) from the Mailing List. Af^/^v ;¥r//i^/ 
•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through tne mall are alrea 

on the project Mailing List. ^ 



lift 
WBkm K. Hrtminn 

IWRMtin 

Maryland Department ofTrdnsportation 
St»tt Highway Admlntttratton 

Hay 8, 1987 

Re:  Contract No. B 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 05 
P.D.M.S. No. 1230Q7 

Mr. Bruce B.-Pennlngton 
2904 Kragl Drive 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. Pennington: 

I am responding to your letter of April 23, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your comments about 
the impacts associated with the proposed Southern Bypass Alter- 
natives for Churchville. This information will be useful as our 
study progresses. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project.  If and when funding is avail- 
able, you will be notified via the mailing list.  We have double 
checked our list to ascertain you are correctly enrolled. 

I want to thank you for your interest in the highway develop- 
ment process as it relates to this study. Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by £JM0.^lJ.A 
Randy Aldrich        / i-—-   -\ Randy 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr.  C.  Robert Olsen 

V-40 
My ttdphoni •umbtr Is. 333-1139 

T«l»typ«wrlt*r lor lmp»lr«d HMrinp or Spooch 
363-7555 Baltlmor* Metro - M54451 DC Mtiro - 1-600-492S0e2 fttttowM* Toll ft— 

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvcn St   Baltimort Marviano 91203 • 0717 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION vT\ 
PROJECT  QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS \\v 

DIVISION      contract No. H 656-000-471 
AM ?fl    o ^ ku mi PDMS No.   123007 
WE *0   {J 22 Afl iHcation-Deslgn Public Hearing 

Maryland Route 22 
Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 

Wednesday April 22,  1987 
John Carroll High School 

&^rhn 
NAME     ROLE A ZUHWELLE  ~ f 

1630 B MICHELLE CT 

PmNT8E    ADPRE38 f^RESTHILL. WD »0W 

CITY/TOWN .STATE «P CODE  

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

^f rrr,;<;.»< (r   rtv/^Xr /dk-hro mlfi tL>fcA   Jn?*-- 

tfetmrl ^ s/u«; or?   Uff +<>« mw'* -7-— 

-fa \ffi« fc^rtJ   ^r   fwjWii   I,  7-— 

yifr'/^^wr ^ ww-T'j**«><<' <« f?n^ ,f       I.   r.-C^    ,r       ^   '1/ WC — '     '""    "•     '    l^^,^" ^ , ^     ,   / *_ 

^L 
CZl Plea»> sdd my/our namXt) to the MHHng^lst.*)^^^    ^^ ^   ^^^ 

( CD Please delete my/our name(8) from the Maltlnp Usf.        f>»AUij tpcZ T^f <£ 

I •Person* who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
' .   on the project Mailing List. yy4i        . ., / .   /        y ./.,   /y^^w 



• 

Mfryfand Department ofTransponatton 
Sttl* Highway Admlnlttraiion 

May  14,   1987 

WOUMK 
tocrtbry 

NalKiiMff 

RE:  Contract No. H 056-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. Robert A. Zurwelle 
1630 B Michelle Court 
Forest Hill, Maryland 21050 

> 

Dear Mr. Zurwelle: 

1 am responding to your letter of April 23, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement to recon- 
struct the roadway between Bel Air and Churchville, and your oppo- ^1 
sit ion to the Churchville Southern Bypass.  This information will -Vi 
be useful as our study progresses. 

In our four lane divided highway alternative in front of the 
St. Matthew Lutheran Church, there is no median break to make left 
turns to and from the church's entrance.  Due to the spacing of 
Brierhill Road and Moores Mill Road, both requiring median open- 
ings, it was not possible to provide an opening in front of your 
church.  In our five lane undivided alternative, left turns can 
be made at all locations.  This is also true with the hybrid 
alternative since this section of Maryland Route 22 is proposed 
as a five lane section. 

At this time, funding is available only to complete this 
planning study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project.  If and when 
funding is available, you will be notified via the project 
mailing list. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again 11 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, ^ • 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

•*••*»*« 

LHE: 
cc: 

RCA:bh 
Mr. C. 

by: 

Robert Olsen Randy Aldrlch* 

My Mtphoiw •umbtr Is, 

Randy 
Project Manager 

333-1139 
T*l»typ«writ*r lor lnip*lr*d HMrinQ or SpMCh 

363-7555 Baltimore Matro - 6654451 D.C. Matro - 1-80(M82-5062 StatawMa Toll Ft— 
t> d fks** ?%y t yf\j u^rtK f^Miw*^ e#   •.*•(_,..*. 



\\V 
2916 Churchville Road 
Churchville, MD 21028      S   O 
April 2<t, 1987 m 

Mr. Randy Aldridge Ji. rr o£ 
Project Manager o —-om 
Project Development Division . ^f Sm^H 
State Highway Administration 3   ^ 
707 N. Calvert Street oS   -< 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 —* 

Subject: Contract No. H656-000-A71 
Proposed Location/Design for MD Route 22 

Dear Mr. Aldridge: 

As a resident of Churchville and a property owner on Route 22, I 
wish to add my support to those supporting the no-build alternate for 
Route 22 between Bel Air and Aberdeen. During the meeting at John 
Carroll High School on 4/22/87, the objections were well specified: 

•Alteration of the character of Route 22 from rural residential 
to a heavy traffic and ultimately commercial route; 

•Increased safety problems for adjoining property owners because 
of the more difficult access to property, plus the safety 
concern for the school buses, mail delivery vehicles, trash 
trucks, etc. that serve the Route 22 residents; 

•Ever increasing noise—above the Federal Standards and acceptable 
comfort levels for adjacent property owners; 

•Harmful impact on the natural environment, including wetland and 
flood plain encroachment and the loss of woodland in present 
residential areas; 

'And more. 

I do support the Improvement to the North-South intersections 
presently being undertaken as well as the connection D between Route 155 
and Route 22. 1 believe the only satisfactory solution to the balance 
of the stated problem of providing a route to "accommodate the large 
volume of existing and projected traffic" between Aberdeen and Bel Air, 
is to establish a limited access Southern bypass directly between those 
two towns. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Very 

Gerald G. Grimes 
GGG/bps 
Copy: State Senators and Delegates 
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¥Btffand Department ofTfdnspondtfon 
tut* Htghway MmlntsHrtton 

May 21, 1987 

RE: 

P 
§|^ If AM^f 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007       " 

Mr. Gerald G. Grimes 
2916 Churchvilie Road 
Churchvllle, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. Grimes: 

I am responding to your letter of April 24, 1987 regarding 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement of the 
No-Build Alternate for Maryland Route 22 and Alternate D for 
the connection between Maryland Routes 22 and 155. Your comments 
will be given thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred 
alternate for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study. Please contact us again if we 
can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by 
Randy Aldrich        ' Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:BCA:bh 

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

Mytrt^h——hrk   333-1139 
raiypvwnrar lor iwipwrw nMrmQ •» i 

983-7965 Btfttmora fttotro - 86MM51 O.C Mttie - UttHtMOtt tWwMt ToW FrM 



RECEIVED 
MAY    -   1987 

/uc ;     /_^-^JC^     2, 2,    ^ -*^-^-s-7- KSCIOR, OFFICE Of 
WB3BB 4 PREUKIKARV EMBINEHinB 

l<i .jl'A     tkr&t^eU ts   Sl^LUJ-^JtiZusy^    ^Ceut ^Vu^   ^-^^t 

„^U    J^rJ.    <UJL,   fia^uOj     ^   -^   7^ /^L^^/- 
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11$ 
MaryfendDepartment ofTrsnsponatron 
(t«t« Highway Mmlnltlration 

May 19,  1987 

Ret Contract No. R 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 * 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123t>0*     I 

Ms. Patricia Herman 
320 Priestford Road 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Ms. Harman: 

I am responding to your letter of April 24, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement 
of the No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will be given a 
thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred alternative 
for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study. No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of- 
way or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
Process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
Indy Aldrich 

Project Manager 
C-M-xA 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:    Mr. C. Robert 01sen 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION c
x\$ 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS VY 

Contract Ho. H 656-000-471 
PDMS Mo.   123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22,  1987 

John Carroll High School |g        0 

NAME       TPO   n       Ml*" DATE    ffi^g 

^fM
AT8E    ADDRE88 ^^   ***** LA, PRINT 

— "orn 
S Ozo 

mv,*•* 6*1      A/A 8TATE_im ZIP CODgZ^Zl 
I/We wlDh to commont or Inquire obout the followlno aspects of thle project: 

X  F*x.L   THAT    gisflviii?^   nF  fiTZi-    SttooM  

Po^&iK    De^af' /feAss**   '6yo«   fCT  tt*»»*tf 

£AJCl>iA,jr**S — r^-i 

Pleas* add my/our namt(s) to the Mailing List.* 

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project MaUIng List. v 47 



• »* xi^t-^ti* 

MptytondDepdrtmefrtofTrdnspormoa 
•tMi NlghiMy Admlntetrtflon 

RE; 

May 14, 1087 
mu** 

Contract Mo. I 656-000-471 
Maryland Bout* 22 • &•! Air >>: 
to Interstat* Eoutt 25 
PDMS No. 123007 :W-? US 

Mr. Ted M. Jenkins 
2315 Edwards Lane 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. Jenkins: 
.": «•] 

-fix 

I am responding to your letter of April 24, 1987 pertalimi 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between $4^* 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement to 4 
struct this roadway into a four lane divided higbwaj^vitb a? 
connection to Maryland Route 155 and a southern bypass of W^ 
Cburcbville. Tbis information will be useful as our study pro-* £! 
gresses. ' T• *^ 

.   *' .* 
• * ** 

At tbis time, funds have been approved only to complete •th^ 
planning study. No funds have been appropriated to purehaset&p 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project.  If and when It 
funding is available, you will be notified via the project   '""• ' 
aiailing list. !.•v 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study. Please contact us again If we 
can provide additional assistance. 

Very truly yours,  • 

Louis R. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 

LHE:RCA:bh 

ec: Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

333-1139? 
TMMyp#writtf tot wnptirsd HMftnQ of SpMoh 

9IS-7866 Btftknora MMro - 6*6^451 DC Metro - 1.MMIMM2 Ton 
• ft An* T«T i ynr MM#*k r^- **---      -  »l»>«      MWn 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION vCl 
PROJECT      QUESTIONS AMD/OR COMMENTS V\V 

•VFLOPH^'T "  \ DEVELOPH 
O'Vi:-"   • contract No.  H 656-000-471 

su «0T PDMS No.   123007 
2o    0 22 «n  ^Location-Design Public Hearing 

Maryland Route  22 
Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 

Wednesday April  22,   1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME   T^^     ^      l-AC*^ .DATE ^   ^— aV 

PLEASE    ADDRESS..^"^    O P-^voc^    T^O- 

u.^-^^          A  c_       8TATE_±iSl— ZIP COPE  X ( *t^ CITY/TOWN _l2^= n\v-~- 8T A 't'—  
i      i.. nHAHt tho followina aspects of this project: I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the lonowmB u»n  — 

|    ~      fT i ^r-   i.>.>^,o.o'-^ 
vjL.r c-^ orr./ 

TH   ^        »"-<- •.it  «—/ 

'I,,-..,       o-,.      P---     -r^ r. ,.,>.--        ^.    ^^M,C^ m- 

C^-       ^^v-. 

-r^^. ^^    ^       L-Af^-SC r-d 

C3 piease sdd my/our n«mt(6) to the Mailing List.* 

CD Please delete my/our namets) from the Mailing LUt. 
.Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through tn. mal. are a.ready 

on the project Matting List. v-49 
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Maryland Department ofTrdnsportaVon mmm t m^m 

May  15,   1987 Itol *••••« 
MaMttntK 

Re:    Contract No.  H 656-000-471 . 
Maryland Route  22 - Bel Air   * 
to  Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No.   123007 

•> 
Mr.  Dean  M.  Larsen 
1532 Cedarwood Drive , 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. Larsen: 
» 

I am responding to your letter of April 24, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement 
of the five lane undivided alternative for the reconstruction 
of this roadway.  I also appreciate your endorsement of connection 
C-2, Option 1 for a new connection between Maryland Routes 22 
and 155.  This information will be useful as our study progresses. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project.  If and when funding becomes 
available, you will be notified via the project mailing list. 

As you have surmised, the curb and gutter in the median 
of our four lane divided alternative is the element making this 
alternative more expensive than the five lane undivided alterna- 
tive.  The required underground drainage system for the curb 
and gutter is more expensive than the nominal amount of additional 
pavement.  Elimination of the curb and gutter median section, 
in lieu of a graded swale, is not an approved alternative in' 
our specifications, "The Highway Development Manual".  Thus, 
it is not an acceptable alternative.  The primary function of 
the median is to separate opposing flows of traffic.  The graded 
swale will not provide enough separation, nor will it provide 
a minimal deterrant; no curbing; for an out of control vehicle. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again 
if we can provide additional assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

LHE/RCA/ih by 
cc:  Mr. C. R. Olsen fmi H > i, 

Project Manager 

My Ukphoni lumbir n     333-1139 
T«l*typ«wrlt*r for ImpftirM) HMrlng or SpMCh 

383-7555Battlmor* Mitro - 565-0451 D.C. Malro — 1-MO-492S062 SuttwkfcTott Ft— 
A^    »-„*#%* YA%  k* _ _»w   #* . 



c 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION %       JR     \ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS ^   ^JS-'fi 

# 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 s 3?q- 
/*». PDMS No. 123007 **     ^rn" 
V Location-Design Public Hearing W       as. 

Maryland Route 22 ^  "*' 
Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95        ^J 

Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

MAKE   g.^i P^^A _OATE^tiL-«i^? 

RiSf?6 AiioBe««_2Z4 »?«"' Wn^ ^  
CITY/TOWH_fei«Z_J!La_8TAT6_jai Z"P CODE   */«^g 

l/W© wish to commonl or Inquire ebout tho lollewlm eopoett ot Ihle pre|»et: 

^ ^ fl^rtfj   *i-iL HJ~* Ait   * rl^\>.^ M« f"^f^f
i 

J^lky iUtd 

I**  jf-HLf   *L~J>     M<    j/WW^   Vny        *-f«     <*-*£* 

A  J>JUC*J    f^-r e-.T..:*    J- J-JUA*   l> J-e**'*    *****+*- 

i 

CD Pleast add roy/ouf namaU) to the MatHnp List.»        *  

I—i pteate delete my/our nameU) from the MaHlnp List.  t  
—•p,r,oos who have received a copy ot this brochure through the m^l are already 

on the project MaUIng List. v_5i 
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tO Mwk&DBpvtmwtonfonsportrtoti 
m 

•tai* Highly AdmtftlitrattOA 

Mfcy 14,  1*8T 

RE: Contract Ho. S ©56-000-471 
Maryland Route S2 - B«l Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. Ralph Benck 
316 Bynum Ridge Road 
Forest Bill., Maryland 21050 

Dear Mr. Benck: 

I am responding to your letter of April 26, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel All 
and Interstate Route 95. I appreciate your informing me that you 
are opposed to both the four lane divided and five lane undivided 
alternatives for Segment 1 of our study. This Information will 
be useful as the study progresses. H v'J 

At this time, funding is available only to-complete this'* 
planning study. No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project.  If and when 
funding becomes available, you will be notified via the project,i^J 
mailing list. (*iltV*i 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis R. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

-W"> 

>'•*. 

by: 
Randy Aldttch* Randy 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

M» 333-1139* 
•mypvwnrar wr Nnpmo iwinnp w spMon 

MS-7886 Mttmera Mttro - MMMftl 0*. Mauo - VtOMK-OOtt 
^ O San 717 / 707 North Catoarl St.. SMllmara MMVUMI any 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ^        "V* 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS %        %    \^ 

.-ir-o Contract No. H 656-000-471 -©^ 
PDMS No. 123007 ^ ^-o^L 

Location-Design Public Hearing ^  oT:^f 
Maryland Route 22 _ —r-. E: 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 -   -i 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 S 
John Carroll High School 

NAME l^htJA-C^    ET.'t^UirttzUnlL'r DATE V'^^ ^ 

PRmTSE    ADDRESS < ^ ^r/^Ty^tfr     ^-^ £  

^fTyiT^wM^ UuP.-UfS/U.jmm k£h. ZIP CODE^/P,^^  • 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the followtng aapects of this project: 

 «/ _-: , T : ^r 

 ^,    -» . -^=—/i   

OS^Iease add my/our namo(8) to the Mailing List.* 

I—1 piease delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

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

v—5 s 
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Maryland Department ofTfanspo/tatton 
WKIIam K. Hiflmsm 
ttttHtn 

NllKMMtl 
Stat* Highway Admlnlttratlon 

May  11,   1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
P.D.M.S. No. 132007 

Mr. Ronald E. Rhinehart 
5 Rockdale Avenue 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. Rhinehart: 

I am responding to your letter of April 26, 1987 pertain- 
ing to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement 
for the No-Build Alternate.  Your comments about the impacts 
associated with the Four-Lane Divided and Five Lane Undivided 
Alternatives will be given full consideration as our project 
continues. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right- 
of-way or to construct any of this project.  If and when funding 
becomes available, you will be notified via the project mailing 
list. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr. C.  Robert Olsen 

&ULf • ^ HA. 
Project Manager 

My MtphftM ttimbtr h     333-1139 
T»letyp«writ»r lor Impair*! Hearing or Spaach 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 DC Metro — 1-WCM92 5062 Statewide Toll Free 
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f i I en^ct?:    r tl'2 
TU:       TID   STATE   HIGH'.-: At'   fiDMINI STRATI Gri 
HE:       : ON TRACT   NC.   H   A56-'.iO0-47 1 

F'XNS   NO.    1 ::•::•'7 
LCCATIGN-DESIG.-i   r-USLIC   HEARING 

MU   ROUTE   22 
SHAMRDCIl ROAD TO INTERSTATE ROUTE 95 
WED. fiPRI-_ 22. 1787 
JOHN   CARROLL    -IIGH   SCHCCL 

':r<GM:       L/O-JGLAo   -2_   ^c_L 
2:7   L-t ;AM^_2    .. • T 
CHijFll.n'v i..L. r..    r*^.'   —1'.'—'3 

f 1 ere 5t5   c^cci   iny   ii^me   to   •t.lte   iitailinu   list. 

F C'l I c wi nq      ar -:      -c.r,. ,=-. 1 ^      and      r sqi^est 5     rt-r-CMird 1 n'j      t he     or oposeJ 

pro^ccL.      A   ^ronu'L   re^l/   is   requi.-c-ted. 

ITEM   i 

-;.->^.t      atcir.! s ti c -.-1      -tuidie-j   havt?   bt.-eri   done   LO   shew   the     chanqt-.-      in 
_t ime     r^te   ^"lirn   .<i 1 1   acccrtp-fn v   tiie   creotion   of   a.-i   Urban   hiqh^av 
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- ;        r <•!      L enath   o-f-    ! :v.z       .> " u ^n ;.... .=d      r oaJw-w      ..^"id 

. 1 -:-     tC     trit.'tr      -l"-.-    •.'!•     Lf'^i        U'-ui. At     ti'if    .VL.bli... 

.•_;-•:   c.':    i^'5.    1   cr.iid   'I'IM'K   r ..iv.i    -.".-'re      tiisn 11 ufi-rJ-.J. A 
•'. i •_ .  --til        C-Ti    fiur  iiifti i / •--    t • i -    d.^1  r<.     L O    -ii'ii-'W     jl-iia-- Lh — 
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•-. i '. i. t    ,       . .=i, - , 
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C  -.il. .  <  I O 1       •=*.•• 
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.?     u r  * - .< v-1- r      O '. IJ ' i ; 
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.• t -i- _ i ~ -i 1 y      t i i '•-   n •••• t: J       -'-' I ft) an      i \~\-:.i ea-itio 
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WILL      bfinq      .,it..r-e   cri.,i5   to   the   I<el   Air   =•--««   because   of      incrfrast-d 

i- C i_ f & S en b J 1  i. L Y • 

Th-      il^iLa   t.'..i.it=   I.-,   csti.iiati   th--?   Lnflu :   t..f   cri.utr   into   Lhr;      Rt 
area      ba»-5d   on   historical   records   o-f   Rt   1,      Y'ork   road,      and   othor 
road-^.       I   r-^tjueit   tnat   ^uch   o   study   tie   pc-r f .i-r.-n^J   ^nd   it=.   lindinqs 
i:>f .rser: ted      to   the   public   in   an   open   foru.ri   before   any   decision      is 

.rictde   to   conatruct   ariy   Rt   22     ex pan-/.i on. 
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impoftanh - .-.f orrct: i on omitted from the brochure ( "intended 
to. ..summarise        the        key     data      for     public information        and 

evaluation"    )    and   n.ade   available   at   the   meet ma? 
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ITEM   lA 

I      recsu^&t      that     «n   independant   consultant   ^nowledqabl e in      the 
Insurtince-      industry  be  obtained   to  qive   en   cpinion   on   the chanqe 
in      ir.turance  r cteb   that   nould   accompany   various  chanqes in     the 
crime  rate. 

\t> 

ITEM   2 

Tht^ Htri,-? implies that the construction of the proposed Rt 22 
*.c:.<_.i a r.ot •j--versely affect property values, yet the b.-ocnure 
Oui 11 i iii nq   fer   tjnt.*   'Titties   no   men t ion   of   such   a   study. 

The historic.?! data exists to make a statistically valid estimate 
of th^     chames     in     property      values     end     the     chanqes        from 
r'esi den t i al to Cofr.iTiercial use which ma •> come about a.ii a result of 
the      rroject. It   was   mentioned   at   the   Public   meetinci   that      botf. 
Rt 1 end York road were once very similar to Rt 22. The followmq 
^ t . d /   -.should   hi-.-   per fcr fiied: 

Dt-ter mi ne whal 'uads in flaryland have unde.'qone transformation 
frcrn   rural    rc-^ds   to   Urban   hiqhwayr.. 

J --r     _i r 

r j s d ,      cJet er fit i i iH?   t!ie   li^w   i.any      parcels      if       lir.'.d 
j   v.':"L' -r "i i i c. t i on ;       -for    a   dis'.-nce   of   2   or   3   "iiles   t _i 
•_. ic    .   LM^U . 
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will i each saturation, and then very quickly collapse due to lact 
of raw materials. In the Urban sense, a fully commercialized 
area will become less and less valuable even as a commercial 
zone, until finally it is reduced to warehousing and noxious 
industries. 

I  suggest  that  the  Department of Natural 
requisite expertise to perform such a study. 

Resources  has  the 

; 

I request that euch a study be performed and its findings 
presented to the public in an open forum before any decision is 
made to construct any Rt 22  expansion. 
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Wfiat      provision     14.   to   be   n.ode   for   pe-rsons   who^e     drivoweys      join 
Rt   22   to   nerqt  safely   into  rush  hour   trail ic   at   such   speeds*' ,*! 

What provision (t;uch dis stop Ixqhts) will be ffiade -for residential 
roadways  vxhich   join  Rt   ?2? 

What comparison has been made between anticipated accident rates 
•for   the  various Options  and  various  projected   traffic   volumes? 

Since the loc^l populace would use the road often. their risk 
would   be   increased   above  the   averaqe  risk.      How  much? 

»* *** St**** 

ITEM   5 
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*********** 

ITEM   7 

« 

At the Public itieetinq, many persons complained that your mailinq 
list is fictional.since they are on it yet received no 
information. Who is responsible for sendinq notices to persons 
on the list, and why did he fail to do so? 

********** 
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RICHARD H TRAINOR 
Socrc rctary 

Matyland Department ofTranspoitation ^ ^^^^ 
State Highway Administration Administrator 

June 26, 1987 (s£L 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471       y 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. Douglas Rockwell 
37 Bramble Lane 
Churchville, Maryland  21028 

Dear Mr. Rockwell: 

I am responding to your letter of April 26, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate the comments you have 
provided on the study.  This information will be helpful in our 
recommendation of a preferred alternative. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds are available to purchase right-of-way or to 
construct any of this project. 

In your letter you asked a series of specific questions 
about the study.  I have answered as accurately as I can below. 

1. No specific studies were performed in our environmental 
analysis on the relationship of highway improvements to 
changes in crime rates.  As you state, crime rates 
generally rise in areas that see an increase in land 
use activity.  The State Highway Administration does 
not set land use policies.  That is a function of your 
local government in Harford County.  We are responsible 
tor providing adequate roadway capacity for the land 
use which is selected. 

1A.  Vie  do not measure changes in insurance rates as a 
result of increases in crime rates. 

2. We do not measure changes to property values as a 
result of proposed roadways.  Historically, most- 

property increases in value over time.  A change in 
access can have an affect, but we are proposing no 
change to your access.  Property values are determined 
by Harford County. 

3. Our count of the number of homes displaced by the 
proposed roadway considers only those homes which lie 
within the right-of-way for the roadway.  If grading 
easements extend into the foundation of a home, it is 
also counted. 

My telephone number l« 333-1139 

IWetypewrlter for Impaired Hetrlng or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-482-5062 tttfewlde Wl Free 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203-0717 
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dr. Douglai Rockwell 
P«g« 2 

3A.  Our cost •stlroates for thi» »tudy mv made in 1986. 
If ve proceed with the study, theee costs will be 
updated. 

4. The reconstructed seBments of Maryland Route 22 will 
be posted for a speed limit no higher than 45 aph. 
Local and state policing agencies are responsible for 
monitoring and enforcing the speeds being driven. We 
anticipate no changes of access to the proposed road- 
way. Motorists entering the traffic stream aust today 
excercise caution when they enter the roadway, (tor 
analysis of accident statistics presented in the 
environmental document show that the four lane divided 
roadway will operatejsafer with fewer accidents than 
the existing roadway7" 

5. It is not possible to demonstrate projected noise 
levels at public meetings.  The projections are site 
specific and cannot be replicated in a contained 
setting, as in a public auditorium. 

6. All of the roadways on our state system of highways 
must allow for the passage of trucks.  We must design 
them accordingly.  The only locations within Maryland 
where trucks are prohibited are on local streets where 
a particular county or city maintains responsibility 
for that roadway.  In emergency situations, we can 
restrict the weight of trucks on bridges within our 
system. 

7. We maintain the mailing list for this project.  The 
Alternatives Brochure was mailed 2 weeks prior to the 
public hearing to all residents who own property along 
the roadway and anyone else who specifically asked to 
be enrolled on  the list. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

«-&UlSM^ 

\ 

f\ 

Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 
cc:  Mr. C. Robert 01sen 



1 

April 27, 1987 

C  PV-.C, .£<>*>P/fc.Obp<V...... 

RE:  Rt. 22 Proposals 

DeaV ri/-. Oliev^ 

I am a resident along Churchville Road (Rt.22) and have lived 
there all my life, 30 years. I am deeply concerned with the present 
state proposals to upgrade Rt.22 and feel they are flawed and 
dangerous.  I support the Churchville Road Association's proposal, a 
new southern limited access road linking Bel Air and Aberdeen in a 
straight line format. At present, Churchville Road is a predominately 
rural residential highway with a few businesses located at selected 
intersections.  The state proposals would destroy the present rural 
character of this Harford county corridor, drastically lower property 
values of the area's homes, physically affect the health of both the 
structures and their residents by high noise and air pollution, 
present a danger to the corridor's children, create a 500 foot X 9 
mile slum directly through the heart of rural Harford county, 
dramatically  affect  historical  sites,  endangered species  (the 
darter),  and the environment as a whole contrary to the state's 
Environmental Impact Study, provide Harford county's drivers a wider 
road to SIT on at intersection traffic jams, not handle the projected 
traffic loads for the year 2000, etc, etc. I could continue on and on 
presenting negative points but my letter would be to long to read. 

I would like to address a few points and problems that affect the 
present Bt.22 and State's build proposals. First, there are 
approximately 280 residential driveways, 75 business entrances, 13 
church entrances, 2 park entrances, 18 farm access drives, and 30 
intersections, both major and minor, of adjacent roads along 
Churchville Road. These total out to 418 access points along a 9.5 
mile rural road, or 44 access points per mile. These figures are for 
today, 1987; what will Churchville Road be like in 1997? At present 
because of poor design, most if not all, accidents happen at Rt. 22's 
intersections. If either of the States proposals are constructed, I 
am sure the accident rate will drastically increase at both the 
intersections and along the road. 
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Second, at present Churohvill© Road deliver* ell its treffio 
into downtown Bel Air. Grid look has been projeoted for Bel Air by 
1995 by town officials and the news media. Rebuilding the present 
Rt.22 to handle more traffic but still send them to down town oan do 
nothing store than hasten Bel Air's grid look problem. 

Third, a lot of attention is being paid to the bottleneok that 
has developed in the Churohville community with the intersections of 
Routes 22, 155, and 136. A bypass has been proposed by the State to 
aleviate this problem, but the state hasn't proposed any solutions to 
three other intersection problems that are developing rapidly or 
could develop with the widening of the present road. These 
intersections are as follows: 1. Moores Mill Road, Qreenbriar Road, 
and Rt. 22; 2. Thomas Run Road, Shucks Road, Prospect Mill Road, and 
Rt. 22; and 3. Graf tons Lane, Snake Lane, and Rt. 22. These 
intersections are developing into the same bottleneok as is already 
the case in Churohville. Will the State propose bypasses in the 
future for these problem areas or leave them to further develop into 
traffic hazards? 

Fourth, according to State officials, the main purpose to 
reconstruct the present Rt. 22 is to decrease the travel time 
between the towns of Bel Air and Aberdeen. At their sieeting the 
State presented sample roadways that their build alternatives would 
resemble. They were Joppa Road, York Road, and Northern Parkway, all 
in the Baltimore area. Both State build alternatives are similar, 
four or five lane roads with no shoulders, an urban conduit. I 
personally traveled these sample roads recently and was confused when 
I compared them to the States purpose and the Rt. 22 oorrider. Each 
sample roadway has many major intersections and many other access 
points, much like Rt. 22, but the speed limits were much lower, 
between 30 and 40 miles per hour. I found it impossible to achieve 
these posted speed limits and an excercise to traverse the road 
itself. Obstacles along the sample roads included mailmen, 
resident's parked cars, motorists turning right or left, delivery 
trucks blocking the roadway, school buses, pedestrians, etc., etc.. 
These obstacles combined to effectively block the road. My average 
speed was approximately 25 miles per hour with my top speed at 35. 
Even with its heavy loads, I find Rt. 22 is presently much easier to 
traverse and much quicker. I feel that if either of the States build 
proposals are adopted, the same situation that exists along these 
sample roadways would develop along Rt. 22 and the travel time 
between Bel Air and Aberdeen would drastically increase. The 
Churohville Road Association's new southern road proposal will 
eliminate this future problem by its limited access design and would 
provide a second much needed road between Bel Air and Aberdeen. 

\tf 
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Fifth,  The human environment problem was addressed by the State 
in a black and white Environmental Impact Study.  This study was, to 
say the least, misleading.  The majority of the families along Rt. 22 
are old-line Harford County families who have lived on Rt. 22 all 
their lives and have purchased or inherited their homes from families 
who moved there when Rt.  22 was not ouch more than a dirt path 
between the little military town of Aberdeen and the County Seat of 
Bel Air.   These residents listened to the State in the 1950's when 
they were told that the State was reconstructing Rt. 22 (to its 
present condition)  and that this would handle all future traffic 
needs.   According to the States Environmental  Impact Study, 6 of 
these families  in the four lane    proposal would be displaced, 2 
families  in the 5 lane proposal would be displaced, and 77 families 
would be effected  in segment 1 alone.  What does affected mean?  It 
says little about how many families would be living almost on top of 
the new road.  I conducted a personal survey of homes in my immediate 
neighborhood,  from Prospect Mill Road toward Bel Air to the curve at 
1919 Churchville Road,  (15 Homes).  9 of those 15 homes are already 
well within Harford County's 40 ft.  Minimum Setback Requirement. 
These 9 range from a high of 36  ft.  to a low of 1'4" from the 
proposed new roadbed, but yet these homes are not displaced, simply 
affected.   My survey only encompassed 15 out of the approximately 275 
homes along Rt. 22 and only 1/4 mile of the 9.5 mile road.  How many 
others will be  in violation of the Harford County Zoning and Health 
Restrictions?   Affected must mean that the structures will  be 
adversely affected,  the health and well being of the residents will 
be adversely affected,  the high quality of life now enjoyed by the 
residents will be adversely affected, the quite enjoyment of property 
along Rt.  22  will be adversely affected, the rural character of the 
area will be adversely affected, the environment as a whole will be 
adversely affected,  the high property values that are now the case 
along Rt. 22 will be adversely affected, etc., etc., etc.. 

