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FOR 
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ROUTE 100 TO PINEHURST ROAD 
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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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MEMORAITOUM OP ACTION OP AJMINISTRATOR HAL KASSOPP 

MONDAY,   JUNE 16,  1986 
* * * 

Concurrence with Prior Action 

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

1. State Contract No. AA-396-IOI-571 - Md. Rte. 177, from M. Itto. 100 
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: Mr. J. A. Agro, Jr. 
Mr. W. R. Clingan 
Mr. E. Wu Loskot 
Mr. L. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. G. Straub   / 
Ms. Cynthia Simpsson 
Mr. P. DeSantis/ 
Contract AA-396-IOI-57I 
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[\ 
Mary/andDepartment ofTransportation 
Slate Highway Administration 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

June 12, 1986 

William K. Hellmann 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administntor 

Mr. William I. Slacurn, Secretary 
State Roads Commission 

Neil J. Peder 
Office of Pla 
Preliminary Engineering 

sen, Director ^   K   K ^^(44^ 
nning and     *\*w  (j 

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 received 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 re/ 
/ 

endation 

tjitlrt 
Hal  Kass 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 DC Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St   naltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 
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1 
Q Maiyland Department of Transportation 

State Highway Administration 
June   3,   1986 

William K. Hellmam 
Secretify 

Hal Kassoff 
Admlniitntor 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

RE: 

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

Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy 
Project Development Divisi 

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

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 
Wayne Clingan 
Neil Pedersen 

Louis Ege 

Robert Houst 
Cynthia Simpson 
James Dooley 
Frank DeSantis 
Edward Ka^as 
Robert LamBdin 
John Bruck 

Ferdinand Doerfler 
Earl Schaefer 
Susan Bauer 
Roland Davis 
Robert Bond 
John Winterling 

Administrator 
Acting Chief Engineer 
Director, Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
Deputy Director, Project Development 
Division 
Project Development Division 

Bureau of Highway Planning and 
Program Development 
Bureau of Highway Design 

II tl M 

District 5 Right-of-Way 
Planner, Anne Arundel County 
Wilson T. Ballard 

My telephone number is. 
659-1130 

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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

LHE:FDS:bh 

cc:  Attendees 
Mr. Paul Wettlaufer 
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COMPARISON 

OF 
ALTERNATES 



• 
WLE   1 

SUMMARY   OF   IMPACTS 
Maryland  Route  177 

• 

No-Build Alt. 2            Alt.   2A Alt.   3 
Alt.   2 

Avoidance 
Alt.    2A 

Avoidance 

Alt.    3 
Avoidance 
Selected 

1. Relocations 
Required: 
Families 
Businesses 
Minorities 

Historic/ 
Archeological 
Sites Affected 

0 
0 
0 

0 

4 
2 
0 

0 

5 
3 
0 

5 
3 
0 

6 
2 
0 

7 
3 
0 

4 
3 
0 

2. 

0 0 0 0 0 

3. Public  Recreation 
Lands Affected 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

4. Consistent  with 
Master Plan NO YES YES YES YES YES YES 

5. Woodland  Areas 
Affected  (Acres) 0 11.5 12.6 13.6 10.9 12.0 12 1.8 

6. Wetland Areas 
Affected  (Acres) 0 .1 .1 .2 0 0 0 

7. Floodplain  Areas 
Affected  (Acres) 0 .6 .7 1.1 0 0 0 

8. Threatened  or 
Endangered Species NO NO NO NO NO NO NO 

9.   Air Quality Impacts: 
Number of Sites Exceeding 
S /NAAQS 0^ 0 

10.     Noise   Impacts: 
Number of  Sites 
Exceeding   Federal 
Noise  Abatement 
Criteria 

11.  Costs 
Construction ($1,000)  0 
-Includes sidewalk costs 

9,175 9,478 9,632 9,455 9,758 9,912 



II 

SUMMARY OF 
ACTIONS AND 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
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III.•*SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.   Background 

!•  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.  Narrow 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. 
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2.  Project History 

In the igeO's, studies were conducted which proposed the 

relocation of Maryland Route 177 (extension of lifeiryland 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*8.  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. 

III-2 
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4 
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. 
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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 
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exception that the roadway would widen to 65' where left turn 

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 lanes 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 Fresh Pond/Angel Bog, where 

for each alternate, the alignment is shifted approximately 50 

feet to the south.  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 

111-5 
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designated as Option 1. 

(1) 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. 

(2) 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. 

(3) Option 1 (Selected) also displayed at the Hearing, 

shifted the intersection farther to the west, but 

III-6 
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NOTE: INCLUDES ALIGNMENT SHIFT TO AVOID WETLAND AND FLOODPLAIN IMPACTS 
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continued to utilize the existing paving of Maryland 

Route 100 and 177.  This allowed for the maximum use of 

an existing 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 Lake 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. 

III-7 
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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: 

Intersections 
1985 LOS 

No Build 
2015 LOS 
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 

afety i 

A/A 

Conditions 

A/A 

b.  Existing and Projected S 

Existing  Maryland  Route 177,   from Maryland  Route 100 to 

III-8 



^ 

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 

accident cost of $3.4 million/100 mvm.  Listed below are the 

accidents indicating year and severity. 

Severity      1982     1983     1984     Total 

Fatal Accidents 
Injury Accidents 

Property Damage Only 
Total Accidents 

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 just 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 

0 2 0 2 
40 47 47 134 
34 35 48 117 
74 84 95 253 

Angle 70.41* 
Rear End 101.52* 
Fixed Object 137.55* 
Opp. Direction 16.38 
Sideswipe 22.93 
Left Turn 21.29 
Pedestrian 9.83 
Parked 3.28 

53.62 
75.38 
48.59 
21.99 
22.01 
30.51 
10.73 
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 Alvln Road to .01 mile west of 
Forest Drive (1982-17 ace.) 

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

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

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 Lake 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.  All 

the required relocations are expected to be accomplished without 
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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 
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 

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 planned. 

c. Historic and Archeologlcal 

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 Impacts 

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 floodplain 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 

techniques and stormwater management controls will ensure that 

the Selected Alternate will not result in risks or impacts to the 

beneficial floodplain values or provide direct or indirect 

support to further development within the floodplain. 

Surface Water 

No major stream crossings would be required for construction 
I 
i. 

I 
\ 
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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 sedimfent 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 Environmental 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, equipnent 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 

rea.  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 

Receptor 

i 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

•Including  Background  Concentrations 

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

8  HR Maximum •     9 PPM 

1995 2015 
1 rift & HR i HR 8 rift 

NO-BUILD BUILD NO-BUrLD BUILD NO-BUILD BUILD NO-BUILD 

6.4 

• BUILD 

14.0 10.9 5.9 5.7 16.9 12.5 5.7 

13.4 11.3 5.8 5.7 15.7 13.2 6.3 6.0 

12.7 12.5 5.8 5.9 14.7 15.3 6.2 6.5 

14.9 12.5 6.1 6.1 18.1 15.4 7.0 6.6 

12.8 11.5 5.7 5.8 14.7 13.5 6.1 6.1 

12.2 11.7 5.8 6.0 13.6 13.6 6.3 6.4 

11.5 10.3 5.5 5.5 12.4 10.7 5.8 5.5 

10.8 10.3 5.5 5.5 12.2 10.6 5.7 5.4 

12.0 10.8 5.7 5.6 14.3 11.4 6.0 5.6 

9.8 9.8 5.3 5.4 10.2 9.8 5.4 5.4 

10.1 9.9 5.4 5.4 10.8 10.1 5.3 5.3 

9.5 9.4 5.3 5.3 9.6 9.3 5.2 5.1 

9.2 9.2 5.2 5.2 9.0 9.0 5.1 5.1 



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 

4 n/ 

1 Residential        63 67 69 

2 Residential        62 66 68 
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3 Residential 

4 Residential 

5 Residential 

6 Residential 

7 Church 

8 Church 

9 Residential 

10 Church 

11 Residential 

12 Residential 

13 Residential 

66 64 68 

65 67 69 

63 65 69 

65 66 69 

61 64 66 

60            62           64 

62 64 64 

52 61 63 

52 66 68 

46 60 66 

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). 
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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 Alternates in 

terms of thousands of 1985 dollars are shown in Table 1 on page 

II-l. 

C.  Positions Taken 

i*  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 Kolodzlejski 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 Long 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: 

111-20 



1. 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) 

2. Identical number of properties affected and displaced 

as Alternate 2A. 

3. Any future secondary road tie-in would be easily 

accommodated by the 5-lane roadway. 

4. The desirable aspects of a continuous 5-lane 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. 

2. Improved and convenient access to residences and busi- 

nesses. 

3. Eliminates circuitous access and inconvenient access 

for several properties. 

4. Does not sever residential properties, rendering 

severed parcels useless to owners. 

5. Preferred by citizens at Public Hearing. 

v^ 
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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 results 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-lane) 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.  Written 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 

Alternate. 
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3. Delegate Charles Kolodziejski: Committed to Alternate 

3 but wants a gauge of public opinion. 

SHA Response:  Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate. 

4. 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. 

5. Juanita Ruth Malinowski, 25 Lake 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. 

6. Donald Lennox:  Supports Alternate 3. 

SHA Response:  Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate. 

7. 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. 

8. Charles Krai, Sillery Bay:  Supports four lane or five 

lane Alternate. 

SHA Response:  Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate. 

9. 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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selected Alternate. 

10.  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. 

11•  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. 

12.  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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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. 

13. Paul DiPietro, Long Point Improvement Association:  The 

Association supports Alternate 3. 

SHA Response:  Alternate 3 is the Selected Alternate. 

14. 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. 

15. 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. 

16. 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. 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. 

18. Dave Williams, Greater Pasadena Council:  Supports 

interim improvements and Alternate 3. 

SHA Response:  See response to #16. 

19. 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 is 

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. 

20. Daniel Morrissey:  Supports interim improvement and 

Alternate 3. 

SHA Response:  See response to #16. 

21. 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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22•  Chris Riley, 275 Beach Road:  Supports road widening 

and traffic lights. 

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. 

23•  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. 

24*  Lee Antonetti, 4524 Mountain Road:  Supports extension 

of Maryland Route 100. 

SHA Response:  Extension of Maryland Route 100 is not 

under consideration. See Page II1-2. 

25•  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. 

26-  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. 

27'•   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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28. Leon Malinowskl, 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. 

29. Phyllis Mays, 4627 Mountain Road:  Concerned that 

Alternate 3 will lead to development. 

SHA Response:  Alternate 3 is consistent with area land 

use plans. 

30. 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 
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William Hallnann, Secretary 
^Maryland Department of Transportation 
P.O. Box 87SS 
BHI 
Oaltioore, Maryland 21240 

Sear Mr. Hallnann: 

Enclosed is a copy of our letter to Hal Kassoff 
regarding our concern over the potential'impact of the 
proposed up-grading of Md. Rt. 177 in Anne Arundel county 
upon Angel's Bog and Ffesh Pond. 

He bring this to your attention because we are aware 
of your concern for the natural resources in Maryland and 
your commitment to minimizing adverse Impacts upon them. 
He urge you to review the project with our concerns in 
mind and do everything you pan to protect these special 
areas. 

He feel very fortunate to have a person of your 
sensitivity in the leadership of MOOT. Thank you for 
your consideration of this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Ajax Eastman, 
Psst President RECEIVED 

APR   1   1966 
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Maryland Department ofTisnsportation Hairy Hugh** 
Govtmor TteSMratwy'.Offic* APR 30 66 

| Wflliom K. tfellmann 
Scaatary 

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

Ma. Ajax Eastman, Past President 
Maryland Conservation Council     l 

112 East Lake Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21212 

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.  Tjie 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 I1?? project. 

An Environmental Document for the Maryland Route 177 project 
consistent with applicable State an;} Federal regulations has been 
prepared.  Compliance with State anfi Federal regulations ensures 
that full consideration 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 Critical Area. 

Thank you again for your Interest and input in the Maryland 
Route 177 project. / 

Sincerely, 

/S/tlUIAM K. HEUMMMI w 

William K. Hellmann 
Secretary 

WKH:ih 

cc:  Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 
Mr. Edward Meehan 

bcc: -Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
.Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
VMr. Frank DeSantia 

03      ^ 

..«»„   asg-?•? 
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MARYLAND CONSERVATION COUNCIL 
March 27, 1986 

Mr. H«l Kaasoff, Adtainiatrator 
State Highway Malniatration 
Maryland Dapartnent of iranaportation 

Baltimora-Waahlngton international Airport 
BaltlDore, Maryland 21240 

/     Dear Mr. Kaaaoffs 

The Maryland Conaervation Council waa unable to attend the 
hearinooS the State Highway Adniniatration'a propoa.d improYeaenta 
tS^SxS*^-" «7 iS-*»i. Arund.1. County l.at •W »>«?•* 
we are writing to expreaa our deep concern-over the potentially 
S^aHatiig iip.ct.thia project could have on Angel'a Bog ud 
Freah Pond. 

< He are diatreaaed that docunenta prepared by HDOT concerning 
I     thia pJodect nake no mention of: the inportance of the bog and 

»^J    BOBS. the adverae iwpacta that thia project would »oat probably 
Sr«t«^itSer Swing conatructlon or after Ita completion: and 
litigating Seaaurea'to ninitiire the predictable impact.. 

