FINDING OF NO ‘
| SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

| FOR

'CONTRACT NO. AA 396-101-571
MARYLAND ROUTE 177

From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road
in Anne Arundel County, Md.

MARYLAND

prepared by and
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION




FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

FOR

MARYLAND ROUTE 177 FROM MARYLAND
ROUTE 100 TO PINEHURST ROAD
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY, MARYLAND

The FHWA has determined that this project will not have any
significant impact on the environment. This finding of no signi-
ficant impact is based on the Environmental Assessment and the
attached information, which summarizes the assessment and docu-
ments the selection of Alternate 3, consisting of a 5-lane section
from Maryland Route 100 to Long Point Road and a 3-lane section
east of Long Point Road to Pinehurst Road. The Environmental
Assessment has been independently evaluated by the FHWA and deter-
mined to adequately discuss the environmental issues and impacts
of the proposed project. It provides sufficient evidence and ana-
lysis for determining that an Environmental Impact Statement is
not required.
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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF ADMINISTRATOR HAL KASSOFF

MONDAY, JUNE 16, 1986
* X ¥

Concurrence with Prior Action

The State Highway Administration is preparing a Final Environmental Docu~
ment - Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the project listed below.
Location approval will be requested from the Federal Highway Administration
for Alternate 3 - a five lane urban sireet section.

l. State Contract No. AA-%96-101-57L - Md. Rte. 177, from Md., Rtc. 10O

to Pinehurst Road.

The decision to proceed in this manner was made by the Administrator at a Staff
Meeting held on May 15, 1986.

Copy: M,
Mr.
Mr,
Mr,
Mr.
Ms.
ler.

J. A, Agro, Jr.
W. R. Clingan
E. W, Loskot

L, Ege, Jr.

G. Straub
Cynthia Simgfén
F. DeSantis

Contract AA~396-101-571
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Maryland Department of Transportation

Wiliiam K. Helimana .
State Highway Administration Secratary
June 12, 1986 Hal Kassoff
! Administrator
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. William I. Slacum, Secretary

State Roads Commission

FROM: Neil J. Pedersen, Director . lp;dt““
Office of Planning and MNod %
Preliminary Engineering

SUBJECT: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 (Mountain Road)
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road
PDMS No. 023061

The Project Development Division is preparing a Finding of
No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the subject project. It is
anticipated that the document will be submitted to the Federal
Highway Administration with Location Approval being recelved in
July, 1986,

The decision was made to proceed with the FONSI recommending
Alternate 3, the 5 lane urban street section, and Option I for the
Maryland Route 100/177 intersection. The selection was made by
Administrator Hal Kassoff at a team meeting on May 15, 1986.

A summary of the meeting and the Project Development Team Summary
and Recommendation are enclosed.

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

I concur with th above TE, endation.
/ £ //m ¢ )11v%

Hal Kassdff, Administrator Date

NJP:bh

Enclosures

cc: Mr. John Agro
Mr. Wayne Clingan
Mr. Edward Loskot
Mr. Louis Ege, Jr.
Mr. Gene Straub
Ms. Cynthia Simpson

My telephone number Is_ 659-1110

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1.800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

P.O. Box 717 1 707 North Calvert St. Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717
I-2




Wiiliam K. Helimann

® P MaWIandDepaNmentoﬂianspoﬂatmn.

State Highway Administration Secretary
June 3, 1986 Hal Kassoff
Administrator
MEMORANDUM
TO: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

FROM: Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy D
Project Development Divisig

SUBJECT: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 (Mountain Road)

From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road
PDMS No. 023061

RE: ADMINISTRATOR'S SELECTION MEETING

On May 15, 1986, the Administrator selected Alternate 3, the

five lane urban street section for the subject Maryland Route 177

project study. A complete project summary and team recommendation

. report has previously been provided to you. No significant revi-
sions to the report are required.

The following persons were present at the May 15th meeting:

Hal Kassoff Administrator
Wayne Clingan Acting Chief Engineer
Neil Pedersen Director, Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering
Louis Ege Deputy Director, Project Development
' Division
Robert Houst Project Development Division

Cynthia Simpson " " "

-James Dooley " " "

Frank DeSantis " " "

Edwar% Karas " " "

Robert Lambdin " " "

John Bruck ° Bureau of Highway Planning and
‘ Program Development

Ferdinand Doerfler Bureau of Highway Design

Earl Schaefer " " "

Susan Bauer District 5 Right-of-Way
Roland Davis Planner, Anne Arundel County
Robert Bond Wilson T. Ballard

John Winterling " "

659-1130
My telephone number Is

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

P.O. Box 717 1 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Marytand 21203 - 0717
1-3




Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
June 3, 1986
Page 2

Frank DeSantis provided a presentation of the various alter-
nates considered during the project study. The selected Alternate 3
(five lane) was described in detail.

., The impacts of the project on the environmentally sensitive
and critical area known as Fresh Pond/Angels Bog were reviewed.
It is located adjacent to the north of Mountain Road between
Maryland Avenue and Forest Glen Drive. It was pointed out that
we have studied two alignment options. One "avoidance alignment"
would entirely miss the Bog, but would impact commercially zoned
property on the south side of Mountain Road. Contained within the
commercial area is a residence (zoned Commercial) which would be
totally taken. Total estimated right-of-way cost to avoid the Bog
is approximately $315,000. It was decided to avoid all impacts to
the Bog.

There was considerable discussion regarding the typical section
with respect to means of reducing lane widths to assure that the
selected five lane section would not be overdesigned. It was pointed
out that the proposed typical section is in accordance with standards
for a 50 miles per hour design speed and is bicycle compatible.
However, reduction of the pavement width may be considered further
during final design, but would probably require a design waiver.

A discussion of the Intersection Option 1 for the Maryland
Route 100/177 intersection verified that Option 1 offers significant
advantages over the original intersection proposal. Accordingly,
Option 1 was selected for final design.

This memorandum is provided to verify the Administrator's
selections and is an addendum to the previously submitted summary
and team recommendation.

The Final Environmental Document will be prepared for submission
and approval by the Federal Highway Administration. Location/Design

Approval is scheduled for July, 1986. Final design will be per-
formed by in-house staff.

’ ~y

-

LHE : FDS:bh

cc: Attendees
Mr. Paul Wettlaufer
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SUMMARY OF IMPACTS
Maryland Route 177

I-1I

No-Build

Alt. 2

Alt. 2A

Alt. 3

Alt. 2
Avoidance

Alt. 2A
Avoidance

Alt. 3
Avoidance
Selected

Relocations
Required:
Families
Businesses
Minorities

[>NoNw

(=N

OwwL

Cww

(=3 L))

Oow=

O w i

Historic/
Archeological
Sites Affected

Public Recreation
Lands Affected

Consistent with
Master Plan

NO

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

Woodland Areas
Affected (Acres)

11.5

12.6

13.6

10.9

12.0

12.8

Wetland Areas
Affected (Acres)

.1

o2

Floodplain Areas
Affected (Acres)

'6

.7

Threatened or
Endangered Species

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

Air Quality Impacts:

Number of Sites Exceeding

S /NAAQS

0

10.

Noise Impacts:
Number of Sites
Exceeding Federal
Noise Abatement
Criteria

11.

Costs

Construction ($1,000) O
—Includes sidewalk costs

9,175

9,478

9,632

9, 455

9,758

9,912‘?%?
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III.-*SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Background

1. The Problem and Purpose of the Project

Existing Maryland Route 177 is located in northeastern Anne
Arundel County, Maryland (see Figure 1), and connects Maryland
Route 2 to Gibson Island. This highway functions as an
intermediate arterial providing the sole highway access to the
Magothy Peninsula east of Maryland Route 100 (see Figure 2).

The purpose of this project is to improve the existing
traffic levels of service and safety conditions on Maryland Route
177 between Maryland Route 100 and Pinehurst Road. The project
is considered by Anne Arundel County elected officials as one of
their highest transportation priorities.

The existing roadway width is insufficient to accommodate
the large volume of existing and projected traffic. The narrow
roadway width combined with the location of utilities adjacent to
the roadway results in serious service and safety deficiencies.
During peak hours, delays and congestion are caused by left
turning vehicles at the numerous intersections. Nafrow roadway
width at intersections preclude continuous traffic flow at these
locations. Vehicles attempting to enter Maryland Route 177 from
the crossroads are also experiencing increasing delays. The
conditions and restrictions prevalent along Maryland Route 177
indicate that the existing two lane facility cannot adequately
move the large volume of traffic and is insufficient to

accommodate projected traffic demands.

ITI-1



2. Project History

In the 1960's, studies were conducted which proposed the
relocation of Maryland Route 177 (extension of Maryland Route
100) north of the existing road. As a result of severe
socio—economic impacts and public opposition, the project was
deleted from the plans and programs of the County and the
Department of Transportation.

In 1978, Project Planning evaluated three (3) alternates to
alleviate traffic congestion on Maryland Route 177. Alternate 1
was the No-Build Alternate. Alternate 2 would have provided
minor improvements at intersections by the inclusion of left turn
storage lanes. However, between these intersections, Maryland
Route 177 would have remained a two lane roadway. This would
have alleviated some of the congestion, but would not have
substantially addressed increased traffic problems. A proposal
designated as Alternate 3 consisted of the widening of Maryland
Route 177 to a multi-lane facility. This alternte would have
handled the increase of traffic in the corridor at an acceptable
level of service.

Another proposal Alternate 4 provided an extension of
Maryland Route 100 as a relief for traffic congestion along the
Maryland Route 177 corridor. Both northern and southern
relocation options were considered with this alternate. This
alignment was located farther north than that originally proposed
in the 1960's. Traffic analyses indicate that Alternate 4 would
not have provided the necessary traffic diversion from the
existing Maryland Route 177, whether it be located north or south
of Maryland Route 177.

111-2
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The project is listed in the current 1985 Highway Needs
Inventory and the Secondary Development and Evaluation Program of
the Maryland Department of Transportation's Consolidated
Transportation Program (CTP) for 1986-1991, although construction
is not scheduled. The project conforms to the Regional Planning
Council's General Development Plan, 1982 and Anne Arundel
County's General Development Plan, 1978.

B. Alternates

1. Description

a. Interim Improvement

During the Spring of 1986, a 2.1 mile section of existing
Maryland Route 177 will be widened from Maryland Route 100 to
Maryland Avenue. It will be upgraded to a 3 lane roadway
comprised of one travel lane in each direction with a continuous
two-way left turn center lane. The construction generally will
be contained within the state owned 40'+ of right-of-way.

This improvement will satisfy immediate and interim traffic

demands but will not satisfy future long term traffic

requirements.

b. Alternates Studied but Dropped

Alternte 2 was presented at the Alternates Public Meeting
but was dropped prior to the Location/Design Hearing because it
does not provide adequate and safe left turn storage.

Alternate 2 consisted of a 4 lane undivided roadway with 2
travel lanes in each direction for the portion of Maryland Route
177 between Maryland Route 100 and the Long Point Road inter-
section where it would have transitioned to a 3 lane roadway.

III-3



The 4 lane section would have been 52 feet wide between
curbs. The 3 lane section would have been 41 feet wide with a
continuous left turn lane for the numerous driveway connections
and intersecting streets in the area. A minimum 7' of backing
beyond the curbing for the entire project length and sidewalks
would be provided on each side of the roadway.

The construction would generally followed the existing
roadway centerline and included improvements to both vertical and
horizontal alignments of the existing roadway to conform to a
design speed of 50 mph.

c. Alternates Presented at the Combined
Location /Design Public Hearing

Alternate 1 (No-Build)

The No-Build Alternate would not provide significant
improvements to existing Maryland Route 177, other than the
currently planned widening to three lanes between Maryland Route
100 and Maryland Avenue. It would provide no significant
improvements to traffic operations or capacity. As traffic
growth occurs, the congestion and delays on the existing road

will worsen.

Alternate 2A (4 Lane Curbed Roadway with Left Turn Lanes at
Major Intersections

Alternate 2A would provide a four lane undivided roadway
with 2 lanes in each direction with left turn storage lanes at
ten major intersections. The 4 lane section would begin at
Maryland Route 100 and transition to three lanes at Long Point
Road. The three lane roadway would continue for the remainder of
the project. The four lane section would be 52' wide with the

I11-4
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exception that the roadway would widen to 65' where left turn E*‘ '
storage is provided. A strip of right-of-way would be required

on both sides of the roadway where the 4 lanes and left turn

storage is required.

Alternate 3 (5 Lane Curbed Roadway)

Alternate 3 provides for a 5 lane roadway comprised of 2
travel laﬁes in each direction with a continuous two-way left
turn center lane.

The 5 lane section would be provided from Maryland Route 100
to Long Point Road. The 5 lane section would transition to a 3
lane section east of Long Point Road as described for Alternate
2A.

As under Alternate 2A, Alternate 3 would generally follow
the existing roadway centerline. This would require improvements
to the horizontal and vertical alignment of the existing roadway
to conform to a design speed of 50 mph. A strip of new right of
way would be required along both sides of the roadway (see
Figures 4-9).

Alternates 2A & 3 Avoidance Alternates

These alignments are identical to the Alternate 2A and 3
alignments except in the vicinity of Presh Pond/Angel Bog, where
for each alternate, the alignment is shifted approximately 50
feet to the éouth. This avoids construction within Angel Bog.
The avoidance alignments conform to the 50 mph design speed.

Optional Maryland Route 100/177 Intersection Proposal

As a result of citizen concerns expressed at the Alternates
Public Meeting and'subsequent correspondence, two (2) Maryland
Route 100/177 intersection configurations were presented at the
Public Hearing. These were our original proposal and improvement

III-5



designated as Option 1.

(1)

(2)

(3)

The original intersection as presented in the Environ-
mental Assessment attempted to maximize the use of the
existing roadway ramp from eastbound Maryland Route 100
to southbound Maryland Route 177. In doing so, it
compromised the use of an existing section of Maryland
Route 177 as a two-way service road (Service Road 'A').
This service road would accommodate private and commer-
cial driveways denied direct access to the mainline
roadway. Schmidts Lane, as part of the Service Road
"A" plan, would be relocated approximately 850' north-
west of Loblolly Road. This design would force circu-
itous travel for several properties, and would allow
the entrance to two properties only to the rear and
would create less that desirable entrances to the main-
line for two other properties. The relocation of
Schmidts Lane also severed two residential properties.
Shown at the Public Hearing, the mainline intersection
was pulled farther west, allowing greater utilization
of existing Maryland Route 177 as a two-way Service
Road. However the relocation of Schmidts lane was
still required and circuitous travel was not
alleviated. Further, it continued to bisect
residential properties.

Option 1 (Selected) also displayed at the Hearing,
shifted the intersection farther to the west, but

II1I-6
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3}
continued to utilize the existing paving of Maryland
Route 100 and 177. This allowed for the maximum use of
an exisiing section of Maryland Route 177 as a two-way
service drive. This eliminated any relocation of
Schmidts Lane and would avoid circuitous travel imposed
on citizens and commercial establishments. Option 1
offers significant advantages in that it requires
minimal right-of-way, utilizes Maryland Route 177 as a
service drive, provides suitable access to development
and does not sever residential properties. Affected
citizens have expressed a preference for Option 1.

d. Selected Alternate

The Selected Alternate consists of Alternate 3 with the
avoidance alignment at Angel Bog/Fresh Pond and the Option 1
Maryland Route 100/Maryland Route 177 intersection. The plans
for the intersections of Maryland Route 177 with Lake Shore Drive
and Pinehurst Road have been refined from those shown in the
Environmental Assessment. These intersections were designed to
accommodate traffic volumes greater than subsequent detailed
traffic analyses predicted for the design year. By using the
alignment of the existing intersection at lLake Shore Drive and
modifying the geometry of the intersection at Pinehurst Road it
is possible to both accommodate projected traffic volumes and
reduce the right of way requirements and cost of the project. By
not relocating the Lake Shore Drive intersection, the number of
residential relocations is reduced by three (3) and the front
entrance and parking lot of the group of small stores at the
intersection will not have to be relocated to Lake Shore Drive.

II11-7



2. Service Characteristics

a. Existing and Projected Traffic Conditions

The roadway segment from Woods Road to Bussenius Road has a
maximum average daily traffic volume (ADT) of 20,100 vehicles.
Traffic demand in this area is projected to increase to 30,000
vehicles per day by 2015. Existing and projected truck usage

comprises 4% of ADT.

The ADT's for all alternates are shown in Figures 10 and 11.

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),
and LOS "F" (Worst or Forced Flow).

Below are the 1985 and projected 2015 Levels of Service at

selected intersections within the project limits during A.M. and ‘
P.M. peaks:

1985 LOS 2015 LOS
Intersections No Build Alt. 2 Alt. 3
Woods Road Road F/F F/F B/C A/C
Lake Shore Drive F/F F/F A/B A/B
North Shore Drive F/F F/F A/B A/B
South Carolina Avenue F/F F/F A/A A/A
Hickory Point Road F/F F/F A/A A/A
Long Point Road E/E F/F A/A A/A
Ventnor Road D/D E/E A/A A/A
Pinehurst Road c/C D /D A/A A/A

b. Existing and Projected Safety Conditions

Existing Maryland Route 177, from Maryland Route 100 to
III-8
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Pinehurst Road experienced a total of 253 accidents for the three
year period of 1982 through 1984, with an average accident rate
of 414 accidents per 100 million vehicle miles of travel
(accidents /100 mvm). This rate is significantly higher than the
statewide average rate of 329 accidents/100 mvm for highways of
similar design. These accidents resulted in an estimated
aécident cost of $3.4 million/100 mvm. Listed below are the

accidents indicating year and Severity.

Severity 1982 1983 1984 Total
Fatal Accidents 0 2 0 2
Injury Accidents 40 47 47 134
Property Damage Only 34 35 48 117
Total Accidents 74 84 95 253

As indicated above, there were two fatal accidents. One of
the fatal accidents, an angle collision, occured at the intersec~-
tion of Maryland Route 177 and Forest Glen Drive, the other was a
fixed object accident and occured Jjust east of Ventnor Road.

Congestion and geometric deficiencies (sharp curves) are the
major contributing factors to the accident experience. This is
indicated by the fact that the rate of angle, rear end and fixed
object accidents are significantly higher than the statewide

average rates. These rates are listed below.

Manner of Collision Existing Rate Statewide Rate
Angle 70.41% 53.62
Rear End 101.52%* 75.38
Fixed Object 137.55% 48.59
Opp. Direction 16.38 21.99
Sideswipe 22.93 22.01
Left Turn 21.29 30.51
Pedestrian 9.83 10.73
Parked 3.28 16.81

*Significantly higher than statewide average

There were three sections of roadway meeting the criteria as
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a High Accident Location (HAL) during the study period. These

sections are listed below indicating year qualified and number of

accidents experienced.

From .06 mile east of Alvin Road to .01 mile west of
Forest Drive (1982-17 acec.)

From .17 mile west of Woodland Road to .02 mile west of
Park Drive (1984-29 acc.)

From .02 mile west of Park Drive to .06 mile east of
Alvin Road (1984-23 acc.)

It is expected that, along the new five-lane portion of the
selected alternate, the rate of angle accidents will decrease by
approximately 81 percent, rear end accidents by 54 percent and
left turn accidents by 27 percent.

The three-lane portion of the selected alternate would
experience reductions in the rate of angle accidents by 61

percent, rear end accidents by 8 percent, and left turn accidents .

by 27 percent. These reductions are determined when compared to
the two-lane roadway now present. The selected Alternate is
expected to experience an overall rate of 300 accidents /100 mvm
with a cost savings of $2.6 million/100 mvm when compared to the
cost of the existing roadway's accident experience.