Finally, in a personal discussion after the Public Hearing on 
Wednesday, April 22nd, 1987 at John Carroll School with State Road 
Officials that were present, a State Road official admitted to me and 
several other individuals that the present State proposals are 
nothing but a reactionary approach to solve the present problem. 
He personally said the State has NO futuristic plans that deal with 
the traffic problems along Rt. 22 and that, as a whole, the State 
Road Administration is a reactionary agency. The futuristic Southern 
new road proposed by the State in the past and now proposed by the 
Churchville Road Association should now be addressed, studied, and 
constructed. 
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To CUD up the point I an making, the widening of the present Bt. 
22 Is not the answer* reducing the traffic load on the present road 
is! The only way to reduce the load la a new eouthern road linking 
Bel Air direotly to Aberdeen. Thia would allow the present Bt. 22 to 
handle residential traffic as it was designed to handle and provide 
two Buoh needed routes from Bel Air to Aberdeen. Open land is there 
now to be acquired for a new road and it is ay understanding that the 
State already owns some land in the area from the past Rt. 23 
extended proposal. The present Rt. 22 does need attention, all the 
present major intersections are very poorly designed and cause most 
if not all of the accidents along Rt. 22. Each should be upgraded, a 
feature that is included in the States NO BUILD option. Also all 
traffic signals should be timed to allow proper flow of traffic. I 
also am sure that if one of the States approaches is passed and 
constructed, the accident rate will soar at both the intereections 
and along this residential road. With the passage of the 5 cent per 
gallon gas tax increase the State now has money to fund road 
construction. It would be a tragedy for the State Road 
Administration and the State Delegation as a whole to allow passage 
of either of the present State reactionary proposals and destroy an 
old rural residential Harford County neighborhood. I personally feel 
along with most citisens of Harford County and their elected County 
Officials (ie; The County Council) that the State gas tax windfall 
should be spent to study, addxess, plan, and construct the 
Churchville Road Association's proposal of a new southern road. 
Thank You. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen R.   Green 

~f Jolnn Gx/roll  School   o^   f\f>(i93.K>A.    I')?'!,    "TACVJVV/OU' . 

Mr   'V 
»K' •;k\i'»" '•" 
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Maryland Department oflransportetion 
State Highway Administration 

May  19,   1987 

Re: 

WnUinvK. Htllrocn, 
Utntan 

MtlKwsd! 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 . 

Mr. Stephen H. Green 
2004 Churchville Road 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. Green: 

I am responding to your letter of April 27, 1987 pertain- 
ing to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 
between Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate 
your endorsement of the No-Build Alternative. Your comments 
will be given a thorough consideration as we recommend 
a preferred alternative for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this 
planning study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
Process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: eJMaULSt 
•Randy Aldrich A tandy 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr.   C.   Robert Olsen 

My Uliphwii iumbar Is. 333-1139 
T«l*typ*wrtt«r for Impaired HMring or Op—ch 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro - S654451 D.C. Metro - 1-80CM92-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Catvert St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203 • 0717 
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Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

May  15,   1987 

William K. Hellmamu 
Stcratinr' 

HalKt'ttoft 
Mnlniilnler 

Re Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate*Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

I 
Ms. Brenda White 
1024 Chesapeake Drive #3B 
Havre de Grace, Maryland  21018 

Dear Ms. White: 

I am responding to your letter of April 27, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement 
of the No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will be given a 
thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred alternative 
for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. Please contact us again 
if we can provide additional assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

"^Randy AldricTh 
Project Manager 

My tBlophone number Is. 333-1139 
Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

3837555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 DC. Metro — 1-600492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North CalyertJSt.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203 - 0717 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION A 
^ PftOJjOUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS i % I 

D'^ S.'O'Contract No.  H 656-000-(i71 
jjjr   i    . PDMS No.   123007 

'w OllAf%feion-Dcslgn Public Hearing 
*"  »/ Mflrvlftnd   Rout*   ?? Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME 

PRmT8'    ADDRESS      ^/,7    ^f/^    ^   

CITV/TnWM     C6l*rc/L////f  RTATF       ^^ ZIP  CODBsS^^— 

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

nc   re nefrncTj 

¥ m s„rrt,A M/W/ rf/J/1 n " «;fh AM,•** P- 

See page 2 of attached statement for response. 

CHTPlease add my/our nsme(s) to the Mailing List.* 

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

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

V_fiR 



My name is Frank Kragl, Jr.  I am here to represent my family and all 

who are gathered in the name of rural preservation. 

This whole issue has caused an adverse psychological affeQt on our 

entire family. We were never officially notified of any highway alterations. 

Imagine the impact, when the local newspaper, we saw proposed bypass routes, 

one of which would completely demolish our home, barn, smoke house, corncribs, 

bathhouse, pool, valuable farm land and most of all our total way of life. 

This property and buildings are of historical and sentimental value to 

me because they have been in the family since the turn of the century, when 

my grandparents escaped from communism to settle in "Free America".  The 

activation of proposal Alternate B would completely divide this precious 

homeland, making access to the remaining land possible only by way of costly 

overpasses. 

In 1985, a geological survey of our property was conducted.  The 

archeological site is recorded as site 18 HA 156 in the Maryland Geological 

Survey, Division of Archeology, which is eligable for the National Register. 

We were informed that at least four levels of Indian civilizations are evident, 

This would indicate the necessity of more archeological survey and extensive 

escavation before any altering of present land structure. 

The practicality of this bypass is non-existent. 

1. This alternate would never alleviate any of the problems for 

which it is designed.  It would only create more problems. 

2. There would be the same existing curve. 

3. There would be another intersection h mile  from existing 

congested area of Rt. 22 and 136. 

A.  It would destroy not just five families' homes as suggested in 

the Environmental Impack Statement but scores of homes would be 

destroyed by the noise level, air pollution and by the closeness 

of the road to homes. 
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5. Wildlife preservation and water purity would be affected. At 

present, wildlife run freely in our woods, fields, and streams. 

Our streams would be affected by salt run off from the bypass, thus 

affecting not only wildlife but also livestock of existing farms. 

In summary, aside from the emotional, historical and archeological 

devistation caused by proposed Alternate B, this plan is not practical.  Look 

to the future, connect Bel Air and Aberdeen at Rt. 95 with a more direct 

commercial and commuter road between Bel Air and Aberdeen.  Only then will 

the traffic problem be alleviated.  BUT, let Churchville remain rural! 

RESPONSE 

A decision regarding the proposed improvement of MD 22 to the east of MD 543 and 
the selection of an alternate for a southern Churchville bypass has been deferred. 
At such time that a decision is made the above comments will be considered.  Should 
a build alternate be selected, appropriate mitigation measures will be incorporated 
nto the project to assure that the selected alternate would have a minimal impact 

the environment.  The final environmental document will include a summary of both 
he ambient and projected noise levels, with any required mitigation, and an air 
quality analysis summary for projected conditions.  Erosion and sediment control 
measures and stormwater management would also be incorporated into the project to 
minimize impacts to water quality.  Measures would also be taken to minimize the 
loss of wildlife habitat. 

& 

0 ^^h 

The alternates that have been considered, and any new alternates that may be 
developed, for the deferred sections of the MD 22 project would be planned and 
designed to provide an acceptable level of service thru the design year. 

Following the public hearing in April, 1987 a review of the MD 23 Extended project 
was conducted to determine the feasibility of providing a more direct route from 
Bel Air to Aberdeen.  This review revealed that residential development has 
effectively eliminated those alignments from further consideration. 

V-70 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 
HHIT"\ i ukmn>:-i -'mirrr"" im^wwrnmrn' —-m 

& 

Contract No.  H 656-000-471 r=-       _ 
PDMS No.   U3007 » . % 

Location-Design Public Hearing ^ o^-S 
Maryland Route 22 "" -cr-o 

Shamrock Road to Interotate Route 95       CD r^o 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 ^ ^^S 
John Carroll High School s:rn' 

NAME     Conrad L. Swann     nATt; '27 %ir<1 IIP? 

PLEASE    .-««_«*   354B Churchvllle Road,   Daker-P.odman House (HA 9P9) 
PRINT       ADDRESS ,  

CITY/TOWN Aberdeen 8TATE-^aalamL_2IP conP9inm 

I/Wo wloh to commont or Inquire obout tho following oopocto of this project: 

Noise Pata, to Include frequency, time of day, day of week  

Mr Quality Pata, to Include frequency, time of dav. dav of WPPW 

Anv studies on vibration  H.g.  Pffppfc nn >  1ft7 year. AIX K^Mr» t( framp/stuecn 1P«;«; 

 t^an 30' fron existing rlght-Qf-wnJ : .  
ftffects on adjacent wells 

Alternatives analysis fornovlng roadway south to accomnorfate arentrr riUtunrr 

from hostorlc site. ;  

l.'nrkshppt tn dfttarmlnfl valuo of property affoctod 

RESPONSE: 

See letter dated June 29, 1987 on pages V-167 to V-169 of this document 

for response to above issues. 

• B3 Please add my/our name(t) to the Mailing List.* 

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. v_71 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ll 
PROJEa   QUESTIONS AND/CR COMMENTS |H » 

0EWrL0f»Hr,T 
O/VlSr-.;"   ' Contract No. H 656-000-471 

u,     , PDMS No.  123007 
Wr   '    /ti C? tH '^focatton-Design Public Hearing 

<* Nil ffT       Maryland Route 22 
Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 

Wednesday April 22,  1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME        £//£!+/     ^yr^/c^/J DATE 

PRINT86    ADDRESr^V^    ^^/    *&£ - 

•>ln•//d/>J>/i////£'      STATE /X2_-ZIP COPB^^P7^ 

I/We jwlah to comment orOnquIre about tho following eepects of this project: 
r r       ' ' JL, '  ^  

.JiZt^tJ 
^ y^/vG- 2s/^ 

zJts^XM**^ 

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

Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 
•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 



STATE HIQHWAv   ADMINISTRATION .(Vx 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS \"v 

PROJECT    t • 
DEmv^PME',T    Contract No. H 656-00CM71 

DIM>'(.•: PDMS No. 123007 
y.v | ,h      .., .    Location-Design Public Hearing 
"" '  10 01 m  87       Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95   
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME 

PmNATSE    ADDRESS 7-— / 

CITY/TOW i/y;/^/^/^STATE_/^2 ZIP CODE^^^^/^ 

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

fl^y y/ as^S r>    ^ > /AM    / f^^   fff - 

^^J (fit     ^4f^L    ^Jt&yjZi      Art 

^ Please add my/our namets) to the Mailing List.* 

I     1 Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 
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ICHARD H TRAINOR 

Maiyland Department ofTmspemnn HALKASSOFF      ^^ 
State Highway Administration Admmutrator       J 

«ane 19, 1987 

Re: Contract No. H 656-000-471 
fioryland Route 22 
del Air to Interstate Route 95 
fWS No. 123007 

Ms. Eileen V. Brown 
Ms. Christina M. Brown 
2903 Kragle Drive 
Churchville, Maryland  21028 

Dear Mss. Brown: 

I am responding to your letters of April 28, 1987 regarding 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Interstate Route 95.  The questions you have asked 
are reasonable and have been addressed in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement prepared for this study.  This document is 
on display at those locations cited in the Alternates Brochure. 
Generally there are no serious impacts associated with any 
of the items you mentioned.  There will be no violations of 
the National or State Ambient Air Quality Standards as a result 
of the Maryland Route 22 project. There are several locations 
along the proposed roadways where Federal Noise Abatement Criteria 
will be exceeded.  None of the locations are associated with 
either of the align;..ents for the Churchville Southern By-Pass 
which are adjacent to your home. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds are available to purchase right-of-way or 
to construct any of this project. 

1 thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development  Division 

by: &M. <>• Hi Randy 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 
cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

My telephone number l«       333-1139 
tbtctypewrlter tor Impaired Hearing or SpdC-h 

3B3-7&55 Baltimore Mciro - 665-0<i>1 D.C. Metro - 1-800-482-60J-2 ftntci.lde To»l Free 
707 No;th Culvert St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21S03-0/17 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

\ 
^ 

Contract No.   H 656-000-471 
PDMS No.   123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route  22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April  22,   1987 

John Carroll High School 

NAME IMlUrs, %AM P.&irM .DATE 

PmNATSE    ADDRESS. 
uruyt 

tofy\\W 

CITV/TOWN CWtMU .STATE, ug .ZIP CODE 2\t>2V 

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

J 
*t 

/yyjA   gyU^J1'7 -Mi^y   /UA^ M-^'ACy   kwlMf   vcr^f^  oJ^tOil^ 

^tif 
r^z/j dtf- pivrJj j/U MAW AiA'tb l^mM* kyyy Zwu^ 

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

I    1 Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received a copy of this  brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 1 V-75 



I   ATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

" ,' Contract No. H 656-000-471 
PDMS Mo.  123007 

' / Location-Design Public Hearing 
// Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22,  1987 

John Carroll High School 

10 

NAME 

PRTNT     ADDRESS. 

^.,Y,^UIMfiWflw^ _8TATEll2 ZIP CODEJ^  

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the followlnfl aspocte ot thla project: 

XeaM^Qj ^ OfoW'l */>frfafr&^s*- j  

JM^" hm ~m Ai>fa  — — ^M^  tXAf   -rw AJL>W •  ^^ -•.   M  

»   .-      .   .i .    i-. /.I *        a'l .../..1l.-> iXti 

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

\ 1—I Piettt delete my/our named) from the Mailing List. 

j*      •Ptr»opi who have received a copy of thl» brochure through the mall are alread] 
on thii>roject Mailing Liftt. v-76 
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Maryland Department of Transportation wlIHam < H0llminn 
fctrttory 

Stale Highway Administration 
Hal Kettoft 
Adminbtrttef 

June 10, 1987 

RE:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 22 
PDMS No. 123007 

Dr. and Mrs. Bruce P. Burns 
309 Windsor Court 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Dr. and Mrs. Burns: 

I am responding to your letter of April 28, 1987 regarding 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate the comments you have 
provided about the impacts imposed by the proposed roadway to 
your neighborhood in Churchville.  This information will be 
given a thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred 
alternative for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study. No funds have been approved to purchase right-of-way or 
to construct any of this project. 

In your letter you had some specific questions that I have 
addressed below. 

1. We anticipate there will be no impact to your septic 
system.  The Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
prepared and circulated for this study addresses soil 
strata and its groundwater recharge characteristics. 
There are no unique circumstances which would indicate 
apparent impacts to your or your neighbors' systems. 

2. The environmental document also addresses the effects of 
increases in noise levels.  Along the alignments for 
the Southern Churchville By-Pass Alternatives, 13 
noise sensitive areas were identified.  Analysis at 
these sites of the noise levels generated by design 
year traffic volumes indicate there are no levels 
exceeding the Federal Highway Administrations Noise 
Abatement Criteria of 67 dBA. 
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Dr.  and Mrs; Bruce P. Burns 
June 10,  1987 
Page 2 

3. As you have Btated, the alignments for the Churchvllle 
Southern By-Pass Alternatives cross through an area 
rich in archeological content.    Phase I and Phase II 
Archeologlcal Surveys have been performed on several 
specific sites.    None of the sites are eligible for 
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. 
Prior to any funded construction activities,- specific 
site digs may be performed to document the content  for 
future analysis. 

4. Accident analysis has been performed and there are not 
alot of accidents occuring in the vicinity of the 
Campus Hills Shopping Center.     If Maryland Route 22 
were to be constructed the numerous access points  to 
the shopping center would be consolidated  into one 
major point  controlled by a traffic signal. 

5. Selection of the Four Lane Divided Alternative  for the 
reconstruction of Maryland Route 22 will  actually 
create a safer roadway.     Pedestrians will  cross one 
direction of traffic at  a time.    Motorists using 
driveways will  also only impede one direction of 
traffic at a time.     School bus stops will  be made 
as safe as they are today. 

6. Our primary reason  for reconstructing Maryland Route 
22  is to accommodate the volumes of  traffic  forcasted 
for the roadway.     Without  a widened roadway,   traffic 
tie-ups will  intensify,   accident  rates will   increase, 
and the economic vitality of the area will  suffer.     All 
of this analysis has been documented in the Draft 
Environmental   Impact  Statement prepared  for this study. 

I  thank you  for your  interest  in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study.    Please contact us again  if 
you have additional questions. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H.  Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

|Ml 

by: SfcttW^ 
LHE:RCA:s6 
cc:     Mr. C.  Robert 01sen 

Project Manager 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

CITY/TOW 

32=0 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
PDMS No. 123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

\ 
$ 

•DATE ^<tf-n 

.STATE /^/ 2IP CODE    ^-"^ 

I/We wish to commont or Inquire about the following aopocto of this project: 

AHrtufi Pfy fa»< 
£&CL*A ffr**^ tu-cM Ac w Cj^fh ru*M^ UKMJF 

/&J>&fo*rt- \ 7  , jy—»      A    A i     J   /,  

M-, 

Tt 
yfesJ£^ y^t**. r 

K /*J>  OAJU   fiLJM*£/. 
6u fi~*U; 

Oft /^f/ 
^CpieaKft add mv/our nam>(s) to the Mailing Ll*t.» 

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

•Pereons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. v_7g 



pfi 
MaryfandDepartmentofTransponotfon 

* 
Bttt* HightMy Admtnlttntlon 

1WM K* ffV^VimMI 

IWXMMlf 

May 8, 1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
P.D.M.S. No. 123007 

Mr. David K. Brown 
2903 Kragl Drive 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. Brown: 

I am responding to your letter of April 28, 1987 pertain- 
ing to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate the comments 
you make about the impacts to the rural environment by the 
Churchville Southern Bypass Alternatives.  Your opposition 
to the bypass will be fliven full consideration as our study 
continues. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right- 
of-way or to construct any of this project.  If and when funding 
becomes available, you will be notified via the project mailing 
list. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H.  Ege,  Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: A 4J* yicM-^ 'Randy 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:    Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION /^r\ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS X^J 

Contract No.  H 656-000-471 
PDMS No.   123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route  22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route  95 
Wednesday April  22,   1987 

John Carroll High School 

NAME I^THTCITM nipnvnMcrT     DATE    4f?R/R7 

• 

PFmJ^      AnrvpcftR      7r)ft m^^ r.»»rt- 

r.lTY/TnWM     Churchville STATE iffi -ZIP CODE_ZlQ2Ja_ 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire ebout the following aspects of this project: 
f 

As a resident of Churchville, I am directly affected by the State proposals of    / / 

• — ~ " T?/ 
"Combined Location/Design of MD Route 22, Segment A and Segment B*. and indirectly—L,' 

affected by the overall proposal for the Route 22 corridor redesign.  I believe the 

present proposals are poorly devised, and fail to consider the desirahlp rural  

character of the areas involved.  I support the general concept as nronosed bv th. 

Route 22 Corridor Association atM the April 22, 1987 public hearing d: the John Car 

High School.  As I an sure you are avare, everyone who attended the meeting (the 

auditoriuc was filled to capacity) is unanimously in favor of the "pn hn-MH' 

alternative.  We are talklnf about ppnpl p who use this rnari nn a daily harU   

Since we live in a democracy. "WT THE PEOPLE" support the NO SUTTn ATTFRNftTTVF — 

m Please add my/our nam»($) to the Mailing List.* 

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this bmchu.e through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. v_81 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract Ho. H 656-000-471 
PDMS Mo. 123007 

Locttion-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22. 1987 
John Carroll High School 

& 

NAME JOSEPH J. CHRON0WSKI •DATE   V«W. 

PWHTE    ADDRESS. 
308 Windsor Court 

WffjnviH   Churchvllle STATE. JSL .ZIP CODE   ?in?s 

I/We wish to commont or Inquire about the toUowIng aspects ol this project: 

As a resident of Churchvllle. I am directly affected bv the State prPPPSSlg pf  

"Combined Location/Design of MB Route 22, Segment A and Sfjgttpnt l\  and InfllrecUv  

, ,  .u o  •  -)•> rnrridor redesign.  I believe the 

present propnsBls are pnnrlv devised *nd fall to ronslrtfr thf lIPBlmMP nira3  

character of the areas involved.  I aupport the general concept as proposed by the  

,  ,   .  *w  A ^4i ??  IQR? public hearing at the John Carroll 

High School.  As I am sure vou are avare. pyprvone who arrrndpd the fflPPtlnp fthp — 

audltoriuip was filled to capacity) is unanimously in favor of the "no build"  

alternative. We are talking about people who use this road on a daily bpsig.  

Since we live in a democracy, "WE THE PEOPLE" support the WO BUILD ALTERNATIVE. 

rp pitsse add my/our name(s) to the IflalltnQ List.* 

Plssss delete my/our name(s) from the M*Hlng-un. 

•Persons who heve received a copy ol this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. v-82 



Maryland Department ofTmsportation 
State Hiflhway Administration 

RE: 

May  21,   1987 

* 
\ 

Winum K. Hinmjrm 
SaertUnr     ' 

Hal KassoH 
MmlnUtrater 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 ^ 
PDMS No. 123007 

• 

Mr. and Mrs. Jospeh J. Chronowski 
308 Windsor Court 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Chronowski: 

I am responding to your letter of April 28, 1987 regarding 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement of the 
No-Build Alternate.  Your comments will be given thorough con- 
sideration as we recommend a preferred alternate for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study. Please contact us again if we 
can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project  Development  Division 

by: ./&J..K ('. \d,A 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 

cc:     Mr.   C.   Robert  Olsen 

# 

My telephone number Is. 
333-1139 

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

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore, Maryland 21203 • 0717 



land Department of Transportation 
e Highway AAmlnlstratioD 

Nonlce M.  CluniL 
2920 Craftona Lane 
ChurchvlUe, MD 2 
2B Xprll 1987 

Office of Plaoning and Preliminary Engineering litttli. MS • 

Baltimore, MD 21203 RIHSB fi HOMJAn E«E®5 

Request that the following statement be included in the transcript . 
of the public hearing held on 22 April 1987 at John Carroll School. 

1 own a home and approximately 22 acres of land In Churchville vhich la 
within Segment 2 along Option A of the proposed southern by-pass 
alternatives. • •       . ._  .       ~ • • -r 

The green booXlet published by the State Highway Xflaiinistration 
describing the options and their effects,   as veil as the store detailed 
Information available at the local libraries,  contain numerous oniisBioos 
and errors.  For example, vhereas on p.   7 of the booXlet the option 
affecting my property is labeled -B",   on p.   9 it is labeled "•A". 

I attended the public hearing on 22 April at John Carroll School. 
The charts displayed depicting the course of the highway clearly showed 
the roadway severing several acres at the rear of siy land  (No.     7) but 
the lost acreage vas not included on the list of those affected.    We 
querried several of your representatives vho expressed some dismay at 
these cndssionB and assisted us in estimating the lost acreage and the 
•tance between By home and the roadway.    My home was also not included 

the list of those residences in air and noise sensitive areas 
ientified in the more detailed library material even  though it is in 

closer proxindty to your road than some of those homes which were 
included.     Have such errors occurred  for other properties? 

-    My home is located towards the rear of siy property BO as to be 
closer to mj septic system to which my sewage is pumped.  This septic 
systeaj is in the vicinity of your proposed highway.   It is the only area 
oo the property vhich passed the perX test.   If you should infringe upon 
this area you may find that rather than purchasing several  acres of land 
you will be buying a $200,000 hone  as well   (per last years «tstijaate by a 
real estate conpany). 

As noted by my neighbor,  Donald Hines,   a four-bedrocn home has since 
replaced the trailer which you depicted in your survey. Your roadway 
•goes through •his'  front door and out  'his'  rear". Another home has been 
recently built on Graf tons Lane in the vicinity of your proposed roadway. 
What other homes and acreage have not been accounted for in your cost 
estimates? As a taxpayer and homeowner I view these errors and cndssionB 
as irresponsible and appalling. 

I ant a single female.    I left the crime, noise and pollution of Hew 
York City in 1974 to find mj dream here in the country.    I oould not have 
designed a •ore peaeeful, K>re beautiful landscape for «iy Deck Bouse.    I 
«llt ay home in 1979. The interior and exterior of the house is mostly 

od. The design features a spacious deck and large allding glass doors 
d windows which take advantage of the beauty of the •urrounding    . 
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countrycifle.* I €110 oil ep Intorlor and exterior finiehiiig work. Sh© V 
tine find toarc 2 hnvo put Into the hone cannot be roiDttxireed. My large /vA 
bedroom windows look tcwards the rear of my property and Paul Hines* . IM 
pastures where the bison graze.   Y 

•,?*? i. i-z •*.->*--: i' •> r  <\i  •" '-•(*'• 
My father, who Is now 81 years old, joined ra in 1980. Be loves the 

quiet, the privacy, the boauty of the land and the wide variety of 
nlmalB which find security on my property, lie io ouffering oonsiderably . . 

with the thought that a roadway could be constructed near our hose. Your . 
roadway will jaeotxay ^the 6en of a red-tailed fox tftlch lives near the 100 
year cud ctone fence which you plan to bulldose. You will destroy ths 
hemas of fooilios of bluebirds, red-tailed hawks, xjild canarys and other .' 
species of birds which laafte their home in and around the wooded area -on' - 
the property. "I^y nond Is fed by one of two ctroans which pass through ay -" 
land.' You will undoubtedly pollute the air and these waterways And stake -V";  
.it difficult to support thio natural h^itate.--^^.v-^ rrj  '<  -^ ": ; '^ / 

.^V i , •'•.';.,*•»"•  : -.:*'* j     •.-'.*. ;~—„r. 'i  Ji-^V    '...-'"4" . *""••'—«-.-'iirr.v-fr . "- .-'."'•"•*•>--.: -r*.-"^;*- 

?Your soluticms Tare -a '"band-aid" approach- whidh/ in the not to - =. *'• r "-^/ - 
distant future, *dJLl require a ©ore effective solutiati.? fiowever, dn the ' r* 7i 
Interim you will only succeed in destroying homes, families and the ~i, "^fZ^^ 
beauty *>£ ^the countryside where we have chosen to live.- • ;i: support the -1;r*."' •"•' :•.--. 
NO-BUIU) alternative vhich offesro viable And msr&.coat effective: —  ' "" !l ;l£ 

. improvemento.to the -existing &te.J22.: That, -coanbined with alternative":., -'r*- V_ ..' 
'"D*, provide^ths nost rational dolutlon.  It is also recanmsnded that yen;..V.••.•"• 
pursue a store direct/limited access .route further south between .Bel Air ".''rv---. 
and Aberdeen which will resolve both your current concerns as well as '"'^jri. 
those you taight have for the futures "If ^ou expedite your investigation 
in this latter area you will minimige personal hardship and ultixsately _ 
oave the taxpayers a great deal of coney. 

Ttonica M. Gluon ~ 

?        * •- - »»^      ...» ..., 

-f   r 
"JL" ;*T.- ^.^- 

?*•• 

•, i. .•   .- 

t 
:   ^ 

_V-il JusV.  •-    V -    '^\, .-.'- '    -    -   •       .-•-.•..     sri. .     -   . i---- J 4- «. - -  ^ -' •  - 

., ,r±.   <* ^ •-   *,   •   ... r -•«•.-•; •'.••-—-   •'•<••••  tr. -. ».:ri.„t.-: i. ;-„•.     ii _ :. .1   . .   . .-...    •.•/* • 
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MaiylBndDepartmentofTnmsponaton 
$ 

^VIHWMI M« (W^W^Ww^W 

•tttt Mtflhwty Mmlnlitrallon 
Kay 29,  1987 

Vv^H ^•#B^w» 

Ret    Contract Bo. B €56-000-471 
ttaryltind Rout* 22 » 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No.   123007 * • 

Ms. Monica M. Glumm 
2920 Graftons Lane 
Churchvilie, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Glummt 

21028 

I am responding to your letter of April  28,   1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.     I appreciate your providing information 
regarding the Impacts associated with the Churchville Southern 
Bypass Alternatives to your property on Graf tons Lane.     I  regret 
any ambiguity our Environmental Impact Statement nay have made 
regarding the impacts related to your property.    We will use the 
information you have provided to correct the evaluation data. 
Also, your support of the No-Build Alternate and the construction 
of Connection D between Maryland Routes  22 and  155 will" be given 
full consideration as our study continues. 

Once project decisions have been made, we will notify you of 
these decisions via a project status report which will be sent to 
everyone on our mailing list. 

At this time,  no funds have been programmed to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct the Churchville Bypass. 

Thank you for your  interest  in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study.    If you have further comments or 
questions,  contact me or the Project Manager,  Mr.  Randy Aldrlch, 
telephone 333-1139. 

Very truly yours, 

0y)|^f    TjuCM<* 

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

ttJPstn 
cct    Mr. Charles R. Olsen 

Mr. Louis H.  Ege,  Jr. 

.. ......raim 333-1110 

myn» Mtlmer* Mttro — M604510.C. MMie — 1*0fr4IMM3 StaHNM* Ten FIM 



"TCP LOTNCTYV-N   QK^T^au^, 

^OO "vTi^ O V. ^"^ C>Cl">\a>r-r>cr 

RECEIVED 
APR 30 B87 

DIRECTOR, mm If 
fUHme & PRiuuniARY mmm 
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pi 
MBiyfBndDep&nmentofTrdnsponstm 

•UJKttMll 
Stall Hlghwty Admlnlttrttkon 

Hay 18, 1987 

RE: Contract Ho. 3 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 *• 
PDMS No. 123007 

Ms. Patricia Hajemann 
303 North Middleton Court 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Ms. Eajemann: 

I am responding to your letter of April 28, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement of the 
No-Build Alternate. Your consnents will be given thorough con- 
sideration as we recommend a preferred alternate for the study. 

At tMs time, we have funding only to complete this planning 
study. No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study. Please contact us again if we 
can provide additional assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

fcandy Aldrich"    / 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bh 

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

Cy ttttphoM amnbfr n    333-1139 
TM#typ#Wftt9f lOf UnpwfSd HMfMQ 9t SpMOh 

363-7865 BtKlmort Mrtro — MMM51 DC. Mrtro - VWMtMCe* •MtawM*Toll Fra* 
P.O. tex 717 / 707 North Catoft tt.ASaltlmort. Mwyiane 31203 • 0717 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
COMMENTS ft^flOJECT QUESTIONS AND/OR V # 

O'V/S,")'  ' Contract No. H 656-000-471 
i/,v , PDMS No. 123007 

' /u 03 M'fcpcation-Deslgn Public Hearing 
^   Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME Jdse 
fi 

n (>Q r fe- A/ Z^CLs  DATE 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. £/// ^A />/^^  T^c/ 

H-fsiJl/irl 

riTv/TnwM   CAarcLvJU.BThTE /^ -V Z«P CODI 
^ to2-8- 

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

y^d,^ 

.^T^^   ' 7%<&-^ 

J^/^ 

.^i^C^tf 
:    7  r /*7^ 

•/>' 

.fi^0-^. /yjjy r^^ 

^<^^n 2/S*^^ 7" 2^^- 
-^51 */<> 

/^^ 
/d" /tjfc^t^^t-zz 

-y-M-*^* T 
\—\ please sdd my/our nami(8) to the Mailing List.* 

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. V-89 



\ -^   MarfandDepartrnMofTmsportetmn mmim~ 
/     ,'        Stait HighMty Adrnmittrtlion 

& 

• 

MKISMR 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Cosenza 
3114 Aldino Road 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Cosenza: 

I am responding to your letter of April 29, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement 
of the No-Build Alternative.  This information will be helpful 
as we recommend a preferred alternative for the study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds are available to purchase right-of-way or to 
construct any of the project. 

The easement you mentioned is utilized in the alignment 
for Connection D,.  This connection provides a new roadway between 
Maryland Routes 22 and 155.  The existing intersection between 
these two roadways in Churchville is too close to the Maryland 
Route 136'Intersection to provide adequate traffic operation 
in Churchville.  The Steering Committee of the Route 22 Corridor 
Association recommended inclusion of Connection D into the study 
because of the impacts associated with Connections C and C-2. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to the study.  Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: MM HA 
LHE/RCA/ih 
cc:     Mr.   C.   Robert Olsen 

Randy 
Project Manager 

v-90 
My MtpboM Mnter h      333-1139 

T*t*typ*writtf tor Impaired HMring or SpMCh 
383-7555 Baltlmort Metro - 8650451 D.C. Metro — 1-80CM82-S062 SMtewM* Toll Free 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
PDMS No. 123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

^ 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

CITY/TOW 

^± n,TP ¥•&•*? 

tJEL 
/>L^Jc4&?«*• ^      • ci>BP^>^y 

l/We wish to comment or inquire about the lollowlnfl aspects of this project: 

.^ -   iJ/^f t/L*   yd   >^J^ Jr^J'^ f. 

