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SUMMARY 

1. Administration Action 

(   ) Environmental Impact Statement 
(X) Environmental Assessment 
(  ) Finding of No Significant Impact 
(X) Section 4(f) Evaluation 

2. Additional Information 

Additional information concerning the proposed project may be obtained from: 

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

Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
Room 506 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
Phone: (301) 333-1130 
Hours: 8:15 AM to 4:15 PM 

Mr. Herman Rodrigo 
Planning, Research, Environmental 

and Safety Engineer 
Federal Highway Administration 
The Rotunda - Suite 220 
711 West 40th Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21211 
Phone: (301) 962-4440 
Hours: 7:30 AM to 4:00 PM 

3. Description of Action 

The proposed project consists of upgrading and widening existing MD 237 from MD 

235 to MD 246 in St. Mary's County, Maryland. A new structure would also be required 

over Jarboesville Run. The proposed improvements are necessary to eliminate the poor 

horizontal and vertical geometry and to accommodate projected traffic demand which will 

occur as a result of development slated for the area. 

4. Summary of Alternates 

Alternate 1 (No-Buildl 

Under the No-Build Alternate, no long range improvements would occur and the 

current congestion problem would be expected to worsen. Normal maintenance and safety 

improvements would be performed as they became necessary. This alternate would not 

offer any improvement in traffic operation, safety or capacity. 
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Alternate 2A 

Alternate 2A would consist of a four-lane divided curbed roadway with a 20-foot 

raised grass median. Wherever geometric conditions permit, portions of the existing 

alignment and undeveloped land will be utilized to minimize residential and business 

relocations. All existing county roads, private entrances and driveways will retain access to 

the reconstructed roadway, and median crossovers will be provided at various locations 

throughout the project. The reconstruction begins at the MD 235/MD 237 intersection 

proceeding in a southerly direction, generally following the existing roadway. At Jarboesville 

Run, the grades and curves in the road will be reduced to decrease the potential for 

flooding. The alignment then ties into reconstructed MD 237, as proposed with the MD 246 

project currently in design. The MD 237 project ends approximately 500 feet north of the 

existing MD 237/MD 246 intersection. 

Alternate 2B 

Alternate 2B follows the same alignment as Alternate 2A and also proposes a 20-foot, 

raised, grass median. The difference between Alternates 2A and 2B is that Alternate 2B 

proposes shoulders on the outside of the roadway rather than curbs. 

Alternate 3A 

Alternate 3A proposes the reconstruction of MD 237 to a four-lane, divided, curbed 

roadway, with a 20-foot, raised, grass median. Portions of the existing road would be used 

where possible. 

This alignment is the same as the previous Build Alternates until it reaches the 

vicinity of Greenview Elementary School. At this point, the alignment shifts gradually to the 

east to avoid impact to the St. Mary's River State Park. The alignment then shifts to the 

west and generally coincides with the previous Build Alternates. Access to the proposed 

roadway and median crossovers would be the same as the other alternates described 

previously. The project's terminus is also the same. 

t 
S-2 



<e 

t 

Alternate 3B 

Alternate 3B follows the same alignment as Alternate 3A and also proposes a 20- 

foot, raised, grass median. The difference between Alternates 3A and 3B is that 

Alternate 3B proposes shoulders on the outside of the roadway rather than curbs. 

5.        Summary of Impacts 

An inventory of the study area was conducted to identify environmentally sensitive 

areas. The proposed alternates have been evaluated to determine their potential 

environmental effects. A summary of these potential environmental impacts has been 

divided into two major categories: socioeconomic and natural environment. 

Socioeconomic 

The existing land use in the northern portion of the study area is characterized by 

low to median density residential development (single family dwelling, garden apartments 

and townhouses). 

Alternates 2A and 2B would require one (1) business and nineteen (19) residential 

displacements. Alternate 3A would displace 34 residential dwellings, and Alternate 3B 

would displace 34 residences. 

The proposed alternates will have no affect on historic resources. Archeological 

potential for the study area was determined to be moderate. Phase I archeological 

investigations resulted in the identification of two sites, 18ST608 and the Ebenezer 

Cemetery. Phase II studies were recommended for 18ST608, the remains of a potentially 

National Register eligible pre-historic site. 

A Section 4(f) Evaluation for St. Mary's River State Park is included as part of this 

document. Alternate 2A requires the acquisition of approximately 5.68 acres and Alternate 

2B approximately 6.18 acres from this park. Alternate 3A,!3B and the No-Build will not 

require right-of-way from the park. 
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Natural Environment 

There are no known populations of threatened or endangered species in the study 

area. Alternates 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B would require 0.93, 0.92, 1.53 and 1.56 acres of 

floodplain, respectively. Alternates 2A and 2B would require 1.65 acres of wetlands while 

Alternates 3A and 3B would require 2.44 acres. 

It is not expected that the proposed improvement will impact any Prime Farmland 

due to the residential zoning status of this area. No violation of the 1-hour or 8-hour 

S/NAAQS for 1995 or 2015 will occur with either the No-Build or Build Alternates. 

FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria will be approached or exceeded at five (5) receptor sites 

under the No-Build Alternate; at eight (8) receptor sites under Alternate 2A and 2B; and 

at five (5) receptor sites under Alternate 3A and 3B. 
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COMPARISON OF ALTERNATES 

9 

Alt. Alt. Alt. Alt. 
Analysis Item 2A 2B 3A 3B 

Socioeconomic 

1. Relocation 
a. Residence 19 19 34 34 
b. Business 1 1 0 0 
c. Farm 0 0 0 0 

2. Minorities 0 0 0 0 
3. Parkland or recreation 5.68 6.18 0 0 

area affected (acreage) 
4. Consistent with area yes yes yes yes 

land use plans 
5. Historic Sites affected 0 0 0 0 

Natural Environment 

1. Number of stream 0 0 0 0 
relocations 

2. Number of stream 1 1 l 1 
crossings 

3. Affected threatened or 0 0 0 0 
endangered species 

4. Acres of prime farmland 0 0 0 0 
affected 

5. 100-year Floodplain 0.93 0.92 1.53 1.56 
impacted 

6. Wetlands affected 1.63 1.60 2.44 2.44 

Noise* 

1. Number NSA's exceeding 8 8 5 5 
abatement criteria or 
increasing 10 dBA or 
more over ambient 

Air Quality* 

none none none none 1. CO violations of 1-hour 
or 8-hour standards 

Cost 

5,300,000 5,800,000 7,000,000 7,400,000 Right-of-way 
Construction 19,300,000 19,000,000 22,700,000 22,000,000 

TOTAL 24,600,000 24,800,000 29,700,000 29,400,000 
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Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 246 to MD 235 
PDMS No. 183053 

The following Environmental Assessment Form is a requirement of the Maryland 
Environmental Policy Act and Maryland Department of Transportation Order 
11.01.06.02. Its use is in keeping with the provisions of 1500.4 (k) and 1506.2 and 
.6 of the Council of Environmental Quality Regulations, effective July 31, 1979, 
which recommend that dupUcation of Federal, State, and Local procedures be 
integrated into a single process. 

The checklist identifies specific areas of the natural and social-economic 
environment which have been considered while preparing this environmental 
assessment. The reviewer can refer to the appropriate sections of the document, 
as indicated in the "Comment" column of the form, for a description of specific 
characteristics of the natural or social-economic environment within the proposed 
project area. It will also highlight any potential impacts, beneficial or adverse, that 
the action may incur. The "No" column indicates that during the scoping and early 
coordination processes, that specific area of the environment was not identified to 
be within the project area or would not be impacted by the proposed action. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

YES   NO     COMMENTS 

A. Land Use Considerations 

1. Will the action be within the 100 year Sect. LF-5 
flood plain?                                                        JC_     _      Sect. IV.F-3 

2. Will the action require a permit for 
construction or alteration within the 
50 year flood plain?        _X_       

3. Will the action require a permit for 
dredging, filling, draining or 
alteration of a wetland? _X_             Sect. IV.F-5h 

4. Will the action require a permit for 
the construction or operation of 
facilities for solid waste disposal 
including dredge and excavation spoil?        _X 

5. Will the action occur on slopes 
exceeding 15%? 

6. Will the action require a grading plan 
or a sediment control permit? 

7. Will the action require a mining permit 
for deep or surface mining? 

8. Will the action require a permit for 
drilling a gas or oil well? 

9. Will the action require a permit for 
airport construction? 

10. Will the action require a permit for the 
crossing of the Potomac River by 
conduits, cables or other like devices? 

x 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Sect. IV.F-1 

x Sect. IV.F-3 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

(Continued) 

YES   NO     COMMENTS 

11. Will the action affect the use of a 
public recreation area, park, forest, 
wildlife management area, scenic river 
or wildlife? 

12. Will the action affect the use of any 
natural or manmade features that are 
unique to the County, State, or Nation? 

13. Will the action affect the use of an 
archeological or historical site or 
structure? 

X 
Sect. 1V.D 
Sect. V.l 

X 

X Sect. IV.E-2 

B.  Water Use Considerations 

14. Will the action require a permit for the 
change of the course, current, or cross- 
section of a stream or other body of 
water? 

15. Will the action require the construction, 
alteration, or removal of a dam, 
reservoir, or waterway obstruction? 

16. Will the action change the overland 
flow of storm water or reduce the 
absorption capacity of the ground? 

X 

X 

X _        Sect.   IV.F-4 

17. Will the action require a permit for the 
drilling of a water well? 

18. Will the action require a permit for 
water appropriation? 

19. Will the action require a permit for the 
construction and operation of facilities 
for treatment or distribution of water? 

20. Will the project require a permit for the 
construction and operation of facilities 
for sewage treatment and/or land 
disposal of liquid waste derivatives? 

X 

X 

X 

X 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
(Continued) 

YES    NO     COMMENTS 

21. Will the action result in any discharge 
into surface or sub-surface water? _X_             Sect. IV-F-4 

22. If so, will the discharge affect ambient 
water quality parameters and/or require 
a discharge permit?        _X_       

C.   Air Use Considerations 

23. Will the action result in any discharge 
into the air? Ji_     _       Sect. IV.G-lc 

24.1f so, will the discharge affect ambient 
air quality parameters or produce a 
disagreeable odor?        _X_       

25. Will the action generate additional noise 
which differs in character or level from 
present conditions? _X_             Sea. 1V.H-2.3.4 

26. Will the action preclude future use of 
related air space?         _X_       

27. Will the action generate any radiological, 
electrical, magnetic, or light influences?         _X_ 

D.   Plants and Animals 

28. Will the action cause the disturbance, 
reduction or loss of any rare, unique or 
valuable plant or animal?        _X_ 

29. Will the action result in the significant 
reduction or loss of any fish or wildlife 
habitats?         _X_ 

30. Will the action require a permit for the 
use of pesticides, herbicides or other 
biological, chemical or radiological 
control agents?         _X_ 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
(Continued) 

YES   NO     COMMENTS 

E.   Socio-Economic 

31. Will the action result in a pre-emption 
or division of properties or impair their 
economic use? _X_              Sect. IV-A 

32. Will the action cause relocation of 
activities or structures, or result in a 
change in the population density or 
distribution? _X_              Sect. IV-A 

33. Will the action alter land values? X 

34. Will the action affect traffic flow and 
volume? x_     _       Sect. II-C 

35. Will the action affect the production, 
extraction, harvest or potential use of 
a scarce or economically important 
resource? X 

36. Will the action require a license to 
construct a sawmill or other plant for the 
manufacture of forest products?         _X_ 

37.1s the action in accord with federal, 
state, regional and local comprehensive 
or functional plans-including zoning? _X_              Sect. II-B 

38. Will the action affect the employment 
opportunities for persons in the area?        _X_       

39. Will the action affect the ability of 
the area to attract new sources of tax 
revenue?        _X^ 

40. Will the action discourage present 
sources of tax revenue from remaining 
in the area, or affirmatively encourage 
them to relocate elsewhere? X 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

(Continued) 

YES   NO     COMMENTS 

4I.Will the action affect the ability of the 
area to attract tourism?        _X_       

F. Other Considerations 

42. Could the action endanger the public 
health, safety or welfare?        _X_       

43. Could the action be eliminated without 
deleterious effects to the public health, 
safety, welfare or the natural 
environment?        _X_       

44. Will the action be of statewide 
significance?        _X_       

45. Are there any other plans or actions 
(Federal, State, County or Private) that, 
in conjunction with the subject action, 
could result in a cumulative or 
synergistic impact on the public health, 
safety, welfare, or environment?        JC_       

46. Will the action require additional power 
generation or transmission capacity?        _X_  

G. Conclusion 

47. This agency will develop a complete 
environmental effects report on the 
proposed action. _      JC_     See Note Below 

Note: This Environmental Assessment satisfies the requirements of both the 
National Environmental Policy Act and the Maryland Environmental 
Policy Act. 

S-ll 



/^ 

Table of 
Contents 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

lb 

Summary 
Comparison of Alternates 
Environmental Assessment Form 

I.        Description of Proposed Action 

A. Project Location 
B. Project Description 
C. Description of Existing Environment 

1. Social Environment 
a. Population Characteristics 
b. Community Facilities and Services 
c. Parks and Recreation Areas 

2. Economic Environment 

Page 

S-l 
S-5 
S-7 

1-1 

I-l 
1-1 
I- 
I- 
I- 
1-2 
1-3 
1-3 

D.      Land Use 
1. Existing Land Use 
2. Future Land Use 

1-4 
1-4 
1-5 

n. 

Cultural Resources 
1. Historic Standing Structures 
2. Archeological Sites 

Natural Environment 
1. 
2. 
3. 

Topography 
Geology 
Soils 

4. Surface Water 
5. 
6. 

Floodplains 
Ecology 
a.       Terrestrial 

7. 
8. 
9. 

b.       Aquatic Habitat 
Endangered Species 
Existing Air Quality 
Existing Noise Condition 

Need for th« i Project 

A. Purpose of the Project 
B. Project History 
C. Traffic Operations 
D. Accident Experience 

1-5 
1-5 
1-5 

1-6 
1-6 
1-6 
1-7 
1-7 
1-8 
1-8 
1-8 
1-9 

Ml 
1-11 
1-12 

n-i 

n-i 
n-2 
n-2 
n-4 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 
(continued) 

0 

in.     Alternates Considered 

A. 
B. 
C. 

Alternates Presented at the Alternates Public Workshop 
Alternates Considered but Dropped from Further Study 
Alternates Retained for Detailed Study 
1. Alternate 1 (No-Build Alternate) 
2. Alternate 2A 
3. Alternate 2B 
4. Alternate 3A 
5. Alternate 3B 

IV.     Environmental Impacts 

A. Social 
1. Relocations 
2. Title VI Statement 
3. Access to Facilities and Services 

B. Economics 
C. Land Use 
D. Park and Recreation Areas 
E. Cultural Resrouces 

1. Historic Standing Structures 
2. Archeological Sites 

F. Natural Environmental Impacts 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

6. 

Topography and Geology 
Prime Farmland Soils 
Floodplains 
Surface Water 
Habitat 
a. Terrestrial 
b. Aquatic 
Effects on Threatened and Endangered Species 

Air Quality 

2. 
3. 

Objectives and Type of Analysis 
a. Analysis Inputs 
b. Receptor Sites 
c. Results of Microscale Analysis 
Construction Impacts 
Conformity with Regional Air Quality Planning 

Page 

m-i 

m-i 
m-2 
m-3 
ffl-3 
ffl-4 
m-5 
m-5 
m-6 

IV-l 

IV-l 
IV-l 
IV-2 
IV-3 
IV-3 
IV-4 
IV-4 
IV-5 
IV-5 
IV-5 

IV-6 
IV-6 
IV-6 
IV-7 
IV-8 
IV-8 
IV-8 

IV-10 
IV-14 

IV-15 
IV-15 
IV-15 
IV-17 
IV-19 
IV-19 
IV-22 f 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 
(continued) 

Page 

H.      Noise Impacts TV-22 
1. Abatement Criteria and Land Use Relationships IV-22 
2. No-Build Alternate IV-24 
3. Build Alternates IV-26 
4. Abatement Analysis IV-26 
5. Other Mitigation Measures IV-35 
6. Earth Berms IV-35 

V. Section 4(f) Evaluation V-l 
1. Introduction V-l 
2. Description of Proposed Action V-l 
3. Description of 4(f) Resource V-l 
4. Impacts to 4(f) Property V-2 
5. Avoidance Alternates V-3 
6. Mitigation Measures V-4 
7. Consultation and Coordination V-4 

VI. Comments and Coordination VI-1 

VII. Appendix VII-l 
Summary of the Relocation Assistance Program of the 
State Highway Administration of Maryland 
(Revised February 1, 1988) 

/£ 



LIST OF TABLES 

Page 

1. Noise Sensitive Areas, Ambient Noise Levels 1-13 

2. Accident Rate for MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 247 11-4 

3. Accident Experience by Type of Collision and 
Rate for MD 237 n-6 

4. Vegetative Community Impacts IV-9 

5. Description and Classification of Wetlands IV-11 

6. Background Carbon Monoxide (CO) ppm IV-16 

7. Receptor Site Description IV-18 

8. 1-Hour Carbon Monoxide Concentrations (CO ppm) IV-20 

9. 8-Hour Carbon Monoxide Concentrations (CO ppm) IV-21 

10. Noise Abatement Criteria IV-23 

11. Future Year (2015) Noise Levels 1^25 

12. Abatement Summary IV-27 

* 



2-2> 

• 

LIST OF FIGURES 

1. Project Location Map 

2. Study Area Map 

3. Election District 

4. Community Facilities and Services 

5. Existing Land Use 

6. Future Land Use 

7. 1988 No-Build Average Daily Traffic and Level of Service 

8. 2015 No-Build Average Daily Traffic and Level of Service 

9. 2015 Build Average Daily Traffic and Level of Service 

10a. Alternate 2A 

10b. Alternate 2A 

11. Typical Section 

12a. Alternate 2B 

12b. Alternate 2B 

13a. Alternate 3A 

13b. Alternate 3A 

14a. Alternate 3B 

14b. Alternate 3B 

15. Environmental Base Map - 4(f) Resource 

16a. St. Mary's River State Park 

16b. St. Mary's River State Park 

17. Park Avoidance - Western Alignment 

Following Page 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-2 

1-4 

1-6 

II-2 

11-2 

11-2 

III-4 

III-4 

III-6 

III-6 

III-6 

III-6 

III-6 

III-6 

III-6 

V-2 

V-2 

V-2 

V-4 



*l 

Section I 

Description 
of 
Proposed 
Action 



I. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION 

A. Project Location 

MD 237 is located in St. Mary's County Maryland (see Figure 1). The project limits 

extend from the intersections of MD 235 (Three Notch Road) and MD 237 at the northern 

end to just north of the MD 246 (Great Mills Road) and MD 237 intersection at the 

southern end. MD 237 is on the secondary roadway system and functionally classified as a 

major collector. 

B. Project Description 

The proposed project consists of upgrading and widening existing MD 237 from a 

two-lane roadway to a four-lane divided highway from its northern most end at MD 235 to 

approximately 1500 feet of its southern most end at MD 246 (see Figure 2). Replacement 

of a structure over Jarboesville Run is also proposed. The right-of-way width for the 

proposed improvement will range from 150 to 190 feet except at Jarboesville Run where the 

right-of-way approximates 250 feet due to the steep slopes in that vicinity. 

C. Description of Existing Environment 

1.        Social Environment 

a.       Population Characteristics 

According to the Maryland Office of Planning, the population in St. Mary's County 

increased nearly 26 percent between 1970 (47,388) and 1980 (59,895). In 1990, the Office 

of Planning estimated the population to be 71,900, an increase of almost 20 percent since 

1980, and is projected to increase by 15 percent (82,800) by the year 2000. By the year 

2010, it is estimated that the population in St. Mary's County will have increased 

approximately 10 percent to 90,900 people. 

The study area is located within the county's eighth election district, Lexington Park 

(see Figure 3). The eighth district is the county's most populous with an estimated 1990 

population of 25,997 which is 36.7 percent of the total county population. This is mainly due 

to Lexington Park, which is one of the county's designated development districts. The eighth 

district also has the second highest average annual percentage of population increase in the 
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county (3.7 percent). Population increases and commercial growth in the eighth district are 

a direct result of an increase in manpower at Patuxent Naval Air Station. 

An analysis of the 1980 U.S. Census data, most recently available, indicated that 75.9 

percent of the population in the eighth election district was White, 18.7 percent was Black, 

3.4 percent was of Oriental origin, 0.4 percent was American Indian and 1.6 percent was 

classified as other. In Election District 8, 3.5 percent of the population is 65 or older. 

A racially mixed community was identified at the Greenview Village Apartments off 

of Military Drive. The Bayside Nursing Center for the elderly is located on MD 246 near 

Quatman Road. No concentrations of handicapped individuals were identified in the study 

area. 

b.       Community Facilities and Services (Figure 4) 

A variety of facilities and services is situated in or near the project area. 

Schools within the study area include Greenview Knolls Elementary, Great Mills 

High, Esperanza Middle, Green Holly Special Education, Lexington Park Elementary, and 

Frank Knox Elementary. 

Churches in the study area include Ebenezer Church, Church of the Ascension 

Episcopal Church and Kingdom Hall of Jehovah's Witnesses. 

Other facilities and services located within the study corridor are St. Mary's County 

Elk's Lodge #2092, Greenview Professional Building, the Southern Maryland Medical 

Health Association, and the Evergreen Memorial Gardens. 

Fire protection is provided by Co. 3 Rescue Fire Company and the Bay District 

Volunteer Fire Department both located in Lexington Park and include ambulance service. 

Police protection is provided by the St. Mary's County Sheriffs Department and the 

Maryland State Police. The Sheriffs Department is headquartered in Leonardtown, and the 

State Police are barracked in Leonardtown. 

The St. Mary's County Public library is located in Leonardtown. The closest hospital 

is St. Mary's Hospital in Leonardtown. Medical services for Navy personnel are located on 

base at the Patuxent USN Air Test Center Hospital in Lexington Park. Local Post Office ' 

services are located in Lexington Park and on MD 235 west of MD 237. 

A public sewer system serves approximately 98 percent of the Lexington Park area 

and, in addition, north of Strickland Road to MD 235 along MD 237. Septic systems serve 
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the remaining areas. The county anticipates that within five to ten years this area will be 

fully on public sewer systems. 

c.        Parks and Recreation Areas 

St. Mary's River State Park is located on the west side of MD 237. This park 

provides over 2,000 acres of publicly owned open space featuring landscape elements 

ranging from wetlands to farm fields to mixed hardwood forests. The park serves as a 

wildlife habitat and provides numerous recreational uses such as fishing, hiking, horseback 

riding, bird watching and nature studies. 

All the park property (see Figure 4), with the exception of a parcel (Parcel 4) located 

northwest of the study area, was purchased with Program Open Space funds. The 

Department of Natural Resources leases 82 acres, located adjacent to MD 237 and south 

of Strickland Road, to the St. Mary's County Department of Recreation and Parks. The 

county proposes to develop facilities for softball, soccer, swimming, tennis, golf and outdoor 

concerts in the near future. 

Other parks located near the study area include James W. Henderson Park, 

Jarboesville Park, and Nicolet Park. 

2.        Economic Environment 

In 1984, a detailed economic development program was prepared for St. Mary's 

County by the Maryland Department of Economic and Community Development. This 

program addressed the four major factors which predominantly affect the county's economy. 

These factors include agriculture and commercial seafood activities; the presence of the 

Patuxent River NAS Complex; tourism; and relative proximity to Washington, D.C. 

Historically, agriculture and the commercial seafood industry have been the base 

elements of the county's economy. However, in recent years, both these activities have been 

on the decline, especially with conversion of agricultural land for developmental purposes. 

The Patuxent River Naval Air Test Center and associated contract firms represent 

the single most important sector in the county's economy. It is the county's largest employer 

and is located within the study area at Lexington Park. In 1988, there were 12,901 military, 

civilian and contractor employees associated with the Patuxent River Naval Air Test 
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Complex. Other major employers within the study area include McDonnell Douglas 

Corporation, Tracer, Veda and Bendix. 

St. Mary's County has a strong local economy with the majority (74 percent) of the 

county's resident work force employed within the county. The county also has a 3.2 percent 

average unemployment rate, lower than the state's 3.7 percent average rate. However, the 

1980 unemployment rate of 8.8 percent for Lexington Park was considerably higher than the 

state's 6.5 percent average rate. This is believed to have improved as a result of new growth 

in the area since 1980. 

According to the 1980 U.S. Census, the predominant occupations of residents in 

Election District 8 were public administration (22 percent), retail trade (16 percent), 

educational services (13 percent) and manufacturing (8 percent). 

Of the working population in the subject election district, a majority (92.6 percent) 

worked within the county, predominantly in the Lexington Park area, with the remainder 

working outside the county and state. 

Besides the Patuxent NAS, other economic activity and employment opportunities 

in the study area consist of concentrated commercial development, located at MD 235/237 

including the Hickory Hill Shopping Center and gas stations, as well as industrial 

development. Other strip commercial areas are located along MD 246 and MD 235 in the 

Lexington Park area. 

The 1985 median income for the county was $28,310, which is very similar to the 

statewide median of $29,105. Although the 1985 figure is not available for the Lexington 

Park area, the 1980 median household income was $14,449. 

D.      Land Use 

1.       Existing Land Use (Figure 5) 

The predominant land uses in the northern portion of the study area are 

characterized by low- to medium-density residential development (single family dwelling, 

garden apartments and townhouses), a concentration of commercial/industrial/office 

development at the intersection of MD 235 and MD 237, and minor agricultural uses. 
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The existing land use in the southern portion of the project area is predominantly 

woodland, agricultural and low density residential with some commercial establishments at 

the MD 237/MD 246 intersection. 

The proposed St. Mary's River State Park will be centrally located to the west side 

of MD 237 and will provide recreational uses for county residents. 

2.       Future Land Use (Figure 6) 

Lexington Park and its immediate surroundings, which include the MD 237 corridor, 

are most suitable for population growth and have been designated as a Development 

District by the county. This area will function as one of the county's centers for commercial 

activity as a regional and subregional area and for employment opportunities. 

According to the St. Mary's County Comprehensive Plan, adopted October 25, 1988, 

land use along the MD 237 study corridor is designated for residential and commercial 

development. 

The Department of Plannning and Zoning for St. Mary's County has designated 

MD 237 as a Host-Zone area, for planned unit development. This development could occur 

at any open space location in the study area. 

E.       Cultural Resources 

1. Historic Standing Structures 

An historic sites reconnaissance of the project area was conducted, and no historic 

standing structures on or eligible for the National Register were identified in the study 

corridor. The December 28, 1988 letter from the State Historic Preservation Officer's 

(SHPO) office to that effect is in the Comments and Coordination Section. 

2. Archeological Sites 

The Phase I survey resulted in the identification of two sites: a prehistoric site (18 

ST 608) located on the north bank of Jarboesville Rim and an historic archeological site, 

the Ebenezer Cemetery. The first site (18 ST 608) represents a short-term encampment and 

the first prehistoric site recorded on Jarboesville Run. A Phase 11 site testing program is 

recommended to determine whether it is eligible for Usting in the National Register of 
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Historic Places. The second site, the Ebenezer Cemeteiy (SM135), is not eligible for the 

Register. There were no extant archeological remains in the vicinity of Matthews FoUey 
(SM134). y 

F.       Natural Environment 

1- Topography 

Most of St. Mary's County, including the study area, lies within the Upland Plateau 

Region of the Atlantic Coastal Plain Physiographic Province. The province extends from 

Long Island to South Carolina. It is characterized by flat to gently rolling topography and 

sedimentary deposits consisting chiefly of unconsolidated sand, clay and gravel. The Upland 

Plateau is a relatively flat region with an elevation of 70 to 170 feet above sea level. This 

plateau has been extensively eroded by streams and rivers, as in the area east of MD 235. 

The rest of the county, namely along the Potomac River and the Chesapeake Bay, lies in 

the flat, low elevation, lowland Plain Region of the Atlantic Coastal Plain Physiographic 
Province. 

2-        Geology 

There are two geological formations which outcrop within the project study area and 

vicinity.  TCe St. Mary's Formation outcrops along both sides of Jarboesville Run.  This 

formation consists of greenish-blue to yellowish-grey sandy clay and fine-grained argillaceous 

sand.  It is up to 80 feet thick and was deposited during the Miocene Epoch (23.7 to 5 3 

million years ago). The remainder of the study area is underlain by Western Shore Upland 

Deposits which are assumed to have been deposited during the Pliocene Epoch (5.3 to 1.6 

million years ago). This formation consists of orange to bro^ locally cemented sand and 

gravel with minor amounts of clay, and it ranges from 0 to 50 feet thick. In the study area 

the contact between the St. Mary's Formation and the Western Shore Upland Deposits' 

occurs at an elevation of roughly 80 to 100 feet above sea level. 
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3. Soils 

The Maryland State Soil Conservation Service was consulted to determine which soils 

in the study area are classified as Prime or Statewide Important Farmland Soils. The Prime 

Farmland Soils in the study area are as follows: 

o        Mattapex silt loam, 0-2 percent slopes (MuA) 

o        Sassafras loam, 2-5 percent slopes, moderately eroded (SfB2). 

The Statewide Important Farmland Soils in the study area are: 

o        Beltsville silt loam, 0-2 percent slopes (B1A) 

o        Beltsville silt loam, 2-5 percent slopes, moderately eroded (B1B2) 

o        Beltsville silt loam, 5-10 percent slopes, moderately eroded (B1C2) 

o        Caroline silt loam, 5-10 percent slopes, moderately eroded (CaC2) 

o        Chillum loam, 6-12 percent slopes, moderately eroded (ChC2). 

4. Surface Water 

The study area is drained by Jarboesville Run, a tributary to the St. Mary's River, and 

three unnamed tributaries (see Alternates Maps). Jarboesville Run flows southwest, 

crossing the study area approximately 3000 feet north of MD 246. Jarboesville Run has a 

drainage area of about 2,300 acres (3.6 square miles), roughly bounded by MD 237 to the 

west, MD 246 to the south and MD 235 to the north and east. 

Jarboesville Run in the project area is approximately 15 feet in width, with a depth 

at the time of survey of one to two feet. The substrate of the stream bottom is 

unconsolidated, consisting of cobbles, gravel and sand. Streamflow is conveyed under MD 

237 via three, 4-foot diameter corrugated metal pipe arches (CMPA's). 

The three unnamed tributary streams which provide drainage to the study area are 

intermittent in flow and cross MD 237 at the following locations: 

o        About 750 feet south of MD 235 

o        At Sayre Drive 

o        About 600 feet north of Strickland Road. 
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The Maryland Department of Environment has classified all surface waters of the 

state into four categories, according to desired use. These categories are: 

Class I Water Contact Recreation, Aquatic life and Water Supply 

Class n Shellfish Harvesting Waters 

Class m        Natural Trout Waters 

Class IV       Recreational Trout Waters. 

All waters of the state are Class I, with additional protection provided by higher 

classification. All waters in the study area are designated as Class I, Water Contact 

Recreation, Aquatic Life and Water Supply. 

5. Floodplains 

The 100-year floodplain associated with Jarboesville Run is shown on the Alternates 

mapping. The floodplain is based on the Federal Emergency Management Agency Flood 

Insurance Rate Map (F.I.R.M.). Base flood elevations for Jarboesville Run range from an 

elevation of 30 feet National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929 (NGVD) at the confluence 

with the St. Mary's River to an elevation of 74 NGVD at the limits of the detailed flood 

study, located about two miles up stream of MD 237. 

6. Ecology 

a.       Terrestrial 

Vegetative cover types located within the project area consist of six (6) distinct 

vegetative community types. These include maintained grasses associated with residential 

areas and two (2) memorial parks; cropland; a mixed upland conifer-hardwood association 

of oak and Virginia pine; a mixed wetland forest association of yellow poplar, sweetgum and 

loblolly pine; deciduous shrub wetland composed of red maple and sweet pepperbush; and 

early successional field community. A description of the vegetative communities/locations 

excluding grasses and croplands follows: 

Oak - Pine Association 

The mixed oak-pine association occurs primarily on the well-drained slopes and 

uplands bordering Jarboesville Rim and near the northern limit of the project area. This 
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community is a mature, upland forest dominated by a canopy of red oak, white oak, and 

Virginia pine. American holly occurs frequently as a lower canopy species. 

Yellow Poplar - Sweetgum Association 

The poplar-sweetgum lowland forest community occurs on poorly drained soils 

associated with three riverine systems in the study area. Dominant canopy species include 

yellow poplar, sweetgum and loblolly pine. 

Sweet Pepperbush - Red Maple Deciduous Shrub Community 

This wetland shrub-scrub community occurs along the broad floodplain of Jarboesville 

Run on saturated soils subject to frequent flooding during the growing season. The shrub 

layer is dominated by sweet pepperbush. 

Early Successional Field Community 

The early successional field community occupies abandoned farmland and disturbed 

areas, located mainly west of MD 237. Soils are well-drained, composed of sand and clay 

and generally acidic in nature. 

One tree was identified as eligible for classification as a large or significant tree (see 

Alternates Map). A white oak, approximately 70 to 80 feet in height and supporting a 

canopy of 60 to 70 feet in diameter, was identified adjacent to Wetland #6, a forested 

intermittent stream corridor. This tree is located beyond the right-of-way of all the build 

alternates and is not impacted. 

b. Aquatic Habitat 

Wetlands in the study area were identified in accordance with Executive Order 11990. 

The delineation was performed utilizing the Federal Manual for Identifying and Delineating 

Jurisdictional Wetlands. Eight wetland areas are located within the proposed project limits. 

These areas include four impoundments, three riverine systems with associated emergent 

and forested wetlands, and two intermittent stream corridors. The hydrology, vegetation and 

soil characteristics of each wetland are discussed briefly below and have been field reviewed 

by the Army Corps of Engineers and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on June 30, 1990. 

The approximate location of each wetland is indicated on the Alternates Mapping. 
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Wetland #1 

This wetland is classified as palustrine forested and manmade open water 

impoundment. The riverine and forested areas are located on the east side of MD 237 

approximately 2,000 feet south of MD 235. Overflow from the impoundment is piped from 

the west side of MD 235 via a concrete pipe into the stream. 

Wetland #2 

This wetland is a farm pond consisting of impounded open water with no associated 

wetland vegetation. The pond is located north of Military Lane about 250 feet from the 

west side of MD 237. The depth of the pond is unknown and the bottom is composed of 

mud. Boundaries of this open water wetland were identified as the top of the earthen 

embankment. 

Wetland #3 

Wetland #3 is classified as riverine, upper perennial with associated emergent 

vegetation along the low banks. This stream flows west into an open water pond just 

outside of the study limits. It is located about 500 feet west of MD 237 and 500 feet north 

of Norris Road. 

Wetland #4 

Wetland #4 is manmade impoundment of unknown depth. The bottom consists of 

mud. The pond is located at the south side of the Evergreen Memorial Gardens, 

approximately 700 feet north of Strickland Road on the east side of MD 237. The pond is 

surrounded by maintained grass and has gently sloping banks. No wetland vegetation or 

soils occur at this site. Boundaries of this open water wetland were identified as the top of 

the earthen embankments. 

Wetland #5 

Wetland #5 consists of a small open-water impoundment, an intermittent stream and 

surrounding forested wetland. This wetland is a system supported by an intermittent stream 

and also a seasonally high water table. The wetland system is located just 50 feet south of 

Wetland #4, north of Strickland Road. The intermittent stream carries water west 

eventually to the east branch of the St. Mary's River. 
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Wetland #6 

Wetland #6 is located on the east side of MD 237 about 250 feet north of Rose 

Lane. It is classified as riverine, intermittent with a sand bottom and is surrounded by 

palustrine forest. The water within the channel flows southeast as an unnamed tributary to 

Jarboesville Run. 

Wetland #7 

This wetland is riverine, upper perennial with an unconsolidated bottom of mud with 

associated palustrine forested vegetation (PFO-1). In addition, at a broad bend along 

Jarboesville Run east of MD 237, a large saturated area is dominated by emergent 

vegetation and fallen snags of loblolly pine and oak. 

Wetland #8 

Wetland #8 is classified as riverine, intermittent with an unconsolidated bottom of 

mud. This wetland is located at the southern end of the study area, approximately 350 feet 

north of MD 246. 

7. Endangered Species 

Correspondence with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Maryland DNR 

Forest Park and Wildlife Service indicates that there are no known populations of 

threatened or endangered species in the study area (see Comments and Coordination 

Section). 

8. Existing Air Quality 

The MD 237 project is within the Southern Maryland Intrastate Air Quality Control 

Region. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency attainment status designation for 

carbon monoxide (CO) for this region is "cannot be classified or better than national 

standards." 

A detailed microscale air quality analysis has been performed to determine the CO 

impact of the proposed project which is described in further detail in Section IV-G. 
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9.        Existing Noise Conditions 

Twelve noise sensitive areas (NSA) have been identified in the MD 237 study area. 

Descriptions of the NSA's are provided in Table 1. The locations of the NSA's are shown 

on the Alternates Mapping (Figures 10a, 10b, and 12a through 14b). A copy of the 

Technical Noise Analysis Report is available at the State Highway Administration, 707 

North Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202. 

The noise levels in the analysis are expressed in terms of an Leq noise level, which 

is the energy averaged noise level for a given time period. All ambient and predicted noise 

levels in this document are Leq exterior noise level unless otherwise noted. 

In an acoustical analysis, measurement of ambient noise levels is intended to establish 

the basis for impact analysis. The ambient noise levels, as recorded, represent a generalized 

view of present noise levels. Variations with time of total traffic volume, truck traffic 

volumes, speed, etc. may cause fluctuations in ambient noise levels of several decibels. 

However, for the purposes of impact assessment, these fluctuations are usually not sufficient 

to substantially affect the assessment. 

It was determined that for most of the NSA's, the most typical noise conditions occur 

during the non-rush period (9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.). During this time the highest noise levels 

are experienced for the greatest length of time. 

To determine existing noise levels within the project area, an on-site noise monitoring 

program was conducted on January 17,1990. Monitoring was performed between 11:00 a.m. 

and 2:00 p.m. 

A total of 12 sites were monitored. Measurements were made for 20 minutes at each 

location utilizing a Metrosonics db-308 Sound Level Dosimeter/Analyzer, which 

automatically records and calculates noise exposure in a wide range of formats. The noise 

descriptor used in this study was the Equivalent Noise Level (Leq) which conforms to the 

noise abatement criteria established by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). 

• 
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TABLE 1 

NOISE SENSITIVE AREAS 
AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS, IN dBA 

20 MINUTE MEASUREMENTS 
JANUARY 17, 1990 

NSA Description/Location Leg 

1 Kingdom Hall Church 60 dBA 

2 Lexington Park Church of God 65 dBA 

3 Hayden Green Subdivision 55 dBA 

4 1-story brick/frame residence, 
878 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

65 dBA 

5 1-story frame residence 
871 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 dBA 

5A Proposed development located along southbound 
MD 237, south of Norris Road 

64 dBA 

6* 1-story frame residence 
530 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

67* dBA 

7 Point on right-of-way 65 dBA 

8 1-story frame residence 
458 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

60 dBA 

9 Mobile home residence 
447-C Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

59 dBA 

10 Fox Chase Village 
Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

64 dBA 

11 1-story brick residence 
Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 dBA 

•Approaches or exceeds FHWA Noise Abatement criteria. 
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II.  NEED FOR THE PROJECT 

A.       Purpose of the Project 

The purpose of the project is to develop alternates for the dualization of MD 237 

from MD 235 to MD 246, a three-mile section of roadway in St. Mary's County. The 

proposed widening is necessary to increase capacity and improve the horizontal and vertical 

geometries along MD 237. MD 237 is on the secondary roadway system and is functionally 

classified as a major collector and carries commuter and local traffic. 

Existing MD 237 is a 2-lane roadway with minimal shoulders and no safety grading. 

The geometric design of the existing roadway is substandard consisting of sharp curves and 

steep grades, particularly in the Jarboesville Run area and needs to be brought up to 

acceptable standards. Horizontal curves in the 5° 30' range and vertical grades up to 6 

percent exist at Jarboesville Run. Also, utility poles, drainage ditches, mail boxes, signs and 

other fixed objects are situated along both sides of MD 237 as close as 10 feet to the edge 

of the existing roadway. Such features result in inadequate sight distances for the vehicles 

travelling along this roadway. 

This road has no access controls. There are 95 driveways, 12 county roads and three 

other entrances along existing MD 237 which create entrance and exit conflicts with through 

traffic, thus increasing the potential for accidents. The number of collisions with fixed 

objects (poles, mail boxes, signs, etc.) and "rear end" accidents (see Table 3) indicate a very 

large percentage of accidents resulted from attempts to avoid standing (left-turning) vehicles. 

Inadequate shoulder widths, the lack of safety grading and inadequate sight distance also 

are contributing factors in the number of accidents. Upgrading MD 237 would allow for 

safer ingress and egree for area residents. 

This roadway is also an alternative route used by motorists to avoid the Lexington 

Park area due to the traffic congestion caused at the Patuxent Naval Air Test Center, a 

major employer in the area, and numerous businesses and residences in that area. The 

expected influx of approximately 600 families, anticipated on or about October 1990, due 

to the current expansion of the testing center will cause increased traffic diversion to 

MD 237. New development along MD 237, consistent with the St. Mary's County 

Comprehensive Plan, has resulted in increasing traffic congestion. Currently six subdivisions 

II-l 



are approved for construction. Traffic generated by these subdivisions will contribute to the 

capacity problems experienced along this roadway. Traffic congestion resulting from 

increasing development in the MD 237 corridor and from additional traffic using it to bypass 

the Lexington Park area would be alleviated with the proposed dualization. 

B. Project History 

MD 237 (Chancellors Run Road) was transferred to the state system from St. Mary's 

County in 1985. 

The reconstruction of MD 237 as a divided highway was first identified in the State 

Highway Administration's 1986 Highway Needs Inventory and was added to the 1988-1993 

Secondary Development and Evaluation section of the Maryland Department of 

Transportation's Consolidated Transportation Program for Project Planning Studies 

beginning in fiscal year 1989. The proposed project is consistent with the St. Mary's County 

Comprehensive Land Use Plan and is included on the St. Mary's County elected officials 

highway priority list (March 1988). It is presently included in the Secondary Development 

and Evaluation section of the Maryland Department of Transportation's Draft Consolidated 

Transportation Program for Fiscal Years 1991-1996 for planning only. 

C. Traffic Operations 

The present two-lane roadway experiences periods of congestion and is incapable of 

handling peak hour traffic volumes. The congestion is expected to increase due to 

additional approved and planned residential development. 

MD 237 has a current average daily traffic (ADT) in the range of 9,400 to 9,920 

vehicles (see Figure 7). The ADT for a roadway is the average number of vehicles traveling 

a roadway during a 24-hour period. The existing two-lane roadway presently operates at a 

Level of Service (LOS) D during the peak hours. LOS "D" is characterized as approaching 

unstable flow with heavy traffic volumes and decreasing speeds. 

Planned residential growth within the study limits, consistent with the St. Mary's 

County Comprehensive Land Use Plan and expansion of the Patuxent Naval Air Test 

Center, will result in a projected ADT range of 20,000 to 24,000 vehicles by 2015 yielding 

a peak hour LOS F condition for mainline MD 237 under the No-Build Alternate (see 
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Figure 8). Projected 2015 Build ADT ranges between 26,250 and 31,600 vehicles yielding 

a peak hour LOS B/C condition along MD 237 (see Figure 9). 

The analyses for the MD 237/MD 235 intersection, shown on Figures 7, 8, and 9, 

reflect the intersection improvement on MD 237 that was constructed in 1988. This is a 

five-lane section on MD 237 with double left turns provided from northbound MD 237 to 

westbound MD 235. 

Projections developed by the Maryland State Highway Administration indicate that 

traffic volumes at the MD 235/MD 237 intersection in the design year 2015 would be 

greater under the build conditions (see figure 9 and 10). However, the level of service 

(LOS) expected to occur at this intersection in the design year 2015 is projected at level of 

service F/F (AM/PM peaks) for both the Build and No-Build conditions. The cause of this 

LOS condition is based on no widening improvements occuring on MD 235. There is no 

planning study proposed to widen MD 235 in the area of MD 237 in our short term plans. 

MD 235 has been identified in the State Highway Administration 1988 Highway Needs 

Inventory for widening to six lanes as a long term improvement. Since it is not known when 

this study would begin, MD 235 was only considered a four lane divided roadway, as it 

presently exists, for our traffic projections. 

The analyses for the MD 237/MD 246 intersection, shown on Figures 8 and 9, reflect 

the intersection improvement on MD 237 as proposed with the ultimate lane configuration 

associated with the MD 246 project. This is proposed as a five-lane section on MD 237 with 

a single left turn lane provided from southbound MD 237 to eastbound MD 246. 

The other intersections do operate, and will continue to operate, at a good level of 

service in the am/pm peak hours (excluding MD 237/MD 235 and MD 237/MD 246) 

through the design year of 2015. MD 237 functions at an inadequate Level of Service and 

would continue to do so under the No-Build Alternate. This is because the side streets 

generally do not have much development, approximately 12 homes or less (see Figures 7 

and 8). 

An explanation of the various LOS determinations is as follows: 

Level A - free traffic flow, low volumes, high speeds 

Level B - stable traffic flow, some speed restrictions 

Level C - stable flow, increasing traffic volumes 
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Level D - approaching unstable flow, heavy traffic volumes, decreasing speeds 

Level E - low speeds, high traffic volumes approaching roadway capacity, 

temporary delays 

Level F - forced flow with traffic delays. 

The design hour volume (DHV) is 11 percent with a 55 percent directional 

distribution.   The DHV is an hourly volume expressed as a percent for use in design 

representing traffic expected to use the highway. Trucks are 10 percent of the ADT and 3 

percent of the design hour volume. 