3. Design Characteristics

a. Three (3) Lane Curbed Section (Selected)
The typical section for the three (3) lane curbed section
from Long Point Road to Pinehurst Road will consist of one (1)
outside lane of 14' in each direction and a continuous two-way
left turn center lane of 13'. This three (3) lane section will
be contained within a 55 foot minimum right-of-way.
b. Four (4) Lane Curbed Section ' ‘
The typical section for the four (4) lane curbed section )
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will consist of two (2) outside lanes of 14 feet in each direc-
tion and two (2) inside lanes of 12 feet in each direction. The
roadway will be contained within a 66' minimum right-of-way.

C. Five (5) Lane Curbed Section (Selected)

The typical section for the five (5) lane curbed section
will consist of two (2) outside lanes of 14 feet in each
direction, two (2) inside lanes of 12 in each direction and a
continuous two-way left turn center lane of 13 feet. The roadway
will be contained within a 79' minimum right-of-way.

4, Environmental Consequences

a. Social and Economic

Relocations

The Selected Alternate would require the acquisition of four
(4) residences, three (3) of which are tenant occupied. Income
levels of those displaced appear to be in the low to middle
range.

The Selected Alternate would displace three (3) businesses.
Two of the busineses, near lLake Shore Drive, appear to be tenant
occupied; the third is a small vacant office building which was
recently renovated. Up to ten (10) employees would be affected.

No elderly or handicapped individuals would be affected by
the Selected Alternate. Several minority group members are
employed by two of the displaced businesses.

All families and businesses would be relocated in accordance
with the requirements of the "Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Land Acquisition Policies Act of 1970." A summary of the State's
relocation assistance program is located in the Appendix. Al1l
the required relocations are expected to be accomplished without

II1-11
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any undue hardship to those affected. All relocations would be

completed in a 12-18 month period and in a timely, orderly, and
humane manner. The tenant occupied residential properties would
require Housing of Last Resort to provide decent, safe, and
sanitary replacement housing.

A survey of the local real estate market reveals there to be
sufficient and suitable replacement housing in the Mountain Road
area for those affected. However, replacement business sites are
limited in the area. A greater number of replacement sites are
available closer to and along Ritchie Highway (Maryland Route 2).
No other Federal, State or local projects are foreseen which
would affect the supply and availability of area replacement

housing.

In addition to the relocations, strip right-of-way would be

required from properties adjacent with Maryland Route 177 to
accommodate the proposed widening. The Selected Alternate would
require 34.98 acres of right-of-way.

Title VI Statement

It is the policy of the Maryland State Highway Administra-
tion to ensure compliance with the provisions of Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related civil rights laws and
regulations which prohibit discrimination on the grounds of race,
color, sex, national origin, age, religion, physical or mental
handicap in all State Highway Administration program projects
funded in whole or in part by the Federal Highway Administration.
The State Highway Administration will not discriminate in highway
planning, highway design, highway construction, the acquisition
of right-of-way, or the provision of relocation advisory
assistance. This policy has been incorporated into all levels of
the highway planning process in economic, and environmental S
effects of all highway projects. Alleged discriminatory actions
Should be addressed to the Equal Opportunity Section of the
Maryland State Highway Administration for investigation.

The Selected Alternate would improve access and reduce

congestion allowing better traffic movement throughout the
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peninsula. Side streets and adjacent development would be more <b
readily accessible. Emergency vehicle response time would be
reduced as a result of increased capacity and accessibility. The
project would not interfere with the continued operation of the

Lake Shore Volunteer Fire Company .

The proposed reconstruction of the Y-split intersections at
Maryland Routes 100/177 and Maryland Route 177 /Pinehurst Road and
the Maryland Route 177/Schmidts Lane and Maryland Route 177 /Lake
Shore Drive intersections would improve service and safety. The
widening would reduce the potential for side friction with
pedestrians and other non-vehicular traffic.

The proposed action also would improve access to Downs
Memorial Park and coastal recreation areas along the peninsula.

Patterns of social interaction and community cohesion would
not be affected bv the Selected Alternate.

In general, the planned widening would improve access and
travel to area businesses by improving congestion and ease of

movement. Parking would be maintained at each business and on

slope easement areas.

b. Land Use

The proposed project is consistent with the Anne Arundel
County General Development Plan (1978) which indicates that
future improvements to Marvland Route 177 would better
accommodate existing and proposed development in the area. This
project would not spur growth incompatible with that now pPlanned.

C. Historic and Archeological

No historic or archeological sites on or eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places exist in the project area,
therefore no impacts are anticipated.
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d. Natural Environmental Iﬁpacts

Prime Farmland Soils

The Selected Alternate would affect approximately 8.5 acres
of Prime Farmland Soils currently zoned for commercial and low
density residential uses. According to land use plans none of
the Prime Farmland Soils affected are planned for agricultural
use.

There is no indication that any unique farmland soils are
present within the study area.

This project has been coordinated with the Soil Conservation
Service in accordance with the National Farmland Protection
Policy Act.

Floodplains

Limits of the 100 year floodpiain for surface waters within

the study area are based on Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) floodplain mapping for the area. The Selected Alternate
will not entail any floodplain encroachments.

The use of standard hydraulic design techniques for all
waterway openings which limit upstream flood level increases and
approximate existing downstream flow rates will be utilized where
feasible.

Use of state-of-the-art sediment and erosion control
techqiques and stormwater management controls will ensure that
the Selected Alternate will not result in risks or impacts to the
beneficial floodplain values or provide direect or indirect
support to further development within the flbodplain.

Surface Water

1
No major stream crossings would be required for construction
\
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of the Selected Alternate. Pipe and culvert extensions would be
required at several locations to provide adequate roadway
drainage.

Final design for the proposed improvements will include
plans for grading, erosion and sediment control, and stormwater
management, in accordance with State and Federal laws and
regulations. They will require review and approval by the
Maryland Department of Natural Resources-Water Resources
Administraton (WRA) and the Department of Health and Mental
Hygiene-Office of Envirommental Programs (OEP).

The Fresh Pond impoundment/Angel Bog and surrounding
wetlands are listed in the Maryland Critical areas study. This
site abutts the existing Maryland Route 177 roadway for
approximately 2000 feet. During construction, equipment will not
be placed in a manner to impact the water quality and hydrology
of this area. Strict application of stormwater management and
sediment and erosion control measures will also be used to
minimize impacts to this area and to Cooks Pond. There will be
no encroachment on Fresh Pond/Angel Bog.

Terrestrial Habitat

The Selected Alternate will require 12.8 acres of woodland
habitat. The loss of habitat is generally accompanied by a
proportional loss in animal populations inhabiting the study
area. Since existing land use in the study area is predominantly
residential and commercial this loss of habitat is not
considered significant.

Coordination with DNR, Wildlife Administration, and U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service indicates that‘there are no known
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TABLE 2

CO CONCENTRATIONS * AT EACH RECEPTOR SITE, PPM

1995

2015
1 HR _ 8 HR 1 HR 8 HR
Receptor - NO-BUILD BUILD NO-BUILD BUILD NO-BUILD BUILD

1 14.0 10.9 5.9 5.7 16.9 12.5 6.4 5.7

2 13.4 11.3 5.8 5.7 15.7 13.2 6.3 6.0

3 12.7 12.5 5.8 5.9 14.7 15.3 6.2 6.5

4 14.9 12.5 6.1 6.1 18.1 15.4 7.0 6.6

5 12.8 11.5 5.7 5.8 14.7 13.5 6.1 6.1

6 12.2 11.7 5.8 6.0 13.6 13.6 6.3 6.4

7 11.5 10.3 5.5 5.5 12.4 10.7 5.8 5.5

8 ) 10.8 10.3 5.5 5.5 12.2 10.6 5.7 5.4

9 12.0 10.8 5.7 5.6 14.3 11.4 6.0 5.6

10 9.8 9.8 5.3 5.4 10.2 9.8 5.4 5.4

11 10.1 9.9 5.4 5.4 10.8 10.1 5.3 5.3

12 9.5 9.4 5.3 5.3 9.6 9.3 5.2 5.1

13 9.2 9.2 5.2 5.2 9.0 9.0 5.1 5.1

*Including Background Concentrations

The S/NAAQS for CO: 1 HR Maximum = 35 PPM
8 HR Maximum = 9 PPM




i,t’l/
populations of threatened or endangered plant or animal species

in the study area.

Aquatic Habitat

No tidal wetlands are located in the project area.
Non-tidal wetlands are located at Cooks Pond and Fresh Pond. The

Selected Alternate does not encroach on wetlands at either

location.

e. Air Quality

The results of the calculations of carbon monoxide (CO) con-
centrations at each of the sensitive receptor sites for the No-
Build and the Selected Alternate are shown on Table 2. A
comparison of the values in Table 2 with the State and National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (S/NAAQS) shows that no violations
will occur for the No-Build or Selected Alternate in 1995 or 2015
for the 1 hour or 8 hour concentrations of CO.

f. Noise

All thirteen (13) noise sensitive areas (NSA’s) are
associated with the No-Build Alternate and the Selected
Alternate. The predicted Leq noise levels for the Selected
Alternate increase 2 to 24 dBA over present noise levels and vary
0 to +6 dBA from the Leq noise levels predicted for the No-Build
Alternate (see Table 3).

TABLE 3
Projected Noise Levels
Maryland Route 177

Design Year 2015 Leq

NSA Description Ambient Leq No Build 5-lanes
1 Residential 63 67 69
2 Residential 62 66 68
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3 Residential 66 64 68
4 Residential 65 67 69
5 Residential 63 65 69
6 Residential 65 66 69
7 Church 61 64 66
8 Church 60 62 64
9 Residential 62 64 64
10 Church 52 61 63
11 Residential 52 - 66 68
12 Residential 46 60 66
13 Residential 42 63 66

Under the Selected Alternate, there are (7) NSA's that will
exceed FHWA noise abatement criteria (NSA 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and

11). There are four (4) NSA's that will experience a 10 dBA

increase or more over ambient noise levels (NSA 10, 11, 12, and
13).

Noise abatement measures were considered for the 10 sites
affected by this project. At each of these sites, however,
private drives, commercial entrances and cross streets would
introduce gaps and segmentation to the barrier system. These
gaps would limit the potential noise reductions significantly (to
1 to 2 dBA). For these reasons, noise barriers are not feasible
for this project.

Three of the sites (NSA 7, 8, and 10) are churches and one
of them (NSA 10) is not air conditioned. The walls of the air
conditioned churches will provide 20 - 30 dBA of attenuation of

road noise while those of the church without air conditioning

will provide 10 - 15 dBA of attenuation (windows assumed opened). .
I1I-18
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None of the churches will exceed interior noise abatement
criteria, therefore noise insulation is not recommended.
The use of landscaping and plantings may be feasible for

these sites and will be studied in further detail during the

design phase of the project.

5. Implementation Costs

The estimated construction cost of the Build Al ternates in
terms of thousands of 1985 dollars are shown in Table 1 on page
II-1.

C. Positions Taken

1. Elected Officials and Community Associations

At the Public Hearing, the preferences of the elected

officials and community associations were as follows:

Senator Phillip Jimeno Alternate 3
Delegate John Leopold Alternate 3
Delegate Kolodziejski Alternate 3
County Councilman Ahern Any Build Alternate
Greater Pasadena Council Alternate 3

Milberg Community Board of Directors Alternate 2A

North Shore Community Association No-Build

Long Point Community Association Alternate 3

2. Citizens
a. Alternates Public Meeting - January 14, 1986

Approximately 173 citizens attended. At the Alternates
Public Meeting the No-Build and three (3) build alternates were
presented. The build alternates discussed were:

a) Alternate 2 (4-lane Curbed Roadway without Left Turn

Storage Lanes at Major Intersection)
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b) Alternate 2A (4-lane Curbed Roadway with Left Turn
Storage Lanes at Major Intersections)

c) Alternate 3 (5-lane Curbed Roadway)

All of the build alternates began at Maryland Route 100 and
continued to Long Point Road. At lLong Point Road a three (3)
lane roadway with a continuous two-way center left turn lane was
introduced to Pinehurst Road. As a result of the Alternates
Public Meeting and further studies, Alternate 2 was dropped. The
basis being that a four-lane roadway without left turn storage at
major intersections is unacceptable for a high volume facility.

b. A Combined Location/Design Public - March
26, 1986

Approximately 166 citizens attended. Of those citizens who

spoke, preferences were as follows:

No-Build Alternate 2A Alternate 3
6 1 6

During the time that the transcript was open for comments,

14 letters were received. The written preferences were:

No-Build Alternate 2A Alternate 3
5 2 7

D. Recommendation

Coordination with elected officials and interested citizens
has continued to the present time. The State Highway Administra-
tion Project Development Division supports the recommendation of
Alternate 3 Avoidance, the 5-lane roadway along with Option 1 for
the Maryland Route 100/177 intersection. This is based on the
following :

II1I-20




Jlo

Continuous two-way left turn lane is essential to
service not only the ten major intersections, but
numerous private and commercial driveways. (65 private-
30 commercial)

Identical number of properties affected and displaced
as Alternate 2A.

Any future secondary road tie-in would be easily
accommodated by the 5-lane roadway.

The desirable aspects of a continuous 5-1lane roadway

when viewed from a traffic safety standpoint.

Option 1 Maryland Route 100/177 Intersection

1.

Existing Route 177 is utilized to the utmost as a

two-way service drive.

Improved and convenient access to residences and busi-

nesses.

Eliminates circuitous access and inconvenient access
for several properties.

Does not sever residential properties, rendering
severed parcels useless to owners.

Preferred by citizens at Public Hearing.
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IV. PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS

The Combined Location/Design Public Hearing was held on
March 26, 1986 at 7:30 p.m. in the Chesapeake Bay Middle School
in Pasadena, Maryland. The purpose of the Hearing was to present
the résults of the engineering and environmental analyses and to
receive public comments on the project. Alternate 1 (No-Build),
Alternate 2A (4-lane with Left Turn Lanes), and Alternate 3
(5-1lane) were presented. Approximately 166 persons attended the
Hearing and thirty (30) individuals made statements following the
formal State Highway Administration presentation.

The following is a summary of the statements made and the
responses given by the State Highway Administration. A complete
transcript of all comments made at the Hearing is available for
review at the Project Development Division, State Highway
Administration, 707 North Calvert Steet, Baltimore, Maryland
21202. VWritten comments received subsequent to the Hearing are
in the Correspondence Section.

1. Delegate John Leopold: Supports Alternate 3 and

opposes land development.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate.

It is consistent with area land use plans.

2. Senator Phillip Jimeno: Improvements to Mountain Road

are needed to meet the needs of existing residents and

solve traffic congestion.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 will solve the existing

traffic congestion on Mountain Road and is the Selected

Al ternate.
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Delegate Charles Kolodziejski: Committed to Al ternate ‘

3 but wants a gauge of public opinion.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate.

County Councilman Edward Ahearn: Will support majority

opinion. Wants shoulder on interim improvement.

SHA Response: Interin improvement will have four foot

shoulders on both sides.

Juanita Ruth Malinowski, 25 lLake Shore Drive:

Concerned that relocation of Lake Shore Drive will
require her house.

SHA Response: The Selected Alternate does not include

the relocation of Lake Shore Drive.

Donald Lennox: Supports Alternate 3.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate.

Robert Fishbach, Milbern Community Association: .

Supports Alternate 2A.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate.

Alternate 2A was not selected because of safety and

service considerations.

Charles Kral, Sillery Bay: Supports four lane or five

lane Alternate.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate.

Mike Gabriel, Maryland Route 100 Mountain Road:
Opposed to any widening of Mountain Road, but if he had
to choose, prefers the five lane Alternate with Option

#1.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 with Option #1 is the
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10.

i1.

12.

selected Alternate.

Tren Ward, President of the North Shore Community
Association: Wants to know cause of existing
congestion, thought it might be the light at Lake Shore
Road, and is concerned about communities on the

southern side of Mountain Road making left turns onto
Mountain Road.

SHA Response: Congestion is a result of an

insufficient number of through lanes and increased
development in the area. Congestion will increase.
However, traffic lights may be warranted in the future
at major intersections on Mountain Road.

June Downey, Mountain Road: Asked why there are

utility poles on only one side of the road between

Carroll Road and Maryland Route 100. Wanted to know
which leg would have the right-of-way at the Mountain
Road/Pinehurst Road intersection. Asked if she will

have to move.

SHA Response: The utility companies were able to use a

common set of poles in that area. Pinehurst Road will
have right-of-way at the Mountain Road/Pinehurst Road
intersection. Acquisition of Ms. Downey's house for

this project is not anticipated.

Ed Bordner, Lake Shore Volunteer Fire Company: Wants

to know when definite answers will be available as to
the effect of the project on the firehouse.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 will require a strip

approximately twenty (20) feet of right-of-way across
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13.

14.

15.

16.

(,)\
the front of the firehouse property. Approximately 55
feet of apron will remain in front of the firehouse,
which is adequate for the operation of the firehouse.
Paul DiPietro, Long Point Improvement Association: The

Association supports Alternate 3.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate.

Susan Morrison, Gibson Island: Prefers Alternate 1.

Believes Build Alternate would be similar to Ritchie
Highway.

SHA Response: Alternate 3, the Selected Alternate, is

consistent with the Master Plans for the area and will
not introduce growth that is not already planned.

Elmer Daubert, Mountain Road: Expressed dissatisfact-

ion with safety and traffic conditions on the existing
roadway. Concerned that interim improvements will
increase flooding of his store. Didn't receive
notification of interim improvements.

SHA Response: The Selected Alternate will correct the

deficiencies of the existing roadway. Appropriate
procedures will be used to avoid additional runoff
flow.

Senator Phillip Jimeno: Interim improvements were

demanded by affected communities at community meetings.
Supports interim improvement for short term and
Alternate 3 for long term.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate.

Construction of the interim improvements will begin in
mid-June and should be completed in the Fall.
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21,

Elmer Daubert, Mountain Road: Opposes interim

improvement.

SHA Response: The interim improvements are needed to

immediately relieve the existing congestion and safety
problems. The interim improvements will be adequate
until the ultimate (Selected Alternate) is constructed.

Dave Williams, Greater Pasadena Council: Supports

interim improvements and Alternate 3.

SHA Response: See response to #16.

Sherry Morgan, 181 Low's Way: Expressed concerns

about left turns onto Mountain Road and children
crossing Mountain Road. Questioned traffic

projections.

SHA Response: The increased capacity provided by the

Selected Alternate will introduce larger breaks in
traffic. Pedestrian crosswalks will be provided when
needed. The methodology used in the Baltimore
Metropolitan area for forecasting traffic demands 1is
called the 3-C process. This process, the Continuing
Comprehensive and Cooperative Urban Transportation
Planning Process, is the process mandated by Federal
Law to be used in all major urban areas.

Daniel Morrissey: Supports interim improvement and

Alternate 3.

SHA Response: See response to #16.

Harold Kohcheski, 145 South Carolina Avenue: Concerned

that speeds will increase with Alternate 3.

SHA Response: An increase in speed is not anticipated.

The posted speed limit will remain at 40 miles per
hour.
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23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

h/

and traffic lights. ‘

Chris Riley, 275 Beach Road: Supports road widening

SHA Response: Alternate 3 consists of widening of

existing Maryland Route 177 to five lanes. Traffic
lights may be warranted in the future at major
intersections on Mountain Road.

Jack Feehley, 444 Park Creek Road: Expressed concern

about left turns onto Mountain Road and supports

traffic lights.

SHA Response: See response to #19 and #22.

Lee Antonetti, 4524 Mountain Road: Supports extension

of Maryland Route 100.

SHA Response: Extension of Maryland Route 100 is not

under consideration. See Page II11-2.

Juanita Ruth Malinowski, 25 Lake Shore Drive:

Expressed concern for the future of the fire station. .

SHA Response: The fire station will remain intact and

will be able to operate as it currently does.

Rick Goldberg, 4540 Mountain Road: Concerned that

speeds will increase under Alternate 3.

SHA Response: The posted speed limit will be 40 mph as

currently exists.

Robert Tull, 4542 Mountain Road: Wants to know if

zoning will change with Alternate 3.