Z ̂  
7 

77: 
_^±S_ trW-?^ 

2^-L^D± 

6 
3    .'.,    Z^ ^Lt<J— 

— •     -—y^ ^cXZ- 

c»— 

Cr^^-x- yz-c 

t^Z^-T ̂ _^^_—-» 

6~>T-S- 

<a_- —py   0 ^S^x- ^f 

^^ ^'- TL^y— u): 

^c^X/^      tc-^J-^ ~/L 

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

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



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract Ho. H 656-000-m 
PDMS No. 123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

|l»l 

NAME       Otf«tW ffrttpL DATE ^f^^f? 

^N
A
T

SE    ADDRESS p/rCri^r^   f / \ — 

CITY/TOWN^-id-^k-.8TATEj^^ ZIP CODE^/^>g 

l/Wi> with to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

V rfr.fJS^ i^Tr^uM~/ut Jj^*^ 
j* ^ -, ^fJf^^  *^*Si 

Of,/   ^f^M.^^i^^<-T<-   * 

$ u <^-i. 

f 
XyCt.^rr^J*' is***** 

IjZA* ^ti^L  /GL-^yO^^L- H'*£?-*• 

nzTpiftaif add mv/our nam>(») to the Mailing List.* 

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

•Persons who have received s copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. v-92 



STATE HIGHWAY ADK     iSTRATION v'V 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS \\r 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
PDMS No. 123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME  £^ f^t  DATE f'*?-*? 

PRTNT'"     AnnPFAR   £l5   Calvary ftd-* PLEASE 
7* 

r.iTY/rnwM   C^rr.A^'//^ STATE  ffldi ZIP COPE ^/^^ 

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

O^M.   Aix^f:   jLJrxlcAil, . : — 

ia l£ ^^r-rv    T^/e,   /f^x^tAi^   /m*^ 

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

I     1 Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. v-93 



Maryfend Department ofTransportatJon 
Statt Higtiway Adminittration 

\\jb 
WmUwK. HUmiw 
BacfMary 

Mat Kiuafl 
June 10,  1987 

RE:     Contract No.  B 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No.   123007 

Mr.   and Mrs.  Olbert M.  Pritt,  Jr. 
215 Calvary Road 
Churchville,  Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr.   and Mrs.  Pritt: 

I   am responding to your  letters of April 29,   1987  regarding 
our Project Planning study  on Maryland Route 22 between  Bel  Air 
and  Interstate Route 95.     I   appreciate the comments  you  have pro- 
vided  about the  impacts  imposed by  the proposed roadways  to  the 
Churchville area.     This  information will be given  a  thorough  con- 
sideration as we recommend  a preferred alternate  for  the  study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study. No funds have been approved to purchase right-of-way or 
to  construct  any of this project. 

In  your  letters,   you  had  some  specific  questions  that   I   have 
addressed below. 

First Letter 

1. We envision no major  change to property values.     Prop- 
erty  in this area,   like most  property in an  urbanizing 
area,   will  continue  to  appreciate  in  value.      Individual 
assessments will  be based on similar sales  in  the  area. 

2. The Draft Environmental   Impact Statement  prepared  for 
this study addresses the potential for increases  in 
air pollution.     The  analysis performed  indicates  there 
will be no excessive  levels of pollution. 

3. The environmetnal  document  also addresses our  investi- 
gation of the potential  for increases  in noise  levels. 
The analysis indicates that the Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration's Noise Abatement Criteria will be exceeded in 

"a few locations along the reconstructed portions of 
Maryland Route 22.     Reducing these noise  levels with 
noise barriers has been determined not practical due 
to the numerous driveways along the roadway. 

My Miphoni mimbtr t,       333-1139 
Tatatypawrittr for Impalrtd HMrlng or SpMCh 

363-7555 Baltimore Metro - 665-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492 5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203 • 0717 



Mr. and Mrs. Olbert M. Pritt, Jr. \^ 
June 10, 1987 ^ 
Page 2 

4. Traffic forecasts prepared for this roadway indicate 
future levels of traffic which cannot safely be accom- 
modated by a two lane roadway.  If reconstructed, the 
roadway can handle this traffic, experience a reduced 
rate of accidents, and contribute to the economic 
vitality of the area. 

5. With the completion of Maryland Route 24 in the near 
future, the reconstruction of Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Churchville will become a top priority in 
Harford County. 

6. Studies of this roadway have been ongoing for the last 
ten to fifteen years.  An informational meeting was 
held at the Harford Community College during the fall 
of 1984. 

7. Our information supports the need for the road improve- 
ment.  We try to make every reasonable effort to mini- 
mize impacts. 

8. We envision no large increase in the crime rate as a 
result of this proposed roadway. 

9. Without major reconstruction of Maryland Route 22, 
traffic congestion on the roadway will increase.  Con- 
tinuing subdivision of land, particularly in the western 
end of our study area, contributes to this congestion. 

10.  The document examines the impact to the area from 
business displacements.  Only the Carsins Run area 
would be impacted.  The study estimates there are 
sufficient opportunities for the businesses to relo- 

•>cate to other locations in the immediate area. 

Second Letter 

1. See No. 6 above. 

2. See No. 7 above. 

3. Roadway improvements are justified on their benefits 
to the entire region. 

4. The proposed Churchville Southern Bypass Alternates 
will relieve peak hour traffic congestion in Churchville 
by removing the component of the through traffic between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95 from Churchville.  The 
remaining roadways through Churchville will be able to 

V-95 



Mr. and Mrs. Olbert M. Pritt, Jr. 
June 10, 1987 
Page 3 

\$ 

accommodate local circulation trips and through trips 
between Bel Air and Havre de Grace. 

5. We anticipate no impact to the groundwater recharge 
system in your area.  If our alignments for the pro- 
posed bypass displace a well you or anyone else uses 
for their water supply, we would appreciate your 
advising of its location. 

6. The natural habitat was investigated and the discussion 
is documented in the environmental document. 

7. See No. 4 above. 

8. See No. 4 above. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development process 
as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if we can 
provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

rRandy AldrichN Randy 
Project Manager 

LHE:RCA:bH • „ 

cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

v-96 
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Maryland Department ofTrdnsportavon 
8uu Highway Admin 1*1 r•lion 

^1 
WUUain K, HtHminr 
iMnunr 

Nil Kntelt 
MatfeMiSar 

May 22, 1987 

Re: Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel^Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 *  ..      • 

Ms. Anna E. Martin 
35 Lake Drive 
Bel Air, Maryland  21014 

Dear Ms. Martin: 

I am responding to your letter of April 30, 1987 regarding 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement of the 
No-Build Alternate.  Your comments will be given thorough con- 
sideration as we recommend a preferred alternate for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of- 
way or to construct any of this project. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
idy Aldnch 

Project Manager 

iQ-U^k 
LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr.   C.  Robert Olsen 

Ky tiliphom number h       333-1139 
Ttl«typewrll«f lor Imptlrwl HMrlng or SpMCh 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-600 492 5062 Statewide Toll Free 



: HJdmyy/fe^S 

jib OAU'  W 

RECEIVED 
MAY 19 B8T 

BUIKT8R, fiFFItt « v"99 



Meryhnd Department ofTrdnspoitatton Wton K. IMtaim 
ttMt Highway MmMMrttiOA 

NDKnun 

May 25, 1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-47* 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Mr to Interstate Route 06 
PDMS No. 123007 

Ma. Eunice Kalb 
12118 Jerusalem Road 
KingBvllle, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Kalb: 

21087 

I am responding to your letter of May 1, 1987 pertaining to 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement of the 
No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will be given a thorough 
consideration as we recommend a preferred alternative for this 
study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase fight-of-way 
or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
process as It relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
Ldflch 

Project Manager 

C kJUl 

LHK/RCA/ih 

ec:    Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

V-100 
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NAME 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION VN^ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS ^ 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
PDMS No. 123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

\iVvx QWV   V'v^ .<\ \O\VHV-. DATE    -:^'" V ^  I —>- -J- ,..,   . •  

PmNTE   -—    ^"'^^ VNVW^CV K ^tvMcV^   SA/\c; 

^.TV.TOUIM V:),\ VVv STATE: _£^A ZIP CODE^MA 

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

I,  VW    tvu    (v   cn,-L,,. r^ p?0\r,   iv.V(.   r^vXA   Wss    ^> Wv    A     Ts    ^^    '^  

aiA   ^^\<>xv>^-y.-A\ ^     K Av-_    vx^^<.. -»' A\ 'v-Avv'-c— 

 W.   Av.  A      v.A VV- CWwVvAXc  
 V^WsX    i   -\    (A\P    \       \-s<\^o\<~- •  

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

I—| please delete my/our name(8) from the Mailing List. 

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



Maryland Department ofTransportatfon 
<* 

6ui* Highway Admlnlstrtlion 

Wllllim f. Hinmarr 
licntonr 

MalKmen 
AtataWnMw 

May 19, 1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-^71 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to .Inters'tate Rout£ 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. and Mrs. John Pollock 
1315 Allenby Court 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Pollock: 

I am responding to your letter of May 1, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement 
of the No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will be given a 
thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred alternative 
for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this 
planning study. No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project. 

1 thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
Process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
Randy TVldrich ' l    \ 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr.  C.  Robert 01 sen 

V-102 
My ttiiptioni number it     333-1139 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Heerlng or Speech 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADKINISTRATION 
7 QUESTION© ANP/©K COMMENTS 

Contract Ho. H 63^-000-471 
?ms  Ho. 123007 

Location-Docign Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

\ 

/\V 
7 O^^ rA 
JC cfflP ^-rf>TS* 

«£r*© 
ji^ 

w2 -o n ' *-• 
O -DXO 
JS» xrn-< 
=tt ^?r 

• —4 o=! 

CW>Cw.-hMftg./l,- NAME ^^x-^ \ r\.  -T  J    \^> g- M 7 DATE 

PLEA8E  /<3/^ /^ //^^i., py PRINT        ADDRESS. 7 
&pA:-r-        STATE    //c/ ZIP C0DFr7/ ^ f ^ CITY/TOWN. 

I/Wo wloh to comment or Inquire obout tho follonlng oopecta of thlcproioct: 

 =4—&/7n /y/y^x> <* <^Q/     7/^ //r^ Q u-i /<? / r?j  

•     r^f   •" " **    -V^rK    ^m     fit.   &Q—h ^rwr rnv p^f /jt^ 

^fe. 

w 
l—I Please add my/our nameU) to the Mailing Lltt.« 

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on th« nroiinet M*iilno Llftt. v-103 



MBryfand Department ofT/dnsportat/on 
Slat* Htp^way Admmittration 

WIDlam K. MiRmann 

Nil Kaftstff 

$ 

May  25,   1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-47*- 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 86 
PDMS No. 123007 

Us. Clara Belli 
1310 Allenby Court 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Ms. Belli: 

I am responding to your letter of May 19, 1987 pertaining to 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement of the 
No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will be given a thorough 
consideration as we recommend a preferred alternative for this 
study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

by 

Very  truly  yours, 

Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy   Aldrich ^ 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr.   C.  Robert 01sen 

V-104 
My Uliphont imrnbir it     333-1139 
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7^+60 Denset Court 
Manaesa&j Virginia SE110   \ 
May 1, 1987  * />A\ 

Mr . Rt'ber t OLsen 
Stste Highway Administration 
£323 West Joppa Rd. 
Broot, land ville, Maryland El GEE 

Dear Sir: 

I propose? whether it goes through my farm or not? that 
the Segment E  from Corns Drive to Bodt's Corner  that the 
Southern By-Pass have service lanes on each side of the 
limited access road, the pluses for sen-vice roads are: 

* The controlled access road could overpass the 
Calgary Road and the service roads would have the effect of a 
clover leaf at calvary road. 

+• These  service roads would reduce the congestion at 
the Churchvi 1 le Presbyterian  Church—Bant: corner. 

* These service roadf would eliminate the land locked 
are-as . 

* Correspondingly, this would not reduce the value of 
the land in the Churchvilie Area as much since the ultimate 
land usage between Route £E and the Southern By-Pass is 
ultimately house lots and small businesses. 

Secondly, if the Southern By-Pass Route B is selected. 1 
suggest a little horse trading be done, acre for acre, so 

that the farm would not be split in two. 

Lastly, water of the- road be collected in a holding 
basin and be treated before it is released into the stveamc. 

Awaiting your decision. 1 am: 

Respectively Youis. 

Charles E. Wirsinq 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Admmiatration 

RE: 

William K. Hellmirr 
lacntori 

Hal Kassoff 
AdmMslritar 

June 8, 1987 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. Charles E. Yfirsing 
7460 Donset Court 
Manassas, Virginia  22110 

Dear Mr. Wirsing: 

I am responding to your letter of May 1, 1987 regarding our 
Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and 
Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate the comments you have provided 
for the Churchville Southern By-Pass Alternatives.  This informa- 
tion will be given thorough consideration as we proceed with our 
study. 

I offer the following information in response to your 
recommendations for the By-Pass.  We have not considered service 
roads on this segment of the study because it is not cost effec- 
tive.  The alignments for the two routes were located to mini- 
mize severance of farm parcels.  If necessary, it is less 
expensive to purchase the severed parcel than it is to buy 
additional right-of-way and construct service roads.  Second, 
we never intended to grade-separate the By-Pass with Maryland 
Route 136.  This would again require additional right-of-way 
and further increase the cost of the By-Pass. Third, we feel 
the By-Pass without the addition of service roads will adequately 
releive traffic congestion in Churchville by removing the 
component of traffic which is a. through trip between the east 
and west sides of Churchville and vice versa. Finally, if this 
study proceeds past this planning phase, stormwater management 
plans will be developed prior to the onset of construction 
activities. As information, we currently only have funds to 
complete this planning study. No funds are available to 
purchase right-of-way or to construct any of this project. 
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Mr. Charles E. Wirsing 
June 8, 1987 
Page 2 

^ 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this project.  Please contact us again 
if we can provide additional assistance. 

LHE:RCA:ss 
cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

by: 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

\^ /VMf-^~]< 
Project Manager 
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..                  STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION vVl 
—               \C H *                QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS _ \ I 

"N^I       Jl^    i      IV1 Contract No. H 656-000-471 

f^r    M*^                               LocttIon-Design Public Hearing t^ #« «-,-_• 
V         n                                              Maryland Route 22 w 52 ^m 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 !? S3*^ 
Wednesday April 22,  1987 S ^J"1 

John Carroll High School co —» 

NAME       Mr. & Mrs, Frank J. Vykol niTc   g-2~87 

p^flf®E    APDPPftft       6U20 Rosewont Avenue  

CITY/TQWM  Baltimore 8TATE_HsL ZIP CODE-Z12&- 

<i 
Alternate D will only solve half the problem at best. The 
majority of the traffic will use Glenville Road as a short cut 
between Md. P.te. 15$ and Vd. Rte. 22. 

^ "We believe that C-c  Option 1 is the best sclutiion to the pro- 
bler. for the follov*ir.~ reason;;: 

1* Cost is far les3 than the Alternate D plan. 
2. Use of far less land. 
3* No prime farm land will be used. 
It. Stops the use of Glenville Road as a short cut 

between Kd. Rte. 155 and Kd. Rte. 22. 
5. No business properties would be affected. 
6. Only one minor "probable stormwater management 

area" probler.. 
?• Number of residential properties affected (3) and 

families displace (3) will be the same as in 
Alternate D with far less cost of relocation. 

8. No historic properties affected. 
9. Alternate B will cost far more. 

10. Alternate D will use far more land. 
11. Alternate D will cause the use of Glenville Rd. 

as a short cut between Md. Rte. 155 and Md. Rte. 22. 
12. Alternate D will use prime farm land. 
13. The path of Alternate D will affect (3) residential 

properties and fanilies with a great cost of re- 
location due to the price range of homes 
($150,000.00 to $350,000.00). 

Hi. Two "probable stormwater management areas" 
will be encountered if Alternate D ie used. 
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,,».„ rectar-ii^ 'f; * 0n the MP enclosed.    The saall 

positive perc test Ixc^mJ?n°7""h *""" M " 
b. affected by the pathV^U^^D? """-^ ''';il 

stonr.water rleee"ent areas"   a^d^T if ?* "^'^ 
"probable ston.ater ^LuSi^.'*^S?.'t *•   , 
The relocation of ilt«rn.t« n ? Z       .    (circlfd l" yellou). 
Prosed h•,^si^^'us iathT " ^^ haS "» 
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1^ 
^N!     s^   Maryland Department of Transportation 

'/    -^        Stele Highway Administration 

June   12,   1987 

William K. Hellmarm 
SKrataqr 

Hal Kassoff 
Admlnlitritw 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 
PDMS No. 123007 

95 

Mr. and Mrs. Frank J. Vykol 
6420 Rosemont Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland  21206 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Vykol: 

I am responding to your lett 
our Project Planning study on Ma 
Air and Interstate Route 95. I 
have provided regarding addition 
Route 155 Connection Alternative 
as your endorsement of Alternati 
a thorough consideration as we r 
for this connection. If Alterna 
we will investigate relocating t 

At this time, we have funds 
study. Funds to purchase right- 
tr,is project have not yet been p 

er of May 2, 1987 regarding 
ryland Route 22 between Bel 
appreciate the comments you 
al impacts associated with Maryland 
D.  This information, as well 

ve C-2, Option 1 will be given 
ecommend a preferred alternative 
tive D is ultimately selected, 
he alignment as you have recommended 

only to complete this planning 
of-way or to construct any of 
rogrammed. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this project.  Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

bv: 

LHE/RCA/ih 
cc:     Mr.   C.   Robert  Olsen 

Randy  Aldnch 
Project  Manager 
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STATE HIOHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract Ho. H 656-000-m 
PDMS No. 123007 

Location-Design Fubltc Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

•*   o 

CD    ^r-o 
c xo 

1^1 

fe ^ rn 

PLEA 
PRINT* 

.DATE </}>/'"? 

CTY/TOWNA£^ 8TATE_>2Li 1* COOC^ZJ^ 

I/We wl.h to comment of Ingulf. »bo«» th» tollowlna >ip«eU ot thl»pro).ct- 

m......tj> M.r.*., MA-M. 

_r? < I    ^^ 

ty, s>+ cJQ 

CD Pltttt add my/our nameCtCAo tha MaltlnQ List* 

Pltsti dtJati my/our ntma(t) Irom the Mtlllnp List. 
•P.r.on. who have r.celv.d a copy of this brochure throuflh the maU are already 
on tfet project Mailing List. v-112 
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Maryland Department ofTmsportatm 

Stale HigMwey Administration 

tKraUm 

Hit KauoN 
MmlnlttratM 

Re: 

May 19, 1987 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

• 

Mr. and Mrs. John Trompeter 
1309 Allenby Court 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Trompeter: 
i^t-tpr of May 3, 1987 pertaining 

I am responding to ^/^dryland Route 22 between 
to our Project Planning study on Maryi endorse- 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I apP      ts will be given 
Sit of the No-Build Alternative. J^r^ ^ preferred alternative 
a thorough consideration as we 
for this study. 

„ the four lane aividea aUernates «„ to^ £•*. 

comprehensive ^&^\^ls\\V^e
Wplantin9s in the median and 

in these plans "ouia inves"9a^id|nea roadway. 
a^ono the outside edge of the win 

way or to construct any of this proj 
^4- in the Hiqhway Development 

I thank you for your ?•»'«•»*/n ^."e'contMt us again 

process as it f.^f^^^^sistafce. 
if we can provide furtnei 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director . 
Project Development Division 

by: £4M4L 
Ri^rtldr ich idy 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr.   C.  Robert Olsen 

V-113 
My telephone number It 

333-1139 

T..«yp.wr.«.r tor '"JP-'S.^'S^SS Statewide Toll Free 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS   ,    ///;^. ^/. 

Contract Ko. H 656-000-471 
PDMS Mo.  123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interotete Route 95 
Wednesday April 22,  1987 

John Carroll High School 

NAME     Frank A. Buckley and friends DATE. Kny 4,  Iflfi? 

PRINT"    ADDRESS  ^ CrOSSWOOd ^ —  

r.Tv/TftWM  Al>erdeen ,STATE "toylMd ZIP CODE^im. 

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

Thia Is to accept your Invitation to add further comments on the proposals for 

Maryland Route 22 from Bel Air to 1-95 at Aberdeen. Along with several hundred others. 

we attended the hearing at John Carroll School ^ A?rn  ??,  i oft?. Our comments begin 

on this form which was provided, but continue on attached sheets. Copies of relevant 

documents are also attached to clarify the ideas expressed here in words.  

What the crowd expressed unanimously at John Carroll School is that the "No Build" 

alternate is the only acceptable one; that the other alternates would turn out to be  

Bore destructive than constructive> that they would destroy a lot of valuable property. 

.»„. more Uport^tly. thev w0uld destroy th* oualltv of life    for a W* proportion 

of the present population of Harford County. It was also obvious that none of the  

alternates could safely handle all of that huge expansion of traffic which Wfi all Know 

<e   miring   IT.   tm+ -t.on-fll BtWTlt   flltlirP.. 

Ve, too, agree with that position expressed unanimously by those present at John 

Carroll that all alternates offered by the State are unacceptable except the "Pp Bwlld." 

in the State's position that Route 22 under the "Ho Build" alternative 

Is Inadequate to handle safely even the current traffic load, and we fully agree with 

the State's projection that the traffic volvme from the Bel Air area to the Aberdeen are 

in irM - ft*• "Pg*10"-  
(Continued on attached sheets) 

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

Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. 
•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. 
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Statistics show that Harford County is the most rapidly growing county in 

this part of the country. We cannot keep people out, and such things as crowded 

roads' or lack of roads will not discourage them from coming. They are coming, 

no matter what, and they have a right to come. They also have a right to adequate 

transportation facilities. We all know that something must be donei but what? 

Let's think about it. It seems the answer is on page 2 of the bulletin made 

available at John Carroll entitled "Your Land and Your Highways." Page 2 is 

headed "Why Are New Highways Needed?" The text on that page explains clearly 

that new highways are needed, only mentioning improving old ones. It is plain 

that what we need is new highways. All our planning must accept that premise. 

It takes time to plan and build, so now is the time to get on with it. 

We highly compliment the State for a timely recognition of these needs. 

The current relocation of Roure 24 is a good example. Another good example is 

the set of proposals presented at a public hearing at the Bel Air Middle School 

on December k,  1978. (Copy enclosed) It was labeled "Md. Route 23 Extended," 

which is an appropriate name. 

The proposal included alternates A, B, C and D. However, basically it was 

a choice between alternates A and B in terms of new highways. Alternate A is the 

obvious choice. It is more direct, and it provides the needed outlet for more 

new territory. In all, it would be a useful, practical route for a new broad 

highway. It could be provided with as many lanes as needed for the present and 

projected traffic load. 

But the choice of alternate A for the Route 23 extended is not enough. 

Although it would provide a convenient route for traffic to and from the north 

of Bel Air, it needs another arm to handle the traffic headed towaxd Aberdeen 

from the south and southwest of Bel Air. The new broken line we have added to 

the enclose map of %he  proposal is a good suggestion for such an arm. It could 

follow Wheel Road to its intersection with McPhail Road and go on firom there to 

connect with the newly constructed Bel Air South Parkway which connects the 
v-i i c. 
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current Route 2^, the new Route 24, and Tollgate Road with a broad divided 

boulevard. Theae, in turn, connect with U. S. Route 1 farther on. This entire 

arm of the new highway could be designated "Bel Air South Parkway. Traffic 

originating within the town of Bel Air could use Route 22 for access to the new 

Route 23 extended if it were nore convenient than Bel Air South Parkway. 

Thus, it appears that the solution to that serious problem of providing 

a safe and practical highway for that increasingly excess traffic to Aberdeen 

is to go back to that 1978 proposal. The only change needed is to add that 

extra southwest arm to connect with Bel Air South Parkway. 

We recognize that it is not enough to just reject the widening of Route 22. 

We need an entirely different alternative in order to serve the present and 

future traffic volume. Here we have presented such an alternative which is 

sensible and practical. Mostly, it has already been developed by the State. 

It should be adopted and finalized as suggested herein. Costs would probably 

be little, if any, more than the Route 22 alternates. Construction should 

begin as soon as any funds become available. 

/ &2u*c4£{4^l 

#^^{ 
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YOUR LAND AND YOUR HIGHWAYS 

YOUR RIGHTS AND BENEFITS 

REV.  10-86 MARYLANP DEPARTMENT  OF   TRANSPORTATION 
STATE HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION ^TLON 
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mj Ml BW •lOBMATt BgSWLDT 

Th« popul.tton ..ploilon, togtlhtr «rnh tht •cctltr.tlni gro-th 
of MW nilfentlal. eow.rcUl and lnduitri.1 •«•• throughout 
tht Stttt, he* crt«t«<! • netd for tor* and btttt* hl|h««yt In 
ItoryUnd.    A» tht twabtr of cart, tnick* and b..tt» conttnat to 
l«crt«»c. confttttd .trttt. and hlgh-tyt h«»« eontrtbuttd to an 
iotvitablt alowdotm In traffic •ovt»tnt» and • •oantlnf 
accldtnt and dttth rate. 

Uteoinltiri* tht «r|ent aatd tor an Inttr.tatt Hl|h«.y *y»te», 
the Cimgr««« antcttd the necetsary !•<#• to help the S"'" 
build • wxlern hlfhw.y net-ork.    With the •••t-ittnce of  the 
Ktryland Uittlatura,  the State Highway Adalnl.tratlon ha. 
btcUe a Hrtlclpant  In the F.deral aid progra* rfhleh will 
provide Maryland <mh an anttnilve highway ayataa.    It h«a 
undertaken other major highway projteta under  the r.deral 
Appalachian Oe»elopaeM  Act,  te addition to program to rab.illd 
and upgrade tht Statt'a aslatlog highway*. 

Many •lit. of aafer, up-to-date highway* will bt built or 
racon.tructad In future year* to kaep pace with Maryland a 
growth and to atlaulate aconoalc development. 
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OF SUMMARY 

ALTERNATE 
LENGTH 
(Miles) 

PROPERTIES AFFECTED si 

Dwtllingt Businesses B 
Forms 

Impact on 
Public Land Historic Sites^ CR( 

A 10.50 41 4 NO YES-2 

B 10.35 65 3 NO YES-2 

C 10.45 ;      71 9 NO YES-2 

0 10.98 7 5 •     NO YES-I •w-/ 

NO BUILD 11.9 I,      0        |      0 NO NO 

1     © Inctudtd on Nolionol Reglittr                    ©   Norrool Molnttrwnct Only 



ALTERNATES 
M 

MGS 

REQUIRED RIGHT OF WAY (Ac.) 

Agricultural I Residential 

200 

198 

200 

100 

80 

J 

Comm. ft 
Industrial 

28 

26 

20 

PRELIMINARY    COSTS    ESTIMATES 

Right  of Way 
($1000) 

7,000 

9,250 

8,000 

1,335 

Construction 
($1000) 
31,610 

31,330 

25,920 

10,330 

Total 
($ 1000) 

-® 

38,610 

40,580 

33,920 

11,665 » 

IS 
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A\ 
Maryland Department of Trdnsportation 
State Highway Adminittration 

William K. Nillm»mi 
tKrttary 

Nat Kmofl 
Admtnittntor 

June  8,   1987 

RE:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 --Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. Frank A. Buckley 
3402 Crosswood Drive 
Aberdeen, Maryland 21001 

Dear Mr. Buckley: 

I am responding to your letter of May 4, 1987 regarding our 
Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and 
Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate the comments you have provided 
and your endorsement of the No-Build Alternate.  This information 
will be given thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred 
alternative for the study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study. No funds have been approved to purchase right-of-way or 
to construct any of this project. 

We are currently evaluating the impacts associated with the 
previous study alternates for Maryland Route 23.  In the ten years 
since they were identified, many of the criterion used to measure 
impacts has changed.  Two significant impact measures have become 
more strenuous.  These are farmland and wetland requirements; and 
our past studies had many such impacts. 

A connection between the previously studied alignments of 
Maryland Route 23 and the southeast side of Bel Air, utilizing 
-McPhail Road, is being investigated.  An initial response from 
Harford County is not encouraging.  They feel it is inconsistent 
with land use policies developed for that portion of the County. 

V-122 
My ttlaphoita mtmbtr it    333-1139 

Talatypvwriter for Impaired Htarlng or SpMCh 



Mr. Frank A. Buckley \ 
June 8, 1987 
Page 2 

/. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to the study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide additional assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

a> 

LHE:RCA:ss 
cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

by; &AL9- H 'g 
Project Manager 
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OTATE MtQHWAY ADMIMI8TRATION 
IgSTIOMB AHD/ftR COMMENTS 

Contract Ho. H 636-000-U1 
PDMS Ko. 123007 

Locttlon-Iteslftn Public Htaring 
Maryland Rout« 22 

Shamrock Eoad to Interetate Rout« ?5 

John CarroirHlgh School VVB^J^t^ 

!<£> 

^Ki^4^ 
PRINT*    ADDRESS >pf ^^/^H W-^   ?ft>4P 

CITY/TOWN feLAJR STATE^Lfit ZIP COOEIM^ 

I/We w.,h to coi».mont or Inquire about tt>t foUowlnfl atpoctt ot thl, project: 

J&Lf rAtu -* IJ> 

^^Ar-jjut'  fa~JLal.   fiMintJfoi  U?* CwhH.n/^ 

n^>*^ Ap^^lf .:g2^»-«r aa /i^^^^i^^ tfr  

*- *•*>  ^ 

123 Piotto fttftf wy/ottr »»•>•(») to tbo IUWHQ Ltet.* 
"u4t(i    C* 

O      CD «•••• aoltto «y/our wamott) trow th> Maltng List 
•PT.on. who hivo fMtt** . oopy of iMt broeh«ro throuflh th. mtH or. oirtady 
on tho proitct Motlno Llot. v_124 



Maryland Department ofTransportation 
State Highway AdmlnlHretlon 

S&UBSUf 

Hil Kcttril 
ft*f ''"'It'ft'F 

May  19,   1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No.  123007 " 

Mr. and Mrs. Lacy Francis 
2005 Churchville Road 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Francis: 

I am responding to your letter of May 4, 1987 pertaining to 
our Pro^ct Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and interstate Route 95.  I appreciate/«« •?*>"~nJ 
of the No-Build Alternative.  Your comments £"Jf ft•J * 
thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred alternative 
for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study. No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of- 
way or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
Process as ityrelatesyto this study. Please contact us again 
if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
idy AldrTch 

project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

:!     f 
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My telephone iwmbir h 333-1139 
Taletypewrlter lor Impatred HMrino or SpMCh 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565*451 D.C. Metro - l-BKMW 5062 St.tewWe Totl Free 
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J/aOf 

foj*. UAUJM. fauu"- ^ t*^ ^ 

KECEIVED 
v>       MM 4 an 

tmmimmmmmm 
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^aiylendDepertmentofTrsnspoitstmn 

v(\\l 

State Hiphwoy AdmlnlBtretion 

RE 

May 18,   1987 

ttentHy * 

Net Ktsedl 
ftjjoisjjtrtjsr 

Contract No. H 658-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 - Bel Air 
to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Ms. Janet Garland 
2704 Emmorton Road 
Ablngdon, Maryland 21009 

Dear Ms. Garland: 

I am responding to your letter of May 4, 1987 pertaining to 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate the comments you have pro- 
vided about retaining the rural character of this part of Harford 
County.  Your endorsement of the No-Build Alternate will be given 
full consideration as our study continues. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete the planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase rJLght-of-way 
or to construct any of this project.  If and when funding is 
made available, you will be notified via the project mailing 
list. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development process 
as it relates to this study. Please contact us again if we can 
provide further assistance. 

by: 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

Randy Aldrich       ^ 
Project Manager 

LEE:RCA:bh 

cc:     Mr.  C.  Robert Olsen 
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My ttlephone number H. 333-1139 
Teletypewriter for Impaired Heerhtfi or Speech 

383-7555 Beltlmore Metro - 5650451 D.C. Metro - 1400-492-5062 Statewide Ton Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St.. Bfiltimore. Maryland 21203 • 0717 



©TATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
UgftHONB AWP/QR COMMENTS ^J % 

^ Contract Bo. H 656-000-471 
A PDMS So. 123007 
/^^ Locatloa-ltoslni ^u^lc Hearing 

K&rylenfl Route 22 
ShAmrocti Rood to Interstate Seuto 95 

UejSnoodcy April 22, 1987 
John Carroll Sl&h School 

NAME p\c + tor*   KWCLLILI tkd: x>hx*<iFpl*1 

PWMTE  ADDRESS.^I*!    Allfhhy    Of  
CITY/TOWNjkMil STATI-Jli. «» OOPErglOK 

I/We with to commont or Inqulrt about tti© following aapocU ot thlt proitot: 

W)*     r>ro       SUr.     hJn   Au /'uh.—to?   «jrff  fit. M  

n*..**.    n^r    nrea,   t* hfcomf   f>aUii+ed Vi+h  not** 

AM    +A.   r>n,\*     /e¥rt    «1    -fh^   Mint   <*   ^fj  

r>s«x,Jer**,o»      +r>     <+/>*       if/   Aft    AUfMaJf 

F^TPloaaa •« mV*m aaatoU) to tfct MaWng Ltef 
^       C3 Woatt tfolota aiy/our namolt) troia tht MaWng ttat. 