The value of Angal'a Bog ia well documented In the Catalogue 
~*  K.Inr.l ireaa by Maryland Department of State Planning, 196B 
Indi^articulSrly Important aa^abitat for at leaat three plant, 
in dingSr of Sxt^i" in Maryland, the pitcher plenty l«*th« leaf, 

JSS: of ^h^ShSr^^cIe/rrfundLa, pitcher plant,, cr^berri... 
and leather leaf. 

zz-r&rjsssi ass tssajrArsus.'. 
Development which diaturb. the buffers or dr^H  f!"0•* 

of thLe apLial <££«£*£»£AucTln  aS ^nt^"^,-!.. 

of the bog or minimizing impacts. 

Pleaae add the Maryland Conaervatioii CounciXi)^' testimony to 
the record and forward any information on the project to me 
at the following, addreaa: 

112 E. Lake Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21212 

Sincerely, 

Ajax Eaatman, 
Past President 

-^iSflh: 

^3-^ 
^ 



This is in response to the letter on the 
preceding page. 
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Cc^rcLk^-^ 

Maryland Department ofTransportatJon 
Sute Highway Administration 

APK2 3SM 
Re:  Contract No. AA 396-101-571 

Maryland Route 177 from 
Maryland Route 100 to 
Plnehuret Road 
P.D.li.S. No. 023061 ' 

WMim K. HtnmMn 
ItcnOff 

Hal Kattotf 
Ma 

Ms. AJax Eastman. Fast President 
Maryland Conservation Council 
112 E. Lake Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21212 

Dear Ms. Eastman: 

o 
m 

<r-o 
— Tarn 
oxo 

Thank you for your letter of March 27, 1986 expressing fBe 
concerns of the Maryland Conservation Council for the potential 
Impacts of the 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 regulations. 

The Maryland Route 177 project will include plans for sedi- 
ment and erosion control and stormwater management which will be 
reviewed by the Department of Natural Resources and the Depart- 
ment of Health and Mental Hygiene. These plans will Include 
measures to ensure that impacts to the water quality and hydrol- 
ogy of Fresh Pond and Angel Bog are minimized. 

Alignments which avoid right-of-way aquisitlon from Fresh 
Pond and Angel Bog have been developed for each Build Alternate. 
A decision on the feasibility of the avoidance alignment and the 
selection of an alternate for construction is expected this 
summer. 

Thank you again for your interest in this project. 

Sincerely, 

0RIGWAL aSMED #* 
HMLKASSOFP 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK/lh 

Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 
/Mr. Edward Meehan 
/Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

9t>-*Z* 

My ttliphoni numbir l»       659-1111 
Taletypewmer for Impalrad Hearing or Speech 

383-7556 Baltlmora Metro - 5650451 D.C. Metro — 1-a00-492-5082 Statewide Toil Free 
P.O. Box 7171 707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore, Maryiano 21203 • 0717 
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94 Church Road 
Arnold, HD  21012 

April b,   1986 

^' 

Mr. H»l KJtcso-M, Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
110 Stata Dept. of Transportation 
707 N. Calvart Street ' 
Baltimore, MD  21202 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

I ae writing to you to share «iy concerns •for the area known 
as Angel's Bog. As you know this sensitive place is adjacent to 
the proposed Route 177 expansion project. 

Angel's Bog is one of the few remaining. Anne Arundel County 
bogs containing northern plant species at thei>vsouthern extreme 
(such as cranberries, sundews and pitcher plants) and southern 
species, Including swamp magnolia, toward the northern extreme of 
their range.  This 60-acre bog and its adjacent 20-acre pond and 
surrounding deciduous forest of oak, hickory and tulip poplar is 
a significant ecological and educational resource and deserves 
all possible protection from the proposed Route 177 expansion 
project. 

Borne points that should be included as the proposal 
progressesi 

1. There is a 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 

A,   No new encroachment on Bog-buffering lands should be allowed. 

I respectfully request your leadership in seeing these tasks 
are carried out. 

ATE HIT AD» 
Sincerely, 

• •"? 9 1986    (Mrs.) Susan H . Youngs 

•  ..MimeEBf 
mu— . .J.JUT vmsmi 

••:....ss&t?"*-1 — 

See SHA  response on the following page. 

0>> 
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Be:    Contract Ho.  AA S06-1O1-8T* 
Maryland Route 177 Iron 
Maryland Bonte 100 to 
Plnehuret Road 
P.D.U.S.   No.   023061 

lira. CMM •• Toung 
Page 3 APR 28' 

Mr*. Bna&n H. Younge 
84 Church Road 
Arnold, Maryland 2101S 

.T>»ar Mrm.  Tounre: 

Thank you for yonr letter of April 6, 1086 expreaslng your 
concerns reiardlng the potential l«pacte of the Maryland Bonte 
til  project on Tresh Pond/Angel Bog. The Maryland ^^rtm^t  of 
State Planning dealgnated Preeb Pond/Angel Bog as an Area of 
Critical BtatS Concern In January. 1980.  Be """red «;***•_. 
Maryland Departnent of Traneportatlon - State Highway Administra- 
tion la accordance with State and Federal regulations.has 
Identified fresh Pond/Angel Bog as an environmental concern 
during planning actlTltlee for the Maryland Route 177 project. 

An BnTlronaiental Assessment for the Maryland Route 177 
project baa been prepared in compliance with applicable State and 
Federal regulations. 

The Maryland Boute 177 project will include plans for sedi- 
ment and erosion control and stormwater management •"chn»*;" ^ 
reviewed by the Department of Natural Resources «? the Depart 
ment of Beklth and Mental Hygiene. These plans will *••»«*•_ 
measures to ensure that impacts to the water quality and hydrol- 
ogy of Fresh Pond and Angel Bog are minimized. 

Alignments which avoid right-of-way aquisition *»•«»]*••£ 
Pond and Angel Bog have been developed for each Build Alternate. 

Compliance with State and Federal reKuUtione """f*
1^ 

full consideration will be given to the potential *•£"*••*"• 
Maryland Route 177 project on Fresh Pond/Angel Bog and that every 

feasible and reasonable effort will be aade to minimire or a>old 
lapaota to this designated Critical Area. 

Thank you again for yoar Interest Jin the Maryland Boute 177 
project. 

Sincerely. 
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY: 
HAL KASSOFF 

Hal Kaasoff 
Administrator 

HK/ib 

ee: il 
Mr. 

Bell'J. Tedersen 
Edward Meahan 

bcc: Mr. Louis B. Ege, Jr. 
MB.  Cynthia 9. Simpson 

Jh-.  Frank DeSantls 

659-1131 

% 
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11626 - 35th Place 
Beltsville HD 20705 
March 30 1986 

Mr Hilliam K Hellnann 
Secretary 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
P O Box 8755 
Baltimore-Washington 

International Airport 
Baltlnora 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 this 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 

O 

Robert L Caswell 

Ellen W Caswell 

X 
V 

6 
RECEIVED 

APR   ' 

aacitcTABY 
OF TMtliWHHUTION 

MaiytandDepartmentofTrBnsportation 
T>» Sccratary'i Offfc* 

Re: 

Hony Hugh** 

APR 24 see Oo~~ 
l VlVliam K. H.IWoon 

Sacralary 
Contract Ho.   AA 396-101-571     . 
Maryjaod Route 177 from 
Maryland Route 100 to 
Pinehurst Road 
"P.&.U.S. No. 023081 

_  coOc_ 

Mr. Robert L. Caswell 
Ms. Ellen V. Caowell 
11626 35th Place 
Beltsville, Maryland 20705      I 

.Dear Mr. and Ms. Caswell:        j 

ttiM* you for your letter of March 30, 1986 expressfSg ycmr 
concerns regarding the potential idpacts of the Maryland Route 
slltS'Si!!!!.-! ?re!h P?^/^*"1 BO?- The Maryland Department of 
^f»f PJ';"111* desigiuited Fresh Poi<d/Angel Bog as an Area of 
Critical State Concern in January, :i980.  Be assured that the 
Maryland Department of Transportation - State Highway Admlnistra- 
;i0n.:,i? accordance with State and 'Federal regulations, has 
identified Fresh Pond/Angel Bog as an environmental concern 
during planning activities for the llaryland Route 177 project. 

— ..*? Environmental Document for {the Maryland Route 177 project 
consistent with the applicable State and Federal regulations has 
been prepared.  Compliance with Sta.te and Federal regulations 
ensures that full consideration will be given to the potential 
.^S**):"*  the !fary^?<, Route 177 ProJ»ct on Freeh Pond/Angel Bog 
and that every feasible and reasona-ble effort will be made to 
mlnimiee or avoid impacts to this designated Critical Area. 

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

Sincerely, 

/S/iHILUAM K. HEUMAXH 

Hellmann William K 
Secretary 

TCH:ih 

cc:  Mr. Hal Eassoff 
Mr. Hell J. Pedersen 

bcc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Bge, Jr. 

^"r. Frank DeSantis 

%••<•*• •k. i. mi)   '    ftS»-73q7 

 "'•wOllta. •odS^Mn 
> TTY f~ Tk. Ow) («)) ist .JUT 

'•ll'*' in    ' ilml *I«M. Marian , l)lM-«ns 
••,-••-  -i 

£ 
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RECEIVED 
APR   2  1986 

mmi. DFHCE Of 
nMim & nuuuuT Eunann 

11626 - 35th Place 
Beltsville MO 20705 
March 30  1986 

o 

I 

Mr Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore Maryland 21202 ^ 

CO 
Dear Mr Kassoff 

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 this fragile 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 

Ellen W Caswell 

— ^m 
oxe> 

Maryland Department ofTransportation 
Stale Highway Administration 

Re: 

APR 2 81966 

Contract No. AA 396-101-571 
Maryland Route 177 from 
Maryland Route 100 to 
Pinehuret Road 
P.D.H.S. No. 023061 

WlilUai K. Hrtnum 

Hal Kniril 

Mr. Robert L. Caswell 
Hs. Ellen V. Caswell 
11626 35th Place 
Beltsville, Maryland 

Dear Mr. fc Ha. 

20705 

Caswell: 

„„•...^a?k 'ou *or ?our letter expressing your concerns for tt 
potential impacts of the Maryland Route 177 project on Fresh I 
ana Angel Bog. 

An Environmental Aesesement for the Maryland Houte 177 

F^eral «^?:teions?P"0d *" COapll"ce •lth applicable State and 

The Maryland Route 177 project will include plans for sedl- 
????.??? erosion control and storawater management which will be 
reviewed by the Department of Natural Resources and the Depart- 
ment of Health and Mental Hygiene.  These plans will include 
measures to ensure that Impacts to the water quality and hydrol- 
ogy of Fresh Pond and Angel Bog are minimized; nyaroi 

PonH f^B?mSnitB»Whiwh "?" ^"-o'-way aquisition from Fresh 
Pond and Angel Bog have been developed for each Build Alternate 
!.£?«£?• ?n tho,5«*8lb""y of the avoidance aligiSentaSSth; 
l^er     " *lternate for construction is expected this 

Thank you again for your interest in this project. 

Sincerely, 

rn 

IPS 

&d  z 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK/ih 

cc:  Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 
Mr. Edward Meehan 

^Mr. Louis B. Ege, Jr. 

My tilipftona numbw I 
.„ .... _ Taletypawmaf tw Impatfed Haaiing or Speech 
M3-7S5S Baltlmon Metro - 58S««51 O.C. Matro - »«I(M«J.5062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. Boi 717; 707 North CaKen St. Balttmora, Warytano 21203 • 0717 

^ 
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,- .RECEIVED 
APR   1   1986 

.C-II3 
v-OBDrnil. DiTiEEOf 

fUM&.FEUJimfBIPKlIllt 

S        o 
KS   o-c-o 

7902 Brjonyi£<Seittte Rd. 
Uurol, ffl. »ro"J 

air. Hal Kaisoff, Adainiatrttor 
Btata hlghray idaini«tr»tion 
lid.  D»pt.  of Tru>«port»tion 
707 ». CalTert St. 
Baltimore, 3d. Z1Z02 

Dear air. ZbBtottt 
Please oancider this prrt of your HEAR IK G record i 
Botanists used to oosw froa many states to 
study Suit land Bog.    It has bass "inproTed" 
out of szlstanoe.    A bog is a fragile aoid 
vetlaad that has such northern plants as 
sphagnum,  sundews end pitcher plants. 

Angel's Bog (i Bile vest of Hickory ft. Rd. 
and Forest Glen Drire on Rt 177 (Mountain Soad) 
Is about the last eoastal plain bog la dryland. 
The 60 aore bog Is now buffered by a surrounding 
woods end Fresh Pond. 

Suoh road building ohemloals as concrete leaohing 
Into the surroundings would destroy the unusual 
habitat. 

Your Environmental Innaot Aseesaaiant should 
recognise the full thret-t. 

The Tery best possible controls will be neceesery 
during and after oonstruotlon to prevent death of 
the cherished bog. 

Your plans should recognine the m.ter eourees 
for the pond and oog and make sure these souroes 
are not impaired. 

A bog Is small, but it can not exist wl-Uiout 
buffering land. 