SHA Response: Alternate 3, the Selected Alternate is

consistent with area land use plans. The State Highway
Administration does not control zoning. Zoning is a

local governmental function.
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29.

30.

Leon Malinowski, 25 Lake Shore Drive: Expressed

dissatisfaction with unavailability of final design
details in the vicinity of the fire station.

SHA Response: Details will become available during

Final Design, and may be obtained by contacting the

Project Engineer.

Phyllis Mays, 4627 Mountain Road: Concerned that

Alternate 3 will lead to development.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 is consistent with area land

use plans.

John Greiner, Leatherly Plain: Supports the interim

improvements and trial period prior to selecting an

alternate.

SHA Response: Alternate 3 will be needed to meet the

needs of longer term traffic volumes.
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'MARYLAND CONSERVATION COUNCIL

March 27, 1986 N
o
. William Hellmann, Secretary
+Maryland Depsrtment of Transportation

° P.O., Box 8755
BWI
Dsltimore, Marylanad 21240

' Dear Mr. Hellmann:

Enclosed ia s copy of our letter to Hal Ksassoff
regarding our concern over the potentisl impact of the
proposed up-grading of MAd. Rt. 177 in Anne Arundel County
upon Angel’s Bog and Ffesh Pond. o

T-A

s,

We bring this to your attention becsuse we are awsre
of your concern for the nstursl resources in Maryland and
your commitment to minimizing adverse impscts upon them,
We urge you to review the project with our concerns in
mind and do everything you ¢an to protect these special
areaa.

L We feel very fortunate to have s person of your
v sensitivity in the leaderahip of MDOT., Thank you for
your consideration of this mstter,

Sincerely, :

Ajax Eastman, RECE

- Past Preaident
APR 1 1086

i : ACAETARY
PF TRANMBPORRIRON

@ | o

Matylandﬂeparﬂnentof%nspb@aﬂnn
The Secretary’s Office

Harry Hughes
Govemor

APR 30 w88
i William K. Hellmann
Secrelory
Re: Contrpct No. AA 396-101-571 °
Maryland Route 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
Pineburst Road -
] P.D.M.S. No. 023061
Ms. Ajax Eastman, Past President
Maryland Conservation Council
112 East Lake Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21212

i

Dear Ms. Eastman:

Thank you for your letter of March 27, 1986 expressing your
concerns for the potential impacts of the Maryland Route 177
project on Fresh Pond/Angel Bog. The Maryland Department of
State Planning designated Fresh Pond/Angel Bog as an Area of
Critical State Concern in January, 1980. Be assured that the
Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administra-
tion, in accordance with State and Federal regulations, has
identified Fresh Pond/Angel Bog as an environmental concern
during planning activities for the Maryland Route 177 project.

An Environmental Document for the Maryland Route 177 project
consistent with applicsble State and Federal regulations has been
grepated. Compliance with State ang Federal regulations ensures

hat full considerstion will be given to the potential impacts of
the Maryland Route 177 project to Fresh Pond/Angel Bog and that
every feasible and reasonable effort will be made to minimize or
avoid impacts to this designated Cr}tical Area.

Thank you again for your interest and input in the Maryland
Route 177 project. f

Sincefely,
73/-'ILL|AM K. HELLMANK

. 5
William K. Hellmann e .
Secretary E,.,(,‘o
' h S~2
WKH:ih g 298
> S2T
cc: Mr. Hal Kassoff = 5T

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 35 55

Mr. Edward Meehan |

bee: -Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson
Mr. Prank DeSantis

by poluphons aumber 1o (301) 85922397 _
Tolophons TTY For The Deod (301) 859 . 7227
~. Post Office Bax 8753, Baltimere. Woshington laterne-ianel Airprt, Marylend ; 212400753
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Frasurer '
Nea! Ficzpatrick, 11822 Kim Place, Potomac, Marylasd 20854, olephone 299-849¢

MARYLAND CONSERVATION COUNCIL

March 27, 1986

-

Devid Dyjeck, 3033 Gresn Leaf Temace, # 13, Glen Burnic, Marylond 21061, ieicphone 943- 1877 '

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administretor .
State Highwey Administration .
Haryland Dspartment ‘of Transportation .
p.0, Box 875§ -~ . SeT e .

Baltimore-Washington International Airport : R &
Baltimore, Maryland 21240 ]

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

The Maryland Conservation Council was unable to attend the )
hearing on the State Highwey Administration's proposed improvements '
to Maryland Route 177 in Anne Arundel County lest evening; howvever :
we are.writing to express our deep concern~over the potentially
devastating impact this project could have on Angel's Bog and
Fresh Pond. o . ’ :

We ere distressed that documents prepared by MDOT concerning
this project make no mention of: the importence of the bog and
pond; the edverse impects that this project would most probably
create either during construction or efter 'its completion; and
mitigating measures to niniﬁize‘the:p:edictahle impacts. - |

The value of Angel‘'s Bog is well documented in the Catal [
of Natural Arees by Maryland Department of State Planning, Iggg
. and 1s particularly importent as habitet for et least three plants
in danger .of extmnction in Meryland, the pitcher plant, leather leaf,
and pipewort. The bog edditionelly represents the nothernmost
range of southern species of swamp magnolie end the southernmost I
range of such nothern species as sundews, pitcher plants, cranberries, )

and leether leaf.

L]

These speciel neturel ereas and their surrounding buffer zones
ere rapidly diseppearing from our Marylend heritage. ' The remaining !
areas nesd to be protected for future generetions in order thet i
they mey better understand Maryland‘'s hiastoric natural feetures, i
|

or drainage patterns
ultimete demise.
assessment of: - Angel's

pevelopment which disturbs the buffers
of these speciel areas will result in .their
Therefore, vwe request that MDOT produce an )
Bog~and Presh Pond & the potential impect of the roed project on !
those arees ceused by eltering drainage systenms, roed runoff, j

cleering, etc. We would also request plans for avoiding destruction
of the bog or minimizing impacts.

RO JLEIYO

Please add the Meryland Conservatiorn Councilds-t
the record and forward any informetio et tmany to
et the tollowing.addrell:? . non the proj?ct to me
112 E. Lake Avehue
L, Blltimqfe! u-;;;gnd.;1z12 !
s;hcgigly,

Gy e
Ajax Eastman,
Paag President

.
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This is in response to the letter on the
preceding page.
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State Highway Administration

APR 2 3 %88 Hal Kasseft

Atousistrater
Re: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehuret Road

P.D.M.8. No. 023061 ° =

o
Me. Ajax Bastman, Paet Preeident 2 o
Maryland Coneervation Council <
112 E. lake Avenue )
Baltimore, Maryland 21212 & S
’ -~ =

Dear Me. Ezetman: =

[~=]
Thank you for your letter of March 27, 1986 expreesing-fge
concerns of the Maryland Coneervation Council for the potential

impacte of the Maryland Route 177 project on Freeh Pond and Angel
Bog. . .

An Environmental Aeeeeement for the Maryland Route 177
project hae heen prepared in compliance with applicable State and
Pederal regulations.

The Maryland Route 177 project will include plane for eedi-
ment and eroeion control and etormwater management which will he
reviewed by the Department of Natural Reeourcee and the Depart-
ment of Health and Mental Rygiene. Theee plans will include
meaeuree to eneure that impacte to the water quality and hydrol-
ogy of Freeh Pond and Angel Bog are minimized.

Alignmente which avoid right-of-way aquieition from Freeh
Pond and Angel Bog have been developed for each Build Alternate.
A decieion on the feaeibility of the avoidance alignment and the
eelection of an alternate for conetruction ie expected thie
eummer. .

Thank you again for your intereet in this project.

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SIGHED §Y:
HAL KASSOFV
Hal Kaeeoff
Adminietrator
HK/1h
cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedereen ' R
J“ + BEdward Meehan
r. Louie R. Ege, Jr.
My telephone number is____ 659~-1111

Teietypewriter for impairad Heering or Speech
3837555 Baltimore Metro — 5850451 D.C. Mstro — 1-800-492-5082 Stetewide Toll Free

P.0. Box 717 1 707 Nonih Caiveni St., Baltimors, Merysend 21203 - 0717

LINIW0T3A30

6 Maryland Department of Transportation William K. Hellmann
. A Wiiam
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J; Bome pointe that should be included as the proposal
progressess
1. There is & need for an adequate Maryland Environmental IMpact
Assessment for the project;
2. State—of—-the-art drainage control should be used to minimize
runoff from road improvement during and after construction;
3. Existing sources of water for the Bog and Pond should NOT be
cut off; and
4. No new encroachment on Bog-buffering lands should be allowed.

1 respectfully request your leadership in seeing these tasks
are carried out.
ATE HRY ADW

PR86 235 11 ' pE%E%E)LAW X/

94 Church Koad : ""ll%.

Arnold, MD 21012

April &, 1986

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Rdministrator ;'

State Highway Administration H
MD State Dept. of Transportation )

707 N. Calvert Street

Baltimore, MD 21202

Dear Mr. Kassoff:

1 am writing to you to share my concerns for the area known
as Angel ‘s Bog. As you know this sensitive place is adjacent to .
the propomed Route 177 expansion project. .

Anqel ‘s Bog is one of the few remaining Anne Arundel County
bogs containing northern plant species at their southern extreme
(such as cranberries, sundews and pitcher plants) and southarn
species, including swamp magnolia, toward the northern extreme of
their range. This &0-acre bog and its adjacent 20~acre pond and
surrounding deciduous forest of ocak, hickory and tulip poplar is
a significant ecolagical arnd educational resource and deserves
all pomssible protection from the proposed Route 177 expansion
project.

Sincerely,

(Mrs.) Susan H . Youngs
. -2
ol OFTIEE OF
PilLi.. - . . 3.ASY ENGIMEERING

e @ e wins mem GV B e s P A,

EAPVE SR ORI % It i D R -2 79 By il iy

See SHA response on the following page.
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-94: Churoh Road
~Arpold, ‘Maryland 21012

APR 2 8 198

Re: Contract No. AA 308-101-571
Maryland Route 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
. Pipehurst Road
P.D.M.8. No. 023081

Sire. Busan H. Youngs
S

" Dear Mre. Youngs:

Thank you for yoar letter of April 6, 1986 expreseing your
concerne regarding the potential impacte of the ¥aryland Ronte
177 project on Preeh Pond/Angel Bog. The Maryland Department of
State Planning deeignated Preeh Pond/Angel Bog ae an Ares of
Critical S8tate Concerp in January, 1980. Be aeeured that the
Maryland Depsrtment of Transportation - State Highway Adminietra-
tion in accordance with State and Pederal regulatione, bhas
4dentified Presh Pond/Apgel Bog ae an environomental concern

during planning activities for ths Maryland Route 177 project.

An Epvironmental Aesessment for the ¥aryland Route 177
project bas been prepared in compliance with applicable SBtate and

Pederal regulations.

The Maryland Route 177 project will include plane for sedi-
ment and erosion control and etormwater management which will be
reviewved by the Department of Natural Resources and the Depart-
ment of Health and Mental Bygiene. Theee plans will include
measures to ensure that impactse to the wvater guality and hydrol-
ogy of Presh Pond and Apgel Bog are mipimized.

Aligoments which avoid right-of-way aquisition from Fresh
Pond and Angel Bog have heen developed for each Build Alterpate.

Compliance with State and Federal repulations ensures that

full consideration will be given to the potential impacts of the
Maryland Route 177 project on Fresh Pond/Angel Bog and that every

659-1111

‘Mre. Susas %. Young ;j%i T - Wi - '
me: 3 _ AR 28 1908

feaeible and reasonable effort will be
impacts to this desigmated Critioal Aro:td° ¢o minimise or avoid

Thank you again for yonr intereet in the Maryland Route 177

project.
Sincerel -
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY:
HAL KASSOFF
Hal !aeoofr
_ . -Adminietrator
®E/tn. -

s

co: “Mr. mWe11-F. Pedereen -
Mr. Edward Meehan
bee: Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson
Jif. Prank DeSantis
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11626 -~ 35th Place

Beltsville MD 20705
March 30 1986

Mr William K Hellmann

Secretary
Maryland Department of Transportation

P O Box 8755

Baltimore-washington
International Airport

Baltimore MD 21240

Dear Mr Hellmann

We are concerned that Angel's Bog [half a mile west of Hickory
Point Road and Forest Glen Drive on Route 177 (Mountain Road) )}
may inadvertantly be destroyed by road improvements. Angel’'s

Bog is one of the very few remaining natural bogs in Maryland.
Every effort should be made to preserve thie fragil ecological

treasure.

In preparing your Environmental Impact Assessment please take
into account all measures needed to protect Angel's Bog from
road~building chemicals and debris.

Sincerely yours
Robert L Caswell

Lo M Govretl

Ellen W Caswell

RECEIVED

i | e
SACAETARY
OF TRANSPORTATION

RO R e L T e T OO
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Maryland Department of Transportation Hany Hughes
The Secretery’s Office ' APR 24 pgg w5°hf°‘"

. Secretary
Re: Contract No. AA 396-101-571 -
Marylaad Route 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
Pigeﬂurst Road
P.D.N.8. No. 023061

ag

Mr. Robert L. Caswell
Ms. Ellen W. Canwell
11626 35th Place \
Beltsville, Maryland 20705 {

H
H

l1Alg
13A
O4d

Dear Mr. and Ms. Caswell: ]
. p==3
Thank yon for your letter of March 30, 1986 expressf?g y
concerns regarding the potential 1dpacts of the Maryland Route
177 project on PFresh Pond/Angel Bog. The Maryland Department of
State Planning designated Fresh Porjd/Angel Bog as an Area of
Critical State Concern in January, 1980. Be assured that the
Maryland Department of Transportatgon - State Bighway Administra-
tion, in accordance with State and Pederal regulations, has
identified Preah Pond/Angel Bog as an environmental concern
during planning activitiee for the ?Aryland Route 177 project.

vHY sh g 52 4y

NoIs
INIWdo
403r

r

Q
s

An Enviromnmental Document for {the Maryland Route 177 project
consietent with the applicable State and Federal regulations has
been prepared. Compliance with State and Pederal regulations
ensures that full coneideration will be given to the potential |
impacts of the Maryland Route 177 project on Presh Pond/Angel Bog
and that every feasible and reasonable effort will be made to
minimize or avoid impacts to this designated Critical Area.

Thank yon again for your interest in the Maryland Route 177
project.
+

Sincérely,

75/ IWILLIAM X, HELLMARN

Williem K. Hellmann .
Secretary
VKH:ih !
cc: Mr. Hal Kaagof?f !
Mr. Reil J. Pedersen ! :
bee: Mr. Edward B. Meeban : i
Mr. Louie H. Ege, Jr. .
Alr. Prank DeSantis :
My tetaphone nvmber 1o (301) ___859-7397

.. Yolasbone TTY For The Doot] (301) 859 . 7207
~ Post Olles Beu 8733, Bod Wosh & bianel Alegens, b

tend ; 212406733
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BIRECTOR, BFAICE OF
FLANNIE & PRECININARY ENCINEERING

11626 ~ 35th Place
Beltsville MD 20705
March 30 1986

v

=
=] o
' 2
Mr Hal Kassoff -+ Em:p
Administrator - = o
State Highway Administration = 2%
Maryiand Department of Transportation =3 oxz
707 North Calvert Street = zg
Baltimore Maryland 21202 g§ =

Dear Mr Kassoff

ickory
We are concerned that Angel's Bog [half a mile west of Hic
Point Road and Forest Glen Drive on Route 177 (Mountain Roa?)]
may inadvertantly be destroyed by road improvements. Angel's
Bog 1s one of the very few remaining natural bogs in Maryland.

Every effort should be made to preserve this fragile ecological
treasure.

ake
In preparing your Environmental Impact Assessment please t
intg agcount all measures needed to protect Angel's Bog from
road~building chemicals and debris.

Sincerely yours

It L Cosetf

Robert L Caswell

Ellen W Caswell

Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration
APR 2 8 1986 Hal Kassofl
Adainisirater

Contract No. AA 396-101-~571 -
Maryland Boute 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehuret Road .

P.D.M.S. No. 023081

Wiliam K. Haltmann
Secretary

Re:

Mr. Robert L. Caswell
Ms. Ellen W. Caswell

= o
116268 35th Place P m
Beltsville, Maryland 20705 Ly Orﬁ;
Zc-o
Dear Mr. & Ms. Caswell: = -J,%;
E ST
Thank you for your letter expreesing your concerns for t%o ?:?—‘n—-!
potential impacts of the Maryland Route 177 project on Preeh Bd ﬁ
and Angel Bog. =]

An Environmental Aseeesment
project has been pre
Pederal regulations.

for the Maryland Route 177
pared in compliance with applicable State and

The Maryland Route 177 project will include plane for eedi-

ment and erosion control and etormwater management which will be
reviewed by the Department of Natural Beeources and the Depart-
ment of Health and Mental Hygiene. Theee plane will include
measures to ensure that impacts to the water quality and hydrol~-
ogy of Fresh Pond and Angel Bog are minimized.

Alignments which
Pond and Angel Bog hav
A decleion on the feas
selection of an
summer.

avoid right-of-way aquisition from Preeh
e been developed for each Build Alternate.
ibility of the avoidance alignment and the
alternate for comstruction ie expected this

Thank you again toi‘ your interest in thie project.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED gy,
HAL Kassg,™s

Hal Kaseoff

Administrator
HK/1h
cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedereen
jr. Edward Meehan '
r. Louie H. Ege, Jr.
My tolsphons number is___659-1111

Telstypewriter tor impaires Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Bailimore Metro — 5850451 D.C. Mstro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

P.O. Box 717/ 707 North Caivert St., Battimore, Marytana 21203 - 0717

. s e e s . .
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ar, Hel Kassoff, adalnistrstor
Btote liighwsy administration
Mi, Dept. of Transportation
.Lu,\!_ .[..:..-,;.".'g«_;,'.“%')..'.'\..'._},3.. AP0 707 N. Calvort Bt.
NS TR Baltimoro, i&d. 21202

Door ar, Kossoffs

Ploess oonsider this prrt of your HEARING record:s
Betanists used to oome from many atotes to

study Suitland Bog. It has been "improved”

out of oxistance, A dbog is a fragile aeid
wotland that has suoh northern plents es
sphagnum, sundews and pitcher plants.

Angel's Bog (% mile west of Hiokory Pt, Rd.

and Forest Glen Drivo on Rt 177 (Mountein Road)
1o about tho lost ooasstal plein bog im Maryland.
Tne 60 sore bog is now bufored by o surrounding
woods snd Fresh Pond,

Such road building ohemioels os ooncrote loeohing
into tho surroundings would destroy tho unusual
hebitet,

Your Environmental Imnset Assosamant should
reeognizo the full thrert.

The vory beat possibls oontrols will be necesssry
during and aftsr oconstruetien to prevent doeth of
tho cherished bog.

Your plans should recognize the wetar esurces
for tho pond and oog and muke sure theso seureos
sre not impeired.

.- - -—REC?IVED A bog is small, but it can not exist without

APR fsges . bufforing lend.
Cus ' Sineerely, . .
OMILOTE £ eanin L (lotbinn

'PLARNING & PREVIRIZARY Ef

-
. . T . . o,

. ..k
-7 7902 Brooklytz: Bridge Kd.
g laurel, ii:. 20707
Aﬂi T Wdar, 5, 1936
¢ MORETANY :
OF TRRINIPONUNMON N
Mr, William K. Hellmann, Seerotery .

vept. of Transportetion
P.O. Box 8755
Balt.-iush, Int, Airport, Balt. 21240 °

Dear lr, Hellmanni ’ L

Botanists from many ststes used to study
Suitland Bo3. It hes been "improvod” out
of existanee. A Dog is a fregzilo oeid
wetlend thit hrs sueh northorn plants as
sphagnum, sundews, cond pitoher plants.