•Portont who havo rocoWod a copy of this toroehuro through tht laaM ara alraatfy 
on tha projaet Mating Wat. v_i28 
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Maryland Depvnrnentoffbnsportsfion 
Stete Highway Admlnlotrotion 

Hal Rostcfi 

May  20,   1987 

Re:  ContractXNo. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22    * 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 ' » 

Mr. and Mrs. Michael Hart 
1319 Allenby Court 
Bel Air, Maryland  21014 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Hart; 

I am responding to your letter of May 5, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement 
of the No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will be given 
a thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred alterna- 
tive for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this 
planning study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
Process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: iW'lVf £ 
Randy Aldrich 
Project Manager 

H'O" 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr.  C.  Robert Olsen 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADWINI8TRATI0N /jA 
QUESTIONS AMDIOR COMMENTS H » 

Contract Ho. H 656-000-*71 
PDMS Mo. 123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing gt 
Maryland Route 22 "*   ^ 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95       cr o<: 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 ^P 
John Carroll High School ^ ^o 

NAME   MR. AND MRS. JOHN H. KINEKE, JR.      niTP 5^AY--^i9fi^ 
CO ^ 

pi CARP 3403 CROSSWOOD DRIVE N —» 
PRTNT      ADDRESS  

riTV/TftWM ABERDEEN STATE *£EHiEL_.-ZIP CODE 21001  

XXWe wish to comment or Inquire about the tollowtno aspects of this project: 

The various BUILD alternatives proposed by the State Highway Admini 

tration (SHA) for the Route 22 corridor are unacceptable to us and to the 

people of Harford County, 

SHA concedes that traffic on present Route 22 will increase in the 

future.  Building a four or five lane road, on which many driveways and  

small side roads intrude,will not solve the problem. .  

The only answer is an entirely hew road;  LIMITED ACCESS ROUTE 22. 

This should be located to the south of the present Route 22 on a more 

direct line between Aberdeen and Bel Air.  ___  

 Please send your planners back to the drawing boards. Ask them 

to consider the year 2,000 and beyond. _____——  

frinfff"*^ vours. rinfTfrfiv yours.    _-^ — 

Wilma A. Kineke 

dpn H. Kineke, Jr. Ls 

Mr. and Mrs. John H. Kineke, Jr. 

I—| pitast add my/our nams(s) to tht Mailing List.* 

Plaatt dsltts my/our nams(s) from the Mailing List. 

•Psrsont who havs racslved a copy of this brochure through tht mall are alrssdy 
on the projsct Mailing List. v^13o 



? ^ 

MmfandDeiMmMnefTBiispomm 
State Highwoy Adminletrotton ftimluf 

HelKeneS 

May 8,   1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
P.D.M.S. No. 123007 

Mr. and Mrs. .John H. Kineke, Jr. 
3403 Crosswood Drive 
Aberdeen, Maryland 21001 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Kineke: 

I am responding to your letter of May 5, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate receiving your comments 
against reconstructing existing Maryland Route 22.  Your recommend- 
ation to study a nen alignment for Maryland Route 22 south of the 
existing roadway will be given full consideration as our study 
progresses. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project. If and when funds are avail- 
able, you will be notified via the project mailing list. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development pro- 
cess as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if we 
can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by:   /Vt?V 
Randy A^l 
Project 

ULO 
drich 
Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

My Mtphona aumbir b. 333-1139 
T»letyp«wrlter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calved St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203 - 0717 



^ 

140 5 ChufLthxfUJU Road     ^r-o 

A/C: W? - 73<.644l ^     Sxo 
5 May f9f 7      -: 

1RECEJVED 

Ba«««*c, MO^W «'««' mm!hnt 

a.    Intou* UMimtLvti, LocttLoH Mee^nfl, Uatytand Route ?3 Extended, 
14 OctobW 1976. 

fc.    AUe^uUives wetting, MaAi^nd Route «, ST May 1977. 

c. Route f3 Ixttn&ion, 5 P^an^,  5 PecewbeA J97S. 

d. Comb-aied location Vu^n PubUc Heading Ma^tand Route tf, « Ap^ut 
!9«7. 

2     Ovw thtautil w**, thwe haue been ieveAa* meetings on the VOAXOUA 
W*££2» ^Route'f?. ind Route 23 a. noted ^^gSSS^^ 
appear to mc that atf conceAncrf aAe not comoig ^/^/J}*^/^.f^L. 
^?UngA on ^ha^ the State Road Co^nu^n mito, «*at J^^f^^tf1^ 
tiuw 2a«< and MrfuU the geneAa/ pubt^c^ pwUto*-u.   At aU the ^«^9*. 
Se State Highway ^£< ^tnt* va^ou. atteAnattvw,  IWo-Bcutd, FouA-Lane, 
Sue UnLl.anTeven option ii»«*un the aU*toaU.»u>. 

•%    PM^PMILU   iJL U vvm conluUng to the ave/wge ptuon btcaut i*i !f»uA 
l^elt^t^i   vau <Sd abSut^iee segment*, but P4|«^ ""^VSt *. 
****** V?*l: iJISAtt «fc7rh IUL& to dec* with the BW-POAA tSegment ?) o£ the the SouXheAn ly-Vau AJB w»u.ch ^ ^a^ 7*3^ ^aVe Aeconwendiiig Ae^eAence b. 
Chu-ichuitte JAM.   "S^fSL^SSi SiS puS SfcZk to the im* to^^e. 
AtteAiiattve t, «uth A«B By-PaA* ^P*^"^^ri,rifate lUe. 6u*.vtu, irfieAe the peAfton 
At that -ee^ng   IJS^&'ZSZ dwS/SSatS Sfc-tli you took the 
OA peA6onA/iAo accomptahed znu *•VJVJj^rr*, nn* unte* AouAce OA Ae««xge 
mJUut ot OUA 4P*/"*. TSrfL^^m^J^^^ Iho^lS^ht 

^t^^To^^^^rt have i. ^act « ^no^ty 
gAOUpA* £6 inCOAAtCt. 

4.    rinatty. I IPOUW Ml to atk the ^otto^g qutAtlenA'. 

a. Why not *tudy AUeAnate. 6 ^J. »l»M»*m*m. "*<* *•* ^^ ^^ 
.impact on itfettcng*. buUtAAU, and the teait mOe*. 

b. Can you oAAange <OA someone pum youA •IJCct to ^^SEgr0"* 
Miho tive in the Ca«pui HM Pewetop^ent, Ae^meJ to «* ICOON 4 CORNER] 
MheAe 1 tcve. 

V-132 



5.    I teeormznd that tfou go uiith the. "Ho'tiuild" Attwnative. 4-tnce you*, factt, 
OK impact oh mlnofuty commnlty lb inconAtct and that the. ^OUA OK fcve lane 
kigfoociy you aJie. pnopoting mJU dezttioy mone. homa> than you ttate. in youA 
biochune.. 

KupzcthvJULy, 

U6t oi EUcJted OMiciaJU i/ Homeowner 

2 

V-133 



$tn(Uo\ mZJUAm H. Amou 
tm Be* A^i toad 
faZJUton, Ikuufland   t)041 

TUtphjont:    131-7555 

^ 

VUtgatt VUJUm A. Clank 
?5f3 SnadliUd Avenue 
BU KUL, UoJujlAnd   U 014 

Telephone:    138-9433 

VUtgatt 3o6tph V. Lutz 
H04 OwtichviUi Road 
BU KUi, Uaiytand   tlOU 

Te-tephone:    tit-09 00 

StnutoK CathvUnz I. Kitty 
20 OUict SVittt 
BU KiA, ttoJiytand 

TUtphont:    131-7070 

VUtgatt Uiltuun H. Cox, 3K. 
62 5 lUdgtwood Avenue 
BU KiA, VoKytAnd   tlOU 

TUtphont'-    t$6-t447 

VUtgatt BaJibaAA 0. KKtjameA 
100 Cu&tti StKtU 
AbeAdeen, HaAyUnd   t?007 

Telephone:    575-7034 

VUtgatt lilttn tthnnann 
Hcun t lee SVuttt* 
BU KiA, Hvuftnnd   21014 

TUtphont:    13*-0123 

v-134 
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•v .^ 

fflsryfand Department ofTransportBtton 
Slate Hig^wey Adminitiration 

June 11,   1987 

ISJOsm K. HeSroea, 
teerstsfy 

HtiRnecff 
ksstumsa 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 
PDMS No. 123007 

95 

Mr. Joseph Bond 
2405 Churchville Road 
Bel Air, Maryland  21014 

Dear Mr. Bond: 

Thank you for your letter of May 5, 1987 regarding our Proj- 
ect Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and Inter- 
state Route 95.  There have been several planning studies in this 
part of Harford County in the past few years.  Perhaps I can 
clarify your understanding of the past meetings you mentioned in 
your letter. 

In the IVlO's,  we had two active project planning studies in 
the corridor.  One was for the reconstruction of existing Maryland 
Route 22 between Bel Air and Churchville, the other was for Mary- 
land Route 23 between Hickory and Interstate Route 95.  Maryland 
Route 23 was a proposed multi-lane roadway on a new alignment.  At 
the time, long range traffic forecasts based on future land use in 
the study areas justified both studies. 

Meetings were held for both of these projects.  Your refer- 
ences a, b and c were Alternates Meetings that document our prog- 
ress on the two projects.  After the December 5, 1978 meeting, 
Harford County modified land planning and removed Maryland Route 
23 from their Master Plan.  At that point, the two projects were 
combined using the existing alignment of Maryland Route 22 as a 
study corridor.  Concepts for a new connection between Maryland 
Routes 22 and 155, as well as a short southern bypass of Church- 
ville, were considered vital elements of the corridor study.  In 
October of 1984, the Route 22 Corridor Association and the Harford 
County Delegation conducted an informational meeting on the com- 
bined study at Harford Community College.  The Public Hearing on 
April 22, 1987 was for the combined study, and included the recom- 
mendations made at the informational meeting. 

V-135 
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^ 

Mr. Joseph Bond 
Page Two 

In response to your ©peciflc questions* we offer the follow- 
ing Inforastlon. 

a. Alternatives 6 and 7 were identified in the October 14, 
1976 Alternates Meeting on Maryland Route 23. After that 
meeting, these alternatives were deleted from further 
study. They had severe environmental impacts. Study 
proceeded on Alternatives 1 and 4, which became Alterna- 
tives A and B respectively at the December <J, 1978 Alter- 
nates meeting. All studies on Maryland Route 23 were 
terminated at the request of Harford County. This re- 
quest was concurred in by the Harford County Delegation. 

b. We would be happy to have someone from our staff address 
members of your community. Please contact Mr. Randy 
Aldrich, the Project Manager, telephone number 333-1139, 
to arrange a convenient date. 

Your endorsement of the No-Build Alternative is noted.  Your 
comments will be given a thorough consideration in our decision on 
this study.  Please feel free to contact me again if I can provide 
further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJPxtn 

cct     Mr.   Bal  Kassoff 
Mr.  Charles R.  Olsen ^ HE', 

r.  Louis H.   Ege,   Jr. 

v-136 
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tfl 
Maryland Department ofTransportatton 
Stttt Highway AOmlnlttratlon 

WIUlaM- Minmam 
tKntoff 

Mil Ktuifl 
IHirtnliliiHi 

May  19,   1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000»471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Rout^e 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Ms. Darlene Martin 
1107 Benjamin Road 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Ms. Martin: 

I am responding to your letter of May 6, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorse- 
ment of the No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will 
be given a thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred 
alternative for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this 
planning study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
Process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis 1!. Ego, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: 
>dy Aldrich 

Project Manager 
C A^> fr 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr.   C.  Robert Olsen 
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. ( 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION tVb 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS ^ 

i IBWvgBiHiar ••< wi.i 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
PDMS No. 123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

NAME 
f* 

PmMT E    ADDRESS     l^l^Ci.^ ^    I 

^.TYIT^UIM   ALLLLK. 8TATE.:/M ZIP CODEJZ^I 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about tho following aopects of this project: 

/ , 
//,/    niSHsA   -tl   J'JiJfi4\     *Z    tit*    fr<\^i *-LLu± 

fu K    UJ     iHAUAr   ^j   Osi(<L/>    f't • IM   4" &<£- 
LZ L 

flr<£r.\w.A   -r.i.ti,    ,::rfr<n( (•' an  "- Mu. 

J lri-:-J-n,.     -U:,,      fa .< r > •      -      ^^^/   (-•.-//.      '.'  ( 

-iff:     /^4^       «•?.-•/•     J"-^- fti'I ****>•      f^^o- 

b:  /i^^X   '^-U    i?rtfAK^i 

f't'/dlKJitf  ^t*'- *Z '-'*'". 
/UU o rji.^- U^LCUL^ 

rl6 PI»»C« add my/our namtU) to the Mailing List.* 

Pleant delete my/our named) from the Mailing Utt. 
•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 

on the project Mailing List. v-139 



^f^rM 
Maryfand Department ofTransportatton 
Statt Highway Admmittration 

wrt 
WOHam K. Ntnmam 

MalRiitefl 

May 25,   1087 * 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22       *- 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007      .     • 

Mr. and Mrs. Mark Aplcella 
1307 Beckett Court, Apt. B 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Aplcella: 

I am responding to your letter of May 19, 1987 pertaining to 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement of the 
No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will be given a thorough 
consideration as we recommend a preferred alternative for this 
study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by 
Randy Aldrich      v   ' 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ^v 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS CUV 

Contract No. H 656-000-471 
PDMS No.   123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22,   1987 

John Carroll High School 

NAME "Pon/x^     dinner DATE rfty 6itW 

PLEASE    ADDRESS      Mfa   Msfy &«'+ \  

CITY/TOWN^MAL STATE /^r/W ZIP CODE Jt&i  

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

"&«*£ yc«* 

RECEIVEET 
V.AY   1<  1987 

Lt LTOf, CFHCl 0' 
PlAW.ih. & PniiUJl.'vASY wxwm 

pd Please add my/ouf nams(s) to the Mailing List.* 

I—| please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing List. ^^  

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



Maryland Department ofTransportatm 
Stata Highway Adminiatralion 

>« 
WRUam K. Mtflmiw 
lacrMatf 

Nil KMStft 

May  25,   1987 * 

Re:     Contract No.  H 656-000-471 
Maryland  Route 22 v 

Bel Air to  Interstate Route 95 
PDMS  No.   123007 • 

Ms.  Donna Renner 
1312  Allenby Court 
Bel  Air,   Maryland    21014 

Dear  Ms.   Renner: 

I am responding to your letter of May 6, 1987 pertaining to 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorsement of the 
No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will be given a thorough 
consideration as we recommend a preferred alternative for this 
study. 

rAt this time, we have funds only to complete this planning 
study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase right-of-way 
or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by 
Randy Aldrich   ^  \ tdy 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

V-142 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION "y 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS ^ 

Contract No.  H 656-000-471 
PDMS No.   123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route  95 
Wednesday April  22,   1987 

John Carroll High School 

NAME T/MSS   ffe^AJCZ _DATE   WrtY <;,/ff7 

PmNT86    ADDRESS   (1 {*-  ttlGJOy e<>**r  

riTv/TnwM   (3CL    /},* .STATE   M**/<•• fi«"l ZIP CODE ^o/y 

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

r5Z\ Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

I—| piease delete my/our name(8) from the Mailing List. 

• Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mall are already 
on the project Mailing List. v-143 



gtf 
Maryland Department ofT/dnsportatton wmum K. Mtnmam 

McrtUry 
8t»tt MtQhwty AdmlnlMr«tteo ^ nMtoW 

MUWRIIUIIH 

May 19, 1987 

Re: Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. James Renner 
1312 Allenby Court 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. Renner: 

I am responding to your letter of May 6, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning.study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorse- 
ment of the No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will 
be given a thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred 
alternative for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this 
planning study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
Process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Prbject Development Division 

by: 
Randy Aldrich< 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:  Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

V-144 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION .M 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS y 

Contract No.  H 656-000-471 
PDMS No.   123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22,  1987 

John Carroll High School 

NAME       H.  Miller Scarborough DATE  ttfly ft,   1QH7 

PRINT^    ADDRESS   P.P.  Bo* 188 __  

r!TY^T^WM rrh"rfS-hvjlle STATE VlfirYlnnrl ZIP CODE-21£2£  

I/We wloh to comment or Inquire about the following ftepocts of this project: 

# The present Maryland Route  22  is very  crooked between  B<?1 Alf  

»na Aharde^n. therefor, T stronRiy obiert W propoRftlR for rnnnt,rnnt,1 nn 

of a four lane divided hlfthwav  or a five  lane undivided hlKhvay  on  the  

present aUgnmPnt.. ^ PP Ifivelfl whl rh wnulfl PyPfififl FedPrfll Wn1 RP Ab'ate- 

ment Criteria levels and vehicle exhaust fumes would ma:>-.e H eyt.remel^^ 

unhealthy  In   live  plnnr   sunh  a  ro&d. . ^^- 

cemeteries,  hnalneeBP.R and  comniunltles vlthOUtr  ever prnflurlnF  ft  Rftfe  

c^ M-fiH^t t—^ —^ Tnp »<1^efl dariFPr fnr Rnhnnl  Rhnflrnn,  

school buses,   and  pt.her  service  providers would .ndYfirBelY  lirpflr.t the  

»nt.iT.p area   hPivepn  Aberdeen  and  Bel   ftlr      Tf fi nPV  rnfld   In  t.n he built, 

if.   Rhmilff ^  «   /.nnirmipfl   »rrPflR   highway  smith  nf  thP prp^ent  Route  22.  

 I   support the  construction  of Alternate Cnnnertlon   D In   flpgment 2  

vMch vtvji* not, damace anv historic are&s or rPRldPnrPfl Alternate  

flonnectl-n   C  vnuld   f.reate  new   Intersections  and   trnfflr   CPntroi  

problems nn Maryland Route  22 and Maryland Route  1^6  In  nrtflUInn  t.n  

dividing an  historic area and large  opera tins  faraB. Alt.pmnt.p  

nonnection r-? ^"ld produce a sharp curve throuffh nn pRt.fltillnhed  

residential  arpfl in Chnrrhvl 11 fi. 
i—i please add my/our nameU) to the Mailing Lltt.* 

I—i pieatt delete my/our name(a) from the Mailing Lltt. 

•Person! who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. v-145 



IP 
Maryland Department ofTrdnsportat/on 
6tttt Highway Adminlttratton 

May  19,   1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22    * 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 '  .     » 

Mr. H. Miller Scarborough 
P.O. Box 188 
Churchville, Maryland 21028 

Dear Mr. Scarborough: 

I am responding to your letter of May 6, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorse- 
ment of the No-Build Alternative for Maryland Route 22 
and Alternative D for the connection between Maryland Routes 
22 and 155.  Your comments will be given a thorough consider- 
ation as we recommend a preferred alternative for this 
study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this 
planning study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
Process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

WUHiinK. Mtflmam 
twratinr 

MtlKasMff 

by: 
Randy Aldr'ich ' l    x idy 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc:     Mr.   C.  Robert Olsen 

My ttliphont mimbtr 
y-Wi 333-1139 

T«l«typ«wrlier lor Impaired Haarlng or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 DC Metro — 1-800-492-S062 Statewide Toll Free 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION \\£ 
QUESTIONS -ANDJOft-OOMMENT* Il^L. 

NAME 

IE 
PRINT 

Contract Ho. H 656-000-471 
PDMS Mo. 123007 

Location-Design Public Hearing 
Maryland Route 22 

Shamrock Road to Interstate Route 95 
Wednesday April 22, 1987 
John Carroll High School 

OJUASJ^ H^^J^      n*TC ^faki ^ « ^ 

EMS?6    ADDRESS   /3QS-Bcd<C-M-^rf 

CITY/TOWNJSS^L—STATEJSife Z* CODE ^^^ 
I/We wish to comment or Inquire about tho tollottlng aspects of thle project: 

/>^ ^fasyfj^ " 1*     '*&,_   >&"*      * -&% 

/ts ^tyterJ *sssej <«**»^g 

tfe Pl««»» ««l my/ouf n«mt(i> to th» Mtlllng LUtT 

, Pl*«.« d*l«t« my/oof nftm*(t) Irom the MaWnq U>l. __^ 
.P.r.on. who h»y» t»c.lv»<! • copy of lhl» broehur. throujh th. m«U ire •lr.«dy 
on tho pto|.cl Moiling Llot. v-147 
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Maryland Department ofTrdnsportstton 
•tstt Mi©hw«y AdmlnliHMton 

May 19,   1987 

Re: Contract no. H 656-000^471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Blume 
1305 Beckett Court 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Blume: 

I am responding to your letter of May 6, 1987 pertaining 
to our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between 
Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  I appreciate your endorse- 
ment of the No-Build Alternative.  Your comments will 
be given a thorough consideration as we recommend a preferred 
alternative for this study. 

At this time, we have funds only to complete this 
planning study.  No funds have been appropriated to purchase 
right-of-way or to construct any of this project. 

I thank you for your interest in the Highway Development 
Process as it relates to this study.  Please contact us 
again if we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

byi GMfhW 
Project Manager 

LHE/RCA/ih 

cc: Mr. C. Robert Olsen 

«» 
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RECEIVED V b 
830 nsxa Road 

liEcroi. vnctft Au   .       MJ   ,,.-, mm & mmm mzum Aberdeen, «d. 21001 
May 7, 19B7 

Stete HiQhwey Adwinlfttret Ion 

Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering —- 

m 
Ait:  Neil  J.  Pederaen ^    c><",, 

•*~ r** o Box 717 QD    rroc- 

Bait more.  Md.   21203 «"      ^^3 
a«-^       __ rT"i.      • 

OR 

Dear Sir, 

In Decawber of 1978 the Stete Highuay Administration held a public neeeting 

on alternatea for extending Route t23 and for relieving the traffic congestion 

on Route t22. At that time, based on projected 199S traffic needs, a four lane 

United acceaa divided highway was required between Maryland 22 and 1-95. 

Additional official information in the brochure stated that the improvement of 

the existing route would not have access control, and therefore generate 

highway-oriented commercial and industrial development along Maryland 22 at a 

More rapid rate than is now occuring. 

Since that time a comprehensive 2oning plan for Harford County was adopted. 

For the Route 22 corridor that plan, except for the intersections, designated 

the zoning to be 'Rural Residential".  Although it was delayed for several 

years due to very high interest rates, residential construction along this 

route has increased dramatically in the lest several years. People have 

invested nillions of dollars in residential property en and near Route 22 with 

the assumption that there investment will be protected, as they have the right 

to expect, from any building or activity which violates the residential 

mandate of the zoning. It is not necessary for me to list in detail the 

restrictions imposed by the rural residential designation. For the Stete 
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J# 
HioH««y Ad«inj»tr«tion to eon»iCJ»p tht eonttruction of • four )«n« divided 

highMy or • fivt Unt undivided hlehwoy, with truck turn-oroundt throuQh 

(hi* unllMitod oecoftt rositfontiol aroe it not proctlcal, not intolUgont, not 

plonntd by profoftftloniU, •nd It probably not lopal. If tho Mooting In tho 

John Carrol School utt  to detornlne if • xonlng vorlanca UB%  posslblo, tho 

•nswor MS cloort it UBI  turned down by • vote of opproxlnatoly B00 to t. 

If the State Ignore* the zoning lew* < it way raeult in a claee action 

lawsuit) and the overwhelmng opposition mi   the plenning Meeting, whet will 

raeult? 

1. fvan though the xonlng laws will alow the predictions nade by the Steto 

Planners in 197B, I agree with then. The defend for eo»»erical development 

along Route 22 will become eo greet that locel polltlcel figures will not be 

able to eten the tide. 

2. Residentiel property velues will destroyed. 

3. With the unliputed eccess end the development elong this route, even e eix 

lane highwey will not move trefflc efficiently. Trevelers elong this route will 

encounter deleys that people in Herford County have never experienced before 

for two or three years while work is being done. 

4. Eech year that there is e deley in building a new. plenned limited access 

road the more difficult it becomes to find an optimum location because of the 

growth and the more costly it becomes. 

I therefore recommend the no-build option for Route 22, but urge immediate 

action in reviewing the altarnatee of 1878 and direct etata highway planners to 

nake a currant auggeetlon for • now route with limited eccess except at the 

interaections. Proper planning would probably be a new aoutharn route which 

extended Route 23, intereected current Route 22. continued eouth far enough to 

be the beginlngs of e Bel Air bypass and than a direct Route to I-8S. 
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fart  L.  Marix 

Co-owner of the  "Dibb House' 

1737 Churchville Road 
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K^%   Maryland Department ofTmsportatm w^mt.mmm 
*   :  ^jf'^ir        St«<t HtQhw«y AdmimHraiion 

ttcrttirif 

Hat Kittetl 

June  8,   1987 

Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

Mr. Robert L. Martz 
830 Maxa Road 
Aberdeen, Maryland  21001 

Dear Mr. Martz: 

I am responding to your letter of May 1,   1987 pertaining to 
our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Interstate Route 95. - Your endorsement of the No-Build Alter- 
native for the study is noted.  Your comments will be given a 
thorough consideration as we proceed with the recommendation of a 
preferred alternative. 

I thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study. If you have additional com- 
ments or questions, please contact me or the Project Manager, Mr. 
Randy Aldrich, at (301) 333-1139. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP:tn 

cc: Mr. Charles R. Olsen 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

v-152 
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JUL   6   1987 junc 29, 1987 

mu\i tnuof 
imm & PKLLIMMAJIY [NGINEERING 

Mr.   Richard H.  Trainor 
Secretary of Maryland Dept.  of Transportation 
P.O.  Box 8755 
BW1  Airport 
Baltimore, MD    21240 

Dear Mr.  Trainor: 

The State Highway Administration design/location studies and  plans  for a 
four or five lane expansion of the existing State Route  22, a  rural   road, 
between Bel  Air and Aberdeen should be  Immediately and permanently shelved 
prior to  further expense to the Maryland tax payers. 

There is a definite need  for a limited access highway between Bel  Air and 
Aberdeen to serve the traffic  demands of the future, but  rebuilding Route  22 Is 
not a reasonable solution to this traffic problem. 

1 appreciate the difficulties in expanding an existing road or building a 
new one and their affects upon the environment and the Ire of the county 
residents most affected thereby.    However, since many wore  residences would  be 
Impacted upon by rebuilding Route 22 than building a new road, the number of 
problems and the magnitude thereof will   be reduced by careful, prudent planning 
and early construction of a new road. 

Your support  and  immediate personal   attention in obtaining a new limited 
access  highway between Bel Air and Aberdeen is  requested. 

Sincerely, 

Charles  E.  Brad/prd,  Sr. 

RECEIVED 
JJi.   1  j^ 

SECRETARY 
Or TRANSPORTATION 
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MarylandtkpanmentofTrdnsportatton 
State Highway Administration 

uury V^   o ^ ?> 
RICHARD !» 

HALKASSQFf     To?; 
Admlnl»trtt*f       ; -3^ 

4: 
5Z 

JUL 2 0 W67 

Mr. Charles E. Bradford, Sr. 
2000 Churchville Road 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 

Dear Mr. Bradford: 

Secretary Richard Trainor has asked roe to respond to your 
June 29, 1987 letter concerning Maryland Route 22.  I previously 
responded directly to you on behalf of Senator Sarbanes as a 
result of your correspondence to him. 

As I explained, the State Highway Administration is evalua- 
ting the feasibility of building a new limited access highway on 
new location. That feasibility study is on-going and a decision 
will not be made until the fall of 1987. Since you are on the 
mailing list for the Maryland Route 22 project, you will be kept 
informed of all major decisions made. 

I appreciate your concerns and your participation in the 
planning process. 

Sincerely, 

OKIGIRAL SIGNED £i*. 
BAL KASS0F2 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:tn 

cci Secretary Richard H.   Trainor 
Mr.   Neil J.  Pedersen 
Mr.  Charles R. Olsen 

/tic.   Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Ms.   Fran Backus 

/> 

•«» 
gsEtt    333-1111 



GRACE 
UNITED METHODIST CHURCH 
110 W. BEL AIR AVENUE ABERDEEN. MARYLAND 21001 

Tdephcne 
James E Chance Office rw«» 

Mmuter Residence 272-2242 

July 22,  1987 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

Dear Kr. Kassoff: 

The Board of Directors of Baker Cemetery which is owned by Grace United Methodist 
Church, have indicated by previous correspondence, our objections to widening the 
existing Route 22. We also stated our concern at the April 22nd meeting at the 
C. Milton Wright School. 

It is our desire to reiterate our position.  Recent plans for widening Route 22 
in the vicinity of the Cemetery as we understand them, infringe on cemetery 
property Bore drastically than before.  Not only is a slice of land along the 
developed and undeveloped front of our property affected, but an enormous truck 
turnaround absorbs an additional quantity of land. Both the road widening and 
the turnaround seriously affect the existing grave sites along the corridor, 
the general appearance of the cemetery, and its future development. 

There are few cemeteries in the vicinity of Aberdeen. They are all small, and 
either full or close to capacity.  This cemetery was conceived by members of 
the Baker family as a service to the community. They donated the ground and 
necessary capital for this purpose.  This service continues, and we are in the 
process now of expanding by creating new burial sites within existing boundaries 
of the cemetery. Land beyond our boundaries is either unavailable for purchase, 
or not suitable for burial purposes.  Hence what land we have should be preserved 
for the purpose intended if at all possible. 

As stated in a previous letter, we recognize the need for a new liaited access 
highway as the only practical solution, further widening of the existing road 
being unacceptably disruptive to resident properties along the route. We also 
feel the needs of the community could best be served by connecting the communities 
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$> 
of Aberdeen and Bel Air by a route south of the txletlng route, 
your thorough consideration In thie tatter. 

Please give us 

Vary truly yours, 

President, Baker Cemetery 

Copies to: 
Senators Amoss and Riley 
Delegates Clark, Lutt, Cox, 

Kreaoer and Rehrmann 
Habern Freeman, County Executive 
Messrs Hel» and Olsen 

V-156 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

RICHARD H. TRAINOR 
Secretary 

HAL KASSOFF 
Administrator 

.wU <*iWl 

Mr. George H. Baker, Jr., President 
Baker Cemetery 
c/o Grace United Methodist Church 
110 West Bel Air Avenue 
Bel Air, Maryland  21001 

Dear Mr. Baker: 

-^ r— O 
ro " o <— 
CD    .   .. O 

CO 

I am responding to your recent letter about our Project 
Planning study on Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and Interstate 
Route 95.  Your endorsement of the No-Build Alternative and 
further analysis of a limited access southern bypass is 
acknowledged. 

We are continuing our studies of travel demand in this 
corridor. We will be assisting Harford County's Department 
of Planning and Zoning in their effort to identify a viable 
process to address the long range land use and highway plans 
for this portion of the county. This is a lengthy process. 
Thus, any decisions regarding the section of Maryland Route 
22 between Churchville and Interstate Route 95 have been deferred 
until the completion of this process. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact me or 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director, Office of Planning and Preliminary 
Engineering, if you have any further comments or questions. 
Mr. Pedersen's phone number is 333-1110. 

Sincerely, 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY: 
HAL KASSOFF. 

Hal Kassoff 
Admi ni strator 

HK/ih 

CC : Mr . 
Mr. 

Neil   J.   Pedersen 
C.   Robert   Olsen 
Louis   H.   Ege,   Jr 

My telephone number Is   333-1111 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
363-7555 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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B.  ELECTED OFFICIALS 
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ip 
B.  Elected Officials 

Correspondence has been received from the following County, State 
and Federal Elected Officials: 

The Honorable Habern W. Freeman, 
County Executive, Harford County 

The Honorable William H. Amoss 
Maryland State Senate 

The Honorable Roy Dyson 
United States House of Representatives 

The Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski 
United States Senate 

The Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes 
United States Senate 

V-159 



rr   A 

HARFORD COUNTY GOVERNMENT 

May 18, 1987 

— rn JD 

-T-» fn 

Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

RE:  PUBLIC HEARING OF APRIL 22, 1987 

This letter is in response to the Maryland Route 22 Combined Loca- 
Itus letter *» *»   r   ., 0«) 1007  »t John Carroll School. 

tion/Public Hearing held on April 22, 1987, at Jonn ^arr 

^ .      ^e^orc KD Route 22 an important link in its total trans- The County considers KD Route 2Z an  P ^      y func. 

portation net"0^:ro^^r^f^etween Aberdeen and Bel Air. We recognize 
ST c tt^^rtr-tra^fic flow and safety on this corridor, in 

particular, from Bel Air to the Churchville area. 