Sincerely, 
C-^»tce^Ju /c*-wU->vo 

r^uijajjit'jjMwwtfui'1 

:^^:::". 
\*A-.^st^;...^aj^ 

SK" 
'^'t^C ;.]< W^'' 
^••:'rM\- t- 

'<   '•   ^..Iss-    .'•'•'. p 
.' ••--Vie.V'.V-' v.s^?»^*..---'- c * k I;.;-... 

»•'• 
^'»— "* JS. jRhy**'*'" "  '   ' "•"1* •"  JSRS ranri- 

**^T;.^^f '..'." -v:,--^ W^. y 
"osj-.-,. 

J*m»r»l&*'ma)&Vm-jwtT h)i+,, i,g 

RECEIV1X) 
Al* t iseB 

SCMTAW 
OF "" 

7902 Brooklyn Bridr.e lid. 
Laurel, u'.. 20707 
oar. ::S,  1916 

Mr. William K. Bellaann. Secrc-^ery % 

uept. of Transportstlan 
P.O. B)l 6755 
Salt.-Mash. Int. Airport.  Bait. 21240 

Sear Mr. Uellraanni 

Botanists from many states used to study 
Suitland Boj.    It has been "ii^jroved" out 
of esistanoe.    A bog is a fragile eold 
wetlcnd thi t h s such northern plants as 
sphagnum,  suhdews,  end pitoher plants. 

Angel 'a Bog (-g mile west of Hickory Pt. Rd. ' 
and Forest -ftlen Drive on Kt 177 (Mountain Road) 
Is about the last corstal plain bog in Maryland. 
The 60 aore bog is now buffered by a surrounding 
woods and Fresh Pond. 

Such road building cheuioals as oonorete leaching 
into surroundings vould destroy the unusual 
hibitot. 

Your fckxvironniental Impact Assessment should 
recognise the full threat. 

The very best possible controls will be 
needed during end after oonstruotlon to 
prevent death of this cherished bog. 

Your plans should recognise the water souroes 
for the pond end bofc <>»»d iwVe si're tves9 
souroes are not isqiaired. 

A bog la sinell.  but it can not exist without 
buffering land. 

Hlnmirnly, 

f.&*f2.£/&*&** 

•-J.-vft* 

^ 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
Stale Highway Administration 

APR 281988 

bf*k<1 

Vmm K. HtOua 
Ucnari 

HalKlUtH 

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

Ms. Eleanor C. Bobbins 
7902 Brooklyn Bridge Road _ 
Laurel, Maryland 20707 5 

Dear Ms. Robblns: "^ 2 

Thank you for your letters of March 24, 1986 and March 25,— 
1986 to Secretary Hellmann and me expressing your concerns u> ffj 
regarding the potential impacts of the Maryland Route 177 prajject 
on Fresh Pond/Angel Bog.  The Maryland Department of State <£. 
Planning designated fresh Pond/Angel Bog as an Area of CTi.ti.6Bl 
State Concern in January, 1980.  Be assured that the Maryland 
Department of Transportation - State Highway Administration 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 Assessment for the Maryland Route 177 
project has been prepared in compliance with applicable State and 
Federal regulations. 

The Maryland Route 177 project will include plans for sedi- 
ment and erosion control and stormwater management which will be 
reviewed by the Department of Natural Resources and the Depart- 
ment of Health and Mental Hygiene.  These plans will include 
measures to ensure that Impacts to the water quality and hydrol- 
logy of Fresh Pond and Angel Bog are minimized. 

Alignments which avoid right-of-way acquisition from Fresh 
Pond and Angel Bog have been developed for each Build Alternate. 

Compliance with State and Federal regulations 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 

r-o 
ot- 
-om 
3:0 

My ItlipltDnt numbir li     659-111 \ 
Teletypewriter (or impaired Hearlns or Speech 

3S3-7S5S Baltimore Metro — 5650451 O.C. Metro — 1<80(M92 90S2 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert St.. Baltimore. Maryland 21203 • 0717 

Ms.  Eleanor C. Bobbins 
Page 2 APR28B* 

feasible and reasonable effort will be made to minimize or avoid 
impacts to this designated Critical Area. 

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

Sincerely, 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BVt 
«"••- KASSQFF 

Hal Eassoff 
Administrator 

HK/ib 

ce: Mr. Nell J. Pedersen 
/Mr. Edward Meehan 

Jllr.  Louis H. Ege, Jr. 



MARYLAND WILDLANDS COMMIHTEE 
MM PatMnoa Soad • Brim, Utrjltai DOtt   '• 

21   Match  1986 

< 
I 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
State Highway Adoinistratlon 
Department of Transportation 
P.O.Box 8755 
Baltimore-Washington International Airport 
Baltimore, Maryland 21240 
Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

:"i 

IS   '5?%^ 
The Maryland Hlldlands Committee is especially concerned ftbu**« 

the road -Idening and other Improvements to Maryland Route iff/  5"• 
Mountain Road in the vicinity of Angel's Bog and •esh Pond Urn. T^C 
eastsoutheast of Jacobsville in Anne Arundel "Sunt"?      " ^^ 

.K-SfnceiJ
he "-ocatlon/Design Public Hearing pamphlet does not lab*! 

the location of bog or pond and since its tekt ttates that ^No knlln 
«?^8«i0?h 0f 'V  *hreat"e1 OP endangered plant" anlSal specks 

^ll ni^c^^e^Srt^^^ief^f^^^e^^S^'arS-rorJh^d "f 
«?ear^er3en?hitbo"o^ obie

a^
XPOSed ^^V'" iSpnrdo^Sln?sr K'!?:^,?; •ratersneo.  The bog's plant community is relatively rare In Marulanrt 

ILtilt* MtiUf? n?f^ern Sp!CleS at thelr s°^«n e"reme.(such ar^ 
soecf!; 5,,^ Zl S1""'  cran?frry'  a"f leatherleaf)  and also southern 
rSnot    A    X-!? fK3"" ma9n?lla t0-ard "e northern extreme of the" 
f„ 2      ?    ieast three sPecles are actually in danger of extinction 

.   oScUrTKiri M?oSnVhe leath"i-fy(Chamaed9
aphnaeecatiincCutJ^) 

-ooS^dhr^%eiUd^1^e%%9i/^c^xdiipa^Ji\%b:i%\^L\efnur^r(Jin9 
understory along MD RTE. 177) taken'as an iStegralunlt, offer a 
lanS SBre

e?«l09i?al an? edu«"''"al opportuniSy to thi'stiE of Mary- land. Here Is a piece of particularly valuable natural heritaoe We 
hope you "HI Join us in taking up the challenge to preserve It'll  the 
best of our ability. It's bound to require both dollars and sense 

AssessmentthSpn^n»f?Lan u?u?ualiy ca"f"l Maryland Environmental 
c« fhf?    H!,h2pe for a state-of-the-art drainage control system 
will haveUmInifLrr»2 the "it  lmPr0^ments during and aftw constriction 
later snur«2=ni ^Ver5e erfeCt on bo8 and Pond- The natural surface 
?n Zlrtll 11      ? ? ?round mater sources may require special handlinq 
J•?£«ft0 mal?iaI? *atel  Polity and .ater flo». And it seems only 
deSenSr to ^k^n^n9 the prac"cal inevitability of future road ' 
iVTtlvS  norlh^f^S R?E"

0ia^mentS 0n the eXlsUn9 •""-«"'"«inO 

nn^SfyaJSLf?"  FJesh Pond and lts bufferin9 I""" deserve all 
S 2?i5 fsPf0tf?Jlon from r°a<J-bullding hazards: We hope you can devise 
Sk?!!"-'""?.,?111 Preserve this fragment of our Maryland heritaoe while Provl^ins adequate improvement of MD RTE. 177.    """"Be 

Sincerely, 

Eljp2a"beth'K.'flaftilne^  Chairman 

D 
TATi: H*y AW MAR 26 1966 El^zaSetVH.  Raxt11ne, 

See SHA  response on the following  page. 

•-----^-•ssdi > 
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Maryland Department ofTiansportation 
Slata Highway Administration 

WUra K. HtRnna 

APR 1 1 6661 
HStlMfl O 
»a«iiiiiLMii  rn 

en     —T"! 

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

Ms. Elizabeth K. Hartllne, Chairman 
Maryland Wlldlands Committee 
5430 Patterson Road 
Hydes, Maryland 21082 

Dear Ms. Hartllne: 

Thank you for your letter of March 21, 1986 expressing 
the concerns of the Maryland Wlldlands 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 regulations. 

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 BOB 
are minimized. 

Alignments which avoid right-of-way aquisition from 
Fresh Pond and Angel Bog have been developed for each Build 

Ms. Elizabeth ft. Hartllne 
Page 2 

APR 11 see 

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 Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:ih 

bec 

Mr. Neil Pedersen 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

iMr. Frank DeSantls 

My taHphona numtw n        659-1111 
Taletypawritar tor Impaired Haaring or Speecn 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 5654451 DC Metro — 1-80CM92 5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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

^ 
^ 
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MARYLAND WILDLANDS COMMITTEE 
MM P.OOTM tmi . Hjfc^ Mu7lu4 tUU 

20 March 1966 

Secretary William Hellnan 
Department of Transportation 
P.O.Box 8755 
Baltimore-Washington Internatloml Airport 
Baltimore, Maryland 21240 

Dear Mr.  Hellmann: 

ought  to^e able  tojr^vlde ?he essInUal^iiSht? .nn""11"8^ ?"' 

T.a^^^^^rh-rt^^-s^g-r^-i^isrp-^rrji^t. 
Sincerely, 

.  Hartline,  Chairman Elizabeth K 

RECEIVED 
HW ADu 

i 2J23 

MAR 26 

0 Maryland Department ofTransportation 
Tb.s.o.tanr'iOffic. APR14 88B 

WBIi•, K. H>lhisM 

CO 

Re:     Contract No.  AA 396-101-571 
Maryland Route 177 fron 
Maryland Route  100 to 
Pinehurat  Road 
P.O.M.S.   No.   023061 

M«.   Elitabeth K.  Hartline,   Chairnan 
Maryland Wlldlands Coaaittee 
5430 Patteraon Road ^ 
Hydea, Maryland    21082 == 

Dear Ma.  Hartline: *" 

Ihank you for your letter of March 20,   1986 exDressine vour 

Stlt! Il!•t^ ?re;h ^V^l ^     ""^ Marylan«' Departaent of 
ftftfcf?£?.?! ^e8i8natfd ^esh Pond/Angel  Bog as  an Area of 
Critical State  Concern in January.   1980.     Be assured  that  the 
«S    ?^ Departaent of Transportation  -  State Highway Adainistra- 
tion, ,.in accordance with State and  Federal  reoulSrinno    h»- 
d1leinnt

B
if

D
1ied Ffe'h "n*!*}** *°Z "  -  eSviron^?ai0coAce• during planning activities  for the Maryland Route 177 project. 

An Environaental Document  for the Maryland Route 177 nroleei- 
consistent with the applicable State and l£de?al  reg^latio•  has 
been prepared.     Coapliance with State and  Federal rleulations 
l^ltl ^K^i1 c?n»"era"°n "HI be given  to  the8po?en??Il 
iapacts of the Maryland Route 177 project on Fresh Pond/Aneel Bo. 
STni^ „^ery fr?lbl* and ""on»'>li effort liil be J^ll      8 

ainiaiie or avoid  iapacts  to this designated Critical Area. 

proje«?nk 70U again f0r yOUr interfe8t  i" the Maryland Route 177 

Sincerely, 

/S/ WILLIAM K. HELLMAHH 

Hellmann 

-T;m;» 

— ^rn 
oxo 

William R 
Secretary 

WKH:lh 

cc:  Mr. 
Mr. 

Hal Kassoff 
Neil J. Pedersen 

bcc: Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
ir.  Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

\/M: r.   Frank DeSantis 

% 

Fwt OHM. •«, njj. 

>. 1.0.1. 859-7397 
TrTf«Ti.O~< (Jill«f».7JJ7 

lf»' I      III! I  lAhy Mmjl^J ; ll*M^nt 

<> 
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4701 Mountain Hoad 
Pasadena, Maryland 
21122 
March IB, 1986 o 

\sy 

MaiyiandDepartment ofTransportation 
$tU* Highway Adminlunllon 
1 • .'1 > 1 May  1,   1986 

WlllUm K. HUnum 
Sicntuy 

Hll KlUOfl 

to-. Hell J. Pederaen, Dlreetor 
Office of Planning * Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Malnlstratlon 
707 M. CalTert Street 
Baltimore, Haryland 21202 

Dear Mn Pedersenj 

1 attended the hearing at Chesapeake High School for the alternate 
plans to widen Mountain Boad.  The proposed fire lane highway with 

f yltfiwairg- duaa^ot geea In anyway to be a fair-and equable solution 
: to the traffle-problem,. 

This Is a rural area and we residents want to keep It that way. 
A fIre lane highway with sidewalks would certainly destroy the rural 
scene.  I moyed to this area about twenty months ago knowing the traffic 
problem but wanting an area which was not orerly commerleallzed. < 

1 
We, who live In the area are much aware of the traffic flow but 

are willing to deal with some of It to maintain the semi-pastoral 
soene.  I can understand a four lane highway from Route 100 
to Maryland Arenue and a three lane from Maryland to Plnehurst, using 
the original right a ways. Three lanes would glre the additional 
maneuTerablllty needed In case of accidents, traffic flow, fires, etc. 
In reality, the main traffic problem Is at the site of the flrehouse. 
In any plan, sidewalks are superfluous, completely unnecessary and a 
waste of taxpayer money.. 