Angol's Bog (f milo wost of Hickory Pt. Rd.

and Forest .Glen Drive on Kt 177 (Mountain Rood)
is about tho last coestal plain bog in Maryland.
The 60 asero bog is now buffsred by a surrounding
woods and Frosd Pond. , .

Such road building chemiosls es oonereto leaching
into surroundings vould dostroy the unususl
bebitat, .

Your tnvironmontol Impset Assessment sheuld
reeognizo the full threet.

The vory best posaﬁlo oontrols will be
needed during and after oonstruetion to
prevont deeth of this ohorished bog.

Your plans should reeopnize tho viater souroos
for tho pond end ong end meéve sre thess
sourees are not impaired.

4 bog is smell, but it cen not o‘xht without

buffering lend.
Sinoursly,

Elbaner C W/‘*;“’
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p Maryland Department of Transportation Wiliam K. Hetimana
) State Highway Administration Secretary
Hal Kassef
APR 28 1035 Admiaictrater
Bs: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
P.D.M.8. No. 023081 »
Me. Eleanor C. Robbins
7802 Brooklyn Bridge Road =
Laurel, Maryland 20707 - ,-?,
=2 o<
Dear Me. Robbine: _ g"é}‘ﬂo—’
[—1
Thank you for your lettere of March 24, 1986 and March 25,E9-orn
1986 to Secretary Hsllmann and me exprsssing your concsrans 535ﬁ53
regarding the potential impacte of the Maryland Route 177 prﬁieéi;z
" on Fresb Pond/Angel Bog. The Maryland Department of Stats P —
Planning deeignated Frssh Pond/Angel Bog as an Area of Critié&Fl
State Concern in January, 1980. Bs aseured that the Maryland
Department of Traneportation - Stats Highway Adminietration in
accordance witb State and Federal regulatione, hae'identified

Fresh Pond/Angel Bog ae an environmental concern during planning
activitiee for the Maryland Routs 177 projsct.

An Environmental Aseeesment for ths Maryland Route 177
project bas been preparsd in compliance with applicable State and
Federal regulations. '

The Maryland Route 177 projsct will include plans for ssdi-
msnt and sroeion control and etormwatsr management whicb will hs
reviewsd by the Department of Natural Rssourcee and the Depart-
msnt of Hsalth and Mental Hygiens. Thess plane will include
measuree to ensure that impacts to the water quality and hydrol-
logy of Frseb Pond and Angsl Bog are minimizsd.

Alignmente which avoid right-of-way acquieition from Frssh
Pond and Angel Bog have been developsd for eacb Build Altsrnate.

Compliance with State and Fedsral regulations ensuree that
full coneideration will he given to the potential impacts of the
Maryland Route 177 projsct on Fresh Pond/Angsl Bog and that svery

My telephons number s 6590=-1113%

Teletypewritar for tmpaired Hearing of Spesch
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Frae
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Caivert St., Baltimore, Maryisng 21203 - 0717

PPRLS B T 1T LT T S T sl
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=

Ms. Eleanor C.

Robbine
Page 2 .

APR 28 g

feaxsible and reasonable effort will he made to minimize or avoid

"impaote to thie deeignated Critical Area.

Thank you again for your interest in the Maryland Route 177
project.

S8incsrsly,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY)
N ¢
Hal Kaé§§¥?F'.
Adminietrator
HEK/ih
co: Mr. Neil J. Pedereen
Mr. Edward Meehan

Mr. louie H. Ege, Jr.
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- $430 Patterson Xoad o Hydes, Maryland £1082 -
21 March 1986

Mr, Hal Kassoff, Administrator 4
State Highway Administration .
Department of Transportation EF _
P.0.Box 8755 ~ . .
Baltimore-Washington International Alrport -~ Sy ,
Baltimore, Maryland 21240 o gﬁg
Dear Mr. Kassoff: & ‘g%"k'

The Maryland Wildlands Committee is especially concerned &fvou %2

the road widening and other improvements to Maryland Route 1%;/ x
Mountain Road in the vicinity of Angel's Bog and Fresh Pond milds
eastsoutheast of Jacobsville in Anne Arundel County).

Since the Location/Design Public Hearing pamphlet does not label

tha location of bog or pond and since its taxt states that "No known
populations of any threatened or endangered plant or animal species

exist in the project area”, State Roads planners seem not to realiza

the significance of the Angel’'s Bog/Fresh Pond area or the degree of
endangerment it will be exposed to by read improvements in its nearby
watershed. The bog's plant community is relatively rare in Maryland.

It does include northern specles at their southern extreme, (such are

sundew, pitcher plant, cranberry, and leatherleaf) and also southern i
species such as Swamp magnolia toward the northern extreme of their i
range. At least three species are actually in danger of extinction

. occurs in only 3 locations.

in Maryland; ona of these the leatherleaf (Chemaedaphnae caliculata) !
]
i

Furthermore, Angel’'s Bog, Fresh Pond, and the best of the surrounding
woodlands (including the oak/hickory/tulip poplar.with holly in the
understory along MD RTE. 177) taken as an integral unit, offer a
marvelous ecological and educational opportunity to the State of Mary-
land. Here is a piece of particularly valuable natural heritage.We .
hope you will join us in taking up the challenge to preserve it to the
best of our ability. It's bound to require both dollars and sense.

We see the need for an unusually careful Maryland Environmental
Assessment. We hope for a state-of-the-art drainage control system,
so that run-off from the road improvements during and after construction
will have minimal adverse effect on bog and pond. The natural surface
water sources and ground water sources may require special handling
in order to maintain water qQuality and water flow. And it seems only
provident, considering the practical inevitability of future road
demands, to make no new encroachments on the existing bog-buffering
land to the north of MD RTE. 177.

Angel's Bog and Fresh Pond and its buffering land deserve all
possible protection from road-building hazards. We hope you can devise
a plan that will preserve this fragment of our Mar;land heritage
while providing adequate improvement of MD RTE. 177.

(5 Sincerely,

See SHA response on the following page.
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Maryland Department of Transportation

Wikam K. Hellmana
State Highway Admvinistration ;‘"M o
APR 1 1 18883 Aqf!'-Ep:;ﬂD
- —m>D
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2 329
w
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= =z
§ & .
Re: Contract No. AA 396-101-571 o

Maryland Route 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road

P.D.M.S. No. 023061

Ms. Elizabeth K. Hartline, Chairman
Maryland Wildlands Committee

5430 Patterson Road

Hydes, Maryland 21082

Dear Ms. Hartline:

Thank you for your letter of March 21, 1986 expressing

the concerns of the Maryland Wildlands Committee for the

potential impacts of Maryland Route 177 project on Fresh
Pond and Angel Bog.

An Environmental Assessment for the Maryland Route 177

project has been prepared in compliance with applicable
State and Federal regulatfons.

The Maryland Route 177 project will include plans for

sediment and erosion control and stormwater management
which will be reviewed by the Department of Natural Re-
sources and the Department of Health and Mental Hygiene.
These plans will include measures to ensure that impacts to

the water quality and hydrology of Fresh Pond and Angel Bog
are minimized.

Alignments which avoid right-of-way aquisition from

Fresh Pond and Angel Bog have been developed for each Build

; 659-1111

Teletypewriter for tmpaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492:5062 Statewide Toll Fras
P.O. Box 717 7 707 North Caivert St. ‘Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717

My telophone number is

Ms. Elizabeth K. Hartline
Page 2
'APR 11 a8

Alternate. A decision on the feasibility of the avoidance
alignment and the selection of an alternate for construc-
tion is expected this summer.

Thank you for your interest in this project.

Sincerely,

Hal Rassoff
Adminfstrator

HK:1ih

ce: Mr, Neil Pedersen
Mr. Edward Meehan
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
bee:  Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson
\Mr. Frank DeSantis
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. Governor
:[ W mﬂ o
Secretary Wiiliam Hellman n The * APR 14 g8 Wikiem K Hellmonn
gegaétmeg%gf Transportation ,1' Secretary
.J.80x . i .
Baitimore-washington International Airport § Re: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Baitimore, Maryiand 21240 ] H!‘l:gi::g gg‘;g: :(7)(7) s:" =
I o
Delar Mr. Helimann: 4 Pinehurst Road . ;._' cz'!’
h The Marﬁsna Hild;anas Committee is especially concerned about, ; P.D.M.S. No. 023061 =03
e road widening and other improvements to Maryland Route 177/ i w —o
Mountain Road in the vicinity of Angel's Bog and Fresh Pond (3 miles i :: fli;a‘l;;tglk. Eartli;le. Chairman - eSm
east-southeast of Jacobsviiie in Anne Arundel County). : b} 54;5 ;:tterion.ggidconn ttee ; gr:ﬁz
Since the Location/Design Public Hearing pamphlet does not iabei ’ Hydea, Maryland 21082 = _z4 ,
the location of bog or pond and since its text states that "No known . J S8 .
popuiations of any threatened or endangered plant or animal species ' Dear Ms. Hartline:
exist in the project ares®, State Rosds planners seem not to realize b
the significance of the Angel's Bog/Fresh Pond erea or the degree of : Thank you for your letter of March 20, 1986 expressing your
endangerment it will be exposed to by road improvements in its nearby concerns regarding the potential jmpacts of the Maryland Route
matershed.The bog's plant community is relatively rare; it includes : 177 project on Fresh Pond/Angel Bog. The Maryland Department of
at least one species, the leatherleaf (Chamaedaphnae caliculata) in . State Planning designated Freah Pond/Angei Bog as an Area of
ganger of extinction in Maryiand.Furthermore.bog,pona sngd the best of B Critical State Concern in January, 1980. Be aasured that the
the surrounding woodlands(including the oak/hickory/tulip popiar with V Maryland Department of Transportation - State Highway Administra-
holly in the understory aiong MD RTE.177)taken as an integrai unit, ks tion, .in accordance with State and Federal regulations, has
offer a marveious ecologicai and educationai opportunity to the State W identified Fresh Pond/Angel Bog as an environmental concern
of Maryisnd - provided we don't 'biow ite. . _‘, during planning activities for the Maryland Route 177 project.
< Please do not consider this is too trivial a matter, for your i
1 interest in the protection of: the. Angel’s Bog area 1s-5robabiy'cr1ticai | An Environmental Document for the Maryland Route 177 project
)‘-\,- to its survivai. State-of-the-art technotogy, pius determination, i consiatent with the appiicable State and Federai reguiations has
ought to be abie to provide the essential insights and precautions ; been prepared. Compliance with State and Federai regulations
to preserve this fragment of our Marylang heritage while providing i enaurea that full consideration will be given to the potential
sdequate improvement of MD RTE. 177. impacta of the Maryland Route 177 project on Fresh Pond/Angel Bog .
We think we now have Maryiand's most eniightened Department of i and ihat every feaaible and Tt qone efforc wiil be made to :
i .
Transportation, I hope the nandiing of Angei's Bog proves us right. mininize or avoid impacta to thia deaignated Criticai Area
Sincerely, % Thank you again for your interest in the Maryland Route 177
rr . Project. : .
“ ol N Neallo ’
' Elfzabeth K. Hartline, Chairman ! Sincerely,
. : /5/ WILLIAN X. HELLMANN
Wiiliam K. Helimann '
Secretary
EWED WKH:ih
REC i cec: Mr. Rai Kassoff
26 ) Mr. Neil J. Pederaen B
HOY Apy WAR k \
. ARY - ? bee: Mr. Edward H. Meehan
. ”““,'.ﬂou ! r. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
§ 2323 OF TR r. Frsnk DeSantis r
. .-'; ﬁﬁ%*!nﬂ!)m
H . Tolophone TTY For The Dool (301) 8sy.7227
. . l. ~.  Post Offiee Bex 1755, Bai Roskingten ntnrnctivns! Atrport, Movyiond ; 212408753
- : . S LT . e B e S S e
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4701 Mountain Road

Faeadsna, Maryland
. 21122

March 18, 1986

Mr, Neil J. Pedsrsen, Dirsstor

orfiece of Planning & Preliminary Engineering

State Highway Adminietration

707 N, -Calvert Street

Baltimors, Maryland 21202 s

Dear Mrw Pedersen;
I attended the hearing at Chseapeake High Schoel fer ths alternate

plane tc widen Mountain Road., Ths proposed five lane highway with
F-Dt- pSen in anyway to be a fair and equable solutien

; ewatkw—do® £
" to the traffioc-probdblam, .

<
i
(]

Thie ie a rural area and we rssidents want to kesp it that way.
A fivs lane highway with sidewalks would nertainly dsetroy the rural .

scens,
probler but wanting an area which wae not ovsrly commsricalized,

Ws, whoe 1ive in ths area ars much awars of the traffioc flow but
are willing to dsal with some of it tc maintain the ssmi-pastoral
scene, .1 ean underetand a four lane highway frem Route 100
to Maryland Avenus and a thres lane from Maryland to Pinehurst, neing

original right a waye, Three lanss would givs ths additienal
mansuverability needed in caee of ancidents, traffiec flow, firss, sto.
In reality, the main traffioc probdblem ie at the site of the firehouee,
In any plan, eidewalks are superflunus, complstely unneceseary and a
waets of taxpayer money,.

My wife and I want to go on reccrd as opposing the five lans plan,

) ég;} urs,

IVED

 QFFCES we \&N
104, OFFICE
- m\m\g‘ﬁ““““‘“““m %%‘\B‘\Q\%\‘,‘tgtaﬁ
0
WO

I moved to this area about twenty monthe ago nowing the traffie

) .
' Maryland Department of Transportation

guii'nmnﬁy Adminiatration

._Lt by May 1, 1986 Hal Kassofl
Admisiatraior

-

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-471
Maryland Reute 177
From Maryland Route 100
. to Pinehurst Road
PDMS Ne. 023061

Mr. John M. uoigan
4701 Mountain Road
Pasadena, Maryland 21122

Dear Ir.;*érzan:
N

Thani iou for your March 18, 1986 letters addressed to Mr.
Meehan and me opposing Alternate 3, the five lane plan.

Ve dggided to carry the four or five lane study section to
Long Point Road because this is where.there is a significant drop
in traffic'volumes. Also, we have eliminated sidewalk construc-
tien fremithe study, but are proposing to retain the right-of-way
needed if the County wishes to construct sidewalks in the future.

JéThanE_iqu for your interest in this study. Your wife's and
your! opposipion to the five lane plan will be noted in our
decision imaking process.

Very truly yours,
1]
W(}Mw«.
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:ds ...
cc: Mr, E, Meehan '
Mr. L. H. Ege, Jr.

p number s (301) 659-1110
: ' R Taletypewriter tor impaired Measing or Speech
+383-7555 Baltimors Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-482.5062 Statewide Tol! Free
P.O. Box 747 / 707 North Caivert St., Baltimors, Maryland 21203 - 0717

My toleph

ek . L . REN

I e

Wiillam K. Hellmann
Secratary
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4701 Mountain Road

Pasadena, Maryland

21122

Maroh 18, 1986

Mr, Bdward H, Meehan
Dietriot Engineer-Dietriot 5
State Highway Adminietration
138 Defenee Highway
Annapolie, Maryland

21401

Dear Mr. Heehant
I attended the hearing at Chesapeake Hizh Sohool for th

o8, Wi w11 1€ PN

e alternate

plane to widen Mountain Rosd. The proposed five lane highway with
sidewalks does not eeen in anyway to be a rair ard oquabls eclution

to the traffio probles.

Thie 18 a rural area and we recidente want to keep it that way.
A five lane highway with eidewalke would oertainly deetroy the rural
aepect, I moved to thie area about twenty months ago Inowing the
oommerioalized.

trarrio problea but wanting an area which wae not overly

We, who live in the area are much aware of the trafric

flow but

are willing to deal with eome of it to maintain the.eemi-paetoral

scene, 1 can understand a four lane highway from Route 100 to Haryland

Avenue and a three lane rrom Maryland to Pinehuret, ue

the orisinal

rizht a ways., Three lanee would give the additional maneuverability
needed in caece of aocidente, trarfic flow, firee, eto, In reality,

the main traffic problem is at the eite of the firehouee.

In any plan,

sidewalks are euperfluoue, oompletely unnecessary and a waete of tax-

payer money.

My wife and I want to go on reoord ae oppoeing the five lane plan.

8 }?%
zan

/" John M, Mor|

1SIAIQ
ue 013A30
royd

1N3Rd

103
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State Higiwasy ASmine.
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4701 Mountain Road
Pasadena, Maryland
21122

Maroh 18, 1986

F o
=
Bureau Chief gm-;g
Traffio Engineering Divieion Iy aSS
Anne Arundel County 8 z»2m
Truman Parkway = g 12
Annapolis, Maryland = ;'
* 21401 g -
Daar Sir: )

I attended the hearing at Cheeapeake High School regardi
propoeed plane for Mountain Road, We verestold your depart:gn:m
could give ne information on a perasonal level,

I live at 4701 Mountain Road I have lived her eince Jun
o e, 1084,
::d::;:n;i:; ;: p:r:ha;:h 1 w;; informed there wae no plan for.exzenslve
untain . ease inform me h
yoald erest Be propercy: ow the preeent propoeale

The proposed five lane highway with eidewalks doee not e -
way to be a fair and equable solution to the traffic pro'ble:?' %nc::,
underetand a four lane highway from Route 100 to Maryland Avenue and
a three lane from Maryland to Pinehuret, using the orgzinal right a ways
Three lanee would give the additional maneuverability needed, 1in :
reality the main fraffio problem ie at the eite of the firehouee. 1In
any plan, eidewalks are euperfluoue and s waete of taxpayer money.

I would appreolate your giving me information ae to how
rroperty would be affeoted by each of the proposals, By pereonal

91 ’e}/y yours,

[EGEIVF '
Lokl

TRAFFIC ENGILEERING
BUREAU OF ENGINEERING,

o s

® °
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Maryland Department of Iransportation

Willlam K. Heflmann
Stats Highwey Administration Secromary

Hal Kassoff
Adwinictrt

April 29, 1986 .

RE: Contract No. AA 386-101-571
Maryland Route 177
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road N
P.D.M.S. No. 023061

Mr. John M.. Morgan
4701 Mountain Road
Pasadena, Maryland 21122

Dear Mr. Morgan:

Thank you for your March 18, 1986 letter concerning the
Mountain Road study. Anne Arundel County felt it would be
more appropriate that our District 5 office in Annapolis
provide you a response. The District, in turn, has forwarded
it to my office. Please excuse the delay in response.

The lane requirements specified under this study are the
result of careful traffic analyses of current and projected
useage of Mountain Road. It is felt that the continuous two-
way left turn center lane (5 lane section) is a requirement
necessary to allow safe haven for left turning vehicles into
numerous private and commercial driveways.

Your concern about sidewalks has been expressed by other
citizens. In that regard, we have eliminated sidewalk construc-
tion from our study proposals. However, we will acquire the
necessary right-of-way from back of curbing (approximately 7
feet) should sidewalk construction become necessary in the future.

If you would send us a copy of your property plat, we would
be happy to show you the approximate impacts of the 5 lane road-
way.

We appreciate your interest in the study and thank you
for taking the time to write and express your views. They will

My telsphons number Is 659-1109

Ysletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimors Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492.5082 Statewtde Toi Free

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Caivart St., Baltimors, Maryiand 21203 - 0717

e e heeam— . . .

i
i
|

Mr. Morgan

April 29, 1986

Page 2

be considered in our study process. .
Very truly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.,.beputy Director
Project Development Division

by:

Frank DeSantis
Project Manager

LHE/FDS/elw

cc: Mr. Lawrence Elliott
Mr. Robert Sword
Mr. Charles Lee




EMNERGENCY PHONE S0Y 318

MSMM%W

- INCORPORATED ==

P. O. POX 1057 - LAXKE ‘HO?I. “A*YL‘ND 222

BUSINESS FPHONE 258-240!

~r #illiam ¥. Hellman, Secretary.