Turret traffic volumes on Segment One already exceeds the design 
Current traIIlc •AU~'  .   roadwav  The frequency of accidents is 

capacity of the exxsting two ^^f^ • ^ ^ Jj ^  MD Route 543 
also at a ctitical state. £e.^^^accident location.  It is evident 
has been identified by f* ff/J^*^"f accidents will only increase in the 

rin^eirlrro SbS Sff'SJ mr«.t. an already severe situation. 

Based on these facts. «e offer the following comments: 

• rw - We recommend the four-lane divided highway build 
1. S££mentJ£!   We ^ommen       are projecting a high level of 

S'iSEul g/owth'"in'Si. area, and urge that upgrading this segment 

take the highest priority. 

m.    uv^-i* UP feel the build alternatives need more study, 
2. SSfiSfSp^ -^^^^iSeSltives A and B. the County recognizes the 

specifically the ^i8 -J "J^ni. flrea  We recommend the Maryland 

Corta^tly, tJTimpact vill be less on the community. 

of a new alignment. 

•KA  n«v„ to emohasize our support for Improvements to MD 

220 SOUTH MAJN STREH / BEU AI«, MARYLAND 21014-3865 
rtenrjuaar    v-ieo (30i)e79?ooo 



Hoi Koosoff 
May 18. 1987 
Page 2 

connection from MD 155 to MD 22 in Churchville is imperative to relieve the 
congestion in this area and should be moved into the construction program as 

well. 

A copy of this letter is being forvarded to Mr. Robert Olsen to be 

included in the record of the hearing. 

ity Executive 

WGC-.TCA/lms 

CC: Robert Olsen, District Engineer - Dist. H 
State Highway Administration 
2323 West Joppa Road 
Brooklandville, MD 21022 

Neil J. Pederson, Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

Randy Aldrich, Project Manager v 
Project Development Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 
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ICHArtn \l TRAIWOS 

1-1 At   I' '' ^''-'V "P 
State Highway Administration Aciminisiniior $ 

fUfcgW 
Re:     Contract  No.   H  656-000-471 

Maryland   Route   22 
Bel  Air  to  Interstate  Route  95 
PDMS   No.   123007 

The   Honorable  Habern  W.   Freeman 
Harford   County   Executive 
220   South  Main  Street 
Bel   Air,   Maryland     21014-3865 

Dear   Mr.   Freeman: 

I  appreciate  the  endorsements  you  have  provided   for our 
Project  Planning  study   on Maryland  Route   22  between  Bel  Air  and 
Interstate   Route  95.     I   agree  that   the  critical   need of   this 
study   is  to provide  an  adequate   roadway  to accommodate  forecasted 
traffic  volumes  between   Bel   Air  and   Churchville. 

We will  be  conferring with  you   and other  elected officials 
from  Harford County   to  review   the  critical   issues  associated with 
the  proposed   improvements  to Maryland   Route  22 prior  to making 
final   decisions   regarding   the  project.     At   that   time,   we   can 
discuss  the additional  studies  referred  to  in your  letter  as well 
as   any  additional   questions  you  may  have  regarding  the project. 

Meanwhile,   if   you  would  like   to discuss  any   aspect  of   this 
project,   please  feel   free   to call   me. 

Sincerely , 
0K1GI../-.L b.QuED BYl. 

J1AL KASSOF? 

Hal   Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK/ih 
cc:      Secretary   Richard   H.   Trainor 

Mr.   Neil  J.   Pedersen 
Mr.   C.   Robert  01 sen       /' 
Mr.   Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Mr.   Jerry   L.  White 

V-162 

My telephone number Is     333-1111 

Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-4' 2-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert   St.,  Baltimore,  Maryland   21203-0717 
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SENATE OP MARYLAND 
ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401-1&91 

WILLIAM H. AMOSS 

STATt SCNATOW 
S5TM LCCMSt-ATtVE t»ST»ICT 

CtClL AND HA»»rO««0 couwrws 

coMMtrrtt 
euocrr AND TAXATION 

May 28,   1987 

DISTRICT OFrtce 
1X03 KL AM NOAO 

KO BOX4M 

PALLSTON tAAirVLAND 21047 
OS»TSS» 

ANNAPOUS Orncc 
ROOM W7 «HATI orrxx BLOC 

B4I MOS 

Mr. Robert 01sen 
District Engineer 
District No. 4, BrooKlandville 
2323 East Joppa Road 
Brooklandville, Maryland 21022 

Dear Bob: 

Enclosed is a letter and a survey plat 
received from Mr.  Conrad L.   Swann.     Please 
forward it to the planners  involved with 
Route  22.     I  think Mr.   Swann makes  some very 
good points. 

Please keep me  informed of the outcome. 

Sincerely, 

William H.   Amoss 

"-"'ttrS, »^*5»w««>n*i«««l?*!l!isa*e 

WHA:bb 
Enclosure 
cc:    Mr. Conrad L.  Swann 
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May 15, 1987 

Re: 
fSSSa?2 L?Lati.0!'/D!S

(l
9,n Pr??0Sal relat1ve t0 the Baker-Rodman House (HA999) - See attached location survey. 

Senator William H. Amoss 
2803 Bel Air Road 
Fallston, Maryland   21047 

Dear Senator Amoss: 

This letter is a request for your assistance in alterina the State HiohwAv 

I 95^0 ssn L^onV'T6 th5 eX,'Stin9 road^ ^L\AI Lm *&" 
f-nj In'tK f5nJlrng3i^5:

rOPOSed COnstruction could ^^rsely affect v 

£atr^n,aliCtL/N^S!P0li!!t,'?n:   We are alread^ above ^th these criteria by 
National itandards.   The State should already be trying to resolve the current 
t^!0niSiba|ed <*****"«* data-    If sound/noise barriers are not 
t^lT,\A   ly< (edslble» ?« ^ roadway should be proposed through 
nonresidentlal areas.   This would correct an existing pollution problem. 

Hght-of^yl0^    ^ 0f 0Ur tW0 We1lS 1s 0nly 32 feet fr• the «<*"ng 

Structural Damage:    Our 187* year-old house is frame with stucco exterior 

Saf£|^:    We feel that the added traffic would create a safety hazard in that 

SOS?.0".^.'^."-the ex,5tin9 '^-°<-"»- «»"*• u 2" 
SfPT1'!1!0"!    He Purchdse<1 this historical  site (HA999 and State of 
71?A    S Re9isirJr) *" Deccber 1983 without knowledge of any proposed 
wM0rk-    ^ h8V; «P«Bt WroxlMtely $30,000 in rlnovation ?osts   not to 
b^ife ?hl 0Wn '^f15' !nd a!:e P1an^n9 additional renovations on an annual 
cIn\?H. I     Pr0p?Sed construct1on wu^ surely cause a hardship when considering resale. 
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gassaw; fta-aa s aarssw* or 
appreciated greatly 

Sincerely, 

Conrad L. Swann 
3548 Churchvflle Road 
Aberdeen, Maryland   21001 
Phone:    272-2046 

\ 
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Mo4 g.: 

I. G. WOLFF ASSOCIATES. INC. 
Surveyors, £ngir>eers 
landscape Architects 

10 W. Pennsylvania Avenue 
Bel Air, Maryland ^ 

21014 c 

'€: 
^^eb» certify that the lot has been jurveyed f<.r     \• f^s : t^VV 
t«* purposv of locating th^ improvenjents thereon '''''ti^T***** 
tnd that t*»r :nr)r«.»vi»inftiitf arc himed as shown. £> /9/&£ 

LocAjiou SoB^ey 

Iff t->Z^-\  <?Cr'  IEO/515 

-rr-i' *-u."r4   v./'.-oii*^ ,Hci. 
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RICHARD H. TRAINOR 

Maiytand Department ofTmsportamn HITKAMOFF 
State Highway Administration Administrator 

June 29,  1987 

Re:     Contract No.  H 656-000-471 
Maryland   Route 22  -  Bel Air to 
Interstate Route 95 
PDMS  No.   123007 

Mr.   Conrad   L.   Swann 
3548 Churchville Road 
Aberdeen,  Maryland    21001 

Dear  Mr.   Swann: __ 

This is in response to your letter of May 15, 1987, to 
Senator Ainoss about our Project Planning study on Maryland Route 
22 between Bel Air and Interstate Route 95.  He requested us to 
respond directly to you. 

In your letter, you made some specific requests of how our 
proposed alternatives in Segment III would affect your home at 
the corner of Maryland Route 22 and Aldino-Stepney Road.  I have 
provided some information on each of the items you mentioned. 

1.  Air Quality 

Harford County lies within the Metropolitan Baltimore 
Intrastate Air Quality Control Region and, therefore, is subject 
to transportation control measures such as the Vehicle Emission 
Inspection Program administered by the Motor Vehicle Administra- 
tion.  This program governs the emissions from vehicles on a 
regional level.  Site specific studies of air quality impacts 
associated with our two build alternatives have been performed. 
Your house was selected as one of 47 air receptor sites. Measures 
of Carbon Monoxide (CO) concentrations in parts per million (PPM) 
at your house in 1900 and 2010 are labeled below: 

1990 2010 

No-Build Build 

3.6  PPM 3.4'PPM 

1.6  PPM 1.6  PPM 

National  and  State Ambient Air Quality Standards   are 
exceeded  when concentrations  are greater than 35 PPM for   1 hour 
and  9 PPM for 8 hours.    As  you can see,  forecasted  analysis at 
your home is nowhere near the thresholds established  in the 
standards. 

My telephone number Is     333-1110 

Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech 
363-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-600-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Cat vert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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Mr.   Conrad L.   Swann 
June   29,   1987 
Page  2 

2.       Noise Pollution 

Your house  was  also  selected  as  a  noise  receptor  site   in  our 
companion  noise  analysis.     This  analysis shows  that  2010  noise 
levels  generated   from  traffic  on  a  widened  Maryland  Route   22 will 
be   69   dBA.     The   Federal   Highway   Administration's   Noise   Abatement 
Criteria   is exceeded   by   2  dBA.     Because of   this predicted 
measurement,   we studied   the  preliminary costs  and effects   of 
mitigating  the  excessive   levels.     Constructing  a  19  foot  high 
noise  barrier will  bring   the  levels within compliance  levels   at   a 
cost  of  approximately  $564,000 per  each  dwelling unit  that   it 
provides  a benefit.     Any  proposed  barrier which costs  approxi- 
mately   $40,000 per dwelling  unit   it   benefits   is  considered  cost 
effective.     Since  the studied Carrier   in the vicinity  of  your 
home   is   not  cost  effective,   no  further  analysis will   be 
performed. 

3. Water Pollution 

We also mace a prel ir.inary analysis of soil types in the 
area.  Tnis analysis indicates that the soil is capable of 
supporting a widened roacvay without interfering with existing 
artesian wells.  If the rcadway is ultimately constructed and as 
a result you begin to experience problems with your well, we will 
consider providing you a new well. 

Since we have proposed closed drainage systems for both 
build alternatives, runoff from the roadway will not spill onto 
your property.  The runoff will be piped to designated stormwater 
management areas situated on undeveloped land.  From that point, 
the water will flow into the natural drainage system. 

4. Structural  Damage 

Site  specific  vibration  studies  have  not  been performed. 
We   have  considerable  experience  with   this  analysis  on  other 
roadway  projects.     It   is   true   that  dwellings   close  to  an  existing 
roadway  experience ground   borne  vibrations   from heavy vehicles   on 
the   roadway.     However,   these   are   insignificant  vibrations. 
Vibration analysis   along  the   Baltimore   Beltway  produced  particle 
velocity neasurements   (an   industry   standard)   of   0.005  inches  per 
second.     Damage thresholds   are  experienced  at tneasurements   above 
2.0   inches per  second.     We   do  not   anticipate  any  damaging 
vibrations   frox  vehicles   en   Maryland   Route   2 2. 

5.       Safety 

We have designed this roadway in Segment III to have a 
suburban character.  Unli'se today, where the existing roadway is 
a 50 mph open section roadway, the proposed roadway will have 
curbs along both sides and will be posted for speeds no higher 
than 45 nph.  Although in time vehicular traffic levels will 
increase, we do not anticipate any deterioration in safety 
levels.  If anything, our statewide statistics indicate improved 
safety levels with a divided roadway, as is proposed in one of 
the alternatives for this segment of the roadway. 
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Mr. Conrad L. Swann 
Jure 29, 1967 
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6.   Depreciation 

4 

The possibility of a roadway project contributing to the 
depreciation of a particular home is challenged in many of our 
projects.  We have never been able to substantiate a correlation 
to support your claim.  Generally, real estate values are always 
appreciating in value. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this ^Tudy.  Please contact us again if 
we can provide further assistance. 

Very truly yours. 

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

NJP/ih 

cc:    ^Senator  William H.  Amoss 
Mr.  C.   Robert  Olsen 
Mr.   Robert Tresselt 
Mr.   Louis   K.   Ege,   Jr. 
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Mr.   Bal  Rassoff 
State Highway Administrator 
State Highway Adalniatration 
707 H.  Calvart Street 
Ealtl»ore, Maryland 21202 

RE:    Mr.  Charles Bradford,  Sr, 

Dear Mr.  Kaasoff: 

I an writing on behalf of • constituent who has contacted ay office 
requesting assiatance.    The peraon'a naae is stated above. 

Enclosed you will find a copy of his letter which is self-explanatory, 
I as sure this  individual would be »ost  appreciative of  any consideration 
you My be able to give at this time.     Furthermore,  1 would be grateful 
to be advised as to the present  atatua of this case and to be informed 
of any determinations which are »sde in the future. 

Please reply to ay Aberdeen Area Office,  20 West  Bel Air Avenue, 
Suite 1-A, Aberdeen, Maryland    21001.     Thank you for your attention and 
consideration in  this matter.     1  am looking forward  to your  prompt 
reply. 

Since 

tD:»f 

ress 
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2000 Churchville Road 
Bel Air, Marylend 21014 
May 29, 1987 

The Honorable Roy P. Dyson 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Dyson: 

The subject is not new - we need your support on Boute 22. 

By now, I am sure you ere eware of the project design/location 
studies ongoing by the State Highway Administration (SHA) which outline 
alternates of a 4 or 5 lane highway generally following the present 
Route 22 between Bel Air and Aberdeen and a No-Build alternate. Based 
on the state study a new route which would connect Bel Air and Aberdeen 
and bypassing Route 22 could be built for an estiaated 13X aore 
expense. Considering that the existing highway t*ich is a 2-lane rural 
road, lined with aany residential and business properties, vith over 
270 drivewaya thereon, it ie oost difficult to consider the possibility 
that expansion of this highway would be either rational or prudent. 
The cost notwithstanding, a better solution to eove traffic between Bel 
Air ond Aberdeen is to construct a limited access highway in a ©ore 
direct route aouth of the existing Route 22. A new rood could handle 
all through traffic oway froa the Route 22 residentisl road for aany 
years in the future, whereas expansion of the existing rood, which, by 
the way, will upset, uproot and in general alienate the aajority of the 
Route 22 residents, would only be a temporary half solution to the 
existing and anticipated traffic problem. 

Since expansion of the existing road will not Beet all Federal 
Environoental Standards and since aajor intersections on Route 22 will 
be ioproved anyway without expanding Route 22, your assistance in 
supporting a No-Build alternative for Route 22, with the aio to build a 
new limited access highway froa near Bel Air to Aberdeen or reinitiate 
the earlier planned Route 23 extension, will be appreciated. 
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The Honorable Rov P. 
Ma> 29, 1987 
Page 2 

Dvson 

Although the SHA plans contain economic and •fficiency factors 
which may be noteworthy, I suggest that the plana arc lacking In 
effectiveness, the prime consideration having no equal. Further, the 
SKA plans do not address the adverse econooic iapact or neighborhood 
deterioration on residential properties, a serious consideration which 
is highlighted by its ooission. 

I would appreciate c 
on this serious problem. 

nts fro» you relative to your position 

Sincerely jours. 

c&Cr, 
CHARLES E. BRAD! 
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NCHARD H TRAINOR 
Secretary 

Maryland Depaiuitm ofTmsportatton HAL KASS0FF 
State Highway Administration Admwstratof 

JUL o e \m 
Re:  Contract No. H 656-000-471 

Maryland Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS No. 123007 

The Honorable Roy Dyson 
United States House of Representatives 
20 West Bel Air Avenue 
Suite 1-A 
Aberdeen, Maryland 21001 

Dear Congressman Dyson: 

I am responding to your recent letter about the State 
Highway Administration's Project Planning study investigating the 
reconstruction of Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and Inter- 
state Route 95 in Harford County.  You had received a letter from 
Mr. Charles E. Bradford, Sr. endorsing the No-Build Alternate.  I 
appreciate receiving Mr. Bradford's comments on the study. 

As he states, highway planning studies in the corridor 
between Bel Air and Aberdeen have been underway for years. The 
current study proposes to utilize the existing 80 foot wide 
right-of-way along Maryland Route 22 for a multi-lane arterial 
highway. This requires some grading easements outside of our 
existing right-of-way.  A bypass on the south side of Churchville 
is also being considered to improve traffic operations. 

Along the corridor, the only segment currently in need of 
widening is the link between Bel Air and Churchville.  Intensive 
land development on the east side of Bel Air has strained the 
capacity of the existing roadway.  We have allocated a portion of 
our recent revenue increase to fund the reconstruction of 
Maryland Route 22 in this segment only. 

Previously, we had two active highway studies in this 
corridor. One proposed to widen Maryland Route 22 between Bel 
Air and Churchville. The other, Maryland Route 23 relocated, 
investigated an alignment for a major highway on new location 
between the northeast side of Bel Air and the Maryland Route 22 
interchange at Interstate Route 95.  It would have connected with 
a previously constructed segment of Maryland Route 23 between 
Hickory and Jarrettsville. At the request of Harford County, we 
dropped Maryland Route 23 from our program and initiated the 
current study which utilizes the existing alignment of Maryland 
Route 22. The old study was inconsistent with land use changes 
they had approved for this portion of the County. 

My telephone number la 333-1111  

Tdrtypvwrlter for Impalrtd HMring or Spooch 
aaa-TSSS BUtlmor* Metro - 585-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Sttfowld* Toll F(M 
363  7333 *•»«•«£• JJ^ c*^rtV, B.ttlmoro. Maryland 21203-0717 
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The Honorable Roy Dyson 

Page 2 

As a result of the public hearing we conducted on April 22, ' 
1987 (brochure attached), we are reviewing the practicality of 
the old Maryland Route 23 alignments.  We are not encouraged with 
our preliminary findings.  The obstacles and impacts are 
numerous.  Intensive subdivision activity on the southeast side 
of Bel Air has left no vacant land where a major highway could be 
routed.  Other portions of the old alignments traverse prime 
farmland and wetland areas.  Usage of these areas for highways 
has been constrained since they were originally proposed.  We are 
scheduled to present our analysis to Harford County elected 
officials in July. 

The intersection improvements mentioned in Mr. Bradford's 
letter lie within the segment between Bel Air and Churchville. 
They have always been considered an interim solution to the 
traffic growth and congestion.  Our forecasts show continuing 
increases in traffic volumes as the approved subdivision activity 
continues. 

We have prepared and circulated a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement which explains the potential environmental impacts of 
the project.  The document was prepared in accordance with all 
applicable Federal and State procedures. 

I appreciate your interest in this matter.  Please contact 
me again if we can provide further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

0BIGINAL f    - •.'•*V 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK/ih 

Attachment 

cc:  Secretary Richard H. Trainor 
Mr. Emil Elinsky 
Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 
Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. / 
Ms. Missy Drissel 

^ 
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ttr. Richard Tcainor 
Gocretary of transportation 
Department of Transportation 
P.O. Dox 3755 
Baltioore-Waehington International Airport 
Doltioore, Maryland 21240 

Dear Mr. Troinor: 

Docouoe of the dooirc of thie office feo fc@ iroopoBBlvo 

to all inquiries end coaounication©, your conoiflorotion of 

the attached correopondence from 

Mr. Charles B. Bradford, 6r. la roqueetod". Your finding* 

and views, in duplicate foro, will be Bppraciatod. 

Sincerely, 

DAM:vv 
Bnclooure 

/Z?S))&Q^«9^ 6\. ^U^SsSf^ 

Barbara A. Rikulskl 
Dnited States Gonotor 

JDK It BT 
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2000 Churchville load 
Bel Air. Maryland 21014 
May 29, 1987 

The Honorable Barbara A. MikulsVi 
United States Senate 
Senate Office Building 
Waahington, D. C. 20510 

Dear Senator Hikulaki: 

Tfce aubject is not new - we need your aupport on loute 22. 

By now, I w aure you are aware of the ^•^J11**»iJJ
/iocaJJjD 

•tudiea ongoing by the State Highway Ad»iniatr.tlon (SHA) which outline 
SSrLte. of a 4 or 5 lane highway generally following the preaent 
Volt?22between Bel Air and Aberdeen and a Hc^Build f JJ"*^- "j^ 
on the state atud, a new route which would connect Bel Air md Aberdeen 
and bToaaaing Route 22 could be built for an aati-atad 13X .ore 
SSJZT c2.id.ri-l that the existing highway which i. . 2-Une rural 
road? lined with .any residential and business propertiaa, with o^er 
ITo driveway, thereon, it is .ost difficult to consider the £»>»Uity 
that expansion of this highway would be either rational or pr«d«t. 
S eSrLtidth.t«ding. a better aolution to •^* ^"j^1^ Bel 
Air and Aberdeen ia to construct a li-ited acceaa hifhway in • .ore 
Sire^ route south of the existing Route 22. A pev road could handle 
aU^rough traffic away fro* the Route 22 residential road for .any 
teara in the future, whereas expansion of the exiating road, which by 
Jhe way will upset uproot and in general alienate the Mjority of the 
IwtTli  Residents. woSld only be a temporary half .olution to the 
exiating and anticipated traffic problem. 

Since expansion of the existing road will'not .eet ell Federal 
Environmental Standards and since major intersections on Route 22 will 
£ iL^ed anyway without expanding Route 22 your assistjnce in 
wpp^rting a No-Build alternative for Route 22. with the ai- to build a 
wwTiiitld acceas highway from near Bel Air to Aberdeen or reinitiate 
tSe earlier planned Boute 23 extension, will be appreciated. 

V & 
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The Honoroble Barbara l&T Mikulaki 
Kay 29, 1967 
Page 2 

Although the SKA plans contain econoaic cad efficiency factors 
which oay be noteworthy, I oLggest that the plono are locking in 
effectlvenesB, the price consideration having DO equal. Farther, the 
SKA plans do not address the odveroe econoaic in pact or selghborhood 
deterioration on residential properties, o Serious consideration which 
io highlighted by ito oaiiosion. 

I vould appreciate cocsents froai you relative to pour position 
on thio carious probles. 

Sincerelv yours. 

f. 
CKAKLES E. BRAD1 
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MarylandDepartmentofTmspottation *»««*<-     0 

WctMPd C Trtlnor^ ^ 
Th« Secrvtary't Offlct 6*cr*ury c       ^? rn 7? 

The Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski '. 
Unites States Senate ^l 
Suite 253 
World Trade Center 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202-3041 

Dear Senator Mikulski: 

I am responding to your recent letter about the State Highway 
Administration's Project Planning study investigating the recon- 
struction of Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air and Interstate Route 
95 in Harford County.  You had received a letter from Mr. Charles 
E. Bradford, Sr. endorsing the No-Build Alternate.  I appreciate 
receiving Mr. Bradford's comments on the study. 

As he states, highway planning studies in the corridor between 
Bel Air and Aberdeen have been underway for years.  The current 
study proposes to utilize the existing 80 foot wide right-of-.way 
along Maryland Route 22 for a multi-lane arterial highway.  This 
requires some grading easements outside of our existing right-of- 
way.  A bypass on the south side of Churchville is also being 
considered to improve traffic operations at this location. 

Along the corridor, the segment most in need of widening is 
the link between Bel Air and Churchville.  Intensive land develop- 
ment on the east side of Bel Air has strained the capacity of the 
existing roadway.  We have allocated a portion of the recent 
revenue increase to fund the reconstruction of this segment of 
Maryland Route 22. 

Five years ago, we had two active highway studies in this 
corridor.  One proposed to widen Maryland Route 22 between Bel Air 
and Churchville.  The other was investigating an alignment for a 
major highway on new location between the northeast side of Bel Air 
and the Maryland Route 22 interchange at Interstate Route 95. 
Called Maryland Route 23, it would have connected with a previously 
constructed segment of Maryland Route 23 between Hickory and 
Jarrettsville.  At the request of Harford County, we dropped 
Maryland Route 23 from our program and initiated the current study 
which utilizes the existing alignment of Maryland Route 22.  The 
old study was inconsistent with land use changes they had approved 
for this portion of the County. 

My tttophorw numb* is (301)- fl59-?397  
TTY Fw Th« O^f (301) 969-7227 

Post OHK* Be* •?». B«n!«w«/W*sh»ngf|on tntemationai *»por »*»ryUr«J 2i?40-07S5 fj) 
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The Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski 

Page Two 

As a result of the public hearing we conducted on April 22, 
1987 (brochure attached), we are reviewing the practicality of the 
old Maryland Route 23 alignments. We are not encouraged with our 
preliminary findings. The obstacles and impacts are numerous. 
Intensive subdivision activity on the southeast side of Bel Air has 
left no vacant land where a major highway could be routed.  Other 
portions of the old alignments traverse prime farmland and wetland 
areas.  Usage of these areas for highways has been constrained 
since they were originally proposed. We are scheduled to present 
our analysis to Harford County elected officials in July. 

The intersection improvements mentioned in Mr. Bradford's 
letter lie within the segment between Bel Air and Churchville. 
They have always been considered an interim solution to handle 
traffic growth and congestion. Our forecasts show continuing 
increases in traffic volumes as the approved subdivision activity 
continues. 

As with all of our major highway projects, we have prepared 
and circulated an Environmental Impact Statement. With the excep- 
tion of some excessive noise levels, which cannot be mitigated by 
the erection of noise barrtexs—due- to -mme^^ous-driveways along the 
roadway, we are in full compliance with all Federal environmental 
standards. 

I appreciate your interest in this matter.  Please contact me 
or Hal Kassoff if we can provide further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

\l\ 
Richard  H.   Trainor 
Secretary 

RHT:bh 
Attachment 

cc:     Mr.   Hal   Kassoff 
Mr.   Emil   Elinsky 
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PAUL S ftAft&ANES 

tlnttd ^tatti f&tMt 
fi 

WASHINGTON. DC 20610 

June  15,   1987 

RECEIVED 
, W' JUN Ss 1987   . 

•IStCFOi OffKf fif 
6?ate"ighway Adtrinistrator ^^^ *'WMmnmm*l 
707  North Calvert  Street 
Baltiioore,   Maryland     21202 

Dear Hal: 

1 am forwarding correspondence I have received from 
Charlee E. Bradford, Sr., a constituent who is very concerned 
about a proposal to widen Route 22 between Bel Air and Aberdeen. 
Although this is not primarily a federal matter, I would 
appreciate it if you would address the concerns raised and 
provide Mr. Bradford with an appropriate response. 

With best regards. 

Sincerely, 

-fci 
Paul 6. Sarbanes 
United States Senator 

PSS/gmg 
Enclosure 
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2000 Churchville ioad 
Del Air, .«nrylG»4 21014 
May 29. 1087 

The Honorable Paul Sarbanes 
United States Senate 
Senate Office Building ^ 
Washington, D. C. 20510 ' . 

Dear Senator Sarbanes: 

The cubject Is not new - we need your support ca fioate 22. 

By now, I ao sure you are ovare of the project flcalgn/locetion 
studies ongoing by the State Highway Adicinistration <9U) which outline 
alternates of a 4 or 5 lane highway generally following the preoent 
Route 22 between Bel Air and Aberdeen end a No-Build alternate. Based 
t>n the state study e new route which would connect Bel Air and Aberdeen 
and bypassing Route 22 could be built for an estimated 13X core 
expense. Considering that the existing highway which la • 2-lone rural 
road, lined with nany residential end business properties, "with over 
270 driveways thereon7~it is aost difficult to consider the possibility 
that expansion of this highway would be either rational m  prudent. 
The cost notwithstanding, a better oolution to oove traffic feetveen Bel 
Air and Aberdeen is to construct e limited occess highway la a Eore 
direct route ©outh of the existing Route 22. A Dew read could handle 
ell through traffic BWB) froo the Route 22 residential rood for tacny 
years in the future, whereas expansion of the existing road, which, by 
the way, wil3 upset, uproot and in general alienate the najority of the 
Route 22 residents, would only be a temporary half solution to the 
existing and anticipated traffic problem. 

Since expansion of the existing road will not cseet all Federal 
Environmental Standards and since major intersections on Route 22 will 
be improved anyway without expanding Route 22, your assistance in 
supporting a No-Build alternative for Route 22, with the eim to build a 
new limited access highway from near Bel Air to Aberdeen or reinitiate 
the earlier planned Route 23 extension, will be appreciated. 
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The Honorable Peul Sarbanes 

Nay 29. 1967 

Altboufth the SHA plans contain economic •nd efficiency factor* 
vhich «*, be Doteworthy. 1 .uggest that the plans .re lacjing In 
•ff»rtiveness the prioe consideration having no equal. Further, the 
SHA l\*Z  do iot address the adverse economic impact or tjeighborhoo 
dete^o^Uon on Residential properties, a aerious consideration which 

is highlighted by its omission. 

I vould appreciate comments from you relative to your position 

on this serious problem. 

Sincerely jroura, 

CHARLES E. BRADFORI^TSR. 
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UCHARD H. TRAiNOR 
iecretary 

Marytand Department orTransportatio/i                      ^ KASS0FF 
Srafe Highway Administration     Administrator 

Re:     Contract No.   H 656-000-471 
Maryland  Route 22 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
PDMS   No.   123007 

Mr.   Charles  E.   Bradford,   Sr. 
2000  Churchville  Road 
Bel   Air,   Maryland    21014 

Dear  Mr.   Bradford: 

I   am responding to the letter you recently sent  to  Sem«tor 
Paul   SarbanesPabout  our  Project  Planning study  on Maryland Route 
22  between   Bel  Air and   Interstate   Route  95.     He asked me  to 
respond directly  to you.     I  appreciate your endorsement  of  the 
No-Build  Alternative.     Your comments will be given  a thorough 
consideration as we  proceed with  the study. 

Our highway  planning  studies   in  this  corridor have  been 
underway for years.     The  current study proposes  to utilize the 
existing  80  foot wide  right-of-way  along Maryland Route  22  for a 
multi-lane arterial highway.     This requires some grading 
rasements outside of  our existing  right-of-way.     A bypass on  the 
south side of  Churchville  is also being considered to  improve 
traffic  operations  at   this   location. 

Along  the corridor,   the  only  segment currently   in  need of 
widening  is  the  link  between   Bel   Air and Churchville.      Intensive 
land development on the east  side of  Bel Air has strained the 
capacity of  the existing roadway.     We have allocated  a portion of 
our  recent  revenue  increase to fund the reconstruction of 
Maryland  Route  22  in  this  segment only. 

Previously,   we had two active highway studies   in this 
corridor.     One proposed  to widen Maryland Route  22  between Bel 
Air and   Churchville.     The other,   Maryland  Route  23 relocate^ 
investigated an alignment   for a major highway  on new   location 
between the northeast side  of   Bel  Air and the  dryland  Route  22 
interchange  at   Interstate  Route  95.     It would have  connected with 
a  nreviously constructed segment of  Maryland  Route  23  between 
HiKorrandJarrettsville.     At   the request of  Harford County,  we 
dropped Maryland  Route  23  from our program and lnl^ated the 
current study which utilizes the existing alignment of Maryland 
^ute  22.     Ttxe old study was inconsistent with land use changes 
they had approved for this portion of  the County. 
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Mr. Charles E. Bradford A T\ W 

Page 2 (A 

As a result of the public hearing we conducted on April 22, 
1987, we are reviewing the practicality of the old Maryland Route 
23 alignments.  We are not encouraged with our preliminary 
findings.  The obstacles and impacts are numerous.  Intensive 
subdivision activity on the southeast side of Bel Air has left no 
vacant land where a major highway could be routed.  Other 
portions of the old alignments traverse prime farmland and 
wetland areas.  Usage of these areas for highways has been 
constrained since they were originally proposed.  We are 
scheduled to present our analysis to Harford County elected 
officials in July. 

The intersection improvements mentioned in your letter lie 
within the segment between Bel Air and Churchville.  They have 
always been considered an interim solution to the traffic growth 
and congestion.  Our forecasts show continuing increases in 
traffic volumes as the approved subdivision activity continues. 

We have prepared and circulated a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement which explains the potential environmental impacts of 
the project.  The document was prepared in accordance with all 
applicable Federal and State procedures.  I have enclosed a copy 
of the document with this letter. 