My wife and I want to go on record as opposing the fire lane plan. 

^3ohn M. Mppgan 

" *- . 1 

:••&. 

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

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

Dear Mr. Morgan: 

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

We decided 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- 
tion froqithe study, but are proposing to retain the right-of-way 
needed if^£he County wishes to construct sidewalks in the future. 

..-, Thankypu for your interest in this study.  Your wife's and 
yourj opposition to the five lane plan will be noted in our 
decision(making process. 

• .' ,' 1 Very truly yours, 

r^"';'\ "hut ^   tUt^u. 
i ••..*' * i ' •' Neil J. Pedersen, Director 

Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

.?'*.>'(/ 

NJP:ds   •• • t 
cc:  Mr. E.,Meehan 

Mr. L.H. Ege, Jr. 

''lid m.-. ' 

'Tf.'V'J ! in.. T«lalyp«wntsr tor Impairsd Hsaring or Speech 
. : v.t"^*3-•5 Balllmo• Metro — 56MMS! D.C. Metro — 1-6(XW92-50e2 SteteailOe Toll Free 

i   (i... PC-Bo« 717/707 North Celvert St.. Beltlmore.Merylino 81203-0717 

My tBltpHona number to   (301) 659-1110 

.:. ja»..'ri.-»»i-ll 

^ 
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4701 Mountain Road 
Paaadena, Maryland 
21122 
March IB, 1986 

Mr. Bdward H. Maahan ^ o-^^ 
District Englneer-Dlstrlet 5 SPo 
State Highway Adnlnlstratlon =: J^oc- 
138 Defense Highway g ^ox" 
Annapolis, Maryland ^^ zm-4 

21401 *   * 

Dear Mr. Meehani 

I attended the hearing at Cheaapaake High Sohool for the alternate 
plans to widen Mountain Hoad. The proposed fire lane highway with 
sidewalks does not sees In anyway to bo a fair and equable oolutlon 
to the traffic problea. 

This Is a rural area and we residents want to keep It that way. 
A flTe lane highway with sidewalks would certainly destroy the rural 
aspect.  I Bored to this area about twenty aonths ago knowing the 
traffic problea but wanting an area which was not orerly comerleallzed. 

Me, who llTe In the area are much aware of the traffic flow but 
are willing to deal with sone of It to maintain the.senl-pastoral 
scene.  I can understand a four lane highway fron Boute 100 to Maryland 
Arenue and a three lane fren Maryland to Flnehurst, using the original 
rlrht a ways.  Three lanes would glre the additional aaneu'rerablllty 
needed In ease of accidents, traffic flow, fires, etc.  In reality, 
the naln traffic problem Is at the site of the flrehouse.  In any plan, 
slAewalks are superfluous, eonpletely unnecessary and a waste of tax- 
payer neney. 

My wife and I want to go on record as opposing the fire lane plan. 

y 

Bureau Chief 
Traffic Engineering Dlrlslon 
Anne Arundel County 
Tmnan Parkway 
Annapolis, Maryland 
21401 

Dear Sirs 

4701  Mountain Hoad 
Pasadena, Maryland 
21122 
March 18, 1986 

«• 
3B                  O 
—       m 
—   o^-o 

^"13> 
->i   —Co 
<=>    — Tim 
~    oxo 
»   xm-i 

x 

/y John M.tKbrgan 

I attended the hearing at Chesapeake High Sohool regarding the 
proposed plans for Mountain Road. He were told your departBent 
oould giro us Inforaatlon on a personal lorel. 

I lire at 4701 Mountain Hoad.  I hare llred her slnoe June, 1984. 
At the tine of purchase, I was inforned there was no plan for extensive 
widening of Mountain Hoad.  Please Inforn as how the present proposals 
would affect ay property. 

The proposed fire lane highway with sidewalks does not seen In any- 
way to be a fair and equable solution to the traffic problea.  I oan 
understand a four lane highway froa Boute 100 to Maryland Arenue and 
a three lane froa Maryland to Plnehurst, using the orglnal right a waya. 
Three lanes would glre the additional aaneuTerablllty needed.  In 
reality the naln traffic problea Is at the site of the flrehouse.  In 
any plan, sidewalks are superfluous and a waste of taxpayer noney. 

I would appreciate your giving ne Information as to how ay personal 
property would be affected by each of the proposals. 

RECEIVFP 
MM? 26 BOB 

MAR 27 1986 

TRAFFIC ENGIhtERING 
BUREAU OF ENGINEERING^ 

^John M.  Morgan 

sate ttotmm Agmi•.- 

^ 
^ 



o Maryland Department ofTranspoitation 
State Highway Administration 

( 

WUIUDI K. Htflimm 

Hal Kmifl 

April 29,   1986 

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

I 

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 ray 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 ttliphoni number Is. 
659-1109 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 665-0451 O.C Metro— 1-60O-»»2-5O62 StatewtdeTaH Free 

P.O. Boi 717 / 707 North Calvert St. BalUmora. Marylano 21203 - 0717 

c 

Mr.' Morgan 
April 29, 1986 
Page 2 

be considered in our study process. 

Very truly yours. 

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

bv: ^&^yA4g->^/.^Z^> 
Frank DeSantis 
Project Manager 

LHE/FDS/elw 

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



£ak» Sfw Pnfmmfmt 4b*0 Campamf 

P. O. BOX JOS7    -    tAKC SHOWS. MAKVLAND 21122 

Pr William K.  hellman. Secntury. 

Department of Transportation • 

The Board of Olrtetors of th» Lake Shore Volunteer Fire Company Inc." 

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

Mountain Soad. JTou are planning on taking,.Then you widen the Hi-Way 

ife need a ninlaura of 45 feet for naintaing our equlpaent.     "T 

Ve would like this inforaatioh *» aoon aa .possible. 

So that we can conduct oureelf's accsrdingly. 

See SHA  response on the following page. 

< 
1 

HC4AHD  C./LJi;. JH.        y 
Secretary 

f/Z/t^C 

RECEDED 
FEB 27 1966 

stcft-twr 
OF TWAwewmiwnoff 

^^^^^•^^^^ss^s^^^s^^Z.Z'W^'^s^^'^M 

>, 7 



\ A   Maryland Department ofTfansportaWn 
State Highway Administration 

< 
i 

MAR 181986 

RE:  Contract No. AA 396-101-571 
Maryland Route 177 ' 
From Maryland Route 100 to     ff 
Pinehurst Road ^_ 
PDMS No. 023061 "» 

Mr. Howard 0. Oden, Jr. |- 
Secretary •* 
Lake Shore Volunteer Fire Company gg 
P.O. Box 1057 ,£ 
Lake Shore, Maryland 21122 cr> 

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.  If 
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 Uliphoru number It—659-1111 
Teletypmnlter tor ImpilrwJ HMrtns or SpMdi 

383-7555 MlbnoK Metro - 66504S1 D.C. MWm - tJXKMM-SOSJ SUWwId. Toll FnH. 
P.O. Box 7t7 1707 North Cttnn St.. BUtlmor*. Mtryland JIMS • 0717 

Mr. Howard 0. Oden, Jr. 

Page 2 
HUB ISO* 

Enclosed is a tentative plan for your review.  A Public 
Hearing is scheduled for March 26, 1986 at 7:30 p.m. at the 
Chesapeake Bay Middle School.  I trust that the information 
provided herein is satisfactory for your needs.  If there are any 
concerns, do not hesitate to contact the Project Manager, Frank 
DeSantis, at 659-1109 prior to the Hearing. 

Thank you for your interest in the project study. 

Sincerely, 

•ffiVSBF 
Hal Rassoff 
Administrator 

HK:ds 
Enclosure 

Mr^ Neil J. Pedersen 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Edward Meehan 

Mr. Jack Gladding 
Mr. Ferdinand Doerfler 
Mr. Robert Bond 
Ms. Adele Bertak 

Mr^l 

'Mr. 

Y 



MAR427 

BUtnD!, t.iVJ. IK 

THE MIL-BUR CLUB.  IMC. 

March 25, 1966 
RE:    Project No. AA-396-101-571 

P.D.M.S. Ref. No. 023061 

K^ 

Page 2 
March 25, 1986 
RE:    Project No. AA-396-101-571 

P.D.M.S. 023061 

< 
I 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Office of Planning and Prellalnary Engineering 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, HD 21203 

Attn: Mr. Nell J. Pedersen. Director 

Daar Mr.  Pedersen: ^ 
e 

At Its last regular neetlng, the Board of Directors of Tke Ml-evr   ' 
Clofc, Inc. voted on Its preference for alternative solutions to the 
referenced Project, widening of Mountain Road (Route 177).    The Mil-Bur 
Club Is the duly constituted hooeowners' association of the comnunlty of 
Mil-Bur On The Magotty, representing fifty-eight (58) of the sixty-seven 
(67) hones In the conmunlty. 

The Board supports Alternative 2A (4-Lane Curbed Roadway with Left 
Turn Lanes at Major Intersections) for the following reasons: 

1. Alternative 1 (No-Build) Is Inherently unsatisfactory today, 
and will be so In the future.    Residents of the peninsula are 
subject to predictable coooutlng traffic congestion as well as 
unpredictable blockages due to accidents. 

2. The level of traffic to be expected for the forseeable future 
on Route 177 does not warrant the handling capacity of SHA's 
preferred Alternative 3 (5 Lanes) In the absence of dense 
residential developoent on the Mountain ftoad peninsula.   The 
expansion of the roadway to 5 lanes Invites such developoent 
by (a) changing the presently Inadequate, sub-standard roadway 
to an overdeveloped, underused facility, and (b) providing a 
substantially greater right-of-way for future water and sewer 
lines. These utilities would be the final requisite for 
extensive developoent.    Inviting such development Is not In 
concert with the growing environmental concern over the 
fragility of the Chesapeake Bay's shoreline.    It Is 
counterproductive to the effort to making the road adequate 
for existing traffic. 

3. The existence of • continuous center-turn lane as Is provided 
I2rJr,A!ten"t1ve 3 1s el««rly unsafe. The probability that 
It will be used as a passing or travel lane, thus Inviting 
!l!iu'?n^onis'?ns» 1s t00 9relt t0 'Snore.    Alternative 2A, 
with left-tum lanes only at Intersections, provides for the 
Interruption of left-turn lanes on sections of the road where 
the?.,re ?ot ord1'>«r11y needed, and where their existence 
would Invite the most abuse. 

th.t •£ !!jl!rther4,*S,,lt^f i1? "eH^rations. the Board also recommends 
that the continuation of the 3-lane section from Maryland Avenue to 
Plnehurst Road be expedited as an extension of the present Interim 
;~rf!ir!?il/alh*r t?*n b« P»clt»9e<l «1th the selected alternative.    The 
»£5 ?« rU ;0f:!!*y 1f Suff!fienJ for three 1anes-    In fact. Mountain 
c^l«   IS^SiS! I""6? «de ln,the v1c1nty of the Chesapeake school complex, and sufficient existing pole setbacks are evident at other 
locations along the section. 

kotfert; E. VlJftback. President 
The Mil-Bur Club, Inc. 
103 Mllburn Circle 
Pasadena, MD 21122 

cc:      Sen. P. C. Jlmeno 
Del. J. R. Leopold 
Del. C. W. Kolodziejskl 
Del. W. Turc 
Councilman E. C. Ahern 

4685E 

•*«.•.--* 
—£-»>i __^__ ._ . , „ 

^ 



This is in response to the letter on  the preceding 
page. 

< 
i 

O Maryland Department ofTransportation Wiman K. HiKmin 

State Highway Administratton 

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

Hal Kniofl 

Mr. Robert E. Fishback. President 
The Mil-Bur Club, Inc. 
103 Milburn Circle 
Pasadena, Maryland 21122 

Dear Mr. Fishback: 

Thank you for your letter of March 25, 1986 supporting 
Alternative 2A, the 4-lane curbed roadway with left turn lanes at 
major intersections. 

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. 
It 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. 

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

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 Wtphont aumbir "  '30" 659-1110 
Telalypawrttm tot Impairad Heartng or Spaach 

383-7559 Baltlmora Matto - S6S04S1 O.C Matro - 1-8CXM92-5062 Statawtda Toll Fraa 
.   P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Catott SI.. Baltlmora. Maryiano 21203 • 0717 



Id ̂ SH' 
o Maryland Department ofTransportation 

Slata Highway Adminiitralton 

March 5, 1986 

HE:  Contract No. AA 396-101-571 
Maryland Route 177 
From Maryland Route 100 to 
Plneburst 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 H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

by: •d>>± 
Frank DeSantis 
Project  Manager 

LHE:FDS:slc 

My Wtplidw nrntitr b_ 659-1109 
T*lttyp«wr1tar for Impaired HM/Ing or Spesch 

383-7555 Baltlmora Mttro — 56MM51 DC Mtlro — 1400482-5082 StalawM*Toll Frm 
P-O. Box 7171707 North CaMwt SI., Baltlmor*. Muyland 21203 - 0717 

>s 
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 
I HARRY S. TRUMAN PARKWAY 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND     21401 

March 31. 1986 

l 

Mr.,Frank 0. DeSantls 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 

Dear Mr. DeSantls: 

Re: MD 177 - State Project No. 
AA-396-101-571 

The Anne Arundel County Department of Public Works.has reviewed the 
proposed alternates for MD 177 and supports Alternate 3. Due to the number 
of Intersecting streets, driveways, and commercial entrances alcno Mountain 
Road, we believe 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. While a 60 foot 
width would be desirable, we believe that a 56 foot (12', 11', 10', 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. If we can orovide further 
Information, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

DanSi_G^_«/d, Dir«tor 
Department of Public Works 

DGB/JDS/ckd 

cc:   JJarryl T. Hockstra 

. _.. /.-* C -•—«>106J-«C« -stssi 

o Maiyfand Department of Transportation 
Slate Highway Administration 

William K. Helinunn 
SacralaiY 

Hit KlMOff 

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, 
expressing your support for Alternate 3. 