Department of Transportetior :
The 8card of Directors of the Lake Shore Volunteer Fire Company Inc.

Would like to know how much footage of our property that boarders

Hountain Road, You are planning on taldng,.men you widen the Hi-day
e

#e need 2 minimum of 45 feet for maintsing our equipment.
We would 1ike this information as soon as .possible.

So tha: we can conduct oureelf’s accsrdingly.

Secrctar&

9T-A

pr

RECEIVED

FEB 27 1986

SECFETARY
OF TRANSCORmMTION

See SHA response on the following page.
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‘. “\\a Maryland Department of Transportation Wetan K. Helimste
State Highway Administration
Hal Kasselt
Adminicyater
MAR 1 8 1906 :
RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177
From Maryland Route 100 to =
Pinehurst Road =
PDMS No. 023061 w
Mr. Howard O. Oden, Jr. w
Secretary “
Lake Shore Volunteer Fire Company o
P.0. Box 1057 =
Lake Shore, Maryland 21122 ==

LI-A

Dear Mr. Oden:

Your inquiry to Secretary William K. Hellmann relative to
the proposed property acquisition in front of the Lake Shore
Volunteer Fire House has been forwarded to me for response.

The north curb line of the preferred five-lane alternate
(Alternate 3) would be approximately 55 feet from the front wall
of the fire house. There would be approximately 48 feet from the
right-of-way line to the front wall.

Due to the proximity of homes on the south side of the road,
it is not practical to consider a significant alignment shift in
that direction.

Since the project is essentially a roadway widening, the
proposed vertical road grade would remain generally the same.
However, some minor adjustments to the existing concrete apron
would be required. .

We are proposing to relocate Lake Shore Drive eastward to
Garland Road in order to eliminate the offset intersection. 1f
this is done, there would be approximately 130 feet between the
intersection and the center of the apron. This should result in
less traffic congestion and more freedom of movement during
emergencies.

My tslsphons number ts__659-1111

Telstypewriter tor Impaired Hearing of Speech
3837555 Baltimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-482-5062 Statewide Toll Free

P.O. Box 737 { 707 North Calvent St., Baitimore, Maryland 120 - 0717

ONINNYTd 103r0Yd

R O P |

Mr. Howard O. Oden, Jr.

Page 2 1R 18 1968

Enclosed is a tentative plan for your re .
Hearing is scheduled for Matcg 26, 198% at 7:;ée::m-Aazu:;:c
Chesapeake Bay Middle School. I trust that the information
provided herein ig satisfactory for your needs. If there are an
concerns, do not hesitate to contact the Project Manager, Frank i
DeSantia, at 659-1109 prior to the Hearing. i

Thank you for your interest in the project study.

Sincerely,
BY:
ORIGINAL SIGNED
HAL KASSOF
Hal Kassoff
Ad i
HK:ds ministrator
Enclosure

cc: Mr, Neil J. Pedersen
KLouis H. Ege, Jr.
r. Edward Meehan
Mr. Jack Gladding
Mr. Ferdinand Doerfler
Mr. Robert Bond
Ms. Adele Bertak

~<\.
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. 541 - us, INC.
m_mé& THE MIL-BUR CLUB, INC ;
' Page 2
PRECTOR, O:EQF . March 25, 1986 . : March 25, 1986
NS & PLERRET DRGNS RE: Project No. AA-396-101-571 | RE: Project No. AA-396-101-571
! e P.D.M.S. Ref. No, 02306) | P.D.N.S. 023061 )
|
g

Maryland Department of Transportation

State Mighway Administration 3. The existence of a continuous center-turn lane as §s provided
‘Office of Planning and Prelinfnary Engineering ; , e for in Alternative 3 is clearly unsafe. The probabilfty that
P.0. Box 717 =, 0‘2-0 1t will be used as a passing or trave) lane, thus {nviting
Baltimore, MD 21203 == ng I head-on collisfons, 1s too great to ignore. Alternative 2A,
,\’o., : with 1eft-turmn lanes only at intersections, provides for the
Attn: Mr. Nefl J. Pedersen, Director © <2om Interruption of left-turn lanes on sections of the road where
e %f-“a they are not ordinarfly needed, and where thefr exfstence
. ped =2 f\ would {nvite the most abuse.
Dear Mr, ersan: %6‘
Clun, 1! Suues o s prrerencs T Shsermnted Sotmions v shat e Lot or e 31uns sesrion Foom Wrptons s
. ny -lane section
aef:v'-‘enced P;o.]iect. wi;iening :f Hountait: Road '(Ro?te 1;71);’.& The m:-aurf ’ Pinehurst Road be expedited as an extensfon o;o :heapryre::nthlltel:::i:o
ub is the duly constituted homeowners' association o comunity o Improvement, rather than be packaged with the selected alternative. The
M1]-Bur On The Magothy, representing fifty-eight (58) of the sixty-seven present right-of-way is sufficient for three lanes. In fact, Mountain
(67) homes 1n the community. Road is already three lanes wide in the vicinty of the Chesapeake school
complex, and sufficient existing pole setbacks are evident at other
The Board supports Alternative 2A (4-Lane Curbed Roadway with Left locations along the section. .

Turn Lanes at Major Intersections) for the following reasons:

1. Alternative 1 (No-Bufld) 1s inherently unsatisfactory today,
and will be so in the future. Residents of the penfnsula are
subject to predictable comauting traffic congestion as well as e
unpredictable blockages due to accidents.

81-A

Robe .o back, P

2. The level of traffic to be expected for the forseeable future The M{1-Bur Club, Inc.
on Route 177 does not warrant the handling capacity of SHA's 103 Mf1burn Circle
preferred Alternative 3 (5 Lanes) in the absence of dense . : Pasadena, MD 21122

‘residential development on the Mountain Road peninsula. The
expansion of the roadway to 5 lanes invites such development '
by (a) changing the presently inadequate, sub-standard roadway : cc: Sen. P. L. Jimeno

to an overdeveloped, underused facility, and (b) providing a . Del. J. R. Leopold
substantially greater right-of-way for future water and sewer Del. C. W. Kolodziejski
11nes. These ut{lities would be the final requisite for Del. W. Turc

extensive development. Inviting such development s not fn Counciiman E. C. Ahera

concert with the growing environmental concern over the
fragility of the Chesapeake Bay's shoreline. It fs
counterproductive to the effort to making the road adequate
for existing traffic.




6T-A

"
fl

This is in response to the letter on the .precedi'ng
page. '

P Maryland Department of Transportation

1 ——— ¢ o e et

T T

Wiiltam K. Heltmarm
Becratary

State Highway Administration

’ Hatl Kassoft
RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571 Admisiawner

Maryland Route 177 .
From Maryland Route 100 to
Pineburst Road
PDMS No. 023061

Mr. Robert B. Fishback, President

The Mil-Bur Club, Inc.

103 Milburn Circle

pasadena, Maryland 21122

Dear Mr. Fishback:

Thank you for your letter of ua}ch 25, 1986 supporting
Alternative 2A, the 4-lane curbed roadway with left turn lanes at

major intersectioms.

Your Board’'s preference will become part of the project
record and will be considered in our decision making process.
However, because of its more safe and efficient operational
capabilities, Alternative 3 continues at this time to be the

preferred alternate.

Currently, there are only sufficient funds in the Special
Program to widen Mountain Road from Route 100 to Maryland Avenue.
1t is felt that widening to Maryland Avenue will be sufficient to
address immediate traffic congestion. The widening is expected
to be under construction in several weeks.

Thapnk you for taking the time to write and to express your
views. .

Very truly yours,

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

NJP:ds
cc: Mr. Hal Kassoff
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Mr. Edward Meehan
Senator P.C. Jimeno
Delegate J. R. Leopold
Delegate C. W. Kolodziejski
Delegate W. Turc
County Councilman E. C. Ahern

My telephone aumber is_(301) 659-1110

Teietypawriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
3837555 Baltimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free

N . . P.O. Box 7171 707 North Caivert 8t., Baltimore. Marylang 21203 - ory?
. e e [ . . R R

=
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State Highway Administration

i. ) Maryland Department of Transportation Wikzm K. Hetimarm
Secretery

Hat Kassof!
Aoinssiar

March 5, 1986

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177
From Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
PDMS No. 023061

Ms. Sylvia S. Rashbaum
5001 Collins Avenue Apt. 2J
Miami Beach, Florida 33140

Dear Ms. Rashbaum:

Thank you for your letter of February 26 to Mr. Neil J.
Pedersen. You will be routinely informed of important project
developments through our project mailing list. For your advanced
information, a Location/Design Public Hearing will be held on
March 26, 1986 at 7:30 p.m. at Chesapeake Bay Middle School,

4804 Mountain Road, Pasadena, Maryland. You will receive a
brochure in the near future providing you with additional
information.

Thank you for your interest in the project study.
’ Very truly yours,
Louis B. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director
Project Development Division

by%,ﬁ /Jgff

rank DeSantis
Project Manager

LHE:FDS:slc

My taiephans number b 659-1109
Teletypewriter for Impaired Haaring or Speech
383-7555 Baltimors Metro — 5650431 D.C. Metro — 1800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
P.0. Box 717 1 707 North Calvert 5i., Baltimore, Marytang 21203 - €717
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 2 ZTm

1 HARRY S. TRUMAN PARKWAY - _z_‘

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 o ~

March 31, 1986

Mr. Frank J. DeSantis

State Highway Admipistration
707 N. Calvert Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MD 177 - State Project No.
AA-396-1D1-571

Dear Mr. DeSantis:

The Anne Arundel County Department of Public Works.has reviewed the
proposed alternates for MD 177 and supports Alternate 3. Oue to the number
of intersecting streets, driveways, and commercial entrances alone Mountain
Road, we belfeve a continuous center left turn lane would provide the best
traffic operations. However, we would suggest that the cross-section could
safely be reduced to less than the proposed 65 foot width. ¥hile a 6D foot
width would be desirable, we believe that a 56 font (12', 11*, 1D', 11°,

. 12') section would be sufficient. Either a 56 or 60 foot section would

reduce the impact on abutting properties. Similarly, the three lane section
could be reduced to 36 feet.

These reduced cross-sections could provide the needed extra capacity
while lessening the impact and possible citizen opposition to the project.
We appreciate your consideration of this matter, 1f we can orovide further
information, please do not hesitate to ~ontact us.

0
Department of Public Works

DGB/JDS/ckd

cc: Darryl T. Hockstra

[APRPIRNO W P - TS Lot S ] REEL NIRRT, 5 THE- L N T

103royd
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p) Maryland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration
Hal Kaasoff

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
P.D.M.S. No. 023061

Mr. Danny G. Boyd, Director
Department of Public Works
Anne Arundel County

1 Harry S. Truman Parkway
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Mr. Boyd:

Thank you for your'letter of March 31, 1986 to Mr. DeSantis
expressing your support for Alternate 3.

Your suggestion to reduce the proposed 65 foot street
width to 56 foot would not be in conformance with desirable
lane widths for this type of facility utilizing a 50 mph
design speed. The relative benefits to the community of saving
4.5 feet of strip right-of-way on each side of Route 177 do not
seem warranted when weighed against compromises to engineering
design and safety requirements.

You may recall that as a result of citizen requests, we have
eliminated the 5 foot sidewalk construction which will result
in benefits to adjacent properties.

We appreciate your interest in and support for the project.
Thank you for taking time to express your support.

Very truly yours,

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

NJP/elw

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

L 6£9~1110
My telep numbsr is
Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech

383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 0.C. Metro — 1-800-492.5082 Statew!de Toti Free
. P.O.Box 717 / 707 North Catvert Si., Baltimors, Maryland 21203 - 0717

Lee e ne : R UUDSNINY & oo-22 13 £0d - 12 LS SLA

Wiliam X. Hslimama
Secratary
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srthur B, Zecil

3 on Tuland, ' ~1950
i‘rz. James Yorricon

I'r, Neil J. Pedersen, Director Sivwon Teland, D 1056

Office of Flanning and

Preliminary Engineering Larel. 10, 19346

State Highway Administration

707 XK. Calvert St.

Baltimore, ¥D 21202

v

ONINNYTd LO3r0Yd

Dear Mr. Pedersen,

. - > of
Tneclosaed is a statement on the prozosed wideninz o
mountain Rd. W%e would like assurance from you that you
will continue to support the zu‘'.iwt awratorium on the
f'ountain Rd. Corridor.

BWTEG bl Wy

i that the current repositioning of the te}e-
nhonevgo{zglshould continue, allowing for wider Ehouluers
(sinul%aneously facilitatine left hand turns). ;hig should
be given a trial period before the building of a third lane,
sin:e wider shoulders would accomplish the same end at less

cost.

€ zpayers we feel we should be more conservative
in spé;dfiépggghway dollars ané realistic about what a hizh-
way means in terms of increased development. ﬁe‘arf cog;"t
cerned trat Alternatesz 2, 24 and 3, &5 proposed uy‘uhe_ td e
Hizhway tdminiztration will Jead to increaced neve;opm:n N
and that if implemented would 1lift the hbuilding T?rato-Lum.
This would make the widened road not only a safeuj‘yazafg,’
a divisive concrete strip throuch the community, »u*t a traf-
fic conrested corridor similar to other areas where the ?2
called improved road has only led to more traffig and Qou;e-
podze development. Ritchie Highway is no exception. We i
‘have no faith that &nne Arundel County Planning :md Zoning 5
would control! commercialization and high density developmen
along a so called improved road.

“e hope we can count on your sudport.
Sincerely,
" Zioan B Co
irs. Arthur B. Cecil

Vrs., James FKorrison

BRECTOR, B FLE 61
JADNG & PELREEA.Y ERCINEERIGG

40 nv3une

Wrs. Jamas R. Horrieeu  ans ﬂu%‘rthur 8. Cacil, 11
: <y 5

PUBLIC ERARTEG OW THR PROPOSED WIDENINC OF WOUNTAIN ROAD
;  JANDARY 14, 1986

The Puhlic Bearing on the proposed viatnin; of Mountain Road was held on
Jsnusry 14, 1986. The following ara the Righwvay Departmeot’s proposals.

ALTERRATE 1 (¥o Build)

Under tha No-Build Alternate there would be no significant improvements to tha
axistingMaryland 177 other than the currently planned widening to threa lanes
hetween MD Rte 100 and Maryland Avanua.

ALTERRATE 2 (Your-Lane Curbed Roadway)
This would provide a four-lane roadway betwean the terminus of MD Rte 100 and
Long Point Road where it would transition to a three-lane roadway to Pinehurst.

ALTRRMATE 2A (Four-Lane Curhed Roadway with laft turn lanes at major intarsections)

ALTERMATE 3 (Five-Lane Curbed Roadway)

This would provde a five-lane roadvay compriaad of two travel lanas in each
directioo and one coatisuous left tern lawe in the middla of the roadway batwvean
the terminus of MD Rte 100 and Long Point Road. .

Wa feel you should think carefully about these proposals and their future
ramificstions. MNone of the above gives anyona an alternate routa off the panisula
in case of ewergency. (An altarnate route is why most paopla ara dissatiafied with
the present road)

1. Continuous thrae lane highways are notoriously dangerous. Oncoming haadlights
ara hlinding. It is difficult to discern who has tha right to use the centar lane
in some instances. In no way will a third lane aid worning and evaning traffic
congestion during the rush hours unless the third lane is cléarly limited to Wast
hound traffic in the A.M. and East bound traffic in the P.M. Tha Highvay Depertment
(upon hearing this suggestion which it had oot previously considered) would prohably
raquire costly overhaad diractional signals at all intersections (such es on the

Bay Bridga) aod would be prohibitivaly expansiva not to mention the sasthetics.

1f tha axisting talephone poles were either buried or moved considerahly farthar
sway from the road and the shouldar widened to facilitata passing, va would achieve
the same and as the proposad three-lane road at far less cost.

2. The use of either Alternata 2 or 3 would change the whole character of the
Mountain Road torridor. Tha road would ba physically similar to Ritchie HBighwvay
vithout any median strip. (Median strips serve as e safety bufféer and facilitate
pedestrian crosaing. Esthetically, median atrips provida visual raliaf from wiles
of concrete.) Many mora traffic lights would be added. No planning has been made
for the haavy watar run-off from such a large expense of concrete. At this time
thare is no propoaal for sound barriers such as those now being eracted on haavily
treveled four lane roads in Maryland and Virginia.

Our County Councilman, Mr. Ahern, admitted that tha videning. of Mountain Road to
four or five lanes will force the County to lift the moratorium on high dansity zoning,
anshling huge growth to begin inm undevaloped areas.

The Stata Highway officials are planning the thrae lane construction to begin this
Spring with plans for either four or fiva lanes in the next five years.

The Stata of Meryland ia not planaing to build a four or fiva lane highway aerely
to enahla those of us already residing on Mountain Road Routa 177 corrider to
traval up and down the road mbre quickly. Rsther, the State is planning increased
davalopment in thia araa and the road would be quickly fillad to capacity as nev
homes ara built. . . ' ’

. "A\g’m.;fot,-fin. ;in.'lﬁg_hvi a8 propos
itﬁ!ﬁahi : S ddrare il
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This is in response to the letter on the
preceding page.

B

Maryland Department of Transportaton Witiam K. Holoma
State Highway Administration Kassoft
March 26, 1986 pradmiara

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177
From Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
PDMS No. 023061

Mrs. Arthur B. Cecil

Mrs. James Morrison

Box 214

Gibson Island, Maryland 21056

Dear Mrs. Cecil and Mrs. Morrison:

Thank you for your March 10, 1986 letter with attached
statement expressing your opposition to our study proposals.

Improvements are being studied in response to priorities
established by Anne Arundel County elected officials who feel
that traffic capacity improvements are needed to support existing
traffic as well as traffic generated by planned growth.

We cannot put wide enough shoulders within our right-of-way
to facilitate the bypassing of left turning vehicles. We are
continuing to evaluate the possibility of providing reversible
lanes westbound in the morning peak hours. This will be
discussed at the March 26, 1986 Public Hearing. By whatever
method it may be utilized, we intend to proceed with construction
of the three lane roadway this spring, which we feel is much
needed to alleviate existing traffic demands.

We appreciate your taking the time to write. Thank you for
your interest in the project study.

Very truly yours,
Neil J. Pedersen, Director

Office of Planning and
Preliminary Engineering

NJP:ds

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

My telsphons number is_(301) 659-1110
Teistypewriter tor impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1.800-492-5082 Stetewide Toil Free
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Caivert St., Baltimors, Maryiang 21203 - 0717
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.rs. arthur 2. Tecil . ’
Sitson Iuland, 'L 21256
I’rs. James Yorrison = " °
: Siwson Island, ¥D 21056
Governor Harry Bughes _ ~ .
Governor's Office : ) larzh 10, 1986
State House o ’ Y
Annapolis, MD 21401
Dear Governor Hughes, . )
- . \
. i° 'Enclomed is a statement on the propozed widening.of.Z:
NYountain Rd. VWe would like sssurance from you that y !

will continue to support the builaiw: awratorium on the
Lountain Rd. Corridor. : AT -

1 .~ e

®
i7" we feel that the current repositioning of the tele=: .
phone poles should continue, allowing for wider shoulders*® ..
simultaneously facilitating Jelt hand turns).;- This should 3.’
be given a trial period before ‘he building of a third lane, .
since wider shoulders would accomplish the sanme
cost. Lo .. -

end at less

¢ -

- As taxpayers we feel we should be more consexrvative o
in sperding highway dollars and realistic about vhat a high-
way means in terms of increased development. . We are con==-'"
cerned trat Alternetes 2, 2A end 3, 2s proposed by ths State. s
Highway Administration will leed to increased development, ]
and that if implemented would 1ift the building moratorivm
This would make the widened road not only a safety hazard,a-;
a divisive concrete strip through the community, dut a traf-:
fic congested corridor similar to other areas where the so

called improved road has only led to more traffic and hodge=iiy’ 7

podge development. Ritchie Highwey is no excep;:_ign.;-; Ney:
have no faith that Anne Arundel County Planning and  Zoning:
along a so called improved road » L 'z 7 &
RS B i et Cmet R a Sy s

T Wa. T4 TRAT
¥e hope we can count on your su

3 :
would control commercialization and high,-density,.de!elo‘x,mentﬁ‘.f.
E

R, v :
B ARTICLE TSUBPSTTED BY" - . .
WEs. James R. MOrrason ead #ca. “Artnur 8. Cecai, 811
. . ] P

PUBLIC NEARINC O TUE PROPOSED WIDENLRC OF MOUNTAIN ROAD
JANUARY 14, 1986

——— e

The Public Haering on the proposad wideoing of Mouncain Road wes held on
Januery 14, 1986. The following are the Highway Deparcment's proposals.