Thank you for your interest in the highway development 
process as it relates to this study.  Please contact me again if 
I car: provide further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Hal  Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK/ih 
Enclosure 
cc:     The  Honorable Paul   S.   Sarbanes 

Secretary   Richard  H.   Trainor 
Mr.   Neil  J.   Pedersen 
Mr.   C.   Robert Olsen 
Mr.   Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Ms.   Missy  Drissel 
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Agency Comments 

Written comments were  received  from the  following government 
agencies: 

Maryland Historical Trust 

United States Department of the Interior, 
Office of Environmental Project Review 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 

Town of Bel Air, Harford County, Maryland 

United States Department of Agriculture, 
Soil Conservation District 

Department of the Army 
Baltimore District Corps of Engineers 
Planning Division 

Maryland Department of State Planning 
Office of State Clearinghouse 

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Philadelphia Regional Office, Region III 

United States Department of Commerce 
National Ocean and Atmospheric Administration 
National Marine Fisheries 

U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Highway Administration 
Environmental Operations Division 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Water Resources Administration and 
Tidewater Administration 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 
(Air Quality Analysis) 

Maryland Department of Health and Mental Hygiene 
Office of Environmental Programs 
Air Management Administration 

Harford County Government 
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United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT REVIEW 

WASHINGTON, DC    80240 

ER 87/340   ^J ' 
JUN 2    1987 

If o m 
Mr.   Emil  Elinsky j^    O^^ 
Division Administrator ^r"0 
Federal  Highway Administration —    T^O<- 
711 West 40th  Street jr     ^r^o 
Suite 220 ^ ;".'.7r,-^ 
Baltimore, Maryland 21211 *&- ^ 

«   —I 
CD 

Dear Mr. Elinsky: 

This is in response to the request for the Department of the Interior's 
comments on the draft environmental/Section 4(f) statement for SR-22 
(Bel Air to 1-95), Harford County, Maryland. 

SECTION 4(f) STATEMENT COMMENTS 

Of the build alternatives discussed., our evaluation concludes that the 
Four-Lane Divided Highway Alternate for Segments 1, 2, and 3 is the 
feasible and prudent alternative to the use of Section 4(f) properties. 
Of the three "connection alternates" for improving the Maryland Route 
22/Maryland Route 155 intersection, Alternate Connection C-2, Option 1 
avoids the Section 4(f) properties entirely and would have the least 
impact on "Prime Farmland." 

With regard to measures to minimize harm, we noted a Phase II archeo- 
logical study to determine site extent, degree of impact, and National 
Register eligibility will be performed for sites along the selected /^"N 
alternate and coordinated with the State Historic Preservation Officer.      CO 
A letter documenting concurrence with the project planning for this ^^ 
aspect of cultural resources management should be incorporated into 
the final document. 

ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT COMMENTS 

Fish and Wildlife Resources 

The impacts upon fish and wildlife species and their habitats are 
addressed in the document, but in a cursory manner. The sunmation 
of project impacts upon fish and wildlife resources is a truncated © 

\ 
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Mr. Bail Iliotky 2 

• tatcnent that they arc »iniaal or in»ignificaot  (t.|.» pi* IV-17, 
aecond paragraph; page IV-i8,  fourth paragraph; and page IT-Ji, fourth 
paragraph).    The propoaed project ia not an iooiatod •ctlTitj^ 4Utd 
therefore it* inpacta, at veil ai iapocta from other land •Iteration 
projects, do adversely iupact  fish and wildlife habitats. 

Section IV. D.  2.(2). page IV-16 - Due to the potential for acidic runoff 
froei project construction, ve recoaaend that the designed aediaent and 
erosion control seasures and atorsvater nanageaent practices  incorporate 
effective treatnent  to ameliorate adverae instrean iapacts.    Ve will 
recommend incorporation of such precautionary Measures when the Corps 
permit  is reviewed. '' 

Section I¥.  D.  3.,  pages IV--18 through IV-20 - It  is our understanding 
that  the wetland areas are  inaccurately delineated in the aubject 
document.    We,  therefore, request that  the final document   include the 
revised  iafonnation as a result of the upcoming field review.    Field 
reviews of the project corridor prior to formal circulation of the draft 
environmental document  is a prerequisite  to resolving potentially 
controversial  issues and/or providing accurate information. 

Section IV. D. A.,  page  IV-20,   fifth paragraph - Although project   impacts 
may  involve only a small percentage of  the available terrestrial habitat, 
it  is the synergistic effects  froo all  land alteration activities that 
result   in. adverse population shifts.    We,   therefore,  suggest  an expansion 
in the  final document of the discussion concerning the relationship 
between habitat  losses and "displaced" wildlife. 

Section IV.  D.   7.,  page IV-22  - The discussion regarding project   impacts 
upon the aquatic  resources of  the various  streams  is seriously deficient. 
Considering the plight of Chesapeake Bay resources,  the SHA should not 
dismiss  its activities within these Bay tributaries as not having 
significant  long-term effects.    Activities such as  increased thermal 
loading, increases  in acidic runoff,  unnecessary clearing of riparian 
and/or  terrestrial vegetation,  and wetland/floodplain encroachments  cause 
increased  long-term damages  to these Bay tributaries with repercussions 
extending downstream to the  Bay proper.  We recommend revision of  this 
discussion. 

Mineral  tesources 

Mineral  resources  are not.mentioned,  but   the  geology of  the  area  is 
described   in the  draft   statement   (page  III-ll).     Industrial  sand  and 
construction sand and gravel  are produced near Magnolia in the aouthern 
part of the county aeveral miles outside the project area.    Ve believe 
the propoaed project would oot adveraely impact mineral reaourcea and we 
bare no objection to the propoaed project.    For completeneaa, %e aufgest 
that a atatement he added to aubaequent drafta of the docoaant •tating 
that there are no known mineral resources within the project -area. 
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Mr. Bail Blincky * 

USB AHD WILDLIFE C00BPIKAT1OH ACT COKKEHTS 

Without eoopletion of the scheduled field review, it in diffieolt for 
! the Viuh and Wildlife Service (PWS) to provide ite probable ettsaeote on 

a Corps permit.    However, the FWS does recozaend oelection of elternetes 
tb'et involve the least number of Btreem croocinge, ^etleitd and Cloodploin 
Qocroechoenti, end other land dieturbing ectivitieo, provided the values 
ossociated with these habitats eaong the alterootes under consideration 
are relatively the same.    Further coordination with the PVS is atrongly 
encouraged prior to distribution of the final environaentel docuaent. 

SUMMARY COMMENTS * 

The Department of the Interior recommends aelection of the Pour-Lane 
Divided Bighwsy Alternate  for Segment  1,  Segment 2 (Connection C-2, 
Option 1), and Segment  3,  as they_avoid__Section 4(f) resources.    We 
object at this time to Section 4(f) approval of Alternate C, Alternate 
C-2  (Option 2), and Alternate D of Segment 2. 

As this Department has a continuing interest in this project, we are 
willing to cooperate and coordinate with you on a technical assistance 
basis  in further project evaluation and assessment.    For matters 
pertaining to recreational and cultural resources, please contact the 
Regional Director, national Park Service, Mid-Atlantic Region,  143 South 
Third Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106 (telephone FTS 597-7013, 
commercial 215/597-7013).    For matters pertaining to fiah and wildlife 
resources,  please contact  the Field Supervisor, Fish and Wildlife 
Service,  1825-B Virginia Street, Annapolis, Maryland 21401  (telephone 
FTS 922-2007,  commercial  301/269-5448). 

Thank you  for the opportunity to provide these comments. 

Sincerely, 

v/ 

Director 
'    Environmental Project Review 

cc: 
Mr. J. Rodney Little, Director 
Maryland Historical Trust 
1517 Ritchie Highway 
Arnold, Maryland 21202 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street, Boon 310 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
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RESPONSES TO U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 
LETTER DATED JUNE 2, 1987 

1. The selection of an improvement alternate for Segment 2 from Corns 
Drive to Snake Lane has been deferred. If one of the Southern 
Churchville by-pass alternates is selected for this segment, a 
Phase II archeological study to determine site extent, degree of 
impact and National Register eligibility will be performed for 
sites along the route and the results will be coordinated with the 
State Historic Preservation Officer. 

2. The alternate selected between Shamrock Road and MD 543 proposes an 
improvement along the existing roadway. A minimal amount of right 
of way will be required. The Selected Alternate will have a 
minimal impact on the environment. 

It is recognized that future development in the area may adversely 
affect wildlife resources. However, the extent and specific nature 
of development activities are unknown at this time and specific 
impacts to wildlife resulting from future development can not be 
accurately assessed. The impacts of future residential and 
business development should be addressed in area master plans. 

3. The sediment control and stormwater management measures for the 
project will be designed and constructed to meet the requirements 
of the Maryland Department of the Environment, Water Resources 
Administration. 

4. The revised sections on wetlands included in the final 
environmental document accurately locates and describes wetlands 
impacts as substantiated by the agency field review held on May 20, 
1987. That review was attended by a representative of the U.S. 
Army Corp of Engineers. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the 
Maryland Department of Natural Resources were invited but did not 
attend. 

5. The Selected Alternate will not require the acquisition of any 
wildlife habitat. 

6. The Maryland Department of Natural Resources' Tidewater 
Administration has determined that the project is not inconsistent 
with the Maryland Coastal Zone Management Program. The Selected 
Alternate will not require any new stream crossings and will only 
affect 0.17 acres of wetlands. This project will not have an 
adverse impact on the Chesapeake Bay or its resources. 

The National Marine Fisheries Service finds that the proposed 
stream and wetland alterations will not significantly degrade water 
quality or reduce inflows that could adversely affect downstream 
fishery resources and their habitats. 
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7. The statement "There are no known mineral resources within the 
project area" has been added to the document. 

8. The selection of an improvement alternate for MD 22 east of MD 543 
has been deferred. The Selected Alternate has one existing stream 
crossing and no new crossings. Approximately 0.17 acres of non- 
tidal wetlands will be impacted. 
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f» ^    UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
/dfl*   \ REGION III 

VSlfS/ 841 Chestnut Building 
m** Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 10107 

yjy * 

MAY   81987 Enil Ellnsky, Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
The Rotunda - Suite 220 
711 West 40th Street 
Baltimore, MD 21211 

Re: MD Rt. 22 from Bel Air to 1-95 

Dear Mr. Ellnsky, 

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the 
responsibilities delegated under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, EPA has 
reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the above refer- 
enced facility. We have found the document Itself to be effectively written, 
clearly describing the project and Its impacts. However, there remain several 
issues that should be addressed more thoroughly in the final document. For 
this reason, we have rated the project EC-1 on EPA's reference scale, a copy 
of which is enclosed for your reference. Our comments regarding specific 
topics are outlined below. 

Many of our concerns are dependent upon the ultimate selection of the 
preferred alternate.  It is EPA's strong feeling that whenever possible, Im- 
provements to a highway network should utilize existing alignments in order 
to minimize environmental impacts.  In light of the options presented in 
this study, EPA recommends the selection of one of the widening options to  
satisfy this goal. The five lane undivided alternative in this case is 
preferred by EPA over the four lane divided alignment, and certainly over 
Alternates A and B. The Implementation of the five lane option will reduce 
impacts to farmlands, woodlands, wetlands as well as minimize the number of 
stream crossings required, especially In comparison to relocation Options A 
and B. With regard to the Connection Alternates, C-2 offers the fewest 
environmental impacts. 

Wetlands: 

EPA is concerned over the statement on page IV-18 that "wetland recon- 
struction in adjacent areas outside of the highway construction limits may 
be provided where practicable to replace the wetlands taken." No reference 
is made, however, to the availability of wetland replacement sites within 
the construction limits.  It is EPA's firm policy that all such wetlands 
shall be replaced on at least a 1:1 basis. The Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) aust offer assurances that wetlands, potentially Impacted, 
will be avoided where possible and replaced when avoidance la not possible. 
Replacement ahall be closely coordinated with the proper resource agencies. 
It should be noted that the selection of the five lane undivided option, 
preferred by EPA, would eliminate most of this concern. 

0 

V-192 



w 
The text eleo ototee thot wetland W-6, eoeoclated with Connection Alter- 

nate C, could be avoided, but thot euch avoidance would lower the design 
apeed and 'probably' result In the displacement of two residences. The FEIS 
should clearly state hov nuch the design speed would be reduced and taore 
definitively otate whether any residences would be affected. The selection 
of Connection Alternate C-2 would avoid these problees. 

Rare and Endangered Species 

The DEIS refers to the MD Darter in Deer Creek GSbeing a rare and endan- 
gered species. EPA Is perplexed over the negative determinations taade by 
the resource agencies regarding the presence of rare and endangered species 
when the SS.A  acknowledges the MD Darter In the area. The document falls to 
present a convincing argument on the extent of the habitat of the Darter, 
nor does It thoroughly document that the portion of the watershed associated 
with Connection Alternates C and D are not Inhabited by the Darter during 
part of Its life cycle. We therefore question the assumption that sediment 
from the construction of structures across tributaries to Deer Creek (Cool 
Branch and Mill Creek) will not affect the MD Darter. 

Consequently, we feel that a more detailed discussion of this species 
is In order. Avoidance of Connector C, and the construction of Connector 
C-2, would reduce the potential Impacts. But the document does not consider 
any viable options to Connector Alternate D to reduce the sediment loading 
on the streams affecting the MD Darter. Further coordination on this matter 
should be conducted with the D.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National 
Marine Fisheries Service, which both have greater expertise In dealing with 
Issues of this nature. EPA will defer to their judgement and support their 
recommendations with regard to restrictions on construction activities. 

Surface Water 

The IE IS refers to the continued waste loading problems that are antici- 
pated on the Bush River as a result of the Sod Run Sewage Treatment Plant 
(111-17), but does not substantiate the reasons for these difficulties. The 
FEIS should elaborane on the problem and discuss any history of non-compliance 
at the plant and any corrective measures that are being taken. No mention Is 
made of any surface runnoff that may be contributing to the problem as well. 

With regard to the short term effects of the project, (IV-1A) the report 
identifies as a potential impact, the "changes In stream flow patterns result- 
ing from Impoundments and debris." The FEIS should Identify the type and size 
of the impoundments as well as the construction materials to be used, the 
method of construction, expected length of time that they will be In place 
and the method of removal. Furthermore, If specific sedimentation and erosion 
control meaeures cannot be identified by the time that the FEIS la published, 
EPA requests to be advised of the measures to be incorportated when they 
become known. 
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Groundvater 

Although the report does not anticipate any lapactB to ground water 
quality In the vicinity of the project, It does not provide any Inforaatlon 
to aubstantlate the claim. The FEIS ahould Identify the wells closest to 

the proposed alignment and specify their current usage and yield. By doing 
BO, the reader will be better able to understand why Impacts are considered 
to be minimal. Included In the FEIS Bhould also be a plan which addresses 

the altlgatlon plans for any wells that could be Impacted by the project. 

Sedimentation and Erosion 

The DEIS refers to the possibility of moderate to severe erosion on some 
of the steeper slopes adjacent to streams. These Impacts must be mlnlmlred 
through sedimentation and erosion control measures. While we are confident 
that the SHA will develop a satisfactory plan, the DEIS does not provide the 
reader the same sense of confidence. For example, on page IV-1A, the report 
refers to measures that 'may' be Incorporated. More appropriate assurances, 
through more convincing statements, must be given in the final document. 

Floodplains 

As a general statement, EPA recommends the use of bridges, rather than 
culverts, whenever possible.  In cases where bridges prove to be impractical, 
culverts should have provisions for low flow conditions and should be 
countersunk to provide a natural stream bottom for the benthlc community. 

Air Quality 

Refer to EPA's comments on the Air Duality Analysis Report dated 

February 6, 1987. 

Noise 

It appears as though attenuation measures may be feasible at two of the 
locations, NSA 15 and 27.  Respective costs per residence are $33,400 and 
$40,300, both of which are within (or close enough to) the State's limit of 
$40,000 per residence for the feasibility of noise barriers.  The FEIS should 
outline measures that could be incorporated at these receptor sites. 

Thank you for providing EPA with the opportunity to comment on this 
document and for including us in the previous scoping efforts for the 
project.  We look forward to working with you in the development of this 
highway In an environmentally sensible fashion.  If we can be of further 
assistance, feel free to contact me  at 215/597-9302.. 

Sincerely, 

tfTtv/H* Alper, Chief 
IE PA Compliance Section 
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rOLlCY AND PROCEDURES — IU73/84 

8W«gJlt w MTIBC DtrinmoNS ^ 
AHD roucw-ur *aton* 

tnvlrenptnf >   I»p»ct ef tht tetlon 

LO--Uc>i of Objtctlon* 
Tht tr* r.vl.w hai not  tdtnttfUd any petintlal •Bvlwrormtnt«l  l«|)»ctt 
ttflulrtn! iubtttntlv. chtntM to tht rropo..!.    Th. r.vlt- «»•>»>••• <Uclo.td 
opportunltlti  for •ppllestton ot •ttt|»tlon Miiurtt  th»t  could b* 
#ccooplHh«d with no nort th»n alnor ch*n»t« to tht propotal. 

EC—Envltonotnttl Conctret 
Tht «A rtwltv h»»  Idtntltltd •i«rlroBMnt*l lopictt thtt thould bt tvoldtd In 
otdtt to folly ptottet tht •r.vtronatnt.    Corrtctl»t ottturt* My rtqulrt 
ehtmt. to tht prtftrrtd •ltt«ttt»t of •pplte.tlon of Bltliitlon etuurtt 
th.t  c.n rtduct tht tn»trot»t«t.l lop.ct.    It*, would lUt to work with tht 
Ittd titncy to rtduct thttt laptctt. 

tO—Envlronetnttl Objtetiont 
Tht EPA rtvltw ht*  Idtntlfltd tlfnlfletnt on»lronotnt«l Inptctt th»t eutt bt 
tvoldtd It. ordtr to provldt tdtquttt prottetlon for tht tnvtroBatnt^    Corrtetl»t 
ottturti oty rtqulrt tubtttntltl ehtngti to tht prtftrrtd tlttrnt tltrt or 
contldtrttlon of toot othtr projtct tlttrnttlwt (Including tht no •etton 
tlttrnttlwt or a n.w tlttrnttlvt).      EFA Inttndt to work with tht Ittd 
tgtncy to rtduct thttt laptctt. 

EU—Envlronotntally Untttltftctory 
Tht EPA rtvltw htt  Idtntlfltd tdvtrtt tnvlronBtnttl  loptctt thtt  ttt or 
•ufflcltnt  atgnttudt  thtt  thty trt untttltftctory froe tht tttndpolnt of 
public httlth or wtlftrt or tnvlronatnttl quality.    EPA Inttndt  to work with 
tht  Ittd tgtncy to rtduct thttt Inptctt.     If tht pottntttl untttititctory 
lopicti trt not  corrtcttd tt tht flntl E1S tttgt. thlt propottl will  bt 
rtcoontndtd for rtftrral to tht CEQ> 

Adtqutcy of  tht  laotct  Sttttatnt 

Ctttgory  1—Adtquatt 
EPA btlltvtt tht drtft tIS tdtqutttly tttt forth tht tnvlronatnttl lapactla) 
of  the prtftrrtd tlttrnttlvt tnd thott of tht tlttrnttlvt.  rtttontbly tvtll 
tblt to tht projtet or tctlon.    *> furthtr tntlytlt or dttt colltctlon It 
ntcttttry. but  tht rtvltwtr My tuM««t  *•>* Edition of  clarifying language or 
Inforaatlon. 

Cattgory 2—Intuffleltnt  Inforaatlon 
Tht draft EIS dott not eonttln tuffltltnt  Inforaatlon for EPA to fully attttt 
tnvlronatnttl  lapactt  that ahould bt tvoldtd In ordtr to fully prottct  tht 
tnvlronatnt. or tht EPA rtvltwtr hat Idtntlfltd ntw rtaaonably available 
tlttrnatlvtt  that  art within the tptctrua of tlttrnttivtt analyttd  In the 
drtft EIS. which could rtduct the tnvlronaenttl  laptctt of  tht tctlon.    The 
Idtntlfltd additional inforattlon, data, antlyttt. or dltcuttlon thould bt 
Included In the final EIS. 

Category  3—Inadequate 
EPA doet not  believe  that  tht drtft EIS adequately atttttet  pottntltlly 
tlgnlflctnt  tnvlronaenttl   lapactt of  the tctlon, or  tht  EPA rtvltwtr  htt 
Identified new.  reatontbly tvtllable alternative*  thtt   are outtldt of  the 
tpectrua of  alternatlvet  analyied in the draft   EIS.  which thould  be  analyttd 
in order  to  reduce  the  pottntltlly tlgnlflctnt  envlronetnttl   lapactt.    EPA 
btllevet that  the  identified addltiontl  inforaatlon. data, analytt*. or 
ditcuttlont art of  tueh t aagnltude that they thould have  full  public rtvltw 
at a draft ttagt.    EPA doet not believe thtt tht draft  EIS It adtquttt for tht 
pur pott t of tht NEPA and/or Section* JOT rtvltw, and thut ahould bt forsally 
rtvittd and aadt avtllablt for public coaatnt In a auppleaental or rtvlttd 
draft IIS.    On tht bat It of tht pottntlal algnlfleant  lapactt involvtd. thlt 
propottl could bt a candldatt for rtftrral to tht CEQ. 

•rroa Ef* Hanual  l**0 folley and Proctdurtt lor tht Mvltw of Ftdtrtl Act tent 
lapacttnf tht linvironatnt. 

Figure 4-1 
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RESPONSES TO U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

LETTER DATED MAY 8, 1987 

1. The statement in the document has been revised to state that the 
wetland reconstruction will be adjacent to the highway construction 
limits and contiguous to the wetland which is encroached upon. 

2. The agency field review held on May 20, 1987 did not identify any 
wetlands along Connection Alternate C. The field review was 
attended by a representative of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Maryland Department of 
Natural Resources were invited but did not attend. 

3. The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has determined that 
the project will not adversely affect resources or habitats for 
which NMFS bears statutory authority (See letter dated April 30, 
1987). The Maryland Natural Heritage Program has no record of any 
rare species, unique habitat or other significant natural features 
at or in vicinity of the project site (See letter dated June 6, 
1985). The Maryland Forest, Park and Wildlife Service has 
determined that there are no known populations of threatened or 
endangered species within the project area in influence (See letter 
dated June 14, 1985). The Fish and Wildlife service has determined 
no Federally listed or proposed endangered or threatened species 
are known to exist in the project impact area (See letter dated 
June 10, 1985). 

4. EPA has on file records of compliance/non-compliance at the Sod Run 
Sewage Treatment Plant. This plan is mentioned in the DEIS to 
illustrate the environmental status of the Bush River ecosystem. 
The specifics of the plant's historical operation are beyond the 
normal scope of projects of this type. The effects of the surface 
runoff on this stream and those that are directly affected by the 
project are addressed in paragraphs 1-3 on page 111-17 of the DEIS. 

5. Specific erosion and sediment control measures cannot be identified 
at this time. Erosion and sediment control plans will be developed 
by the State Highway Administration (SHA) during final design and 
approved by the Water Resources Administration prior to the start 
of construction. The SHA will advise the Environmental Protection 
Agency of the appropriate and specific Sediment and Erosion Control 
plans to be utilized on this project when they are known. The 
Selected Alternate is an improvement along the existing roadway. 
There is one existing stream crossing. There will be no new stream 
crossings. 
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6. The following statement has been included in the document: 

"The State Highway Administration will cohduct a pre- 
constraction survey of all wells in the vicinity of the 
selected alternate to determine their existing quantity and 
quality. If significant changes to either the quantity or 
quality of wellwater occur as a result of the roadway 
construction, the State Highway Administration will either 
provide a replacement well for affected property or compensate 
the property owner." 

7. See response number 5. 

8. There are no new stream crossings on this project. There is one 
existing crossing. Replacement of existing facilities will be 
designed to comply with the criteria of the Maryland Department of 
Natural Resources, Water Resources Administration, which are in 
effect at the time the design is performed. Current Water 
Resources Administration criteria requires depressing the bottoms 
of pipes and concrete box culverts to allow a natural substrate to 
form. 

9. In reference to EPA's comments on the Air Quality Analysis Report, 
dated February 6, 1987, the Maryland State Highway Administration 
is currently using the EPA Mobile 3 Emission Factor program for all 
air quality analyses. 

10. NSA 15 and NSA 27 are located in the deferred section of the 
project. This comment will be addressed when a decision is made 
for the deferred sections of the project. 
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• Director 
Maryland State Clearinghouse 
for Xntergovermnental Assistance 

301 West Preston Street 
^Baltimore, KD        21201-2365 

SUBJECT:  REVIEW COMMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 

State Application Identifier:  MDR70318-ni87 

Applicant:   DOT - State Highway Admin. 

Description: DEIS/Section Mf) Evaluation - Md. 

Responses must be returned to the State Clearinghouse on or before April 23, 1987  

• * 
Based on a review of the notification information provided, we have determined that: 

Check One: 

  1) It is consistent with our plans, programs, and objectives.  For those agencies 
which are responsible for making determinations under the following federal 
consistency requirements, please check the appropriate response: 

Dot        4-13-87 
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  It has been determined that the subject has "no effect" on any known 
archeological or historic resources and that the requirements of 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR 800 
have been met for the subject. 

  It has been determined that the requirements of Maryland Coastal Zone 
Management Program have been met for the subject in accordance with 
16 USC 1456, Section 307(c)(1) and (2). 

2) It is generally consistent with our plans, programs, and objectives, but the 
qualifying comment below is submitted for consideration. 

3) It raises problems concerning compatibility with our plans, programs, or 
objectives, or it may duplicate existing program activities, as indicated 
in the comment below.  If a meeting with the applicant is requested, please 
check here  . 

4) Additional information is required to complete the review.  The information 
needed is identified below.  If an extension of the review period is requested, 
please check here  . 

  5) It does not require our comments. 

COMMENTS: Sidewalks should be provided, at least on one side of Churchville Road, © 
between Shamrock Road and Brierhill Drive.  Pedestrians are currently forced to walk in a 

drainage ditch. This is a particular safety hazard for local high school students at Bel Air 

(Additional conments may be placed on the back or on separate sheets ot paper) 

RECEIVED Sl^re: 'j,^   y^A/ 
APR  20 1987 Name:      Carol 1" Deibelt Director of Planning 

IKHM, OrilCE IF v 198  
O'£ani"tlon:     T^ofBelAir  



COMMENTS CONTINUED: 

High School and John Carroll High School. We urge oerious consideration 

of this addition to the highway construction proposal. 

NOTE:    The Town of Bel Air strongly supports the reconstruction of Maryland 

Route 22. Currently the road is operating at capacity during the 

peak traffic hours. With the proposed development along Maryland Route 

543 and the connection of the Ring Factory Road bypass, this approach 

to Bel Air will most likely_reach_a_polnt-in-the vefy-nearHhituTe-  

where traffic will come to a standstill for several hours during the 

day. Aside from the inconvenience associated with the congestion, 

the traffic situation will have a negative impact on local economic 

development efforts. 

•^ 
* 

RESPONSE TO TOWN OF BEL AIR COMMENTS 
DATED APRIL 13, 1987 

1.  See response to State Clearing House Comments. 
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>'S^N United States 
Department ol 
Agriculture 

Soil 
Conservation 
Service 

4321 HartwicK Road 
Room 522 
College Park, MD 20740-3291 

May 4, 1987 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 

/ 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

The Soil Conservation Service has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement, Section 4(f) Evaluation for Maryland Route 22, Bel Air to 
Interstate 95, in Bar ford County. We offer the following comments: 

Section IV, Effects on Water Resources-- 

page iv-15.  please note that sediment control plans should also be 
reviewed by the Harford Soil Conservation District, which is located in Bel 

Air. 

Page IV-17. The report states that construction "may" cause a temporary 
increase in sedimentation.  It is likely that increased sedimentation will 
occur in connection with replacement of bridges and culverts. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Environmental Impact 

Statement. 

Sincerely, 

0 
© 

(1 (Lcjfcji.*' 

(hY PEARLIE S. REED State Conservationist 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS: 

1. The Water Resources Administration is responsible for review and 
approval of the Erosion and Sediment Control plans for State Highway 
Administration projects.  The State Highway Administration will furnish 
the Soil Conservation Service a copy of the final approved plans if 
they request them. 

2. The document has been revised to say "will". 

Th» Soil COAMrvttion S»rvict 

V^' Unitad Stala* 0»Mlm«nl o< Aericultwr* 
v#; 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
6ALTIMORB  DlftTMICt. COR** Or BNOINBCRft 

^.O DOM 19 tB 

BAUtlMOKK. MARYLAND 11 BOl 

w^>rTo*mHTio^or 29  ApriJ   19B7 

Plannino Division 

% 
® 

Mr.   Louif. H.   F.ae,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division (Room 310) 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Reference Nei] J.  Pedersen's letter of 12 March 1987, 
regarding the review and comment of the Draft Environmental 
Impart Statement (DEIS) for Maryland Route 22 from Shamrock Road 
to Interstate 95.  The comments provided below address the Corps 
of Enqineers areas of concern, including direct and indirect 
impcjcts on Corps of Engineprs existing and/or proposed projects, 
fJood control hazard potentials, and permit requirements under 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 

There are no existing or proposed Corps of Engineers 
projects that would be affected by the work described in the 
DEIS. 

Accordina to the DE:iS, a portion of Route 22 is located in 
the 100-year flood plain of Bynum Run and other headwaters of 
various small streams.  Since the proposed facilities will 
require construction within the flood plain, the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement should document the effects on the 
flood plain and compliance with Federal, state, and IOCMI flood   ( I- 
plain management regulations, as appropriate. 

Federal and federally assisted activities must comply with 
Executive Order 11968. Flood Plain Management, dated 24 May 1977. 
Th^ objectives of the Order are to avoid the adverse effects of 
orcupyina and modifyino the flood plain and to avoid direct and 
indirect support of development in the flood plain.  The Order 
inquirer, that activities not he located in tho fiood plain unless 
it is Xhf  only pra<~t icahle alternative.  Activities which must be 
located in the flood plain must incorporate measures to: 
<1> reduce the hazard and risk associated with floods; (2) minimize 
the adverse effects on human health, safety, and welfare; and 
<•*) restore and preserve the natural and beneficial values of the 
flood plain. 
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Department of the Army permits are required prior to the 
discharac of any dredqed or fill materials into waters of the 
United States pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 
Army permits would be required for the 4 lane or 5 lane upgrade 
alternatives of Segment 1 (Bel Air to Corns Drive).  This office 
has no recommendation on this segment since neither alternative  (^ 
has less a degree of impact. 

Department of the Army permits are required in Segment 2 
(Corns Drive to Snake Lane) for the Churchville Southern Bypass 
Alternate A and Br and for the Maryland Route 155 Alternate 
Connection C and D.  This office recommends the upgrade 
aJternatjves (4 and 5 lanes) of Maryland Route 22 with alternate 
C-2 improvements at the Route 155 and Route 22 intersection. 
This action would have no impacts on streams or wetlands and is 
consistent with Harford County land use plans. 

The proposed upgrade alternatives of Segment 3 (Sinake Lane 
to Interstate 95) would not require Department of the Army 
permits since the DEIS states that no streams or wetlands will 
he filled.  If you have questions reqardinq Army permits, please 
contact Mr. Steve Harman in the Baltimore District Permits 
Section, at (301) 962-4253. 

If you have any other questions on this matter, fee)    free 
to caJ 1 mr< or my action officer, Mr. Larry Lower, 
at (30)) 967-47)0. 

Sincere)y, 

t 
iLjMi.ddw* 
Janips   V.   Johnson 
Chief ,   f-'lannina   Division 
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RESPONSES TO DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
LETTER DATED APRIL 29, 1987 

See page 111-18 of this document for an assessment of potential 
impacts to the floodplain and compliance with FHPM 6-7-3-2. The 
replacement structure for Bynum Run will be designed to meet the 
objectives of Executive Order 11988 Flood Plain Management and the 
criteria of the Maryland Department of Natural Resources. 

A Section 404 Permit will be applied for and obtained prior to the 
beginning of construction of highway improvements for Segment 1. 