D.       Accident Experience 

In the five-year study period (1985-1989), MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 

experienced a total of 151 accidents. 

These accidents resulted in a rate of approximately 321 accidents for every one 

hundred million vehicle miles of travel (ace/100 mvm). This rate is higher than the 

statewide average rate of 204 ace/100 mvm for similarly designed highways. These accidents 

are listed in Table 2 by year, severity and rate. The statewide average rate is also listed for 

comparison purposes. 

TABLE 2 
ACCIDENT RATE FOR MD 237 FROM MD 235 TO MD 246 

Rate/ Statewide 
Severity 1985 1986   1987   1988   1989    Total 100 mvm       Avg. Rate 

Fatal Ace. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 3.7 
Injury Ace. 11 23 16 19 13 82 174.4* 107.2 
Prop Damage 10 9 14 17 19 69 146.7* 93.0 
Total Ace. 21 32 30 36 32 151 321.1* 203.9 

*Much higher than the statewide average rate 

There was one High Accident Section within the study limits (MD 237 from MD 

246 to 0.20 mile north of MD 246; 1989 - 6 accidents). There were two locations that met 
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the criteria for a High Accident Intersection (HAI).   These locations are listed below, 

indicating the total number of accidents and the year in which they qualified as HAI's. 

Only 20 percent of the accidents (70) involved vehicles originating from northbound 

MD 237 entering the intersection. The majority of the accidents involved vehicles traveling 

eastbound or westbound along MD 235 resulting in left turns, angle and rear end collisions. 

These accidents may be reduced by eliminating the existing (exclusive/permissive) left turn 

traffic signal and replacing it with an exclusive left turn traffic signal only.  Coordination 

with the District #5 office of the State Highway Administration to study signal phasing will 

be initiated. 

High Accident Intersections 

1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 

MD237atMD235 10 ace. 10 ace. 14 ace. 18 ace. 18 ace. 
MD 237 at MD 246 9 ace. 6 ace. 9 ace. 12 ace. 

There is no problem concerning trucks for this highway. Only 3 percent of the 151 

accidents involved trucks. 

Listed in Table 3 are the accidents experienced by type of collision and rate. Also 

listed is the statewide average rate for comparison purposes. 

ifl 

II-5 



^ 

TABLE 3 
ACCIDENT EXPERIENCE BY TYPE OF COLLISION AND RATE FOR MD 237 

Collision Type Number ( 

Angle 26 
Rear End 52 
Fixed Object 45 
Opp. Direction 11 
Sideswipe 3 
Left Turn 2 
Pedestrian 2 
Parked Vehicle 2 
Other Collision 8 

Statewide 
Rate/100 mvm Avg. Rate 

55.3* 26.3 
110.6* 32.4 
99.7* 63.6 
23.4* 14.4 
6.4 9.4 
4.3 10.4 
4.3 2.7 
4.3 4.6 

17.0 21.1 

"Much higher than the statewide average rate 

The coUision types that exceeded the statewide average rate were the angle, rear end, 

fixed object, and opposite direction accidents. These types of collisions are generally 

indicative of intersection and substandard horizontal/vertical curves. These conditions 

currently exist along the study roadway 

Under the No-Build Alternate, these conditions will continue to exist. If the highway 

remains unchanged, the number of accidents will rise as traffic volumes increase. With 

traffic projections indicating 220 percent increase in ADT, we anticipate an accident rate 

for the No-Build Alternate to exceed that of the statewide average rate of 203.9 

ace/100 mvm. 

With the reconstruction of MD 237 to a four-lane divided highway, we anticipate 

reductions in the rate of rear-end and fixed object accidents as a result of an additional lane 

in each direction. By providing median and left turn storage area, where necessary, we also 

anticipate reductions in the opposite direction and left turn accidents. 

With the reconstruction of MD 237 to a four-lane divided highway, we would expect 

an accident rate of approximately 147 ace/100 mvm. The accident cost resulting from this 

type of improvement would be approximately $1.6 million/100 mvm and result in an 

estimated societal saving of approximately $0.1 million/100 mvm over the existing 

conditions. 
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III. ALTERNATES CONSIDERED 

A.       Alternates Presented at the Alternates Public Workshop - June 5, 1989 

In addition to the No-Build Alternate, six build alternates were presented at the 

Alternates Public Workshop. 

Alternate 1 (No-Build) 

This alternate has been retained for study purposes and is discussed in Section IQ B. 

Alternate 2A 

This alternate consisted of the reconstruction of MD 237 to a four-lane divided 

curbed roadway, with a 20 foot raised grass median. Portions of the existing road would be 

used where possible. Alternate 2A utilized a portion of St. Mary's River State Park. 

Alternate 2B 

This alternate followed the same alignment as Alternate 2A and also proposed a 20- 

foot raised grass median. The difference between Alternate 2A and 2B is that Alternate 

2B proposed shoulders to the outside of the roadway rather than curbs. 

Alternate 2C 

This alternate also followed the same alignment as Alternate 2A, but proposed 

shoulders on the outside, as in Alternate 2B. The difference between Alternate 2B and 2C 

is that Alternate 2C proposed a 34-foot depressed grass median rather than a 20-foot raised 

grass median. 

Alternate 3A 

This alternate consisted of the reconstruction of MD 237 to a four-lane divided 

curbed roadway, with a 20-foot raised grass median. Portions of the existing road would be 

used where possible. Alternate 3A proposed an alignment shift to avoid any impacts to St. 

Mary's River State Park. 

Alternate 3B 

This alternate followed the same alignment as Alternate 3A and also proposed a 20- 

foot raised grass median. The difference between Alternate 3A and 3B is that Alternate 3B 

proposed shoulders to the outside of the roadway rather than curbs. 
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Alternate 3C 

This alternate also followed the same alignment as Alternate 3A, but proposed 

shoulders on the outside, as in Alternate 2B. The difference between Alternate 3B and 3C 

is that Alternate 3C proposed a 34-foot depressed grass median rather than a 20-foot raised 

grass median. 

B.       Alternates Considered but Dropped From Further Study 

Alternates 2C and 3C have been dropped from further study because of increased 

impacts caused by the wider median (34 feet vs 20 feet). The deleted alternates provided 

similar improvements to the existing roadway and traffic conditions as the B alternates. The 

additional right-of-way required increased residential relocations, wetlands impacts, and 

impacts to a cemetery and increased the cost of the project. It was determined that these 

alternates were not viable solutions. 

Subsequent to the Alternates Public Workshop, two additional alignments were 

investigated in response to public comments received at the Alternates Workshop meeting. 

A western relocation of MD 237 was suggested by numerous citizens who objected to the 

number of residential displacements associated with the alternates presented at the 

workshop. This alignment consisting of 4 lanes within 200 feet of right-of-way was studied. 

A western relocation of MD 237 was not considered feasible for the following reasons: 

Park Impact - A western alignment would increase impacts to St. Mary's River 

State Park which consists of approximately 2,000 acres and extends westerly from MD 

237 well beyond the project area along Indian Bridge Road. The western alignment 

would also cause the park to be divided. This would increase the amount of park 

property required, 8 and 21 acres, depending on where the alignment crosses St. 

Mary's River State Park. The park extends approximately 1.9 miles west of MD 237, 

beyond the project area. 

Further, a western alignment could possibly require two crossings of tributaries 

of the St. Mary's River, impacting associated wetlands and floodplain areas. The 

western alignment would increase the length of the project and the number of 

structures required. It is estimated that a 30 percent increase in total project cost 

would be required to build a western alignment. A western alignment is inconsistent 
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with the project purpose and need which is to improve safety, add capacity and 

improve the horizontal and vertical site distance along MD 237 which is currently 

operating at a Level of Service D and has a projected 2015 No-Build Level of Service 

F. 

An eastern shift was also investigated subsequent to the Alternates Public Workshop. 

The eastern alignment shift would have less natural environmental impact than the western 

shift; however, this alignment was dropped for the following reasons: 

Any eastern alignment would require a shift of at least 4,500 feet to avoid 

existing dense residential development and the Southern Maryland Electric Co-op 

substation. 

As with the western alignment, an eastern alignment would not provide a link 

to a majority of existing and proposed county roads without additional cost to extend 

these roadways. Numerous relocations would be required with this alignment. The 

eastern alignment is inconsistent with the purpose and need of the project which is 

to improve safety, increase capacity and improve the horizontal and vertical 

geometries of the existing roadway. MD 237 has a projected 2015 No-Build Level 

of Service F and the increased traffic burden along with substandard roadway 

geometries would increase the potential for accidents. 

C.       Alternates Retained for Detailed Study 

Besides the No-Build Alternate, as previously mentioned, Alternates 2A, 2B, 3A 

and 3B have been retained for further study. Both the Alternate 2 and 3 alignments were 

modified where possible to reduce potential impacts to the wetlands, floodplains and St. 

Mary's River State Park, as well as to land planned and approved for development. 

1.        Alternate 1 - No-Build 

Alternate 1 would not provide any significant improvements to MD 237 within the 

study limits. Minor improvements would occur as part of normal maintenance and safety 

operations. The routine maintenance operations would not measurably improve roadway 

capacity or reduce the high accident rate since many people would continue to use MD 237 

as a short cut to avoid the Lexington Park area. The No-Build Alternate is not considered 

to be a reasonable solution to the safety or capacity problems. 
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Build Alternates 

The build alternates have been designed using a 50 mph design speed with reduced 

safety grading, from 16 feet to 9 feet, for the open sections in order to minimize right-of-way 

impacts. Each Build Alternate proposes partial control of access and is designed to increase 

safety by improving roadway geometries compared to those of the existing two-lane facility. 

The Norris Road intersection with MD 237 would be shifted approximately 150 feet 

to the south to intersect MD 237 opposite Hewitt Road (see Figures 10a, 12a, 13a, and 14a). 

The realignment would create a common median crossover at Hewitt and Norris Roads, 

provide a safer roadway and eliminate one "U" turn. 

With all of the build alternates, the maximum degree of horizontal curvatures is 

4° 45* and the maximum percent of vertical grade is 5 percent. Vertical geometry would also 

be improved, especially in the area of Jarboesville Run where the required right-of-way is 

approximately 250 feet wide due to steep grades which would require the proposed roadway 

to be elevated to reduce flooding potential in the area. Elsewhere along the project, the 

right-of-way ranges from 150 to 190 feet. The right-of-way is variable since the existing 

ground along the outside edges of MD 237, in some places, has slight hillsides or dips. 

All of the proposed build alternates would provide a minimal design year LOS C 

along MD 237 except in the area just north of MD 246 where it would provide a LOS D. 

2.       Alternate 2A (See Figures 10a and 10b) 

Alternate 2A proposes the realignment of MD 237 to a four-lane, divided, curbed 

roadway. The typical roadway section would consist of two, 28-foot roadways, two lanes in 

each direction, separated by a 20-foot raised grass median. Each roadway would include 

two, 12-foot lanes with a 2-foot curb offset. Curbs are also proposed on the outside lanes 

with 10 feet of backing beyond the curbs. This backing would provide pedestrian safety and 

allow for possible future sidewalks. Portions of the existing road would be used where 

possible. 

The project begins at the intersection of MD 237 and MD 235, where a five-lane 

curbed roadway for a distance of approximately 400 feet exists today. It then proceeds in 

a southerly direction transitioning to the proposed four-lane, divided, curbed roadway in the 

vicinity of the Hickory Hills Shopping Center entrance. The alignment is generally located 
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5/ 
slightly west of the existing alignment. The alignment uses undeveloped land where possible 

and minimizes residential and business relocations by utilizing a portion of the St. Mary's 

River State Park. All existing county roads, private entrances, and driveways will retain 

access to the reconstructed roadway and median crossovers and left turn storage lanes would 

be provided at several locations throughout the project. These locations are Barefoot Drive, 

Sayre Drive, Military Lane, Hewitt/Norris Roads, Evergreen Memorial Gardens, Horsehead 

Road, Nancy Lane, and Peggs Road. Future access will be limited and determined by future 

development. In the Jarboesville Run area, the grades and curves in the road will be 

reduced as will the potential for flooding. A structure will be provided at Jarboesville Run. 

The alignment then transitions prior to the MD 246/MD 237 intersection to a 

reconstructed, four-lane, undivided, curbed roadway as proposed with the MD 246 project 

currently in Project Planning. The transition between the proposed MD 246 improvements 

and MD 237 occurs between proposed Peggs Road (County project) and existing MD 246. 

MD 237 transitions to a five-lane, curbed roadway just before the intersection with MD 246. 

Figure 11 shows a typical section for Alternate 2A. 

3. Alternate 2B (See Figure 12a and 12b) 

Alternate 2B follows the same alignment as Alternate 2A and also proposes the same 

20-foot raised grassed median. The difference between Alternate 2A and 2B is that 

Alternate 2B proposes shoulders on the outside of the roadway rather than curbs. The 

typical roadway section would consist of two, 26-foot roadways, one in each direction, 

separated by a 20-foot raised grassed median. Each roadway would include two, 12-foot 

lanes and a two-foot curb offset (see Figure 11). Ten foot shoulders are proposed to the 

outside with nine feet of roadside grading which will provide a roadside recovery area. 

4. Alternate 3A (See Figure 13a and 13b) 

Alternate 3A consists of the upgrading of MD 237 to a four-lane, divided, curbed 

roadway with the same typical roadway section as Alternate 2A. Portions of the existing 

road would be used where possible. 

This alignment is the same as the previous build alternates until it reaches the vicinity 

of Greenview Elementary School. At this point, the alignment shifts gradually to the east 

to avoid impact to the St. Mary's River State Park. The alignment then continues south on 

the east side of existing MD 237 until it intersects with the existing roadway at the proposed 
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Peggs Road intersection with existing MD 237. The alignment then transitions to MD 246 

the same as the other build alternates. Access to the proposed roadway and median 

crossovers would be the same as in Alternates 2A and 2B. The project's tennini are also 

the same. Figure 11 shows a typical section for Alternate 3A 

5.       Alternate 3B (See Figures 14a and 14b) 

Alternate 3B follows the same aUgnment as Alternate 3A and proposes the same 

typical roadway section as Alternate 2B. The difference between Alternate 3A and 3B is 

that Alternate 3B proposes shoulders on the outside of the roadway rather than curbs. 

Figure 11 shows a typical section for Alternate 3B. 
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

A. Social 

1. Relocations 

An analysis of the relocations required by the proposed alternates has been made by 

the State Highway Administration and is based on preliminary relocations and right-of-way 

studies. The preliminary right-of-way and relocation reports are available for review at the 

State Highway Administration District 5 Office of the Office of Real Estate, 138 Defense 

Highway, Annapolis, Maryland21401........ 

Alternate 1 (No-Build) would not result in any residential or business displacements 

or acquisition of strip right-of-way from the properties within the project area. 

Alternate 2A and 2B could require 19 residential displacements. Both options of 

Alternate 2 will require the relocation of one business. The relocation of this business 

(small car service operating out of a two-car garage) would not be difficult due to its nature 

and similar replacement sites in the area. 

Alternates 3A and 3B could displace 34 residences. The community should not be 

greatly affected by either alternate; it is already a roadside community and should not suffer 

from a moderate increase in road size and/or traffic volume. The community may 

experience an increase in density due to the increased traffic capacity of Chancellor's Run 

and from developers following through on development plans for the area. These alternates 

should not divide any existing communities and the effect on adjacent communities should 

be negligible due to the homogeneous nature of the surrounding area. The property values 

along Chancellor's Run Road may experience a slight downturn due to increased traffic 

volume. 

The close proximity of the State Highway Administration's required right-of-way to 

some of the dwellings will most likely result in relocations. For this reason, the number of 

proposed relocations has increased from initial estimates presented at the Alternates Public 

Meeting. Some of these relocations will occur due to impacts to septic systems and drain 

fields located on properties too small to handle relocation of these items. Additionally, new 

dwellings are proposed or are under construction in close proximity to existing MD 237 and 
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may need to be relocated by the time the improvements to MD 237 would be implemented 

which would increase the number of relocations. 

The Chancellor's Run area appears to be a predominantly white community (81.8 

percent). The black component of the community could account for approximately 17.6 

percent. Alternate 2A or 2B and Alternate 3A or 3B should not greatly impact any minority 

group. The area surrounding Chancellor's Run appears to have much the same racial make 

up as mentioned above. There are no foreseeable difficulties in the relocation of any 

affected minorities. Additionally, there does not appear to be any minority areas that would 

be separated from a contiguous area by either alternate. 

The minority accessibihty to, and use of, community facilities should not be greatly 

changed. There does not appear to be any affect on any minority development, planned or 

actual, caused by this project. 

The housing market, in a survey of the Southern Maryland newspapers classified 

section, for Southern Maryland should be able to amply support the replacement dwellings 

necessary. It should be noted that the availability of replacement dwellings could be 

affected in the immediate future due to the expected influx of approximately 600 families, 

on or about October 1990, to the Patuxent Naval Air Test Center which could drastically 

affect both rental and replacement housing availability. There is no discemable need for 

extensive business replacement sites; the only affected business, as mentioned, is a small 

operation and should not prove difficult to relocate. 

All individuals and families would be relocated in accordance with the provisions of 

the "Uniform Relocation Assistance and Land Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 and 

Amendments of 1987." A summary of the State's relocation assistance program is located 

in Section VII, Appendix, at the end of this document. 

All required relocations are expected to be completed in a timely, orderly and 

humane manner and without any undue hardship to the affected individuals. A reasonable 

lead time of 18 months would be required to accomplish the relocations. 

2.  Title VI Statement 

It is the policy of the Maryland State Highway Administration to ensure 
compliance with the provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and 
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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 order that proper consideration may 
be given to the social, economic, and environmental effects of all highway 
projects. Alleged discriminatory actions should be addressed to the Equal 
Opportunity Section of the Maryland State Highway Administration for 
investigation. 

3. Access to Facilities and Services 

The No-Build Alternate would not address the increased traffic volumes generated 

by ongoing residential development at numerous locations along the study corridor. Nor 

would it address the increased commuter traffic using MD 237 as a short-cut between MD 

235 and MD 246 as a bypass of the Lexington Park area on a daily basis. 

Under the No-Build Alternate, traffic congestion and safety problems would continue 

to increase along MD 237 as peak period traffic volumes increase. The No-Build Alternate 

would not provide the necessary roadway capacity needed for timely access to services and 

facilities in the project area. The No-Build would not address the numerous access points 

along MD 237 to allow for safe ingress and egress for residents. 

All the build alternates, by providing additional roadway capacity, would help to 

alleviate the adverse impact of increasing traffic congestion resulting both from increasing 

development in the MD 237 corridor and from additional through traffic using MD 237 as 

a bypass of the congested Lexington Park area. The proposed dualization would provide 

safer and quicker access to services and facilities located in the Lexington Park area. 

Emergency vehicle response time and travel time would improve as traffic service and 

capacity are improved. 

B. Economics 

The No-Build Alternate would not provide the necessary roadway capacity or safety 

margins for the existing or planned land use nor would it provide an adequate facility for 
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delivery of goods and services in the area. Residents would continue to experience delays 

commuting to employment and commerce areas especially during peak hour traffic periods. 

Any of the build alternates would improve access to local businesses in the project 

corridor and in the Lexington Park area. 

The build alternates would provide a vital improvement in the linkage between MD 

235 and MD 246 and could also serve to alleviate some of the through traffic congestion in 

Lexington Park. 

One business displacement (a small car service) would be required by Alternates 2A 

and 2B. 

C. Land Use 

The No-Build Alternate is inconsistent with County planning efforts for the project 

area. 

The proposed improvements are consistent with the St. Mary's County 

Comprehensive Plan adopted in 1982, which designates the upgrading of MD 237 

(ChanceUor's Run Road) as part of the Lexington Park area road improvements. These 

improvements would accommodate current and planned commercial and residential growth 

in the corridor. To date, three subdivisions are under construction: Beech Wood consisting 

of 51 lots; Chancellors Village H consisting of 37 lots; and Fox Chase/Chancellors Village 

consisting of 134 lots. Additional developments approximating 607 lots have received 

approval: Chancellors Village Apartments consisting of 42 lots, St. Georges Hundred 

consisting of 33 lots, Greenview West consisting of six (6) two-story office buildings and 28 

townhouse units, Stallman Subdivision and the Heard Subdivision consisting of 26 lots and 

114 lots, respectively. 

D.       Parks and Recreation Areas 

St. Mary's River State Park is located adjacent to and west of MD 237. The entire 

park with the exception of parcel #4 was purchased with Program Open Space Funds. Two 

areas of the park are adjacent to MD 237 - parcel #22B which extends from the vicinity 

of Rose Lane north and parcel #40, a smaller area located immediately south Jarboesville 

Run across from the Fox Chase Village subdivision. Within the section of park located in • 
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the vicinity of Rose Lane and Horsehead Road, St. Mary's County Department of 

Recreation and Parks has leased 82 acres from the Department of Natural Resources 

Capital Programs Administration to develop a St. Mary's County Regional Park. 

Approximately 1.25 acres would be required from parcel #40 and approximately 4.43 

acres would be required from parcel #22B for a total of 5.68 acres with Alternate 2A 

Approximately 1.31 acres would be required from parcel #40 and approximately 4.87 would 

be required from parcel #22B for a total of 6.18 acres with Alternate 2B. No park property 

impacts are associated with either Alternates 3A, 3B or the No-Build Alternate. The 

Section 4(f) evaluation in Section V discusser impacts to this area in more detail. 

St. Mary's County Department of Recreation and Parks has reserved approximately 

150 feet of park property immediately adjacent to MD 237 as a buffer area to accommodate 

the proposed improvements to the roadway. The park property is presently undeveloped; 

however, recreational activities and facihties are planned or designated for this area. Prior 

to coordination, the proposed MD 237 improvement affected the planned soccer field 

designated for this area by St. Mary's County Department of Recreation and Parks (see 

Figure 15a). However, subsequent to coordination, the County designated another site for 

the soccer field and redesigned the St. Mary's County Regional Park so that the proposed 

roadway improvements would not encroach on the park (see Figure 15b). 

E. Cultural Resources 

1. Historic Standing Structures 

There will be no effect on historically significant standing structures as none exist in 

the project corridor (see SHPO letter dated December 28, 1988 in the Comments and 

Coordination Section). 

2. Archeological Sites 

Site 18 ST 608, the prehistoric camp site, will be affected by all of the build 

alternates and will be subject to a Phase n site examination to determine whether it is 

eligible for inclusion in the National Register. Given the fact that the site may be significant 

only for the information it contains and does not have to remain in place, data recovery, if 
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necessary, will mitigate the effect on the site and the provisions of Section 4(f) will not be 

applicable. fP 

Although the Ebenezer Cemetery is not eligible for listing in the National Register 

and has minimal value for preservation in place, archeological monitoring will be conducted 

if Alternate 3B is selected, while limited archaeological testing will be conducted if 

Alternate 2B is selected in order to identify unmarked graves. This will ensure SHA 

provisions relating to the disinterment and reinterment of graves will be followed for all 

affected grave sites. Additional study of Alternate 2B will be undertaken to minimize and 

possibly avoid the Ebenezer Cemetery by shifting the alignment and modifying the grading. 

Alternates 2A and 3A both avoid the Cemetery by using curb and gutter sections. 

F. Natural Environmental Impacts 

1. Topography and Geology 

All of the build alternates propose some construction just east of the existing road, 

where it crosses Jarboesville Run. This area is characterized by slopes of 20-40 percent. 

Alternate 2B proposes a 300 foot width of disturbance east of Jarboesville Run. This would 

require a modification to the topography of this somewhat steep area. 

Since most of the remaining study area is characterized as flat to gently rolling, the 

topography should not be seriously impacted. 

The geology in the study area consists of widely distributed, flat lying sediments. 

These sediments are easy to work, and construction upon them would have only a minor and 

local impact. 

2. Prime Farmland Soils 

Coordination with the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service has 

been initiated to determine the impact to any Prime Farmland. No impact is anticipated 

due to the extensive ongoing residential development in the study area (See Comments and 

Coordination Section VI). 
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3. Floodplains 

The proposed build alternates for the MD 237 project would encroach on the 100- 

year floodplain associated with Jarboesville Run. Presently, Jarboesville Run is conveyed 

under MD 237 by three 4 foot diameter corrugated metal pipe arches. The estimated acres 

of right-of-way required for the proposed alternates within the floodplain are 0.93,0.92,1.53 

and 1.56 acres for Alternates 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B, respectively. This area is mainly a 

palustrine forested and scrub-shrub area. The amount of right-of-way affected is based on 

estimates of structure size. Final determination of structure size and type will be made 

during final design. Final design will also include an evaluation of the structure in 

accordance with the requirements of FHPM 6-7-3-2 and Executive Order 11988 to 

determine the significance of the encroachment and whether a floodplain finding will be 

required. A significant encroachment would involve one of the following: 

o A significant potential for interruption or termination of a transportation 

facility needed for emergency vehicles or which provides a community's only 

evacuation route; 

o        A significant risk; or 

o        A significant adverse impact on natural and beneficial floodplain values. 

It is anticipated that the use of standard hydraulic design techniques for all waterway 

openings would incorporate structures to minimize upstream flood level increases and 

approximate existing downstream flow rates. Use of state-of-the-art sediment and erosion 

control techniques and stormwater management controls would also be employed to 

minimize the encroachments that would result in risks or impacts to the beneficial floodplain 

values or provide direct or indirect support to further development within the floodplain. 

Although the floodplain crossing would be designed to minimize encroachment to the extent 

possible, preliminary indications indicate that the floodplain crossing would constitute a 

substantial encroachment. However, the final determination of significance of the 

encroachment will be made during final design. A Floodplain Finding, if required, will be 

included in the Final Environmental Document. 
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4. Surface Water 

The proposed build alternates for the MD 237 project require crossing Jarboesville 

Run. Jarboesville Run is designated Class I-Water Contact Recreation, Aquatic Life and 

Water Supply. In the vicinity of the proposed project, Jarboesville Run ranges from one to 

two feet in depth. Instream construction of any kind may be prohibited from March 1 

through June 15. This project is being coordinated with the Department of Natural 

Resources, and a waterway construction permit will be required. 

The increase of impervious surface resulting from the proposed improvements would 

produce a proportionate increase in the amount of roadway runoff carrying vehicle 

generated pollutants (i.e., oil, coolants, brake lining, rubber, etc.). Stormwater runoff would 

be managed under the Department of the Environment Stormwater Management 

Regulations. These regulations will require stormwater management practices in the 

following order of preference: 

o On-site infiltration; 

o        Flow attenuation by open vegetated scales and natural depressions; 

o        Stormwater retention structures; and 

o Stormwater detention structures. 

It has been demonstrated that these measures can significantly reduce pollutant loads and 

control runoff in surface or subsurface water. 

Final design for the proposed improvements will include plans for grading, sediment 

and erosion control, and stormwater management, in accordance with State and Federal 

laws and regulations. The plans will require review and approval by the Maryland 

Department of Environment. 

5. Habitat 

a. Terrestrial 

Impacts to terrestrial habitat were calculated for each community type within the 

proposed right-of-way for all build alternates (see Table 4). 

Alternates 3A and 3B would require the least amount of terrestrial habitat, including 

the lowest potential impact to forested wetland and shrub wetland communities. However, 

Alternates 3A and 3B would potentially require the conversation of 7.9 and 8.5 acres of 
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TABLE 4 

VEGETATIVE COMMUNITY IMPACTS 

7£ 

ACRES WITHIN PROPOSED RIGHT-OF-WAY 

Community Type 

Oak-Pine Association 
Upland Forest 

Mixed Poplar-Sweetgum 
Association Wetland Forest 

Sweet Pepperbush-Maple 
Deciduous Shrub Wetland 

Early Successional Field 

Agricultural 

TOTALS 

Alternate Alternate Alternate Alternate 
2A 2B 

6.6 

3A 

7.9 

3B 

5.1 8.5 

1.8 1.8 1.4 1.4 

0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 

5.8 5.8 2.0 2.2 

7.0 7.9 4.4 4.9 

20.5 22.9 16.5 17.8 
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mature upland forest, respectively. Alternates 2A and 2B would potentially required 5.1 and 

6.6 acres of upland forest. Due to the extent of the oak-pine association in the study area, 

conversion of this acreage to highway use is not anticipated to significantly affect the wildlife 

carrying capacity of this vegetative community type. 

The sweet pepperbush-maple shrub wetland is the richest and least common 

vegetative community in the project area. Potential impacts to this habitat are comparable 

for each of the alternates under consideration. Replacement of the current structure 

spanning Jarboesville Run would affect this wetland community. The approximate 

displacement impact to the shrub wetland under each alternate would be 0.8 acre. 

Table 4 illustrates that Alternates 2A and 2B would require conversion of a large 

amount of terrestrial habitat, the majority of the affected acreage consists of agricultural 

land, early successional field and maintained grass/lawn communities. Due to pending 

residential development of a larger percentage of the early successional field community in 

the study area, this communities habitat value in the corridor will decrease. 

b. Aquatic 

Wetland impacts were calculated for all build alternates studied. A summary of these 

calculations, along with the wetland location and classification, is shown in Table 5. All 

build alternates would require less than three acres of wetland impacts. Alternates 2A and 

2B would have 1.65 acres of wetland take and Alternates 3A and 3B have 2.44 acres of 

wetland take. Concurrence with wetland boundaries was received during field reviews with 

representatives from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service on July 24, 1990 (see Comments and Coordination Section). 

The prime area of concern was Wetland #7 which is associated with Jarboesville 

Run. It was requested that the grades for proposed Alternatives 2A and 2B be increased 

and the bridge length reduced and a comparison of impacts be made. The following 

summarizes the findings of that comparison. 

The initial Alternate 2 alignment utilized a vertical ahgnment which was roughly 26 

feet above Jarboesville Run and whose grades were 4.7 percent and 3.8 percent. The 

vertical alignment was designed to minimize impacts to the St. Mary's River State Park 

-71 
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TABLE 5 

DESCRIPTION AND CLASSIFICATION OF WETLANDS 

Wetland 
No. Location Classification 

Dominant 
Vegetation 

Approximate 
Acreage 
Impacted 

1 east side of MD 237 
1000' south of MD 237 

Palustrine forested associated 
with a riverine. Upper 
perennial stream and open 
water impoundment 

sweetgum, red maple, 
yellow poplar arrowwood 
catbriar, cinammon fern 

2A/2B 
0 

3A/3B 
0 

2 250' from west 
side of MD 237 

farm pond no associated vegetation 2A/2B 
0 

3A/3B 
0 

3 500' west of MD 237 
and 500' north of 
Norris 

riverine, upper perennial with sensitive fern, soft rush, 
big bluestem, fowl mannagrass 
seed box, common day flower 

2A/2B 
0 

3A/3B 
0 

4 southside of Evergreen 
Memorial Garden 
700' north of Strickland 
Road on east side of MD 237 

manmade impoundment no wetland vegetation 2A/2B 
0 

3A/3B 
.20 

5 50' south of wetland 
No. 4 north of 
Strickland Road 

open water impoundment, 
intermittent stream and 
forested wetland 

catbriar, loblolly pine, 
red maple, green ash, 
sweetgum, Japanese honey- 
suckle, white oak 

2A/2B 
0 

3A/3B 
.16 

6 east side of MD 237 
250' north of Rose Lane 

riverine, intermittent, 
surrounded by Palustrine 
forest 

red maple, yellow poplar 
sweetgum, loblolly pine, 
American holly 

2A/2B 
0 

3A/3B 
0 

7 Jarsboesville Run 
on west side of MD 237 

riverine, upper perennial 
with associated palustrine 
forested vegetation 

sweet pepperbush, willow oak 
swamp white oak, sweetgum 
red maple, sweetbay 

2A/2B 
* 

3A/3B 
* 

8 

l 

350' north of MD 246 

1 
 I 

riverine, intermittent 

i 

sweetgum, catbriar . 
yellow poplar, common 
chokecherry 

i 

2A/2B 
0 

1 

3A/3B 
0 

1 

•See Page IV-8 Aquatic Resources 
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while not requiring acquisition of apartment buildings under construction on the east side 

of existing MD 237. Structure costs for the initial Alternate 2 alignment are: 9 

approximately 

1) Box Culvert - 3 cell - 13xlORCBC - 135 foot length $900,000 

2) Bridge - 335 feet long 4,400,000 

At the request of the Army Corps of Engineers, the Alternate 2 vertical alignment 

was changed to approximately 15 feet above Jarboesville Run with grades of 4.9 percent and 

4.2 percent. This design incorporates the use of retaining walls to avoid impact to the 

apartments and also reduces impact to the park by about 0.4 acre. Structure costs for the 

change in Alternate 2 are: 

approximately 

1) Box Culvert - 3 cell - 13xlORCBC - 115 foot length $650,000 

2) Bridge - 160 feet long and retaining walls 2,200,000 

A comparison of wetland impacts is as follows: 

Using a Box Culvert Using a Bridge 

Alt. 2A original       (6% grade)                                  =   1.80 acres 0.80 acre 

Alt. 2A Army Corps Recommendation (5% grade)       =   1.63 acres 0.63 acre 

Alt. 2B original (6% grade)                                         =   1.75 acres 0.75 acre 

Alt. 2B Army Corps Recommendation (5% grade)       =   1.60 acres 0.60 acre 

Alt. 3Aor3B (6% grade) =  2.44 acres 0.64 acre 
(Bridge length 380 feet) 

The vertical alignment suggested by the Army Corps of Engineers will be retained. 

No comments were received from this field trip to modify Alternate 3 vertically. 

Alternate 3 impacts the apartments on the east side of MD 237 while avoiding any impact 

to the park. Any modification in the vertical alignment would impact the park. 

The greatest potential for wetland impacts is associated with crossing 

Jarboesville Run wetland (Wetland #7). With all of the alternates, at least 1.6 acres of this 

forested and scrub-shrub wetland would be lost. Construction in this area could create 

temporary impacts, including soil erosion and sedimentation and resultant turbidity increases 

• 
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in Jarboesville Run. Another potential impact to JarboesviUe Run would be disturbance of 

the stream bed from machinery operation. 

Alternates 3A and 3B would fill the open water Wetland #4 located within the 

Evergreen Memorial Gardens. Wetlands #1,'#2, #3, #6 and #8 are located outside of the 

impact areas of all of the alternates. 

Wetland Avoidance/Minimization 

Wetland 4 

Alternates 3A and 3B would impact 0.20 acre of Wetland 4. Shifting Alternate 3A 

or 3B to the east to avoid Wetland 4 would require 0.24 and 0.68 acre of Wetlands 5 and 

6, respectively; would cause the Evergreen Memorial Garden Cemetery to be relocated; and 

would cause the relocation of approximately 20 residences. A western shift in this ahgnment 

would result in impacts to approximately 18 lots of an approved residential subdivision and 

would impact approximately 1.4 acres of St. Mary's River State Park; however, 4 less 

residential impacts would result. 

Wetland 5 

Alternates 3A and 3B would impact 0.16 acre of Wetland 5. Shifting the alignment 

of Alternates 3A or 3B to the east to avoid Wetland 5 could not be done because this 

wetland system is an intermittent stream which flows beyond the project area. 

Wetland 7 

Alternate 2A would impact approximately 1.80 acres of wetland using a box culvert 

for the crossing of Jarboesville Rim and 0.80 acres of wetland using a bridge structure. 

Alternate 2B would impact approximately 1.75 acres of wetland using a box culvert and 

approximately 0.75 acre with a bridge. Both Alternates 3A and 3B would require 

approximately 2.44 acres of wetland using a box culvert and approximately 0.64 acre of 

wetland impact with a bridge (380 feet length). 

At the request of the Army Corps of Engineers, the Alternate 2 vertical alignment 

was lowered to 5 present to reduce the amount of fill required in Wetland 7 and now results 

in the following impacts: Alternate 2A will require 1.63 acres of wetlands with a box culvert 
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and approximately 0.63 acre with a bridge, and Alternate 2B will require approximately 1.60 

acres of wetland with a box culvert and approximately 0.60 acre with a bridge (see page IV- 

12). 

Although the Army Corps of Engineers made no recommendation for Alternates 3A 

and 3B, a comparable change in the vertical alignment was investigated. Lowering the 

vertical alignment for Alternatives 3A and 3B in the Jarboesville Run area to obtain a 

comparable reduction of 0.1 to 0.2 acre of impact to wetlands would require additional 

right-of-way from homes on the west side of MD 237 north of Jarboesville Run and from 

St. Mary's River State Park, if the tie in point was held on-the south side of Jarboesville 

Run to avoid the existing apartments of the Fox Chase Village Subdivision. If the tie in 

point on the north side of Jarboesville Run was held to avoid St. Mary's River State Park, 

the improvements to MD 237 would require the relocation of approximately nine (9) 

apartment buildings associated with the Fox Chase Village Subdivision, would require 

approximately six (6) lots from the Chancellors Village Subdivision currently under 

construction, and would require right-of-way from approximately seven (7) other lots. 

Further, this alignment would require the reconstruction of the MD 246/MD 235 

intersection which was part of the MD 246 project from MD 5 to Saratoga Drive. This 

project received location approval on July 27,1988 and design approval November 1, 1988. 

Due to the east/west flow of the stream perpendicular to the roadway and extending 

beyond the project study area, avoidance is not possible. 

Wetland Mitigation 

Preliminary investigation reveals ample opportunity to mitigate wetland impacts 

within the same watershed in the following order and priority: 

1. Immediately down stream at parcel #40 

2. Down stream in the same tributary 

3. Within the park in the same watershed 

A detailed mitigation plan will be developed during final design. 

6. Effects on Threatened or Endangered Species 

Correspondence with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Maryland Department 

of Natural Resources - Wildlife Administration indicates there are no known populations 

# 

ft 
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of federally listed threatened or endangered species along the study corridor to be impacted 

by any of the build alternates. (See letter in the Comments and Coordination Section.) 

G. Air Quality 

1. Objectives and Type of Analysis 

The objective of this report is to compare the carbon monoxide (CO) concentrations 

estimated to result from the traffic configurations and volumes of each alternate with the 

State and National Ambient Air QuaUty Standards (S/NAAQS). The NAAQS and SAAQS 

are the same for carbon monoxide: 35 PPM (parts per million) for a maximum 1-hour 

period and 9 PPM for a maximum 8-hour period. 

A microscale carbon monoxide pollutant diffusion simulation analysis, based on free- 

flow conditions, was conducted. This analysis consisted of calculating 1-hour and 8-hour 

carbon monoxide concentrations resulting from automobile emissions at various receptor 

sites. All calculations were performed for 1995 (year of completion) and 2015 (year of 

design). The emission factors were calculated using the Environmental Protection Agency's 

(EPA) MOBILE 3 computer program. Line source carbon monoxide dispersion estimates 

were calculated using the fourth generation California line Source Dispersion Model, 

CALINE3. 

a. Analysis Inputs 

A summary of the analysis inputs is given below. More detailed information 

concerning these inputs is contained in the Air Quality Technical Report which is available 

for review at the State Highway Administration, 707 North Calvert Street, Baltimore, 

Maryland 21202. 

Background Levels 

In order to calculate the total concentration of CO which occurs at particular 

receptor sites during worst-case meteorological conditions, background CO levels are 

considered in addition to the levels directly attributable to the facility under consideration. 

Carbon monoxide concentrations occurring within the immediate vicinity of a street 

or highway are generally considered to be comprised of two components: (1) a 

concentration occurring from nearby roadways; and (2) a background component that is 
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attributable to other emission sources including more distant roadways. The CO background 

concentration used in this analysis were assumed to be as shown in Table 6 because the 

project is within an air quality attainment area and there is a lack of ambient monitoring 

stations in the area. 

TABLE 6 

BACKGROUND CARBON MONOXTOE r(T» PPM 

YEAR 1HR. 8HR. 

1995 2.0 1.0 

2015 2.0 1.0 

Traffic Data 

The appropriate traffic data (dated October and November 1989) were utilized as 

supphed by the Traffic Forecasting Section of the State Highway Administration. 

Emission Factors 

EPA low altitudes emission factors were calculated using the EPA MOBILE 3 

computer program. No credit for a vehicle inspection and maintenance emission control 

program was included in the emission calculations. Average vehicle operating speeds used 

in the analysis ranged from 10 mph to 45 mph. 

Additional assumptions used were the MOBILE 3 national averages for Light Duty 

Vehicles (LDV) age distributions and tampering rates, no anti-tampering program and 

Federal Test Procedure (FTP) conditions for engine operating modes. The FTP classifies 

engine operating modes into the following categories: 

Of the non-catalytic converter equipped engines, 20.6 percent are 

assumed to be cold started, the remainder hot started (warmed-up). 

Of the catalytic converter equipped engines, 20.6 percent are assumed 

to be cold started, and 27.3 percent are assumed to be hot started, with 

the remainder being hot stabilized. 

S3 

• 

• 

IV-16 



^ 

• 

Meteorological Conditions 

Meteorological conditions used in the analysis are the worst-case conditions as 

prescribed in the Maryland State Highway Administration Standards for Specifications for 

Consulting Engineers. Vol. n issued by the Maryland State Highway Administration. 

Worst-case meteorological inputs of 1 meter/second (2.2 MPH) wind speed and 

Pasquill-Gifford Stability Class F (stable conditions) were utilized for all peak hour CO 

dispersion analyses. For the 8-hour analysis, the above conditions were assumed for the 

peak hour and hours after 5 p.m. For the portion of the 8-hour period occurring prior to 

5 p.m., wind speeds of 2 meters/second and Stability Class D were used. 

Since CO emissions are highest when temperatures are coldest, winter temperatures 

were utilized. Ambient temperatures of 20° F and 35° F were used in calculating emission 

factors for the peak 1-hour and peak 8-hour periods, respectively. The mixing height used 

was 305 meters (1000 ft). 

The wind direction utilized as part of this analysis was selected in order to produce 

the maximum CO concentration at any given receptor. Wind directions varied for each 

receptor and were selected through a systematic scan of CO concentrations associated with 

worst-case wind directions. 

b. Receptor Sites 

The receptor sites selected for the microscale carbon monoxide pollutant diffusion 

analysis are described in Table 7 and are depicted on the Alternates mapping in Section HI. 

Receptors were determined by proximity of roadway, types of adjacent land use, the 

presence of other augmenting factors, and changes in traffic patterns on the roadway 

network. 

Twelve (12) receptor sites were selected for this analysis and are considered as being 

indicative of CO concentrations in sensitive areas. The sites chosen consist of nine (9) 

residences (existing or proposed); two (2) churches and a park. These sites were field 

verified during study visits. 
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TABLE? 

RECEPTOR SITE DESCRIFnONS 

Site No. Description/Location 

1 Kingdom Hall Church 

2 Lexington Park Church of Christ 

3 Proposed Townhouses, Hayden Green Subdivision 
Edge of right-of-way - Chancellors Run Road 

4 Residence, 1 story brick/frame 
878 Chancellors Run Road 

5 Residence, 1 story frame 
871 Chancellors Run Road 

5A Proposed single-family residential (Sta 65-75) 
Edge of right-of-way - Chancellors Run Road 

6 Residence, 1 story frame 
530 Chancellors Run Road 

7 St. Mary's River State Park 
Edge of right-of-way 

8 Residence, 1 story frame 
458 Chancellors Run Road 

9 Residence, Mobile Home 
447-C Chancellors Run Road 

10 Proposed single-family residential 
Fox Chase Village 

11 Residence, 1 story brick 
Chancellors Run Road 
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c. Results of Microscale Analysis 

The results of the calculations of carbon monoxide concentrations at each of the 

receptor sites for the No-Build and build alternates are shown in Tables 8 and 9. The 

values presented consist of predicted carbon monoxide concentrations that would be 

attributed to traffic on various roadway links plus projected background levels. A 

comparison of the values with the S/NAAQS shows that no violations are projected to occur 

for the No-Build or build alternates in 1995 or 2015 for the 1-hour or 8-hour concentrations 

of carbon monoxide. The projected carbon monoxide concentrations vary between 

alternates depending on receptor locations as a function of the roadway locations, traffic 

volumes and emission factors associated with each alternate. 

For the 1-hour concentrations, the No-Build Alternate results in higher CO 

concentrations than the build alternates. For 8-hour concentrations, the build alternates 

result in slightly higher concentrations than the No-Build Alternate except for Receptor 7 

where the build alternates would be located further away from the receptor site thus 

resulting in lower concentrations. 

In conclusion, the No-Build and build alternates will not result in violations of the 

1-hour or 8-hour S/NAAQS for 1995 or 2015. 

2. Construction Impacts 

The construction phase of the proposed project has the potential of impacting the 

ambient air quality through such means as fugitive dust from grading operations and 

materials handling. The State Highway Administration had addressed this possibility by 

establishing Specifications for Materials. Highways. Bridges, and Incidental Structures, which 

specifies procedures to be followed by contractors involved in state work. 