1986 to Mr. DeSantls 

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, Directo'r 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

NJP/elw 

Mr. Edward Meeban 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. Fred Doerfler 

My itleplrom ntimber Is. 
659-1110 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Balllmwe Metro - 56S^>451 D.C Metro - 1-«0W92-50a2 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. Box 717 / 707 Noun Calyert St.. Baltimore. Marylanfl 21J03 • 0717 

v • •   Jtvp? '     •:>"*! ,-_  ..... Jj!IiyiJr^f'ns&*'i... LJ. 



.   •%  - "   OtTttLt  SU»MtWrt> »t 
Htm.   Jans'*.   Morn.•*;.„« HrsJUtrthur •.  Cecil,   III 

rmuc HEATW: OK m no>osn m«»i»G or taoma ttup 
'i       JATOtfT 14.  19M 

I 

.'..-.-.   Arthur 3.   iecil 

I'r::.   James Morrison 
^i'^on Irl£nd,   va  ''lOSS 

•.arc). 10, 193.'> 

I.'r. Nell J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of PI arming and 
Preliminary Snsineering 
State Highway Adrainistration 
707 K. Calvert St. 
Baltimore, KD 21202 

Bear Mr. Pedersen, 

TInclosed is a statenent on the proposed widening of •-• 
Kountain Rd.  We rould like assurance fron you that you §£ 
will continue to support the iu- • .i-i . .luratoriun on the 
Kountain Rd. Corridor. ^ 

'He  feel that the current repositioning of the tele- 
phone poles should continue, allowing for wider shoulders 
{sinultaneously facilitatinj ]e?t hand turns).  This should 
be given a trial period before the building of a third lane, 
since wider shoulders would accomplish the sane end at less 
cost. 

As taxpayers we feel we should be more conservative 
in spending highv.-ay dollars and realistic about what a high- 
way means in terms of increased development.  We are con- 
cerned that Alternate:; ?, 2A and 3, i.s proposed by the State 
Highway Administration will 3e?.'.I to increaced development, 
and that if imp! enented would lift the building moratori-um. 
This would nak° the. winened road not only a safety hazard, 
a divisive concrete strip through the community, but a traf- 
fic congested corridor similar to other areas where the so 
called i-nproved road has only led to more traffic and hodge- 
.podse development.  Ritchie Highv/ay is no exception.  '.Te 
have no faith that Anne Arundel County Planning •md Zoning 
would control commercialization and high density development 
along a so called improved road. 

-o>- 

i'e hope we can count on your support. 

Sincerely,      /, 

'CTS.  Arthur 3. Cecil 

i.'rs. James Korrison 

RECEIVED 
MAfi  .-i 1986 

IIUCfiM. IMS Si 

The Fublie HMrin, on the propo.e* wTdenia, of Hount.in toad v.. held ee 
Jenuery 14, 1986. The follovin, .re the Hi^«.y Depert-enf. pro^.eir 

ALTBMUn 1 (Ho luild) 
Under the Ho-Build Alternate there would be no .ifnifie.nt i-prove-ent. to the 
exi.tinjIUrylmd 177 other then the currently planned wdenint to three lane, 
between MD (te 100 and Maryland A*enue. 

ALTBUIATE 1    (yonr-Laae Curbed toadway) 
Thia would provide a four-lane roadway between the teninua of MD Rte 100 and 
Long Point toad where it would transition to a three-lane roadway to Pinehurst. 

ALTMmjA tror-Um Curbed «oadw.y with left turn lane, at -jor intersection.) 

ALTMBttn 3 (riT«-L»ne Curbed lo.dw.v) 
This would provde . five-l.ne ro.dw.y cd^ri.ed of two tr.vel l.ne. in each 

til VLZ" TLCV>t"^a  i*£t tm  1*~ in t,,e -id,lle ot  "« "•""•y between the terminus of MD Rte 100 and Long Point ttosd. 

We feel you should think c.refully .bout these proposals and their future 

ir^!"^0!^      0f,!I,e f1""" ,i,'e• *n3",ne *n "Iternrt. route off the peni.ul. 
the "eseft^Id)"7'     •ltern"e "»"« » «*J -°" People .re dissatisfied with 

«e bHndi^" tr"' i-«.hifhV*y'/" notoriously dangerous. Oncoming headlight, 
are Minding. It is difficult to discern who ha. the right to use the center lane 
in so-e instances.  In no way will a third l.ne .id siorning .nd evening tr.ffic 
congestion during the rush hour, unless the third l.ne i. cle.rl, lusifed to West 
bound tr.ffic « the A.M. .nd E.st bound tr.ffic in the P.M. TL Highw.y Sep"t-ent 
(upon he.ring thi. .ugge.tion which it h.d not previou.ly considered) would prob.bly 
J«UJrid«;'iL^'Jrj! ""Vi^1  •i»~1' •* •» »«»«tion. (such .. on'th.  " Bsy Bridge) and would be prohibitively expensive not to mention the aesthetics. 

If the existing telephone poles were either buried or moved considerably farther 
^..'""enSMIh/: "" •h0"1,'"1-

i<,«''e<1 "> ^cilit.te p.s.ing. w. wLld "hleve the same end as the proposed three-lane road at far less cost. 

Mm,„^ T Sft
eit^r Alt"n«te 1 " 3  ««'<'»'' ^.nge the whole character of the 

Mountain Road tomdor. The road would be physically similar to Ritchie Highw.y 
viihOHt .ny medi.n .trip.  (Median strip, .erve a. a ..fety buffer .nd f.cifi^te 
of c^~t.C^,^1,,8• E'theti"ny! "«« "»P' Provide vi.u.l relief f• mile. 
fL IZ V ^ '"*  «*!fiC li,h" Voula  be •d<,ed- "o Panning h.s been ..de 
fhl,. •.   " v"er,r"n-0" f"» •<"»> • l»rge exP.n.e of concrete. At thi. time 

traveled four l.ne ro.d. in Maryland and Virginia. 

fourCr,fL^!!Cii,,'°,'w ^"T* *d"i"ed th" *he •"•-l-l' of Mountain Ro.d to 
.Vll,"    t             ' "U *"« the County to lift the mor.toriu.. on hi.h density xoning, enabling huge growth to begin in undeveloped areas. gn aensity .oninn, 

Ulri^M!1!!?!*7 0"U\'}* "'  Panning the three lane construction to begin thi. 
Spring with plan, for either four or five l.ne. in the next five years. 

^e.St^e ?f ,Ur3,i*nd *• n<>t Panning to build a four or five lane highway merely 
to ensble those of u. .Ire.dy re.idin, on Mount.in Ro.d Route 177 corridor " 

illlll—  ^ "Z?  the rM,, ''*" ,,uick1'- U*th"'  the S'«e i. Pl•iig"ncre..ed 
h^ .^"buiJt " "" *nd the ""'  "OUXd "* ,,UiCkly fiUed '0 «P«^T « ne! 

4A four-or fiv» i«_ 
-^WwMteglounkififJ 

^ 
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Q Maryland Department ofTransportation 
Stats Highway Adtninfetratioft 

March 26,   1986 

WUHIK. 
Sacnonr 

HdKnnfl 

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

This is in  response to the letter on the 
preceding     page. 

Mrs. Arthur B. Cecil 
Mrs. James Morrison 
Box 214 
Gibson Island, Maryland 21056 

Dear Mrs. Cecil and Mrs. Morrison: 

< 
l 

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. 
your interest in the project study. 

Thank you for 

NJP:ds 
cc:  Mr. Edward Meeban 

Mr. Lawrence Elliott 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

Very truly yours, 

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

Mr tiliphtm numtwr h  (301) 659-1110 
Tatatypewrttar tor Impaired Hoartng or Spaach 

383-7555 Baltlmora Matro — S650451 D.C Matro - 1-80(M92.5062 Statavtda Toll free 

P.O. Bo> 717 / 707 North Calvart SI, BalUreora. Muyiano 21203 - 0717 

"^^tv. 
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^irs. Arthur B. Cecil 
Jipaor. lulond, n> ?1056 

L'.rs. Jases Sorrison 
Si'tson Irla^a, xa ?1056 

Governor Harry Hughes „ , oa. 
Governor's Office    • • ar::h 10» 1936 
State House . 
Annapolis, MD 21401 

Sear Governor Hughes, 

Enclosed is a statanent on the proposed widenlnc ofcf^- 
Kountain Rd.  We would like assurance fron you that you^F-* ^ 
will continue to support the tuiiiin;. loratoriun on the^,;^ 
Uountain Jl'd. Corridor.   ,:  .  .„  \-'.'-'• Vr^,^•^.•'v:'-'-^ •', j'i' •"* 
••''.-'.: We feel that the current repositioning'of, the tele-;,:" 
nhone poles should continue, allowing for wider shoulders' 
tsinultaneously facilitating left hand turns)."/ This should 
be given a trial period before the building of a third lane 
since wider shoulders would accomplish the sane end at less 
cost. •;•   V7'...'::  ;•..•' '•'•. :. 

As taxpayers we feel we should be more conservative-.. 
in spending highway dollars and realistic about that a high- 
way means in terms of increased development/ We ore con-.---• 
r IT_^ _. .LV-.. *i *. ——«'*.An *  oa avtd x: BO nY*Anftfti»A nv the State 

n ••:-•:• *. 

•*t>». 

•T=-. 

••>£ 

fie congested corridor similar to other areas where the so-w?   J j 
called improved road has only led. to more traffic and hodge^Ki.y.,C 
podge develooment.    Ritchie Highway. Is no exception^ We^i **.•?:*„ 
have no faith that Anne Arundel County Planning ant' Zoning•£&£$& 
would control  commercialisation and high Jensity .il*»ef0PneW-4'.£E 
alonir a. BO called improved road.%-5«» /-"•• ..!r*fi :^>>;t*i: .. J-t-;'.-?. V-.«'•?« etlong a so called improved road.yO" ,• 

. • ...       . . .•.   s^-i. --j *••'••?••• 

»e hope we'can count' on Vonr Jhippprw^^^^j^^ft^^^tc 

•••....'•:"'.»' '*•'    Krs-  ArthurB.  Cecil f^'A-rj 

•:-•-'•   •>' •-''" '^'V ri'xi. i- 'Mi-    S^rs.  Jame^orriM^jijagg*! 

•S& RECEIVE^ 

WETbEPr 

OllClt ~SU»Pl"tt"tO ST' "%. 
tlf«.  J>M> «. Horrtaon •"« Mr*.  Arthur S. Ceil, -111 

i !   •'"    ' 
WWLIC lAHWC CM Tg ftOTOSEO WIBPIIIC Of  MOWCTAlll »0*P 

JAWOAKT l». HI* 

The Public Hearing on the propened wideoinj of Mountain Road waa held on 
January 14, 1986. tbe followinf are the Highway Deparcaent'e proposala. 

ALTCimtt I  (Wo Build) 
Under the No-Iuild Alternate there would be no aignificant iBproveawnts co .the 
existing Maryland 177 other than the currently planned widening to three lane* 

between MO Rte 100 and Maryland Avenue. 

AITEIHATI 2    (Four-Lane Curbed Roadway) 
Thi* would provide a iour-lane roadway between the terainus of MD Rte 100 and 
Long Point Road where it would tranaition to a three-lane roadway to Pinehurat. 

AlTtmAIt IA    (Four-Lane Curbed Roadway with left turn lanea at caajor interaections) 

AtttRllAH 3 (Five-Lane Curbed Roadway) 
Thi* would provd* a fivt-lan* roadway coaipriaed of two travel lane* in each 
direction and one continuous left turn lane in the middle of the roadway between 
the taminui of MB Rte 100 and Long Point toad. 

We feel you should think carefully about these proposals and their future 
raaificatione. None of the above give* anyone an alternate route off the penisula 
in case of eaergency.  (An alternate route ia why aoat people are diaaatisfied with 

the present road) 

1. Continuoua three lane highways are notoriously dangeroua. Oncoaung headlighta 
are blinding.  It ia difficult to discern who has the right to use the center lane 
in soae instances.  In no way will a third lana aid aorning and evening traffic 
congestion during the rush hours unless the third lane is clearly limited to Uest 
bound traffic in the A.M. and East bound traffic in the P.M. The Highway Departaent 
(upon hearing this suggestion which it had not previously considered) would probably 
require costly overhead directional signala at all intersections (such as on the 
gay Bridge) and would be prohibitively eapenaive not to aention the aesthetics. 