The selection of an improvement alternate for MD 22 within Segment 
2 has been deferred. At such time that a decision is made for the 
deferred portion, this comment will be fully considered and 
responded to in the appropriate environmental document. 
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MARYLAND 

TXnnTt^PARTMENT OF STATE   PLANNING ^ V 

»0I  W.  r»»HTON iTHtKT %       V 

MAV      4     198^ BALTIMORt.  MAWVLANO  UtOI-IStS • 
ILLIAM DONAlTendCHAErER CONBTANCt LICDCR 

W«HlHUmi»mM*«IWBB«!lff April 30, 1987 

'Mr. Neil Pedersen * 
Office of Plan. & Prel. Engr. 
State Highway Administration I 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Earyland 21202 

SUBJECT:  REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION 

State Application Identifier: MD870318-0187 

Applicant: MOOT - State Highway Administration 

Description: DEIS - Section 4(f) Evaluation - MD Rte 2J, 
Bel Air to 1-95 

Location: Rarford County 

Approving Authority: Department of Transportation 

Recommendation:  Endorsement Subject to Comments 

Dear Mr. Pedersen: 

In accordance with Presidential Executive Order 12372 and Code of Maryland 
Regulation 16.02.03, the State Clearinghouse has coordinated the intergovern- 
mental review of the referenced subject. As a result of the review, it has 
been determined that the subject is consistent with Maryland's plans, pro- 
grams and objectives as of this date. The State process recommendation is 
endorsement subject to the following: 

- A State permit for construction within waters of the State may be required; 
and 

- Compliance with Section 106 review requirements; and 
- Concern was expressed regarding the impact of MD Rte 155 Alternate C-2 

on an elementary school site; and 
- Sidewalks should be provided on one side of Churchville Road; and 
- Strong support for the subject was noted especially Segment 1. 

All directly affected State and local public officials were provided notice 
of the subject.  Review comments were requested from the following local 
jurisdicticr.s and regional and State agencies: 

TT-SPMOVS: «1 •225-4499 V-204 
TTY tor DM!" S31 -3e3-7B5 
0?fiC£ OF STATE C^E**:f*SHOUSE 
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Aberdeen, Bel Air, Havre deCrace, Harford County, Regional Planning CounclK 
Departinent of Education, Department of Afiricullure, Department of Budget cud 
FlBcel Planning, Department of Economic and Community Development Includiu)', 
the Maryland Hlatorlcal Trust (SHPO), Office of Environmental Programs of the 
Department of Health and Mental HyRlene, Department of Natural Resources ' i 
including the Coastal Zone Resources Division, Deportment of Public Safety 
and Correctional Services, and the Department of State Planning. 

The following specific comments are provided for your consideration: 

In accordance with 16 U.S.C. 1A56, Section 307(c)(1) and (2), the Depa'rtment 

of Natural Resources' Tidewater Administration has determined that the sub- 
ject is located within the coastal zone and is not inconsistent with the 
Maryland Coastal Zone Management Program. The Departinent noted (copy attached) 
that at least a portion of the subject apprears to be located in the 100 year 
flood plain of Bynum Run.  Therefore, a State permit for construction within 
waters of the State Is required.  The applicant is strongly urged to contact 
DNR for more specific design requirements. Also, the Department currently 
has contracts for definitive flood plain analyses for several of the water- 
sheds listed in the draft statement. 

Department of Education noted (copy attached) concern regarding the impact 
of MD Rte 155 Alternate C-2 on the Churchville Elementary School site. 

The State Historic Preservation Officer haa determined that the subject may 
affect archaeological or historic resources listed in, or possibly eligible 
for the National Register of Historic Places.  Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act and the federal Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation's regulations (36 CFR Part 800) require that the Advisory 
Council be given the opportunity to comment when a federal undertaking will 
affect resourcea listed in or eligible for the National Register.  In accor- 
dance with a 1981 suspension of Section 800.A of the Advisory Council reg- 
ulations, the time in which a "determination of effect" is made can be 
decreased, if the federal agency or State agency or local government to 
which compliance responsibility is delegated prepare and submit the requisite 
documentation to the Keeper of the National Register for a formal "determin- 
ation of eligibility" within one year from the date the State Historic 
Preservation Officer and the federal agency concurred that resources are 
eligible for listing.  If the federal agency does not agree with the opinion 
of the State Historic Preservation Officer, a "determination of eligibility" 
must be requested from the National Register before proceeding.  For more 
Information about the requirements of Section 106 and the Council's regula- 
tions, the State agency should contact the State Historic Preservation Officer. 

The Trust noted that MHT is working with the State Highway Administration 
to complete the Section 106 review requirements. 

V 

•) 

V-205 



-3- 

% & 

Regional Planning Council noted (copy attached) that Harford County strongly 
supports the reference subject and feels that Segment 1 of the subject be 
given the highest priority. The County has not developed a final position 
on the alternate alignments in Segment 2. ' « 

Town of Bel Air indicated (copy attached) that sidewalks should be provided, 
at least on  one side of Churchville Road, between Shamrock Road and Brierhill 
Drive. This is a particular safety hazard for local high school students. 

In response to the review request, this letter with attachments constitutes 
the State process recommendation. The applicant is required to include a 
copy of this letter with attachments and a statement of consideration given 
to the comnents and recommendation with the application that is submitted to 
the federal approving authority. A copy of this statement should also be 
submitted to the State Clearinghouse. Additionally, you are required to 
place the State Application Identifier (SAI) Number on the application for 
financial assistance. 

The State Clearinghouse must be informed if the recommendation cannot be 
accommodated by the federal approving authority. The Clearinghouse recommen- 
dation is valid for a period of three years from the date of this letter. 
If the approving authority has not made a decision regarding the subject within 
that time period, information should be submitted to the Clearinghouse 
requesting a review update. 

We appreciate your attention to the intergovernmental review process and look 
forward to continued cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

Director,/Maryland State Clearinghouse 
for Intergovernmental Assistance 

f 

5 

CVm/SB/jap 

Attachments 

cc:  Bruce Gilmore (DNR) 
Clyde Pyers (KDOT) 
Ed Wise (DECD) 
Max Elsenberg (OEP) 
Daryl Rawlings (RPC) 
Scrlb Sheafor (DSP) 
Larry Klimovitz (DSP) 
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Jate: 
Director 
Maryland State Clearinghouse 
for Intergovernmental Assistance 

301 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, MD        21201-2365 

SUBJECT:  REVIEW COMMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
•?0' 

State Application Identifier:  MD870318-O187 -    -- 

Applicant:   DOT - State Highway Admin. 

Description: DEIS/Section 4(f) Evaluation - Md. Rte. 22, Bel Air to 1-95 

Responses must be returned to the State Clearinghouse on or before April 23, 1987  

Based on a review of the notification information provided, we have determined that: 

Check One: 

  1) It is consistent with our plans, programs, and objectives.  For those agencies 
which are responsible for making determinations under the following federal 
consistency requirements, please check the appropriate response: 

  It has been determined that the subject has "no effect" on any known 
archeological or historic resources and that the requirements of 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR 800 
have been met for the subject. 

  It has been determined that the requirements of Maryland Coastal Zone 
Management Program have been met for the subject in accordance with 
16 USC 1456, Section 307(c)(1) and (2). 

_X  2) It is generally consistent with our plans, programs, and objectives, but the 
qualifying comment below is submitted for consideration. 

  3) It raises problems concerning compatibility with our plans, programs, or 
objectives, or it may duplicate existing program activities, as indicated 
in the comment below.  If a meeting with the applicant is requested, please 
check here  . 

  4) Additional information is required to complete the review.  The information 
needed is identified below.  If an extension of the review period is requested, 
please check here  . 

  5) It does not require our comments. 

COMMENTS: n- appp^r^ that at least a portion of the above referenced project is located 
in the non-tidal 100-yr. floodplain of Bynum Run. Therefore, a State permit 
 fr*r  r-r.nci-r-iytinn within watprs of the State is required. The Applicant is  

strongly urged to contact this Administration for more specific design requirements 
 •ftlsn SPP attached  
(Additional comments may be placed on the back or on separate sheets of paper) 

/        , 
,'•      ^'  / 

! ex) 
Signature: / ''. .s.,....:   r   n  , /„ , 

Iiame: Virginia Taubor—4/30/87 

v-701 Organization: DNR/Water Res. Admin. 



Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Water Resources Administration 
Tawes State Office Building 
Annapolis. Maryland 21401 
T,urhnn,-      (301)    974-3825 

William Donald Schaefer Jorrcy c- Brown- MD- 
Governor Sicwiarv 

James W. Peck 
Director 

MEMORANDUM 

TO:     Gene Gopenko 
Waterway  Permits Division 

TAtW-^ FROM:     Rebecca Q.   Hughes 
Flood  Management Division       LJ 

DATE:   . April  1,   1987 

RE:     WRA No.   82-PP-0254 
Maryland  Route  22 - Harford  County 

This Division currently has contracts   for definitive  floodplain  analyses 
for  several  of  the  watersheds listed  on  page  111-13.     The models  will  be made 
available  to  SHA for baseline  use.     In  particular,  Maryland  Route   22  at  Bynum 
Run  has been modeled with the  HEC-II  (cross-sections   517  and 518);   the back 
water  100-year WSEL is  266'  - NGVD.     A bath-house  and  pool  are  located   in 
the   100-year  floodplain approximately 700'   downstream of  the  crossing. 

RQH:mds 

APf?    I   i987 
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•>ate:     April   21,   198: 

•        'lb. 

• 2. J 

on ^o r.?T 

— ' ,, .J 

Director 
Maryland  State  Clearinghouse 

Smu To8••611131  Assistance 301 West  Preston Street 
Baltimore,  MD 21201-2365 

SUBJECT:     REVIEW COMMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 

State   Application  Identifier:      MD870318-0,87 
Applicant:        W1 _ State H.ghway ^.^ 

Description:    DEis/Section  A(f)   Evaluation  - Md.   Rte     22    BP ,   A- 
"u. nte. ^a, Bel Air to 1-95 

Responses must be returned to the State n^r-  K 
State Clearinghouse on or before Aprii 23  1987 

 __ 1) It is consistent with nm- «i ^„ 

^i,, are rtspon•l Z ^  S.'^•;,^ ^"'i•.. F.r those .g.llcl„ 

r?^ 

It has been determined thaf tha       i. • 

archeological or hi.^re^rc'^.^ th5 "^ effeCt" 0n a^ k— 
Section 106 of the National Historic Pr.    ^ re«uire^nts of 
have been met for the subject       Reservation Act and 36 CFR 800 

It has been determined that the 

Management Program have been met fTtheTh ^ ^^ CoaStal ^ 
16 USC 1456, Section 307(c)(1) and (2) ^ in acco^n" with 

2) It is generally consistent with our plans nrn 

qualifying comment below is submitted for consfde'raUon' 0bJeCtiVes' J>ut the 

V ^"^^t^^n^c^r^il^"1^ -" - P1-. Pro.•, or 

Please check here  _. extension of the review period is reque3tedj 

5) It does not require our c omments. 

MMENTS 
PLEASE SEE ATTACHED MEMORANDUM 

ddiiioiidl comments may be pi 
P   "' •" TEr^ « on separate ^^T^n  

Name''- Dr-   Askew S.   Sande 

.Orlailizatlon-_MD  STATE DEPT. 

V 
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AND    STATt    OC^AHTMENT    Of     EDUCATION 

200    WEST    •AlTIt 

Fno 

IM p/\<r-r ^'TAT^ M E MT (fAtr^OH^p)   AN; p 
C^COKI^ULJ ^C?   IKJ ITX    fJAPFcO^-P    6&UIJTY   BOA?P 

-fM^   IMPACT ^r 7X ^ MA^-T^AMP P^UT^- 

^A PARITY"      6^£L     LUOUt-p    -e>U^^:icS-r    A 

-TM i^   "^ n ^   «A /.- r^N/ ^    A   -77> ^ Yoc-ir -^ 
p ^ p r PT 7"   ^ U e- #  T^1 ^ f-^   M AY <^   -^^flnr 

L'jJ^^r-Af:   Af-Wi-* Tiffin.    Ftk/Atof, T^^- 

f^O'hZ    Tr>    p^r:   /^^    AK/P     A^Ti^PK/ATf 
-1-   cvj't^   Pr-^F-nAf*^ "77^/^ P/^TAM^^. 

X" 

,^ .   YAir    ^rr^w^tr^ 
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Regional Planning Council 
2225 North Charlci Street      Baltimore. Maryland 21218-5767      (301^5^5 
George F. Harrison. Jr.. Chaiman      Alfred P. Cwynn, Executivt CHri'cior ^ I '.  L- u 

April no. «#» ,l)  ra1 

Kr.  Guy W.   Hager,   Director 
Maryland  State Clearinghouse 

for  Interfcovernroental Assistance 
Department  of State Planning 
301   West  Preston Street 
Baltimore,   Maryland    21202 

Re:     Metropolitan CleartnEhouse 
Review and Referral Meraoran- 
dum,   Prolect:    0187-87040 
DEIS/Sec.'4 (f) Evaluation - MO 

*Ht.   ^,  H61 Al^ \b 1-Ub  

State Clearinghouse 0 : 870318-0187 

Dear Mr.  HaRen 

The attached review and referral memorandum is certification. 
Jh! p^M ?VJireffrenSed Pf?-16" ha8 ^ers>one review and comment by 
the Regional Planning Council and a recommended action has been deter 
mined based on the Council's findings. aecer 

Comments on this project were requested from:  Harford County. 

We appreciate your attention to Metropolitan Clearinghouse 
procedures.  If you have any questions, please contact us at 554-5609. 

Sincerely, 

Daryl L. Rawlines, Coordinate^ 
Metropolitan Clearinghouse 

At tachment 
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REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 
2225 North Charles Street 
Baltimore,  Maryland  2121R 

$ 

PPC Meeting:    04/10/87 

jufcran c.mvv =—' 
Project:    Q187-870AO   OFIg/Sec. A(f) Evaluation - MD Poute 22 

^el Air to T^y:  The Maryland nepartir^ent 
of Transportation is preparing to evaluate 
MD Route 22 from Bel Air to I-9*>.  Action 
to he taken consists of: 

1. Poadway improvements to re.lieve 
traffic congestion; 

2. Improving highway safety; 

3. Peconstruction of existing road; and 

A.    Other related highway improvements. 

Referral Source: Department of State Planning 

COMMENTS 
This project is consistent with regional 
plans, programs, and policies. 

Harford County strongly supports this pro- 
ject and feels that Segment 1 of the pro- 
ject should be given the highest priority. 
The county has not developed a final posi- 
tion on the alternate alignments in Segr.ent 
2.       . 

The Transportation Steering Committee will 
give their comments to the Council at the 
meeting. 

Recommendation: Endorsement with comments. 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that at its 267th meeting, which was held on 
April 10, 1987, the Regional Planning Council concurred in this Review 
and Referral Kenorenr'ur and incorooraten it into the minutes of that 
meeting. 

«% 
Executive  director 

-7- 
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c 
FROM:   Mr. William Carroll, Director 

Department of rianning 
\ing 
Main Street 

V Maryland    21014 

DATE: March 20, 1987       v 

RPC KEETINC^^il 10,  1^87 

•Joint RPC/CMHSA Review Cycle 
(up  to 60 days) '  » 

RE:     REFERRAL COORDINATOR REVIEW SUMMARY 

Project:   DEIS/Sec. 4(f) Evaluation - MD Rt.  22, Bel Air to 1-95 

R &  R  File  Number: 0187-87040 (St.  ID #:    870318-0187)   • 

Commente  should be return by:       3/31/87 

This project has been forwarded to the following local deoarr-     i. 
rK^t^T TnCte8   (^he?k appropriate blanks  and attach comnents  frodj' the reviewing agencies): olJ 

X    Planning 
Environmental  Protection 

jg£ Others  (Specify)   .^o^.aj-j^nat^ r ^T: 

Public Works 
Hunan Relations 

JURISDICTION'S  COMMENTS 

Check One 

nent 

"TKTs jurisdiction has no comments on this proposal. 

This project Is consistent with or contributes to the fulfill 
of local comprehensive plans, goals, and objectives. 

This project raises problems concerning compatibility with Ideal, 
plqns, or intergovernmental, environmental, or civil riches • ' 
issues, and a meeting with the applicant .is requested. 

This project raises problems concerning compatibility with toe Li 
plans, or intergovernreental, environmental, or civil riehrd' 
issues; however, a meeting with the applicant is nc^u requested. 

Thiftrpxoject Is generally consistent with local plans, but dua^'- 
fyln^.comJ.ents are necessary (attach comments). H 

RETURN TO: Signature 

Coordinator, Metropolitan Clearinghouse Title-   Director 
Regional Planning Council ' • n,-,. of „.„-. yr&-x 

2225 North Charlie Street .   t^  ^f/S-1'•1"-* "•/&»»i 
Bcltlaore, Kzryland 21218 Agency:     Harford County Coveiy.*^ 

Date: March 31, 2987 9 it- J' 

•> 
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c 
TO:  Mr, William Carroll, Director 

Department of nanmng 
ana Zoning 

45 South Mam Street 
Bel Air, Maryland ^1014 

c 
Date:     March 20,  1087 

» 
# 

RE: PROJECT REVIEW  FORM » 

Project:     DEIS/Sec. 4(f) Evaluation -MD Rt.  22,  Bel Air ^o 1-95 

R &  R  File   Number: 0187-87040 (St.   ID #:    870318-0187) 

Cotoitients  should be  returned by: 

Check One 

3/31/87 

 Th*8 agency has no comments on this proposal. 

 I5lf pr?Ject !• consistent with or contributes to the fulfillment 
of local comprehensive plans, goals, and objectives.  tUiriliraenc 

 This project raises Issues concerning compatibility with local 
plans or Intergovernmental problems, and a meeting with the 
applicant Is requested.  (Explain below.)       * 

. This project raises issues concerning compatibility with local 
plans or intergovernmental problems; however, a meeting with the 
applicant is not requested.  (Explain below.)        * 

y 
JlJIhls project Is generally consistent with local plans, but qualify, 

ing comments are necessary.  (Explain below.) «Any 

Comments A &r,».g. p^.4r\o^ bv ^w Q^.U faKj 4-u  r-rCw a\ 

.•^**y/  iv-^cofr -^^p^ j-y^     c^.>y.   u^ivy   vag.   rw>P4\W>ii   ^^- ^ 

' 7 /" ' ••-,c^_ . ^•'T^T : r^ 
RET 
NAMED  ABOVE 

Title 1 ^Hvi^     pjc^wJi^, 

Agency r «£- "Z— 
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The County strongly supports this project and feels that Segment'l' 

of the project should be given the highest priority. The County 

has not developed a final position on the alternate alignments*in 

Segment 2. * 
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c. • Director 
Maryland•State- Clearinghouse 

for Intergovernmental Assistance 
301 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201-2365 

SUBJECT:    REVIEW COMMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 

State Application Identifier:     MD870318-0187 

Applicant:        DOT - State Highway Admin. 

V   Jot 4-13-87 

RECEIVE 
APR 15 ' WBl 

$• 

Description: DEIS/Sectlon 4(f) Evaluation - Md. Rte.^-T^Bel %A1r to 1-95 

Responses must be returned to the State Clearinghouse on or before April 23, 1987 

Based on . review of the notification information provided, we have determined that: 

Check One: 

  1) It is consistent with our plans, programs, and objectives.  For those acencies 
which are responsible for making determinations under the following federal 
consistency requirements, please check the appropriate response: 

  It has been determined that the subject has "no effect" on any known 
archeological or historic resources and that the requirements^ 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR 800 
have been met for the subject. 

.  It has been determined that the requirements of Maryland Coastal Zone 

JrS^JU T?<       •,rCw,?et f0r the SUbJeCt in "cordjnee with 16 USC U56, Section 307(c)(1) and (2). 

"" ^ «u.H«8ren,lly ""J1"8" Wlth our Plans. Programs, and objectives, but the 
qualifying comment below is submitted for consideration. —L 

_ 3) It raises problem^ concerning compatibility with our plans, proRrams or 
, objectives, or it may duplicate existing program activities, as indicated 

check'h^r"1     '  lf fl meetinD Wilh thC flPPliCOnt iS "^"tcd."{case 

_ *) Additional information is required to complete the review.  The infnr,*-,,. 

__ 5) It does not require our comments. 

XX 

COMMENTS^ Sidewalks should be provided, at least on one side of Churchville Road, 

between Shamrock Road and Brierhill Drive.  Pedestrians are currently forced to walk in a 

drainage ditch. This is a particular safety hazard for local high school students at Bel Air 

(Additional conments may be placed on the back or on separate sheels oi paper) "  

Signature:   {^J?**/jS^«/- f 

««"•«:  Carol L. Pelbel, p^ector of Planning 

Organization:  Town of Bel Air 
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COMMENTS CONTINUED: * % 

High School and John Carroll High School. We urge serious consideration 

of this addition to the highway construction proposal. 

NOTE:    The Town of Bel Air strongly supports the reconstruction of Maryland 

Route 22. Currently the road is operating at capacity during the 

peak traffic hours. With the proposed development along Maryland Route 

543 and the connection of the Ring Factory Road bypass, this approach 

to Bel Air will most likely reach a point in the very near future 

where traffic will come to a standstill for several hours during the 

day. Aside from the inconvenience associated with the congestion, 

the traffic situation will have a negative impact on local economic 

development efforts. 
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM STATE CLEARING HOUSE 
LETTER DATED APRIL 30, 1987 

1. A detailed hydrologic and hydraulic analysis will be prepared 
for the Bynum Run Crossing by the State Highway Administration 
for the Department of Natural Resources approval. The 
replacement structure will be designed to comply with criteria 
of the Department of Natural Resources. 

2 & 3.  MD 155 Alternate Connection C is no longer included in this 
Federally Funded project. 

4. The State Highway Administration has selected an improvement 
alternate for the section of the project from Bel Air to east 
of MD 543 and final design is scheduled to begin during May 
1988. The State Highway Administration has deferred selection 
of an improvement alternate for MD 22 east of MD 543 until the 
new MD 543 - 1-95 interchange is completed and the effects of 
the new facility on MD 22 are evaluated. This deferment will 
also permit the results of the re-evaluation of the Harford 
County Land Use Plan by the County's Department of Planning and 
Zoning be taken into consideration in future studies. 

5. See response number 4. The Bureau of Highway Design will 
evaluate the right of way requirements and the feasibility of 
constructing a sidewalk along the south side of the road from 
Shamrock Road to John Carroll High School. 

> 
tf 
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l 8 APR 1997 

Mr.   Louis H.   Ege  Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development  Division  (Room 310) 
State  Highway Administration 
707  North Calvert  Street 
Baltimore, MD     21202 

MOT 11 1987 
1 

Ilk \iAS0N T. fcilU 

BY . r o 

cx> 

m 
c-c-o 
Sm^o 
^r-o 
5?m 
.-.•> x £> 
.= m-* 

y: 

Dear Mr.   Ege: 

Subject:  Contract No. H656-000-461 
F.A.P. No. ELIG-IX 
Maryland Route 22 
PDMS No. 21202 

We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Section 4(f) 
Evaluation.  We have no comments.  Please provide us with a copy of the 
final EIS when it is completed. 

Your mailing list should be revised to show that 1 have replaced 
Mr. Levine as the Regional Environmental Officer.  The current address of 
the Philadelphia Office of HUD is shown above. 

Sincerely, 

Margaret  A.   KrengeJ 
Regional   Environmental  Officer 

RESPONSE: 

HUD will be provided a copy of the final environmental document, 
address change has been complied with. 

The 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMEfV    IF COMMERCE 
fUationsI Oceanic »nd Atmosphb.ic Administration 
NATIONAL MARINE USHtRlES SERVICE 

Management Division 
Habitat Conservation Branch 
Oxford, Maryland 21654 

April 

Mr.   Louis  H.   Ege,   Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project  Development  Division 
State Highway Administration 
707  North  Calvert   Street,   Room 
Baltimore,   Maryland     21202 

Dear   Mr.   Ege: 

310 TKi 
RY 

VtlSOh T. bmjLiyco. 

 V-fcf  - 

—  O<"0 — mx 
r-   :'= ^ o 

•*•  c^ O <— 
e*  . '. T> m 

OQ 

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) has reviewed the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement addressing the proposed 
reconstruction and relocation of Maryland Route 22.  We find that 
the proposed project will not adversely affect resources or habi- 
tats for which NMFS bears statutory authority. 

Several of the streams that would be affected by the project have 
been documented as providing anadromous (e.g., Alpsa spp.) and 
semi-anadromous (e.g., Perca flavescens) habitat.1  Each of the 
streams, however, has numerous blockages which prevent migration 
upstream to the proposed crossings.  Additionally, NMFS finds 
that the proposed stream and wetland alterations will not 
significantly degrade water quality or reduce inflows that could 
adversely affect downstream fishery resources and their habitats. 

Please keep 
proposal. 

our agency informed of any revisions to this project 

Sincerely, 

Edward W. Christoffers, Ph.D. 
Asst. Branch Chief 

10,Dell, J. 1975. Survey of Anadromous Fish Spawning Areas. 
Potomac River Drainage. Upper Chesapeake Bay Drainage. 
Completion Project AFC-8. 184 pp + appendices. 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

WATER RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING 

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401 

April 28, 1987 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 
Room 310 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

m 
— o<:",o 

— rn^) 

<-£> " o «_ 
x-  '•"•• -om 

cao 

Re:  WRA No. 86-PP-0254 
SHA No. H-656-000-471 
Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Section 4(f) Evaluation 
for MD 22 from Shamrock Road to 
1-95 (including Churchville 
Bypass) 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the above referenced project 
has received necessary review by the Water Resources Administration, and the 
Tidewater Administration's Fisheries and Coastal Resources Divisions.  The 
Capital Programs Administration and the Forest, Park and Wildlife Service were 
also provided with a copy of the subject document for their review and 
comments. 

The Water Resources Administration is offering the following comment: 

1.   In accordance with Natural Resources Article, §8-803 Annocated Code of 
Maryland and the Rules and Regulations Governing Construction in Non- 
Tidal Waters and Floodplains (08.05.03.01 - 08.05.03.13), Waterway 
Construction Permit(6) must be obtained for any changes that would 
occur to the course, current, or cross-section of any stream or its 
associated 100-year floodplain limits as a result of the proposed 
project. More specifically, the replacement of existing structures 
and/or Installation of new culverts or other structures for the new 
stream crossings which will impact Bynum Run, James Run, Cool Branch 
Run, Mill Brook, Deer Creek tributaries and Carslns Run require 
Permits. For limited drainage areas, you may not require any Waterway 
Permits from this Administration in accordance with C0MAR 08.05.03V . 

Telephone:. 
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Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
April 28, 2987 
P»ge Two 

2. In accordance with Section 8-1105 and 8-11A-05 of the Natural 
Resourcea Article, Annotated Code of Maryland, the project will 
require approval relative to sediment and erosion control and 
atormwater management requirements. 

3. The Administration recommends the least Impacted alternative to be 
considered in the selection of the final alternate. 

4. The Flood Management Division of this Administration currently has 
contracts for definitive floodplain analyses for several of the 
watersheds as listed on page 111-13 of the subject DEIS. The models 
will be available to the State Highway Administration for baseline 
use.  In particular, MD 22 at Bynum Run has been modeled by using the 
Corps of Engineers HEC-II Computer Model (cross-sections 517 and 
518). The backwater lOO-year water surface elevation is 266'+ 
NGVD. Furthermore, a bath house and pool are located in the lOO-year 
floodplain approximately 700' downstream of the crossing. 

Enclosed please find a copy of comments on the referenced DEIS from the 
Fisheries and Coastal Resources Divisions of the Tidewater Administration. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your project. 

Sincerely, 

© 
© 
© 

Sfe-*-1^- 
Stan Wong 
Chief, Waterway Permits Division 

SW:MQT:das 

Enclosures 
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RESPONSE TO LETTER FROM WATER RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 
DATED APRIL 28, 1987 

1. A hydrologic and hydraulic report will be prepared and the drainage 
structure will be sized during final design to comply with the 
Water Resources Administration criteria for all drainage crossings 
which require a waterway construction permit under COMAR 08.05.03. 

2. The erosion and sediment control and stormwater management measures 
for the selected build alternate will be designed and constructed 
to meet the requirements of the Water Resources Administration. 

3. A combination of the four-lane divided and five-lane undivided 
highway alternates has been selected for the portion of the project 
from Bel Air to east of MD 543. The selection of an improvement 
alternate for the remainder of the project has been deferred. 

4. No response. 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources *0 
Tidewater Administration 
Tawcs State Office Building 
580 Taylor Avenue 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

William Donald Schaefer 
Governor 

Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Srcrtiary 

April 24, 1987 

MEMORANDUM: 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

M. Q. Taharian, Water Resources Administration 

Elder Qiigrar«lTrr Jr., Coastal Resources Division 

Coastal Resources Division Mike Slatt 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Section 4(f) Evaluation, 
Maryland Route 22, Shamrock Road to 1-95. 

0 

This is in response to your memorandum dated March 24, 1987 requesting 
corurents subsequent to our review of the Draft Environmental Inpact Statement 
(DEIS).    Having reviewed the docunent,  the Coastal Resources Division has the 
following comments to offer: 

1 Based on topographic contours and intermittent waterways indicated on 
U.S.G.S. Quad maps, we believe that the wetlands acreages provided in the 
document may be incorrect.    We would appreciate documentation of field 
verification of wetland boundaries by the appropriate environmental review 
agencies. 

2 Treabrent of the ecology of the affected area is inadequate and misleading./0s 

Specifically, the statement is made on page 111-18 that, "Streams in the project^, 
corridor are too small to support viable fisheries."    There is no substantiation 
of this statement contained in the DEIS.    Also, no consideration is given to the 
ecosystm maintenarce values of the floral, faunal, and microfainal communities 
associated with these headwater areas.    The viable fisheries to which reference 
is made are extrerely dependent upon such communities. 

An atterpt is made to treat aquatic ecology on page II1-17.    Much enphasis/^ 
is placed on detrimental inpacts that have already been sustained by the \W 
resource apparently in an effort to downplay projected  impacts associated with 
MD Route 22      The conditions represented here do not justify further adverse 
inpacts.    Furthernore, statenents such as, "Tidal marshes in the estuary shew no 
evidence of decline in productvity at this time," and, "declines in benthic 
diversity and number have resulted from reductions in overall water quality 
lack substantiation in the document. 

We request that quantitative substantiation for ecological assertions be 
included in the Final Environmental Inpact Statenent  (FEIS). 

Telephone: 
(301)  974-2784 

DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 



»* 
MEMORANDUM: 

M. 0. Taharian 
Page -2- April 24, 1987 

We request that the ecosystem maintenance function^ of headwater area 
communities be examined and that this information be included in the FEIS as 
well.    It may be necessary to bridge streams in areas of high ecosystem 
maintenance inportance. 

3. Certain statements made regarding water quality require revision or 
clarification. 

On page IV-16 it is stated that,  "stonnwater management practices such as 
vegetated swales and retention and detention ponds will tend to filter out the 
pollutants and decrease their concentrations."   This is misleading in that it 
cannotes a decrease in nutrient and pollutant loadings from existing levels. 
These stontwater management strategies only serve to minimize increases in 
loadings. 

The statement is made on page IV-17 that"...no significant long term 
impacts on surface waters are anticipated."    It is impossible to make such a 
determination without first assessing  inpacts to floral and faunal communities 
in headwater areas.    Increases in light penetration and water temperature that 
might result from the proposed construction activity could alter the trophic 
structure of these areas drastically,  thus causing long term, adverse impacts to 
surface waters and consequently, downstream aquatic resources.     It is also 
stated that,  "A tenporary increase in the sediment content of Cool Branch or 
Mill Creek would settle out before reaching Deer Creek which is located 
approximtely three miles downstream.    "Substantiation of this statement is 
particularly important to alleviate corv^cns related  to the Maryland Darter. 

4. With regard to rare and endangered species,   it is stated that  "no known /— 
population of threatened,  rare, or endagnered species" were revealed "within the' 5 ) 
area of project influence" on page IV-19.     (Wiile the ri^it of way of the chosen^—^ 
alignment may not cross Deer Creek,  this waterway which is inhabited by the 
Maryland Darter,  is b^jno means outside the area of project influence).     It is 
important that information as to how the limits of the area of oroject"influence 
were determined to be included in the FEIS. 

5. Projects,  such as the WD.  Route 22 project, are evaluated only in terms of 
the immediate impacts with which they are associated.    Cumulative impacts 
sustained by the natural environment extend beyond the coastruction limits of 
the project.  There are also a number of develq^nent projects proximal to these 
watersheds which share similar  impacts.    A more comprehensive approach  to 
assessing  impacts associated with such work would more adequately address  the 
concerns and efforts associated with the Chesapeake Bay Initiatives.    More 
specifically, we are concerned about the downstream irrpacts to water quality and 
aquatic resources both on short term and long term scales. 

EG/MS/dcw 

cc:    Johanthan McKni^it, NHP/FPW 
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30 
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM TIDEWATER ADMINISTRATION 

COASTAL RESOURCES DIVISION 
DATED APRIL 24, 1987 

1. The revised section on wetlands included in the final environmental 
document accurately locates and describes wetlands impacts as 
substantiated by the agency field review held on May 20, 1987. The 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers was the only agency that attended. 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the MD DNR - Tidewater 
Administration were invited but did not attend. 