The Maryland Bureau of Air Quality Control was consulted to determine the 

adequacy of the Specifications in terms of satisfying the requirement of the Regulations 

Governing the Control of Air Pollution in the State of Maryland. The Maryland Air 

Management Administration found that the specifications are consistent with the 

requirements of these regulations. Therefore, during the construction period, all appropriate 

measures (Code of Maryland Regulations 26.11.06.03 D) will be taken to minimize the 

impact on the air quality of the area. 
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TABLE 8 

1-HOUR CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS (CO PPM) • 

Receptor 
No. Background 

1995 - Alternate 2015 Alternate 

No- 
Build 2A 2B 3A 3B 

No- 
Build 2A 2B 3A 3B 

1 2.0 3.5 3.0 3.1 3.0 3.0 5.7 3.9 3.9 3.9 3.9 

2 2.0 4.2 3.2 3.3 3.1 3.2 7.1 4.2 4.4 4.3 4.3 

3 2.0 3.8 3.4 3.5 3.4 3.5 6.0 4.5 4.8 4.7 4.9 

4 2.0 5.2 3.2 3.3 3.0 3.0 9.3 4.4 4.4 4.0 4.0 

5 2.0 5.0 R R R R 9.1 R R R R 

5A 2.0 5.2 3.1 3.3 2.9 2.9 9.3 4.0 4.4 3.8 3.8 

6 2.0 4.7 3.1 3.2 R R 8.1 4.3 4.3 R R 

7 2.0 8.8 3.6 3.4 3.1 3.2 17.2 5.0 4.6 4.1 4.1 

8 2.0 4.5 2.9 2.9 R R 7.7 3.8 3.8 R R 

9 2.0 4.6 3.0 3.1 2.8 2.9 7.9 3.9 3.9 3.6 3.6 

10 2.0 3.3 3.0 3.0 R R 5.2 3.9 3.9 R R 

11 2.0 3.3 R R 2.8 2.8 5.2 R R 3.6 3.6 

N/SAAQS - 1-HR. 35 ppm 
" Including Background Concentration. 
R = Relocation 
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TABLE 9 

8-HOUR CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS (CO PPM)' 

Receptor 
No. Background 

1995 - - Alternate 2015 Alternate 

No- 
Build 2A 2B 3A 3B 

No- 
Build 2A 2B 3A 3B 

1 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 

2 .. 1.0 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.5 1.4 1.4 

3 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.2 1.3 1.2 1.5 1.6 1.5 1.6 

4 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.3 1.3 

5. 1.0 1.2 R R R R 1.2 R R R R 

5A 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.5 1.3 1.3 

6 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.3 R R 1.4 1.4 1.4 R R 

k    7 1.0 1.5 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.7 1.6 1.5 1.4 1.4 

} 
8 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 R R 1.3 1.3 1.3 R R 

9 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.2 1.2 

10 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.2 R R 1.1 1.3 1.3 R R 

11 1.0 1.1 R R 1.2 1.2 1.2 R R 1.2 1.2 

N/SAAQS - 1-HR. 3 5 ppm 
a Including Background Concentration. 
R = Relocation 

t 
IV-21 



3. Conformity with Regional Air Quality Planning 

This project is in an air quality attainment area which does not have transportation 

control measures in the State Implementation Plan (SIP). This project conforms to the SIP 

since it comes from a conforming transportation improvement program. 

4. Agency Coordination 

Copies of the Air Quality Technical Report are being provided to the U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency and the Maryland Air Management Administration. 

H.      Noise Impacts 

1. Abatement Criteria and Land Use Relationships 

This noise analysis was completed in accordance with the FHWA regulations 23 CFR, 

Part 772, "Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise." 

(Noise abatement criteria are shown on Table 10). The factors that were considered in 

identifying noise impacts are: 

o        Identification of existing land use; 

o        Existing noise levels; 

o        Prediction of future design year noise levels; and 

o        Potential traffic increases. 

The noise impacts of the project were based upon the relationship of the projected 

noise levels to the FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria and to the ambient noise levels. Noise 

impacts occur when the Federal Highway Administration noise abatement criteria (Table 

10) are approached or exceeded or when the predicted traffic noise levels are substantial 

or exceed the existing noise levels. Maryland State Highway Administration uses a 10 dBA 

increase to define a substantial increase. Noise abatement measures or mitigation will be 

evaluated when a noise impact is identified. 

The factors that were considered when determining whether mitigation is reasonable 

and feasible are: 

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

o Whether the noise mitigation is cost-effective for those receptors that are 

impacted - approximately $40,000 per impacted residence; 
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• TABLE 10 
NOISE ABATEMENT CRITERIA 

Activity Category Leq(h) Description of Activity Category 

57 Lands on which serenity and quiet are 
(Exterior) of extraordinary significance and 

serve an Important public need and 
where the preservation of those quali- 
ties Is essential If the area Is to 
continue to serve Its Intended pur- 
pose. 

67     Picnic areas, recreation areas, play- 
exterior)  grounds, active sport areas, parks, 

residences, motels, hotels, schools, 
churches, libraries, and hospitals. 

72     Developed lands, properties, or actlv- 
(Exterlor)   Itles not Included In Categories A or 

B above. 

0 

E 

    Undeveloped lands. 

52     Residences, motels, hotels, public 
(Interior)  meeting rooms, schools, churches, 

libraries, hospitals, and auditoriums. 

Reference: 23 CFR, Part 772. 

t 
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o Whether the mitigation is acceptable to the affected property owners. 

An effective barrier should, in general, extend in both directions to four times the 

distance between receiver and roadway (source). In addition, an effective barrier should 

provide a 7-10 dBA reduction in the noise level as a preliminary design goal. However, any 

impacted noise receptor which will receive a 5 decibel reduction is considered when 

determining the cost-effectiveness of a barrier. 

Cost-effectiveness is determined by dividing the total number of impacted sensitive 

sites in a specified noise sensitive area, that will receive at least a 5 dBA reduction of noise 

levels, into the total cost of the noise mitigation. For the purpose of comparison, a total 

cost of $27 per square foot is assumed to estimate total barrier cost. This cost figure is 

based upon current costs experienced by the Maryland State Highway Administration and 

includes the cost of panels, footing, drainage, landscaping, and overhead. The State 

Highway Administration has established approximately $40,000 per residence protected as 

being the maximum cost for a barrier to be considered reasonable. 

Consideration is based on the size of the impacted area (number of structures, spatial 

distribution of structures, etc.) the predominant activities carried on within the area, the 

visual impact of the control measure, practicality of construction, feasibility, and 

reasonableness. 

2. No-Build Alternate 

Evaluation of the No-Build Alternate was performed to serve as a base case from 

which to assess the specific noise level increases resulting from the proposed improvements. 

The No-Build Alternate assumes that no highway improvements, other than normal 

maintenance, will occur within the project area. 

Under this alternate, 5 of the 12 noise sensitive areas will approach or exceed the 

FHWA's noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA. None of the areas will exceed the ambient 

by 10 dBA or more. See Table 11 for prediction results. 
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TABLE 11 

NOISE LEVEL SUMMARY 

Site Ambient No-Build Alt. 2A Alt. 2B Alt. 3A Alt. 3B 

1 60 63 65 65 65 65 

2 65 67* 68* 69* 68* 68* 

3 55 60 69* . 70* 70* 70* 

4 65 65 69* 69* 67* 67* 

5 63 64 R R R R 

5A 64 66* 69* 69* 66* 66* 

6 67* 68* 67* 67* R R 

7 65/62 61 63 63 60 60 

8 60 66* 66* 66* R R 

9 59 64 66* 66* 64 64 

10 64 58 65 65 R R 

11 63 62 R R 64 64 

* Approaches or exceeds FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria 
R - Relocation 
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3. Build Alternates 2A. 2B. 3A. and 3B 

With implementation of Alternate 2A, 8 of the 9 sites will approach or exceed the       WP 

FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA; however, none of the sites will increase the 

ambient by more than 10 dBA. 

The results of the modeling and abatement analysis for each noise sensitive site 

under the No-Build and build alternates are contained in Table 12. The noise sensitive 

areas are shown on the Alternates Maps. 

With the implementation of Alternate 2B, 8 of the 9 sites will approach or exceed 

the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA and 1 site will exceed the ambient by 10 

dBA or more. 

With Alternate 3A, 5 of the 7 sites will approach or exceed the FHWA noise 

abatement criteria of 67 dBA and 1 site will exceed the ambient by 10 dBA or more. 

With Alternate 3B, 5 of the 7 sites will approach or exceed the FHWA noise 

abatement criteria of 67 dBA and 1 site will exceed the ambient by 10 dBA or more. 

4. Abatement Analysis 

NSA1 

Noise Sensitive Area (NSA) 1, the Kingdom Hall Church, would be adjacent to all 

of the build alternates. At NSA 1, a noise level of 65 dBA is projected for all build 

alternates. The projected 65 dBA noise level represents a 5 dBA increase over ambient 

levels and does not approach or exceed the FHWA noise abatement criteria. No further 

analysis is required. 

NSA 2 

NSA 2, the Lexington Park Church of Christ, would be located adjacent to each of 

the build alternates. FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA is exceeded by 1 dBA with 

Alternates 2A, 3A and 3B. This represents a 3 dBA increase over ambient levels at this 

site. With Alternate 2B, the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA is exceeded by 2 

dBA. There is a 4 dBA increase over ambient levels. A noise barrier 1320 feet in length 

with an average height of 14 feet at a total cost of $498,960 was investigated. This barrier 

would provide at least a 7 dBA reduction for nine (9) residences (churches are equivalent 
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TABLE 12A 

NOISE ANALYSIS 

Site Locat i on/Descri pt i on 

Noise Level 
dBA Alternate 2A 

Ambient No-Build 

Build 
Noise 

Level,dBA 

Abated 
Noise 

Level,dBA 

Insertion 
Loss 
dBA 

Barrier 
Total 
Cost 

Number of Residences Cost per 
Residence 
Protected Length,Ft. Ht.,Ft. Impacted Protected 

1 Kingdom Hall Church 60 63 65 1 

2* Lexington Park Church of God 65 671 681 61 7 1,320 14 498,960 9 9 55,440 

3 Point on Right-of-Way 
Hayden Green Subdivision 

55 60 691 3 - 

42 

 , 1 

1-story Brick & Frame Res. (typ.) 
878 Chancellors Run Road (HD 237) 

65 65 691 62 7 805 12 260,820 3 3 86,940 

5 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
871 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 64 691 X 

5A Proposed Development along south- 
bound HD 237 south of Norris Rd. 

64 661 691 61 8 2,160 14 699,840 16 14 49,990 

62 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
530 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

671 681 671 60 7 700 12 226,800 3 3 75,600 

7 Point on Right-of-way 
St. Mary's Regional Park 

65 721 721 3 
- 

82 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
458 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

60 661 661 59 7 1,350 14 510,300 11 11 
•   • 

46,390 

92 Mobile Home Residence (typ.) 
'V47-C Chancellors Run Rd. (MD237) 

59 64 661 59 7 940 12 304,560 5 5 60,910 

10 Proposed Development along north- 
bound MD 237 N of Peggs Rd. Ext. 

64 58 65 14 

11 1-story Brick Res. and Auto Serv. 
Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 62 701 
1 

x                          1 

Approaches or exceeds FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria 
Unable to provide feasible abatement due to need of ingress/egress from properties onto MD 237 
Point on Right-of-way: Abatement analysis not performed 

X Site and Area is a "Take" for this Alternate. 



TABLE 12B 
NOISE ANALYSIS 

l 

oo 

Site Locat i on/Desc r i pt i on 

Noise Level 
dBA Alternate 2B 

J . 

Ambient No-Build 

Build 
Noise 

Level.dBA 

Abated 
Noise 

Level.dBA 

Insertion 
Loss 
dBA 

Barrier 
Total 
Cost 

Number of Residences Cost per 
Residence 
Protected Length, Ft. Ht.,Ft. Impacted Protected 

1 Kingdom Hall Church 60 63 65 

2^ Lexington Park Church of God 65 671 691 62 7 1,320 14 498,960 9 9 55,440 

3 Point on Right-of-Way 
Hayden Green Subdivision 

55 60 701 3 
- 

S 1-story Brick & Frame Res. (typ.) 
878 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

65 65 691 62 7 805 12 260,820 3 3 86,940 

5 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
871 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 64 691 X 

5A Proposed Development along south- 
bound MD 237 south of Norn's Rd. 

64 661 691 61 8 2,160 14 699,840 16 14 49,990 

6^ 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
530 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

671 681 671 60 7 700 12 226,800 3 3 75,600 

7 Point on Right-of-way 
St. Mary's Regional Park 

65 721 691 3 •- 

- 

8' 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
458 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

60 661 661 59 7 1,350 14 510,300 11 11 46,390 

9^ Mobile Home Residence (typ.) 
447-C Chancellors Run Rd. (MD237) 

59 64 661 59 7 940 12 304,560 5 5 60,910 

10 Proposed Development along north- 
bound MD 237 N of Peggs Rd. Ext. 

64 58 65 

11 1-story Brick Res. and Auto Serv. 
Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 62 701 X 
 ' 1 

1 
1 

1 .... -—. i 

Approaches or exceeds FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria 
2 Unable to provide feasible abatement due to need of ingress/egress from properties onto MD 237 

Point on Right-of-way: Abatement analysis not performed 
X Site and Area is a "Take" for this Alternate. 
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TABLE 12C 
NOISE ANALYSIS 

10 

Site Location/Description 

Noise Level 
dBA Alternate 3A 

Ambient 4o-Bui Id 

Bui Id 
Noise 

Level,dBA 

Abated 
Noise 

Level,dBA 

Insertion 
Loss 
dBA 

Barrier 
Total 
Cost 

Number of Residences Cost per 
Residence 
Protected Length,Ft. Ht.,Ft. Impacted Protected 

1 Kingdom Hall Church 60 63 65 

22 Lexington Park Church of God 65 67' 68' 61 7 1,320 14 498,960 9 9 55,440 

3 Point on Right-of-Way 
Hayden Green Subdivision 

55 60 70' 3 

42 1-story Brick & Frame Res. (typ.) 
878 Chancellors Run Road (HD 237) 

65 65 67' 60 7 940 12 304,560 5 5 60,910 

5 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
871 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 64 69' X 

5A Proposed Development along south- 
bound MD 237 south of Norris Rd. 

(A 66' 66' 58 8 2,130 14 805,140 16 16 50,320 

6 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
530 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

67' 68' 77' X 

7 Point on Right-of-way 
St. Mary's Regional Park 

65 72' 67' 3 

8 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
ASS Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

60 66' 72' X 

9 Mobile Home Residence (typ.) 
447-C Chancellors Run Rd. (MD237) 

59 64 64 

10 Proposed Development along north- 
bound MD 237 N of Peggs Rd. Ext. 

(A 58 73' X 

11 1-story Brick Res. and Auto Serv. 
Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 62 64 

' Approaches or exceeds FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria 
2 Unable to provide reasonable and feasible abatement due to cost/residency exceeding $40,000 and the need of ingress/egress from properties onto MD 237 
3 Point on Right-of-way: Abatement analysis not performed 
X Site and Area is a "Take" for this Alternate. 
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TABLE 12D 
NOISE ANALYSIS 

Site Location/Description 

Noise Level 
dBA Alternate 3B 

Ambient No-Build 

Build 
Noise 

Level,dBA 

Abated 
Noise 

Level,dBA 

Insertion 
Loss 
dBA 

Barrier 
Total 
Cost 

Number of Residences Cost per 
Residence 
Protected Length,Ft. Ht.,Ft. Impacted Protected 

1 Kingdora Hall Church 60 63 65 

2
2 

Lexington Park Church of God 65 671 681 61 7 1,320 14 498,960 9 9 55,440 

3 Point on Right-of-Way 
Hayden Green Subdivision 

55 60 701 3 

42 1-story Brick & Frame Res. (typ.) 
878 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

65 65 671 60 7 960 12 311,040 5 5 62,210 

5 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
871 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 64 691 X 

5A Proposed Development along south- 
bound MD 237 south of Norn's Rd. 

64 661 661 59 7 2,130 14 805,140 16 16 50,320 

6 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
530 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

671 681 771 X 

7 Point on Right-of-way 
St. Mary's Regional Park 

65 721 671 3 • 

8 1-story Frame Residence (typ.) 
458 Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

60 661 711 
   . , 

X 

9 Mobile Home Residence (typ.) 
447-C Chancellors Run Rd. (MD237) 

59 64 64 

._... ! 
10 Proposed Development along north- 

bound MD 237 H  of Peggs Rd. Ext. 
64 58 731 

  • ' 1 
X 

11 1-story Brick Res. and Auto Serv. 
Chancellors Run Road (MD 237) 

63 62 64 
I •"•  1 

! 
i 

1 .„. Approaches or exceeds FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria 
' Unable to provide feasible abatement due to need of ingress/egress from properties onto MD 237 

Point on Right-of-way: Abatement analysis not performed 
X Site and Area is a "Take" for this Alternate. 
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to five residences for cost effectiveness calculations) with projected levels above 67 dBA, at 

a cost per residence of $55,440. This mitigation would not be reasonable. 

In addition to not being cost effective, an effective noise wall would result in denied 

driveway access from MD 237 to these properties. A barrier segmented for residential 

access would not be physically effective. Therefore, noise mitigation is not considered 

reasonable and feasible at this site. 

NSA3 

NSA 3, an edge of right-of-way receptor, would be located adjacent to all of the build 

alternates. At NSA 3 the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA is exceeded by 3 dBA. 

with Alternates 2B, 3A and 3B. This represents a 15 dBA increase over ambient levels. 

With Alternate 3A, the FHWA noise abatement criteria is exceeded by 2 dBA This 

represents a 14 dBA increase over ambient levels. This site represents a housing 

development (Hayden Greens) which is not approved and for which plans are not available; 

therefore, abatement analysis was not considered. 

NSA 4 

NSA 4 would be in the area of all the build alternates. At NSA 4 the FHWA noise 

abatement criteria of 67 dBA is exceeded by 2 dBA with Alternates 2A and 2B. This 

represents a 4 dBA increase over ambient levels at this site. With Alternates 3A and 3B, 

the projected noise level equals the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA. This 

represents a 2 dBA increase over ambient levels with Alternates 3A and 3B. 

For Alternates 2A and 2B a barrier 805 feet in length, with an average height of 12 

feet, at a total cost of $260,820 was investigated. The barrier would provide at least a 7 

dBA reduction to three (3) residences with projected levels above 67 dBA, at a cost per 

residence of $86,940. This mitigation would not be considered reasonable and feasible due 

to cost per residence. 

For Alternate 3A a barrier 940 feet in length, with an average height of 12 feet, at 

a total cost of $304,560 was investigated. This barrier would provide at least a 7 dBA 

reduction to five (5) residences with projected levels equal to 67 dBA, at a cost per 
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residence of $60,910. This mitigation would not be considered reasonable and feasible due 

to cost per residence. 

For Alternate 3B a barrier 960 feet in length, with an average height of 12 feet, at 

a total cost of $311,040 was investigated. This barrier would provide at least a 7 dBA 

reduction to five (5) residences with projected levels equal to 67 dBA, at a cost per 

residence of $62,210. This mitigation would not be considered reasonable and feasible. 

Abatement for this area is not considered reasonable and feasible based on cost 

effectiveness and because residential driveway access would be eliminated with a barrier 

along the noise sensitive area. A barrier.segmented for residential access would not be 

physically effective. 

NSA5 

This NSA would be relocated for all build alternates; therefore the site was not 

analyzed. 

NSA5A 

NSA 5A is an edge of right-of-way site adjacent to all of the build alternates. At 

NSA 5A, the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA is exceeded by 2 dBA with 

Alternates 2A and 2B. This represents a 5 dBA increase over ambient levels. With 

Alternates 3A and 3B, the projected noise level is 1 dBA below the FHWA noise abatement 

criteria of 67 dBA. This represents a 2 dBA increase over ambient levels at this site. 

For Alternates 2A and 2B a barrier 2,160 feet in length, with an average height of 

14 feet, at a total cost of $699,840 was investigated. This barrier would provide at least an 

8 dBA reduction to fourteen (14) residences with projected levels above 67 dBA, at a cost 

per residence of $49,990. Abatement for this area is not considered reasonable and feasible 

based on cost effectiveness. 

For Alternates 3A and 3B a barrier 2130 feet in length, with an average height of 14 

feet, at a total cost of $805,140 was investigated. The barrier would provide at least an 8 

dBA reduction to surteen (16) residences with projected levels 1 dBA below 67 dBA, at a 

cost per residence of $50,320. Abatement for this area is not considered reasonable and 

feasible based on cost effectiveness. 
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NSA6 

NSA 6, a one-story frame residence at 530 Chancellor's Run Road, would be affected 

with Alternates 2A and 2B only. For Alternates 3A and 3B, NSA 6 is a displacement. At 

NSA 6, the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA will be equalled. The projected 

noise levels for Alternates 2A and 2B equal the ambient noise levels. A noise barrier 700 

feet in length, with an average height of 12 feet, at a total cost of $266,800 was investigated. 

This barrier would provide at least a 7 dBA reduction to three (3) residences with projected 

levels equal to 67 dBA, at a cost per residence of $75,600. This mitigation would not be 

reasonable and feasible. 

Abatement for this area is not considered reasonable and feasible based on cost 

effectiveness criteria and the denial of residential driveway access along the noise sensitive 

area. A barrier segmented for residential access would not be physically effective. 

NSA 7 

NSA 7, St. Mary's Regional Park, is adjacent to all the build alternates. At NSA 7, 

the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA would not be exceeded under any of the 

build alternates. None of the projected noise levels for any of the build alternates increase 

over the ambient by 10 dBA. NSA 7 represents the planned active recreational use 

proposed for the St. Mary's County Regional Park. 

NSA 8 

NSA 8 would be in the area of impact for Alternates 2A and 2B only. For Alternates 

3A and 3B, NSA 8 is a relocation. At NSA 8, the FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria of 67 

dBA is approached under Alternates 2A and 2B. The projected noise level for Alternates 

2A and 2B will each exceed the ambient levels by 6 dBA. A noise barrier 1350 feet in 

length, with an average height of 14 feet, at a total cost of $510,300 was investigated. This 

barrier would provide at least a 7 dBA reduction to eleven (11) residences with projected 

levels equal to 66 dBA, at a cost per residence of $46,390. This mitigation would not be 

considered reasonable and feasible. 
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Abatement for this area is not considered reasonable and feasible based on cost 

effectiveness criteria and the denial of residential driveway access along the noise sensitive 

area. A barrier segmented for residential access would not be physically effective. 

NSA9 

NSA 9, a mobile home, would be adjacent to all of the build alternates. At NSA 9, 

the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA will be approached for Alternates 2A and 

2B. This represents a 7 dBA increase over ambient levels. 

For Alternates 3A and 3B, the projected noise level is 64 dBA for each alternate 

which represents a 5 dBA increase over ambient levels, therefore no further analysis is 

required for these alternates. For Alternates 2A and 2B a noise barrier 940 feet in length 

with an average height of 12 feet, at a total cost of $304,560 was investigated. The barrier 

would provide at least a 7 dBA reduction to five (5) residences with projected levels equal 

to 66 dBA, at a cost per residence of $60,910. This mitigation would not be considered 

reasonable and feasible due to cost per residence. 

NSA 10 

NSA 10, a proposed residence in Fox Chase Village, would be affected by Alternates 

2A and 2B only. For Alternates 3A and 3B, NSA 10 is a relocation. At NSA 10, the 

FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA will not be approached or exceeded with 

Alternates 2A or 2B, therefore no further analysis is required. 

NSA 11 

NSA 11, a one story brick residence at Chancellor's Run Road, would be affected by 

Alternates 3A and 3B only. For Alternates 2A and 2B, NSA 11 is a relocation. At NSA 11, 

the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA is neither approached nor exceeded by the 

64 dBA projected for Alternates 3A and 3B; therefore no further analysis is required. 

\o{ 
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5. Other Mitigation Measures 

In addition to noise walls, other abatement measures were considered. These 

include: 

Traffic Management Measures 

Traffic management measures which could be used include traffic control devices and 

signing for prohibition of certain vehicles (heavy trucks), time use restrictions for certain 

types of vehicles and modified speed limits. Prohibition of trucks will not be feasible 

because of the truck traffic utilizing MD 237 to serve Lexington Park and surrounding areas. 

Acquisition of Real Property or Property Rights to Establish Buffer Zones 

Existing residential development immediately adjacent to the project area will not 

allow the acquisition of right-of-way to establish buffer zones. 

6. Earth Berms 

Earth berms were investigated for all NSAs that approached or exceeded the noise 

abatement criteria. Earth berms are not feasible in any of these areas. The reasons for this 

conclusion are there is limited room between the roadway and right-of-way to place a berm 

and the need to maintain ingress and egress movements for the residences does not allow 

for reasonable and feasible berm system. 
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V.  SECTION 4 (f) EVALUATION 

1. Introduction 

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C 303(c), requires that 

the use of land from a significant publicly owned public park, recreation area, or wildlife 

and waterfowl refuge, or any significant historic site as part of the project for a federally 

funded or approved transportation project is permissible only if there is no feasible and 

prudent alternative to the use. Final action requiring the taking of such land must 

document that there are no feasible and prudent alternatives to the use of land from the 

property, and that the proposed action includes all possible planning to minimize harm to 

the property. 

2. Description of Proposed Action 

The project consists of dualizing the existing two-lane section of MD 237 from MD 

235 to MD 246 in Saint Mary's County, Maryland. 

The purpose of the project is to increase capacity and improve safety along MD 237 

by removing the sharp curves and steep slopes in the vicinity of Jarboesville Run. This two- 

lane roadway has no shoulders and numerous access points which contribute to unsafe 

travelling conditions. Increasing development will cause these conditions to worsen in the 

future. Currently, MD 237 operates at a level of service D and has a projected 2015 No- 

Build level of service F. 

A detailed description of the alternates under consideration can be found in 

Section HI of this document. 

3. Description of 4(f) Resource (Figure 15) 

St. Mary's River State Park (two areas) is located directly adjacent to existing MD 

237. The park is owned by the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and consists of 

over 2,000 acres of publicly-owned, open space featuring a mosaic of landscape elements 

ranging from bottomland wetlands, to farm fields, to gently rolling hills, to upland mixed 

hardwood forest. The park serves as the habitat for a diversity of plant, animal and bird 

species and provides areas for a variety of multi-recreational uses such as picnicking; 
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horseback riding; hiking; hunting; fishing; and nature study. This park property, with the 

exception of Parcel 4 located west of the study area, was purchased with Program Open 

Space Funds. Therefore, replacement property must be provided. 

To help meet the existing and anticipated needs of the local community for active 

recreation, the St. Mary's County Commissioners in January, 1987, leased 82 acres of this 

Park, composed of open fields and farmland, from the Department of Natural Resources. 

The County Department of Recreation and Parks proposes to develop facilities for softball, 

soccer, swimming, tennis, golf and outdoor concerts on this site in the near future. 

4. Impacts to 4ffl Property 

Property would be required from the 82-acre section of St. Mary's River State Park 

leased to St. Mary's County Department of Recreation and Parks. This area has been 

designated St. Mary's County Regional Park (see Figures 16A and 16B) by St. Mary's 

County to distinguish it from the larger Department of Natural Resources (DNR) park. St. 

Mary's County may make improvements reasonably necessary to this 82-acre property 

provided DNR reviews and provides written approval of the use. 

The lease agreement is for a period of 50 years beginning on the first day of 

December, 1986, and ending on the 30th day of November, 2036. The lessee may renew this 

lease agreement for one additional term of 50 years by giving the lessor written notice of 

intent at least 90 days before the expiration of the original term. 

The lessee shall use the premises only as a public recreational area with any and all 

utihties service being supplied underground. The lessee may make any alterations, additions 

or improvements of the property that is reasonably necessary for its use as a public 

recreational area, provided prior review and written approval of the use, as well as design 

and construction drawing, is obtained from the lessor. 

Proposed Alternate 2A would require the acquisition of approximately 5.68 acres, and 

proposed Alternate 2B would require the acquisition of approximately 6.18 acres. Presently 

the parkland is unimproved, consisting of vacant farmland and open fields. Initially, the 

proposed improvement would have adversely affected the planned soccer field designated 

for this area by St. Mary's County Department of Recreation and Parks (see Figure 16A). 

However, after a meeting with St. Mary's County park officials (see memo dated January 

4, 1990), the county revised their proposed recreational area plans and designated another 
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site for the soccer field and purposely reserved approximately 150 feet of park property 

immediately adjacent to MD 237 as a buffer area to accommodate the proposed 

improvement to the roadway (see Figure 16B and Page VI-13 in Comments and 

Coordination). 

A noise and air analysis for this area has been completed. The ambient Leq noise 

level for the noise sensitive site representative of this area (NSA 7) is 65 dBA. The 

modeled design year Leq noise level is 71 dBA, a difference of 6 dBA An air analysis was 

performed in this area using a representative site (NSA 7). It revealed only a minor 

increase over existing carbon monoxide concentrations. 

5. Avoidance Alternates 

The No-Build Alternate avoids impacts to the park since there would be no widening 

of the existing roadway. Under the No-Build Alternate, only minor roadway improvements 

to MD 237 are planned. Even with these minor improvements, MD 237 would function at 

level of service "E" by design year 2015. Safety conditions would diminish considerably with 

the projected increase in traffic volumes. Due to the lack of added capacity, the No-Build 

Alternate does not meet the purpose and need of the project. 

Avoidance and Minimization Alternates 

Alternates 3A and 3B would completely avoid St. Mary's River State Park. Both 

alternates would transition to the east side of the existing roadway to avoid the park. 

Alternates 3A and 3B would require 34 residential relocations adding $11,600,000 to the cost 

of the project to avoid the park. 

Studies to minimize impacts to the park were considered using the same typical 

section described in the Alternates Section. The study included shifting Alternates 2A and 

2B easterly approximately 25 feet to avoid the residential relocations and simultaneously 

reduce the amount of park property required; however, septic systems located along the 

front of the houses were crossed, which if impacted would require relocating approximately 

20 residences. Due to the small size of the parcels, the septic systems cannot be relocated. 

Shifting the proposed Alternates 2A and 2B approximately 2 miles to the west would 

avoid the section of St. Mary's River State Park in the vicinity of Horsehead Road 

(Figure 17).   It would use the alignment of MD 471 and tie into MD 4.   However, the 
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capacity of MD 237 would still be inadequate and because it is an uncontrolled access road 

with substandard geometries, safety would remain an issue along MD 237, which is 

undergoing rapid development. 

Further, a western alignment shift to avoid St. Mary's River State Park would impact 

the St. Andrews Landfill and require approximately 3 crossings of tributaries of the St. 

Mary's River. The smaller portion of St. Mary's River State Park in the vicinity of 

Jarboesville Run will also be impacted. This smaller parcel is unimproved and there are 

no plans for the development of this parcel. An alignment to the west around this parcel 

would avoid impact; however, it would require a new crossing over Jarboesville Run 

impacting its associated wetlands and floodplain. 

Alternate 3A and 3B represent the eastern alignment which avoids St. Mary's River 

State Park. Alternate 3A and 3B would require 34 residential relocations and impact 

approximately 2.44 acres of wetlands. 

6. Mitigation Measures 

The property adjacent to St. Mary's River State Park is in the acquisition plan of the 

Department of Natural Resources (DNR). Presently, this property has not been acquired. 

As part of the mitigation process, for Alternates 2A and 2B the State Highway 

Administration (SHA) will consider using property identified in the acquisition program 

which is contiguous with the existing park as replacement property. This property is 

expected to equal the acreage of parkland impacted. Access to the entrance would be 

designed to coincide with roadway median crossover to accommodate access from the north 

or south along MD 237. Further, SHA will provide adequate landscape screening along the 

roadway and Park boundary and continue coordination with St. Mary's County and DNR 

to address future concerns. 

7. Consultation and Coordination 

Coordination has been initiated with St. Mary's County and the Department of 

Natural Resources to identify replacement park land (see Section VI - Comments and 

Coordination). 
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St. Mary's County has revised their park development plans to provide a setback 

which would accomodate the proposed widening of MD 237. The Department of Natural 

Resources has agreed that the proposed project would not adversely affect this recreational 

resource (see August 10, 1990 letter in Comments and Coordination Section). 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 
BALTIMORE    DISTRICT.    CORPS    OF    ENGINEERS 

P.O.    BOX     1715 

BALTIMORE.    MARYLAND    21203-1715 

REPLY  TO   ATTENTION   OF: OfiSEPUBO 
Operations  Division 

Subject:      CENAB-OP-RR(MD  SHA  -  MD   237)90-04053-1 

PROJECT 
))</ 

„..r 

SEP i   II " Ml '3° 

Maryland State Highway Administration 
Attn:  Ms. Cynthia Simpson 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

I am replying to your request dated June 18, 1990 for a 
jurisdiction determination and verification of the delineation of 
Waters of the United States, including jurisdictional wetlands, on 
MD Route 237, in St. Marys County, Maryland. 

A field inspection was conducted on July 24, 1990.  A copy of 
our report of this inspection is enclosed.  This inspection indicated 
that the delineation of Waters of the Unites States, including 
jurisdictional wetlands, on the enclosed map is accurate as modified 
in accordance with the notations on the map and as reflected by our 
field inspection report.  This verification is valid for three years 
from the date of this letter. 

You are reminded that any grading or filling of Waters of the 
United States, including jurisdictional wetlands, is subject to 
Department of the Army authorization. 

At the field inspection, it was noted that a box culvert is 
proposed at Jarboesville Run, and that the grade of the road was being 
raised from 6% to 4%.  In an effort to reduce wetlands impacts, the 
Corps recommended that two options be considered: 

a. Revise the grade to 5%, instead of 4%, to reduce the 
encroachment of the fill slopes into the wetlands; and 

b. Calculate the cost of a 100-foot long bridge option. 

In the interest of resolving the issues of avoidance and 
minimization during the NEPA phase, instead of during the 404 permit 
phase, we request that these options be considered in the 
environmental document. 

If your have any questions concerning this matter please call 
Mr. Paul Wettlaufer at (301) 962-3477. 

Sincerely, 

'-c^ 

<^,/che/yl  A.   Smith 
Chief, River Basin Permits Section 

Enclosures 

cc:  Herman Rodrigo, FHWA 
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McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 
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fiuc 2^   S 13 nh ?S0 • 

August 27,  1990 

Cynthia Simpson, Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Room 503 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

ATTENTION: Mr. Howard Johnson 

REFERENCE: Maryland Route 237 
Maryland Route 235 to Maryland Route 246 
St. Mary's County, Maryland 
SM 757-101-571 
Agency Hetland Field Meeting 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

Enclosed for your review is a copy of our revised minutes of the agency 
wetland field meeting for the Maryland Route 237 project, held on 
July 24, 1990. A set of the field meeting wetland maps, which have been 
revised in accordance with the discussions from the meeting were 
previously included with the draft minutes. 

The revisions to the minutes were made in response to comments made by 
Paul Wettlanfer, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 

Very truly yours, 

McCORMICK, TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

'/"> 
t—t*.' . k&sn- 

( 
Dennis K.  BurgesorT 
Senior Scientist 

DKB:mta:1781a 

Enclosure:    As Stated 
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McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 

Agency Wetland Field Meeting 
Maryland Route 237 

Maryland Route 235 to Maryland Route 
St. Mary's County 
SM 757-101-571 

July 24, 1990 

Field Meeting Minutes 

246 

Attendees 

Paul Wettlaufer 
Bill Schultz 
Wayne Drury 
Howard Johnson 
Dennis Burgeson 
Jill Kulig 

Representing 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
State Highway Administration 
State Highway Administration 
McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 
McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 

Phone Number 

301-962-3477 
301-269-5448 
301-333-4582 
301-333-1179 
215-592-4200 
215-592-4200 

The purpose of the field meeting was to receive agency concurrence on the 
wetland/upland boundaries. Wetland field investigations of the project 
study area were performed in two phases. The first phase, a June, 1989 
investigation, was conducted as a corridor-wide wetland survey to 
identify the approximate location and extent of wetlands. This initial 
survey was largely based on available mapped data (i.e. USDA, SCS Soil 
Survey, project mapping, etc.), with limited field work. The second 
phase, performed in January, 1990, entailed an actual field delineation, 
including marking of the upland/wetland boundaries with flagging. It 
should be noted that the January investigation was conducted outside of 
the growing season and that soil saturation and ponding was evident in 
virtually all identified wetland areas. 

A subsequent field visit to the project area was made in early June, 
1990, to reflag as necessary, the wetland/upland boundaries in 
preparation for the agency field meeting. 

Following is a summary of the field view discussions by wetland. 
Attached are copies of the project alternates mapping (Scale: T^OO') 
with the revised wetland/upland boundaries indicated. 

Wetland #1 

The agencies were in agreement with the wetland/upland boundaries of the 
palustrine, open water wetland, situated east of Maryland Route 237. 
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McCormick, Taylor 8^ Associates, Inc. 

The agencies determined that the forested area to the west of Maryland   4fe) 
Route 237, identified as a palustrine forested wetland in the January    ^^ 
investigation, was not a regulated wetland. This determination was based 
on the absence of hydric soils. This site exhibited predominantly 
facultative vegetation and very strong hydrologic indicators. 

Hetland #2 

This wetland, a palustrine open water area, is situated beyond the 
project impact area, and was therefore not evaluated. 

Hetland #3 

This wetland, a palustrine emergent area, is situated beyond the project 
impact area, and was therefore not evaluated. 

Hetland #4 

Wetland #4, located east of Maryland Route 237 and consisting of one (1) 
open water wetland, was confirmed by the agencies for location of 
wetland/upland boundaries. 

Hetland #5 

The agencies determined that the forested area to the west of Maryland 
Route 237, identified as a palustrine forested wetland in the January    ^ 
investigation, was not a regulated wetland. This determination was based Qf 
on the absence of hydric soils. Wetland vegetation and hydrology 
indicators of this area were similar to those noted in the Wetland #1 
site (west of MD 237). The palustrine open water area at Wetland #5 was 
confirmed by the agencies for location of wetland/upland boundaries. 

Wetland #6 

The western extreme of this area, identified as a palustrine forested 
wetland in the January survey, lies within the project area of Alternate 
3B only. The agencies determined that this area was not a regulated 
wetland, due to the absence of hydric soils. Wetland vegetation and 
hydrology indicators were similar to those noted in the Wetland #1 and 
Wetland #5 areas (west of MD 237). 

Wetland #7 

The agencies determined that the field located wetland/upland boundaries 
of this area were accurate, with the exception of the portion south of 
Jarboesville Run and east of Maryland Route 237. This boundary was 
relocated to the approximate elevation of 56 feet. This relocation was 
based on the presence of hydric soils (i.e. sulfur odors and low matrix 
chromas) and soil saturation near the surface (i.e. less than 10 inches). 

Wetland #8 

This wetland was not evaluated as it is presently not within the project 
impact area. 
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McCormick, Taylor &. Associates, Inc. 

General Comments 

The agencies requested that SHA evaluate costs and wetland impacts for 
two alternates for crossing Jarboesvi1le Run: a box culvert and a bridge 
with a 100 foot span. In addition, consideration of construction of the 
roadway at a 5 percent grade for these alternates was agreed to. The 
present roadway design calls for a 4 percent grade in the vicinity of 
Jarboesville Run. These evaluations are to be incorporated into the 
environmental document. 

The revised impact acreages for the project alternates 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B 
are as follows. 

Acres Within Proposed Right-of-Way 
Wetland/Area Alti ernate 2A Alt ernate .2B Alternate .3A Alternate 3B 

Wetland #1 0 0 0 0 

Wetland #2 0 0 0 0 

Wetland #3 0 0 0 0 

Wetland #4 0 0 0.20 0.20 

Wetland #5 0 0 0.16 0.16 

Wetland #6 0 0 0 0 

*Wetland #7 1. 65 1.65 2.08 2.08 

Wetland #8 0 0 0 0 

Totals 1. 65 1.65 2.44 2.44 

Right-of-Way involvement based on use of a box culvert for crossing 
Jarboesville Run. 

Reported by: 

•A 

Dennis K. Burgeson 

DKB:mta:1788a 
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McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 
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August 7, 1990 

Cynthia Simpson, Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Room 503 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

ATTENTION: Mr. Howard Johnson 

REFERENCE: Maryland Route 237 
Maryland Route 235 to Maryland Route 246 
St. Mary's County, Maryland 
SM 757-101-571 
Agency Wetland Field Meeting 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

Enclosed for your review is a copy of our draft minutes of the agency 
wetland field meeting for the Maryland Route 237 project, held on 
July^A, 1990. Included with the draft minutes is a set of the field 
meeting wetland maps, which have been revised in accordance with the 
discussions from the meeting. 

Please review the minutes and call me with any questions or comments you 
may have. Necessary copies of the final minutes will be forwarded to you 
for distribution to the appropriate agency personnel. 

# 

Very truly yours, 

McCORMICK, TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

Dennis K. Burgeso(([^/ 

Senior Scientist 

DKB:mta:1781a 

Enclosure: As Stated 
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McCormick, Taylor 8^ Associates, Inc. 

Agency Wetland Field Meeting 
Maryland Route 237 

Maryland Route 235 to Maryland Route 
St. Mary's County 
SM 757-101-571 

July 24, 1990 

Field Meeting Minutes 

246 

Attendees 

Paul Wettlaufer 
Bill Schultz 
Wayne Drury 
Howard Johnson 
Dennis Burgeson 
Jill Kulig 

Representing 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
State Highway Administration 
State Highway Administration 
McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 
McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 

Phone Number 

301-962-3477 
301-269-5448 
301-333-4582 
301-333-1179 
215-592-4200 
215-592-4200 

The purpose of the field meeting was to receive agency concurrence on the 
wetland/upland boundaries. Wetland field investigations of the project 
study area were performed in two phases. The first phase, a June, 1989 
investigation, was conducted as a corridor-wide wetland survey to 
identify the approximate location and extent of wetlands. This initial 
survey was largely based on available mapped data (i.e. USDA, SCS Soil 
Survey, project mapping, etc.), with limited field work. The second 
phase, performed in January, 1990, entailed an actual field delineation, 
including marking of the upland/wetland boundaries with flagging. It 
should be noted that the January investigation was conducted outside of 
the growing season and that soil saturation and ponding was evident in 
virtually all identified wetland areas. 

A subsequent field visit to the project area was made in early June, 
1990, to reflag as necessary, the wetland/upland boundaries in 
preparation for the agency field meeting. 

Following is a summary of the field view discussions by wetland. 
Attached are copies of the project alternates mapping (Scale: T^OO') 
with the revised wetland/upland boundaries indicated. 

Wetland #1 

The agencies were in agreement with the wetland/upland boundaries of the 
palustrine, open water wetland, situated east of Maryland Route 237. 
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McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 
)l\ 

The agencies determined that the forested area to the west of Maryland 
Route 237, identified as a palustrine forested wetland in the January 
investigation, was not a regulated wetland. This determination was based 
on the absence of hydric soils. This site exhibited predominantly 
facultative vegetation and very strong hydrologic indicators. 

Hetland #2 

This wetland, a palustrine open water area, is situated beyond the 
project impact area, and was therefore not evaluated. 

Hetland #3 

This wetland, a palustrine emergent area, is situated beyond the project 
impact area, and was therefore not evaluated. 

Wetland #4 

Wetland #4, located east of Maryland Route 237 and consisting of one (1) 
open water wetland, was confirmed by the agencies for location of 
wetland/upland boundaries. 

Wetland #5 

The agencies determined that the forested area to the west of Maryland 
Route 237, identified as a palustrine forested wetland in the January 
investigation, was not a regulated wetland. This determination was based 
on the absence of hydric soils. Wetland vegetation and hydrology 
indicators of this area were similar to those noted in the Wetland #1 
site (west of MD 237). The palustrine open water area at Wetland #5 was 
confirmed by the agencies for location of wetland/upland boundaries. 

Wetland #6 

The western extreme of this area, identified as a palustrine forested 
wetland in the January survey, lies within the project area of Alternate 
3B only. The agencies determined that this area was not a regulated 
wetland, due to the absence of hydric soils. Wetland vegetation and 
hydrology indicators were similar to those noted in the Wetland #1 and 
Wetland #5 areas (west of MD 237). 

Wetland #7 

The agencies determined that the field located wetland/upland boundaries 
of this area were accurate, with the exception of the portion south of 
Jarboesville Run and east of Maryland Route 237. This boundary was 
relocated to the approximate elevation of 56 feet. This relocation was 
based on the presence of hydric soils (i.e. sulfur odors and low matrix 
chromas) and soil saturation near the surface (i.e. less than 10 inches). 

Wetland #8 

This wetland was not evaluated as it is presently not within the project 
impact area. 

t 
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McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 

General Comments 

The agencies requested that SHA evaluate costs and wetland impacts for 
two alternates for crossing Jarboesville Run: a box culvert and a bridge 
with a 100 foot span. This evaluation is to be incorporated into the 
environmental document. 

The revised impact acreages for the project alternates 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B 
are as follows. 

Acres Within Proposed Right-of-Way 
Wetland/Area Alte mate 2A Alternate 2B Alternate 3A Alternate 3B 

Wetland #1 0 - 0 0 0 

Wetland #2 0 0 0 0 

Wetland #3 0 0 0 0 

Wetland #4 0 0 0.20 0.20 

Wetland #5 0 0 0.16 0.16 

Wetland #6 0 0 0 0 

*Wetland #7 1.65 1. 65 2.08 2.08 

Wetland #8 0 0 0 0 

Totals 1.65 1. 65 2.44 2.44 

Right-of-Way involvement based on use of a box culvert for crossing 
Jarboesville Run. 

Reported by: 

Dennis K.  Burgesc^n/ 

DKB:mta:1788a 
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September 5,   1990 

WiUiam Donald Schaefer 
CoDemor 

Jacqueline H. Rogers  -^fti 
Secretoi/, DWCD   W5 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD  21203-0717 

Re: Draft Report for Phase I 
Archeological 
Investigations of Maryland 
Route 237 between Maryland 
Route 2 35 and Maryland Route 
246, St. Mary's County, 
Maryland 
Contract No. SM 757-101-571 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

Thank you for sending us a copy of the above-referenced report mttk 
for our review and comment. The document was prepared by Berger ^^ 
Burkavage, Inc. 

The report. presents an adequate discussion of the 
investigation's goals, methods, and results; it is well written, 
clearly illustrated, and meets the standards outlined in the 
"Guidelines for Archeological Investigations in Maryland" (McNamara 
1981). A well defined and appropriate research design added to the 
quality of the work . The level of background research and f i eld survey 
was sufficient to identify the range of archeological resources 
located within the proposed 3 mile long rights-of-way. 