ALTERMATE | (No Build) o

Undar tha No-Build Altarnata thare would ba no significant improvements to .tha
existing Marylend 177 othar than the currently planned widening to three lenes
batween MD Rte 100 and Marylend Avenue.

ALTERNATE 2 (Four-Lane Curbed Roadway)
This would provida a four-lane roadwsy between the terminus of MD Rta 100 end
Long Point Roed where it would treosition to s three-lana roedwey to Pinehurst.

ALTERRATE 2A (Four-Lane Curbed Roadway with left turn lanes at mejor intersections)

ALTERMATE 3  (Five-Lene Curbed Roadway)
This would provda ¢ five-lans roedvay aomprisad of two travel lanes in aach

direction end one aontinuous left turn lane in the middle of the roedway batwaan
tha tarminus of MD Rta 100 and Long Point Road.

Wa feel you should think cerefully ebout these proposels end thair futura
ramifications. Nooe of tha above gives enyoos an alternate routa off tha pacisule

in cese of amergancy. (An elterosts route is why most people ara diesstisfied with
the presant roed)

1. Continuous threa lane highways ere notoriously dengarous. Oncoming headlights
are blinding. 1t is difficult to discern who has tbe right to usa the center lane
in some instencas. ln no way will e third lana aid worning and avaoing traffic
congestion during the rush hours unlass tha third lene is ¢learly limited to West
bound traffic in the A.M. and East bound treffic in the P.M. Tha Highwey Depertment
(upon heering this suggastion which it bad oot praviously considared) would probably
require costly overhead diractional sigoels at all intersections (such es on the

Bay Bridge) and would bs prohibitively aspansive sot to mention the eesthetics.

1f the existing telephona polas were either buried or movad coosiderebly farthar
evey from the roed end the shouldar widened to fecilitata passing, we would achiava
the seme and es the proposad three-lena roed et far lass cost. ’

2. The use of either Altarnata 2 or 3 would change the whole cherecter of tha
Mountein Roed corridor. The roed would be physically similer to Ritchie Highwey
without any medieo strip. (Medien scrips serva as e sefety buffer and fecilitetas
pedestrian crossing. Estheticelly, median strips provide visual relief from miles
of concrete.) Many mora traffic lights would be edded. No planning has been made
for the heavy watar run-off from such a largs expanse of concrete. At this time
thera is no proposel for sound barriars such as those now being erectad oo baevily
traveled four lane roads in Maryland and Virginie.

Our County Councilman, Mr. Ahern, edmitted that tha widening of Mountein Roed to

four or fiva lanes will force the County to lift tha moretorium on high dansity zoning,
enebling huge growth to begin in undaveloped areas.

The State Highway officials ere planning tbe threa lane comstruction to bagin this
Spring with plens for sithar four or fiva lenes in tbe next five yaers.

The Stete of Marylend is not plenning to build e four or five lane highwey merely
to enable those of us alreedy residiog on Mounceio Roed Route 177 corridor to
(i1evel up and down the road more quickly., Rather, the Stete is planniog imcicased

development in thia aras asd ths road would be quickly filled to aepacity as uew
homes .are built.

= % S .
X thighvay,as g will mean
Seofrider!

IT
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3/31/86

Mrs. Arthur B. Cecil
Mrs. James Morrison

Box 214

Gibson Island, Maryland 21056

Dear Mrs. Cecil and Mra. Morrison:

Thank you for your letter of March 10, 1986 relative to th;
Maryland Route 177 study.

The continuation of the building moratorium ia a local land
use matter. Decisions regarding the moratorium will be made by
local Anne Arundel County officiala.

The State Highway Administration's proposals to widen Mountain
Road are in conformance with County development plans and are a re-
sult of coordination with elected officials.

Existing traffic congestion requires that the three-lane im-
provement from Maryland Route 100 to Maryland Avenue be underway
this spring. The State Highway Administration‘s proposals for the
long term, either four or five lanes, are being considered in an
effort to address projected traffic demands. 1 assure you every
effort will be made by the Administration to reach the most reason-
able solution to the problem.

Thank you for taking the time to write and we appreciate your
interest. Your views will be considered in the planning process.

Sincerely,

Harry Hughes
Governor

[P

e e et et et o1

bee:

Secretary William K. Hellmann, MDOT
Mr. Hal Kassoff, SHA

Mr. Neil J. Pedersen, SHA

Mr. Edward H. Meehan, SHA

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., SHA

Prepared by Frank DeSantis, SHA
Project Development Division

"(8-223-1109) 3/26/86

Pt g s G N ARUP SIS, L

4
¢

Page Two

S



<
T
no
()]

T T T S s

v e i N
L STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
=% QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS .
E 4

Location/Design Public Hearing
Contract No. AA 396-101-57}
Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road

1R

©

m
March 26, 1986 =
N w =59
o ' ’ :; ' F SZzo
 NAME K. (3‘;0%»3:&’ ' DATE_ % ‘%Eé:

) ) ; :
PLEASE  ADDRESS 8204 Bays Ol : '

CITY/TOWN :B.&Q\'.&_L__srns o fd. -

i/Wa wish to comment or inquire about the followlno a.pocto'o! thle project:

K was &movs S“ e ‘1-.(" wge Mq i. ﬁs \ma faa) r:g%
\ W :
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eJeo uA

| bope <

‘ 2 .1

a9

cm\uprou«\sg .

sk\( k 40 lzd
MO
Q’e.s 3 [
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—“u ‘JVO'-- ROy auu)o&"

elre-  WOao 9'94 '('

-_‘EA 0 !3&«.‘) d’ 8-“ |.A+r.rscc - \ ku\oo ‘u.‘ﬁ C\D-,w'
'o:l" { a{,so Kge w?%' M aay Kz-%\al b S t‘.#ku’-

| B bepe 399 gu D boliess on 04k B o
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_ip, \osr_ "“AL redsou \ ' .

leld Roropldyy

W@ Hh WOW?

‘(uot.)

CX{ 1 am currently on the Malling List. v
[ Please add my/our name(e) to the Malling List.x . .7 =’ DA

-

O

Maryland Department of Transportation

Witiiam K. Hefimann
Siate Highway Acmnistration Secraary

Hal Kassofl
Admiskyvte

April 18, 1986

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
P.D.M.S. No. 023061

. Mr. B. L. Caplinger
8224 Bayside Drive
Pasadena, Maryland 21122
Dear Mr. Caplinger:

Thank you for your April 4, 1986 comments opposing the
proposals to widen Mountain Road

Your views will be considered in our decision making
process. The State Highway Administration will attempt to
reach the most reasonable decision for this project. At
this time, however, the 5 lane proposal is the alternate which
will address the long term transportation needs of the community.

We appreciate your taking the time to write to us.

Very t

is H. Eg
Deputy D1recto
Project Development Division

LHE/FDS/elw

My talaphens number is.
ter for |
383-7555 Battimore Metro — 565-0451 N.C. Metro — 1 aoo492 5062 Statewide Toll Free
P.0. Box 717 / 707 Norih Caivart St., Baltimors, Marytand 21203 - 0717

N ~< . . [ re e e
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
= QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS .

Location/Design Public Hearing
Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road

March 26, 1986
/99 760,06

NAME 6Ujlm;b001 Sons ZTec, DATE n"/‘i/f(-
aooress_ GO | Revel f;éoy Retr <

crrvrrowu@#zés__snte_&/' zip cope2/¥0 [

I/We wiah to co,mmom or Inquire abgut tha !ollowlr:o aapects of thiaproject:
How T wi e2ftedf Ay 3beopp=i
Ceatze (‘g,LLz'o/ Lonag Bt /91/):1{? i !

PLEASE
PRINT

ywi wikd 442 Clﬁd—ff}'ac)éo'l/ EM(;Z O
TR enls. '

yd

gl am currently on the Maliing Llat.

{3 Pleaae add my/our name(s) to the Malling List.

[ VO S,

- r——

O

Wililam K. Heltmam
Secretary

Hal Kassoff

2 Administrater

April l?. 1986

Maryland Department of Transportation
i

State Highway Administration

Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177

From Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road

PDMS No! 023061

1

RE:

Cusimano & Sons, Inc.
601 Revel Highway & Route 50 4
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 ;

Dear Mr. Cusimano:

1986 inquiry concerning the

Thank you for your March 19,
Long Point Mall Shopping Center.

effects of our proposals to your

Enclosed for your information is a plan and cross~sectional
view of the tentative impacts of our ‘preferred 5-lane roadway.
Depicted in yellow shading is the existing roadway and shown in
red is the required additional paving. ~Also shown is the
proposed new right-of-way requirement.

You will see that, although theiisland is required for the
roadway widening, you should not losé any of your existing
parking. Access to your facility would remain unchanged.

The effects may be subject to sqQme revision during the final
design phase of the contract.

Please contact Mr. Frank peSantis of my office if there are
any questions. Thank you for your interest.

Very t%uly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy' Director
Project Development Division

by: %&«/A L%..Zf
Frank DeSantis
Project Manager

LHE:FDS:ds

Enclosure

cc: Mr. N.
Mr. B.
Mr. C.

J. Pedersen
Meehan .
Lee (W/ERC]OSiie dumberin__ 659-1109
Telstypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro ~ 1-800-492-5082 Statewice Tol! Free
P.0. Box 717 / 707 North Caivert St., Baltimore, Marylanc 21203 - o717
¢

A\
N



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
= QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS .

Location/Design Puhlic Hearing
Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Waryland Route 177 Mountain Road
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road
March 26, 1986

oint . &ssn,
tone ;AUL Dg!I,ETRO CHAIR. OF BOARD

NAME OATE

PLEASE

PRINT _ ADDRESS

MARCH 13, 1986
142 CIRCIERD? N
CITY/TOWN STATE zip c8b¥2
—pESADENE————

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

m’

AT THE MARCH 12,1986 general membership meeting of the

long point improvement assm, ,a motion was made and passed to

SUPPORT PLAN 3 OF THE PROPOCOED RY—+77

PLEASE ACCEPT THIS DOCUMENT AS I{)NG }"’OIN'F'S SUPPOB.'IT i_‘al

82-A
4
¥

ﬁl am currently on the Malling List.
] Plesss add my/our name(s) to the Malling List.

State Highway Administration

RE: Contract No.

Mr. Paul DiPietro, Chairman

Maryland Department of Transportation

Hal Xassal!
Adumiaintrater
March 31, 1986

AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road

PDMS No. 023061

Long Point Improvement Association

142 Circle Road
Pagadena, Maryland 21122
Dear Mr. DiPietro:

Thank you for your March
Point Community Association's
posed improvement to Maryland
ciated and will he considered

Thank you for taking the

13, 1986 letter indicating the Long
support for Alternate 3 for the pro-
Route 177. Your support is appre-
in our decision making process.

time to write to us.
Very truly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director
Project Development Division

wi T2t St 4

LHE:FDS:bh

cc: Mr. Edward Meehan

Frank DeSantis
Project Manager

659-1109

My telephone

Telstypewriter for impaired Hesring or Speech
383-7555 Battimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5082 Statew!de Tol! Free

P.0. Box 717 1 707 North Catvent S1., Baitimors, Marytand 21203 - 0717

K. Hslimaon

>
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Y STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS . = o
) - m
Ca
Location/Design Public Hearing - gé;
Contract No. AA 396-101-571 = =52
Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road ~ Z-om
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road pul 213
March 26, 1986 = T2
ﬂﬂ‘m\_\s‘ g
UN
name _WARREN /l/AG-RuDE/{ DATEIZ7”Z_),,/[’(
PLEASE AopRess_ 8/ 7& Kyversme DR PywEHursT

CITY/TOWN &SADE/VA— STATE ydF)

21p cope 2/ {2

1/We wish to comment or Ingquire ebout the Iollowlng e.pect. of this project:
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(LEM 3 MMMM

Mﬂg& M&xg:«:
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comegpariirn_wdR b2 Rt 32 A otlis antt D%
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A
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y 4
prIveY /rMM PASLN s / ‘p«rﬂé/v&ﬂ/

S WY /W

N A 5 fome Mamffw 7 =

3t am currently }m the Melling Llist,

C/‘NML bl cemw‘yv@é

[ Ptesse add my/our nsme(s) to the Melllng List.

B e =

T T

Maryland Department of Iransportation

State Highway Admirustration

Wittam K. Helimaan
Sucretary

Ha! Kassolt
Administrater

April 18, 1986

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
P.D.M.S. No. 023061

Major General Warren Magruder

8148 Riverside Drive
Pasadena, Maryland 21122

Dear General Magruder: -

Thank you for your March 27, 1986 comments supporting the.
project and the conduct of State Highway Administration staff
at the Puhlic Hearing.

The points you have made in your letter are well taken.
It is ohvious that you are knowlegeable in traffic management

matters and we appreciate your support for the preferred 5 lane
alternate.

Your views will he given consideration in our decision
making process.

Thank you for your interest in the study.
Very truly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.,

Deputy Director
Project Development Division

w e Dl d

Frank DeSantis
Project Manager

LHE/FDS/elw
cc: Mr. Edward Meehan

My telephone number Is. 659-1109

Teletypewriter for impared Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1.800-492-5062 Statewide Tol Free
£.0. Boxr 717 | 707 North Catvert St., Ba'timore, Marytang 23203 - 0717
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AP TS Location/Design Public Hearing - %‘:lg
Contract No. AA 396-101-571 4 Zow
TRAFF\C‘NG Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road - -‘1"3
mEnAST From Maryiand Route 100 to Pinehurst Road - ?;.-’3.-!
SECTION March 26, 1986 z *Z
- =
Gregg and T
S M RqarJ { 19%
NAME g2 D DATE
PLENE aopREss_|P) LDmﬁ% WOu

cnv/'rownm_snre_m)__zw cooes |22,

Wb wish to comment or inquire about the foliowing aspects of thlu project:

See SHA response on the following page.
a _left ey é
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lx] ! am currently on the Malling List.

{3 Plesse add my/our name(s) to the Malling List.
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State Highway Administration

=0
A) * Maryland Department of Transpertation Wikiam K. Holmara

May 13, 1988 Hal Kasteft

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 | .
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
PDMS No. 023061

Mr. and Mrs. Gregg Morgan
181 Lowes Way
Pasadena, Maryland 21122

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Morgan:

Thank you for your letter, dated April 1, 1986, express-
ing your views on the Maryland Route 177 study. Please excuse
the delay in responding.

Responses to your specific items are as follows:

1. Problem making left turn south side of Maryland
Route 177, particularly 0ld Mountain Road.

The improved level of service provided by the additional
traffic lanes will allow. more and larger breaks in through
traffic, thereby allowing perpendicular traffic sufficient
time to negotiate turning movements onto the highway.

2. Provide data and assumption for 29,000 vehicles
per day by year 2015.

Traffic assumptions involve calculations based on popula-
tion trends, proposed development, and the 3-C process. A copy
of the population trends, as found in the Environmental Assess-
ment, and a copy of the methodology of the 3-C process, are en-
closed,

At present, the average daily traffic (ADT), is 20,000.
It is projected, using those assumptions of population growth,
proposed development and the 3-C process, that the average daily
traffic would be 30,000 vehicles per day by 2015.

3. Left turns off Maryland Route 177 is the cause or the
problem.

Not only is traffic impeded by left turns at major inter-
sections, of which there are 10 from Maryland Route 100 to Long
Point Road, but there are 65 private driveways and 30 commercial
driveways which are also causing traffic to queue.

My telsphone number is___659-1109
Teletypewriter for tmpaired Hearing or Speech
3837555 Baitlmore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Meiro — 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Catvert St., Ballimore. Maryland 21203 - 0717

Mr. and Mrs. Morgan
May 13, 19886
Page 2

This has become a serious problem during peak hours. In this
regard, the 5 lane section will satisfy needs for both left
turning traffic and through volumes.

If there are further questions regarding traffic, please
contact Mr. Robert Lambdin at 659-1325.

Your opposition to the project will be considered in our
decision making process. Thank you for taking the time to
express your views. - .

Very truly yours,
Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Deputy Director
Project Development Division

Frank DeSantis
Project Manager

LHE¢FDB: cd
Enclosures

cc: Mr. Robert Lambdin
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This is in response to Hearing tes;cimony.

’ Maryland Department of Transportation —
State Highway Administration April 22, 1986 Secratary
Hal Xassott
RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571 acmmistrata

Maryland Route 177

From Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road

PDMS No. 023061

Mr. Howard O. Oden, Jr.
Secretary

Lake Shore Volunteer Fire Company
P.0. Box 1057 -

Lake Shore, Maryland 21122

Dear Mr. Oden:

As a follow-up to concerns expressed in testimony given at
the March 26, 1986 Public Hearing, enclosed is a more detailed plan
and cross-sectional view of the proposed impacts to the Lake
Shore Fire Company. -

As we stated in our letter of March 18, 1986 from Mr. Kassoff,
there would be approximately 55 feet remaining from the front
wall to the curb line. This information was also reiterated at
the Hearing. In your letter to Secretary William K. Hellmann you
stated that a minimum of 45 feet would be required for maintaining
equipment.

Subsequent to your receipt of our March 18, 1986 response, a
project development team review meeting was held. It was decided
at that time that the cost and community impacts caused by relo-
cating Lake Shore Drive eastward to Garland Road could not he
Justiftied. Therefore, the relocation was dropped from the study
and was not shown at the Hearing.

If you have additional questions or concerns, please feel
free to contact me or thé the Project Manager, Frank DeSantis,at
659-1109 for further coordination. Thank you for your cooperation.
Very truly yours,

Wg-lwcum

NJP:ds Neil J. Pedersen, Director
Bnclosure Office of Planning and
cc: Mr. Hal Kassoff Preliminary Engineering

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

Mr. Rohert Bond

Mr. Charles Lee

My tstephane aumber fs__(301) 658-1110
¥ for & s

or g of Speech
JEIT555 Baitimore Metro — 685-0451 O.C. Metro — 318004925082 Statewide Toll Free
209 8717
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
=< QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS .
N Location/Design Public Hearing
Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road
March 26, 1986
'NAME ﬁeaﬁég C.I)DAVLE")’ DATeﬂﬂIeCf/.?///yfé
;;m_rse ADDRESS____ Y625 f770onTh ¥ Konl
CITY/TOWN Fispvens STATEZLLYiax2_7iP cODEZ//R2.
I/Wa wlah to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this project:
T ji1SH 7o YoTE £ol THE pp LBuyred He7EQVATIVE
- ZTr /S pBWoys ARETER ArrewndinG rae [AIARCH 26
@ WEETInG THAT THE propt€ CLEARLY DowT (114 NT THE
/ —
N Y ok 5 LANE s AD HERE fBor FoR SomE REATON
W

THE pDocr7ici AVNS Do,
4

Zr ferourp BE g kY DANEEReUS SPEC A Y
po el fpioo D  OE B HAZARD To ALl OF i4iS-

T HAVE wEVER (N my LIEC SCEMN 4 LRV LG
pdp L o THIS PAPE S LANES . T r foipetl
CERTANLY QE Ap 00217 Y.