If the existing telephone poles were either buried or aoved considerably farther 
away froa the road and the shoulder widened to facilitate paasing, we would achieve 
the saae end aa the propoaed three-lane road at far leas coat* 

2. The use of either Alternate 2 or 3 would change the whole character of the 
Mountain Road corridor.  The road would be physically aiailar to Ritchie Highway 
without any aedian strip.  (Median strips serve aa a safety buffer and facilitate 
pedestrian croaaing.  Eathetically, aedian atrips provide visusl relief froa ailes 
of concrete.) Many acre traffic lights would be added. Mo planning haa been aade 
for the heavy water run-off froa auch a large expanse of concrete. At thia tiae 
there is no proposal for aound barriera auch aa thoae now being erected on heavily 
traveled four lane roads in Maryland and Virginia. 

Our County Councilaan, Mr. Ahern, adaitted that the widening of Mountain Road to 
four or five lanes will force the County to lift the aoratoriua on high density xoning, 
enabling huge growth to begin in undeveloped areas. 

The State Highway officials are planning the three lane construction to begin this 
Spring with plans for either four or five lanes in the next five yeara. 

The State of Maryland ia not planning to build a four or five lane highway aerely 
to enable those of us already residing on Mountain Road Route 177 corridor to 
ciavel up *ni2 duwa tUe road More quickly.  Rather, the State is planning incxeased 
developaent in thia area and the road would be~quickly filled to capacity aa new 
boaKS are built. 

Joorier *f iva^laae.-bighway, =•* i#*-'*y.«l« State-Highway Departaent, will aean 
aaaSrbaoixed ribWm-oIVcoacrete, laeavily 

^ 



•&< •- 

DRAFT 

3/31/86 

r; 
DRAFT 

Page Two 

I 

Mrs. Arthur B. Cecil 
Mrs. James Morrison 
Box 214 
Gibson Island. Maryland 21056 

Dear Mrs. Cecil and Mrs. Morrison: 

Thank you for your letter of March 10, 1986 relative to the 

Maryland Route 177 study. 

The continuation of the building moratorium is a local land 

use matter.  Decisions regarding the moratorium will be made by 

local Anne Arundel County officials. 

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.  I 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, 

bcc:  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 DeSantls, SHA 
Project Development Division 
(8-223-1109)  3/26/86 

Harry Hughes 
Governor 

^ 



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 Pinehurat Road 

March 26, 1986 — mso 

NAME ^•(k^te 
pmNAT8E *an»PAit eaa.4 l^^tW. 

^ .DATE. ^ 

CITY/TOWN Hi.aiyi e-v*3 .STATE H&L .ZIP CODE^ii33iL 

l/W* wish io comment or Inqulr* about tha following aspects of this project: 

fyotf"-      u-gm'r     -H»<       cW«i<-     VtJvJ   •PBDPCMc- ,  4t»c-     pno-     gA-    \ofc.UWl   4ll«- 

"•^••v 

JL 
,UciA<^    gr    uJUji    -lie/    .^ajaJ A«j .   V\-     uas    ai<ao    otooioos 'tuar" 

oo    -ao't«t)    -kic- 

i CO^M^lit>v^^V as,^oc .JicuA     do    AJ"     reanrfsru'V ~tL, rcyrrsc t-    m«a^* ̂ l 
art- «>Oeo-     «>*     iJfrriAcJaMce-      < >Ugi» 

»/j    js'^orTM^t*    yw)^   tooJj    VT-^d   ^eui   aeoy._ 

ywmy 13 
1    lv.ae     >'''»     gT^i     »«»   na     l;pe-   yo*-     C<e<MW 

\C>0 ^ oa.. 
.»-dM<j.g_ . 

 I     ari    cue,     ot-    MUc-      SS   year'    «-<»•»Tt)* »&. .    t      )cV-4-   lbJ-«»igUtyu 

a       Ut«.-eM»       >AOuJ -Uflf 4-0':    -HV\      ^CuS     ax^)   ff^     »M^.>^-    eV  

roU 

      e>o   s\ou^     '•^TX*.      h.    \ciue..»     vynA-   u.»oL ^ovjl<yco-i>    H- 

47K-.A   VaM<-^    at"     all    i^Tcj-fcfcCLr.tow,^. \    Kwou 4U>«,      ^^'r-     y,^   truCV. 

u^- l ^Uc ^ 
i a u, 

.CW- 

•W    JrtE 

eye-      •QJ* ̂3      ^~' 
1M. 

TilW 

g>y jszyv 

4-r.     \<**-   •ite-     r-e-a-scu 

Mo^v^L-^) 
Ax*-     uaouir 

£2J=L 

CSti am currently on tha Mailing List. ^ 
CD Please add my/our nama(s) to tha Mailing Llst.> 

o Maryland Department oflransportatron 
Siale Highway Administration 

WHJum K. Haflmam 
SKrHKT 

HilKmaH 

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. R. h.   Caplinger 
8224 Bayside Drive 
Pasadena, Maryland  21122 

Dear Mr. Caplinger: 

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

Tour 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. 

uis H. Ege, 
'Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

LHE/FDS/elw 

My talephana numbaf U_ 

Tetatypewriter for Impaired Haaring or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro — 1-800492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvart St.. Baltimore. Uarytano 21203-0717 

& 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Location/Design Public Rearing 
Contract No. AA 396-101-571 

Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road 
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road 

March 26, 1986 

NAME (sUli/ftn^/O 4   So~'*   jt.cc.. -DATE. i/'i/et 
PRfNT8E   Annpp*,.   Co I    fieusL     fUv 'fj'^k ^n  

clTY/TOWW^»,^4y>|g^'^ STATP   /^f • ZIP r.nnr 2-/YO I 

I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the lollowlng aspect* of this project: 

3S //^ 

:< 
I 

^ 
^L 

I am currently on the Mailing List. 

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

0 Maiyland Department ofTransportatwn 
Sl«t» Highway Administration 

Wllllm X. Hrtmam 

HilKuufl 

April   15,   1986 

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

Cusimano fc Sons, Inc. 
601 Revel Highway fc Route 50        .' 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

Dear Mr. Cusimano: 

Thank you for your March 19, 198B inquiry concerning the 
effectsSl oSr proposals to your Long Point Mall Shopping Center. 

Enclosed lor your information is a plan and cross-sectional 
view o? 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 los<S any of your existing 
parking.  Access to your facility would remain unchanged. 

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

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

Very truly yours, 

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

by /^ZA^JJ/J !~U~zfcZ 
Frank DeSantis 
Project  Manager 

LHE:FDS:ds 
Enclosure 
cc:     Mr.   N.   J.   Pedersen 

Mr.   E.   Meehan 
Mr.   C.   Lee   WBftC^re^„ 659-1109 

Tel8typ«writer tof impaired Haarlng or Spooch 
383-7555 Baltlmofe Matro - 565-0451 0.C M.tro - 140CM92 5062 StatawlOe Tol! Frae 

P.O. Boi T17 / 707 North Calvart SU Baltimore. Maryianfi 21203 • 0717 

^ 
^ 



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 

NAME 

lone point imp.  assn. 
PAUL DIPIBTRO CHAIR. OF BOARD 

tf/ar .DATE. 

PLEASE     -„„,,_-„ 
PRINT        ADDRESS- 

MARCH 13,  1986 

CITY/TOWN. 

U2 CIHCU; KU. 

PA5APEWA .STATE. MD. .ZIP C 31^ 
l/W« wish to commanl or Inquire about tha following aapaeta of thla projaet: 

 AT THE MARCH 12,1986 ecneral menberahip •eating of tha  

 lone point improTement assn.  ,a potion was made and passed to 

 sumJKT mn s oi THR fiiofaaBD KT. 177 ntoJEOT.  

 PTF.ARB AnnF.PT THIS DOCUMENT AS LONG POINT'S SUPPORT FOa 

< 
I 

00 

run 3 
rAOi. DiPignto,CHAiRimi or rmt nniiRn nr nTBRnTOBS 

O MaiyiandDepartment ofTransportation 
StMa Highmy Administration 

HalXauiR 
March   31,   1986 

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

Mr. Paul DiPietro, Chairman 
Long Point Improvement Association 
142 Circle Road 
Pasadena, Maryland 21122 

Dear Mr. DiPietro: 

Thank you for your March 13, 1986 letter indicating the Lone 
Point Community Association's support for Alternate 3 for the pro- 
posed improvement to Maryland Route 177.  Your support is appre- 
ciated and will be considered in our decision making process. 

Thank you for taking the time to write to us. 

Very truly yours, 

by: 

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

Frank DeSantis 
Project Manager 

LHE:FDS:bh 

cc:  Mr. Edward Meehan 

JOI I am currently on tha Mailing List. 

f~~l Plaaae add my/our nania(a) to the Mailing Liat. 

iJ 

Mr tohpbMM itimtwr b_ 
659-1109 

TMatypswrttK lor tmpalrW Haartng or SpMch 
3B3-7SSS Baltimora Mtlro — 3650451 DC. M«ro — l-BOCMK5082 StaMwId, Toll FrM 

P.O. 8oi 717 / 707 North Calvart Si. Battlmo**, Maryivto 21203 • 0717 



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        _„ 

— mso 

rH-om 

Zen—* 

SS2S 
NAME //t/^ff/tf^/   ^At-ftoDeR nm27flbJrt 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS. 

CITY/TOWN fhs*t>e/*fr       STATP   Alh ZIP CODEJ^Z2_ 

l/Wa wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

d j^Jt ,r~MJb( JL*A^.   /JLtXiJ JLj "**^ 
•^ 

,'>T^,t.'>'vv*-Vtf-"-^     CJ^A.4 

atk~± 
&srv\. 

^•J^f- /4-cru^S-^h 

JA . /-& Mr tJUJJ <*,*#+ ,M< y^^>^ 
av^i^U     

X^ ^JtJL r TA r,.   ..... . -   

v- O I am currently bn the Mailing List. c/V^-<il   Jg\   C^O^T-T   

I—l Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.    0/^^c_    Aftes^K—        __*>¥ 

P Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Hignway Admmtstration 

WlllUm K. HBllnunr 
swnant 

Hal KIKOII 

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 Public Hearing. 

The points you have made in your letter are well taken. 
It is obvious that you are knowlegeable in traffic management 
matters and we appreciate your support for the preferred 5 lane 
alternate. 

Your views will be 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 

'      Frank DeSantis 
Project Manager 

LHE/FDS/elw 
cc:  Mr. Edward Meehan 

„    ,    659-1109 
My telaphont number Is  

Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearinfl or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 56MM51 D.C Metro - 1.800-4925062 Statewide Toll Free 

P.O. BOK 717 / 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore. Maryland 21203 • 0717 
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STA.i HIGHWAY ADMINISTRAT^N 
QUESTIONS AND/Oft COMMENTS 

M*' 

^r 
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 

<?£3 

NAME .DATE 

CITY/TOWM V)<Qdi)A>A 
* 

.STATE. Mb. .ZIP CODE ̂ tiax 
l/W> wlah te oomment or Inquire about th« foltowlno atpact* of thla project: 

I—"^ nn\  ofsHorP*ioQ(.  abdiA- -the. pe&Metn esh /nafoNo 
a   left-   •Ht&O A*on  M^ x»^ hfa l£ HNiOtaiH Ztf^M 
ftttoKeuhfiUi A>Ann 6H M. Rl\   T gas ihM vAcf MA 

ushuld Ndf be, n p&sSim.   'Please  Atoufo -Me^ofafa «*/ 
tihtth gut h7B^(A,e. ^qg-^.o^wx./. __ 

•^. ma^ of--farJ JteAJems. 0£ou/de, rfafa ON /itk,tS> a6iL. 

Ife> t/xuti- J&Zi  ntea & A^/A, £,.60/. //^ nh Al&h 

• cA   wr^ jneret CL   teed tA,'+h r/^^y^iJc^/a^ss. T 

M.   Plejosp. ItiJeA) -A vftg. ees&rtfc* %u all (& mh//te , 
Aam : xh ~3fir<tr mote,  t&e,xSja*& •//**/ &A6&- 6u^ 

tj^) I am currently on the Mailing List. 

CD Pleaae add my/our name(e) to the Mailing Llat. 

See SHA  response on the following  page. 

^cys 
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Maryland Department ofTransportatwn 
Slate HiQtmiy Administration 

Wnitam K. Hillimm 
tacnWr 

Hal Kltittf May  13,   1986 

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

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

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Morgan: 

Thank you lor 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 Old 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. 

Mr. and Mrs. Morgan 
May 13, 1986 
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. 