Berger Burkavage's survey identified one prehistoric 
archeological site and one historic cemetery within one or both 
alternative corridors. The historic Ebenezer Cemetery, associated 
with the former Ebenezer Church as Site SM135, will be affected more 
through the construction of Alternate 2B Modified than by Alternate 
3B. The building of Alternate 2B Modified would necessitate the 
reinterment of at least 17 burials, while selection of 3B would not 
likely impact any graves. We concur that construction of Alternate 3B 
would be preferable. Archeological monitoring would be warranted for 

Department ol Housing /and Communitv Di 'evelopment 
Shaw House. 21 State Circle. Annapolis. Maryland 21401 (301) 974-5000 
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Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 5, 1990 
Page 2 

1 
3B to ensure that unmarked graves are not disturbed; however, prior to 
any construction of 2B Modified, further subsurface archeological 
testing should be performed to identify unmarked graves in this 
relatively undocumented section of the cemetery. We request to be 
informed of the choice of Alternate at your earliest convenience. 

Prehistoric site 18ST608 evidenced temporally non-diagnostic 
lithic artifacts in an area approximately 260 feet long by 75 feet 
wide. While prior construction has disturbed a section of this 
resource, a major portion of 18ST608 appears to retain integrity. 
Site 18ST608 will be affected by the construction of either Alternate 
2B Modified or 3B. In our opinion, 18ST608 has the potential to 
contribute important information to the following prehistoric period 
themes: subsistence, settlement, and technology, as defined in Tfr.ff 
Maryland Comprehensive Historic Preservation Plan (Weissman 1986). 
Further Phase II archeological investigations are necessary to 
determine the site's eligibility for the National Register of Historic 
Places. 

This office recommends that Phase II archeological research be 
conducted of 18ST608. The purpose of the investigations is to: a) 
identify the site's vertical and horizontal boundaries; b) interpret 
the site's cultural affiliations, functions, and significance; c) 
evaluate the site's integrity; d) conclusively determine the site's 
eligibility for the National Register; and e) define the need for 
further archeological work. The investigations should be undertaken 
by a qualified archeologist and performed in accordance with the 
"Guidelines for Archeological Investigations in Maryland." Based on 
the investigation's results, we will be able to determine whether or 
not the project will have an effect on National Register eligible 
archeological resources, and make appropriate recommendations. 
Implementation and review of the Phase II research should be closely 
coordinated with our office, and we will be happy to provide guidance 
on the recommended work . 

We have a few minor comments concerning the report itself, and 
suggested revisions should be incorporated into the final document: 

1) For organizational purposes, the very thorough Historical 
Background should refer to the historic contexts listed in The 
Maryland Comnrehensive Historic Preservation Plan. 

2) Figure 12 requires Survey Area £> in its caption and 
appropriate labeling of Alternate 3B. 
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Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 5, 1990 
Page 3 

3) Plate 2's caption should refer to site SM135. 

4) The Results should describe the artifacts recovered from 
18ST608 with respect to encountered soils; a representative soil 
profile from a shovel test pit would be helpful. 

5) The report should include a new archeological site inventory 
form to document Ebenezer Church and Cemetery; this form will 
supplement the standing structures inventory form and will 
record the razed condition of the church. 

We look forward to receiving a copy of the final report, when it 
is available. If you have any questions or require further 
information, please contact Dr. Gary Shaffer at (301) 974-5007. 

Thank you for your continued cooperation and assistance. 

Sincerely, 

c/y^C^c^  *> GK^ 

Elizabeth J. Cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 
Office of Preservation Services 

EJC/GDS 
cc :  Dr. Ira Beckerman 

Dr . John Hotopp 
Dr. Ralph E. Eshelman 
Mrs. Samuel M. Bailey, Jr. 
Ms. Patricia McGuire 
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ST. MARY'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT 
Department of Recreation and Parks L 
P.O. BOX 653 • GOVERNMENTAL CENTER « LEONARDTOWN, MARYLAND 20650-0653 

(301) 475-4571 Jx!!     ', L)  12 ±& 

January 4, 1990 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning & 

Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

In reference to your contract number SM 757-101-571 as it pertains to the 
state's take-line on Rt. 237, and its impact on St. Mary's County Regional 
Park, this is to advise that we have reviewed the plats showing the proposed 
take-line, and have ascertained that that would create no problem 
to the park. 

Following an early meeting in Baltimore, we designed the Park as to leave 
a buffer for a future take-line for the SHA.  The proposed take-line is within 
the buffer anticipated by this department.  We did show one soccer field in 
that take-line which we had planned to put in there simply as an interim playing 
area since it could be easily removed.  However, after talking to the Technical 
Evaluation Committee in the county, we have removed that soccer field on the 
plat.  You will find that we will be very cooperative in the SHA's acquisition 
of the line as outlined on your plat. 

We plan to start construction of the Park early spring and we'll be looking 
forward to working with you concerning cross-overs if you dualize Rt. 237. We 
have moved the entrance road of the Park to conform with your cross-over as 
requested at the meeting with the Highway Administration in Baltimore. 

If I can be of further help or answer additional questions, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. A      d       -*/ J1 —, / 

Fohn V. Baggett 
Director 

Mr. E. Meehan 
Mr. H. Johnson 
St. Mary's County Dept of Public Works 
St. Mary' County Dept of Planning & Zoning 
Greenhorne & O'Mara 
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wniiam1 Donald Schaefer Maryland Department of Natural Resources Torrey c. Brown, M.D. 
Governor Secretary 

Capital Programs Administration Michael L Nelson 
2012 Industrial Drive Assistant Secretary 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 for Capital Programs 

August 10,   1990 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Office of Planning and 

Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203 

RE:  MD Rte. 237 at St. Mary's River State Park 
Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
(90-LPS-59) A 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

On April 10, 1990, you requested that the Department of 
Natural Resources (DNR) review this project and provide an 
assessment of its impact on St. Mary's River State Park. Although 
detailed plans are not yet available, it is apparent that this 
proposed widening will require a strip of parkland approximately 
115 feet wide along the existing roadway, for a total park property 
take of approximately four acres. 

As you know, this portion of the park has been leased to 
St. Mary's County for future recreational development. The 
preliminary site plan for the proposed county park provides 
sufficient buffer area along MD Rte. 237 to accommodate the 115- 
foot right-of-way, if the Junior Soccer Field is removed from the 
plan. Since the County is willing to remove the soccer field 
(reference: John Baggett's letter of January 4, 1990), the roadway 
improvements may not adversely affect the proposed recreational 
development. However, it should be noted that removal of the 
buffer strip between the roadway and the portion of the park where 
ball fields are to be constructed will increase the chance that 
balls will be hit onto the roadway and may strike passing vehicles. 
In addition, the reduced buffer strip may limit the space for 
landscape screening in the buffer area.  A condition of the lease 

Telephone: 
DNR TTY fcVI-l4)eaf: 301-974-3683 
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Louis H. Ege, Jr. Page 2 
August 10, 1990 

between the County and DNR is that "the County agrees to ensure 
that all boundaries of the leased premises are planted with 
vegetative screening." 

Other concerns may develop when DNR has the opportunity to 
review final plans. However, assuming that SHA will replace the 
parkland, maintain suitable access, provide adequate landscape 
screening along the roadway and park boundary, and work with us to 
mitigate other impacts that may be identified as detailed plans are 
finalized, I can concur with you that the use of the park buffer 
area should not impact the availability of this property to meet 
the recreational needs of the community or alter the function of 
this area as a recreational facility. 

ueAtJ 
Gene F. Cheers 
Capital Improvements and 
Environmental Review 

cc:  Jim Burtis 
Bernard Wentker 
Ethel Locks 
John Baggett 

GFC:pg 
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William Donald Schaefer 
Governor 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Capital Programs Administration 
Program Open Space 
2012 Industrial Drive 

Annapolis. Maryland 21401 

September 19,   1989 

Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Secretary 

John R. Griffin 
Deputy Secretary 

Michael J. Nelson 
Assistant Secretary 
for Capital Programs 

William A. Krebs 
Director for 
Program Open Space 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  St. Mary's River State P»rk 
Contract No. SM757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 246 to MD 235 
PDMS NO. 183053 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

Your letter of July 7, 1989, requesting information concerning 
St. Mary's River State Park has been referred to me for response. 

I will answer your questions in the order in which they were 
presented in your letter. 

Question 11. Yes; With the exception of parcel #4 
(highlighted on the attached map) all of St. Mary's River 
State Park was purchased with Program Open Space funds. 

Question #2. No; The Federal assistance in St. Mary's River 
State Park was provided by the Soil Conservation Service. I 
have outlined the federally assisted area on the attached map. 

Question #3. Yes; St. Mary's River State Park is located in 
the area of St. Mary's County which contains the most dense 
population and is planned for more growth in the future. This 
park provides over 2,000 acres of publicly owned open space 
featuring a mosaic of landscape elements ranging from 
bottomland wetlands to farm fields to gently rolling hills to 
upland mixed hardwood forests. Complementing these attributes 
are scenic views and corridors of accessibility which make 

Telephone:       (301)  974-7231 
DNR TTY fvi-16 ^f: 301-974-3683 
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Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 19,   1989 
Page 2 

• 

this park well suited for environmental education programs and 
recreational use. The park serves as the habitat for a 
diversity of plant, animal and bird species and provides areas 
for a variety of multi-recreational uses; such as picnicking, 
horseback riding, hiking, hunting, fishing and nature study. 
To help meet the existing and anticipated needs of the local 
community for active recreation, the Department of Natural 
Resources leases 82 acres to the St. Mary's County Department 
of Recreation and Parks. The County proposes to develop 
facilities for softball, soccer, swimming, tennis, golf and 
outdoor concerts on this site in the near future. 

If you reguire further information, please do not hesitate to 
contact me. 

Sincerely, 

George K. Forlifer 
Regional Administrator 

GKFrmls 
Attachment 
cc:  Ethel Locks-Bynum 
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01 Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Capital Programs Administration 
2012 Industrial Drive 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

William Donald Schaefer "ron'ey c- Brown. MD- 
Governor Secretary 

Michael J. Nelson 
Assistant Secretary 
for Capital Programs 

July 1, 1988 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Project Development Division 
State Highway Administration 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: St. Mary's River State Park ^^ 
Your Contract No. SM757-101-571     ^f 
MD 237 from MD 246 to MD 235 
PDMS No. 183053 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

This letter is in response to your June 8, 1988 request for 
information concerning St. Mary's River State Park. 

Attached is a copy of our maps showing properties acquired and 
proposed to be acquired for St. Mary's River State Park. Acquired 
properties are shaded in. The two areas where the park adjoins MD 237 are 
parcels 22b and 40 on Sheet 3 of our maps. These properties were purchased 
with funds frfro Program Open Space. 

Parcel 22b is in the process of being leased to St. Mary's County for 
intensive recreation development, however, any request for additional 
right-of-way must still come through the Department of Natural Resources. 

Parcel 40 is referred to in your letter as "an unnamed park in the 
area of Jarboesville Run," but is actually a part of St. Mary's River State 
Park. It is currently undeveloped and there are no plans for development 
at this time. 

-T- . u      974-7231 Telephone:  

DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Mr. Louis H. Egef Jr. 
July 1, 1988 
Page Two 

The existing recreational uses of the park include, but are not 
limited to, hunting, fishing, hiking, horseback riding, bird watching, and 
nature studies. Our Land Planning Services is in the process of developing 
a Master Plan for park facilities and should be consulted about any 
improvanents to MD 237. Ms. Ethel Locks-Bynum is the appropriate contact 
and she can be reached at 974-7656. 

If you require further information, please contact George Forlifer of 

my staff. 

William A. Krebs 
Director, Program Open Space 

WAK:GF:mrw 
Attachment 

cc: Ethel Locks-Bynum 
Pat Bright 
John Baggett 
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William Donald Schaefer 
Governor 

Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Secretary 

Michael J. Nelson 
Assistant Secretary 
for Capital Programs 

September 13, 1988 

Ms. Marcia Smith 
Maryland State Highway 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Ms. Smith 

Attached as requested are the preliminary conceptual plans for the 
St. Mary's River State Park. 

DNR has leased approximately 80 acres to St. Mary's County for local 
recreational uses. I have taken the liberty to also include the County's 
preliminary schematic drawing. 

If I can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to call. 

• 

Sincerely, 

Ethel Locks 

EL/sab 

enclosures 

Telephone: 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Maryland Department of Nalural Resources 
DPVE 

of"M 

)3>y 

Maryland Geological Surve^jH |B    2 29 PH '80 
2300 St. Paul Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21218 
Telephone:   (301)   554-5500 

William Donald Schaefer T c  B M D 
Governor 

Division of Arc 
(301)   554-5530 

* 

Governor Secretary 

-...     . _   .       ,        , Kenneth N. Weaver 
Division   Of   Archeology Director 

Emery T. Cleaves 
Deputy Director 

15 June, 1988 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Division of Project Development 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717/707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE:  PDMS No. 183053 
MD 237 from MD 246 to MD 235 
Contract No.SMK 757-101-571 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

As requested, we have asessed the archeological resource 
potential of the subject project area. There are no known 
archeological sites in the project area. Maryland Route 237 
crosses two drainages: a first order stream, and Jarboesville 
Run, a second order tributary of the St. Mary's River. It also 
crosses flat, well-drained uplands between the streams. The 
physiographic setting indicates a moderate potential for 
prehistoric archeological resources. The Abert and Kearney St. 
Mary's County maps of 1824 and 1857 depict no historic structures 
in the right-of-way. However, Kearney's 1823 Map of St. Mary's 
County shows a church or cemetery along Maryland Route 237, and 
the area is expected to have a moderate potential for historic 
archeological resources. 

DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 
VI-21 
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Please feel free to contact me at 554-5537 if I can be of further  A 
assistance. ^^ 

Sincerely,  /- 

t A •    f -/ 
Richard Ervin 
Archeologist 

RE:cab 

Enclosure 

cc: Cynthia Simpson 
Rita Suffness 

* 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources M p y f, -J ^; ! 

Tidewater Administration f^ 
Tawes State Office Building . 
580 Taylor Avenue JUN 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

William Donald Schaefer Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Governor Secretary 

June  8,   1988 

Memorandum 

# 

To:      Cynthia Simpson, State Highway Administration 

From:    Larry Lubbers, Tidewater Administration ^^X 

Subject:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571, MD 237 

The following fish species are found in the streams in the subject 
area.  White perch and American shad have been caught downstream of 
this area. 

LL:swp 

Telephone:       (301)   974-3061 

DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Table  

222fr^CL^e?aU9ht ^ St- Mary,S Watershed «in^e. 

^erican Brook Lamprey, Lampetra lamottei 

/Afnerican Eel, Alos_a sapidissima 

"  'Brown Bullhead, Ictalurus nebulosus 

"tfadpole Madtorn, Noturus gyrinus 

Chain Pickeral, Esox niger 

<Redfin Pickeral, Esox americanus . • 

i/Eastern Mudminnow, Umbra pygmaea 

"Pirate perch, Aphredbderus sayanus 

/Creek Chubsucker, Erimyzon oblongus 

^Iden Shiner, Notemigonus crvsoleucas 

"Ironcolor Shiner, Notropis chalybaeus 
y     
Redbreast Sunfish,'L. auritus 

•Slue Spotted Sunfishj Enneacanthus gloriosus 

•^esselated Darter, Etheostoma olmstedi 

vCommon Shiner, Notropis cornutus 

•'Roseyface Shiner, N^ rubellus 

^lacknose Dace, Rhinichthys atratulus' 

vMargined Madtom, Noturus insignis 

•Pumpkinseed, Lepomis gibbosus 

Bluegill, Leopomis macrochirus 

Green Sunfish, L^ cyanellus 

Largemouth Bass, Micropterus 
salmoide 

^Plier, Centrarchus 
y                     macropterus 
^lack CrappI^—'  
Pomoxis nigramaculatus 

(Found in lake; not stocked; 
found m stream) 

(fnU^/n ^ake; n0t stocked; not found in stream) 

0 
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United States Department of the Intm&fOJh'r- ) 3$ 

FISH AND WILDLIFE.SERVICE L'/' /.      .      ' 
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES J(JU 11     , , 

1825 VIRGINIA STREET ,J     10 0? ty »n , 
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 Hl'   <>& 

June  7,   1988 ^   1     h/l" 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

This responds to your recent requests for information on the presence of 
species which are Federally listed or proposed for listing as endangered or 
threatened within the following project areas: 

Bridge # 15020 MD 118 over Great Seneca Creek, Montgomery Co. 

Contract No. P 917-101-371 MD 4 from 1-95 to AA Co. Line, 
Prince George's Co. 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571 MD 237 from MD 246 to MD 235, 
St. Mary's County 

Except for occasional transient Individuals, no Federally listed or pro- 
posed endangered or threatened species are known to exist in the project 
impact area.  Therefore, no Biological Assessment or further Section 7 
Consultation is required with the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS).  Should 
project plans change, or if additional information on the distribution of 
listed or proposed species becomes available, this determination may be 
reconsidered. 

This response relates only to endangered species under our jurisdiction. 
It does not address other FWS concerns under the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act or other legislation. 

Thank you for your interest in endangered species.  If you have any 
questions or need further assistance, please contact Judy Jacobs of our 
Endangered Species staff at (301) 269-5448. 

Sincerely yours, 

CZ..K.  ,^p---»—-^ 

t •^Clenn Kinser 
Supervisor 
Annapolis Field Office 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources \ 

m 
Forest, Park and Wildlife Service 
Tawes State Office Building 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

William Donald Schaefer 
Governor Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 

Secretary 

Donald E. MacLauchlan 
Director 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
MD Dept. of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore,Maryland 21203-0717 

June 21, 1988 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

RE:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237, From MD 246 to MD 235 PDMS 
No. 183053 

This is in response to your request of May 26, 1988 for information 
regarding the above referenced project. There are no known Federal or 
State threatened or endangered plant or wildlife species present at this 
project site. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter please feel free to 
call me. 

• 

Sincerely, 

^/&~4: 
ames Burtis, Jr 

Assistant Director 

JB:epm 

cc: Therres 
McKnight 

Telephone: 
DNR TTY for Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

TRUST 

PROJECT 
DEVELOPMENT 

DlVIS.'fV 

JM ^   10 02 ^'89 

December 28, 1988 

WiUiam Donald Schaefer 
CtiUenior 

Jacqueline H. Rogers 
SecKlary, DHCD 

/fa 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief 
Environmental Management 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 246 to MD 235 
PDMS No. 183053 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

Thank you for your letter of November 1, 1988 concerning the above 
referenced project. 

This office concurs with your opinion that there are no historic 
standing structures, eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places, located in the project area. However, our survey maps show two sites 
(SM 134 - Matthew's Folley and SM 135 - Ebenezer Church and Cemetery) which may 
be eligible for National Register listing as archeological resources. 

We would suggest that you provide this office with information pertinent 
to these two sites as well as your opinion regarding their National Register 
eligibility. You may direct that information to Dr. Ethel Eaton of our staff. 

Should you have any questions, please contact Michael Day at 974-5000 or 
Dr. Eaton at the same number. 

GJA/meh 
cc:   Ms. Rita Suffness 

Dr. Ethel Eaton 
Dr. Ralph Eshelman 
Ms. Patricia McGuire 

Sincerely 

George 
Project Review and 

Compliance Administrator 
Office of Preservation Services 

Department of Housing /and Community Development 
Shaw House. 21 State Circle, Annapolis, Maryland 21401 (301) 974-5000 
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PROjt 
ST. MARY'S COUNTY GOVEKNfM^NT A\ 
Department of Recreation and Parka {"«i 

P. O. BOX 653 . GOVERNMENTAL CENTER . LEONARDTOWN, MARYLAND 20650-0653 
(301)475-4571    JAM b   li) is Ail •^(j—=- 

January 4, 1990 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning & 

Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

In reference to your contract number SM 757-101-571 as it pertains to the 
state's take-line on Rt. 237, and its impact on St. Mary's County Regional 
Park, this is to advise that we have reviewed the plats showing the proposed 
take-line, and have ascertained that that would create no problem 
to the park. 

Following an early meeting in Baltimore, we designed the Park as to leave 
a buffer for a future take-line for the SHA.  The proposed take-line is within 
the buffer anticipated by this department.  We did show one soccer field in 
that take-line which we had planned to put in there simply as an interim playing 
area since it could be easily removed. However, after talking to the Technical 
Evaluation Committee in the county, we have removed that soccer field on the 
plat. You will find that we will be very cooperative in the SHA's acquisition 
of the line as outlined on your plat. 

We plan to start construction of the Park early spring and we'll be looking 
forward to working with you concerning cross-overs if you dualize Rt. 237. We 
have moved the entrance road of the Park to conform with your cross-over as 
requested at the meeting with the Highway Administration in Baltimore. 

If I can be of further help or answer additional questions, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

# 

John V. Baggett 
Director 

Mr. E. Meehan 
Mr. H. Johnson 
St. Mary's County Dept of Public Works 
St. Mary' County Dept of Planning & Zoning 
Greenhorne & O'Mara 
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U.S. Department of Agriculture 

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING 
PART 1 (To be completed by Federal Agency) 

Date Of Land Evaluation Request 
6/6/90 

Name Of Project 
MD  RT  237 

Federal Agency Involved 
FHWA 

Proposed Land Use County And State 
St.   Marv's  Countv.   Maryland 

PART II (To be completed by SCSI 
Date Request Received By SCS 

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland?               Yes    INk> 
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional parts of this form).      0     B 

Acres Irrigated 

N/A 

Average Farm Size 

N/A 
Major Ctap(t) 

N/A 
Farmabte Land In Govt. Jurisdiction 

Acres:             N/A             % 

Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA 

Acres:                 N/A         % 

Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 

None None 
Date Land Evaluation Returned By SCS 

8/22/90 
Alternative Site Rating 

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency) 7   Site A ?Site B ^A   SiteC 1R   Si,eD 

A.   Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 1Q   • 44   03 4?   73 43   69 

B.   Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 
C.   Total Acres In Site 39.39 44.03 42.73 41.fi9 

PART IV (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluatic 

A.   Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 

in Information 

0 0 0 0 
B.   Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland n n n n 
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local G 
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Gowt. Jurisdiction With 

ovt. Unit To Be Converted n n n n 
Same Or Higher Relative Value n n n n 

PART V (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale ofO to 100 Points) 0 0 0 0 

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) 
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) 

Maximum 
Points 

1. Area In Nonurban Use 5 5 5 0 0 

2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 0 0 0 0 0 

3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 0 0 0 0 0 

4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 0 0 0 0 0 

5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 0 0 0 0 0 

6. Distance To Urban Support Services 0 0 0 0 0 

7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 0 0 0 0 0 

8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 0 0 0 0 0 

9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0 0 

10. On-Farm Investments 0 0 0 o    . 0 

11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0 0 

12. Compatibility With Existing Aqricultura 

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 

Use 0 0 0 o 0 

160 5 5 0 0 

PART VI1 (To be completed by Federal Agency) 

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0 

Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local 
site assessment) 160 5 5 0 0 

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 5 5 o 0 

Site Selected: Date Of Selection 
Was A Local Site Assessment Used? 

Yes   •                   No   129 

Reason For Selection: 

VI-29 
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Attachment for Environmental 
Impact Documents 

Revised:  July 28, 1989 
Relocation Assistance Division 

"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 

PuMifLf?nnS^0n 50lici!8 ACt 0f 1970" (Public Law 91-646 ^d 
r^i % f,  1?0"i7) and amendments as published in the Annotated 

Transportation Relocation Assistance Program in the State of 
Maryland. 

H^hSr0V^i0nS 0f the Federal and State Law require the State 
highway Administration to provide payments and services to 
lliZV£*dlSp^ed by a Public Project.  The payments that are 
^ldedJ;nclud? rePlacement housing payments and/or moving 
«e S- ?nn rXlinUm llmitS 0f the rePlacement housing payments 
-ertatn'n^J^cOWner"?CCU?antS and S5'250 for tenant-occupants, 
costs and/nr?n-ry/^0 be •**   tOT   increas^ mortgage interest 
hnni? and/or/ncidentai expenses, provided that the total of all 
housing benefits does not exceed the above mentioned limits.  In 
iprpnr   rJCeiVS tnsse Payments, the displaced person -ust occupy 
III   K  i     and sanitary replacement housing.  In addition to 
tn_ replacement housing payments described above, there are also 
^oving expense paynents to persons, businesses, farms and non- 
profit organizations up to 50 miles.  Actual moving exppns-s for 
residences include actual moving costs ,r a schedule -oving 
expense payment, up to 31,050. 

The moving cost payments to businesses are broken down into 
several categories, which include actual moving expens- payments 

2f OOO^nr'3 "*nJiei: 0f" aCCUal mOVing s*PensesP limi^d to  ' S2C,000 and reestablishment expenses, limited to $10,000   The 
owner of a displaced business is entitled to receive , 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 
limited to $1,000, for a replacement site. s.arcnmg. 
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The actual reasonable moving expenses may be paid for a move by a 
commercial mover or for a self-move.  Payments for rhe actual 
reasonable expenses are limited to a 50 mile radius unless the 
agency determines a longer distance is necessary.  The expenses 
claimed for actual cost commercial moves must be supported by 
firm bids and 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, usually lower than the 
lowest acceptable bid obtained.  The allowable expenses of a 
selt-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 
ousiness is entitled to relocate but elects not to -nove  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 elects to move or 
discontinue it's operation the payment shall consist of the 
lesser of: 

The fair market value of the item for continued use at the 
displacement site, less the proceeds from its sale; or 

The estimated cost of moving the item, but with no allowance for 
storage. 

They are also entitled to reasonable cost incurred in attempting 
to sell an item that is not to be relocated. 

If an item of personal property which is used as part of a 
business or farm operation is not moved but is promptly replaced 
with a substitute item that performs a comparable function at the 
replacement site, the displaced person is entitled to payment of 
the lesser of: 

The cost of the substitute item, including installation costs at 
the replacement site, minus any proceeds from the sale or trade- 
in of the replaced item; or 

The estimated cost of moving and reinstalling the replaced item    A 
but with no allowance for storage. ^f/ 
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In lieu of the payments described above, the business may elect 
to receive a payment equal to the average annual net earnings of 
the business.  Such payment shall not be less than $1,000 nor 
more than $20,000.  In order to be entitled to this payment, the 
State must determine that the business cannot be relocated with- 
out a substantial loss of its existing patronage, the business is 
not part of a commercial enterprise having more than three 
other establishments 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.  The business is not operated at the displacement 
site or dwelling solely for the purpose of renting such dwelling 
or site to others. 

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 impor- 
tance 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, or certified financial statements, 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 
r.inimur, of $1,000 to a maximum of $20,000, based upon the net 
income of the farm, provided that the farm has been relocated or 
the partial acquisition caused a substantial change in the nature 
of the farm.  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, a payment in 
the amount of $1,000 to $20,000 based on gross annual revenues 
less administrative expenses. 
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A more detailed explanation of the benefits and payments 
available to displaced persons, businesses, farms and non-profit 
organizations is available in the "Your Land and Highway" 
brochure that will be distributed at the public hearings for this 
project and will also be given to displaced persons individually 
m the future. 

In the event comparable replacement housing is not available to 
lehouse persons displaced by public projects or tnat available 
replacement housing is beyond their financial means, replacement 
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 Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970" requires that the State Highway Administra- 
tion 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 assur- 
ances 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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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
& SECTION 4(f) APPROVAL 

for 

Maryland 237 (Chancellors Run Road) 
from Maryland 235 to Peggs Road 

St. Mary's County, Maryland 

The FHWA has determined that the Selected Alternate, AJternate 6, consisting of a 
four-lane divided, curbed roadway with a 6.1 meter (20 feet) raised grass median and 
a 2.1 meter (seven feet) of backing, with a design speed of 64.37 kph (40 mph), will 
have no significant impact on the human environment. This FONSI has been 
independently evaluated by the FHWA and determined to adequately and accurately 
discuss the need, environmental issues, and impacts of the proposed project and 
appropriate mitigation measures. It provides sufficient evidence and analysis for 
determining that an EIS is not required. The FHWA takes full responsibility for the 
accuracy, scope, and contents of the Environmental Assessment and attached 
documentation. 

Section 4(f): The Selected AJternate, Alternate 6, requires the acquisition of a total 
of approximately 1.60 hectares (3.97 acres) from St. Mary's River State Park/St. 
Mary's County Regional Park. Avoidance alternatives and measures to minimize harm 
are discussed on pages IV-1 to IV-6 of the attached documentation. Based on this 
analysis, it has been determined that the Selected Alternate is the only feasible and 
prudent alternative which minimizes impacts to the Section 4 (f) property. 

^^Tederal 
7*7       Di 

Date ^^Federal Highway Administration 
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MarylandDepartmentofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

April   16,   1992 

MEMORANDUM 

W) loM/u* 

TO:      Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

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

SUBJECT:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 — MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

Attached are summaries of the Select Alternate for RecommendaMnn 
meeting held on January 4, 1991, and two Director's Review meet 
mgs held on July 9, 1991 and November 5  1991   TK« -    meet- 
indicate the additional alterna^es'thL^aie^en^uli^s6: 
result of citizen and county official input.  Also attached is a 
comparison of alternates chart and a description of the selected 
l\\7n     ^ A1

lterna?e 6' which yo« selected It   the Decembe? 5 1991 Quarterly Review meeting. «-ejiiuer 3, 

Alternate 6 is a 40 mph design, four-lane divided closed section 
roadway with a 20 foot raised, grassed median. section 

Preparation of a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is 
under way.  Location/Design approvals from the Federal Hiahwav 
Administration will be received in June of this yell       HlghWay 

al?e?nateWith ^ reco,nmendation to Proceed with the above list 

CONCURRENCE,: 

Hal Kassoff, Administrator 

ed 

Date 

NJP:eh 
Attachments 
cc:  Mr. Charles B. Adams 

Mr. Robert D. Douglass 
Mr. Stephen F. Drumm 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. Earle S. Freedman 

Mr. James K. Gatley 
Mr. Edward H. Meehan 
Mr. Charles R. Olsen 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

My telephone number Is     (410)   333-1110 

„„„ Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearina or Soeech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.CP Metr? - I MO-^S^ok Statewide Toll Fr.* 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 0717 * 
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A 

Alternate  6 

existing substandard geometric crob?^ S ^lminftl-I}9 the 
Alternate 6 was  initiill? designed to fl?L ^ e^Sting road^y. 
widening of the proposedrSy      A fill-lJn^^Z ^^ 
with a continuous  left turnino lane    fin  I  5       curbed section 
curbed roadway with a  16  foi?9^?^ a  four-lane divided 
been Propo-.d^StLiJ/^tiSni^r^lSr^i'S ^^^^y 
way needed to construct either of th^« „?5?    t The "ght-of- 

MD 237  from plgl Road to MoLr3^* f?5.the reconstruction of 

andne
s^eVnd?^tCU^^acrun

drtyo1h
th aV!°"  "^'V'" ^iS"" 

^T^ct-S^^^^ 

point the alignment shifts siiah^v?^?Kyre DriVe-  At this 

to the Lexington 2arkChu?ch of God and th/?^ t0 aVOid impact 

The Proposed9roadway woS?d avofd any Sfrec? SS^J^Sr^
1^- proposed Hickor-v w-n-i*, UTTT. J  ,  y airecT- impact to the 

shifts back to the east^S tallnTnT'  ^  ali9n»ent then 
existinn Mn o?-,  4..? .  ? again follow the western edge of 
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Fox Chase Village - ££ Lartments Ti?^1?^ in,paCtS to the 
at Jarboesville Run. The crono^'K **struct"re will be provided 
and would be approximatelv lllll  2 brid2e WOu:Ld be 75 feet long 
This alignaentPproviSed the Shortfl?\l^  Jarboesville Run. * 
build alternates,  i? then ahifS It ^11** l^h  0f a11 the 

center of existing MD ^^"untU^t !nte?sec?s ll^ll•  the 
Peggs Road.  The proposed roadway woSld not ^^h he county,s 
reconstruction of MD 237 b^of« n?   not require any 
section of existing MD 237 wou?d be III *0**•/ •  246.  This 
project.  Median c?ossovers and lelt J^"1^^ With the MD 2^ 
provided at the same locations as Ihl ^ forage lanes would be 
to include Barefoot Drive I25r2 Dr?^P !^°I?8 build alternates 
MJ-orial Gardens, Horseh^d SSS^Si^ Lane IL^"6' Errgreen 

The exception is the realignment of Sorr^SA J  !eggS Road- 
to create a common median c^olsover as wal nro an^ 2ewitt Road 
previous build alternates  This ?LJL   Proposed for the 
this alternate due to  construct ion  of T^ 1S n0t ProP0sed with 
pond for the Heard Esta^efsuSdivLTnn J^^^^  management 
realignment of Norris Road  A i^fin   0n9 the ProPosed 
storage lanes would^be^idedM^wit'rRo^f and ^""^ 
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MD 237 - suoaary of Alternates 

Displacements 

Estimated 
Cost 
($1,000,000) 

Right-of-way 
Required 
(Acres) 

UQ£&; Alternate 6 includes a 300 foot bridge cost to soan th» 
7B ff^S a5 Jar^esville Run.  The p?opoled bridge is 
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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATOR HAL KASSOFF 

May 21,   1993 

CONCURRENPE WITH PPTQR ACTTON 

mid?a^
Ur"lane dlVlded CUrbSd roadw^ »!«» • ao-foS'rJliS"^.. 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183 053 

The decision to proceed in this manner was made by the 
Administrator at a meeting on December 5, iggi? 

/as 

cc:  Mr. Anthony Capizzi 
Mr. Robert Douglass 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. Earl Freedman 
Ms. Elizabeth Homer 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
Mr. Neil j. Pedersen 
Ms. Cynthia Simpson 
SRC-St. Mary^s County File 
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II. Comparsion of Alternates 

Analysis 

Socioeconomic Environ 
1-Relocations 

a. Residential 
b. Business 
c. Farm 

2.Minorities 
3 . Parkland(Impact) 
4.Land Use Consis. 
5.Historic Sites 

Natural Environ. 
1.Stream Relocation 
2.Stream Crossings 
3.Threat/End. Species 
4.Prime Farmland ac. 
5.100 yr. Floodplain ac. 
6.Wetlands Affected ac. 

Noise 
1.Number NSA's that 
Equal or Exceed 
abatement criteria 

Air Quality 
1.C0 violations of 1-hr. 
or 8-H\hr. standards 

Cost (Million SI 
Engineering/Right-of-Way 
Coonstruction 
Total 

Alt 
2A 

19 
1 
0 
0 
5 
yes 
0 

68 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0. 
1. 

94 
34 

None 

7.2M 
19. 3M 
26. 5M 

Alt. 
2B 

19 
1 
0 
0 
6 
yes 
0 

18 

92 
31 

None 

7.3M 
19. 0M 
26.3M 

Alt 
3A 

34 
0 
0 
0 
0 
yes 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
1. 
2. 

53 
44 

None 

8.8M 
22. 7M 
31. 5M 

Alt 
3B 

34 
0 
0 
0 
0 
yes 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
1. 
2. 

51 
44 

None 

9.1M 
22. 0M 
31.1M 

Sel. 
Alt. 6 

1* 
0 
0 
0 
3.93 
yes 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0.99 
0.71 

3.6M 
17.3M 
23.1M 

Alt, 
7 

23 
0 
0 
0 
0 
yes 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
1. 
1. 

45 
90 

None   None 

10. 2M 
20. 2M 
3 0.4M 

* The aitterence in relocations tor alternate 7 in the chart II 
^fHn^011   Alternates and Summary of Alternates table on page 1-4 
rlln^   counting Poxchase Village, the HUD development, as one 
relocation on the Summary of Alternates chart and aS eight relocations 
in the Comparsion of Alternates table. relocations 
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(A 
HI.      SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.     Project Location 

MD 237 (Chancellors Run Road) is located in St. Mary's County Maryland (see 
Figure 1). The project limits extend from the intersection of MD 235 (Three Notch 
Road) and MD 237 at the northern end to the Peggs Road intersection with MD 
237 just north of MD 246 (Great Mills Road), at the southern terminus. 

The town of Lexington Park has grown up around the Patuxent Naval Air Test 
Center (PNATC) which is currently under going expansion as a result of military 
base consolidation throughout the country. The MD 237 corridor, located west of 
Lexington Park, has been slatted for intensive residential development in response 
to the base expansion. 

The proposed project consists of upgrading and widening existing MD 237 from a 
two-lane roadway to a four-lane divided highway between MD 235 and Peggs Road 
(see Figure 2). New developments within the project area will be limited to one 
access point per subdivision subject to individual review and approval by State 
Highway Administration (SHA). Replacement of a structure over Jarboesville Run 
is also proposed. The current structure is located in a sag area and is subject to 
flooding during heavy rains. A new structure will be built to accommodate four 
lanes at Jarboesville Run. The right-of-way width for the proposed improvements 
will range from 36.6 to 54.7 meters (120 to 180 feet) except at Jarboesville Run 
where the right-of-way approximates 76.2 meters (250 feet) due to the steep slopes 
in that vicinity. 

1.      Purpose of the Project 

The purpose of the project is to correct safety deficiencies of the existing 
roadway and to address the need for future capacity demands. 

Existing MD 237 is a 2-lane roadway with minimal shoulders and no safety 
grading. MD 237 is on the secondary roadway system and is ftinctionally 
classified as a major collector which carries commuter and local traffic. The 
geometric design of the existing roadway is substandard, consisting of sharp 
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curves and steep grades, particularly in the Jarboesville Run area. Horizontal 
curves in the 5o30' range and vertical grades up to 6 percent exist at 
Jarboesville Run. Also, utility poles, drainage ditches, mail boxes, signs and 
other fixed objects are situated along both sides of MD 237 as close as 3.0 

meters (10 feet) to the edge of the existing roadway resulting in fixed object 
accidents. The geometric deficiencies of the existing roadway as well as the 
close proximity of fixed objects result in inadequate sight distance for the 
vehicles travelling along this roadway. 

Existing MD 237 currently has no access controls. There are 95 driveways, 
19 county or development roads and three other entrances along existing MD 
237 at which turning vehicles create ingress and egress conflicts with through 
traffic, thus increasing the potential for accidents. The number of collisions 
with fixed objects (poles, mail boxes, signs, etc.) and "rear end" collisions 
indicate a very large percentage of accidents result from attempts to avoid 
standing (left-turning) vehicles. Inadequate shoulder widths, the lack of 
safety grading and inadequate sight distance also are contributing factors in 
the high rate of accidents (see pages 111-18 and 19 for a more detailed 
discussion of the accident rate along existing MD 237). Upgrading MD 237 
to a four lane roadway would allow for safer ingress and egress for area 
residents. Also curbs and setbacks for fixed objects would help to reduce the 
number of fixed object accidents with the Selected Alternate. 

The current average daily traffic (ADT) along MD 237 ranges between 9,400 
and 9,920 vehicles. The ADT for a roadway is the average number of 
vehicles traveling a roadway during a 24-hour period. The existing two-lane 
roadway presently operates at a Level of Service (LOS) D during a peak 
hours. LOS "D" is characterized as approaching unstable flow with heavy 
traffic volumes and decreasing speeds. 

Planned residential growth in the project area and expansion of the Patuxent 
Naval Air Test Center will result in a projected ADT range of 20,000 to 
24,000 vehicles by 2015 yielding a peak hour LOS F condition for mainline 
MD 237 under the No-Build Alternate. Projected 2015 Build ADT ranges 
between 26,250 and 31,000 vehicles yielding a peak hour LOS B/C condition 
along MD 237. 
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This roadway is an alternative route used by motorists to avoid the Lexington 
Park area due to the traffic congestion caused at the Patuxent Naval Air Test 

Center (PNATC), a major employer in the area, and numerous businesses 
and residences in that area.    The planned influx of approximately 6200 
personnel, not including families, is anticipated to take place between 1995 
and 1997.   This current expansion of the PNATC, is due to several base 
realignments and closure actions of the Naval Centers throughout the country 
and is expected to increase traffic diversion to MD 237.    Also, new 
development along MD  237,  consistent with the St.  Mary's  County 
Comprehensive Plan, has resulted in increasing traffic congestion along this 
corridor.   Currently, seven subdivisions are approved for construction with 
other approvals pending.  All new access point request will be coordinated 

with SHA to ensure safety is not compromised.  The proposed dualization 
will address the capacity problems along the MD 237 corridor resulting from 
current and future development within the study area. 

Planning History 

MD 237 (Chancellors Run Road) was transferred to the state system from St. 
Mary's County in 1985. 

The reconstruction of MD 237 as a divided highway was first identified in the 
State Highway Administration's 1986 Highway Needs Inventory and was 
added to the 1988-1993 Secondary Development and Evaluation section of the 
Maryland Department of Transportation's Consolidated Transportation 
Program for Project Planning Studies beginning in fiscal year 1989. The 
proposed project is consistent with the St. Mary's County Comprehensive 
Land Use Plan and is considered a high priority project by the County. It is 
presently included in the Secondary Development and Evaluation section of 
the Maryland Department of Transportation's Consolidated Transportation 
Program for Fiscal Years 1992-1997 for planning only. 

• 
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Itf 
B.     Alternates 

1-      Alternafps Presented at the Piihlir Hparing 

a.     Alternate 1 - No-Build 

Alternate 1 would not provide any significant improvements to MD 237 
within the study limits. Minor improvements would occur as part of 
normal maintenance and safety operations. The routine maintenance 
operations would not measurably improve roadway capacity or reduce 
the high accident rate since many people would continue to use MD 

237 as a short cut to avoid the Lexington Park area. The No-Build 
Alternate does not propose a reasonable solution to the safety or 
capacity problems and therefore does not address the need for the 
project. 

Build Alternates 

All build alternates were developed using a 80.5 kilometers (50 mph) 
design speed with reduced safety grading, from 4.9 meters (16 feet) to 
2.7 meters (9 feet), for the open sections in order to minimize right-of- 
way impacts. The maximum degree of horizontal curvatures is 4045' 
and the maximum percent of vertical grade is 5 percent for all Build 
Alternates proposed. The build alternates would increase safety by 
improving roadway geometries. 

The realignment of Norris/Hewitt Roads was proposed with all build 
alternates except Selected Alternate 6 and Alternate 7. The Norris 
Road intersection with MD 237 was shifted approximately 45.7 meters 
(150 feet) to the south to intersect MD 237 opposite Hewitt Road. The 
realignment created a common median crossover at Hewitt and Norris 
Roads, eliminating one "U" turn, thereby providing a safer roadway. 

With all of the build alternates studied, vertical geometry would also 
be improved, especially in the area of Jarboesville Run where the 
required right-of-way is approximately 76.2 meters (250 feet) wide due 
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to steep grades which would require the proposed roadway to be 
elevated to reduce flooding potential in the area. Elsewhere along the 
project, the right-of-way ranges from 45.7 to 57.9 meters (150 to 190 
feet). The right-of-way is variable since the existing ground along the 
outside edges of MD 237, in some places, has slight hillsides or dips. 

All of the proposed build alternates would provide a minimal design 
year level of service (LOS) C along MD 237 except in the area just 
north of MD 246 which would function at LOS D. LOS "C" is 
characterized as stable flow, increasing traffic volumes, whereas LOS 
"D" is characterized as approaching unstable flow, heavy traffic 
volumes, and decreasing speeds. 

b.     Alternate 2A 

Alternate 2A proposed the realignment of MD 237 to a four-lane, 
divided, curbed roadway with a five-lane curbed section from the 
intersection of MD 235/MD 237 to the entrance of the Hickory Hills 0) 
shopping center. The typical roadway section would consist of two 
roadways, 8.5 meters in width (28-foot) with two lanes in each 
direction, separated by a raised grass median 6.1 meters (20-foot) wide. 
Each roadway would include two, 3.7 meter (12-foot) lanes with two 
.61 meter (2-foot) curb offsets. Curbs are also proposed on the outside 
lanes with 3.0 meters (10 feet) of backing (graded area) beyond the 
curbs. This backing would provide pedestrian safety and allow for 
possible future sidewalks. Portions of the existing road would be used 
where possible. 

Alternate 2A begins at the intersection of MD 237 and MD 235, where 
a four-lane curbed roadway exists today for a distance of approximately 
122.0 meters (400 feet). The alignment then proceeds in a southerly 
direction transitioning to the proposed four-lane, divided, curbed 
roadway in the vicinity of the Hickory Hills shopping center entrance. 
This alignment is generally located slightly west of the existing 
roadway. Alternate 2A uses undeveloped land where possible and 
minimizes residential and business relocations by utilizing a portion of 
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the St. Mary's River State Park. All existing county roads, private 
entrances, and driveways will retain access to the reconstructed 
roadway and median crossovers and left turn storage lanes would be 
provided at several locations throughout the project. These locations 
are Barefoot Drive, Sayre Court, Military Lane, Hewitt/Norris Roads, 
Evergreen Memorial Gardens, Horsehead Road, Nancy Lane, and 
Peggs Road. Any additional access points for future development will 
be subject to review and approval by SHA. In the Jarboesville Run 
area, the grades and curves in the road will be reduced as will the 
potential for flooding. A triple cell box culvert is proposed for the 
Jarboesville Run crossing. 

The Alternate 2A alignment then transitions prior to the MD 237/Peggs 
Road intersection to a reconstructed, five-lane, undivided, curbed 
roadway with an exclusive left turn lane at the MD 237/Peggs Road 
intersection. 

Alternate 2B 

Alternate 2B follows the same alignment as Alternate 2A and also 
proposes the same 6.1 meter (20-foot) raised grassed median. The 
difference between Alternate 2A and 2B is that Alternate 2B proposed 
shoulders on the outside of the roadway rather than curbs. The typical 
roadway section would consist of two, 7.9 meter (26-foot) roadways, 
one in each direction, separated by a 6.1 meter (20-foot) raised grassed 
median. Each roadway would include two, 3.7 meter (12-foot) lanes. 
Outside shoulders 3.0 meters (ten foot) in width are proposed with nine 
feet of safety grading which provides a roadside recovery area. 