LM TO

E/l am currentiy on the Maliiing List.
) Plaaae add my/our name(a) to the Maliing Llat.

et
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Maryland Department of Tiansportation Wiliam K. Hellmemn

State Highwey Administration Secratary
Hal Kassoft
Administrater

April 18, 1986

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177
) Maryland Route 100 to
. Pinehurst Road

P.D.M.S. No. 023061

) ‘Mr. George C. Pauley
' 4625 Mountain Road

i Pasadena, Maryland 21122
Dear Mr. Pauley:

Thank you for your comments supporting the No-Build Alternate
for the Mountain Road study.

Your views will be considered in our process and we appre-
ciate your taking the time to write to us. Thank you for your
interest.

Very truly yours,

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

by: > Jﬂsﬂ&:

rank DeSantis
Project Manager

LHE/FDS/elw

My telephone number Is 659-1109

Teletypewriter tor impeired Heering or Speech
383-7555 Baitimore Metro — 565-0451 D.C Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toti Free

P.0. Box 717 / 707 North Catvert Si., Baltimore, Marylana 21203 - 0717
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
= QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS
—_———

Location/Design Public Hearing
Contract No. AA 396-101-57)
Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road
From Maryland Route i00 to Pinehurst Road

Warch 26, 1986 g o
(%] m
= o< .
=M .
<
W. Bdward Plitt rarciS215 658 : See SHA response on the following page.
NAME DATE =
PLEASE 9 Gray Drive . = Tm=
PRINT _ ADDRESS s =

Pasadena MD

CITY/TOWN STATE

E o; the gro; the need to
fic firom 3 Road §ses accegg © 3

rom intersecting roads, an acute problem specifica during ng

hea traffic period, a problem greatly exascerbated the staggered opening

©f school at Th& misplaced s8chool Complex along the route, school buses

operating in convoy, and the tie-ups resultiF from the individual pickup

of school children at their homes and at each intersection a ong untain

Road. If the obvious answer is more t i i i

ake ore Drive, causxn%, as 1t does, backups as far as and onto Route 100

’ during the evening rush for home, should command planning for other
alternatives.

We can get off Mountain Road now, both left and right - the real trouble js
etti on. ) B

aith ggspect to Alternates 2A and 3, each would r ire widening t
OF wa TOom ©o as much as g affecting almost 200 properties, and costing,
at todays prices, 12 million doliars. Mountain Road, and in effect Route

, are de end roads, leading nowhere, and serving only in Neck, e
interim improvement should serve to alleviate blockage of traffic turning

. roblems cannot be solve y further widening. e

massive blunders of not continuing Route 100 to Pinehurst and placing a
Wmvmm—rm—asmw-—w—g—fﬁﬁe —€n Befving a water (] e
Peninsula cannot be corrected by either Altern

ate.

f?‘i':A

X) 1| am currently on the Msiling List.

[ Plssse sdd my/our nsme(s) to the Malling List.




SE-A

» Maryland Department of Transportation Wiiam K. Hellmare
State Highway Administration Secratary
. Hal Kassoft
Administrater

-~

April 18, 1986

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
P.D.M.S. No. 023061

Mr. W. Edward Plitt
9 Gray Drive
Pasadena, Maryland 21122

Dear Mr. Plitt:

Thank you for your March 21, 1986 letter expressing your
opposition to widening ‘Mountain Road.

Traffic capacity per se is not an element of traffic flow
that will be significantly helped with the three (3) lane
improvement. Additional lanes will be required to handle long-
term capacity demands.

In October of 1984, the signal equipment at the Lake Shore
Drive intersection was changed so that we could make further
enhancements to the signal timing in an effort to address the
high volume of traffic encountered in the peak hours. At this
time a two minute green period is provided to the Maryland Route
177 approaches from 6:30 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and again from
3:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. At all other
times the green interval to Maryland Route 177 is a great deal
less. A recent inspection conducted hy the signal technicians
indicates that the equipment is functioning properly and pro-
viding the timing element during the peak hours as noted.

When one recognizes the volume of traffic that utilizes
Maryland Route 177 in this area, the disruption of the flow
for any reason, i.e. someone stops to make a left turn, school
hus stop, signal turns red, etc., severe disruption of the flow
will result. This is simply a matter of too many cars and a lack
of highway capacity to properly handle them. The long term
solution to this problem is the construction of additional
travel lanes in order to provide a highway capacity that is

My aumber fs_ 021109

Teletypewriter for tmpaired Hearing or Speech
3837555 Baittmose Metro — 565-0451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewlve Toll Fres
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Ballimore, Maryiand 21203 - 0717

- » . e . -

Mr. ¥. Edward Plitt
April 18, 1986
Page 2

necessary to handle the existing and future traffic volumes
in this corridor.

LHE/FDS/elw

cc:

Mr.

Lawrence Elliott

Very truly yours,

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

o At dts

rank DeSantis
Project Manager
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Location/Design Publiec Hearing

Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road =
March 26, 1986 »

NAME ﬂ//(S-ﬂ%?/;V /00///7f
PhcE aooress 22 Beacrane  Food/ o

=
CITY/TOWN .@_fm_su'ra Mo

1/%% wish to comment s=dwgivo about the following aspects of this project:

21P cope_<//2

L yich o shite my strong sucpm? Ko B frpele

3 (5-Lare Curbed Bopdmay ) as_ the st (os7-pioten?
_and_pes?_scliitior oF the 2o Fhc Ccongestinr cp foule 177
T_hepe Fhet the state will gl be jptlumied by
the Few vocal “olants " st nrre _presep? g7 A
Lublic Hearive i Marh 26. Fo  these people 7o Jz/Jﬂquf
thet Bltorets 1 be geespted [s gsivipe. 4 fave Bron
_0Herdims _preetings  of County and s7afe Jepels For vens
fd /h-’ﬁ/‘;')’e Hlowrfain Load -/ We 0ust hare /7/7(1'/'/747&" .3./

Nepe of- e Cemmanities —porth or South o F Plowrntecy G-
Barl p_by-pass thry Hheir tommunity - renard s o
Wwhat M; Hhbern Ms L Koute 100 /(’d/? i?/?’ e
Cxterded o Toreturst becayse o7 o Coup’y o2 brdin.
Where cums gty flen whep et pos Ore 7 /%;/yﬁ 3
is_peeded opd ferg operdie. Trhe intersts oF Ahe muaiad?,
LL 15/ ders on this” pernisule prmst Foke Crevedence oy
Lhe ipForeste oL Afe Conpmertial oreper?y gunpers o Loz Zozr
Tood. Plecse besp pre intormed of our AALELESS,

LS>ﬂYf7f4‘
BT 1 am currently on the Malling List. %_9 ?7/ ) M
[} Please add my/our name(s) to the Maliling List. ' (/

William K. Hefimann
Stata Highway Admimistration Secrstary

‘6 Maryland Department of Transportation

Hat Kgssst!
Admisisteater

April 18, 1986

RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
P.D.M.S. No. 023061

Mrs. Mary Poling
92 Beacrane Road
Pasadena, Maryland 21122

Dear Mrs. Poling:
Thank you for your March 28, 1986 comments supporting the
5 lane roadway for the Mountain Road study. Your views will
be given serious consideration. .
The 5 lane alternate continues to be the preferréd solution.

You will be advised of pProject developments through the
mailing list and through local newspaper media.

1S H. 5
eputy Director
Project Developheht Division

LHE/FDS/elw

My tahap number 1s__ 002-1109

Tatetypewriter for Impaired Hearning or Spesch
383-7555 Baltimora Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewidte Toil Free
P.O. Bor 717/ 707 Nosth Caivert St., Baitimore, Marytena 21203 - 0717
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS .
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Location/Desxgn Public Hearing
Contract No. AA 396- -101-571
Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road

From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road -'? o
Warch 26, 1986 = m
S5
: w Sgg
~ DNOCC
NAME J;(‘fy Z p/"‘"f DATE J—Jé@
—'
- = .
PR E aopRess__72 6)"”0"*-‘3 Aol - g S

ervvivown G sadene  grare 22 zir cope 2//X2
i/We wish to commant or inquire about the foilowing aapects of this project:

”/frw/a /&f/‘/vc ﬁc’w;) I%; He l»v/,v Hhong z{l’f !
YA hels wt pd grea fe (oAl of oy i Here Tde desirm

a'gfgcg ﬂif:r,f/ arc ”r o/c/er Ag.(gwc{‘(_} v‘:s‘( Loek rro/
_ém_l bu7 e o047 of a/of fﬂvy a4 14,./ for -‘/ﬂh/ con L wrs?

.é(n«" teploced 7/4,) [},u7— We A/C. égidv rowud h ﬂ// Py /i
Tmr ¢ Tromr -Z? //¢J ”z l/ﬂ;rr 770% 2.4 o Z 4o

flw( (-]

_Q[ ﬂlj Aon- 0/ /lﬁrc/ In_owee 3‘# gé (7 XX > g éﬂ
-Jlﬂ-éﬂé;—h’—ﬂ'_—no_hu__gw_m,__{a_‘_ !
P %, VAP g/“m;g He Commaiiles
A‘Ve.’ d’g S amr a;gf Ler E" ’cgd 2 f E" a2 as7 (1](7“1 prd He

Lz

N

—ONTERECT TN ——
MAILING JST o

3 1 am currentiy on the Maifing Liat. 7: . !
3 Please add my/our nams(s) to the Maliiling Lia :

SHA Response: Alternate 3 is the Selected
Alternate. -

b
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- STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION R P ’ '
’ =T QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS .
. m . : hd
» Loomtton/onten pumns . Maryland Department of Transportation Witim K. Hebmare
cation/Design ¢ Hearing L Highway Adrini Secrvtery
Contract ‘No. AA 396-101-571 T L S Hon Hal Kassolt
Maryland Route 177 Mountain-Road o - . April 18, 1986 Mdatalciter
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road -
March 26, 1986 5 ) RE: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
. . . -, ' ) Maryland Route 177
: L : Maryland Route 100 to

Pinehurst Road
PDMS No. 023061

C wawe EDWARY T Rupeh i oo Spe
PRSE aooress_2co Brach Rd R itvvBon Oen, - Baward 5. B s
. B v : Mr. iward ‘J. Roach, Sr.

q - . U - - iy .
N, ' ‘ E &l;&)—’ gl - - - 200 Beach Road ‘- :
CITYITOW_NX_&SADE A__srave 1P coo ST~ Pasadena, Maryland 21122

"4

1/Wé wish to comment or Inquire about the_following npoloti of this projeot:

- Dear Mr. Boach: o -
N 3 - u Thank ybu for your March 28, 1986 letter expressing your con-
d ot ded 3/)—L/F6 ettt q : . - - i cerns about the Maryland Route 177 project.
) ; T - t
\"J Lo taiuls . oq s 7{7\(../ MW P : While it is true that the project is controversial, we cannot
) i j f 4 . agree that the overwhelming majority oppose it. We would suggest
n\/ﬁ. L! A}j' A M M /‘L&u'z‘v&#a ;Jn/ ‘24414’ﬂ1/ ' that you coordinate your views with Mr. David Williams, President

of your Council, .who is on record as supporting the project and
who was offered an opportunity to personally review our studies
prior to the hearing.

——id, -h&‘v;_"Lu*K—(A ~£¥ fvn’.f(»( \A
Reoply g thhd/bie d Y

1

We would be happy to discuss the project and provide you a
review. Please contact the Project Manager if you wish to have
Az, i ! 1 oMUt : further discussion. We have added your name to our mailing list.

7 ’, X . . N
£ lﬁm ’( o h oA \’ btz R OA 4 Y et ai ./,.q.w({f&( ‘ Thank you for your interest.
. . . /[ . . - \ . X
peg (+: % ullP} )L ool ,/Qz-‘/hm’n Loy ‘//‘)/171%-71‘ ’ ‘ : Very truly yours,
“f . + ) ) . : ’

! . Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy Director
' . ) Project Development Division

Frank DeSantis
Project Manager

LHE: FDS:bh

cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen
Nr, Edward Meehan
Mr. David Williams
Mr. Lawrence Elliott -

. =3 . ' )
& fre it apotel Ciasn) Lond  qoed] Sy dNLHT -
e > WYY 0 /;' (AL oAM 1 A’!-r gAAM NG ‘..AA.. SAA A‘Jﬂ. ek’ g.f,._..nl" 1 A
£33 ) am currefitly on thé Malling List. 555 .0 . .- '

- " My talsphone pumber - 598-1109
. s a%Telsty tor 9 or Speech -
Blmmnto Moo — 565-0451 D.p. Metro — 1-800-492-5082 Statewide Toll Free
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i v 3 STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION M
: N “l,. = QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS . :
N ¥ | - partment of 7, ortation R
l.ocation/Design Public He-ring c . Malylamiﬂe ent ,a”sp mm
Contract No. AA 396-101-571 ¢ ) s-mnmwm . ;,,. A d
A Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road i 9 : = '“I Kassalt
e s From Maryland Boute 100 to Pinehurst Road . R o .
N ©." “March 26, 1986 . 'A 112, 1086 -
o : e o : -Apr e

RE: - Contract No. AA 386-101-571
_* Maryland Route 177

Maryland Route 100 to

Pinehurst Road

P.D.M.8B. No. 023061

PLEASE : : -
PRINT : i ' .
; i cnwroviu_m_sf;\fe_mm CODE_ 2L/ A, Do s T -
i 1/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: L 7'1‘&66?;2:52515&:933&-;; . i

Pasadena., Ilaryland 21122

. _‘_’,s v
Dear Ilr. 'eber: e -

We ha"re forwarded your inquiry relative to the Mountain
Road study to our District 5 Utility Office in Annapolis. They

k will be providing you with a response.

Thank you for taking the time to write us.
Very truly yours,

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

i . Frank DeSantis
: ' Project Manager

LHE/FDS/elw
! cc: Mr. Charles W. Carroll (w/incoming)

. L
G=] | am currently on the Malling Liat. : : : ) - higEe 1108
L " My telephane number is.
) Please add my/our name(s) to the Malling List. - . . - . - Tetetypewriter for impairad Hearing or psech
—~ e . 3837553 Baltimore Metro — 5050451.0.C, Matro - 1-800432.6062 Ststewide Toli Frae
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. Location/Design Public Hearing -3 m%
C Contract No. AA 396-101-571 % oF
Haryland Route 177 Mountain Road = ::r;
From #aryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road = =
March 26, 1986 =23
BV\i c. w. l‘l St
NAME Ec‘hé‘gt én& &‘-4‘«\ c\uu»' DATE 3/’/"‘
:'éfhlATse ADDRESS ’ZO’ bklge woo«-. an..
orvirown fagadems,  srave_Md.  ip gope zmrr
1/Ws wish to commasnt or Inquire about ths following aspscts of this project:
The Greater fasndima Council, which reprevents 28

Cm»\'«-uh ass0C tadromic (17 of Heen ave o Hao M+ Kd.
&mns-vla.\ Suppevidy f1 SHA. plin. of tidewnin,
1‘9.5' /Ancs. Tl asount of pe-ojlt. 8

Mt RY.

e C,t-—-buunkﬁ;
_MWSA-J*—J .ln‘ This GP')Ahlzc,hM fav exceeds Hoe
ﬁ’ Number of peopl._ who a.p;u.weo(
: Ch_;ay-ulu.

Hea ‘porjeets

o-ﬁ.f"‘-—i_
.m:L' of fB ggunns-\—(__a durl; KARJ avey
.mq¢fCRM w-lu-q M. A,

IASM of'
MZ@?_A%"‘"" 1v-1  pass prewec] At “4
_The Greader” Prsadhon Crincd ume..c Fho SHA ¢ pr-ccu(
et afl  delilesage 9#% widen Mt Al ro
5 lanes,

. [) e A2 [ L1y

. PAand (- IV AAS
P’bStdeo\i‘
Greater Fsaden CJ-M Y

[N
<

“a¥ _He he“.-\., T
MMLQJ\.--—I on Tl Mereh 1986 4o ' o)

L 195F Ha vast majovi by

sse
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~ 11 am currently on the Malling List

g Plssss add my/our n_amo(o_) to the Malling List.

[ ENTERED o
T MR N sy

%P) Meaiyland Department of Transportation

State Highway Administration

Wihkiam K. Heltmann
Secratary

Het Kessoft
Aminirster

April 18, 1986

Contract No. AA 396~101-571
Maryland Route 177

Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road

Mr. David C. Willims, President
Greater Pasadena Council
1208 Holmewood Drive

Pasadena, Mafyiand 21122
Dear Mr. Williams:

Thank you for your comments received April 7,
ing the views of 28 community associations in the

Your support for Alternate 3, the 5 lane proposal, will be
considered in our decision making process
Administration continues to take

The State Highway
the view that a 5 lane roadway

is the preferred solution to the

} community.

transportation needs of the

1986 represent-
DPasadena area.

As requested; your name has been placed on our mailing list
Thank you for tnkmg the time to write to us.

Very t y you

B & WP

ouis H. Ege, J
Deputy Director
Project Developmen

Division
LHE/FDS/elw
cc: Mr. N, J. Pedersen
Mr. E. Meehan

My telophans mumber 1s__C >0~ 1109

Teleiypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech
383-7555 Baftimore Metro —

51 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492.5062 Statewide Toll Free
P.O. Box 717 1 707 North Caivert St., Baitimore, Maryiang 21203 - 0717
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Exhtst 1
SENATE OF MARYLAND
A9
rC _":m ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401.1991 - m,:A
AMNE ARUNDEL COUNTY nmvun;:n:umnm
COMMITTIE:
AICIAL PROCEEDINGS: Ornce:
32 JAMES SINATE OFFICT BULDING

I7-A

PUBLIC HEARING

MD. RTE. 177 MOUNTAIN ROAD
March 26, 1986

The matter before us tonight is not a new one. It is an issue that has
generated great controversy and one that has no easy or simple solution. For
this reason, the final solution to the traffic congestion on Mountain Road
will not be popular with everyone. It is, however, an issue that can no
longer be side-stepped or avoided; the time to deal with the traffic con-
gestion is now. The citizens of the Peninsula have appropriately demanded
that their government officials deal directly and immediately with this issue.

It is and always has been my position that improvements to Mountain Road
are clearly needed. This is not based on my desire to accommodate future
development on the Peninsula, but to meet the needs of existing residents. I
feel that were we to turn our backs on this fact, we would be acting jrre-
sponsibly. The safety and convenience of all residents of this area are at
stake.

As you are aware, we, the elected officials of the 3Ist District and the
3rd Councilmanic District were successful in obtaining funds for the three
lane widening of Mountain Road. The fruits of our efforts should be realized
by years end with the completion of this project. Once this short-term
widening is completed, 1 am committed to demanding that the state officials
determine if any adjustments can be made to that project so that this short-
term measure becomes our long-term solution. We will request all options
including, but not 1imited to, interchangeable lanes be evaluated.

[ — |

In the meantime, if we are really serious about addressing the congestion
problems on Mountain Road, we must endorse the state's plan for the five-lane
widening. Failure to support this proposal at the present time could jeopard-
ize our standing in the priorities of the state funding of highway projects.
The demand for road projects continues to increase with less resources avail-
able to fund these projects.

In order for construction to begin on this alternative for Mountain Road,
it will be necessary for the State Highway Administration to perform project
planning studies, detajled design, and right-of-way acquisition activities
prior to construction. From a project production standpoint, a mininum of
four to five years would be required before construction could begin. Many
of you here tonight will not be happy with what I am saying, but it is impor-
tant that I give you the facts as they exist and not provide you with
As your elected officials, our responsi-

I am convinced that the

risleading or false information.
bility is to seek the funding for this project.
State Highway Administration is committed to this project.