Tour 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 DeSanYls 
Project Manager 

•MJjtr 

LH^?ro^:cd 

Enclosures 

cc:  Mr. Robert Lambdin 

3. Left turns off Maryland Route 177 is the cause oi 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 talephona numbar li     659-1109 
Teletypewriter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 

383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 5654)451 DC. Metro — 1-eOC-4e2-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 Nortn CaWert St, Baltimore. Maryland 31203 • 0717 



o Maiyfand Department ofTrBnsportation 
April   22,   1986 Slat* Highwsr AdmJmstrMion 

RB:     Contract  No.   AA  396-101-571 
Maryland Route  177 
Proa Maryland  Route   100  to 
Pineburst  Road 
PDHS  No.   023061 

Vtm*i K. Hatema 

HltKUHlf 

This is in response to Hearing  testimony. 

i 

Mr. Howard 0. Oden, Jr. 
Secretary 
Lake Shore Volunteer Fire Company 
P.O. Box 1057 -4 
Lake Shore, Maryland 21122 

Dear Ur. 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 be 
Justified.  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 the the Project Manager, Frank DeSantis.at 
659-1109 for further coordination.  Thank you for your cooperation. 

Very truly yours, 

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

NJP:ds 
Enclosure 
cc:  Mr. Hal Kassoff 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, 
Mr. Edward Heehan 
Mr. Robert Bond 
Mr. Charles Lee 

Jr. 

fti *«; 

My UhitfNm umbw n   (301) 659-1110 
TaMlypmrllM for Impalnd Haaring w SpMdi 

30-7565 antlmora u«tro - usoui 0.C MMK> - l-aCKMU XXtt statmrkl* Ton Fra* 
P.O. Boi 7)71707 Nonn Cainrt Su ettdnon. Mwylana 21203 • 0717 

<^ ^> 



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 

NAME feofiGG   C-PA"1-6? ^m/Mtcf/Z^/MC, 

«fM
AT8E An"°c««    ifeas- /noMrr*'" /e°»J> PRINT 

niTv/Tnwu p/JS/We/v/l KTL-tf:/7?/>fYt-*«J>    7iP C0DBAJl£z2=^ 

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

X nnstf    rr    i/e r-G   erA-     -y-t/e  /i//>  Ai/tUJ  /)t-T<*r/?A/4Tn'£_ 

TT    /S    n&l//ovs     /ffrtTK.    /?77-<A,Z>,SV0>   T*/er    /WAKCM P-6  

Jo   V   oz   T LJAJG  /PhAO tfet.e' /JCT  £**.   .<?**t& /ze/ixo^  
7"»y    iQof.-rr'tC.i AA/S      Do.  

TT       r,/ooi,_j>    SB />    i/s*_y     f)/i*j6£/Lo^S    £*>£?:/> f Ay 

7   UAi/e   f/ei/Kfi.    //>/    ny  L,Fe   r^F.tJ A   rL;*v,f*<G> 
/}x'^£>    L/t/e    TH'S    /K/IPB-    /A/TO      S     L/>A>in .TT-   r.>t>ot,ir 
r.e/(TAiA/i-y     tier    4*    off/>/Ty.  

O Maryland Department of Transportation 
Slate Highway Administration 

Wllliim K. Hsllounn 
SMnbiv 

Hal Kastotl 

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 
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. 

by 

Very truly yours, 

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

(/Uthtzr //id., 
Trank DeSantis 
Project Manager 

LHE/FDS/elw 

G3i am currently on the Mailing List. 

I—l Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. 

My lalephona numbar It. 659-1109 
Teletypewriter (or Impeired Hearing or Speech 

383-7555 Beltlmore Metro — 565-0451 D.C Metro — 1-8CKM92-5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.O. Box 717 / 707 North Calvert SI., Baltimore. Maryland 21203 - 0717 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

NAME 

Location/Design  Public  Hearing 
Contract  No.   AA 396-101-571 

Maryland Route   177  Mountain  Road 
From Maryland Route   100  to Pinehurst 

March 26,   1986 

W.  Edward Plitt 

Road 

m 

-DATE Marclj^wSS 

PLEASE 
PRINT A D0RE88_L^L^ill 

CITY/TOWN. Pasadena 

tx nm 

-5- 
_8TATE. MD -ZIP cone    31122 

l/W« wish to commant or Ingulf about tha following aapacta o( thlaprojaot: 

35?" intersecting road..' an"acute probrSm spicificfliy during tfle mSr£lng 
heavy traffic  period,   a problem greatly exascerbated fey the staggered opining 
oL^^i  ?^  Zne ""P^ged school cdmplex along the  route,   school buses 
operating  in convoy,   and the tie-ups  resulting"from the iAdividual pidcup 

cnooi  children at  their homes  and at each intersection along Mountain 

See SHA  response on  the following  page. 

< 
i 

4^ 

o? 
Road.   w.^ „„» 
^f^"?^6 urlv?' causing,    „ __„. „„   aa ,.„,. aa ana onto K 
r"5--?-^-e evenlno rUBh fer honie' 3h°"ld command planning for other 

If the obvioua answer e5-i?.'nfl5- trg^iC 1^tg- the finale  examolp »<• as it does, backups as far as and onto Route 10 

alternatives.   
We can get off Mountain Road now, both left and right - the real troubleis 
getting on. ^         * 
With respect to Alternates 2A and 3. each would require widening the right 
or way rrom ?u to as much as 55'. affecting almost 200 properties, and costing 

uVl^Te^  £X^l^d^rno-Cher^1^^ Sgfffljffilg-^' 

^fgf1^.,^?",^"  °S "gt-c?n^g°inq Route  100 to Pinehurst and placing a VU^L  at.Tiool  COmpiaX OR &  ^   l&rij dl&d-end t6ad serving a water lacked^  *  
peninsula  cannot be  corrected by either Alternate. iuc«.ea 

133 t am currently on the Mailing List. 

E3 Plaaaa add my/our namaU) to tha Mailing Llat. 

•SP 



I 

Maryland Department oflidnsportation 
Stale Highway Administration 

WilfiJm K. Hittnunn 
SwrMary 

Hal Knseff 
AdaMttiMw 

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 

Dear Mr. Plitt: 

21122 

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- 
terra 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 by 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 
bus 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 

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

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

Very truly yours, 

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

by: ^Z^lfp *4-^ 
Frank DeSantis 
Project Manager 

LHE/FDS/elw 
cc:  Mr. Lawrence Elliott 

My teltplione number Is. 
659-1109 

Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro — 5650451 DC Metro — l-SOM92-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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

NAME Mx. Afary   P»/;n„ 

&fN
A
T
8E  ADDRESS 92   ffenrmnp    /P^/ 

CITY/TQWM hrsadrm     *T*T*   Mr/. 
l/#* wlah to comment 

DATP      V/JX/JP 

         m 

Sr-o Oc_ 
m 

-ZIP CODE ?//? Z. 

about the following aapacta of thla project: 

'y/M f* st*t< mv stram SUM*,* Ar~  a/V^f, 

ET I am currently on the Mailing List 

• Pleaae add my/our name(a) to the Mailing List 

y— — i^y—«" -"ry    ""ff" ' /ur      nrrrrn&ic 

(W<J l?est sc/cfim   <rf He   -frrfAc reyir^ti** tr  /&,»& /77. 
J   here    -f-hti-   fjt    ,frtf    ni/l  *,f  "A?  rff/Mfrc/ ~ 
+he    fr*-   L-craf "n/anfj " „.</?,    *,,„    &&*/• aT1- ^Jr ' 

Petbftc   /•/rarist.    ^y,    Mtiff/t   Z6.     Fo,    iJ?rst   neoyr    •?<? sutorst 

eWrrdn    wf,/m    or PMV,^ „„?/ ^t*t+   /„„/*   -£,, yf«r< 
n  in'Prrr*   AUurfgin ?<,*</.   Vft W//s/-  ^/^ rtthrnefS x / 
 *""  c^ ^   Oemintinltirs -A'ar+A or Swtf a-/fjf(*trt&'* &*</- 
m>?' fi  fa-pass   Hfif   Hfty   f*r»ywni/y_: rsAarJ/tss  of- 

Pyferdca'   +o  T^ehur s+ frrjn, <*   (>f 0a„   />,***, * 6*}/!ijilt. 
Wfare   t<J*s  /Kr./jJrfisn   wfa* y^>/ n-fa  c/*r, * Mr^r 3 
'S   needed one/ /*»* «(jcrc/up,   Tfie  wterrs-tt  of -/-h Mawrrfy 

P Matytand Department of Transportation 
Stale Highway Administration 

WllliMi K. Hlllitufn 
SKrttMy 

Hit Kitssll 

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. views win 

The 5 lane alternate continues to be the preferred solution. 

m!.iiTn
U T"! beJ

advised of project developments through the 
mailing list and through local newspaper media. 

Deputy Direct 
Project Develc t  Division 

LHE/FDS/elw 

M» teliplim MimDar li     659-1109 
•w, ,«. o , TalMypewritar <°< Impalmd Hearing or Speecn 
383-7555 Baltimor. Metro - 5650451 DC. Metro - 1«ltM92-506i Statewide Toil Free 

P.O. Bo> 717 / 707 North Cehrart St, Baltimore. Maryland 21203 .0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Location/Design Public Hcarins 
Contract  No.   AA 396-101-571 

From 2ryl?nd.R2Ute  177 """"tain Road 
From Maryland Route  100 to PinehurBt Road 

March 26,   1986 

NAME        Jerrv    /   ri/,i, 

PRINT   ADDRESS. 

-DATE 
J2.   6e#cr**,(>     /?£ 

CITY/TOWN  /^ ^<» e/i e*,/!- -STATE. 7^ -ZIP coop Z//Z2. 
I/We wl.h to comm.nt or Inquire about th» lollowlng a.p,cu ot thl. protect: 

!>//      d/*'"<*' 3 frt*„e. fi^;\   ;xru   OA,/v rt..      THT 

<**'«<<    tfceft/   «rr ZTp     g/^     k^.-^r...,     ^A.-*/    (.rA   rrir / 

, * .-^^• .     •     mm     www mm ^   w * w w^m %rrwm*;*r 

SHA  Response: Alternate  3 is  the Selected 
Alternate. 

CJ I am currently on the Mailing Llat. 

• Pleaae add my/our nameCa) to the Mailing V?f r^>  - 
*••> ••?*. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Locatioo/Deslcn Public HetrinK 
Contract No. AA 396-101-571 

Maryland Route 177 Mountain Road 
Proa Maryland Route H>0 to Pinehurst Road 

March 26,   1986 

!* 
& 

NAME rhwAR\s:r{Wl ^;>' 
-DATE jirJ^kLtP 

PWMAT8E    ADDREM    XCO      JBrAy.K     Rb itcj^-lg^   Ql^ ft  /      ' 

CITY/TOWN \  /4-CA-f)rA//f        'i»,-.t..i*. U »...,    .• -STATE. -ZIP CODE—liiiJ 
l/W» wlah to commant or Ingulf about Ih^tollowlno aapaota of thl* projaot: 

'& 

Oi/f. (/   . y-C/ .vi t^w ^r^ 
• ^^^r^. 

, ri -^   -, , , .^HuA J-Y 
f^ Jjt/lf *    PJ(^ ^ y^^X 

'^-' •» Xr •~Ss%6lL'*A*^4jft- 

£^£t 
^*'" '-i~   r- - -"-»*• 

__    _        e^ y 1 ' "    ,nn1r  

2b» 

•ipffer****' 
<±>Wx^r<j< 

-we-jpcx 

^L f<*-ny(li^L. 

*~A-L> 

•sJr^- •• 

Lsf' *>+*>i*ua£-4^t 

/-hA, 
teJa. 

%L '•^T^fifrt 
<*->-<* 

UL. 
^-jh  

'jxAt-fX. "ti^rnr 

• I am currently on th* Mailing -Uat.^ii? 

[Sg Plaaae add my/our nam«(») to the Malllnp LUt 

o MaiyiandDepartment offonsportatton 
State Mighw»y AdnwitstrathM) 

April   18,   1986 

WHaa K. HMWM 
twtumt 

HHKnttn 

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

Mr. Edward J. Hoach, Sr. 
200 Beach Road'- 

• Pasadena, Maryland •21122 

Dear Mr. Roach: 

Thank you for your March 26, 1986 letter expressing your con- 
cerns about the Maryland Route 177 project. 

While it is true that the project is controversial, we cannot 
agree that the overwhelming majority oppose it.  We would suggest 
that you coordinate your views with Mr. David Williams, President 
of your Council, who is on record as supporting the project and 
who »as offered an opportunity to personally review our studies 
prior to the hearing. 

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

Thank you for your interest. 

Very truly yours, 

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

^^LZUA}*^!.*! 
Frank DeSantis 
Project Manager 

•C~^ 

LHE:FDS:bh 
cc:  Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 

Mr. Edward Heehan 
Mr. David Williams 
Mr. Lawrence Elliott 

My Mipnoitt mnibtr h. 659-1109 
• «T«l«yp««frttir tor knpairad Hwrlng or SpMch 

:,  . »3-reS5 Battkim Matro - S6MM51 O.C. IMn — 1-80(M92-50a2 Statwrtto Toll Free 
'•',•" -r^ ..Sijgtf/JSMfciMtfMflilKorthXMv«18t,-B»nimor.,Ujryl«na 21203   0717 - 

S 
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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 1-00 to Pinehurst Road 

March 26, 1986 

NAME 

PRINT8*    ADDRESS^ 

narp    */>V/*L 

-*£~>jfci£*op.   -*£« 

CITY/TOWN. ~^t^jtfj 2ttd3fe__8TATE. *&«£ .ZIP CODE_c2^2i«^_ 
I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspeett of this project: 

frlUy ciisf, 3S£   JZ&^JLm*.    ^. ••^^y* T. 
-T 

"-<><- •*-' 

•te^ JZA   ^XZl     TSteJjr..* 

(/ n<4c<r' <* 
^^ 

T£ 
^~*' ^~^&~ 

dL J^US   .^S^L, 
**&***   ^- 

MatylandDepartment ofTransportation 
SUI> HlglnMr AdrakiMtntion ;"   ;- 

«nbBK.IMam 
tan 
Hall 

April 2, 1986 

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

-Mr. George B. Weber.  '* 
1626 Southshore Parkway 
Pasadena, Maryland  21122 

Dear Mr. Weber: '::'- 

We have forwarded your Inquiry relative to the Mountain 
Road study to our District 5 Utility Office in Annapolis.  Tbey 
will be providing you with a response. 