Alternates 2A and 2B were not selected because they each resulted in 
19 residential relocations and one business displacement, impacted 5.68 
and 6.18 acreas of parkland respectively, encroached on .93 and .92 
acres of 100 year floodplain, affects approximately 1.63 and 1.60 acres 
of wetlands and causes noise levels to exceed the Federal Highway 
Noise Abatement Criteria at 8 noise sensitive areas. 
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d.     Alternate 3A 

Alternate 3A proposed the upgrading of MD 237 to a four-lane, 
divided, curbed roadway with the same typical roadway section as 
Alternate 2A. Portions of the existing road would be used where 
possible. 

This alignment is the same as the previously discussed build Alternate 
2A until it reaches the vicinity of Greenview Elementary School. At 
this point, the alignment shifts gradually to the east to avoid impact to 
the St. Mary's River State Park. The alignment then continues south 
on the east side of existing MD 237 until it intersects with the existing 
roadway at the proposed Peggs Road intersection with existing MD 
237. Access to the proposed roadway and median crossovers would be 
the same as in Alternates 2A and 2B. The project's termini are also 
the same. 

Alternate 3B 

Alternate 3B follows the same alignment as Alternate 3A and proposes 
the same typical roadway section as Alternate 2B. The difference 
between Alternate 3A and 3B is that Alternate 3B proposes 3.0 meter 
wide (ten foot) shoulders on the outside of the roadway rather than 
curbs. 

Alternate 3A and 3B would each require 34 residential relocations, 
encroach on approximately 1.53 acres of 100 year floodplain, affect 
2.44 acreas of wetlands and causes noise levels to exceed the Federal 
Highway Noise Abatement Criteria at 5 noise sensitive areas. Based 
on the above impacts,  alternates 3A and 3B were not selected. 

• 
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2.      Alternates Studied since the Public Hearing 

a. Alternate 5 

This alignment totally utilizes the existing road. Alternate 5 proposes 
to add 3.0 meter (ten foot) shoulders to the existing two-lane roadway 
without improving the horizontal or vertical geometry. The proposed 
improvement would provide only marginal capacity enhancement and 
would slightly improve safety as vehicles could utilize the outside 
shoulders as right turn lanes to access driveways or to maneuver around 
left turning vehicles. This improvement was not selected because it 
does not correct the substandard vertical or horizontal geometries which 
currently exist on MD 237 and therefore does not adequately address 
the need for the project. 

b. Alternate 6 - Two Lane Initial Roadway 

This alignment was developed using a 64.37 kph (40 mph) design 
criteria to reduce right-of-way impacts and costs. It would utilize as 
much of the existing roadway as possible. The alternate originally 
consisted of the reconstruction of MD 237 to a two-lane roadway with 
full depth 3.0 meter (ten-foot) wide shoulders and 2.7 meters (nine feet) 
of safety grading. This alternate would provide the same minor 
capacity enhancement as Alternate 5 while also providing increased 
safety improvements by eliminating the substandard geometric problems 
of the existing roadway. Alternate 6 was initially developed to allow 
for the future widening of the proposed roadway. A five-lane curbed 
section with a continuous left turning lane, and a four-lane divided 
curbed roadway with a 4.9 meter (16-foot) raised grass median were 
proposed as options for the ultimate improvement for this alternate. 
The right-of-way needed to construct either of these ultimate options 
would be purchased prior to the construction of the initial two-lane 
improvement. Both of the options for the ultimate construction would 
utilize a 19.8 meter (65 foot) roadway, curb to curb, in order to match 
the typical section proposed by the MD 246 project which includes the 
reconstruction of MD 237 from Peggs Road to MD 246. The ultimate 
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section could be constructed when traffic volumes warrant upgrading 
the facility. This alternate was dropped because it ultimately required 
more right-of-way than the Selected Alternate 6 alignment and would 
not provided an immediate capacity increase. 

Alternate 6 - Selected Alternate 

Alternate 6 was revised subsequent to imput from the St. Mary's 
County Commissioners. The Administrator chose Alternate 6 as a 
four-lane divided, curbed roadway with a 6.1 meter (20 foot) raised 
grass median and 2.1 meters (seven feet) of backing as the Selected 
Alternate (see figure 3 and 4). Selected Alternate 6 was refined to the 
proposed typical section retaining the 64.37 kph (40 MPH) design 
speed which will require a posted vehicle speed of 48.3 to 56.3 kph (30 
to 35 MPH). 

Selected Alternate 6 reconstructs the existing four lane section (3 
northbound lanes and 1-southbound lane) from the intersection of MD 
235/MD 237 to the entrance of the Hickory Hills Shopping Center to 
a five-lane curbed section.   The proposed roadway would consist of 
five 3.4 meter (11 foot) lanes with a .3 meter (one foot) offset at the 
inside/outside curbs. 2.1 meters (seven feet) of backing would provide 
pedestrian safety and allow for possible construction of sidewalks. The 
proposed roadway would provide an additional southbound lane at the 
intersection which would allow for two lanes in each direction and a 
continuous center left turn lane.   The alignment then transitions to a 
reconstructed four-lane divided, curbed roadway with the same typical 
section and continues south generally following the western edge of the 
existing roadway until it reaches Sayre Court.    At this point the 
alignment shifts slightly to the west to lessen impacts to the Lexington 
Park Church of God and avoids the Ebenezer Cemetery. The proposed 
roadway would avoid any direct impact to the proposed Hickory Hills 
HUD development. The alignment then shifts back to the east to again 
follow the western edge of existing MD 237 until just south of 
Evergreen Memorial Gardens. In this area the proposed roadway again 
shifts to the west to utilize 30.5 meters (100 feet) of dedicated right-of- 
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way  through  St.   Mary's  River  State  Park,   established  through 
coordination with St. Mary's County Parks and Recreation.  This shift 

will also help to minimize the impacts to residential properties opposite 
the Regional Park.    The alignment then continues south avoiding 
residential properties by shifting to the east side of existing MD 237, 
approximately 304.8 meters (1000 feet) south of Rutherford Boulevard.' 
The proposed alignment then shifts back to the west just north of 
Jarboesville Run and continues south on the west side of existing MD 
237  to  avoid  direct  impacts  to  the  Fox Chase  Village  (HUD 
apartments).  A triple cell box culvert will be provided at Jarboesville 
Run.   The box culvert will be no longer than 27.43 meters (90 feet 
(+/-)), will have one cell which duplicates the bank full flow 

width/depth ratio, and other cells that provide conveyance of out-of- 
bank flows and deer passage at a width that is at least twice as wide as 
the bank full width.   Because the bank full width is 3.96 meters (13 
feet), the base flow culvert will be 3.96 meters (13 feet) wide.   Each 

of the outer cells will also be 3.96 (13 feet) wide to provide out-of- 
bank conveyance at a width that is double the bank full width.   The 
culvert will be buried 0.3 meter (one-foot) below the normal stream 
invert (see Pg. VI-102). The selected alignment then shifts to the east 
and follows the existing center line of existing MD 237 until it 
intersects with the county's Peggs Road. The Selected Alternate would 
not require any reconstruction of MD 237, between Peggs Road and 
MD 246. This section of existing MD 237 would be constructed with 
the MD 246 project.   Median crossovers and left-turn storage lanes 
would be provided at the same locations as the previous build alternates 
to include Barefoot Drive, Sayre Court, Military Lane, Evergreen 
Memorial Gardens, Horsehead Road, Nancy Lane, and Peggs Road. 
The exception is the realignment of Norris Road and Hewitt Road to 
create a common median crossover which was proposed for all other 
build alternates studied.    This improvement is not proposed with 
Selected Alternate 6 due to construction of a stormwater management 
pond for the Heard Estates subdivision along the proposed realignment 
of Norris Road. A median crossover and left-turn storage lanes would 
be provided at Hewitt Road. 
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Through continued coordination with the U.S.  Army Coips  of 

Engineers, the Maryland Department of Natural Resources and the U S 

Fish and Wildlife Service, the Selected Altenate 6 alignment was 

revised to incorporate the specific type of box culvert structure 
previously discussed to be used for crossing Jarboesville Run and to 
reach agreement on the riparian mitigation concept approach    To 

accommodate this structure, the revised Selected Alternate 6 alignment 
incorporates a 3.0 meter (10 foot) horizontal shift of the center line to 
the east of its original location from approximately 365.8 meters (1 200 
feet) north to approximately 152.4 meters (500 feet) south of'the 

Jarbvoesville Run crossing. The vertical alignment at Jarboesville Run 
is approximately .61 meters (two feet) higher in elevation than original 
Selected Alternate 6 with the lowest elevation point moved from 
Jarboesville Run to a point 61.0 meters (200 feet) north in order to 
shift the roadway farther away from a residence in that area. 

d.     Alternate 7 

This alternate was developed to compare the impacts of reduced design 
speed criteria for a 4(f) avoidance alignment. The new alignment 
utilized the same design criteria and typical section as Selected 
Alternate 6 (see Figures 5 and 6). 

The proposed roadway would be identical to Alternate 6 from the 
intersection of MD 235 to the vicinity of Military Lane. At this point 
the alignment would start shifting to the east side of existing MD 237 
to avoid impact to the St. Mary's River State Park. Avoidance of the 
park would require 21 residential relocations and 8 apartment buildings 
which houses a total of 36 apartment units south of Jarboesville Run. 
The alignment then continues south basically on the east side of existing 
MD 237 until it ties in with the existing roadway and intersects with the 
county's Peggs Road. A new triple cell box culvert was proposed at 
Jarboesville Run. Access to the proposed roadway and median 
crossovers would be the same as with Alternate 6. 
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Based on the substantial residential relocations required with the 
proposed Alternative 7 alignment and the objection of the Department 

of Housing and Urban Development this alternative was not considered 
a reasonable alternative to address the capacity and safety issues along 
MD 237. 

3-      Service Characteristics of the Selprted Alternafp 

a.     Traffic Volumes and Service Levels 

MD 237 had a 1988 average daily traffic (ADT) in the range of 9,400 
to 9,920 vehicles. The ADT for a roadway is the average number of 
vehicles traveling a roadway during a 24-hour period. The existing 
two-lane roadway presently operates at a Level-of-Service (LOS) D 
(Approaching unstable flow with heavy traffic volumes and decreasing 
speeds) during the peak hours. 

Planned residential growth within the study limits, consistent with the 
St. Mary's County Comprehensive Land Use Plan and expansion of the 
Patuxent Naval Air Test Center, will result in a projected ADT range 
of 20,000 to 24,000 vehicles by 2015 yielding a peak hour LOS E (low 
speeds, high traffic volumes approaching roadway capacity, temporary 
delays) under the No-Build Alternate. Projected 2015 Build ADT 
ranges between 26,250 and 31,600 vehicles yielding a peak hour LOS 
B/C (Stable flow, some speed restrictions, increasing traffic volumes). 
In the Environmental Assessment, prepared for this project, it was 
noted that the level of service (LOS) expected to occur at the MD 
237/MD 235 intersection at the northern project limit in the design year 
2015 is projected at level-of-service F/F (AM/PM peaks) for both the 
build and no-build conditions. The reason that this LOS condition 
shows no improvement for the build alternates is because of operational 
problems occurring on MD 235. MD 235 has been identified in the 
State Highway Administration 1988 Highway Needs Inventory for 
widening to six lanes as a long term improvement. All of the other 
study area intersections are projected to operate, at an acceptable L-L- 
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0-S service in the am/pm peak hours with either the build or no-build 
conditions, through the design year of 2015. 

The design hour volume (DHV) is 11 percent with a 55 percent 
directional distribution. The DHV is an hourly volume expressed as a 
percent for use in design representing traffic expected to use the 
highway. Trucks are 10 percent of the ADT and 3 percent of the 
design hour volume which is consistent with most state highways. 

b.     Accident Data 

In the six-year study period (1985-1990), MD 237 from MD 235 to 

Peggs Road experienced a total of 182 accidents. These accidents 
result in a rate of approximately 336 accidents for every one hundred 
million vehicle miles of travel (acc/100 mvm). This rate is higher than 
the statewide average rate of 192 acc/100 mvm for similarly designed 

highways. With the reconstruction of MD 237 to a four-lane divided 
highway, an accident rate of approximately 144 acc/100 mvm is 
expected. 

Accidents associated with the existing conditions result in a monetary 
loss to the motoring and general public of approximately $1.7 
million/lOOmvm. 

The corresponding cost to the public resulting from a reduced accident 

rate associated with the improvements proposed with this Selected 
Alternate would be approximately $1.6 million/100 mvm, an estimated 
cost saving of approximately $0.1 million/100 mvm over the existing 
conditions. These statistics are only for the mainline of MD 237 and 
do not include any improvements that may be made with the new 
project planning study to widen MD 235. 

Although the accident rate for the Selected Alternate is approximately 
half the accident rate for existing roadway, the fatal accident rates are 
relatively equal. Accident cost considerations take into account 
accident severity rates and not accident frequency. The cost of 
accidents to the public is only expected to decrease slightly with the 
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Selected Alternate since fatal accidents, for which only minor change 
is expected, contribute such a high cost compared to minor accidents 
which occur more frequently. 

The Environmental Assessment, included discussion of one High 
Accident Section identified within the study limits of the MD 237 

project, from MD 246 to .32 kilometers (0.20 mile) north of MD 246. 
This section is no longer within the study limits as it is included in the 
improvements being designed for the MD 246 project. Also there were 
two locations that met the criteria for a High Accident Intersection 
(HAI) in the five year study period from 1985 to 1989. These 
locations were MD 237/MD 235 and MD 237/MD 246. No study area 

intersections qualified as HAI's for 1990. Starting in 1988, the criteria 
for high accident locations became more stringent. In previous years, 
accident locations were separated into two categories with the most 
serious locations being considered priority locations. Only the locations 
meeting the priority location criteria are now considered; therefore 
some locations that met the criteria in the period 1985-1987 no longer 
qualify in the 1988-1990 statistics. 
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C.     Environmental Consequences 

\ 

The following is a summary of the environmental impacts associated with Selected 
Alternate 6. 

1.     Social, Economic and Land Use Impacts 

a.     Social Impacts 

Selected Alternate 6 would require the displacement of two families 
occupying one residence to be acquired at the intersection of Nancy 

Lane/MD 237. Given the percentage of the predominantly white 
population (8^8%) in the community, minorities are not likely to be 
affected. No known handicapped or elderly persons would be affected 
by the Selected Alternate. Income levels of the affected families are in 
the middle income range. 

Relocation of the individuals or families displaced by the project will 
be   accomplished   in  accordance   with   the   "Uniform  Relocation 
Assistance and Land Acquisition Policies Act of 1970" as amended in 
1987 (see Appendix).  The relocation will be satisfactorily completed 
within an 18-month period, in a timely, orderly and humane manner. 
The required acquisitions can be accomplished with minimal impact to 
the economic well-being of the project area and those directly affected. 
A survey of the local real estate rental and the sales market indicate 
there is sufficient comparable replacement housing available in the area 
to relocate the displaced families.   The families should not require 
"Housing of Last Resort."   However, if necessary, "Housing of Last 
Resort" will be utilized to provide decent, safe and sanitary replacement 
housing for both affected families.   Sufficient housing appears to be 
available in the area, to accommodate families affected by this project. 
However, significant changes in population density or distribution could 
occur by the increase of personnel generated by other federal projects 
in the study area. 

m-is 



\0 

b. 

The Patuxent Naval Air Test Center (PNATC) in Lexington Park has 
recently been designated as the east coast headquarters for the newly 

formed Naval/Air Warfare Center.    Despite recent Department of 
Defense cutbacks, the community of Lexington Park expects to gain 
approximately 2,000 militaiy and civilian personnel not including 
families and up to 2,000 contractors, a total projection of approximately 
6,200 additional people by 1995. However since the Selected Alternate 
requires the relocation of only two families, the influx of the additional 
persons associated with the Naval Station should not affect the State 
Highway Administrations ability to provide adquate housing. 

Since residents living along MD 237 are already a roadside community, 

the Selected Alternate would not cause any community disruption. 

Summary of the Equal Opportunity Policy of the Maryland State 
Highway Administration 

Title VI Statement 

It   is   the   policy   of  the   Maryland   State   Highway 
Administration to ensure compliance with the provisions 
of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and related 
civil   rights   laws   and   regulations   which   prohibit 
discnmmation 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 
m    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 order that proper consideration may 
be given to the social, economic, and environmental 
effects of all highway projects.   Alleged discriminatory 
actions should be addressed to the Equal Opportunity 
Section of the Maryland Highway Administration for 
investigation. 
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c.     Land Use 

The No-Build Alternate is inconsistent with county planning efforts for 
the project area because it does not provide adequate roadway capacity 

to accommodate current and projected residential development along the 
study corridor, nor does it provide the adequate access required for the 
planned expansion of the Lexington Park area. 

Selected Alternate 6 is consistent with the St Mary's County 
Comprehensive Plan adopted in 1982 which designates the upgrading 
of MD 237 as part of the Lexington Park area road improvements. 
Lexington Park is a major regional center with all access to this area 
currently passing through developed portions of Lexington Park. 
Access to Lexington Park needs to be improved to avoid future traffic 
congestion. 

These improvements address the need for both current and planned 
residential land use in the corridor. Approximately, three to four new 
subdivisions are under construction or have been completed with 
approximately five others having received approval from the County. 
These developments are occurring as a result of planning decisions as 
set forth in the master plan prepared by the County. 

d.     Access to Facilities and Services 

The No-Build Alternate would not address the congestion caused by 
increasing traffic volumes generated by ongoing residential development 
at numerous locations along the study corridor and military population 
increase in the Lexington Park area. It also would not address the 
demands of increasing commuter traffic using MD 237 as a short-cut 
between MD 235 and MD 246 as a bypass of the Lexington Park area 
on a daily basis. 

The additional roadway capacity provided by the Selected Alternate 
would facilitate traffic flow and provide safer and quicker access to 
facilities and services located in the Lexington Park area.    The 
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additional roadway capacity would also improve travel time for the 

provision of emergency and commercial services. Selected Alternate 
6 would also allow for safer ingress and egress for residents along the 
study corridor. 

The various community facilities and services should not experience a 
change in the demand for services as a result of Selected Alternate 6. 
The Selected Alternate would help to relieve future projected 
congestion problems and provide better access to the facilities. 

e.      Economic Impacts 

Only the No-Build Alternate would result in negative impacts from an 
economic standpoint because a certain amount of residential 
development could not occur as planned. The No-Build Alternate 
would not provide the roadway capacity or safety improvements 
necessary for the existing or planned economic development for the 
area 

One of the County's principal commercial centers is Lexington Park, 
primarily resulting from the location of the PNATC and the resultant 
concentration of population. The concentration of retail and 
entertainment facilities in this area is reflective of the importance of the 
base personnel which generates economic activity. 

The Selected Alternate would improve access to local businesses along 

MD 235 and MD 246 and area employment centers by providing an 
alternate roadway with adequate capacity which avoids the Lexington 
Park area. It would also serve to alleviate some through traffic 
congestion in the Lexington Park area which is the major employment 
and population center of the county and is one of the most important 
activity centers in the entire Tri-County Region. The continued 
operations and expansion of the PNATC are essential to the continued 
economic viability of the county. Selected Alternate 6 serves to 
facilitate economic activities along MD 235 by providing an additional 
roadway with adequate capacity to link MD 246 with MD 235.  It is 
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also a primary factor in the general framework for the ongoing 
economic development of the Lexington Park area which is designed to 

accommodate the expansion of the PNATC and the existing and 
projected residential development along MD 237. 

The residential property values along MD 237 may experience a slight 
downturn due to increased traffic volume and closer proximity to the 
improved roadway. 

No business displacements are required by the Selected Alternate. 

f. Parks and Recreation 

A total of approximately 1.6 hectares (3.93 acres) of right-of-way from 
St. Mary's River State Park, located to the west side of MD 237, will 

be required by the Selected Alternate. Most of the park property was 
purchased with Program Open Space funds and will ultimately consist 
of a total of 971.3 hectares (2,400 acres). The county has developed 
the park facility for softball, soccer, tennis and other recreational uses. 
The required right-of-way along the edge of the park property adjacent 
to the MD 237 proposed improvmements does not impact any of the 
recreation areas (see Section 4(f) Evaluation). 

g. Historical and Archeological Resources 

No historic standing structures on or eligible for the National Register 
of Historic Places are located in the project area (see SHPO letter dated 
December 28, 1988 in Comments and Coordination Section). 

Site 18 ST 608, a prehistoric archeological camp site, will be affected 
by Selected Alternate 6. Phase II testing of site 18 ST 608 has been 
completed on the east side of MD 237 with negative results (see SHPO 
concurrence letter dated January 8, 1993). The portion of site 18 ST 
608 located on the west side of MD 237 will be subject to a Phase II 
site examination to determine whether it is eligible for inclusion in the 
National Register of Historic Places.    Due to a denial to access 
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property on the west side of MD 237 at this site. Phase II testing will 
be completed after right-of-way is purchased (See MHT letter pgs. IV 

72, 73). Given the fact that the site may likely be significant only for 
the information it contains and does not have to remain in place, data 
recovery, if necessary, will mitigate the effect on the site and the 
provisions of Section 4(f) will not be applicable. 

An environmental assessment conducted the Albaugh and Aud wetland 
mitigation sites indicates that there are no historic instanding structures 
on or elgible for the National Register of Historic Place located on the 
property. An archeological reconnaissance of the Albaugh site was 
undertaken with negative results. The Maryland State Historic 
Preservation Office has concurred that this undertaking will have no 
adverse effect on the Aud site, provided that phase III data recovery is 
carried out, avoiding the requirement for Section 4(0 documentation 
(see letter dated April 13, 1994). 

2.     Natural Environmental Impacts 

a.     Floodplains 

Selected Alternate 6 would encroach upon approximately .4 hectares 
(.99 acre) of the 100-year floodplain associated with Jarboesville Run 
for construction of a triple cell box culvert measuring 3.7x4 0 3 7x4 0 
and 3.4x4.0 meters (12'xl3', 12'xl3' and ll'xl3'). This impact was 
evaluated in accordance with the requirements of Executive Order 
11988 to determine if the encroachment was significant. The floodplain 
encroachment required by Selected Alternate 6 would not involve the 
following: 

A significant potential for interruption or termination of a 
transportation facility needed for emergency vehicles or which 
provides a community's only evaluation route; 
A significant risk; or 

A significant adverse impact on natural and beneficial floodplain 
values. 
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The proposed encroachments will not significantly affect upstream 
water surface elevations or storage capacity. Standard hydraulic design 
techniques will be utilized for waterway openings to limit upstream 
flood level increases and approximate downstream flow rates. The 
Jarboesville Run structure will be designed to meet criteria agreed upon 
by SHA, COE and DNR, Water Resources Administration. 

Sediment and erosion control and stormwater management plans, 
approved by the Department of the Environment, will be implemented 
to minimize impacts to the affected streams. There is no indication that 
these encroachments will cause any adverse effect on storage capacity 
or water surface elevations, result in risks or impacts to the beneficial 
floodplain values, or provide direct or indirect support to further 
development within the floodplain. 

Therefore, in consideration of these factors, the floodplain 
encroachments were determined to be nonsignificant. In accordance 
with Executive 11988, a floodplain finding is not required for the 
Selected Alternate. 

b.     Wetlands 

Pursuant to Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) and 
Section 404(b)(1) of the Clean Water Act, wetland areas potentially 
affected by the proposed project have been identified. 

Eight wetlands in the project corridor were delineated through field 
reconnaissance and based on the presence of hydric soils, hydrophytic 
vegetation, and hydrologic characteristics utilizing the 1987 U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Methodology (see alternates 
maps). Concurrence with wetland boundaries was received during field 
reviews with representative from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on July 24, 1990 (see 
Comments and Coordination Section). 
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Selected Alternate 6 will have no effect on Wetlands #1 through 

Wetland #6 or Wetland #8. These wetlands, located throughout the 
study area, are all non-tidal and either palustrine forested, riverine, 
and/or open water impoundments. 

Selected Alternate 6 would impact approximately .29 hectares (.71 
acre) of Wedand 7 (riverine, upper perennial forested) associated with 
the Jarboesville Run Stream crossing. The acreage for wetland 7 was 
reduced from that initially identified in the draft document due to the 
existing MD 237 roadway being counted as part of the wetland. 
Functions associated with Wetland 7 include medium passive recreation 
value, high value as habitat for wildlife or fishies, low value for 

sediment trapping/stabilization (short term), medium value for flood 
dsynchronization and medium value for groundwater discharge/recharge 
functions.  The overall functional value for Wetland 7 is medium. 

In accordance with Executive Order 11990, efforts were made to avoid 
or minimize harm to Wetland #7.     Due to the linear flow of 
Jarboesville Run perpendicular to MD 237, avoidance of Wetland #7 
is not practical due to the flow of Jarboesville Run from east to west 
far beyond the study area (see figure 4 and 6).  Design characteristics 
incorporated in the Selected Alternate to minimize wetland impacts 
included reducing the design speed of the proposed roadway  80.5 to 
64.4 kph (from 50 mph to 40 mph), reducing the lane width from 3.7 
meters to 3.4 meters (12 feet to 11 feet) reducing the curb offset 
distance (distance between traveled roadway and curb) from .61 to .30 
meter (two feet to one foot) and reducing the roadway backing (graded 
area beyond curb) from 3.1 to 2.1 meters (ten feet to seven feet). The 
Selected Alternate 6 typical section is 4.3 meters (14 feet) narrower 
from outside edge of backing on the east side of the roadway to out 
side edge of backing on the west side of the roadway when compared 
to all other proposed build alternatives.   Selected Alternate 6 reduces 
wetland impacts to .29 hectares (.71 acre) compared to .547.53 hectares 
(1.34/1.31 acres) for Alternates 2A/2B respectively, and .99 hectares 
(2.44 acres) for Alternates 3A/3B and .77 hectares (1.90 acres) for 
Alterative 7. 
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The No-Build Alternate does not address the need for the project 
(safety, congestion, and capacity concerns) and therefore, is not a 
practicable alternative to avoid wetland impacts. 

This project has been presented at three Interagency Meetings; October 
18, 1989, April 15, 1992 and December 16, 1992. The U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the 
Environmental Protection Agency were present at the latter meeting and 
each agency verbally endorsed the Selected Alternate 6 alignment which 
was substantialy revised February 21, 1995. 

Wetland Finding 

Pursuant to E.O. 11990, efforts were made to avoid or minimize harm to wetlands 
in the project corridor. As discussed, there are no practicable alternative that 
would completly avoid construction in wetlands and still satify the purpose and 
need. The Selected Alternate includes all practicable measures to minimize harm 
to wetlands. The anticipated wetland impacts for MD 237 are .29 hectares (.71 
acre) of palustrine forested wetland (PFO) along Jarboesville Run and wetland 
riparian habitat impact. Assuming a 2:1 mitigation ratio, .70 hectares (1.72 acres) 
of PFO wetlands will have to be mitigated. The replacement ratio is based on 
initial wetland impact of .35 hectares (.86 acre). 

A reconnaissance of the St. Mary's River watershed was initiated to identify 
potential wetland mitigation sites and the results were negative. An expanded 
reconnaissance which included all of St. Mary's County did identify two potential 
wetland mitigation sites located in the larger Lower Potomac River watershed, the 
Albaugh property and the Aud property. 

The Albaugh property is located in the Coastal Plain physiographic province near 
the headwaters of several tributaries to Herring Creek. Herring Creek becomes 
estuarine only .20 Kilometers (0.5 miles) from the southwest comer of the Albaugh 
property where the proposed wetland mitigation site would be constructed. The 
Albaugh property consists of open fields bordered by drainage ditches which are 
fed by a ground water seep.   These fields will yield approximately 6.0 hectares 
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(14.8 acres) of created palustrine forested wetlands and approximately .40 hectars 
(1 acre) of wetland enhancement (See figure 7). 

The second wetland mitigation site is the Aud property which is located off of Flat 
Iron Road south of Great Mills, Maryland. The site is approximately 9.3 hectares 
(23 acres) and includes two open fields that will yield approximately .59 hectares 
(1.45 acres) of created palustrine forested and palustrine emergent wetlands 
approximately .06 hectares (.14 acres) of tidal wetlands and approximately 8 1 
hectares (20 acres) of existing forested wetlands to be preserved (see figure 8). 

An allotment of approximately .16 hectares (.4 acre) of the palustrine forested 
wetland preservation credit on the Aud property will be used to mitigate impacts 
from MD 237. The other .55 hectares (1.36 acres) impacted will be mitigated by 
creating palustrine forested wetlands on the Albaugh property. All of the remaining 
wetland created at the Albaugh and Aud parcels will be placed in a wetland bank 
and used to mitigate wetland impacts from other highway projects planned in the 
St Mary's River Lower Potomac River watershed as agreed to under the Section 
404 permitting process. 

To mitigate riparian impacts SHA is proposing to provide streamside tree planting 
along Jarboesville Run or its tributaries. The primary goals of this mitigation is 
to provide channel shading, flood flow dissipation, nutrient uptake, food chain 
support, sediment removal and to extend the riparian corridor. It is anticipated that 
the final planting plan would yield approximately 3,600 square feet. 

c.      Surface Water 

Selected Alternative 6 will not require any relocation of Jarboesville 
Run. Jarboesville Run is a non-tidal waterway and is designated Class 
I-Water Contact Recreation, Aquatic Life and Water Supply. Methods 
of reducing the impacts associated with stream bottom loss, such as 
depressed cells (one foot) to reestablish productive substrate will be 
incorporated during final design in accordance with WRA criteria. 
Instream construction of any kind may be prohibited from March 1 
through June 15. This project will be coordinated with the Department 
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of Natural Resources, and a waterway construction permit will be 
required. 

The increase of impervious surface resulting from the proposed 
improvements would produce a proportionate increase in the amount of 
roadway runoff carrying vehicle generated pollutants (i.e., oil, coolants, 
brake lining, rubber, etc.). Stormwater runoff will be managed under 

the Department of Environmental Stormwater Management Regulations. 
These regulations will require stormwater management practices in the 
following order of preference: 

On-site infiltration; 

Flow attenuation by open vegetated swales and natural 
depressions; 

Stormwater retention structures; and 
Stormwater Detention Structures 

It has been demonstrated that these measures can measurably reduce 
pollutant loads and control runoff. 

Final design for the proposed improvements will include plans in 
accordance with State and Federal laws and regulations. Stormwater 
management areas will be identified during the final design phase. The 
plans will require review and approval by the Maryland Department of 
Environment. 

d.     Threatened or Endangered Species 

Correspondence with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources-Wildlife Administration indicates 
there are no known populations of federally listed threatened or 
endangered species along the study corridor which may be impacted by 
any of the build alternates. (See letter in the Comments and 
Coordination Section). 
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e.      Air Quality 

An air quality analysis determined that Selected Alternate 6 will not 
result in violations of either the 1-hour or 8-hour State and National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards in 1995 or 2015 (see Table 2 and 3 and 
figures 3 thru 6). The proposed improvments will occur in an air 
quality attainment area and are recorded in the State Transportation 
Improvement Program #427-9. 
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TABLE 2 

1-HOUR CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS (CO PPM) 

Receptor 
No. Background 

1995 Alternate 2015 Alternate 

No-Build Sel. 
6 7 

No-Build Sel. 
6 7 

1 2.0 3.5 3.0 3.0 5.7 4.0 3.9 
2 2.0 4.2 3.2 3.1 7.1 4.2 4.3 
3 2.0 3.8 3.4 3.4 6.0 4.5 4.7 
4 2.0 5.2 3.2 3.0 9.3 4.4 4.0 
5 2.0 5.0 R R 9.1 R R 

5A 2.0 5.2 3.1 2.9 9.3 4.0 3.8 
6 2.0 4.7 3.1 R 8.1 4.3 R 
7 2.0 8.8 3.6 3.1 7.2 5.0 4.1 
8 2.0 4.5 2.9 R 7.7 3.8 R 
9 2.0 4.6 3.0 2.8 7.9 3.9 3.6 
10 2.0 3.3 3.0 R 5.2 3.9 R 
11 2.0 3.3 2.8 2.8 5.2 3.6 3.6 

S/NAAQS - 1 H 
Including Backgi 
R = Relocation 

OUR 35 ppm 
ound concentratic n. 
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TABLE 3 
8-HOUR CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS (CO PPM) 

Receptor 
No. Background 

1995 Alternate                      2015 Alternate 

No-Build Sel. 
6 7 

No-Build Sel. 
6 7 

1 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.4 1.3 
2 1.0 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.4 1.4 1.4 
3 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.5 1.5 

4 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.3 
5 1.0 1.2 R R 1.2 R R 

5A 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.3 
6 1.0 1.2 1.2 R 1.4 1,4 R 
7 1.0 1.5 1.3 1.2 1.7 1.6 1.4 
8 1.0 1.2 1.2 R 1.3 1.3 R 
9 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.2 

10 1.0 1.1 1.2 R 1.1 1.3 R 
11 1.0 1.1 1-2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.2 

S/NAAys - 8 H( 3urs y ppm 
including Background concentrations 

In the Environmental Assessment for this project, a detailed air quality analysis was prepared 
for each of the alternates retained for detailed study (No-Build, 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B). Since 
there were no prior violations of either the 1-hour or 8-hour standards, a subsequent analysis was 
conducted only for Selected Alternate 6 and Alternate 7 since they were presented after 
completion of the Environmental Assessment. Table 2 and 3 shows the results of the subsequent 
analysis. 
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f.      Noise Quality 

Projected Noise levels and Abatement Feasibility 

In accordance with Federal Highway Administration Regulations 23 CFR, 
Part 772, "Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise," this project 
was analyzed for noise impacts. Noise mitigation is considered when Federal 
Highway Administration Noise Abatement Criteria are equaled or exceeded 
or when predicted noise levels exceed the existing levels by 10 dBA or more. 
The Noise Abatement Criteria for residential areas is 67 decibels. The land 
use adjacent to the study section of MD 237 is primarily residential and 
agricultural. 

Noise abatement measures (in general, noise barriers) are considered to 
minimize impacts. Consideration is based on the size of the impacted area 
(number of structures, spatial distribution of structures, etc.), the predominant 
practicality of construction, feasibility, and reasonableness. 

The following items were considered in determining potential noise impacts: 

Identification of existing land use 
Existing noise levels 

Prediction of future design year noise levels 
Potential traffic increase 

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

Whether a feasible method is available to reduce the noise; 
Whether the cost of noise mitigation is reasonable for those 
receptors that are impacted - approximately $40,000 per impacted 
residence; 

Whether the mitigation is acceptable to affected property owners. 

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

A determination of whether a barrier is cost effective or reasonable is 
determined by dividing the total number of impacted sensitive sites in a 
specified noise sensitive area, that will receive at least a 5 dBa reduction of 
noise levels, into the total cost of the noise mitigation. For the purpose of 
comparison, a total cost of $16.50 per square foot is assumed to estimate 
total barrier costs. This cost figure is based upon current cost experienced 

by the Maryland State Highways Administration and includes a cost for 
panels, footing, drainage, landscaping, and overhead. The State Highway 

Administration has established approximately $40,000 per residence protected 
as being the maximum cost for a barrier to be considered reasonable. 

A detailed noise analysis has been completed for the No-Build Alternate, 
Selected Alternate 6 and Alternate 7 developed subsequent to completion of 
the Environmental Assessment. The results of the noise study for selected 
alternate 6 are discussed below and the noise results for both selected 
alternate 6 and alternate 7 are shown in Table 4. To review the location of 
each NSA please refer to alternates mapping figures 3 thru 6). Each NSA 
is representative of the area where it is located. 

No-Build Alternate 

Under the No-Build Alternate, two of the twelve noise sensitive areas 
would approach or exceed the noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA, Leq 
(see Table 4). 

Selected Alternate 6 

Under the Selected Alternate, 6 of the 12 noise sensitive areas (NSA's 
2, 3, 4, 5, 5A, 6, 7, and 11) will approach or exceed the Federal 
Highway Noise Abatement Criteria of 67 dBA. Noise receptor 3 (NSA 
3) also has noise levels that would exceed ambient levels by 10 dBA or 
more (see Table 4). 
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NSAI -(Kingdom Hall Church) - At this site a noise level of 65 dBA is projected 
for Selected Alternate 6. The projected 65 dBA noise level represents a 5 dBA 
increase over ambient levels and does not approach or exceed the FHWA Noise 
Abatement Criteria.  No further analysis is required.' 

NSA2 - (Lexington Park Church of God), would be located adjacent to each of the 
build alternates. FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA is exceeded by 1 dBA 
with Selected Alternate 6. This represents a 3 dBA increase over ambient levels 
at this site. A noise barrier 402.3 meters (1320 feet) in length with an average 
height of 4.27 meters (14 feet) at a total cost of $304,920 was investigated. The 
barrier would provide at least a 7 dBA reduction for the church (equal to 5 
residences for cost effectiveness calculations). At a cost per residence of $60,984 
the mitigation is not considered reasonable because it exceeds the cost per residence 
criteria of $40,000. An effective noise wall would deny driveway access from MD 

237 to the affected properties. A barrier segmented for residential access would 
not be physically effective. Therefore, noise mitigation is not considered 
reasonable and feasible at this site. 
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TABLE 4 
NOISE LEVEL SUMMARY 

SITE AMBIENT NO-BUILD SELECTED 6 ALTERNATE 7 
1 60 63 65 65 
2 65 67 68 68 
3 55 60 70 70 
4 65 65 69 67 
5 63 64 72 71 

5A 64 66 69 66 
6 67 68 67 77 
7 65 72 70 67 
8 60 66 72 72 
9 59 64 71 64 
10 64 58 65 73 
11 63 62 70 64 
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NSA3 - (Hayden Green Subdivision)- At NSA 3, the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA 
is exceeded by 2 dBA with Selected Alternate 6. This represents a 14 dBA increase over 
ambient levels. NSA #3 represents a housing development (Hayden Greens) which is currently 
not approved and for which plans are not available; therefore, abatement analysis was not 
considered. 

NSA4 - At NSA 4 (1-story brick & frame residence) the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 
dBA is exceeded by 2 dBA with Selected Alternate 6. This represents a 14 dBA increase over 
ambient levels at this site. 

For Selected Alternate 6 a barrier 245.4 meters (805 feet) in length, with an average height of 
3.7 meters (12 feet), at a total cost of $159,390 was investigated. The barrier would provide 
at least a 7 dBA reduction to three (3) residences with projected levels above 67 dBA, at a cost 
per residence of $53,130. This mitigation would not be considered reasonable because it exceeds 
the cost per residence criteria of $40,000. An effective noise wall would deny driveway access 
from MD 237 to the affected properties. A barrier segmented for residential access would not 
be physically effective. Therefore, noise mitigation is not considered reasonable and feasible at 
this site. 

NSA5 - At NSA 5 (1-story frame residence) - FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA is 
exceeded by 5 dBA with Selected Alternate 6. This represents a 9 dBA increase over ambient 
levels at this site. 

For Selected Alternate 6, a barrier 205.7 meters (675 feet) in length with an average height of 
3.7 meters (12 feet), at a total cost of $133,650 was investigated. The barrier would provide 
at least a 8 dBA reduction to (3) residences with projected levels above 67 dBA, at a cost per 
residence of 44,550. This mitigation would not be considered resaonable and feasible because 
it exceeds the cost per residence criteria of $40,000 and because a barrier at this location would 
eliminate the only existing access to MD 237 for the three residences. 

At NSA 5 (1-story frame residence) - FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA is exceeded 
by 4 dBA with Build Alternate 7. This represents a 8 dBA increase over ambient levels at this 
site. 
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For Build Alternate 7, a barrier 175 meters (575 feet) in length with an average height of 3 65 
meters (12 feet), at a total cost of $113,850 was investigated. The barrier would provide at least 
a 8 dBA reduction to (3) residence with projected levels above 67 dBA, at a cost per residence 
of $37,950. A barrier in this location will eliminate the only available access to MD 237 for 
two residences in this area. A third residence, will lose its access to MD 237 but will still be 
able to access Norris Road to the south. Based on the above, a barrier at this location would 
not be feasible. 

NSAJA - (proposed development) - At this edge of right-of-way site, the FHWA noise 
abatement criteria of 67 dBA is exceeded by 2 dBA with Selected Alternate 6. This represents, 
a 5 dBA increase over ambient levels. For Selected Alternate 6, a barrier 658.4 meters (2 160 
feet) in length, with an average height of 4.3 meters (14 feet), at a total cost of $498,550 was 

mvestigated. This barrier would provide at least an 8 dBA reduction to fourteen (14) residences 
with projected levels above 67 dBA at a cost per residence of $35,640. The barrier would have 
to be segmented to provide for residential access, therefore it would not be physically effective 
and is not considered feasible. 

NSA6 - (one story frame residence)- At NSA 6, the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA 
will be exceeded. The projected noise level for Selected Alternate 6 equals the ambient noise 
level. A noise barrier 213.4 meters (700 feet) in length, with an average height of 3.7 merer 
(12 feet), at a total cost of $138,600 was investigated. The barrier would provide at least a 7 
dBA reduction to three (3) residences with projected levels equal to 67 dBA, at a cost per 
residence of $46,200. Abatement for this area is not considered reasonable and feasible because 
it exceeds the cost per residence criteria and because it would restrict access to residential 
driveway.  A barrier segmented for residential access would not be physically effective. 

NSA7 -(ST. Mary's Regional Park)- At this site a noise level of 70 dBA was projected for 
Selected Alternate 6. The projected build noise levels would exceed the FHWA noise abatement 
criteria of 67 dBA by 3 dBA. Selected Alternative 6 would produce a projected noise increase 
over the ambient of 5 dBA. A noise barrier 580 meters (1900 feet) in length and 3.7 meters (12 
feet) in height costing $376,200 would provide protection for 5 equivalent residence at a cost per 
residence of $72,240. Abatement for this area is not considered reasonable because it exceeds 
the cost per residence criteria of $40,000. 

At this site the build noise level of 62 dBA was projected for Alternate 7.  The projected build 
noise levels would not approach or exceed the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA and 
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the ambient noise level is exceeded by only 2 dBA. Based on the above conditions, noise 
mitigation is not warrented at this site. 

NSA^8 - (one story frame residence) At this site a noise level of 72 dBA was projected for 
Selected Alternate 6. The projected noise level would exceed the FHWA noise abatement 
criteria of 67 dBA by 5 dBA. Selected Alternative 6 would produce a projected noise increase 
over ambient of 12 dBA. A noise barrier 250 meters (830 feet) in length and 4.9 meters (16 
feet) in height costing $219,120 would provide protection for 4 residence at a cost per residence 
of $54,780. Abatement for this area is not considered reasonable because it exceeds the cost per 
residence criteria of $40,000. 

At this site a noise level of 70dBA was projected for Build Alternate 7. The projected noise 
level would exceed the FHWA noise abatement criteria 67dBA by 3dBA. Build Alternate 7 
would produce a projected noise increase over ambient of lOdBA. A noise barrier 210 meters 
(700 Feet) in length and 3.7 meters (12 feet) in height costing $144,000 would provide protection 
for 3 residence at a cost per residence of $48,000. Abatement for this area is not considered 
reasonable because it exceeds the cost per residence criteria of $40,000. 

NSA_9 - (a mobile home) -At this site a noise level of 71 dBA was projected for selected 
Alternate 6. The projected noise level would exceed the FHWA noise abatement 

criteria of 67 dBA by 4 dBA. Selected Alternative 6 would produce a projected noise increase 
over ambient of 12 dBA. A noise barrier 520 meters (1700 feet) in length and 5.5 meters (18 
feet) in height costing $504,900 would provide protection for four residence at a cost per 
residence of $126,225. Abatement for this area is not considered reasonable and feasible 
because it exceeds the $40,000 cost per residence criteria and because it would restrict access 
to residential driveway. A barrier segmented for residential access would not be physically 
effective. 

At this site a noise level of 69dBA was projected for Alternate 7. The projected noise level 
would exceed the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67dBA by 2dBA. Build Alternate 7 would 
produce a projected noise increase over ambient to 10 dBA. A noise barrier 520 meters (1700 
feet) in length and 4.9 meters (16 feet) in height costing $438,000 would provide protection for 
five residence at a cost per residence of $87,600. 
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NSAJO - (Proposed development)- At this site a noise level of 65dBA was projected for 
Alternate 6. The projected noise level would not approach or exceed the FHWA noise abatement 
criteria of 67dBA therefore, no further analysis is required at this site. 

NSAJJ (one story brick residence)- At this site a noise level of 70dBA was projected for 
alternate 6. The projected noise level would exceed FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA 
by 3 dBA. This represents a 7 dBA increase over ambient levels. For Selected Alternate 6 a 
noise barrier 182.9 meters (600 feet) in length with an average height of 3.7 meters (12 feet) 
at a total cost of $118,800 was investigated. The barrier would provide at least a 7 dBA 
reduction to one (1) residence with a cost per residence of $118,800. Abatement for this area 
is not considered feasible because it exceeds the cost per residence criteria of $40,000. 
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Receptor Site 

5A, 

92 

104 

11 

Leq Noise Level, dBA 

Ambient 

63 

65 

55 

65 

63 

64 

67' 

65 

60 

59 

64 

63 

No 
Build 

63 

67' 

60 

65 

64 

66' 

68' 

61 

66' 

64 

58 

62 

Selected 
Alternate 6 

65 

68' 

70' 

69' 

72' 

69, 

67' 

70 

72' 

71 

65 

70 

Barrier 
Length 
Height 

290.4x2.1 
(1320x7) 

286.5x.61 
(940x2) 

675.3x3.7 
(575x12) 

658.4x4.3 
(2160x14) 

213.4x3.7 
(700x12) 

580x3.4 
(1900x18 

250x4.9 
(830x16) 

520x5.5 
(1700x18) 

182.9x3.7 
(600x12) 

Approaches or exceed hHWA Noise Abatement Criteria. 