I am not pleased with the prospect of displacing the residents and
businesses along Mountain Road, many of whom are longtime residents of the
Peninsula. As I stated, there will be many years before construction begins.
During this time, there will be a need for compromise and negotiation to
solve our traffic congestion problem. It is my hope that we will maintain
an open line of communication. It is only through an open, honest and
frank exchange of ideas that we solve this long standing problem.
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#° T, UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY g o
;M REGION th - o7 2
s o<g
\w N 841 Chestnut Bul =/
e Phiisdeiphia. Pennsyivania 19107 w =5P°
= szg p.1V-20 Table 7 indicstes that 10 of the 13 noise receptors are
~ Tm— (1V.F.2) expected to exceed the FHNA Noise Abatement Criteria for
-'-'f P the design year, based on tbe study of Alternate 3. While
s —i it 1s understood that Alternate 3 was chosen as an exemple
m14 m of the worst case situation, the projected noise levela are
Louts H. Ege, Jr. in many instances, so close to tbe FHWA ciriteria to suggest 3
Deputy Director that the predicted noise levels from otber alternates could
Project Development Division (RM 310) be lower and remain within estsblished levels. EPA therefore
State Higbway Administrstion suggests that additional dsta be gstbered, and noise levels
707 K. Calvert Street computed for tbe otber alternstes as well. If the resulting
Baltimore, MD 21202 : ' projections are found to be closer to, or even within tbe
FBNA criteria, tbe selection of tbe final aligmment should
Re: MD Rt 177; 86~06-119 take this iato consideracion.
Eavirommental Assessaent
and Air Quality Analysis p.IV-22 In tbe section devoted to construction noise, consideration
(1V.F.3) ehould be given to restricting construction to specific hours 4
Dear Mr. Ege: " of tbe day. Theae same restrictions should also apply to tbe
maintevance of of heavy equipment.

In accordance with the provisions of Section 309 of tbe Clean Alr
Act end the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), EPA has reviewed
the Envirommental Aseessment (EA) and Afr Quality Analysis for the above
referenced project. Bssed on our review, we recommend incorporation of
the wetlands avoidance approacb in the Fresh Pond/Angel’s Bog sres,
regardless of the alternate chosen. We wish to be kept apprised of tbe
fessibllity of this approach throughout the design phase of tbe project. 1
If circunventing this wetland area i{e determined to be impractical, a Sincerely, N
full discussion of the rationale behind tbat decision sbould be presented. W 7 @P’W
In addition, aitigetion for wetland lossee, however minimal, ghould be ’
coordinated with the proper agencies.

Richard V. Pepino

Chief, NEPA Compliance Section

Thenk you for offering EPA tbe opportunity to review and comment on this
EA. Please advise us of the status of the project's design phaee with
regard to wetlands avoidance, stormwater management asnd eedimentation/erosion
isgues. Should you bave any questions, or 1{f we can be of additfonal
aesistance, plesse call Jeffrey Alper at 215/597-7817.

The following comments and observations refer to tbe EA and express
our concerns regarding the enviromaental impacts that could be encountered.
We have no comments on the Alr Quality Analysis.

p.1V-7 Mention ig made of the pipe and culvert extensions that would
(1v.D.3) be required by tbe higbway expansion. The exact number of
these exteneions and tbeir locations ehould be clarified,
slong with a statement regarding the bydraulic capacities of
the lengthened structures in reletion to drainage areas. 2 N

!
i
1

p. 1V-8 As design deteils are developed, EPA wisbes to be advised nf
(1v.D.3) the specifics pertaining to stormwater management and sedime::
and erosion control.




o

SHA Response to United States Environmental Protection Agency:
1. The Selected Alternate avoids Angel Bog.

2. This information will become available during final
design. The Maryland Route 177 project will be dis-
cussed at the Quarterly Environmental Inter—-Agency
meetings held by the State Highway Administration.

When the project reaches the appropriate stage of final
design, the answers to these specific questions will be
discussed at an Inter-Agencv meeting.

3. The noise impacts of Alternate 2A would be identical to
those of the Selected Alternate.

4. Construction and maintenance activities will generally
occur during normal working hours on weekdays.
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STATE OF MARYLAND = <
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - o
WATER RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION e 2mD
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUNLDING =2
ANNAPOUIS, MARYLAND 21401 -~ PRom
£ =29
. e =m
May 5, 1986 o a
=)
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.
Deputy Director
Project Development Division
State Highway Administration
707 N. Calvert Street
Room 310
Baltimore, MD 21202
Re: WRA No. 79-PP-0108

SHA No. AA-396-101-571
Environmental Asseeement for MD 177
from MD 100 to Pinehurst Road in
Anne Arundel County

Dear Mr. Ege:

The above referenced document hae received neceesary review by the Water
Resourcee Administration and other agencies within the Department of Natnral
Resources. The following is a summary of comments by this office and tbe onee
provided by the Tidewater Administration's Coastal Resources Division and
Pisheries Division, Capital Programs, Forest, Park and Wildlife Service and the
Wetlands Division of WRA.

In accordance with Section 8-803, Natural Resources Article, Annotated Code
of Maryland, a Waterway Construction Permit will be obtained from this
Administration ehould the selected alternative alter the course, current, or
cross-aection of Angel's Bog Preeh Pond or its associated floodplains.

In addition, in accordance with Section 8-11-05 and Section 8-11A-05, 1
Natural Reeources Article, Annotated Code of Maryland, the euhject project
requiree neceseary review and approval for sediment control and stormwater
management requiremente by the Sediment and Stormwater Division of this
Administration. The Water Resourcee Administration prefers the alternative
which would have the lesst impact on the watere of the State.

Please keep in mind that Angel's Bog has been designated ae an Area of
Critical State Concern and has been found to snpport a highly diverse floral
community. 1n fact, it hss the higheet diversity index of all the Anne Arundel
County bogs and represents one of the finest non-tidal wetland habitats in
northern Anne Arundel County. Said habitat benefits uncommon nests, eerves as
a repository for common species be displaced by increasing urhanization, and
pports the pr of rare plants. :
T (301) 269-2265 i

haad VO.\ CEAF-SALTIMORE 2882808 WASHINGTON METRO $53-0450

Mr. Louie B. Ege, Jr.
May 5, 1986
Page Two

Given the aforementioned attrihutes of Angel's Bog, the Department strongly
recomenda that the avoidance option be pursned for any of the build
alternatives chosen, that stringent stormwater mansgement measures be
incorporated into the project to reduce the impact of increased runoff so as to
maintain the existing hydrology of the contributing drainage area and to ensure
its integrity, diversity and productivity. Additionally, the potential impact
of increased pollutant-laden roadway runoff on Fresh Pond/Angel ‘s Bog must be
considered in the FPinal Environmental document.

Sincerely,

Q @xm\%\_ .

%."7‘ Randy L. Harrill
Chief, Waterway Permita Division

RLH:MQT:das
cc: Elder Ghigiarelli
Carlo Brunori

Ted Hogan

Earl Shaver
Arnold Norden
George KRrantz
Wanda D. C. Adams

2



SHA Responses to Water Resources Administration:

Sediment and erosion control and stormwater management
will be incorporated in the project. Required plans
will be filed and permits obtained.

1.

2. The Selected Alternate avoids impacts to Angel Bog.
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10 W. College Terrace \\\

f""". United States Soil ‘
d Department of Conservation Room 230 ,
7/ Agriculture Service Frederick, MD 21701 '

June 13, 1986

Ms., Cynthia D. Simpson

Chief, Environmental Management
Maryland Dept. of Transportation
State Highway Administration

P. 0. Box 717

707 North Calvert St.

Baltimore, MD 21203-0717

Re: Farmland Protection Policy Act form AD-1006 for
MD Rt. 177 from MD Rt. 100 to Pinehurst Road in
Anne Arundel County

Dear Ms. Simpson:

I reviewed the information you sent relating to future land use and learned from
Anne Arundel County Planning and Zoning that low density residential zoning can
be defined as 1/2 to 2 units per acre. Based on the FPPA regulations, land

can be precluded from "prime'" if the density exceeds one unit per 3/4 acre.
Therefore, this low density zoning in Anne Arundel County may be viewed as
marginal for precluding '"prime' soils from consideration under FPPA. However,
from a practical viewpoint it is difficult to visualize how the loss of 1 - 2 ac.
of statewide important soils (RuA and RuB2), that is yet to be built upon

(zoned low density residential), will affect agriculture in such a rapidly
urbanizing area.

If I can be of further assistance, please feel free to contact me at 394-6822.

Sincerely,

LAt

CARL E. ROBINETTE
Area Soil Scientist

Enclosure

cec:
James Wist, District Consvst., SCS, Annapolis, MD

O The Soii Conservation Service
is an agency of the ;
u Department of Agricuiture V=46
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_ OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE

201 WEST PRESTON STREET ¢ BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 » AREA CODE 301 « 383-

TTY FOR DEAF: Baito. Area 383-7555
D.C. Metro 565-0451

Adele Wiizack, R.N., M.S., Secretary Wiillam M. Eichbaum, Assistant Secretary

April 9, 1986

=

¥

S—

= = 117,53
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Acting Chief \\:gw
Environmental Management ::}c:?:‘- é?
Bureau of Project Planning (Room 310) D c";“::‘%gg
State Highway Administration g'b.m@gg
707 North Calvert Street o3 Qf~2 -
Baltimore, MD 21202 S I3

Re: Contract No. AA 396-101-571
Maryland Route 177 from
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
P.D.M.S. No. 023061

Dear Ms. Simpson:

We have reviewed the Draft Air Quality Analysis for the above
subject project and have found that it is not inconsistent with the
Administration's plans and objectives.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this analysis.

Sincerely,

Edward L. Carter, Chief

Division of Air Quality Planning
and Data Systems

Air Management Administration

ELC/cp
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Maryland Histo

rical Trust June 26, 1985

Ms, Cynthia D, Simpson

Acting Chief, Enviroumental Management
State Highway Administration

P. 0. Box 717

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

RE: Maryland Route 177 Widening
Maryland Route 100 to
Pinehurst Road
Anne Arundel County

Dear Ms. Simpson:

Thank you for your letter regarding the above-referenced
project,

We concur with your opinion that sites 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6
and 8 are not eligible for the National Register. We further
concur that the Bodkin School may be National Register-~
eligible,

Sincerely,

J. Rodney Little
Director

State Historic Preservation
Officer

JRL/KEK/hec
cc: Mr. Anthony F., Christhilf

Ms., Linda Collins
Ms. Rita Suffness

V-48

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




BUREAU OF
PROJECT PLANNING

Jw?2Z 3 o5 PH'86

Maryland Historical Trust 16 January 1986

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., Acting Chief
Bureau of Project Planning

State Highway Administration

Maryland Department of Transportation
P. 0. Box 717

707 North Calvert Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

Re: AA 396-101-571
MD Rt 177
(MD Rt. 100 to Pinehurst Rd.)
P.S.M.S. No. 023061
Anne Arundel County, Maryland

Dear Mr. Ege:

Thank you for your letter of December 20, 1985, regarding this project.
We believe that Bodkin School is not eligible for the National Register,
. and we agree with SHA that a determination of effect is not needed.

Based upon the results of the Phase I archeological reconnaissance con-
ducted of the project area, we concur that the above-referenced project will
have no effect upon significant archeological resources. Therefore, additional
archeological investigations are not warranted for this particular project.

Sincerely,

J. Rodney Little
Director/
State Historic Preservation Officer

JRL/GJA/pc

cc: Ms. Rita Suffness
Mr. Tyler Bastian
Mr. Anthony Christhilf
Mr. Michael Parker

Shaw House, 21 State Circle, Annapolis, Maryland 21401 (301) 269-2212, 269-2438, 269-2850
Department of Economic and Community Development Admin. S&P TPS
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TORREY C BROWN. M.D. KENNETH N. WEAVER
SECRETARY STATE OF MARYLAND CIRECTOR
MARYLANO GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
JOKWN R. GRIFFIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DEPUTY SECRETARY EMERY T. CLEAVES
MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OEPUTY DIRECTOR

THE ROTUNDA
711 W. 40TH STREET, SUITE 440
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21211

Division of Archeology
338-7236

9 December 1985

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr.

Bureau of Project Planning

State Highway Administration

P.0. Box 717/707 North Calvert St.
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717

RE: MD 177 (MD 100 to Pinehurst Dr.)

Dear Mr., Ege:

I recently completed a Phase I archeological investigation of the
proposed highway expansion of Maryland Route 177 from the juncture of Maryland
Route 100 to Gibson Island. The area surveyed was confined to the limits of
the proposed right-of-way as well as the section of the John Downs Memorial
Park, which will be impacted by the replacement of Pinehurst Road.

A total of eleven loci were surveyed in the field over the course of
several days. Loci were selected on the basis of previous experience with
site prediction models. Shovel test pits were placed at approximately
20-meter intervals over most of each loci unless evident disturbances or lack
of topographic integrity made testing unnecessary. Soil from the shovel test
pits was screened through one quarter inch hardware screen., A total of 78
test pits were dug and screened.

Two transects within the bounds of the Maryland Route 177 project area
had been previously examined (with negative results) in 1980 by the Maryland
Historical Trust through a contract for the Maryland Department of
Transportation to inventory the architectural and archeological resources in
the area. These transects were not resurveyed during the work done on this
survey.

V-50
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Prior to doing field work, historical background research was done to
locate potentially significant archeological sites within the project limits.
Search of the historical 1literature of the area, study of early maps, and
discussions with local inhabitants during fieldwork revealed no historically
important sites or buildings within the limits of the right-of-way.

The results of the fieldwork were also negative. No prehistoric cultural
material was found in the 78 shovel test pits or on the surface. Some
historic material was found, but is all of recent origin (post 1940).

No additional archeological field investigations are recommended 1in
connection with this project as defined in the plans provided.

A more detailed report will be forthcoming. 1In the meantime if you have
questions regarding this matter, please feel free to call me.

Sincerely,

bttie Psspe /
MD#’?@&_/;
Hettie L. Boyce // :73£L/

Archeologist
HLB:1w

cc: Rita Suffness

V-51
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Attachment for Environmental
Impact Documents

Revised: November 29, 1985

Bureau of Relocation Assistance

"SUMMARY OF THE RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM OF THE

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND'"

All State Highway Administration projects must comply with the
provisions of the "Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970" (Public Law 91-646)
and/or the Annotated Code of Maryland, Real Property, Title 12,
Subtitle 2, Sections 12-201 thru 12~212., The Maryland
Department of Transportation, State Highway Administration,
Bureau of Relocation Assistance, administers the Relocation
Assistance Program in the State of Maryland.

The provisions of the Federal and State Law require the State
Highway Administration to provide payments and services to
persons displaced by a public project. The payments that are
provided include replacement housing payments and/or moving
costs. The maximum limits of the replacement housing payments
are $15,000 for owner~occupants and $4,000 for tenant-
occupants. Certain payments may also be made for increased
mortgage interest costs and/or incidental expenses, provided
that the total of all housing benefits does not exceed the
above mentioned limits., In order to receive these payments,
the displaced person must occupy decent, safe and sanitary
replacement housing. In addition to the replacement housing
payments described above, there are also moving cost payments
to persons, businesses, farms and non-profit organizations.
Actual moving costs for residences include actual moving costs
up to 50 miles or a schedule moving cost payment, including a
dislocation allowance, up to $500.

The moving cost payments to businesses are broken down into
several categories, which include actual moving expenses and
payments"in lieu of" actual moving expenses. The owner of a
displaced business is entitled to receive a payment for actual
reasonable moving and related expenses in moving his business,
or personal property; actual direct losses of tangible personal

property; and actual reasonable expenses for searching for a
replacement site.
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The actual reasonable moving expenses may be paild for a move by
a commercial mover or for a self-move. Generally, payments for
the actual reasonable expenses are limited to a 50 mile

radius. The expenses claimed for actual cost commercial moves
must be supported by receipted bills. An inventory of the
items to be moved must be prepared in all cases. In self-
moves, the State will negotiate an amount for payment, not to
exceed the lowest acceptable bid obtained. The allowable
expenses of a self-move may include amounts paid for equipment
hired, the cost of using the business” own vehicles or
equipment, wages paid to persons who physically participate in
the move, the cost of actual supervision of the move,
replacement insurance for the personal property moved, costs of
licenses or permits required, and other related expenses.

In addition to the actual moving expenses mentioned above, the
displaced business is entitled to receive a payment for the
actual direct losses of tangible personal property that the
business 1s entitled to relocate but elects not to move. These
payments may only be made after an effort by the owner to sell
the personal property involved. The costs of the sale are also
relmbursable moving expenses., If the business is to be
reestablished, and the personal property is not moved but is
replaced at the new location, the payment would be the lesser
of the replacement cost minus the net proceeds of sale (or
trade-in value) or the estimated cost of moving the item. If
the business is being discontinued or the item is not to be
replaced in the reestablished business, the payment will be the
lesser of the difference between the value of the item for
continued use in place and the net proceeds of the sale or the
estimated cost of moving the item. When personal property 1is
abandoned without an effort by the owner to dispose of the
property for sale, unless permitted by the State, the owner

will not be entitled to moving expenses, or losses for the item
involved.

The owner of a displaced business may be reimbursed for the
actual reasonable expenses in searching for a replacement
business up to $1,000. All expenses must be supported by
recelpted bills, Time spent in the actual search may be
relmbursed on an hourly basis, within the maximum limit.
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In lieu of the payments described above, the business may elect
to receive a payment equal to the average annual net earnings
of the business. Such payment shall not be less than $2,500
nor more than $10,000. In order to be entitled to this
payment, the State must determine that the business cannot be
relocated without a substantial loss of its existing patronage,
the business is not part of a commercial enterprise having at
least one other establishment in the same or similar business
that is not being acquired, and the business contributes
materially to the income of a displaced owner during the two
taxable years prior to displacement.

Considerations in the State”s determination of loss of existing
patronage are the type of business conducted by the displaced
business and the nature of the clientele., The relative
importance of the present and proposed locations to the
displaced business, and the availability of suitable
replacement sites are also factors.

In order to determine the amount of the "in lieu of'" moving
expenses payment, the average annual net earnings of the
business is considered to be one-half of the net earnings,
before taxes, during the two taxable years immediately
preceding the taxable year in which the business is relocated.
If the two taxable years are not representative, the State may
use another two-year period that would be more representative,
Average annual net earnings include any compensation paid by
the business to the owner, his spouse, or his dependents during
the period. Should a business be in operation less than two
years, the owner of the business may still be eligible to
receive the"in lieu of" payment. 1In all cases, the owner of
the business must provide information to support its net

earnings, such as income tax returns, for the tax years in
question,

For displaced farms and non-profit organizations, the actual
reasonable moving costs generally up to 50 miles, actual direct
losses of tangible personal property, and searching costs are
paid. The "in lieu of" actual moving cost payments provide

. that the State may determine that a displaced farm may be paid
from a minimum of $2,500 to a maximum of $10,000, based upon
the net income of the farm, provided that the farm has been
discontinued or relocated. In some cases, payments "in lieu
of" actual moving costs may be made to farm operations that are
affected by a partial acquisition. A non-profit organization
is eligible to receive "in lieu of" actual moving cost
payments, in the amount of $2,500.
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A more detailed explanation of the benefits and payments
available to displaced persons, businesses, farms, and non-
profit organizations is available in Relocation Brochures that
will be distributed at the public hearings for this project and
will also be given to displaced persons individually in the

future along with required preliminary notice of possible
displacment.

In the event comparable replacement housing is not available to
rehouse persons displaced by public projects or that available
replacement housing is beyond their financial means, replace-~
ment "housing as a last resort" will be utilized to accomplish
the rehousing. Detailed studies must be completed by the State

Highway Administration before "housing as a last resort" can be
utilized.

The "Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisi-
tion Policies Act of 1970" requires that the State Highway
Administration shall not proceed with any phase of any project
which will cause the relocation of any persons, or proceed with
any construction project, until it has furnished satisfactory
assurances that the above payments will be provided and that
all displaced persons will be satisfactorily relocated to
comparable decent, safe, and sanitary housing within their
financial means or that such housing is in place and has been
made available to the displaced person,
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