2. The Selected Alternate from Shamrock Road to MD 543 crosses Bynum 
Run only. Appropriate sediment and erosion control measures will 
be incorporated into the project design to ensure that no 
degradation of water quality occurs that may affect fisheries or 
their habitats. 

3. The statements in question have not been included in this Final 
Document. 

4. See response number 2. 

5. See response number 2. The Maryland Natural Heritage Program has 
no record of any rare species, unique habitat or other significant 
natural features at or in vicinity of the project site (See letter 
dated June 6, 1985). The Maryland Forest, Park and Wildlife 
Service has determined that there are no known populations of 
threatened or endangered species within the project area of 
influence (See letter dated June 14, 1985). The Fish and Wildlife 
service has determined no Federally listed or proposed endangered 
or threatened species are known to exist in the project impact area 
(See letter dated June 10, 1985). The Selected Alternate for MD 22 
extends only from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543. 

V-226 



V ofc 

Tonncv c. O»OWN. K.O. 
• tCHCIAKT 

JOHN  R. ontrriN 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

B7ATC   Of   MARYLAND 
DtPARIMtK"   O'   NATURAL  Rt«OU"l  »k 

TIDEWATER ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE orriCE  BUILOIMl 

ANHA»OLIS    21401 

April 23, 1987 

ivision, WRA 
M.Q. Taherian 
Waterway P 

W.P. Jens 
fisheries 

DEIS for MaryWnd Route 22, Bel Air to Interstate 95. 

We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impar' Statement supplied by 
State Highway Administration. It contains information for the upgrading of 
Maryland Rte. 22 between Bel Air and 1-95, Harford r.ounty. The project area 
will affect wetlands and channels of several Class I. HI and ^  streams. 

Our critique of this Draft E1S is contained wi'hin the body of the following 
narrative. If you have any questions concerning th'ii- review, please contact 
Mary Ellen Dore, Ext. 3061. 

P. Ill - 8 b. Future Land Use 

It is stated that the area between Bel Air anc; MD. Rte. 543 has been zoned 
for moderate to high density residential developmer,' . Existing congestion will 
be alleviated by the improved transit corridor. Htv/'t-ver, by improving the roads, 
increased residential and commercial growth will be  encouraged, thereby congesting 
the transit corridor; encouraging the conversion of agricultural land and open 
space to impervious surfaces. 

P. Ill - 17 Aquatic Ecology 

In this segment the authors discuss the eutro^" ication problems within the f2\ 
estuarine sections of the Bush River watershed. Tr* reference to problems within V_y 
Romney Creek are immaterial to the discussion of aortic ecology within the project 
area as Ranney Creek is a tidal estuarine water bol/-    The project area impacts 
the wetlands and headwater portions of several freshwater non-tidal streams. The 
improved widened roadway will increase: 

1) impervious surfaces directly, therby contr' outing more runoff 
to adjacent wetlands and watercourses. Less iv''?aved surface will be 
available between the road and the wetlands/w^-erways through which 
runoff can percolate and/or filter pollutants. 
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2) or accelerated development within the MD Rte. 22 corridor. Other 
sections of this report state that zoning within Bel Air will permit 
moderate to high density development (p. Ill - 8). These developments, 
such as Tudor Manor, Fountain Glen, Southampton (to name a few) have 
contributed to the deforestation of acres of forested land within the 
Bynum Run watershed. Chemical pollutants from petrochemicals {oil, 
grease, etc.) and lawn chemicals (fertilizers, pesticides, herbicides, 
etc.) enter the waterways in runoff. Appendix 1 contains a more thorough 
discussion of the amounts and effects of these chemical pollutants on 
stream ecology. 

There are a number of streams which will be affected directly by this project. 
Time of year restrictions will be imposed upon construction activities within 
streams and floodplains, depending upon the State classification of the stream. 

P. IV - 18 Effects on Wetlands 

Alternates B would have the least impacts on wetlands W - 3 and W - 4.      s-^ 
Alternate C - 2  would avoid impacts to Cool Branch (W - 6). [3 

There appears to be more to Mill Brook (W - 7) then indicated in the DEIS. 
The area affected includes two tributaries of Mill Brook and possibly the MD 
Rte. 155 crossing over Mill Brook. These wetlands need to be investigated 
further and included in the Final Environmental Impact Statement. 

Segment 3 construction proposes to use Carsins Run as a storm water 
management area. This will affect the wetlands within the Carsins Run drainage. 
These wetlands need to be included in the overall total for wetlands impact, and 
impacts must be minimized. 

cc: Y.6. Gopenko, WRA 

WPJ/MED/cp 
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM 
TIDEWATER ADMINISTRATION FISHERIES DIVISION 

DATED APRIL 23, 1987 

1. Development within the area served by MD 22 is in compliance with 
the current Harford County Zoning Regulations. It is the State 
Highway Administration's responsibility to plan and provide an 
adequate major highway system to meet the existing and future 
traffic needs. 

2. EPA has on file records of compliance/non-compliance at the Sod Run 
Sewage Treatment Plant. This plant is mentioned in the DEIS to 
illustrate environmental status of the Bush River ecosystem. The 
Selected Alternate is in a highly developing area and as such will 
not have a significant impact on the natural environment. There 
will be approximately 0.17 acres of wetlands affected and 
approximately 0.20 acres of floodplains impact. Appropriate 
erosion and sedimentation control practices will be incorporated 
into the project. 

Zoning and future land use in the MD 22 corridor is the 
responsibility of Harford County. 

3. The revised sections on wetlands included in the final 
environmental document accurately locates and describes wetlands 
impacts as substantiated by the agency field review held on May 20, 
1987. 

The purposes of showing a "Possible Stormwater Management Area" on 
the alternate plan exhibits is to identify that stormwater 
management will be required in vicinity of the location shown and 
to establish the approximately right of way requirement and right 
of way cost for the management area. If a wetland area is impacted 
by a Stormwater Management Area appropriate mitigation measures 
will be developed. 
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From 

To 

Dratt Environinental Impact Statement 
Section 4(f) Evaluation 
MARYLAND - Hardfqrd County, Route 22 
FHWA-MD-EIS-87; 

.v I 1   1987 

t .is ^ .Lvva. 
*v 

Date APR 14 1987 

Donald Trilling 
Deputy Director, —-^_ — 

of Transportation Regulatory ATFaTre^ 

Eugene W. Cleckley, Chief 
Environmental Operations Division, HEV-11 

Reply to 
Attn ol 

We have reviewed the subject DEIS and have the following comment: 

Truck turn-arounds are shown on Figure No. II-4A and Figure No. 
II-5A.  The Final EIS should discuss the need for truck turn- 
arounds, and their effect on traffic flow and safety. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review this DEIS. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS: 

The Selected Alternate for MD 22 extends from Shamrock Road to east 
of MD 543 and is a combination of the four lane divided highway 
alternate and the five lane undivided alternate. 

Truck turn-arounds are not being considered within the limits of 
the Selected Alternate. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION III 

641 Chestnut Building -T-» 
Phllodelphia. Rennsylvonle 19107 B o 

—        m 

FEB     6V§87   ^   woS 
Cynthia  D.   Simpson,  Chief Co OTTO 

Environmental   Management ^P ^ m "H 
Project  Development  Division (Ro. 310)                                                                     .         2: 
MD State  Highway Administration ^         ""^ 
707 North Calvert  Street 
Baltimore, MD.     21202 

Re:    MD Route   22,   Shamrock Rd. to  Interstate 95 
Air  Quality  Analysis 

Dear Ms.  Simpson, 

In accordance with the  responsibilities delegated  to EPA under  Section 
309 of   the Clean  Air  Act  and  the  National  Environmental   Policy  Act,  EPA 
Region   111 has  reviewed   the  above referenced document.     We  are  satisfied 
with  the approach outlined   for analyzing  the air quality  impacts of   the 
project and  offer no objections to completing  this  portion of  the 
environmental  study.     Please  note, however,  that   this analysis  incorporated 
EPA's MOBILE   1  computer   program  for calculating emission  factors,  rather 
than MOBILE  3.     We  have cited  this deficiency in numerous  air  quality 
analyses  in   the  past  and  wish  to be advised  as  to when  the   SHA intends 
to update  their methodology. 

Thank you for   including  EPA in the coordination  process.     Should 
you have any questions,  or  if  we can be of   additional   assistance,   please 
contact  Jeffrey Alper  at   215/597-7817. 

Sincerely, 01 MV.t 1^1 J   , 

Barbara  D'   Angelo,  Atting  Chief 
NEPA  Compliance   Section 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS: 

The State Highway Administration uses the EPA MOBILE 3 computer program 
for performing air quality analyses on all current projects. 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE 
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TTY FOR DEAF: B«Uo Arw 3^7555 
. D:C. Mttro 5eW>451 

Adtl* WltiacK, R.N.. M.S., Sacretary William M. Elchbaum. A»»l»tant Stcratary 

March 5, 1987 
o m 

— m 50 
Ms. Cynthia D. Siirpson, Chief %       fO "low 
Environmental Management ^  ^:-orr, 
Project Development Division »-*  S3110. 
707 North Calvert Street, Room 310 S "~ ^"^ 
Baltinore, Maryland 21202 ^   Z^ 

RE: Maryland Route 22 
Shamrock Rd. to 195 
Contract No. H 656-000-471 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

1 have reviewed the air irrpact analysis performed for the 
proposed improvements of Maryland Route 22 from Shamrock Road to 
Interstate Route 95, including the Churchville Bypass, and concur 
with its conclusions. 

Given the expected increase in traffic predicted for the region, 
the Department believes that any build alternate will yield the 
best air quality for the area. 

The proposed project is consistent with the transportation control 
portion of the State Implementation Plan for the Metropolitan Baltimore 
Intrastate Air Quality Control Region. Furthermore, adherence with the 
provisions of COMAR 10.18.06.030 wi 11 ensure that the impact from the 
construction phase of this project will be minimal. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this analysis. 

Sincerely, 

Mario E. Jorquera 
Division of Air Quality Planning 

and Data Systems 
Air Management Administration 

MJ:dsd 
(NO RESPONSE REQUIRED) 
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HARFORD COUNTY GOVERNMENT DrVF^O^' ^ 

February  18,   1988 D'V'  "'3  •' 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street, Room 310 
Baltimore, MD  21202 

Subject:  Maryland Route 22 Improvements 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

I have received correspondence from Paul Wettlaufer detailing the 
proposed alternatives being considered in the improvements of Maryland 
Route 22 in the area of Maryland Route 155 and Maryland Route 136. 

Of the remaining alternatives to eliminate the traffic congestion 
on Maryland Route 22, between Maryland Route 136 and Maryland Route 155, 
the only alternative affecting the Harford County Department of Parks 
and Recreation is the Glenville Road alternative which would direct traffic 
from Maryland Route 155 across an improved Glenville Road to enter Maryland 
Route 22, approximately three tenths of a mile east of the Route 136 inter- 
section. 

To improve Glenville Road for the increased traffic, widening the 
existing road is obviously the first option. To widen Glenville Road 
will more than likely have a very negative effect on the Churchville Complex 
located at the intersection of Glenville Road aod Maryland Route 155. 

Approximately two years ago, this Department completed a major 
development project consisting of the construction of a football/soccer/la- 
crosse field immediately adjacent to the Glenville Road/Maryland Route 
155 intersection. To take any land from this intersection will render 
our new soccer/football/lacrosse field useless, and we will have waisted 
the money spent on this project. It should also be noted the improvements 
to our park site were funded by the Maryland Department of Natural Re- 
sources, Program Open Space, which requires a life expectancy of at least 
25 years for major developments. If this development is destroyed or 
rendered useless, it would be the responsibility of the offending party 
to replace these facilities at their expense. 

This Churchville intersection certainly needs to be improved, how- 
ever, I mast express our concern over possible damage to our county park 
site. 

./2 
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Louis H. Ege, Jr. - 2 - 
February 18, 1988 

Should you need any additional information, please do not hesitate 
to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

William G. Nicodemus 
Chief of Parks & Facilities 
Department of Parks and Recreation 

WGN/da 

cc:  Habern Freeman, County Executive 
William A. Krebs, Director, Program Open Space 
Chip Price, Program Open Space 
Paul Wettlaufer, Department of Transportation 
Henri Heathcott, President, Churchville Recreation Council 
Stanley L.. Kozenewski, Director 
Terry Carmody, District Supervisor 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS: 

A decision regarding the selection of an alternate for MD 22 east of 
MD 543 has been deferred. 
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JOHN M   GRirFIN 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

CAPITAL PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING 
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND   21401 

^ 
& 
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rO" CAPITAL ^AOOHAMB 

June 6, 1985 

Mr. LeRoy 1. Pool 
Environmental Services, Inc. 
9 St. Mary's Road 
Pylesville, MD     21132 

Subject:    Proposed Improvement of MD.  Route 22, 
from Bel Air to 1-95 

Dear Mr. Pool: 

The Maryland Natural Heritage Program has no record of any rare species, 
unique habitat or other significant natural feature at, or in the vicinity of 
this project site. However, in the absence of a recent site review, we cannot 
show that such species or features are not present. 

Please note that a parcel of state-owned parkland, Bynum Pond, sits along 
the south side of Route 22, just east of Bel Air. Potential impact to that 
site should be coordinated with the Forest, Park and Wildlife Service. 

If you have further questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Arnold W. Norden 
Maryland Natural  Heritage Program 

AWN:mcs 
cc: Sean McKewen, FP&WS 
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United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES 
1825B VIRGINIA STREET 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 

June  10,  1985 

V h 

Mr. LeRoy I. Pool 
Environmental Services Inc. 
9 St. Mary's Rd. 
Pylesville, MD 21132 

Dear Mr. Pool: 

This  responds  to your May 24,  1985  request  for information on the 
presence of Federally  listed endangered or  threatened  species  within the 
area  to be affected by the proposed improvement of Maryland Route 22 from 
Belair to Interstate Route 95,   in Harford County,   Maryland.     It  is  our 
understanding that this improvement will follow the existing alignment of 
Rt. 22 except  near Churchville where it  will  cut  to the  south of 
Churchville. 

Except  for occasional transient  individuals,   no Federally listed or pro- 
posed endangered or threatened  species  are known to exist  in the  project 
impact area.    Therefore,  no Biological Assessment or further Section 7 
Consultation is  required  with  the Fish and  Wildlife  Service (FWS).     Should 
project plans  change, or if  additional  information on  the distribution of 
listed or proposed species becomes available,   this determination may be 
reconsidered. 

This   response  relates  only  to endangered  species under our jurisdiction. 
It does not address other FWS concerns under the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act  or other  legislation. 

Thank you for your interest  in endangered  species.     If  you have   any 
questions  or need further assistance,  please  contact Andy Moser  of  our 
Endangered  Species  staff   at   (301)   269-6324. 

Sincerely yours. 

:_ v ^ i\^v 
Jrv^Glenn Kinser 
'     Supervisor 

Annapolis Field Office 
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OTATE QP MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OP NATURAL RESOURCE^ 

MARYLANP GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
THE ROTUNDA 

711 W. 40TH STREET. SUITE 440 
DALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21211 

Divioion of Archeology 
338-7236 

SMI 

KgNNCTM N   WtAVC* 

*H6I •rmooic^DniBrt. 

CD       ^^ 

3t 

ii7> - 

3 Jonuary 1986 

Hr. Loulo B. Ego, Jr. 
Bureau of Project Planning 
State Highway Adalnistration 
P.O. Box 717/707 Borth Ctolvert Street 
Ealtiaoro, Kcryland    21203-0717 

RE:    Maryland Route 22, Shamrock 
Road  to 195 (including Churchville 
By-Pass) Contract Mo. B656-000-471 

Dear Mr. Egei 

Ao requeoted, I recently conducted o Phase I archeologlcal reconnaissance 
of those olternatoc currently being considered for the Churchville By-Paoe 
vhlch had not previously been covered in other surveys by Mr. Dennis Curry 
(File Report nucbero 80, 88, end 123). Areas reconnoltered Included four 
alternates (A, B, C, and D) and ancillary roads as designated within the 
project's boundaries. The work consisted of background research and field 
reconnaissance. The background research Included exaninlng historic naps, 
site reports, and eite files. Early structures were noted using the historic 
caps as o reference. Site reports were utilised to indicate portions of the 
project which had been surveyed previously. Site files provided information 
regarding known sites which had been recorded in the project area. 

Virtually ell of the area along the proposed alternates was surveyed on 
foot. Fifteen areas which showed site potential based on predictive nodels 
for the area and prior field experience were surface collected when feasible; 
otherwise, in areas with poor ground visibility or in wooded areas, shovel 
test pits were placed at 10-20 meter Intervals within the right-of-way. The 
following is a summary, by alternates, of what was accomplished: 
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I)   Alunuu A, froa NaryUnd touu 136 to HaryUnd ftoute 22: 
ReoultJ Six teat loci vcn deelgnaUd along thla alternate. Four 
oitoa vere located: S prehistoric aod I historic. Two of theae sltea, 
both prohletorlc, ore rocosDooded for addltloaal »ork. Both altaa 
tjore eall eitpoood in ploved flold and both yielded a large anount of 
Drcheologlcol estterlal end are conoldered elgnlfleant. Site 18UA1S5 
WBB centered in the right-of-eoy and contained 2 large bifacea, 1 
projectile point, 6 tools, and 8 utlllaed flakee aa veil ea a 
battered cobble and a large anount of llthlc debrla, all quarUlte. 
Site 18HA157 located ianedlately adjacent to the right-of-way alao 
yielded a large anount of prehistoric cultural saterial which 
consisted of quarts!te debitage and included 3 projectile points, 1 
broken cobble, and 8 utilised flakes. In addition to the aateriel 
collected during this survey, the property owner and several local 
residents possess collections of projectile points and tools from 
this site. 

Recoaaendatlone Site 18UA155 which lies directly In the right-of-vay 
is recoaoended for Phase II testing, if evoidanee is iaposslble, to 
detemlne Ita eligibility to the National Register of Historic 
Places. Although site 18HA157 is contiguous to the rlght-of-vay, it 
would be threatened froa construction-related activities. Cultural 
arterial was found scattered over e 4 ecre area; thus, it is probable 
that this is a aultlcoBponent site which may Include a village 
coaponent based on the types of ertlfects found and the sise of the 
site. Because it may be National Register eligible, avoidance is 
preferred. If lapoBBlble, Phase II ercheologlcal testing is 
recommended. 

2) Alternate B, between the points where it deviates froa Alternate A: 
Results Four test loci were designated froa which four prehistoric 
sites were located. Site 18HA159 consisted of e prehistoric llthlc 
concentration found in shovel test pits pieced In a wooded area 
within the right-of-way. Cultural mate rial found consisted of 
retouched flakes of quarti, quartzite, jasper, and rhyollte es well 
es other llthlc debitage. 
RecoaaendatloDB Because of the variety of llthlc naterlal and its 
concentration within a small area, this site should be avoided; 
otherwise, Phase II arcbeological testing is recommended to determine 
extent end site use. 

3) Alternate C, froa Glenvllle Road to Route 22 
Results      Four   test   loci   were  designated   froa  which  one   site  was 
located.    Site  18HA161 yielded one quarts!U  tool and aeverel flekes 
in e field with only 1Z visibility for surfece collecting. 
Rccoamendatlone      No   further  work  is  recommended   on   this  alignment 
because of the small amount of material found. 
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6)   Altemots D, froa Route 22 to Sou to 155 
Rood to   Oao toot locuo woo dttslgaatod that yioldod no prohlotorlc or 
UTotoirlc oitoo. 

5)    PTOTIOUO ourvoy done by Curry, (Piold Report 123:1982) on torninl of 
Alto run too A ond D. 
Ro Pol to Tho oootemEioot to re in 1 of oltomotoo A ond D at Bodt Comer 
which woo ourveyed by Curry yielded on hlotorlc site (18HA149) within 
tba riflht-of-woy. At the wootomooot tcrnlnl ot Route 22 and Asbury 
Road Curry aloo reporto o prehlatorlc olte within the right-of-way. 
Recoaacndotlooo Because the terninl of the currently propooed 
oltemateo ore the DODC os thooe ourveyed by Curry, hie recoaqienda- 
tlono oro otill valid. No further work lo required on the 
prehlotoric olte. However, additional work io recoanended on the 
hlitorlc olte 18HA149 ot Bodt Comer to detemlne olte extent, oge, 
ond Integrity. 

In conduolon, e total of 11 oitoo (Map 1) were exonined ee o rooult of 
thio current ourvoy ond Curry's previous ourvey, 4 of which oro recoanended 
for further tooting to deternlne National Register eligibility (top 2). The 
slteo not recoanended for oddltlonal work should still be considered oenoltlve 
ereao, however. 

A detail report discussing the above ourvey is forthcoming. In the 
Deentl&e, if there are any questions regarding this aatter or if I nay be! of 
further assistance, please do not hesitate  to contact se. 

Sincerely, 

^fc^ZU^ ^yc^^ 
He t tie Boyce 
Archeologlot 

HB:lw 

cc:    Rita Suffneoo 
Dennis C. Curry 

RESPONSE: 

No archeological sites are located within the area of the Selected 
Alternate on the section of MD 22 from Shamrock Road to east of MD 543, 

V ,tj1> 
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Maryland Historical Trust 

Ms. Cynthia Simpson 
Envirorxnental Management 
Maryland Dept. of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
P. 0. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

October 14, 1986 
"en 

s 

# 

Dear Ms 

RE: Contract No. H 656-000-471 
Maryland Route 22 fron 
Bel Air to Interstate Route 95 
F.A.P. No. RF 902-1 (22) 

son: 

Thank you for your letter of September 23, 1986 concerning the above- 
referenced project. 

Our office concurs with 79 of the 80 determinations of effect made by 
SHA for this project (see attached table). The exception concerns Maryland 
Route 155 alternate connection C. As we stated in our letter of February 8, 
1983, we consider this alternate to have an adverse effect on the NR-eligible 
site Honelands (HA-139) . 

As always, your cooperation is appreciated, 
feel free to contact Al Luckenbach at 757-9000. 

If you have any questions 

Sincerely, 

J. Rodney Little 
Director State Historic 
Preservation Officer 

JRL/AHMnnc 
Enclosure 
OC: Ms. Rita Suffness 

Mr. Tim Dugan 
Mr. Charles Keenan 
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SEGMENT 1, SEGMENT 2 
MD 155 Connection 
ITT 

tUb  22/Mr> i$<3 
Intersection Four     Five  Southern Bypass C 2     C 2  

Lane    Lane  Route A  Route B Conn. C  Opt.l   Opt.2  Conn. D  Option 1   Option ; 
 _—. •    -   • - 

bbs House n. a. e. n. a .e n.e, n.e n.e. n.e. n 

dor Hall n.e n.e. 

ier House n.a.e.   n.a.e. 

ys-Heighe n.e. n.e. 

bury M.E. Church 

urchville P. Church n.a.e. 

e. n.e. 

melands 

ly Trinity  E.  Church n.e. 

n. a. e • 

n.a.e. n.a.e. 

n.e. n.e. 

n.a.e. n.a.e. 

n.e. n.a.e- 

n.e. n.e. 

e. - no effect 

a.e. - no adverse effect 

n.a.e. - conditional no adverse effect 
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Maryland Historical Trust 

November 25, 1986 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr, 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 
State Highway Administration 
P. 0. Box 717 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE: Contract No. H 656-000-461 
F.A.P. No. ELIG-1X 
MD Route 22 
Shamrock Road to 1-95 (including 
Churchville Bypass) 
PDMS No. 123007 
 Harford County, Maryland  

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Thank you for sending us a copy of the report on the archeological 
reconnaissance of the above-referenced project conducted by the Maryland 
Geological Survey. The report provided detailed and sufficient information 
necessary to make an informed evaluation of the sites' potential significance, 
the project's effects to archeological resources, and appropriate 
recommendations for additional work. 

Based upon the material provided in the report, we concur that the 
following four sites may be potentially eligible for inclusion on the 
National Register of Historic Places:  18 HA 149 - Bodt Corner site, 
18 HA 157 - Buffalo site, 18 HA 155 - Gorrell site, and 18 HA 159 - Tranquil 
Bench site. We recommend that Phase II archeological investigations of 
these sites be conducted to conclusively determine their National Register 
eligibility, if Alternates A or B are chosen which will impact these sites. 
In addition, the Phase I investigations of Test Loci 4 and 14, where 
permission was denied, should be completed if Alternates A or B are selected. 
Based upon the results of the completed Phase I and the Phase II investigations, 
we will be able to determine whether or not the proposed project will affect 
National Register eligible archeological resources and make appropriate 
recommendations concerning mitigation measures, if necessary. 
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0^ 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
November 25, 1986 
Page 2 

The remaining six sites do not appear to meet the criteria for eligibility 
on the National Register of Historic Places, due to the sites' natures and 
paucity of artifacts:  18 HA 150 - Worthington Farm, 18 HA 154 - Green, 
18 HA 158 - Gentle Slope, 18 HA 160 - Calvery Road, 18 HA 161 - Harlan, and 
18 HA 162 - Cole. Therefore, no additional archeological testing is 
recommended for these sites. 

Please notify this office once the Alternate is selected for this 
project. If you have any questions or require additional information, 
please contact Ms. Beth Brown of our staff at (301) 974-4450. 

Thank you for your cooperation and assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Richard B. Hughes 
State Administrator of Archeology 

RBH/BCB/mmc 
cc:  Ms. Rita Suffness 

Mr. Tyler Bastian 
Ms. Hettie Boyce 
Mrs. Jane M. Foard 
Mr. Charles Keenan 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC f^ 

Howard R. Erickson, Ph.D. 
321-3120 

Mr. Wilson T. Ballard 
The Wilson T. Ballard Company 
17 Gwynns Mill Court 
Owings Mills, Md. 21117 

Dear Mr. Ballard; 

LeRoy 1. Pool, M.S. 
,    836-1974       Jt'* 

May   2A,   1$87 J^ 

Re: Agency Wetlands 
Review, Md. 22 

On May 20, 1987 ESI conducted a Wetlands Review of the 
Md. Route 22 project. The following personnel were in 
attendance: 

Mr. Steve Harmon 
Mr. Bruce Grey 
Mr. John Winterling 
Dr. Howard Erickson 
Mr. Roy Pool 

Corps of Engineers 
SHA 
The Wilson T. Ballard Co. 
ESI 
ESI 

Jeff Alper (EPA) was invited to attend but stated that 
representatives of EPA would not be able to participate in 
the field review. Mike Slattery (DNR Non-Tidal Wetlands) and 
Diane Eackles (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service) agreed to 
participate but later found that a heavy work load 
intervened. ESI agreed to provide them with revised wetland 
assessment documents (subject to SHA and WTB Co. approval). 

ESI furnished each participant in the field review a 
wetland table summarizing potential project impacts to 
wetlands. ESI also provided 1:200 scale maps of all wetlands 
in or near the project rights of way. The consensus of the 
participants was that the wetlands identified by ESI and the 
impacts of the project alignments thereto were accurate. 
Briefly, the project alignments potentially affect 13 
wetlands. The extent of wetland acreage affected by the 
alignments is summarized below: 

Segment 1 
Segment 2 

Alt. D 
Segment 3 

5 lane - 0.39 
Alt. A « 2.7A 
1.46 acres 
0.00 acres 

acres; 
acres; 
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A lane 
Alt. B 

0.32 
3.86 

acres 
acres 

0 St MaiVs RcL Pvlesville. Md. 21132 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC. 
Howard R. Erickson, Ph.D. 

321-3120 
LeRoy 1. Pool, M.S. 

836 1974 

Page 2 

Mr. Harmon suggested that the affected acreage of Wetland 
8 for Alternate B might be smaller than that listed; ESI 
agreed to review and revise as required. Mr. Harmon 
suggested that altering the configuration of stormwater 
management areas within the wetlands could significantly 
reduce wetland impacts. 

Mr. Harmon requested data re: stream volume of flow at 
the sites of each crossing to determine if nationwide 
permits were applicable for the project* The VTB Co. agreed 
to furnish this data. 

Sincerely, 

c c :   Steve   Harmon 
Bruce   Gray 
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«r*A United States WN m , Department ot 
Agnculture 

Soil 
Conaervation 
Service 

10 W. College Terrace 
Room 230 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 ^ 

November 

.vOV 20   1S85 

Mr. Kenneth L. Evans 
The Wilson T. Ballard Co. 
17 Gwynns Mill Court 
Owings Mills, MD 21117 

Tlit W.LS 

BY 

T. ItAlAM CO. 

4^ 

Re: Farmland Conversion Impact Rating Form (AD 1006) for: Contract No. 
H656-000-471, ES 843-000-471(N), MD-22, Shamrock Rd. to 1-95, 
P.D.M.S. No. 123007, File: 100-10460 

Dear Mr. Evans: 

As requested in your letter dated 10/8/85, which transmitted the subject 
AD-1006,s, Mr. Shockley correlated the alternate routes with the soil maps, 
and I completed the appropriate SCS parts of the form. 

For clarification purposes: ' •' ' • 

1. Percent "Farmland as Defined in FPPA" was taken as percent of 
the total "Farmable Land in Gov't. Jurisdiction." 

2. Part IV.C - percent of Prime and Statewide Important Farmlands 
to be converted is takeh as percent of the total "Farmlarid 
Defined in FPPA" acreage figure. 

3. Part IV.D - percent of farmland with same or higher relative 
value is taken as percent of the total "Farmland Defined in 
FPPA" acreage figure. 

If 1 can be of further assistance, please contact me at 301-694-6822 in 
Frederick, Maryland. . • 

Sincerely, 

CARL E. ROBINETTE 
Area Soil Scientist 

Enclosures 

cc: 
Mr. Michael Shockley, District Conservationist, SCS, Bel Air, MD 

^S The Soil Contwvation Service 
..     ..   it an agency ot the 
^^&r    Department ol Agriculture 
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SEGMENT  1 

VS. Dtpanment oi Atricultur* 

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING V ¥ 
FART I (To bt complettd by Federal Agency) 

tfmt CM Pio|*« 

I'lopotw) Land lit* 
MARYLAND ROUTE  22 

HIGHWAY 

PART II (To be completed by SCS) 

D»u 0* Land Ev»lu»iion Rvqutit 
October 8.   19BS  

F«Jtr»l Aotrtcy Involved »r»i Aotrtcy involved 
FEDfiRAL HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

County And Stan 
HARFORD. MARYLAND 

Deu RvquMt Rtctivtd By SCS 
10/11/85 

Does the site contain primt, unique, (tatewide or local important farmland? 
(If no, the FPPA does not apply r- do not complete eddltlonal pens of this form). 

MtiyOwM  • '    ~     ~~. " 
^orn^ Small Grains, Soybeans, Hay 
Nama 01 Land Evaluation &yi»m U»«d 

Harford Co. Land Evaluation Sys. 

Yet 
6) 

No 
D 

Farmablt Land In Govt. Jurlidiction . 

Acres:      151,300 % 62.0 
Nama Of Local Site Aimtmant Syitam 

•   Use FPPA Systems 

PART III (To be completed by Federel Agency) 

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 

B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 

C.   Total Acres In Site 

PART IV (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluation Information 

A.   Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 

JL 

D. 

Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland  

Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 

Acrat Irrigatad 

None 

Avtropt Farm Sizo 

160 
Amount 01 Farmland Ai Defined in FPPA 

Acres: 128^100 %  84.7 
Data Land Evaluation Rtturnad By SCS 

November  18,   1985 
Altarnative Site Rating 

Site A 

9.65 
N/A 

Site B 

7.74 
Site C 

817.87 

4.2 
1.9 

Percentafle Of Farmland In Govt. Juritdtction With Same Qt Higher Relative Value 

PART V (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points) 

PART VI (To be completcriby Federal Agency) 
Site Aisejjment Cuicno (Thesecriteria are explained in 7 CFB 658.5lhl 

0.005 
68.5 

N/A 
817.87 

3.6 
1.9 
0.004 

68.5 

1.  Area In Nonurban Usr 

2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 

3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed  

4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 

5.  Distance From Urban Builtup Area 

6. Distance To Urban Support Services 

7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Averag 

8. Creation Of Nonlarmable Farmland 

9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 

10. OnFarm Investments  

11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 

12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency) 

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 

Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local 
site assessment rr 
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 

Site Selected:   Hybrid Alternate 

Reavon For Svlection: 

87 

Sue D 

1 
*-  1 

? 1 
I CD 

1 

'• o i 

1 3 1 

5 -i  

o 

a o 
a 

c -j 

'3 
Wat A Local Site Aitcumcni Used? 

Yes D No 

A combination of the 4-Lane Divided and the 5-Lane Undivided 
Alternates along the existing road has been selected for the 
section of MD 22 from Bel Air to MD 543.  East of MD 543, the 
decisions on a build alternate has been deferred pending further 
analysis. 
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