Taoie 5 

Total 
Cost 

$304,920 

$186,120 

$113,250 

$498,550 

$138,600 

$376,200 

$219,120 

$507,000 

$118,800 

Number of Residence 

Impacted Protected 

No analysis required 

Point on the right-of-way 

14 14 

11 

No analysis required 

Cost Per 
Residence 
Protected 

$60,984 

$60,910 

$44,420 

$35,640 

$46,200 

$72,240 

$54,780 

$126,750 

$118,800 

2. Unable to provide feasible abatement due to need to maintain access (ingress/egress) from property onto Maryland Route 237 
3. Point on right-of-way. 
4. Site designated potential take or relocation. 
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3.     Summary 

Based on the noise analysis study completed to date, noise abatement measures in 
the form of barriers were not considered reasonable and/or feasible at any of the 
NSA's analyzed. 

4.      Other Mitigation Measures 

In addition to noise walls, other abatement measures were considered as outlined 
in the Federal-Aid Highway Program Manual 7-7-3.  These include: 

a)     Traffic Management Measures 

Traffic management measures would include traffic control devices and 
sigmng for prohibition of certain vehicles (heavy trucks), time use restrictions 
for certain types of vehicles, modified speed limits and exclusion lane 
designations. 

However, it is not possible to restrict or prohibit heavy trucks from this type 
of facility. 

b)     Install Earth Berm. 

Existing residential development immediately adjacent to the roadway make 
it infeasible to acquire significant amounts of property for buffer areas. Also 
due to insufficient right-of-way between residences and the existing roadway,' 
earth berm will not be feasible, therefore, they will not be investigated during 
final design. 

c)      Plantings 

Due to the number of intersecting roadway and driveways along MD 237, 
vegetative screening was not considered feasible due to the need to maintain 
adequate site distance at intersections. 
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5.     Construction Impacts 

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

Bulldozers and earth movers 
Graders 
Front end loaders 

Dump and other diesel trucks 
Compressors 

Generally, construction activity will occur during normal working hours on 
weekdays. Therefore, noise intrusion from construction activities probably will not 
occur during critical sleep or outdoor recreating periods. 

Maintenance of construction equipment will be regular and thorough to minimize 
noise emissions because of inefficiently turned engines, poorly lubricated moving 
parts, poor or ineffective muffling systems, etc. 

m-39 



>f 

SECTION IV 

4(F) 
EVALUATION 



IV. SECTION 4 (F) EVALUATION 

A. Introduction 

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C.303(c), requires 
that the use of land from a significant publicly owned public park, recreation area, 
or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or any significant historic site as part of the 
project for a federally funded or approved transportation project is permissible only 
if there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use. Final action requiring the 
taking of such land must document that there are no feasible and prudent 
alternatives to the use of land from the property, and that the proposed action 
includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the property. 

B. Description of Proposed Action 

The project consists of dualizing the existing two-lane section of MD 237 from MD 
235 to the intersection of Peggs Road in Saint Mary's County, Maryland (see figure 
2). 

The purpose of the project is to increase capacity and improve safety along MD 
237 by removing the sharp curves and steep slopes in the vicinity of Jarboesville 
Run. This two-lane roadway has no shoulders and numerous access points which 
contribute to unsafe travelling conditions. Approved development within the study 
area will cause these conditions to worsen in the future. Currently, MD 237 
operates at a level of service D (characterized as approaching unstable flow with 
heavy traffic volumes and decreasing speeds) and has a projected 2015 No-Build 
level of service E (characterized by low speeds, high traffic volumes approaching 
roadway capacity, temporary delays). Alternate 6 has been chosen as the Selected 
Alternate for this project. A detailed description of the project purpose and need, 
as well as the alternates considered can be found in Section III of this document. 

C.     Description of 4(f) Resource 

St. Mary's River State Park is located along MD 237 north of Rutherford 
Boulevard (see figure 9). The park boundary runs coterminus with the right-of-way 
limit of existing MD 237 for approximately 518.16 meters (1700 feet).  The entire 
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park is owned by the Maryland Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and 
consists of over 809.4 hectars (2,000 acres) of publicly-owned, open space. In the 
draft document two separate ponions of this park were identified along MD 237 

however due to litigation involving the parcel located at Jarboesville Run   the 

Maryland Department of Natural Resoruces is not exercising jurisdiction. The park 
features a mosaic of landscape elements ranging from bottomland wetlands, to farm 
fields,  to gently rolling hills,  to upland mixed hardwood  forest.     Future 
improvements proposed for the park by DNR will enhance  habitat to support a 
diversity of plant, animal and bird species and provides areas for a variety of multi- 
recreational uses such as picnicking; horseback riding; hiking; hunting; fishing- and 
nature study.   This park property, with the exception of an area near the St 
Andrews landfill, was purchased with Program Open Space Funds.   Therefore, 
replacement property will be provided. 

To help meet the existing and anticipated needs of the local community for active 
recreation, the St. Mary's County Commissioners in January, 1987, leased 33 
hectares (82 acres) of this Park, directly adjacent to MD 237, composed of open 
fields and farmland, from the Department of Natural Resources. St. Mary's 
County Department of Recreation and Parks have developed the facility for 
baseball, softball, soccer, swimming and tennis with additional improvements, golf 
and outdoor concerts proposed for the future. 

Property would be required from the 33 hectare (82-acre) section of St. Mary's 
River State Park leased to St. Mary's County Department of Recreation and Parks 
by Maryland Department of Natural Resources. This area has been designated St 
Mary's County Regional Park (see Figure 9) to distinguish it from the larger 
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) owned state park. According to the lease, 
St. Mary's County may make reasonably necessary improvements to this property 
subject to DNR review and written approval of the use. 

The lease agreement is for a period of 50 years beginning on the first day of 
December, 1986, and ending on the 30th day of November, 2036. St. Mary's 
County may renew this lease agreement for one additional term of 50 years by 
giving Maryland DNR a written notice of intent at least 90 days before the 
expiration of the original term. St. Mary's County uses the area as a public 
recreational area with any and all utilities service being supplied underground. 
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D.     Impacts to 4(f) Property 

Selected Alternate 6 requires the acquisition of a total of approximately 1.60 
hectares (3.97 acres) from St. Mary's River State Park/St. Mary's County Regional 
Park. Initially, the proposed improvement would have adversely affected the 
planned soccer field designated for the St. Mary's County Regional Park area. 
However, after a meeting with St. Mary's County park officials (see 
Correspondence Section memorandum dated January 4, 1990), the county revised 
their proposed recreational area plans and relocated the soccer field and purposely 
reserved approximately 50 feet of the leased park property immediately adjacent to 
MD 237 as a buffer area to accommodate the proposed improvement to the 
roadway (see figures 4). 

Air and noise analyses have been completed for this area. The ambient Leq noise 
level for the noise sensitive site representative of this area (NSA 7) is 65dBA. The 
modeled design year Leq noise level is 70dBa, an increase of 5dBa, therefore 
abatement consideration is recommended. A noise barrier 580 meters (1900 feet) 
in length and 3.7 meters (12 feet) in height costing $376,200 would provide 
protection for 5 equivalent residence at a cost per residence of $72,240. Abatement 
for this area is not considered feasible because it exceeds the cost per residence 
criteria of $40,000. 

An air analysis was performed in this area using a representative site (NSA 7). It 
revealed only a minor increase over existing carbon monoxide concentrations, 
however no violations occured. A more detailed discussion of air and noise studies 
is included in Section III of this document. 

E.     Avoidance Alternates 

The No-Build Alternate avoids impacts to the park since there would be no 
widening of the existing roadway. Under the No-Build Alternate, only minor 
roadway improvements to MD 237 are planned. Even with these minor 
improvements, MD 237 would function at level of service "E" by design year 
2015. Safety conditions would diminish considerably with the projected increase 
in traffic volumes. Due to the lack of added capacity, the No-Build Alternate does 
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not meet the purpose and need of the project and is not considered to be a 
reasonable alternative for avoiding the park property. 

Alternate 3A completely avoids impacts to the park since the widening would occur 
on the east side of the existing MD 237 roadway. This alternate proposes the same 
typical section as the previous build Alternate 2A (discussed in Section III B 2b 
of this document) until it reaches the vicinity of Greenview Elementary School   At 
this pomt the alignment shifts gradually to the east to avoid impact to the park 
The alignment then shifts to the west to generally coincide with the previous build 
alternates.    Access to the proposed roadway and median crossovers would be the 
same as the other alternates described previously.   The project's ending point is 
also the same. 

Alternate 3A required 34 residential relocations and includes impacts to a low 
income HUD development, would impact 1.02 hectare (2.51 acre) of wetland and 
•62 hectare (1.53 acre) of floodplain. Based on these impacts, Alternate 3A was 
not considered a reasonable alternative for avoiding St. Mary's County Regional 
Park. 

Alternate 3B follows the same alignment as Alternate 3A and also proposes a 6 01 
meters (20 foot) raised grass median. The difference between Alternate 3A and 3B 
is that Alternate 3B proposes shoulders on the outside of the roadway rather than 
curbs. Although Alternate 3B avoids St. Mary's County Regional Park it would 
result m essentially the same impacts as alternate 3A and was determined not to be 
a reasonable alternative to avoid the park for the same reasons. 

Alternate 7 completely avoids St. Mary's County Regional Park and utilizes the 
same design criteria and typical section as Selected Alternate 6. The Alternate 7 
alignment is identical to Selected Alternate 6 from the intersection at MD 235 to 
the vicinity of Military Lane. At this point the alignment would then start shifting 
to the east side of existing MD 237 to avoid impact to St. Mary's County Regional 
Park located opposite Horsehead Road (see figures 5). Avoidance of Park property 
would require 29 residential relocations on the east side of MD 237 between Belvor 
Road to south of Nancy Dme including one low income HUD development Fox 
Chase Village located south of Jarboesville Run, impacts approximately .77 hectare 
(1.90 acres) of wetlands and approximately .59 hectare (1.45 acres) of floodplain 
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Based on the above impacts. Alternate 7 was not considered a reasonable and 
prudent alternative to avoid St. Mary's County Regional Park. 

F.     Minimization Alternate 

Studies to minimize impacts to the park property were considered by adjustments 
to the Selected Alternate 6 typical section. The Selected typical section would 
reduce the lane widths of the previously studied Alternates 2 and 3 by .30 meter 
(one foot), 3.7 to 3.4 meters (12 feet to 11 feet). It also reduced the inside and 
outside curb offset by .30 meter (one foot), .61 to .3 meter (two feet to one foot), 
and reduced the backing beyond the curb line .91 meters (three feet), 3.0 to 2.1 
meters (10 feet to 7 feet). Over all, the Selected Alternate 6 typical section would 
produce a 4.3 meters (14 foot) reduction in the roadway width when measured from 
the outside edge to the outside edge of the roadway's backing. The end result of 
the above modifications reduced parkland impact by approximately .30 meter (one 
acre). 

G.    Mitigation Measures 

Property adjacent to and north of St. Mary's County Regional Park section is in the 
acquisition plan of the Department of Natural Resources (DNR). Presently, this 
property has not been acquired. As part of the mitigation process, for Selected 
Alternate 6, the State Highway Administration (SHA) will consider using property 
identified in the acquisition program which is contiguous with the existing park as 
replacement property. This property is designated as "A" and "B" on figure 9 and 
is expected to equal the acreage of parkland impacted. Access to St. Mary's 
County Regional Park would be at the roadway median crossover, at Horsehead 
Road. SHA will rehabilitate affected areas of the park after construction and will 
further investigate the possibility of landscape screening along the median of the 
roadway and park boundary during the final design phase in coordination with 
Maryland Department of Natural Resources and St. Mary's County Department of 
Parks and Recreation. 
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H.     Consultation and Coordination 

Coordination has been initiated with Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
and St. Mary's County to identify replacement parkland (see Section Vl-Comments 
and Coordination). 

St. Mary's County has revised their park development plan to provide a setback 
which would accommodate the proposed widening of MD 237. The Department 
of Natural Resources has agreed that the proposed project would not adversely 
affect this recreational resource (see August 10, 1990 letter in Comments and 
Coordination Section). Additionally, DNR has identified acceptable replacement 
sites (see May 4, 1991 letter in Comments and Coordination Section). 

[.      Concluding Statement 

Based upon the above consideration and coordination with the appropriate agencies, 
there are no feasible and prudent alternatives to the use of land from St. Mary's 
River State Park/St Mary's County Regional Park and that the proposed action 
includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the park resulting from such use. 
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SECTION V 

PUBLIC 
HEARING 
COMMENTS 



I«   Public Hearing Comment 

A Combined Location/Design Public Hearing was held for 
the project on November 29, 1990, at the Great Mills High 
School to present the results of the engineering and 
environmental analysis and to receive public comment on the 
project. 

The following is a summary of the statements made and 
appropriate 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 Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202.  Written 
comments received subsequent to the Public Hearing are 
discussed m the Correspondence Section of the do document. 

1.   Statement:    Mr. Jack Graham 
446 A-8 Chancellors Run Road 

Recommends that the MD 237 roadway remain as it is 
today, but widened enough to add shoulders to both 
sides.  Also recommends that the speed limit be reduced 
to 35 mph.  Mr. Graham stated he felt it was unjust to 
displace households for the sake of saving motorists a 
few minutes travel time. 

Response: 

Simply adding shoulders to the existing roadway 
would not address the capacity problem, significantly 
reduce accidents, or improve the substandard 
geometries.  Selected Alternate 6 will have a posted 
speed limit of 30 or 35 mph and only require the 
relocation of one house. 

2.  Statement:    Mr. Paul Willenborg 
Strickland Road 

oon Stated that approximately 7 or 8 years ago when MD 
237 was a county road, the people of st Mary's County 
told County officials that they didn't want the roadway 
expanded.  MD 237 has since been turned over to the 
Maryland State Highway Administration and they want to 
widen the MD 237 roadway. Mr. Willenborg stated that a 
group of residents presented an alternate which would 
relocate MD 237 west of it's present location. This 
western alignment was later sent to SHA registered 
mail; however, at the public hearing absolutely nothing 
had been done to further develop this option because 
SHA was afraid of taking Park property. 
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Response: 

Alternate 6^ ShfT*? requf?ted and supports Selected 
inclSS in'-K ! wfstern alignment was studied, 
included in the Environmental Assessment and addressed 
at the public hearing a short time after Mr. aaaressed 

Willenborg's statement.  This alternate was dropped 
from consideration due to additional park impacts 
additional stream crossings, higher cost an^Jack'of 
safety improvements to the existing road. 

Statement:    Unidentified Speaker 

*-v^ WOUlf i1?6 t0 see a controlled access highway like 
the one at Solomon's which transitions into a bypass 

allow0?•??iWO?ld limit the nuinber of entrancefand allow traffic to move at 50 mph and people would be 
allowed to safely leave their homes. 

Response: 

A controlled access highway would recmire ser-vi• 
roads to be constructed on eachside otSPm  55X 
hou^f/T1-6 additional right-of-way, impact more 
houses, businesses and more park property.  For these 
reasons, a totally access controlled roadway was no? 
considered a viable solution. 

Statement: 

Very concerned about the number of driveways 
S!;r;eCti;g ro*d•ys  and circuitous travel pa?tlrn 
that a roadway designed for 50 mph with a 20 foot 
medium would cause residence along the highway? 

Response: 

Selected Alternate  6  will  be designed with a 
twenty foot raised grassed median and have J posted 

2m   hi1"^ ?f  ?0  ?r 35 mph'   mB<iian brea^ along MD 237 
^JeiySrnr3113' PlaCed t0 mi^iz& ^cuiloTs 

Statement: 

and Mn0???^^11;^^6 ^ro^ct  linits MD 237 at MD 235 
and no^K    MD 246 are both high accident locations and neither are a part of the MD 237 study   cai:ions 
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Response: 

No intersections, including MD 237/MD 235 and MD 
237/MD 246 qualified as a High Accident Intersection 
for 1990. MD 237 from MD 246 to Peggs Road will be 
reconstructed with the MD 246 project and this section 
is no longer included with this project. 

4. Mr. Wilmer Bowles representing 
Lucy Bush-Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Would like to know when the state would start 
right-of-way acquisition and whether or not property 
would be required from her one acre parcel.  Stated 
that Alternate 2A goes almost through her front porch. 

Response: 

Presently there is only funding available for 
planning and no funds for the right-of-way phase is 
currently programmed.  Some right-of-way will be 
required from this parcel, but the structure will not 
need to be relocated for the roadway improvements. 

5. Mr. Dan Rebarchick 

Statement: 

Concerned that the proposed facility looks to much 
like a beltway which encourages high speed traffic. 
Bikers and children who use this road way would not be 
afforded protection from speeding vehicles.  Mr 
Rebarchick would like to see sidewalks or possibly a 
bike trail along the proposed roadway.  Further 
indicated that the proposed roadway should have trees 
or shrubbery to help motorist identify the area as 
residential. 

Response: 

The Selected Alternate 6 is a four-lane divided 
curbed roadway with a 20 foot raised median, with a 40 
mph design speed that includes landscaping.  Also 
proposed is seven feet of backing beyond the outside 
curbs which would allow for pedestrian safety and 
future sidewalks.  No bike trail is proposed. 
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Statement: 

Very concerned about where the stormwater 
management facilities will be located and whether they 
will have any impact on the future development of 
priyately owned properties.  If land owned by 
irfil 2?J? J! required for stormwater management areas, will the owners be compensated? 

Response: 

«*n K „1°cation of stormwater management facilities 
ESJJ de^rmined during the final design phase of ?he 
project,  if any additional land is required, it will 
be purchased along with land needed fo•the ioidway 
improvements by our District #5 Right-of-Way offill 

6.   Mr. Rex L. Allen, Pastor 
Lexington Park Church 

Statement: 

Concerned that most of the property reouired for 
this job is being taken from developed prop^tiIs 
rather than some of the wooded lands or open fields 

affeSed.    ^ ShOUld ^ l00k at who is  ^ing 

Response: 

r<i„ix  5e Se}e^ted  Alternate, while still a four-lane 
divided curbed roadway, does incorporate a reduced 
typical section.  This alternate does use undeveloped 
land some subdivision land and donated lanS to reduce 
;^n£?vt0 ^ develoPed Properties.  Impact to pfrk 
property must be avoided unless there are no feasible 
and prudent alternatives to the use, in compliant with 
Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act (1966) COinp-Liance Wlth 

Statement: 

Response: 

^^o^T!?e ;leYfJion of the proposed roadway is 
consistent with the existing road.  The new roadway 
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will have a closed drainage system and also a ditch to 
the outside where necessary to control runoff which 
should improve existing drainage conditions. 

7.  Mr. Nathan Frank 
526 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Would like to see shoulders on the outside of the 
roadway which would allow cars entering from side 
streets the visibility of on coming traffic, would 
allow room for the bicycles, pedestrians, and joggers. 

Response: 

Shoulders were considered for this project but the 
Selected Alternate 6 is a curbed roadway.  The curbed 
section will require less right-of-way, provide improve 
pedestrian safety and is supported by St. Marv's 
County. * 

8.  Mr. John Traas 
873 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Would like the State Highway Administration to 
continue to coordinate closely with the local police 
department and especially the County government. 

Response: 

Continued coordination with the various branches 
of St. Mary's County Government will continue 
throughout the planning and design phases of this 
project and will include coordination with the county 
police department. 

9.  Unidentified Speaker: 

Statement: 

Did you look at an alignment to the west of 
existing MD 237? 

Response: 

The feasibility of an alignment to the west of 
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existing MD 237 was evaluated and later dropped from 
further study because of a variety of impact? 
associated with it.  This alignment required additional 
n^v^o K0 5--?ary,S River State Park and cause the park to be divided.  The western alignment could 
require two crossings of tributaries of the St. Marv's 
River, impacting associated wetlands and floodplain 
areas.  It is estimated that a thirty percent (30%) 
increase in total project cost would result from a 
western alignment alternative.  Lastly, a western 
alignment alternative is inconsistent with the proiect 
purpose and need which is to improve safety, add 
capacity, and improve the vertical/horizontal sight 
distance along MD 237 which is currently operating at a 
w^"0^36•-06 D and haS a Projected 2015 No-fiSild level of service E. 

Statement: 

Interested in the western alignment alternative 
and whether it would affect the St.  Mary's landfill? 

Response: 

When studying the feasibility of a western 

XitTX :i?hiCh fVOid!d the park P^Perty, it required 
the iSS^i19"?-^ ?0 ;urther vest in the vicinitrof 
237 Hojlcl. 1S  y0nd the ProJect area of the MD 

Statement: 

all the^oh^•! a byPr! t° the west would eliminate 
driveSays      ^    y lntersecting roadways and 

Response: 

Since January 1991, four new subdivisions have 
been approved along MD 237.  with the additional 
residential traffic resulting from people livina and 
who will live along MD 237, a roadway farther to ?he 
2?7\rSlt•lT±SfZ  the.P^Pose and neeHf the MD 
237 proDect which is to eliminate existing and orooosed 

srsis^Es.r""*"and improve s^tss^ 
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10.  Mr. Ed Fennel 

Chancellors Run 

Statement: 

Wants to know how SHA is going to realign Hewitt 
Road and Norns Road and whether the realignment would 
require any relocations. 

Response: 

Selected Alternate six does not propose to realign 
Norns and Hewitt Roads. A median crossover and left- 
turn storage lane will be provided at Hewitt Road. 

11.  Charles Strickland 
Strickland Road 

Statement: 

Concerned about possible accidents which could 
result on the proposed facility with a design speed of 
50 miles per hour (mph) while at the same time allowing 
U-turns. ^ 

Response: 

The Selected Alternate 6 has a design speed of 40 
mph and will most likely be posted for 30 or 35 mph. 
Even with the necessary U-turn movements, the accident 
rate is expected to be significantly reduced with the 
construction of a four-lane divided curbed roadway. 

12. Mr. John Cross 
450 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Mr. Cross is very concerned with the proposed 
speed limit along MD 237 and also concerned with the 
proposed right only movement from his house.  Would 
like to have shoulders to allow him time to mix with 
on-coming traffic. 

Response: 

The posted speed will most likely be 30 or 35 mph. 
The right-turn movement only from the property will 
actually be safer than the left-turn movement which 
exists today.  Shoulders are not planned with the 
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Selected Alternate. 

13.  Ms. Edie Mattingly 
872 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Believes that the road should be widened, however- 
suggested that coordination is a must at all levels to 
ensure that the road is built with safety in mind. 

Response: 

Selected Alternate 6 proposes widening the 
existing two lane road to 4 lanes.  Improved safety is 
one of the primary needs that this project addresses 
Public involvement and coordination with various state 
and federal government agencies has taken place and 
will continue throughout the design phase of the 
project. ^ 

14.  Mr. George Little 
909 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

h,-„H Beli;?ves that the MD 237 roadway will operate as a 
high-speed escape route for crime. 

Response: 

The Selected Alternate 6  improvements would 
require upgrading the existing MD 237 roadway to a 
design speed of 40 mph which would be signed for 30 mph 
and would adequately handle the projected increase in 
££ fiC aS w? ?rov:Ld? a safe and efficient roadway 
for emergency vehicles   (fire,  police and ambulance 
services). 

Statement: 

ofthfe9^n„VMr2^%0
r
a

0^e=^dto0n
tSy2^eSide 

Response: 

This proposal would result in additional parkland 
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15. Mr. Bill Lehman 
Elbow Road 

Statement: 

Would like to see sidewalks placed along this 
section of the MD 237 roadway. Also concerned about 
the proposed 40 mph design speed in vicinity of the 
school which is currently 30 mph. 

Response: 

Seven feet of backing is proposed beyond the 
outside curbs.  Sidewalks could be constructed by the 
county in areas that demonstrate high pedestrian 

35  h^'  The roadway wil1 most  likely be posted 30 or 

16.  Mr. Szymanczyk 
418 Military Lane 

Statement: 

Would like to see existing MD 237 widened and 
?°^lllkV° sef traffic lights installed to decrease 
traffic and to allow safer egress of traffic.  Would 
also like to see sidewalks installed. 

Response: 

Traffic signals will be considered and installed 
at intersections where the need warrants.  Sidewalks 
are not proposed with this project, but could be 
constructed at a later date by the County. As this 
project is designed to accommodate sidewalks. 

17.  Ms. Debra Graham 
Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Wants to know if the No-Build is an option. 
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Response: 

The No-Build Alternate was considered but not 
JnH^H $eCa^e ^ ?id not address the stated purpose 
and need for the project which is to improve safet? and 
increase capacity. safety ana 

18.  Ms. Daisy Walker 

Statement: 

Wants to know if the traffic studies for the 
design of Peggs Road, which is to relieve traffic nn  Km 
237 and take it directly to the Parent Navaf A?r Jes? 
Center, be factored into traffic studies for the desian 
of proposed MD 237. aesign 

Response: 

comple£edPrOJeCti0nS ^ faCt0r in Peggs Road hei^ 

19. Mr. J. j. smith 
912 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Wants to know if there are any plans to do water 
improvements, sewage and gas in conjSnctLn wi?h Sfs 

?h?f IoCH10n 0r d?1 
the people have to  wait 2 years for this to happen.  Also, are there any plans to provide 

traffic controls at turn-around points on MD 237° 

Response: 

**« 0
Watfr' sewer and gas improvements are handled at 

the County or local levels, and it is not known when 
these improvements are planned.  Some of the 
intersections may meet warrants for a traffic sianal 
and will be studied in the next phase of thl  p?ojecJ. 

20.  Mr. Gary Ferko 
Callahan Drive 

Statement: 

Would like to know if any thought was aiven tn  n«*- 
usmg the 20- wide median to Loid taking p?operty? 
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Response: 

A four-lane undivided roadway was not considered, 
but a five lane roadway with a continuous left-turning 
lane was. it was dropped due to the expected high 
accident rate. * 

21. Mr. Bruce Strictland 
Strickland Road 

Statement: 

Stated that from MD 235, both Alternates 2 and 3 
minimize impact to residential properties until they 
reach Strickland Road. At Strickland Road Alternate 3 

fv^w0 ^ east and takes houses and continuing 
^o«=^Kai19ninent Shifts to the west to avoid houses. Suggest that we use a combination of alternates 2 and 3 
which would minimize residential impacts. 

Response: 

*  -,I^-3ie v!cinity of Strickland Road Alternates 2 
and 3 differ in order to avoid impacts to St. Marv's 
River State Park. Alternate 3 must be shifted to the 
east which requires many residential relocations. 
Public parks (St. Mary's River State Park) are 
considered 4(f) resources and federal law requires that 
all possible planning efforts must be undertaken to 
tirst avoid these resources and if this is not 
?hf!lble' then a11 Plannin9 efforts to minimize harm to 
these resources must be undertaken. Alternate 6 was 
selected over Alternates 2, 3 and 7 because it provided 
the needed capacity and safety improvement and reduced 
the number of residential relocations to 1 versus 19 
relocations for Alternate 2, 34 relocations for 
Alternate 3 and 22 relocations for Alternate 7. 
Selected Alternate 6 also required the least amount of 
wetland impacts, requiring .86 acre, 1.65 acres for 
Alternates 2A/2B, 2.44 acres for Alternates 3A/3B and 
3.26 acres for Alternate 7.  The    Selected Alternate 
6 would require 4.94 acres from St. Mary's River State 
Park and Alternates 2A/2B would require 5.68 acres and 
6.18 acres respectively. 
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A.  Written comments received subsequent to 
Location/Design Public Hearing and response 



• 

Jrt\ 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION rFC.rn~ 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS DEVELOP    I 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 n;     -      " 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 

MD237 DEC IZ   2 32 hi'SO 
MD 235 to MD 246 

Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

NAME    /?//? #  0/?S.      J'OJZPrt    £   TM/ifSff/ynm    ^ ''I - 90 

PRmT85    ADDRESS    Cf//?^££ZJ.ffy€^    ^////-  £##£  

CITY/TOWN &&A'r /X/AJ-S     STATF     /*)D ZIP  CODE_££££il 

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

...O.yys^     -JLe.    £?.'-;»/-?    /ts.£      O^U.    /yKj.->^   Tb^t/zdi,-   ^/./-f./Ac{ 

Cy~   .'T'jx-Z'     .'Ol^/^- £L*tS    /.'>i.O+,37h./L      /%<.&&>,,**.*,'-       ^^v^y^/j 

/STT* .       /^t-^.     rs rt^y,      I'^c/-      /-7*s,   z •> ^-v J^,.^ 

,//-   %^^^/   AS&^'t&y    />/^y^    /AA^   tUyy   GS^   Ys^^tA/   ~ 

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

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

0. James Lghthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

RE: 

January 25, 1991 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

Mr. & Mrs. Joseph R. Thompson 
Chancellors Run Road 
Great Mills, Maryland 20634 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Thompson: 

Thank you for your interest in our MD 237 project planning 
study.  We share your concern for safety and every attempt will 
be made to minimize displacements.  Your comments concerning the 
shoulders, sidewalks and your entrance will be considered in our 
decision making process. 

You have been added to our mailing list so you will receive 
any future public announcements concerning this project. 

If you have any further comments or questions, please 
contact me at (301) 333-4582 or toll free at 1-800-548-5026. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 

LHE:LBC:as 

LeRoy 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

NOTE: Alternate 6, the Selected Alternate, does straighten the roadway and 
only displaces one residence.  This Alternate requires an average of 60 
leet less right-of-way from your parcel than Alternate 2A. 

My telephone number is   301-333-4582 

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

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION Pfir   r-r 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 0£\'*«_Q,5   ^   . 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 

MD237 
MD 235 to MD 246 

Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

fe J M « ffl 'Sfl 

NAME    ri«ffi(%        /A/f' DATE^ZzJr^ 

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

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

CH P   ase delete my/our namets) from the Mailing List. 

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

VI-3 



Mary/and Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

ttA 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January 11, 1991 

HE:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS NO. 183053 

Mayjack Inc. 
P.O. Box 236 
Lexington ParK, Maryland 20653 

To wnom it may concern: 

fl^„
T11J11* y0U for your 1Iltere8t ^ our MD 237 project planning 

?2^ J: ?0?r comnent endorsing Alternate 2B win De considered in 
tne decision of a selected alternate. 

Your company is already on our project mailing list so you 
win receive any future public announcements concerning tnia 

If you nave any additional comments or questions, please 
contact me at (301) 335-4582 or toll free at 1-8OO-548-5026 

Very truly yours, 

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

LeHoy B.t;carrigan(/ 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

by; 

LHE:LBC:as 

NOTE: Alternate 6 is the Selected Alternate.  It results in less ri*ht- 
of-way acquisition th*n Alternate 2B. "gn* 

My telephone number is 

IO* •»» B ... Tetetypewnter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro • 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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HARKINS-HUMPHREY ASSOCIATES, INC. 

CERTIFffiD MAIL 

December 7,1990 

Mr. Leroy Carrigan 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, MD  21203-0717 

RE:      MARYLAND ROUTE 237 FROM 
MD. RTE. 235 TO MD. RTE. 246 

COMMENTS FOR INCLUSION IN 
PUBLIC HEARING TRANSCRIPT 

Dear Mr. Carrigan: 

Harkins-Humphrey Associates, Inc. is the General Partner of various partnerships 
currently owning, building or developing Foxchase Village, Chancellor's Village, 
Chancellor's Run and Chancellor's Plaza. These properties are located on the east side of 
Maryland Route 237, close to the intersection of Maryland Route 246. 

We recognize the need to improve Maryland Route 237 and we endorse the approval of 
the proposed Alternate 2A. 

Alternate 2A provides for the displacement of 20 residential units and businesses. This is 
14 fewer units than either Alternate 3 A or 3B and should therefore keep the State's cost 
of residential and business acquisitions and relocations to a minimum. In addition to 
displacing fewer residences and businesses, Alternate 2A affects fewer properties overall 
than Alternate 2B. 

While Alternate 2A affects a greater number of properties and requires more right of 
way acres than either Alternates 3A or 3B, it is not as significant as that provided for in 
Alternate 2B. Further, Alternate 2A affects fewer wetlands, less floodplain and 
minimizes the impact on woodlands. 

The estimated cost to engineer Alternate 2 A is lower than any of the other alternatives 
and the cost to construct the projet is lower than either Alternate 3A or 3B. 

After attending the pubic hearing on November 29, 1990 and reviewing the available 
literature and displays, it is clear to us that Alternate 2A affects more properties but 
displaces fewer families; it requires more right of way acres than Alternate 3A or 3B but 

12301 OLD COLUMBIA PIKE-SILVER SPRING. MD 20904.301-680-4343 
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Mr. Leroy Carrigan 'T'Kr^ 
December 7,1990Page 2 " 

disturbs fewer environmentally sensitive wetlands, woodlands and floodplain; and finally 
it costs five million dollars less to design and build than either Alternate 3A or 3B. ' 

We therefore support the upgrading of Maryland Route 237 and the approval of Alternate 

Sincerely^ 

\  \.< 

Robert^^Bittee 
Pvlarketing^anager 
(301) 680-4353 

RRB/cmc 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January 14, 1991 

RE:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

Harkins-Humplirey Associates, inc. 
12301 Old Columbia Plfce 
Sliver Spring, MD.  20904 
Attn: Mr. Robert R. Battee 

Dear Mr. Battee: 

TnanK you for your interest in our MD 237 project planning 
study. Your support for Alternate 2A win be considered in the 
decision malclng process. 

Your company is already on our project mailing list c/o 
Joanne L. Andrews so you win receive any future public 
announcements concerning this project. 

If you have any additional comments or questions, please 
contact me at (301) 333-4582 or toll free at 1-800-548-5026. 

very truly yours, 

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

by C%&M^&. 

6 
&t<s\ 

-VOTE: 

O 
--r-    ^L/W- 

LeRoy BV carngan 
Project Manager 
Project  Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:a8 

waver?^eJ!,-the SeJecte? Alternate,   would have  fewer  impacts  to right-ol 

co-panson of Alternates table  in  the document  for more  infor^ion. 

My telephone number is 

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

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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>^ 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION -RC^C 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS DEVELOP- 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 C"'V' "                ^ 
Combined Location^esign Public Hearing n     ...     0 „„      ^ciW 

MD237 OEC U    b32i„i  JJ 

MD 235 to MD 246 
Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m.      ^ /• *       aOsr? 

Great Mills High School ^ib 5   ~ $0  OS* 

NAME . T>?yA/reraO     O„EJ12^16 

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

PLEASE 
PRINT 

'VUftSe-        HAR£r     n^        AfiJ 

A tmA rnvp-    nt^^?e     pg*. 
nrcyutftnoM     njz    MV    oyT^^To 

• 

L:?: /^rKi^r , -TM      /?icyra?^    rw 

^^. 

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

• Please delete my/our nsmefs) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the msil are already A 
on the project Mailing List. y A 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

ffl 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secreiary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January 11, 1991 

BE: Contract 
MD 237 - 
PDMS No. 

No. SM 
MD 235 
183053 

757-101-571 
to MD 246 

Mr. Brynteson 
600 cnanceiiors Hun Hoad 
Great Mills, Maryland 20634 

Dear Mr. Brynteson: 

PleaaS wS?Icf?     nations concerning property aquisition 

Ms. Susan K. Bauer, cnief 
District #5  Office of Beal Estate 
State Highway Administration 
138 Defense Highway 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 
(301) 841-5464 

'»««r.Y0s»5f!ces??;.t^;,.T.ssiJ.ajnil!jlr
wm ^° - 

If you have any additional 
contact me at (301) 333-4582 or 

Alternate  6 is the Selected 
Alternate and will only 
require slight strip taking 
of right-of-way from your 
parcels.  Nothing beyond the 
planning phase has been 
funded. 

by: 

project. 

comments or questions, 
toll free at 1-800-548' 

Please 
5026. 

Very truly yours, 

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

-efioy BOcarngan 0 
Project 
Project 

Manager 
Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:a8 
cc:  Ms. Susan K. Bauer 

My telephone number is 

IO* -rcec » ,., Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

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

VI-9 



STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 

MD237 
MD 235 to MD 246 

Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

-if*"*        "" P — 

DEVELOP1^:"' 
rvl 

DEC 13   3 31 M '3 llP 

PLEASE 
PRINT 

NAME 

ADDRESS 

CITY/TOWN I^SLlidk_STATE_i£itl 

.DATE. I^L '3/70 

.ZIP CODE ̂ 0 ^^ 
I/We wish to comment or inquire about the following aspects of this project 

^&^ 

1^ v^ 

C*5>fvaJ XN»->»^S^-> 

^^^^-Njt^v    ^rO^-^ 

•»>>X-S5>J-^J^ 

•>, \ s 

^cx^Js-Vv ^  

•WV>XJ\|\     ,        _VAr\ 

~^^ ^ 

—r f-->- 
rA[ Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing CTst.* 

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already -^ 
on the project Mailing List. A 
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Ml 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary Maryland Department of Transportation 

State Highway Administration Hal Kass°ff 
Administrator 

January 29, 1991 

RE:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

Mr. & Mrs. Evan Roberts 
101 Horsehead Road 
Great Mills, Maryland 20634 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Roberts: 

l 
study. Thank you for your interest in our MD 237 proiect nlannim, 

Saiin^SS?1^,3 Wa%dev?loPed *>• to federar^gSla?io£sln9 requiring that all practical planning measures be undertaken to 
avoid or minimize impacts to 4(f) properties (hiItori? sites 
public parks, waterfowl and wildlife refuges) fo^federaUv 
rSS?2 Pr^ects-  Your opposition to AlteiWe 3  win be * 
considered m our decision making process. 

„«  ???r nain® has been included on our project mailing list so 
oroiect r??e:LVe Hny fUtUre Public ^"ouncements conce?nlig thL project,  if you have any additional comments or questions 
please contact me at (301) 333-4582 or toll free at l-8oS-548- 

Very truly yours, 

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

LeRoy B.(/Carrigan () 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:as 

NOTE: The Selected Alternate, Alternate 6, will only displace one residence 
and cost less than the other proposed alternates.  No right-of-way will 
be needed from any residential properties in the immediate vicinity of 
Horsehead Road 

My telephone number is      301-333-4582 

IR-I T«e c,,.: JWetypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro -565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1 .BOtMnSSSa Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 

MD237 
MD 235 to MD 246 

Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

-Tobi Z. All^ocd 1 Barbara C-. All-ccd 
NAME        ^- 5. Allied ( rrothor)  DATE Jl2IlJ2i_L??2. 

p ^70 Chancellors San P.oad B.C. *cx 21* 
PRINT        ADPRFSg    'Text door on Chancellors Zxr. Read        

CITY/TOWN    :-reat    "lls STATF       ^^lar^        7IP CODE__22£i^_ 

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

,   TT 

rlgns ^-o^. nresentsd.    The"- ^p.nted Ijrrvrr"*-*•** ^>»B»^^ <•» ^^-o --^^ «# , .J^^^-^ „# xu 

ribstantlal" •'.rcrease ~u? ^afct" ^f  -u.3 road      "'"';.  +'•--  ---i-". .n,i    ^«..„0    ^.^   ^ 

'^ 71*1«^r.~-»ni-ix<-     -virl     •:»^,»„+     -^-v.     To--    T^J i       „„    ,„„„   T^,xn •^^^      c^vi.^^e.    „^^   ...^j-, —^ nv.^ ^i^.^j..- 

r?sjii"u|"ii"'t 
cost : rev Id ^?.r0  x^ v^ ""^u  Te-? -^ -^r-^.= ^,i^Q  ^^^r,^^^^  x^ ^xu,..*,  ^^ «^-v. ^-ix^^^^x.^   -= 

•Tl + 1- 

C-H-^T- 

think ^ver-bod" rlrr.g the roadr'av could he eanil- ^acified.  'f ^his anroach is 

nbsolrttclr imcssible t.h?r. tv^e  cnlr- alternate  •'•hat ^re.^e^-*-.^ •> ^^^^i   ?rT,^.;^ ~„<\A 

rs ^ rr ??i—BCHQT.^^^ ^^ — ^«,psn^«, *r~ ^* ~r*<~in~_  

1> Tire  (5) nillicn dollcrg chcarer*    This in itself shc,-",d h^ -^o ^nci^s^ *~„J.^ 

•n-j^i-^n aL-ost half as -^•^ ^.^n^^^  -m^  ^a   ^  ^ ..^-.^ ^.•^lQ>^t| 

?. T-Tov.ld fcsact less T-etlar.d.wcodlard.    C-od !act^ -re -rrp lo^-;^ 9^01^v, po ,-+, .g. 

It is trrn -hat 2A or 25 :^ld  -:o •? or 6 act^r ^ P.^^ ^. .n -w..    ^ u_ 

hundreds of acres oTPr ^hn-P PnH a 100 ^ igp ^.^^ ^o.,^^ n^ of. +ho T.^^g^0 v^^^. 

T^ild -ot affec* ^o oP^ at s-n.    T .,^c, 4.^^ v, ->, ^^^^   .x. ^_w ^ «,., ^.x 
• Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

CD Please delete my/our name(8) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
- on the project Mailing List. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

M'1? 
PRCJhC r.T 7   I 

. ==_==_= P.PVPLOF'•>•'-• ' 
Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 W>fl 2 ; ' 

Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 
MD.237 nEC  3   10 53 ;.H '50 

MD 235 to MD 246 
Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 

Great Mills High School 

John E. Alljood =nd Barbar?. C-. Allseed 
NAME       :^r" S. All-pcd  ^ : other 1 nATP       :ry.  ^.  IOOO 

570 Chancellors .^r. ?.cad 0.C. Box 213 
PRINT        ADPRPSSlTerrt doer on Ghr_nc°lTor? ?^ ?.-pg.  

CITY/TOWN "•??»+• HHs STATP        :!gr-l?nd        7IP COnP       ?0<?' 

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

+> •.er had ^ - •r *»0      ^••,"»Tt S     T uO     •f-^-1-,    >-: r-V-f,    „•«•    - T?^ T-Vtor* J.U^-. -      -^T- *.«V. •<ra^ •4-Ua       ^.y+rs-r^^^. ̂ »T fl  ' 

T haTrs  Isaz'nsd •hho.'r. "ths ""•^e"' .cor^en-t on t.hs ;    OJ_P.   ""0c, rip   •^r»pt-» ej-*^-^*- U^ -n^n   rT^ — '•^^-l   1 -^rx? 

•fc r  .-   1^0 for '+ r^.c-h-b of "?.•"  .- tl (-)->(?    -^ nnn •**    -rw • ^•-\ri^»4-t-   vtorj^- i^   -5« 1-. r^-v- 
, m-j' ^   ^.^ ^«^ , , 

~v o^t a —'Is r»-f*   •*^,? ^•'U-f    p^*  •'•r»^' -.T-I •'•^-nTT-r     *T^ "•« ,T ^0^w?^x, nl n 
*"-•-»    rt^-n^T '•"ror,   •' •v-   —TI-   ^-^n •^•ipvt,     -^V-i^     •? r>*-r> i-wfrwrsrwQr*"^ 

J?     - 

r-V,^ *»-t^nr5 *-»'r 1   ^ 
MM 

•^^O^r^   rM*f?TT-    ^o •'^T-'hpH, r.ron 1 <^ "Krs    -T^V»4-    J-Vo     « •  T ^^+«   ^'     -•« 

--^ -r-»"l ^    VQ    •'•-tes CJOi^'-'V^rl     »* .^C4.     1 ^^ r.~l      ^.^I^J..- ^^ 

i 

I 

' 

1 

1  •' 
1 

1 

LJ Please add my/our name(3) to the Mailing List.* 

CZU Please delete my/our nameis) from theMalling List. 

•Persona who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR CQMMgNTS PKC^'' 

Contrart No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053     ^c V T.LC p    ' 

"^ 

. T 

Combined Location/Design Public Hearing ~ ^ v / A 
MD237 *" ' :v\'Qf\ 

MD 235 to MD 246 nEC \U     S 30 W»   :3U 

Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

NAME     :^r—. ;.l^ncd  f ••^»-\      --— nATc      ^^  ^ lQor 

pLpASP -7C -^neellor- Mvn l-load 
PRINT        ADDRESS    -TG-:t door on ^ar.ry»? lor-? ?.v».r  ^^.-^  

CITY/TOWN    Cre?t ?«nis STATC    -r^,^ 7,D eoDP     2063). 

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

^.r   IS    on-O/.-^t   to   rn^r-pi.tp    cn^^   ^   ..<wl    _   ,.^T       ,„      nnon^ 

Pi^gse seq enclosed -'^ct-c of ar-'nio ^^t^ — Wpi  ^r.r^.npv i9.^_on.    ^^^ 

and rec. hg.-e alrpgd? In^rj^d -^ +w.r ^Pv.c ^^x ^^ .^ ^ ^^ _^ |    ^^ 

Is alternate ?A cr 2?.    The C-jnr.t- Co—, P^^^^I^- ^^^^«. r,,  ^ +ha ^^ 

r-rticls states. 

traffic or. it thaA ^ar^-no^ ^ wg(< ^^^     ^ ..,. ,o ^^     >s_. 
B^wQ^MM 

I -yli alro n,k5» to -***>*-< *u,x o1x^U.J.<a ,.  ^ ,p ..^,7^ ^^i^^ 0^ 

- —= arLSS      / ^ — •I.Lnrra,— <-- 1 >- ^r.cr:  "r;:.''. 
-2= --w   :1— --    ^-"'-^ -err. ^°r^ ^^.r ^^ r^„ TtaT,x x^ x^_^ ^ ^^ ^ .^.^ ..? 