Thank you for taking the time to write us. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by \^^&~4As .srtiizfc 
Frank DeSantis 
Project Manager 

LHE/FDS/elw 

cc:  Mr. Charles W. Carroll (w/incoming) 

HJ, I am currently on the Mailing List. 

O Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List. My Wtplwot lUBbw It 
'>659-1109 

T«tetypMrf1tar for hnpilrad Having or 6pMCh 
383-75SS Balthnora ttauo — SSS04S1 0£.M«n> — 1-80CM82-60ej SUtnrid* Toll Fraa 

'•'" '• PA Box T17/TOT North Cal>wt8t,'eutlni0f*,MHyUnd 21203.0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Location/Design Public Hearing 
Contract No. Ah  396-101-571 

Maryland Route 177 Hountain Road 
From Maryland Route 100 to Pinehurst Road 

March 26, 1986 

T 

-it-o 

NAME      P~i.*«—*,   £^.^,    &.t>i^^ g^.J n>Te      y/i/SL 

pmNATSE   ADDRESS   iZ^r    Afe/^.w.^^    D» 

CITY/TOWN to-Ifci, _STATE     >H<< • -ZIP CODE iiiri- 

l/W« wlah to comm»nt or Inquire about tha following aapacta of this protect: 

—TVe C****.^ Pui^A**.*   C»^^cclt   K/A.tVf.     *ef>K*.t*-jh3. AT 

-/t^*--^e«/      a.'f  ft. 

kUy^ 
P'^eStde^- 

C>n+.te~-   rLrM.Jb**+.   C*-*~*.cii 

V    CJ I am currantly on the Mailing Llat. 

MPIeaaaadd my/our name(a) to the Mailing Llat. 
-teluMfV -ST 

ft Maryland Department ofTrdnsportatton 
Stale Hignway Aammistralion 

WObn K. Killtnam 

Hit Kljs.fl 
Mciuniac 

April   18,   1986 

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

Mr. David C. Williams, President 
Greater Pasadena Council 
1208 Holnewood Drive 
Pasadena, Maryland  21122 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

Thank you for your comments received April 7 1986 reore-spnt 
mg the views of 28 community association/in the Pasfdena aria?" 

 0
Y°ur support for Alternate 3, the 5 lane proposal will be 

£5E?J?«r ••" OUr decislon »*"»* Process.  The State Highway Administration continues to take the view that a 5 lane roadwav 

com^i?yeferred SOlUti0,1 t0 the t'»«Port.tion needs oiilT** 

Th.„tS ^luested; your name has been placed on our mailine list 
Thank you for taking the time to write to us.     """ng ust. 

couis H. Ege, 31 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 

LHE/FDS/elw 
cc:  Mr. N. J. Pedersen 

Mr. E. Meehan 

My tileptiona mimtrtr Is, 659-1109 
Telelypewriier (or Impaired Hearing or Speech 

38*7555 Baltimore Metro - 66S0451 D.C. Metro - 1.80tM9J.5062 Statewide Toll Free 
P.0 Box 717; 707 North Cal»ert St., Baltimore, Mariano 21203 • 0717 
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PMIUP C JlMENO 

SENATE OF MAJR*X»ANI> 
ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401-1091 

HOME: 

•33 HATTHCWS AVCNUC 

ANNS ARUNOCL COUNTY 

COMMmTC 

I 
4^. 

Onncc: 

lt2 JAMES SENATE OFTKX SUUMNG ' 

AfMAKMJS. MAmuMD 21JOI • IM1 
Mt-sesa 

PUBLIC HEARING 

MD. RTE. 177 MOUNTAIN ROAD 

March 2C, 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 acconmodate 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 irre- 

sponsibly. The safety and convenience of all residents of this area are at 
stake. 

As you are aware, we, the elected officials of the 31st 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, I am coitmitted 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 limited 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, detailed 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 

rr.isleoding or false information. As your elected officials, our responsi- 

bility is to seek the funding for this project. I am convinced that the 

State Highway Administration is comnitted 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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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 111 

841 Chntnut BuiWing 
RilltdelpMa. Pannsylvania 19107 

m 
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coOt- 
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Louis H.  Sge, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Developaent Dlviiion (EM 310) 
State Highway Admlolttratlon 
707 N.  Calvert Street 
Baltlaore, MD 21202 

Dear Mr.  Ege: 

miu-BB 

MD Rt 177;  86-06-119 
Envlroisencal Asaessaent 
and Air Quality Analysis 

In accordance with the provlaions of Section 309 of the Clean Air 
Act  and the National Envlronaeocal Policy Act (HEPA),  EPA has reviewed 
the Envlronnental  Asaessaent (EA) and Air Quality Analysis for the above 
referenced project.     Based on our review, we recoaaend Incorporation of 
the wetlands avoidance approach In the Fresh Pond/Angel's Bog area, 
regardless of the alternate chosen.    He wish to be kept apprised of the 
feasibility of this approach throughout the deaign phase of the project. 
If clrcunventlng this wetland area is determined to be inpractical, a 
full discussion of the rationale behind that decision should be presented. 
In addition, mitigation for wetland losses, however minimal, should be 
coordinated with the proper agencies. 

Itie following cooments and observations refer to the EA and express 
our concerns regarding the envlronaental Impacts that could be encountered. 
We have no comments on the Air Quality Analysis. 

p.IV-7 
(IV.D.3) 

p.   IV-8 
(IV.D.3) 

Mention is made of the pipe and culvert extensions that woulti 
be required by the highway expansion.    The exact nisiber of 
these extensions and  their locations should be clarified, 
along with a statement regarding the hydraulic capacities of 
the lengthened structures in relation to drainage areas. 

As design details are developed, EPA wishes to be advised of 
the specifics pertaining to atonwater management and aedlme-:: 
and  erosion control. 

p.IV-20        Table 7 Indicates that 10 of the 13 noise receptors are 
(IV. P. 2)      apected to exceed the PSA Noise Abatement Criteria for 

the design year, baaed on the study of Alternate 3.    While 
It la understood that Alternate 3 was chosen as an exaple 
of the worst caae situation, the projected noise levels are 
in many instances, so close to the FWA cirlteria to suggest 
that the predicted noise levels from other alternates could 
be lower and remain within established levels.    EPA therefore 
suggests that additional data be'gathered, anl noise levels 
CMputed for the other alternates as well.     If the resulting 
projections are found to be closer to, or even within the 
PWA criteria, the selection of the final alignent should 
take this lato consideration. 

P»IV-22        In the section devoted to construction noise, consideration 
(IV.P.3)      should be given to restricting construction to specific hours 

of the day.    These same restrictions should also apply to the 
maintenance of of heavy equipment. 

Tbank you for offering EPA the opportunity to review and comment on this 
EA.     Please advise us of the status of the project's design phase with 
regard to wetlands avoidance, stormwater management and sedimentation/erosion 
issues.     Should you have any questions, or if we can be of additional 
assistance, pleaae call Jeffrey Alper at 215/597-7817. 

Sincerely 

Richard V.   Pepino 
Chief, HEPA Compliance Section 

J, 
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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. 

V-43 



JAMCft W   PECK 

STATE Of MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

WATER RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE OFFICE lULDING 
ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 21401 

May 5, 1986 

5    m 

^ 

f 

Mr. Louli B. Etc Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Dlvlalon 
State Highway Admlnlatratlon 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Room 310 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

WRA No. 79-PP-0108 
SBA No. AA-396-101-571 

Eavironaental Aaseasment for MD 177 
froa MD 100 to Plnehurat Road In 
Anne Arundel County 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

The above referenced document has received neceaaary review by the Water 
Reaourcea Administration and other agencies within the Department of Natural 
Resources. The following Is a summary of comments by this office and the onea 
provided by the Tidewater Administration's Coastal Resources Division and 
Fisheries 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 should the aelected alternative alter the courae, current, or 
cross-section of Angel's Bog Fresh Pond or its associated floodplalna. 

In addition, In accordance with Section 8-11-05 and Section 8-11A-05, 
Natural Resources Article, Annotated Code of Maryland, the subject project 
requires necessary review and approval for sediment control and stormwater 
management requirements by the Sediment and Storvwatar Division of this 
Administration. The Water Reaourcea Admlnlatratlon prefera the alternative 
which would have the least Impact on the watera of the State. 

Please keep In mind that Angel's Bog has been designated as an Area of 
Critical State Concern and haa been found to aupport a highly diverae floral 
community.  In fact, it has the highest 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 uncomon nests, serves as 
a repository for common species be displaced by increasing urbanisation, and 
supports the preaence of rare planta. 

(301) 269-2265  

TTV FOR DCAF-SALTIMOIIE 2«t-2«0» WASHINGTOM MCTMO »M'04»0 

Mr. Louis B. 
May 5, 1986 
Page Two 

Ege, Jr. 

Given the aforementioned attributea of Angel's Bog, the Department strongly 
reco«ends that the avoidance option be pursued for any of the build 
alternatives chosen, that stringent stormwater management measures be 
Incorporated into the project to reduce the impact of increased runoff ao as to 
maintain the existing hydrology of the contributing drainage area and to ensure 
its Integrity, dlveraity and productivity. Additionally, the potential Impact 
of increaaed pollutant-laden roadway runoff on Freah Pond/Angel'a Bog must be 
conaldered In the Final Environmental document. 

Sincerely. 

ftr    Randy L. Barrlll 
Chief, Waterway Permits Division 

RLH:MQT:das 

Elder Ghigiarelll 
Carlo Brunori 
Ted Bogan 
Earl Shaver 
Arnold Norden 
George Krantz 
Wanda D. C. Adams 

* 
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SHA Responses to Water Resources Administration: 

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

2. The Selected Alternate avoids impacts to Angel Bog. 
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United States Soil 
Department of Conservation 
Agriculture Service 

10 W. College Terrace 
Room 230 
Frederick, MD 21701 

f 

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, 

r - *\r&<rx*j&& 
CARL E. ROBINETTE 
Area Soil Scientist 

Enclosure 

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

A The Soil Conservation Service 
.«    ..   is an agency of the 
^^£r    Department ot Agriculture V-46 



OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE 

\ 
or 

201 WEST PRESTON STREET • BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 • AREA CODE 301  • 383- 

Adele Wilzack, R.N., M.S., Secretary 

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

William M. Eichbaum, Assistant Secretary 

April 9,   1986 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Acting Chief 
Environmental Management 
Bureau of Project Planning (Room 310) 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

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, 

i 
HMto*il. <uu4 

Edward L. Carter, Chief 
Division of Air Quality Planning 

and Data Systems 
Air Management Administration 

ELC/cp 
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Maryland Historical Trust 
June 26, 1985 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Acting Chief, Environmental 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 

Shaw House, 21 State Circle, Annapolis, Maryland 21401 
Department of Economic and Community Development 

V-48 
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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, 7/7 

J. Rodney Little 
Director/ 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

JRL/GJA/pc 
cc:  Ms. Rita Suffness 

Mr. Tyler Bastian 
Mr. Anthony Christhilf 
Mr. Michael Parker 

V-49 
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rORREY  C   BROWN.  M.D. 
SECRETARY 

JOHN  R. GRIFFIN 
DEPUTY SECRETARY 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
THE  ROTUNDA 

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

KENNETH N   WEAVER 
DIRECTOR 

MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

EMERY T. CLEAVES 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

Division of Archeology 
338-7236 

9 December 1985 

Mr.  Louie H.  Ege,  Jr. 
Bureau of Project Planning 
State Highway Administration 
P.O.   Box 717/707 North Calvert St. 
Baltimore, Maryland    21203-0717 

Dear Mr.  Ege: 

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

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 re surveyed 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 literature 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. 

•n-f-J ? ? ^ f^ldwork were also negative.    No prehistoric cultural 

TilTJlt   W\8   fT     ^   the    78   Sh0Vel    teSt   pits   or   on   the   surf^e.       Some historic material was found,  but is all of recent origin (post 1940). 

•n    N
M 

addit!:0ntl    archeological    field    investigations   are    recommended    in 
connection with  this project as defined in  the plans provided. 

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

Sincerely, 

Archeologist 

HLB:lw 

cc:     Rita Suffness 

Hettie L.  Boyce       /   J)Cj 
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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 paid 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 is 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 
reimbursable 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 is 
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 
receipted bills.  Time spent in the actual search may be 
reimbursed on an hourly basis, within the maximum limit. 

t & 

• 

VI-2 



V 0 

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.  In 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- 
Py?i w 0^anlzatlons ^ 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 
displacraent. 

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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