•n ~-^n ^+ 

i^Q     /%-P   —U-X 

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

(ZU Please delete my/our name(s) from the>Malllng List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 
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MarylandDepartmentofTninsportation ^^sUgnm,ze' 
State Highway Administration HaiKassoit 

Administrator 

January 16, 1991 

BE: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

Tie Aligood Family 
570 cnanceliors Bun fioad 
P.O. Box 213 
Great Mills, MD. 20634 

Dear Aligood Family: 

study 
improving the eristit.* ^J-- Jf   30tn ancl Decemter 5tn about 

333-458a or toll free at"-^"^!^?!"" con"et Be " <'0,' 

Very truly yours, 

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

toy:      CfiG^fe. <^/\A 
..eRnv    R ^ net 

O 

Lefioy ay carrigan//— 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:as 

NOTE: 

cost less monlyPJSn"be •»?• leS?.WetlaDds an<i "oodlands and 
Alternates TaJe^sl^SriJ^ SuSSSnt"" ^ C0^ariS0° °f 

My tetephone number is  

asa T««« Q.I*!. J^*J,tyP*"l!il,er ^ ,mP«irBd Hearing or Speech 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

t'ontract No. SM. 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 
Combined Location/Design PubUc Hearing 

MD237 
MD 235 to MD 246 

ITmrsday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

NAME       DMS  UJ  ^4   V M~>fa_^C1^ 

l/!»^wl.h to comment o, inqulr. about the lollowlng «.p,ct. »l ml. p,o)<ct: 

Aur-*-*       j.*      ^S.^j     ^ur^*/ 

UUT-      fi**«y        *ss    x.^ 

7$^ 
»:^-^- 

Sl-htf      ^A^^f       ^^c-r       ^^7 

'      ^^^   A'*'W       '^"'^      -J ^^^f 

r ^  "-i,A .<* />7siH^-f Ar/Jryf^ 

3 Please add my/our name(8) to the Mailing List.* "  

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

•opn'rr *p,w.?.oci"M¥.,m'„vt,.'.r •copy •• ",i* b'oc,""• "»•••• *• — "• *.«»    A 
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Maryland Department of Transportation ^^ 
State High way A dministration Hai K^^ 

Administrator 

0. James Lighthizer 

January 25,   1991 

RE:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

David W. & Carline M. Mecartea 
109 Rose Lane 
Great Mills, MD. 20634 

Dear Mr. & Ms. Mecartea: 

lo^t win be considered during o^ ^Si^^^JST' 

Very truly yours, 

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

LHE:LBC:as 
NOTE: 

by:  C^W) 8. SannNc*J 
LeRoy BV/ Carrigan( i" 
Project Manager v 

Project Planning Division 

£^tiidtas,s£rl
B£j*i?£;; trm not I

-
BI

— •b^ *»«. 
There is no fundine berond^JJ. ^ y-b* POSted "  30 or 35 m>h. 
considered by the L^l^ gS^S ^Vri^SSt?" ^ 

Mytetaphonenumbwis     301-333-4582 

383.7555 B^t.more MT^S??K5YD^MT?r?eW0SLil§,S2, c 
707 North Ca.• £. KK *M:S9|1-|D

03^7^
t,Wide T0,, F,W 
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LEXINGTON PARK CHURCH OF GOD 
P.O. Box 96 

Chancellors Run Road <- c '• ' ? P.T 

Lexington Park, Md. 20653 
0 Ev---''' 

r1 

DBn -^nrsi) 

November 23, 1990 

Maryland Department of Transportati 
State Highway Administration 
Project Planning Division 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Md. 21203 

Gentlemen, 

on 

members end friendc nj'«I ,    «le«ed board representing the 
this one !..•„ ~ Lexington Park, Church of God. So 
Its  m^er" " P,pr"«t' "» "ntiments and voices of more thai 

be h^lf "• G"^ Z.T/V""* """"^ •* the meeting slated to 

your office and „«e told
9 at'th^',NOV- "' 1990' We «°««^ 

will access 18' ««•.««.* '• lt "PP^'ed  the state 

computes « InyvhLe frll 4680 ^Tt^Vo 2«0'D 
0£ "L""96' ThiS 

were frontaae or land *hVl 1 q" t0 6500 sq* ft- If this 
purpose  and had ««  ^at were not being used for a constructive 

window 'dressino for 'thV","1-"J* 0ther "" yard 0r ^"rative 
would b'no difficulty in vV«" 0£. the proPerty' then ^.re 
not the case  An«ri<y    y    annexing the land. But, that is 
little the a^unttooL

arr 'V***   0f proPerty' no »atter how 
facilities, Sill Ul  deLJ £?  VnadeqUate Parkin9 and Gilding UJ-CS, WXAJ. ee a death blow to our church. 

Iway^fiom^u?.' We" ha^abs^ rr^^^ t~^ P"ki^ sP-e- 
available. The sma^Lea behind^h"0 a

h
lte"ativ« P'^ng spaces 

and field lines This nJL t t the church has fo septic tanks 
connect to city" oewac/ *H     P«ki»3 i» that area. Should we 
•mount does no/i^S'.nv artlll Zl"1* ""^ *">.<>0Q'<><>' This 
entry to the church VJL^X.l -V " Pave,nent- Also, there is no 
the area behind the ehu" tf*.* "^ 0f the P"P«ty. In addition, 
recreation area for *h""? "K 

Slated f0r a v^l«yball court and 
for a future day-care /acfirty11 ^"^ '•* h0pe£u^ • P^yground 

T ^ 

• 
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fA. 
To take away twenty parking spa 

pu/tn^end tl ^ im,nediate Problems this would create, it would 
^^0^ It Fj^d0!•?*""* V ^ have.' Also, it 
just to handle Vh- ^f y 9 two services on Sunday morning 

pastorha^nyd^sireToTo"5* ^ " BOt •—*"»» «»" I a? 

' KHging thV Mg^S Tny  'clo* "^ 'haVe' iS the "f^ fa"0r- 
structure could be «tr..y.it -I*' " proximity to the Physical two sians i-h-* K   e

w
xtre,aely dangerous. In the past, we have had 

util"y light raanVeintrn deH
Str0yed' POWer lineS ^^^ dow» the 

The majority of ^ho0; "f nu,aerous accidents have taken place, 
involved JaJbrLS! T aCCidents have been <>• car accidents! They 
the rott etc • l0!Sln5 control, careless drivers running off 
are two ian~\ ^  tyPe 0f accid^ts will happen whether ?here 

greater  chance of someone being seriously injured or killed. 

^ lltlUll In^tJ!1! h
ClOSer t0 the ChUrCh Wil1 -« th. need for 

"getrea ±n IT* t •barriers to ** P^ced along the entire fron- 
there.       •""xon to the curb we trust you would be placing 

limi^^^rY^13"65^01119 in' reSu«dless of any posted speed 
does! on seve'l L-1 "^ al0n9 eVen faSter then " Presently 
they slowed to^ turn A*"^' ?* memberS haVe been "a^ended as 
tion liah?  *,?  •   ,    the least' there will need to be a cau- 
that refuest " s^d^e tT^ '^ S±gnS ^^^ The '—oning behind 
driv.r.qco.. over a hill a^d ol* ^V COnin9 fr0,n 0ne «««ion. 
the posted limit rrt•t I 0ften they are traveling faster than 
coming down J wil SS"9,**0" the 0ther di"ction. it is not only 
alrealy existing L«^   SO !rOUBd a CUrve- A*aia>   b«c.u.e of the 
perv roadc «! 9 Proble^, W1th speeders, and add to that any slip- 
Itll «J ?• K 

lnclement weather, you can see why that particular 
area of highway warrants extra safety precautions.     Particular 

rJquirw ^l\el'Ln:Xal *"**' The COUnty of St. Marys now 
5 JcrH TLL  !  ChUrches bein9 constructed to have a minimum of 

We are asktL vo^'d^ ^ "^ '" Safety and 9rowth Potential? 
takiao -antt L y   f0 the Same- Please, do not cripple us by 
irc^ld^er^e^y'or'896' " " ^ m0re val"ab^ " us tha^ 

2 
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«. - .111 be ."L^n^prto^ponT ^ ''iSh *" """" " 

Rev. Rex/t. Alien, Pa's tor 
Lexington Park, Church of God 

y 

Ken  Harmon,   Elder 

Jtfe  Lindner,   Elder 

-kii^zt  
Gary  Ferko,   Elder 

'Larry Richards   II' 

Tom Tena, Elder 

Estil Baker, Elder 

• \ - //•... ?   ,. 

Dale Hammet, Elder 

cc- File 
Church of God State Offices 
County Commissioner Buddy Loffler 
Attorney Mike Harris 
Church Members 

3 
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Maryland Department oflransportation 
State Highway Administration 

Vjv 
Richard H. Tramor 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

December 31, 1990 
Reverend Rex L. Allen, Pastor 
Lexington Park Church of God 
P.O. Box 96 
Chancellors Run Road 
Lexington Park, Maryland 20653 

Dear Reverend Allen: 

Thank you for vour T-or<an4- i «*.» 
improvements to MD L?! Tunderl^nH COncernin9 ^  proposed 
Possible loss of parking s^ces^saC".mCm ^  the 

roadway'is^tJal'ly Su^S^rSrSS0?' ^ PrOPOSed 
Property than the existing rofd  mJ^Sh^S.?* Ch^rCh 
proposed roadway to the churrh L^tZ g      distance from the 
the new horizontal^ and ver^cal al^!nrOUldube inP"^d with 
straighten out the curves  and hills^Z  S?: WhlCh WOUld 
turn storage lane would be SroStJil I        XS area' Also' a left 
Sayre Cour? providing additionlt c /?r ^outhbou*d traffic at 
while makingVtirns intf the chu^h6^ fTOm ****-***  accidents 
traffic could use the left ?«?£  Property.  Northbound 
the church. eft lane t0 avoxd cars turning right into 

the enginelri^ S.S'iJ^rLSSerr7'•"^ Wil1 be made  in 

We  can look  at  the  possible use  of  ^L"^-?- Parkin9 s*aces' 
retaining wall  or revertibL  I!.       sJeepfr Slde  slopes,   a 
shift  togthe west.     lTa^Unll ITILT alSO  a  Sli9ht  •"B»»«nt 
Public hearing,   we  are in:e%S^Jat\fnro%h%Tpeon

s
tsSibnudrti

aet
sr

he 

with S.'S.SrcS.S'ii'S'iJ—^^  0r WOuld ^  to meet 
Lee's  telephone Ser is   (3^1? L?r?^?t »•»•*•*.   ^e Carrigan. 548-5026. ni•oer  is   (301)   333-4582  or  toll   free  1-800- 

NJP:ds 
cc:  Mr. 

Mr. 
Mr. 

NOTE: 

Edward H. Meehan 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
LeRoy B. Carrigan 

Very truly yours, 

%£ | fHkMr 

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

See response on next page. 

My telephone number is OOD 333-1110 

383-7555 Batlmore Metro^feESKVc ^^ TWP+fJ**** wro     =03-0451 o.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Stttewtde Toll Free 



y <a 

new alignment utilizes a redu^S tvnfLi   N?V- 29' 1990 bearing.  The 
zero to 10 feet of frontagfon ^e^Srch^^011 WhiCh impacts *'«• 
12 parkxng spaces, and SHA is en„^H  5 ?u

Parklng area-  ^is may affect 
or use of revertible easemei? no nfrkJn hat With a Slieht ^lignLnt Sif 
Property. A11 of the deSTen ' fetv / . e SpaCeS Wil1 be lost to this 

Sierf teI?ates are i^S5d*2tLJSSre'SS1£rl
B

,rltl1 the previo- 
letter).  Also curbs will make it safer ?or pedStriansParagraph 0f this 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION TM 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMFMTfi U 

(Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 

MD237 
MD 235 to MD 246 

Hmrsday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

NAME .JgJ<—Et   ^P^Hfi^ "Tr       ^«aqM»fqr> 
PRfNATSE    ADDBEM   ^^ftfi       fY^^SUr^       fiOK| g^  

CITY/TOWN Gforftr  Mxu3STATg  Av^ coppaofea^ 
I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

Tftftf PF,ftrri^rs "^ MOXT> -TOP. v^x.Thj^TCTj ^vcvc -^2.^^^Fgo _ E^^ ^^ ^-^--^ f 

ft^^yrrH M^ WN^  PP.,, ^^_ ^.^vsea^^-r^^.^^^^^ 

T^£,    \.   ^o   Kmv, TH^T ^^^ ^^  ^^^^.^ ^c„j:T._^_r 

^   ?ft^,PMr^^ ^ ^PT^ -^ w ^ •ff3tr ^^^ ^^ _^ ^^^ .,  

CD Please add my/our nmmmM to th«TM.iiiTg List.* ^      ^rrmiV^^   fr p^  mi^^r^ 

EZ3P.e«., delete my/our nam.(,) from th. Mailing u^l?" ** "^^^   '^    ^"^ T^ 

yav^vgayara copy o'th<s b" ^:r,::/,;: ^.dyn -^% 
05   <**** V*OXI_L- t^ofe-r0   ^^ DtS^Pv-^^eQ, 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

-** 
O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admmisirator 

HE: 

January 11, ^g. 

?SM!
3
» " MD 235 t0 MD 246 PDMS No. 183053 

Great Mills, Maryiana 20634 

Dear Mr. Granam: 

••-" """"-"Kir:! ans.vsssi AT- ' 
Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Bge, jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning ana 
Preliminary Engineering 

by; 0. 

LHB.-LBCras 

Leaoy BjjcarrigaF 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

NOTE: Tke Selected Alternate  AT* 

displacement "d tSe i^^SI'J,',"111 o-1" *"• »« 
(see Section in of tSTSo^Snt"  ""^  ^^  be 30 "•"• 

My talaphone number is 

383.7555 Baltimore "SSJ^SSYD^M^^^O^!?^ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION **r    v>r 
QUESTIONS AND/OR CQMMPMTg 0^%°- 

Contract Wo. SM 757.101-571,PDMS No. 183053 "p^ •  : 

Combined Location^esign Public Hearing 

MD 237 &   3   i'O -5    , -on 
MD235toMD246 "'   -" 

Ilnirsday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

NAME 

^fN
A
T
SE    ADDRESS        I 19       CS^. .'cfe. l^rJ     Eg^   A^^n  $r^ /Vuj/s ^ 

CITY/TOWN   ^recrf    AVO^   STATE_j22^__Z,P CODE^k3f^l7A3 

I/We w.sh to comment or inquire about the following aspect, of this project: 

a.)   o^   ^icpens'ive.  s-trcLC+^r-e. of  -f.^   £Uy1 

•^ or;   ^g-    s'/o--^   ^-"^   ^^^    ^vo-s    Ojr^uicj   CBUUMA 

7 ^fc^to       or    ou-r-r-e.^^     -fa.Jcpq.Yers    ds    needed 

1^3 Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List * 7^ ._ .    ,  

[^3 Please delete my/our namets) from the Mailing List     Of"! i  

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure thrZ^*^   *"   U^yX**£-**=>*i on the project Mailing List Brochure through the mafi are already / 



MarylandDepartmentofTransportation t^*1"3•'• 
State High way A dministration Hal Kasso,, 

Administrator 

January 25,   1991 

RE:     Contract No.   SM 757-101-571 
MD  237  - MD  235  to MD  246 
PDMS  No.   183053 

Ms.  Diana P.  Strickland 
119 Strickland Road 
Great Mills,  Maryland 20634-9723 

Dear Ms.   Strickland: 

Thank you for your interest in our MD 237 oroiect nianrH• 
study.     Your coijanents concerning shoulders,  u-tSSs 2dP 9 

pro?esSeinentS Wl11 be conside"d teiiig ou^ decision^Ling 

If you have any further comments or questions    nleaso 
contact me at  (301)   333-4582 or toll free^fi-fSo^foL. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by:     r^3>Kk/<& Si/V^^.' 
LeRoy BU Carrigan(7w 

Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:as 

NOTE: Alternate 6 is  the Selected Alternate       T+  ,-«,       * 

My WtphoiM number is    301-333-4582 
ta"* TKC* B.I.<_        Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro -565.0451 D.C. Metro^T800-492^S2 Statewide Toll Fm. 

707 North Calvert SL, Baltimore, Maryland 212oSn7 
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B. Elected Officials 



BOARD OF 

ST. MARY'S COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
l?;^65.3    '    GOV•M^•»•,\^*»OTOWN. MARVUVND 20650 

\> \i- 

December 4, 1990 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryund Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
"07 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 
RE: Maryland State Route 237 

"=a, i, appears *„',£""£ b
P^?l

e
t
d
w

d
o

e°",'; a"d ".""^ '"«*« in ,h= 
fully curbed roadway UCZ 1•H   tT^L?•* * T*^ <•>= 
suggMted that the design consider nff..T,       ,.    . c r0°'e s '""S"1- I' " 
provide a safer and Jre TS^ZSJU^T^ '""" *" ^ '° 

2. In the planning of the roadway, it is sue°ested th.t o •   • 
businesses along the roadwav ic suffIctntll tItll I remaimng hoi°« or 
structure that would be within 50 feet of ti. r l^ r fr0m the r0ad- Any 
considered for taking. Houses rema"ng I" th7n thTs ZZ "" Sh0Uld bC 

imagine, would be constantiv tmnKil^ i.     *thin this area' as you can 
proposed road. Obvious,^ ZfoTtlt ?     . V0,Ume 0f trafnc a,onS the 

would have to be co^der'eS •Pl«iiented. the cost of the taking 

JillSS"!S^!!t!i!?^P»? or s-e ^Pe of buffering be provided 
ir remaining homes. It is suggested th 
means of attenuating noise that will 

between theTproposed roadl 7ndI their ^ • u ^ buffering bc Prided 
this be considered by Tstltc ^lZ\TTg h0mCS- " " SU88csted that 

increase with the new facim * 0f attenuatinB "^ *»»' -•» 

P^ible^^c^^^ [oTrde T8^6 f ^ " d0 ""^ 
growth within the County is ptrtnoun?  Funding Z  e* fV" 0Pment and econoniic 

as possible. As you know! St. Mary's Coun^ h.   torkl^ltVV^. be f0Und aS S00n 

Administration in preserving the rieht-of LI I K the State HiShway 
design plans and specific right of-way Hmhs   h   r" " P0SSible' h0WCVCr' without «n«l 
in trying to save right-of-wfy for wh^T^^Un^n^ b^^^^^"5 SitUati0n 

CARL M. LOFPLER. JR. P^t    .    W. EDWARD BA.LEY    .     ROBERT T. JARBOE     .     J0HN G. LANCASTER     .    BARBARA 
R. THOMPSON 
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Mr. Hal Kassof f 
December 4, J990 
Page two 

& 

* 

Deparmen, of P„l,lic Works or P^^d ZoaLg omc " C0''ti,Ct US or thc <*"» 

BCCDFIrmj 

cc: Jon R. Grimm, Director 
Office of Planning 

Daniel F. Ichniowski, P.E., Director 
Department of Public Works 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF CO SSIONERS 

Tres 

W. Edward Bailey, Commission^ 

ty*A- Lancaster, Commissioner 

Robert T. Jarboe^tommissioner 

Barbara R. Thompson, Commissioner 
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C. Agency Coordination 



DEC 3 11990 

NOTE: 

0- - 

]ai ' 
u'* 

Polt'oIIin-B^f County a-i-i—- 
Governmental Center 
Leonardtown, Maryland    20650 

Dear Commissioners: 

you wSlTlIS uftr^nsISfo^SfMS0;??^^ «• itens tb-t 
study,    we appreciate TOursunn^^?5-237 Pro3ect planning 
improvements: y        support and input regarding MD 237 

We will consider sidewalks a* r»ar-»- «^ ,«    -i^. 
involves curbs to the outsidl ?„af>,

part of an alternate that 
pedestrian activity      outslde in thos. areas that demonstrate 

close enough to be a notfn^i   ^hx? the actual right-of-way but 
case-by-cafe bLiT      We S?n ai dlsPlace»ent will be reviewed on a 
affected cflizens?' Landscapi^fSiSTS eff0^ t0 WOrk with 

final design of the pSjeS^^a i^„^^0j;S^ered durin9 Zhe 

residences from the ?oldwIy. eanS t0 buffer re=>aining 

Icnow, funds are currentiv «•. y 5 5 thls Pro3ect:. As you 
only! it is not p^Jib^ £"ISTSJ0LPlan2in9 activities 
be available for final dls^^r'con^ctfon^^ "^ fUndS Wil1 

Pleas^do^of ^i^tef?o SS^?* ^ ^ m 237 Pro^ct- 
Director of our Off?ce If SSSf! ne 2r ,lr-  Neil P^dersen, 
if you have 2£ ?2Slr coneys 9 S    ^liai«ary Engineering, 
(301)  333-1110.     "^^ concems.    Mr.  Pedersen may be reached at 

Sincerely, 
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
HALKASSOFF 
ACWINISTRATOR 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:cmc 
cc:  Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 

Mr* LOUiS H* Ege' Jr* 

div^^bed^of^r^Se^T1,6'  7"1* «^"« a four lane 
would provide Tocmte^&ZZSj• 0f ba?ing ^tside ?he "rbs 
demonstrated. siaewalks where pedestrian activity is 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE ARMY 
BALTIMORE    DISTRICT.    CORPS    OF    ENGINEERS 

P.O.    BOX    171S 

BALTIMORE.    MARYLAND    21203-1715 

PROJECT 
DEVELCPHE- 

# 

c:v:5 

• EPLY  TO   ATTENTION   OF: 

Operations Division 

Subject:  CENAB-OP-RR(MD SHA - MD 237)90-04053-1 

SEP I   li 47 All 'SO 

Maryland State Highway Administration 
Attn:     Ms.   Cynthia Simpson 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore,  Maryland    21202 

Dear Ms.   Simpson: 

.      . ^^ replying to your request dated June is     iQon  *nr =, 

MD Route air? iS1!?' Ml"rco^irMalyiSndSdlCtl0nal "tlands'   «• 
«„^ t fi?i:d inspection was conducted on Julv 24    IQQO      a •• «* 

field insnectinnTJSI*.not5Jfons 0n^the map and as reflected by our 
fJS tfiBSEX3! tSG'lrttS" Veriflcation ^ valid for three^ears 

i 

corps re^HLel &t So^fSTb^oSSSSiSf1•* imPaCtS'  ^ 

b.  Calculate the cost of a 100-foot long bridge option. 

I^inS^anSlu^S."1686 0Pti0nS ^ «—"«- i" the    Permit 

«r. iiursjtt!auf;?
yarT?sirs6f-;^in9 ^^ Mtter ^^ «« 

Enclosures 

cc: Herman Rodrigo, FHWA 

^Cheiryl A. Smith 
Chief, River Basin Permits. Section 
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Response cnrr, of Rnf,inePrs lmtt„  „.,._„ ^^.^ 0 

l.  To minimize inpacts to the Jarboesville Run watershed ^  ^ 

the possible impacts to the St. Mary's River Bottomland, SHA 

vill employ similar sediment/erosion control and stormwater 

management methods adopted by SHA in the Chesapeake Bay 

initiatives Action Plan, August 15, 199o. These methods may 

include but may not be limited to: 

Installation of double rows of silt fence. 

Oversizing of sediment traps and basins depending 

on infield and right-of-way constraints. 

2. 

Minimize clearing in forested areas 

Provide or protect forested buffers along stream 

innovative scheduling for paving vs. vegetative 

stabilization and implementation of irifiltration 

practices to reduce thermal impacts. 

The alternates identified as 2A original and 2B original 

with a 6% grade on page iv-12 in the Environmental 

Assessment should have been labled 4.7% and 3.8% grade 

respectively.  The information on Page IV-X2 would then show 

that the 5% grade has less wetland impacts than the flatter 
grades. 

3. Selected Alternate e minimizes wetland impact beyond all 

other proposed alternatives considered. Wetland impacts 

total approximately .86 acres and are associated with the 
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Jarboesville Run Stream crossing which flows east to west   'JNSl^ 

far beyond the project limits.  Wetland impacts at this site 

are unavoidable. 
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^ 

CENAB-OP-RR   (1145) 

MEMORANDUM FOR C,   CENAB-PL,   ATT^:     C,   CENAB-PL-E   (L.   lMlmr) 

SUBJECT:     CENAB-OP-RR(MD SHA  - MD237) 90-04053-1 

VillageJubdiviSJ* iiSSe Ih^relaSif?S, ?f •«» foXchase either the bridae ant'inti «^ ++Z retaining wall is needed with 
be eliminated i?oageSoS5a^oSOX Z}}^*?*^•'   its coit can 
retaining wall,   we Ste thSt Jhf H^5llaunatin9 ^ cost of the 
two options  is'$I 4? SlUon. dlffer^e in cost betweln Si 

1°^? S?^^^3^ c^eTas^wS iSST^1^ 

option would result in a  •^^?**ost 0? a 100-foot bridae 

doifi^6 sPecies tend to travel betSeen SSJ^8"1 corridor. 
defined pathways that provide con?Saf•2T,?

abi^t tyPes along 
often associated with forStldrtSS^Sk    These Pathways are 
Sh?^  0f forest and rangelSd?    S^52t0m?'  *ed9er°«s;   and 
2 S-*^? Jafbo«svillI to GndS M^oute^?,1^ piPe 4rches 

cS^fAi51PwSJ'ith a 100-foot bridoe wo?irf •i eam*    RePlacing 
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w •& 

required,   in aclSl^c^li0"*1 justification v£}£?^^ternate      * 

d»     Mitigation*     TK** «• 

e.     Putxire Sxibmitta i«-.     mw 

JOHN P.   O'HAGAN    p p 
Chief,  Operati^Sfvision 
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Response to Corps Letter  11/15/91) - 

1.  We agree with your analysis of 160 foot bridge versus the 

115 foot long, 3 cell, 13 foot by io foot box culvert.  The 

difference in cost between the two options is $1.45 million. 

2.  The 100 foot bridge option, as described by the Corps of 

Engineers, was investigated for Alternates 2A and 2B.  A 

vertical profile which basically hugged the existing ground 

and resulted in minimal impacts to park land and the HUD 

Property, resulted in a 160 foot bridge length.  A 100 foot 

bridge length would require lowering the profile to cut into 

the existing ground and create additional impacts.  The 

impacts would include an additional relocation of a 

residence/business south of the park, a higher retaining 

wall at the HUD Property and slightly more park property 

would be required, therefore the loo foot bridge option was 

not evaluated further to determine cost.  Coordination with 

the environmental agencies will continue through the final 

design phase to determine structure type and to address the 

wildlife corridor issues. 

The 160 foot bridge, or longer bridge, would provide for a 

better wildlife corridor than the 100 foot bridge, but 

impact slightly more wetlands.  Our policy is generally to 

construct structures with the same typical section as the 

approach roads. 

3.  Selected Alternate Six proposes a closed typical section 

system because an open section would require additional 

right-of-way from St. Mary's River State Park, impact more 
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4. 

wetlands and resuit in additional residential relocations. I^0 

A close section roadway win ^ Safer for pedestrians and 

St. Marys County Government supports the curbed section 

because it is consistent with proposed land use. 

A reconnaissance of the St. Mary's River watershed was 

initiated to identify potential wetland mitigation sites and 

the results were negative. An expanded reconnaissance which 

included all of St. Marys County did identify two potential 

wetland mitigation sites, the Albaugh property and the Aud 

property,  a. Aibaugh property is located in the Coastal 

Plain physiographic province on the Maryland Western Shore 

near the headwaters of severa! tributaries to Herring Creek 

A concept mitigation plan win be included in the final 

document. 

• 
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^S"««te. 

William Donald Schaefer 
Governor Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Capita] Programs Administration 
2012 Industrial Drive 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

^ 

Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Secretary 

Michael J. Nelson 
Assistant Secretary 
/or Capital Programs 

August   10,    1990 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Office of Planning and 

Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203 

RE:  MD Rte. 237 at St. Mary's River State Park 
Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
(90-LPS-59) 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Natural   SJLii    (££',   ^gTSS?   t^t   *he   ^P^^ent   of 

proposed widening will retire a str?; of n^ifi^3/6^ that this 

(reference: John Baggett's letter of January 4 1990)    thJf rof3S2 

Tn tSi^V-   ^L     the roadway and may strike passing vehicles 
In addition, the reduced buffer strip may limit the scace ?«; 
landscape screening in the buffer areaP Addition of tS lelsl 

Telephone:  
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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^ 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
August 10, 1990 Page 2 

between the County and DNR is *-h** m-^ ~ 
that an honndarie* n^j" ^/^ .^"^Y ngr^ tn m ure 
veaetalHvp serftAni^ » £pe leased preim SPS are nli»n»^"Mqg 

reviefflLrpl^? "X^^IL " h.aS ^ opportunity to 
parkland, maintain suitable*'*£££ nrovln SH\wi11 ^place^^the 
screening along the roadway and S^S'H/ /^ ade(iua^ landscape 
mitigate other impacts thS mav ^^^^' and work with »* to 
finali2ed, I can concur^Sitol^ g?t?&"** "Vi11** Plans are 
area should not impact the avSlaSlitv Zr K •0f the park buffer 

the recreational needs of the cSS^it? £ SSr^J8?* 5? meet 

this  area as a recreational facility. e function of 

cc:  Jim Burtis 
Bernard Wentker 
Ethel Locks 
John Baggett 

GFC:pg 

Gene F. Cheers 
Capital Improvements and 
Environmental Review 

• 
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211 
Response to DWR letter dated fl/in/gn 

The selected alternate 6 improvement will not eliminate the 

proposed buffer area between MD 237 and the St. Mary's County 

Regional Park. Coordination with DNR and St. Mary's County 

Department of Recreation and Parks will continue through final 

design to ensure that impacted park land is replaced and that 

adequate landscaping is provided along the buffer of the park. 
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^StS^^i 

—a-"-*      "^-"^-.-N—ta..^ ^c.Brown.M.D. 
Tidewater Administration "^ 

Power Haat and Environmental Review Division ,9T_ M T . 
Tawes State OfSce Building B-3 S^ M- Te,tt 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 '*"' 

February 8, 1991 

Memorandum 

To: 

From: 
louis H. Ege, Jr., state Highway Administration 

PIS'' LU^S' Chief' Plannin9 and Evaluation Section, 

Subject:  Contract No. SM 757-ini-R7i  «„  -,  ^ 
Maryland Route,2351 to K^'J*?1•*   Route 237 ^om 
County, Maryland      Maryland Route 246, st. Mary's 

existSg5 ^^Iror^^alTo1^ & ^^ and -^ning 
Maryland. This proposedTproject Slifrli?- ^ St- Mary'S County, 
Jarboesville Run. BeSd^^alirS??lr*V neW structure over 
reconstruction alternatives are i„^2^i ^ wf n0t building, four 
2B, 3A and 3B. -LT:ernatlves a" proposed which are alternatives 2A, 

Specific comments on these alternatives can be categorized: 

^ SiSftf1-^^^ 2 ^f-^ I " ^ n0n-bUild 
divided roadway VithT• ^i- ^ Jiscuss a four-lane 
difference is Lat^lLZlnZ I f^f^ 9r,l8S ,nedian- The 

passing    through^  the    7t      Manh^ a westerly course 

have a cro^s s^fonT^shouWerr^ 2B S  3B Which 

alignment 2A,  2B,  3A and 3B, 'respectivelyV       aCreS  f0r 

Telephone:        (301) 974-?fin 

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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^ 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
February 8, 1991 
Page 2 

Tt0 ^A imp^s to the non-tidal wetlands are 1.63 
aB^sp^ctivlly.2-44 ^^ ^ ali^-ts 2A, 2B,e3A*and 

are ^8   ^T,** parkland or recreation area affected 
Respectively   18 aCreS Under A1ternativeS 2A and 2B 

There will be 19 residences and 1 business affected bv 

i&SEES S S X:34 "siden=es ^ ^ «£& S 
Alternate 2A and 2B would impact the most narki^nH 

aS^Sian^ WOUld haVe the least ^t on fl^dplain 
^,!IJ   * acreage. Alternate 2A would have the least 

^^rket^d^A^^^ 
?L roadwav Si; m,v 

lgi^ent 2B advocateS shoulders on 
Thl naJS; JStI ^ S the cross-section no feet wide, 
create ^ ^ ff CrOSS section of alignment 2A would 
SX2ly1E".5e£i.  Theref°-' ^i^-ent 2A shouid 

theSrSortaa?e ^Jfco^i2ed that the acres mentioned in 
A detailtd? \£ \lmXnary estiinates based on FEMA Maps. 
detmiM tt* 5?r?1?9y and hydra^lics study should determine the total impact of the project more precisely 

3*   Location. MeandPT-, ar,^ ci^.  Alignment 3A or 3R nl*^ 

S'tiS'SSr ^^ ^ ^ bend ^the natSafmSnde? 
are n0J!n?S; i ThK .eff ects on the structure due to scoSr 
?iguire almnii7^1119^. f0r this choice- ^is wouS It^if L+      Z      invariably, a higher level of protection 

However, in the case of alignment 2A or ?* ^K^ ^„^ 

is^fSTJ^vsnat ~*& s^t ss.r'ss uegree or sJcew is not known.  Hioher skew nrmiH r-^^,,!^ 

crxage Hydraulics  Division,  must  be  consul t**     +-A 
S^T if vhiS leVel 0f skew is acceptable  i? not 
v?c?nf^ %S ^keWed 0r a Perpendicular alignment in thk vicinity of the stream should be attempted. 

1 
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Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
February 8, 199i 
Page 3 

5. 

6. 

than the existing s?ruc?urf ai. wl?? .T t0 be bi^r 
on downstream proper?ieS 'dnl L • CaUSe more in,Pact 
These impacts are ^ sh^ ^ ««*•«» flooding, 
environmental assessment report TJ^^^ 

in the 

shown are those from FQ^'sTo^-U^l ti ^P^ain limits 
the impact due to incr^easld filial F1.oodPlain Maps and 
on these Maps. Thl ?SS pi« ^ .:LS not shown even 
floodplain duo to elist/S^ pJ?jdPlain map shows the 
hydroLgy IST &£££%%?£ r^i^t* HdStailed 
discharges for ore anH ««.,*. y i required to show peak 
on ultimate devLopmJnt S"*^10? conditions blseS 
existing zoning. Bafed on thLJ^ ^terahed, assuming 
floodpllins mtt ^ denneated1SCfor9"5' the 100"yea? 
construction conditions   Th^ ZL •pre and Post 

adequately mitigated\as-'per cS^oTos ^^T** be 
requirements of COMAR 08.05 03 n* n* * V11 (B) 6' The 

be met. "0.05.03, 04, 06. and 07 must also 

concerns  ^ith  the  direct  iJ^.   ^1St serio^ 
construction to Jarboesvilie R^P anS i?•     r0^Way 

riparian corridor, and the indir?^ ? ^f   associated 
Mary's River aouatie sv^, ^l  •  impacts to the St. 
other pollutant oter Si icS^ inPUt 0f sediments and 
Run aquatic system hal ^   -? ?*'     The Jarb°esville 
pressSe in ?lclnt years "ItllS••**^  dev^oP^nt 
impact recommends a c?ossino ^5fr ProPosal regarding 
upstream of the existina jm £7 the Pr°Posed Peggs Road 
much of MD 2T7 Slow SD ^s 11', i  Ja^boesville Run and 
River Bottomland which is L^n^J10.^ St- ""T^ 
Wetlands Regulations as a norf^ ^^ ln the Nontidal 
State conceS  Although not ii tL^13^ 0f Special 

area, the Bottomland Irea has b2n ^^^  P•^ 
inhabited by a State 1 fio*   ^ " documented to be 
narrow mouthed toad ret JiS?* endangered species, the 
impacts to t^x^s dSp

(gfeS ^^nS^0^":"Si^' Adverse 
changes in the exiS??i« h^J •, P°llutant loadings and 
should bi fuUy cons/de^^01^10. regilne of «>• a"a 

this project. Ve st l^^^16    gn and review of 

the nLr^w mouth^ ^^'L^SLSS?^^."1- 

^^i^^om wehteiandCrSt,S StUdy area «* s^s 

addition, both^ltrrti^r^efr 2 f^f ^^ £ 
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P" 

8. 

as being i,pacted by alSSative 3    ^ifweUn^Iflar 

gets j-srsLK; be^r^r^-i sss 
grade.     This discrepancy should be clarified.       percent 

tiXT  1w0ebtlS
a
hnOd

Wc:
ing ali^ent  2A does  not  show any non- 

T  o»i i  t ^"^ineers.    Bridging would be preferred over th*> 

Jarboesville RM      it J•,!^?, i
,nain     o""""*!     of 

bass?•"-"f-'Ws^s-is.T: 

page iv-io of the ^T. Vert:LCal clearance as specified on 

10 
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Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
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Page 5 

9. 

11 

reduced tte ^at^sTeilnl0 foot
K1

med-n -hauld be 
the use of a blrStfwSl ^ t

nh\P°SSlb-le 0r deleted **** 
floodplain area" *** crossin^ of wetland and 

floodplain areas to rS^^SSS^TSffiSf 

desiWgn
Usld (^e.^rerntte^Br th

OPen KSeCtion •*«Y 
aligSment. This til!^SSmSU thr°u9h »o«t of thJ 
benefits fro, ove^rjio"^^^^ 
xmpervious areas.  sheetri««£?     L     om  the created 
adjacent vegetated arets woi?d f??10 i*16 roadway to the 
assimilation of pollutants bv tlf^/Pportunities f°*   12 
would more closely mimic nat^^^1^ fetation and • 
in the area.  Transitionin«^  hydrologic conditions 
a curb and %ittex  desim? 5L?t ^en section design to 
areas is r^o^endSd %> ^nimi^^^  and •?r«u» resources. minimize impacts to aquatic 

-Sn^^^ the raised 
effects but for air g^alTty p^s^ as^ei^ aeSthetiC 

Placement should ocl^J accord^^5 ^d ftreams- Wetland 
forested = 2:1  sc^,b/=h^ 9 t^ the following ratios: 
Mitigation ac^itSfX^oc^ur % *£?*"* T 1:1- 
as the impact. AccordWit ^ • the saine watershed 
Run watershed should Smit^^8^.1-11 the Ja^oesville 
Run watershed. Soposed «i5S!?-Vlthaf.t^e Ja^oesville 
developed with full M,?itigation activities should be 

valuable habitat at Se fSen^ i be f"1^31^ °ne 
still be retired to SpVc?^ JJt "SSSJS ,'OUld 

• 

13 

14 

with   the 
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The State's Reforestation Law requires reforest**-^ «„ 
an acre by acre basis. The loss of "early success?ona? 
field" cover type is considered a loss of forlst^nd over 

o^thH;?^-.-•8 aCreage should be included"^ pl?t of the calculations for forestland to be replaced? 

10 *      giscella"ftOUS     Pnnr.OT-ns     anri     P«nm.a^g. The     dof,11Tnor,^ 

St^Sarv^^ ^ S^y recreational complex loc^^in 
T* fact iT ?«a-?-.Park.aS a future facility "hei? in     ract,      the     facility     is     presently     well     unrfe^ 

SSE^Ssr* Wil1 ^ likely fae "P-ati^na1! b^he 
The statement at the bottom of pg. v-2 and the top of pg. 
Lea plans and IL-^"^ their Proposed recreationli 
Jtl^P    ? d  designated  another   site   for  the   soccer 
field and purposely reserved approximately 150 flet ot 
park property immediately adjacent to MD 237 as a buffer 
il inco^^6 the ProPosed improvement to the roadwfy" 
is incorrectly stated. First of all, the soccer field 
was removed from the plan,  not relocatedT     Secondly    S2 

exStinc? r^ht^f t0 ^ ^ f&et ^tback from Si existing right-of-way to accommodate a 100 ft R/w 
relocation and a 50 ft.   buffer within the park- 

The county has installed a new water and sewer line at 
lt^re|10vnal   Park  de^lopment   of  the   St.   SJJ's  Sivlr 

Stormwater directed onto and through the State Pai-v 

SSSLE11   reqUire   a   St0rmWat-lasSeV^rom^he 

selectlon^of^thr^o Alternati^ 2A appears to be the best 
R^inSatJons^? ttl? aSSSSST^ alternatives proposed? 
acceptance     of    ^J^1*5  alternative,   however,   is  contingent  upon 

^SSSS. Rr.
r .other *£» °' •SSSSii -osb

s
r^se 5 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

LL:JA:swp 
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Response to DMP letter n^ ?^»/Q-. 

1.  in addition to wetland impacts, impacts to parklands and ^ 

sponsored low income housing projects are also a 

consideration in determining the best alternative alignment 

and typical section. As a result.of detail studies, SHA has 

selected Alternate 6, which was developed after the 

location/design public hearing in an effort to minimize 

impacts.  Alternate 6 consists of four-li•lanes divided by a 

20. raised grass median and seven feet of backing,  when 

compared to proposed alternate 2A, which you stated 

preference for, the Selected Alternative 6 results in a 14 • 

reduction in the roadway width when measured from the • 

outside edge of the roadways backing on the east to the 

outside edge of the roadways backing on the west.  This 

reduced typical section reduces parkland requirements by .74 

acres and wetland impacts by .64 acres when compared to 

proposed alternative 2A. 

2.  The estimates of floodplain impacts shown in the 

environmental assessment provide a comparison of alternates. 

Detailed hydrology and hydraulic studies will be completed 

during final design when total impact are defined. 

3.  Alternate 6, the selected alternate, closely follows the 

alignment of alternative 2A which places the structure 

further away from the bend in the natural meander and should 
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minimize the potentially high scour problems.  Continued   ^Q 

coordination with our bridge design division during the  ^ ' 

final design phase will further incorporate measures to 

ensure design techniques to minimize the skew and reduce 

scour. 

4.  The vertical alignment for the selected alternate will 

require a structure larger than the existing pipes,  A 

detailed hydrology and hydraulic study will be performed in 

the next stage.  This study should determine if there will 

be more impact on downstream properties due to flooding and 

show pre and post construction conditions. 

5.  To minimize impacts to the Jarboesville Run watershed and 

the possible impacts to the St. Mary's River Bottomland, SHA 

will employ similar sediment/erosion control and stormwater 

management methods adopted by SHA in the Chesapeake Bay 

initiatives Action Plan, August 15, 1990.  These methods may 

include but may not be limited to: 

Installation of double rows of silt fence. 

Oversizing of sediment traps and basins depending 

on infield and right-of-way constraints. 

Minimize clearing in forested areas 

Provide or protect forested buffers along stream 

innovative scheduling for paving vs. vegetative 

stabilization and implementation of infiltration 
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practices to reduce thermal impacts. Q^ 

Install traps and basins prior to grading. 

Use of turbidity curtains to protect sensitive 

sections of the waterway. 

With the above listed controls inplace, it is not expected that 

the proposed project will have an adverse impact on the 

Jarboesville Run watershed or the St. Mary-s River Bottomland and 

the associated non-tidal wetlands of special State concern. 

A wetland field meeting was held for the MD 237 project with 

the environmental review agencies on July 24, 1990 (see 

Section VI for wetland field review minutes).  At that 

meeting the attending environmental review agencies (U.S.      ^ 

Army Corps of Engineers and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service)  concurred that wetland #i located to the west of 

MD 237 was not a regulatory wetland.   The selected 

alternate six alignment will not impact wetland #4 (man made 

impoundment, a non regulatory wetland, or wetland #6 (open 

water) which totals approximately 2,325 sq. ft.  Wetland #8 

will not be impacted by the selected alternate six 

alignment. At the July wetland field meeting the 

environmental review agencies concluded that wetland #5 was 

not a regulatory wetland based on the absence of hydric 

soils. Minutes of the wetland field meeting were included 

in the comments and coordination section of the 

Environmental Assessment/4(f) Evaluation and will be 

included in the same section of the Finding of No 
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Significant Iinpact/4(f) Evaluation (FONSI) . 

7.  The initial Alternate 2 grades were 4.7% and 3.8% at 

Jarboesville Run, as stated on Page IV-10 in the 

Environmental Assessment.  The 2A original and 2B original 

alternates shown on page IV-12 with a 6% grade should have 

been 4.7% and 3.8% grade respectively.  The information on 

Page IV-12 would then show that the 5% grade has less 

wetland impacts than the flatter grades.  This should 

clarify the discrepancy. 

8. The absence of the wetland boundary on Figure 10b was an 

omission on our part.  This oversight will be corrected in 

the FONSI. 

9. In the next phase, we will consider bridging Jarboesville 

Run to minimize impacts to wetlands, floodplains, 

Jarboesville Run main channel and aquatic resources.  We 

will also consider a suitable wildlife corridor at 

Jarboesville Run.  our best information, to date, indicates 

that the open area in square feet must at least equal the 

distance that the animal would travel in linear feet in 

order to produce an acceptable wildlife corridor.  Also the 

opening must be a little higher than the animal,  if a box 

culvert is constructed, two feet of top soil over rip-rap 

could provide natural footing where scouring should not be a 

problem.  At the December 12, 1993 Interagency Meeting it 

was decided that the structure type to be used at 

Jarboesville Run would be decided during the design phase. 

10.  our policy is generally to construct structures at the same 
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elevation with the same typical section as the approach 

roads. A1So our bridge design policy recoamends that if the 

distance between inside parapets on dual structures is 22 

feet or less, a single structure should generally be 

provided,  in the planning phase, we will continue to 

propose a single structure with a 20 foot raised median at 

Jarboesville Run should a bridge be considered. 

11. The reduced typical proposed with Selected Alternative 6 

eliminates all wetland impacts except for those wetlands 

associated with the Jarboesville Run stream crossing. As 

indicated in section IV of this document, due to the 

perpendicular flow of JarboesviUe Run from east to west far 

beyond the MD 237 project study area, avoidance of wetland 

#7 is not practical. 

12. we appreciate your concerns for maximizing stormwater 

management benefits and assimilation of pollutants by 

roadside vegetation with an open section. The closed typical 

section proposed with the Selected Alternate was chosen 

because an open section would require additional right-of- 

way from St. Marys River state ParK, impact more wetlands 

and result in additional residential relocations, A close 

section roadway will be safer for pedestrians and St. Marys 

County Government supports the curbed section because it is 

consistent with proposed land use. 

13. Median landscape planting of trees is included in all the 

build alternate cost estimates. Determination of the type 

of trees will be completed in the next phase. 

VI-50 

^ 



14.  The reduced typical section of Selected Alternate six      OOj 

impacts .86 acre of wetland #7. A reconnaissance of the St. 

Mary's River watershed was initiated to identify a potential 

wetland mitigation site, the results were negative. An 

expanded reconnaissance resulted in the identification of 

the Albaugh property as a potential wetland mitigation site. 

Approval from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and U.S Fish 

and Wildlife Service is under way. 

5.  impacted forested areas will be replaced in accordance with 

Memorandum of Understanding between The Maryland State 

Highway Administration and The Department of Natural 

Resources.  Coordination with the Maryland State Forester 

has been initiated. 

le. 
At the time coordination was initiated with St. Mary's 

County Department of Recreation and Parks during preparation 

of the EA/4(f, for the MD 237 project, no final pla„s were 

developed for St. Mary River state Park. Per a More recent 

conversation with Mr. Phil Rollins, Director of st. Mary-s 

County Department of Recreation and Parks, the facility did 

not become operational until May, 1992. 

Your statement that St. Mary's County revised their plans to 

allow a ISO foot setback from the existing right-of-way to 

accommodate a iOO foot right-of-way and a 50 foot buffer 

within the park is correct.  This discussion will be 

corrected in the FONSI. 

17. The recently completed water and sewer line through St. 

Mary's County Regional Park will not be affected by our 

roadway improvements.  These utility lines generally have an 
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19, 

eight to ten foot cover and were placed paralle! and 100 feet (\H 

off of existing MD 237. QYV
9 

Stormwater management easements should not be required at the 

State Park Parcels. Generally with Alternate 6 the proposed 

roadway would be in a slight fill area through both Park 

parcels. The stormwater management ditch would be just inside 

of the proposed right-of-way line of through highway and 

should handle any runoff from our slopes beyond the backing. 

The roadway itself will have a closed drainage system. 

Your preference for an open section roadway in upland areas to 

better reduce water runoff-flow and maximize pollutant removal 

has  been  considered,  however;  because  of  right-of-way  ^ 

constraints caused by existing and on going residential   • 

development along MD 237, the St. Mary's County park boundary 

abutting the existing roadway,  wetlands associated with 

Jarboesville.Run crossing the existing MD 237 roadway and due 

to HUD sponsored low income housing development projects 

located within a few feet of the existing roadway, a closed 

section roadway was found to be most consistent with planned 

land use and provides a safe and efficient facility.  The 

decision as  to the type of structure to be used at 

Jarboesville Run will be deferred until final design. The 

rational for selecting Alternate S  and be found in response #i 
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Wi,liain StSchaefer Maryland Department of Natural Resources Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Secretory 

Capital Programs Administration 
2012 Industrial Drive Michael J. Nelson 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 Assistant Secretary 
for Capital Programs 

May   4,    1991 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

yofLS?1^ Adninistration 707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Md.  21203 

Subject:    Improvements   to   Route   ?-?7   »••   o*. " 
Par*.  U^uJSSl,2Z^&£SZ?~J%* 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

pro j-SMsasr ss issKsrs^*) "r1-^ te ^ 
the conversion of from 5.7 to 6 is^^^8 roadway could require 
map identifies two sites ttatiLm,^ ^ parkland- **• attached 
replacement land. BoS S these ^f^.^ considered as possible 
Acquisition line for this part Th^SLiT6 Within the ^PProved 
edge (shown as "A" on the attarhJ?« s311 Parcel on the eastern 
will also be affected by the Dr04s^ P) ? an imP^ved lot tSS 
one on the western sidefllle^B^ S ^^ ifflP"vements. The 
significant stretch of the st LtL"""?. lar9er and includes a 
replacement land from that parcel SSid v^^1"* ^^"ition of 
river to provide Protective^?^^^^^ along the 

me>  If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact 

GFC:awn 
cc: Keith Frere 

Ken Shanks 

Gene F. Cheers 
Chief, Environmental Review 
Greenways & Resources Planning 

Telephone:  

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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wwm D^u^, M^.,.,,. Deparnnen. .f N..Ur.l Rescue Tomy c,Bmm M D 
Tawes State Office Building secretary 

Fish, Heritage and Wildlife Administration 
580 Taylor Avenue 

March 8,   1993 ^P0115, Maiyland 21401 

Mr. Joseph R. Kresslein 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
Wetland enhancement and creation at Beauvue Road and MD 
249 Donald L. Albaugh property, St. Mary's County 

Dear Mr. Joseph R. Kresslein: 

This is in response to your request for information regarding the 
above referenced project. There are no known Federal or State 
threatened or endangered plant or wildlife species present at this 
project site. 

Sincerely, 

:'./*/. ->_/.C- /"'' -^ •''^' &?/& 

J&net McKegg, Director 
Natural Heritage Program 

JM:cbs 

cc: Cynthia Sibrel 
Robert Miller 
ER# 93075.SM 

Telephone: (410)   974-2870 

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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0^tSchaefer Mary«a«d Department of Natural Resources T       f* : 
t3»uiccs Tor].ey CtJjrown, M.D 

Tidewater Administration Secretary 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

February 26,   1993 

Joseph R. Kresslein 
Project Planning Division 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Kresslein: 

J«nuaSiS251'tS531"fJS:ri32S:^ yOUr letter of "^-t, dated 
speciS in^^vicinfty oJ^^Sul^i^*,.PrM«»c« of tintiL 

infor^atitn ~fiSSS^Sr^^^-gT7 ^ ade^ate 

itself. The proposed wetland JffAJS.- alignment of the road 
south side of Drayden Road nibi?^ n Site is located on «» 
vicinity map) between St cfm-rrii n \ aS Beauvue Road on your 
St. Mark's Courtty       Georges Church Road and Flat Iron Road £ 

-ItigSlS S^rSSSd-g in^nTfi011' the ProPosed -tland 
headwaters of ^n v^^i trib^a^tTrZT^^ draiM to the 
George Creek (Lower Potomac Sver Sea? ThJ I GrOV^ f0^ 0f St' 
classified as a Use I str^n. n '' -., e unnained tributary is 
permitted in Use I^ stress S-ino^S?*11^ JP0 instre^ work is 
June 15, inclusive, SS^ an^yelr   Pera0d 0f MarCh 1 ^^^ 

e^^'^JTloSS^'-^ within St. 
information is available on T1+^+A?-T ^ * ;Lte* No further 
within the unnamel tributary SoiSier^Se^ f^ K

sPawni^ 
protected for anadromous f£h spf^n? 'potentfiTS S^LS 

Telephone:      (410)   Q74-27Rfl 

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Joseph R. Kresslein 
February 26, 1993 
Page 2 

95 * 

vicinity. However the trlbnf,• ^ ^ i i:lar strea"'s in the 
resident warmwate? f ish soeci^ ^-h " be Prote=ted based on 
perennial strelllAcZsT^VvtefrlAr^t^ ^. "side within 
above should adequately pro?ec^l^ttese resources" ^"^ re£eren«d 

cental ^^d^onr^l^aT^rs^sI?^"^'  *°» ^ 
Sincerely, 

Ray c.   Dintaman,   Jr.,   Chief 
Project Review Program 

RCD:GJG 
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Cr£*Oje. 
United States Department V^^teriar 

OFFICE OF THE Sfifeg^ET/ 
WASHINGTON, D.C   202465^ 

•" 'Jf 
L7619(774) 
ER-90/1023 

FEB 211991. 

Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
711 West 40th Street 
Suite 220 

Baltimore, Maryland    21211 

Dear Mr.  Barrows: 

Sft^^^ of ^ Interier,s ^^ 
to SR-246),  St. Mary's Co^^i^^^ •~l««icm ^ SR.237 (fro. a-S 

SECTION 4^^   ;rVATTTATI0N coMMppg 

Although  we   concur   that   the   proposed  nitilazion    £? f^T*1*" * OT 2B- 
property   and   landscape   screening     is   anoronrT.V deludes   replacea^nt 
coordination and consultation with^'the"MJJE!? £      '    **    TBCam*nd   contixmed 
and the Maryland State UiMU^ct^r^^SS^ ^ **"* ^^^ 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSrwrvj: COMH^TTC 

Fish and WtldHf, P  

The   major   environmental   impact   that   win    «. 
involves   the   destruction   of   forSSn ,     H"*   fr0m   ^^   P"PO"d   project 
watershed. Since these VdJ^'ro^TlY?* T1*"* ^ ^^oesviAe R^ 
wildlife species, the U.S. FiTh aZTldliK ^ ^hit&t for a variety of 
selected   alternative   be   one    t£t   mini•' ^^  (FWS)  "co-ends that the 
alternative would include tSTbiSSJ^?^? "V-cts. The least da^iging 
^alignment with  a  lO^-foot  Sp2 ll^^TsTr^1^ ^ ""*££ 

^tuYe^TeTeptce^ ^"-d   wetland   losses    in 
replaced on a 1:1 basis.     The  2-1 MITIA a11  ^  0ther w«cland losses 
will help compensate for tt ti^e lagTA? to^sS ^ *%*>""*< w«lands 
planted seedlings to reach maturT^r This ««? 1 ^ that " "^^ for 
risks associated with the creation ^ ? ?0 also helPs compensate for the 
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Mineral resources in the area consist of flat-lying sediments containing clay 
and sand and gravel (p. 1-6). Construction would have only a minor and local 
impact on them (p. 17-6), and ve agree that mineral resources would not be 
significantly affected. De 

FISH AND WILDLIFE COORTUMATION ACT rmftf^rrc 

The US Fish and Wildlife Service's probable position on any Section 404 peait. 
hrid~ fi^t",^1? be n0 fbJection. Provided a 26.foot high. lOO-foot long 
bridge along the 2B alignment is selected for Jarboesville Run, Ind provided thai 
an acceptable mitigation plan which identifies- a viable mitigation site is 
submitted with the 404 permit application. "utigacion site is 

SUMMARY COMMTrpTf; 

The Department of the Interior offers no objection to Section 4(f) approval of 

ani L^'Tfr ^ « 2*,' PrOVided *" BCasures ^ntioned above arePincJud^d and documented in the final statement. *»».AUUBI» 

As this Department has a continuing interest in this project, we are willin* to 
TrXlV6 V COOrdinaCe with 3• 0° a technical assisianc; basis E £5£ 
llllttlSr* " "J* assessfflent- For otters pertaining to recreational and 
Md ^iL^'T"-5' plf"V,W?ee ^ Re8ional Erector, National Park Service, 
Itl'ltlt• %!;iiS,,A,4,3 SOUth Thlrd SCreeC' »"«tolpM*. Pennsylvania 19106 
fisi Ind wild7ff   

7013' "T""1 215/597-7013).  For matters pertaining to 
WildUfe SeiSce IMT?— ? C"' COntaCt ^ Field SuPervis^. "-*• ^and 5448)   SerV1Ce' 1825 v"ginia Street, Annapolis, MD 21401 (telephone: 301/269- 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments. 

Sincerely, 

bnathan P.  Deason 
)irector 
Office of Environmental Affairs 

cc: 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street, Room 506 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
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m 
:ta      Liaison Officer 
'apartment of Natural Resources 
2012 Industrial Drive 
Annapolis, Maryland    21401 

State Historic Preservation Officer 
executive Director.  Historical and Cultural Proerains 

?£££ S0tfreHeTing " C—i^ ^velopJnt^ 
Annapolis, Maryland    24011 
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Response To n.n T  Letter nf 2/21/gi 

1)   Coordination with the Department of Natural Resources and the 

.  Maryland State Historic Preservation Officer will continue   ^ 

throughout the final design phase. • 

2) 
It was agreeded to at the December 16, 1992 mteragency 

Meeting that the decision concerning structure type at 

Jarboesville Run would be determined during the final design 

Phase.  Alternate 6, the selected alternate, will impact .74 

acre fewer wetlands than Alternate 2A and 1.24 acres fewer 

wetlands than Alternate 2B if a box culvert is constructed at 

this location.  The vertical profile proposed with Alternate 

6 would result in a 75 foot long bridge approximately 7 feet 

above Jarboesville Run. If the grade were raised slightly, it 

could provide a travel corridor for wildlife. 

3 • The SHA will to replace impacted wetland in accordance with 

the Nontidal Wetlands Protection Act and may consist of 

replacement in kind and in preapproved replacement ratios or 

a combination of replacement and enhancement. 

4.   A 100 foot bridge length would require lowering the profile to 

cut into the existing ground and create additional impacts. 

The impacts would include an additional relocation of a 

residence/business south of the park, a higher retaining wall 

at the HUD Property and slightly more park property would be 

required,  therefore the 100 foot bridge option was not 

evaluated further. All decisions regarding the structure type 

and size will be made during the final design phase in 

consultation with the Department of Natural Resources and the 

U.S.  Anny Corps of Engineers.   A wetland replacement 
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reconnaissance resumed in the identification of the Albaugh$3 

Property and Aud property as potentiai wetiand mitigation 

•it... A concept mitigation plan is inciuded in section III 

of this document.  Approval from the U.S. ^y Co^s of 

Engineers and U.S Pish and wildlife ^.^ ^ ^ ^ 

The selected Alternate s aliment, closely foliows the 

aliment of Alternative 2A and 2B which you indicated a 

preference for, however.- the reduced typical section proposed 

with Selected Alternative 6 imoacts  7^ r 
impacts .74 fewer wetland acres 

than Alternative 2A and i ?A    e 
and 1.24 fewer wetland acres than 

Alternative 2B. At the December 1S, 1993 Interagency meeting 

the U.S A^y corps, of Engineers and the U.S. Pish and 

Wildlife service agreeded that the decision concerning 

structure type at .arboesville Run would be determined during 

the final design phase. 
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firnxfie V 
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECnONfAdE^CY- 

Region III - 
841 Chestnut Building ;„.. - • 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107   Jj'! L"'    - 

Jr. JUN22 1992 Mr. Louis H. Ege, 
Deputy Director 
Project Planning Division, Room 506 
JS^i""1 State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

concerning Se "SUM*! L? Q^lSy Sl^icM^ 11;,1992' 

estimates,     since MOBILS Scame avaJlfble    ^1^^ emission to the model have been madf    •S available,   further improvements 
factor modelinnho^S llll\7l tyl Y curre?t or fut^e emission 

vicinity of ^traffic comestion^n^?timate concentrations in the 
CO concintratlonf occ^^ose to ZVSVll' Gene"11y' ^e highest 
where sign^^c-nt °SSic °?L^,^f      ^ col?9estion locations 

ppn.  (inste^ofVpg? iight!wfval5^,   ??e'hOUr ValUe and a 2 

that no ambient CO^nitlflL d^a S^vaiLi?.T ^^^^^ing 
background concentrations. available for estimating 

1# 
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t < 

100, J" s)funf^' due to the factors discussed above the June 

*JAA* 
David L. Arnold, Chief 
Program Planning Section 
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Response to EPA letter dated 6/22/92 r^L 

1. 

r 
St. Mary's County lies in an attainment area for air Quality 

and the study area is rural. If SHA were to use mobile 5A, 

the current mobile source emission factor model and use higher 

CO background concentrations, the results would not be 

measurably different from those calculated using the Mobile 3 

program. The Mobile 3 program was the appropriate model at 

the time the studies were initiated. 

The only signalized intersection occur at MD 246/MD237 and 

MD237/MD235.  The MD246/MD237 intersection will operate at 

level of service (LOS) D in the year 2015 with the Selected 

Alterate.  While the MD235/MD237 intersection is proposed to 

operate at LOS F in the design year with the Selected 

Alternate, a project planning study is underway to consider 

improvements to MD235 which will include this intersection as 

well as an air quality analysis. 

• 
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^9m% 

X^&Zj UNfTED STATES ENV.RONMEMTAL PROTECTION AGENCY ^    ' 
^«Brt^ REGION Dl 

841 Chestnut Buflcfing 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107-4431 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director APR 1 3 1993 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

VO^Nn^8?^ Hi*hway Administration 707 North Calvert St. 
Baltimore, Md. 21203-0717 

Re: Purpose and Need for MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

SectiS^rS tSe^^He^on^rJ^11^ Under NE^ 
following commen? of the puSse and nefd^* ^ We PrOVi4e the project. purpose and need for the referenced 

Maryland Rt 237. located in <;<- *=•«,/  « 
roadway proposed for widenina 2 f ^    ^  S ^^Y'   is a two lane 
According tS information Supplied bvsLla2v-d^ided hi^way. 
levels, substandard road geoSetScs SSl-e^stxn^  traffic 
and fixed objects located c?ose 2 ^f "^^ roadway entrances 
need for thii roadway improvement B^.S**^ ^ the basis of 

ss^f-M D and l hi^ •»^'J5L£?^r£r 
roadwaTcondit^i? ^.^Tt^^v^^ det-io-tion of 
to  24,000  ADT  is  over two tTSL JK y the year 2015  at  20,000 
5,920.     This would Jesul? i^J&'J??•* ^ 0f  9'400  to 

build alternative is projected J?hSv. TS*^ 
the no huild'   The 

^SgSf1* ^^^i "a«i-:^ aV^m^eV^ 

for tSSffi^tSLg* iTS y^aflor LT ^ ideal « 
significant portion of the traffic 2fi? I  '     nd g:LVen that a 

Patuxent Naval Air Test Cente? SSaJSJ1    e ^nerated by the 
that alternative methods o? ?raff?n ?LeXPanS10n'  EPA ^commends 
in addition to the roadway imp?ov£Lni2    ma2a9e^nt be considered 
work hours or van poofuse ^HS^^L/Z' 

eXainple daggered 
the newly upgraded MD 237 has maxi•um ^ lbe.fnCOuraged so that desired. nas maxiD»um opportunity to perform as 
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& t 
th.t SHA win reev^uftTt^^T?^^!! S^f" "^ OOCUr' 

and nS?klfy0u0ha£ea^P£S£2: t0 ^^ °n "» 2"'- Purpose 

Sincerely, 

William Hoffm^SK/chief 
Wetlands Protection Section 

• 
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United States Department of tfte jiiterior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Chesapeake Bay Field Office        ' 'ti'i 
1825 Virginia Street 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 
March 5, 1993 

^ 

Mr. Hal Kaasoff 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD  21203-0717 

Attn: Joseph R. Kresslein 

Project Planning Division 

Re:  Mitxgation of impacts from Contract No 
SM 757-101-571:  MD 237 from MD 235 to 
MD 246 by wetland enhancement and 
creation, St. Mary's County, MD 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

This responds to your January 25     IPQ-? r-*.*,,^*.  *       .   ^ 
presence of speeds which « Fe^Uy iTstlt ff inf0r^tion 0n the 

endangered or threatened withiftS ^a of the^SS'SJ? ^^xng as 
St.  Mary-s County,  Maryland.     We have revised the L^tZlt *** " 

This response relates only to endangered Wci*s un"- «.,- -., Sl3 ( ... • 
It does not address other Fish and w,-1*1**1 c   •   * -'--'•sdi,-^n. 

ana „ildxife CvortLn.^ ITj^^rT^Jl"^.   """"" "^  "" Pi-h 

Thank you for your interest in endangered species  if v„„ ^ 

Sincerely, 

^^f John P. Wolflin 
Field Supervisor 
Chesapeake Bay Field Office 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

-1—f~t 

TRUST 

P-ROJcCT 
DEVELOP?-;^-- 

DiV!3;':,: 

SEP 1   10 25 Ml '30 

September 5,   1990 

«gp 

Wlli«n DoiuJd S(Wer 
Coucmori 

Jacqudme H. Rogen 
SeoetoTj, DHCD 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD  21203-0717 

Re 

Dear Ms. Simpson; 

Draft Report for Phase I 
Archeological 
Investigations of Maryland 
Route 237 between Maryland 
Route 235 and Maryland Route 
246, St. Mary's County, 
Maryland 
Contract No. SM 757-101-571 

for oTrTj":^/::^:'3 ^^Ll1  th! •^ov.-r.f^.e., rep0rt 
Burkavage, Inc.    co",me'>t-  The document was prepared by Berger 

ireS^8ti
r

0rs"goaL
rrs::^odsa.n .„?«;.. ^rrrr;, ot ^ 

1981) . A well def Sid and ano^ .9atl0nS in H*rylan4- (McNamara 
quality of the work The ^vefofKc^6 r**?mh desi^ added to the 
was sufficient to identify the^•0^ research and f^ld survey 
located within the pro^V^s ^1 e^ rfghU*?!^!"1 reSOUrCeS 

archeo^Ll^^'one^r .identified one prehistoric 
alternatLe corridor, ^ MstorYc^b^r^"1^10 0ne 0r both 

with the former Ebenezer Church as lite SMi?, Tft^' associ^ed 
through the construction of"Al^Anf* J Jl ' Wl11 be affected more 
3B. The building of Alternate .R^i,^^1^ than ^ Alternate 
reinterment of at least i 'burials Sill iWOU" necessitate the 
likely impact any graves WJ. coici^tSt con"^ V-0" 0f 3B WOUld not 
would be preferable. ArcheolSSical mSnf*COnstructlon ^ Alternate 3B «rcneoxogical monitoring would be warranted for 

\ Of Housins  And Communitv IV C      u   D">!;?^em 0' H0USinS /*nd C«»nn>unity Development 
Mww House. 21 State Circle. Annapolis. Man-land 21401 (301) 974-5000 
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>( 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 5, 1990 
Page 2 

3B to ensure that unmarked crraves are not rJi <5«-,.r-K^ ^ 

lithic•rtifact» fn1^185'1'608 eviden«d temporally noa-diagnostic 
wide   l£,Vi. „,• approximately 260 feet long by 75 feet 

determine the site -. eligi.ifity.o^^^^^Lint^f ^^r^ 

conduced ^ilTlT^t^tsl^Vt!! t•^0"^1 reSearCh be 

not the project will have an ffflit », f• determine whether or 
archeologica! resources and 1.° ^ Natlonal ^gister eligible 
ImplemenLtion IZ review of the Phase iT^^'t foundations • 
coordinated with our ofVTc*» andfw"i 11 L Jin"0? ShOUld be ClOSely 

on the recommended work be haPPy t0 Provide guidance 

sugge^e^vL^-^ri^—- 

M^rYlffnrt romprehensive Historic pr*«„^ ^ ^nn ^ 

2}  Figure 12 requires Survey Area £ in its cantion *nH 
appropriate labeling of Alternate 3B. caption and 
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A^T 

Ms.- Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 5, 1990 
Page 3 

3) Plate 2's caption should refe r to site SM135 

?isTfiMw^hltS ShOUld describe the artifacts recovered from 
Prof HI ^respect to encountered soils; a representative soiT 
profile from a shovel test pit would be helpful. 

forIhtnreHPOrt 8hfUi? include a new archeological site inventory 
form to document Ebenezer Church and Cemetery; this form will 
SSiJTh"* thVtandin9 structures inventory form and win 
record the razed condition of the church. 

is av^iiablV^T/ 1° releivin* a coPy of the final report, when it 
is available. if you have any questions or reouire furhhAi- 
information, please contact Dr. Gary Shaf f er at (301, SlY-looi 

Thank you for your continued cooperation and assistance. 

Sincerely, 

^r^^- GJO^. 

EJC/GDS 
cc:  Dr 

Elizabeth J. Cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 
Office of Preservation Services 

Ira Beckerman 
Dr. John Hotopp 
Dr. Ralph E. Eshelman 
Mrs. Samuel M. Bailey, Jr. 
Ms. Patricia McGuire 
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Response to  Maryland Hi.forical Tm.^ T.^^ »/r ^ ^^ 

1.. Selected Alternate 6 which incorporates a reduced typical 

section will not irapact the historic Ebenezer Ce.etery and 

will not require the reinterment of any burials. 

2. 
Phase II testing has been initiated on the east side of MD 237 

at site U8ST608, with negative resets.  As a result of 

denied access to the parcel en the west side of MD 237, 

further phase II testing at site'(19ST608) will be initiated 

after right-of-way is acquired. 
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DEPARTMEffTOFTHEARMV -    - 

BALTIMORE, MD 21203-1715 " -N" "" 
REPLY TO 
ATTENT,0W0F JUL 27,1993. ..     . ^ 

Operations Division J'Ji.-J     <- 

Subject:      CENAB-OP-RX(MD  SHA-MD  237)90-04053-1 

Mr. Bruce Grey 

ySPOSi**^  Hi9hway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

indusion i/the decent io Ih« it wif^S co,ments «« 
as our decision documeS,   in acSrtonS ^J? ««Ptable for use 
merging MEPA and 404. accordance vith the process for 

Jarboelvmi'Cvm t*^*^,^* ^"^"re over 
verticaX^eSe^a"^ ^^S^TiX^i^^ ^^ 

cu^t^r^e^Jie^ reea^f ^^ «- bri^ «~ a hex 

structure Ss^fT^rrier^Se naf''  Wh^h WOUld — «» 

substrate material^o^e S^SltJTSl.0^^^ natUral 

consists of very fine mat^aTi ?,?'  u    s dePosition usually 
during subseqS^t SorS even?s      ^bridal ^J?1^ remov^ 
naturally occurino    heav?^««h«*.    ?rid9e w°uld allow the 
in the stream^oJt^m    nrovid?n^ »rate ^^ials to remain 
colonization of0Sn?hinrgfn?Im;.,n0re Stable subst"te for the 

riprap apronf^ Sd rSoTSJSS1* ^ inftall*tion of a 
any widening'of t£e cha^ne?    as 12^2?? WOUid ^ necessitate 
stream channel cross seSioA £ iftcnhi1165 d0ne to taPer a 

box culvert.     This wideni^a of i-hf S»the cross section of the 
of a box culvert is indesiLble^LS^-i lmaediately upstream 
of velocity at the culvJrt whnVh t^        lt results  in a slowing 
deposited at that iSSSS courages sediment to be        9 ^ 
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X y 
-2- 

us^^^^JSLsr^'-SH^"to which 
Therefore,   our order of ore?!•• 5 S1?e of the opening). 
structure tvoe would hf PreJe"nce for consideration of 
culvert    While Se?ea?ih ^^t'   2l  bottomleSs arch,   3.  box 
decided unSl linal^esi^ ^ S^SSIl*"* Wil1 ^ be 

not be receptive to thl Siec?ion at 51 K9 ^"^^t we wuld 

Mary's River,  we are particSlfrw •" removed from the St. 
incorporate k structure whici^wUl • ^? ^J*^ Project 
above. cn W111 reaP the benefits mentioned 

we woSlf b^rlc^ve^^nsiderSf ^^ •beneath «» r°ad, 
wetland impacts,   if necesSi?ftfS ?« ^0f f^^tly greater i 
of MD 237  to provide moS ^Jn ^ der t0 ra:Lse the Profile 
underclearancef    ThI increSe i^wJ^11-ly"Proposed 7-foot 
an increase in the Sr£?n"£o5d it 2?« • ^^ "suiting from 
practicable using retailing Sails.       ininimi2ed to the extent. 

wetlanls^rihrsSctS^? SSd'STSA ^.^^ to 
reducing the proposed 2^?oo? med?an on ^U^7eLlnin^i2ed by 

barrier at Jarboesville Run. an on MD 237 to a Jersey 

type^s^^rjo SrSS^IuSfL^ deCiSf0n 0n st-cture 
Corps permit will contain • •iS?^0n dur:L^9 final design.     The 
costs Snd benefits IJ^ariours^Sre6?^""9 ^ ana^sis of 
as discussed above.       var;LOUS structure types and road profiles, 

Wettlfu^r onh?syo^e!0nS'  PleaSe COntact »*•  Pa^ 

Sincerely, 

3 

jk 
CC: Bill Schultz 

Sean Smith 
Pete Stokely 

Keith A. Harris 
Acting Chief, Special Projects 
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Response to Corps letter of 7/27/93 ^gp^ 

1-   The structure type (bridge, box culvert or bottomless arch) to 

•   be provided at Jarboesville Run win be decided during final 

design in coordination with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Department of Natural 

Resources Non-tidal Wetlands Division. 

2-   See response to # 1. above. 

3. Raising the profile of the Selected Alternate to provide more 

underclearance for deer passage with the possible use of 

retaining walls to minimize wetland impacts will be considered 

during final design. 

4. We will consider reducing the proposed 20 foot median down to 

a jersey barrier at Jarboesville Run to minimize wetland 

impacts and lower construction cost. 
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f/2*39rt 

MarylandDepartmentof Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

$o1 •i. 

O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Tc. 

Mr. J. Rodney Little 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
100 Community Place 
Crownsville MD 21032-2023 

Dear Mr. Little: 

January § 1993 ^ 32 ,\ f£j 

RE:    Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
St. Maiys County, Maiyland 

»  .•  r >  ;.       .. •    _   •, • 

JAN 21 1993 

• ..•'•-TCRlCAfc 

on the north bank of Jarboesrille R^o^Wh cH     /,>P""8 Berger ^ Associates 

landowner oprSon    TOe ri,^ J^      "'l'" C0,nplete work *"' of ^ "^ <"«« to 

ssnss ss zr^r"5 for ,ests ^ ^ *^ ss^s.« 

sil^ loan, whichTcZ^r^s^ d^r SsoT^ * ^ ""^ OVCTl^ 

the driveway, "si^nce ^d toSin?^ ? ^ ^^^ * ^ ""stracdon of 
deposits may oS S £l CSSSo?       " **??""* ^ "^ Prehistori'= 
the 100-yeJflood-^of jibSlle Run T S.T? "" betW«n t,,e ^d »" 
disturbance had .curred ^^^^ZtTco^ 

My telephone number is (410) 333-1177 

383-7555 Baltimore l/etro^fi?^^'nW? Hearin9 or SP666" 
^7 sss cS^?. ^.Mst- -.^sj^-ggsj1^*To,, Fr- 
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nf ft 

Mr. Rodney J. little 
January 8, 1992 
Page 2 

however, is outside of the right-of-way. Attached photographs show the western riaht   f 

the residence. Reraaim„g work wffl probably ZM°maedTSTx 1 meL ,° iT"1-•" 0f 

withom any additiona. shovel te*piB
P. Completion rfftePtoen wesfo ^n"^ 

aw^purchase of the proper* by fte suue, Ich is „oU A ,o ^.Tin^ef ""^ 

eLfS
eid?„T^%« rff

ques,''our «"«^ence that no further work is warranted on the 

Very truly yours, 

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

ntma D. Simpso: 

LHE:CAE:ejs 
Enclosure 
cc:      Mr. Howard Johnson w/attachments 

Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

4 
Vta-Vo^c   MAase^v^tf^    CffS't 

^//P A 3. 

• 
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MARYLAND 
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*ifeSS3i!~; 

TRUST 

DEVELnS^... 

ijw 3  /n '" w,;; :6j 

December 28, 1988 

>1 
WHIiam Donald Sduefcr 

Goi«mor 

Jaojudine H. Rogen 
Seattaiy, DHCD 

Ms. C3mthia D. Simpson, Chief 
Environaental Management 

^lau? P********* of  Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 246 to MD 235 
PDMS No. 183053 

Dear Ms. Simpson: " " 

•t^i^^s. c
e?ig

ume"foer szjrs *•" there - °° "»»«= 
PUc«,  located 1. ih. project .reaai." ,tatl0,,al Resl,"r °f Wtorie 

^ -itfu. fot nation ^«^^^^s^sLrJr^:) "** -> 

to tt..:%r" tT::^s^^yo
,,„roDtl

t"8 oftiM "ith i°*•«°> ««-« 

at. Eatf;o«dtr,ahrnxr8"o°s' ',le*8e co,'"ct MIC,,MI
 ^ " '74-5<""1« 

Sincerely, 

GJA/meh 
cc: Ms. Rita Suffness 

Dr. Ethel Eaton 
Dr. Ralph Eshelman 
Ms. Patricia McGuire 

Sincerely, sj 

George J. And?eve D-^/ 
Project Review and    / 

Compliance Administrator 
Office of Preservation Services 

t ol Homing /and Communitv ft. c     u  Dep!i^,!!en, 0' Hou,'n« ,*nd Conununity Development 
Shaw Home. 21 Sute Grde. AnnapoUv MaryUnd 21401 (301) 974-5000 
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CO "£ 

January 4, 1990 

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

State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

In reference to your contract number SM 757-101 <;7i 
state's take-line on Rt. 237, and its Lact 11 lr    M  ?" " Pertains to the 
Park this is to advise that we have renewed thf;^ ,S COUnty Re8i0nal 

££%*?*have ascertained that ^^oLTl^^^       p-p-^ 

• b^S^.^^^^^J^. ^-signed the Park as to leave 
the buffer anticipated by this decent  We^idP^POSed take-line " within 
that take-line which we had planned tZlt't <l jt 0W 0ne SOCCer field « 
area since it could be easily r^oved ZLtl "t ^^ aS an interim Paying 
Evaluation Committee in the county L JJTIIL/ '!! talkin8 t0 the technical8 

Plat.  You will find that we will be Jerv LI that SOCCer field on th. 
of the line as outlined on your plat.    cooPer«ive in the SHA's acquisition 

forw!rYt^o\^ we'll be looking 
have moved the entrance road of the pfrk to rZV       w^" dUaliZe Rt'  237'• w« 
requested at the meeting with the HigX^nls^a^ JT^SST' " 

hesitate to^co^t^ftt"11" helP ^ «—r «*"*«>*  ^stions, please do not 

«flohn V. Baggett 
Director 

c: Mr. E. Meehan 
Mr. H. Johnson 
St. Mary's County Dept of Public Works 
St. Mary County Dept of Planning & Zoning 
Greenhorne & O'Mara zoning 
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MarylandDepartmentof Transportation °••s Li9hthi2er 

State Highway Administration HaiKassotf 
Administrator 

MEMORANnrm 

TO:      Bruce M. Grey 
Assistant Divison Chief 
Project Planning Division 

FROM:    Howard Johnson 
Environmental Specialist III 
Environmental Planning 

DATE:    March 25, 1993 

SUBJECT:  Contract No SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
St. Mary's County, Maryland 

and Need for the HD 237 dS.VtLt?•  concurrence on the Purpose 
Indicated that hewuld not if• tl  pro3ect- »• Schultz further 
by the State HlS^JiiS^SJlS!! COnCurrence !•««• provided 

HJ:sjc 

cc: Mr. Louis H. Ege Jr. 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

My telephone number is 

383-7555 Ba.timore ^^^^ST^X^^^^ko .. 
707 North Ca,vert

0 &J&££Z H^Z^^T•*' ^ F• 
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S#A1 Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

\<f 
O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff     ^ 
Administrator        ^B 

March 3, 1993 

Re: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
St. Mary's County, Maryland 

Mr. Keith Harris 
Attn: Mr. Paul Wetlaufer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
P.O. Box 1715 
Baltimore MD 21201 

Dear Mr. Harris: 

on the signature line bSL Scatlno'v• SeekS yOUr con="rence 
adequacy of the Purpose and Heed ?£ L*"*  a9ree"1^t "ith the 
dualization as oresentL .2 iS T f the ProPosed MD 237 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
ruce M. Gr4y 

LHE:BMG:jdj 
Attachment 

Bruce w. Gr6y 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

cc: Ms. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Jareene Barkdoll 
Lee Carrigan 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

MR. Rodney Little 
Mr. c. Robert Olsen 

Cynthia D. Simpson Ms 

My telephone number is  
(410)   333-1186 

383.7555 Ba.t.more M^^SisYoT^ro^S^I^, c. 
707 North Ca,vert

0 sV/BStK W^ZiSitfir'"'1" T0" ^ 



*»> 

Concurrence: 

Mr. Keith Harris ^-^  ^ - //^^ // /~5 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Date 
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£M Maryland Department of Transportation SJS?8 L,9h,hi2er 

State Highway Administration Hai Kassotr 
Admrnisiralor 

March 9, 1993 

Re:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
St. Mary's County, Maryland 

Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
The Rotunda - Suite 220 
711 West 40th Street 
Baltimore MD 21211 

ATTENTION:  Mr. David Lawton 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

your cincurrSoriSr !£%g222,£?212c
mlV<».* "questing 

presented at the InterageSc? SHti^ HLdual"at«n- This was 
and is documented in Jhl ^L?k  J9 bel^ m  December 16, 1992 

Very truly yours, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

by:        ^ ft txJUui^ 
fe Neil J.  Pedersen,  Director 

Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

CONCURRENCE: 

.//t/v-   A.   Porter Barrows '  — . 
Division Administrator Date 

Federal Highway Administration 

My telephone number is     (^10)   333-1110 

383-7555 Ba.timore ^Ucf^V^^T^trT^V^^k, c 
707 North C.,vert

04S5t:,DBaCmrrreO M^l^V•"' ^ ^ 
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y w 
William Donald Scbae/er 

Governor 

MARYLAND Office of Planning 

April    12,    1993 RonaldM. Kreitner 
Director 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr 
Deputy Director 

707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
Purpose and Need 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Staff at the Maryland Office O-F DI=.«^- 
and Need statement for the Iroposed S^f-^ r?riewed the Purpose 
comments focus on the consistlScJ of^hf      dVallzation.     our 
Economy Growth,   Resource SSSiS S SffiK^ g-^ 

This area is cited aJ suitable ?S Sro^h dre^0pffi?nt ^"tri^. 
Planned,  public sewer and watJr ?L?T?^  '  hav:Ln9 in Place or 
of population and commSce lit tS ri^eS'^Planned as a center 
development district iHn approoJia?^?'  thf Lexington Park 
capacity resulting from the SSSSSte.5la?e for the increased 
additions proposed will 111^1 5 fed Wldening.     The lane 
traffic resulting from i-hfm,0da^e the anticipated 
Test Center?1'^! sal^LpS^nLl^T^^ NaVal ** 
Proposed upgrading appeL tfSTSSaSSftnS"j^f^.0f ^ 

We therefore concur with t-ho e*-.*. 
the proposea .l-«^

12^tSi^t5SSvS^gP3rilf-3-r- '« 

James T. Noonan 

JTN:CAW 

cc: Vivian Marsh, OP, Southern MD. 

Corner, J.01 W^tPreS,0n Stnet ' Bal^ore, Maryland21201.2365 
Comprebenstve Planning: (301) 225^562      Fax:225-4480       hi:-383.7555 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 1.5.0.1 
2500 Broening Highway   Baltimore, Maryland 21224 
(301)631-3245 

Wflliam Donald Schaefer 
Governor Robert Perdasepe 

Secretary 

July  6,   199fcr   2    ^ 

*o U '31 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Deputy Chief ' 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE:  Contract No. SM 757-101N 
MD 237 from MD 235 to 
MD 246, St. Mary's County 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

GreinL^ne^fscie^es" Tnc^tf^1 "5°^ Prepared * MD Route 237 in £? M>i??f J?' P f the ProPosed alternates for nu  xoute 237 m St. Mary's County and concur with its conclusions 

H£tfa.t-=!»s£3Ss3SS 
Thank you for the opportunity to review this analysis. 

Sincerely, 

Mario E. Jorquera, P.E. 
Program Administrator 
Air Management Administration 

MEJ/sf 

• 

TOD FOR THE DEAF (301) 631-3009 VI-81 



Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
August 22, 1990 
Page'2 

^ 

Paul Wettlaufer of rhQ n 
cost estimate be preoarpH ^   PS 0f Engineers requested tha^ 

the Environmental Assessment, 

review. ^ 0£ the «e" "view ninutes is provided t„  your 

Ho»ardShSsInUate?3U3-U7a?diti0nal in£°•ation piease contact Mr. 

Ctfnttua D. Simpson 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

CDS:HJ:fc 
Attachments 

5: S^iffiJ-Mx-, 
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CONSULTING ENGINEERS AND PLANNERS 

MELLONi (NOEPENDENCg CENTER.  SUiTE 6000 •  TOI MARKET STPPPT       o - ? '" ^ '    ''^ 
21 S-59a-aaC30 MARKET STREET .   PH.LADELPRiA.1 PENKISYLVANiA ig-j 

£li£ 3 13 tii] 
:ao 

August 27,  1990 

Cynthia Simpson, Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division "'^nier 

5r?Ia2?«EeparJ;B?t.of Transportation State Highway Administration 
Room 503 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore. Maryland   21203-0717 

ATTENTION:    Mr. Howard Johnson 

REFERENCE:    Maryland Route 237 
Maryland Route 235 to Maryland Route 246 
fi\£r&? County. Maryland 
SM 757-101-571 
Agency Wetland Field Meeting 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

Enclosed for your review ic a mm/ «# ~ 
wetland field meeting ?or the Mafyland RUorutrpeV^7ed mi^teS of the WW 
July 24,  1990.    A set of the f?!^     dJoute 237 Project, held on 
revised'in accordance &?th    ^   cuss'Vnl TrliT, m^^ch have b"n 
previously included with the draft SSs. * meetln9 Were 

EraStf ih^?S^ro^g]Je^POnSe t0 —ts — » 
Very truly yours, 

McCORMICK, TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES,  INC. 

Dennis K. Burgesor 
Senior Scientist 

DKB:mta:1781a 

Enclosure:    As Stated 
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Agency Wetland Field Meeting 
Maryland Route 237 

Maryland Route 235 to Maryland Route 246 
St. Mary's County 
SM 757-101-571 

July 24, 1990 

Field  Mpftinq Minnfoc; 

Attendees 

Paul Wettlaufer 
Bill Schultz 
Wayne Drury 
Howard Johnson 
Dennis Burgeson 
Jill Kulig 

Representing 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
State Highway Administration 
State Highway Administration 
McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc 
McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc' 

Phone Number 

301-962-3477 
301-269-5448 
301-333-4582 
301-333-1179 
215-592-4200 
215-592-4200 

w'emTC^anJ b^nJlr^s'^Sfan'V^ld^1",396"^ COn—« on the 
study area were performed'in tw mill     Z^fVr^T* 0f the ProJect 

investigation, was conducted aJa r*lth   Th?J
flrst Phase, a June, 1989 

identify the approxSte'fo at on   nd     Je^o? SJJSj SUr^ t0 

survey was largely based on availablP mJSS Jf.weJ ands-    Thls 1nitia1 

Survey, project mapping, etc )    ifth iSftS J^0'®- USDA' SCS Soil 

Phase, performed in January     990   JntI? 2 .flelJ T^    The second 

including marking of the upland/witSS £, 5   ?CtUa    fleld delineation, 
should be noted that the January ^estiaaHnn^c Wit!l fIa99in9-    » 

^x^rtSt^^^^^ 
"sTTr^li n^stsat?y!htehePrw0Jetefatnda/ruepaia^ W-•' *»*• 
preparation for the agency field meeting boundaries in 

AmchTaJ! y,T3 thVJ^lc'iVIr dJSCUSSl0nS b> -«»"-. 
with the revised' ^tflndXfa^fSounda'r^fi^ffi9 CSCale:  1',"200,) 

Wetland ti 
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*$? 

fteultttlv. vegetatfon and very St
T•ng

Shydro^i;tf„dd?craetdo0;;nant,y 

Wetland if? 

Wetland if? 

This wetland, a palustrine emergent area i? «i+i.a+flw K^  V .... 
impact area, and was therefore not evahlated.       y0nd the project 

Wetland M 

wetland/upland boundaries      y the a9encies for location of 
Wetland « 

RTSU^rI3^
C:^?den^^^T;dneadstahaptaf!;setrf?n^eeSft^ %reHa t0^he -«* of ^*nd 

investigation las not a ?e£ atS SItUnT eTh7JtlSd ^ ^^ Jan"ary 
on the absence of hydric soils  WetfanJ LJ I- ^""Mtlon was based 

Wetland *f> 

i%iiix\iriZ£ ^s'^^'ra ?a,ustrine f—^d 
3B only. The agencies determined tZl  5Mcthe Pr0:,ect area of Alternate 
wetland, due to the absence SfhJdrfc so? ^^^ a ^S^^ed 
hydrology indicators were similar to tSJ]8; ";tand vegetation and 
Wetland #5 areas (west of MD 237).       ted 1n the Wetland #1 and 

Wetland #7 

The agencies 
of this area 
Jarboesville 
relocated to 
based on the 
chromas) and 

Wetland ifi 

SlSwCSaS'UJh ,fheld l0C^ed *etl^/uPland boundaries 

soil saturation 11^ JlAc " ^.tS SSn^ SSU, 

impacraJea' W ^ eValUated as ^ is Pres-tly not within the project • 
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General Comments 

with a 100 foot span  in fdriufnn 111e.5un:i.
a box c^^  and a bridge 

roadway at a 5 pefcnt  ad f o 0 he H! ernli^ 0f Constri!cti°" of the' 
present roadway desiqn call? fnr 111  alte[nates was agreed to. The 
Jarboesvllle Run Zsl^  aluations Zrl'tnK9•6'  in the ^^ of 
environmental document  evaluatlons are to be incorporated into the 

I?: irj^joir^ aCrea9eS f0r the ^^  alternates 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B 

Wetlanri/Aroa 

Wetland #1 

Wetland #2 

Wetland #3 

Wetland #4 

Wetland #5 

Wetland #6 

*Wetland #7 

Wetland #8 

Totals 

AI*   i. ^cres Within Proposed Right-of-Wav 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1.65 

0 

1.65 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1.65 

0 

1.65 

0 

0 

0 

0.20 

0.16 

0 

2.08 

0 

2.44 

0 

0 

0 

0.20 

0.16 

0 

2.08 

0 

2.44 

* jlSSftft ^'^"t ta'-l on use of a box culvert for crossing 

Reported by 

Denms K. Burgeson / \ 

DKB:mta:1788a 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

*) 
tf 

Wflliam Donald Schaefer 

Jacqueline H.Rogers 
Secretary, DHCD 

TRUST 
Office of Preservation Services 

July  29,   1993 
Ms.  Cynthia D.  Simpson 
Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Str«*»t 
Baltimore,  MD      21203-0717 

Re: Contract No. SM 714-501- 
571; MD 237 Wetland 
Mitigation, Albaugh 
Property,        st.        Mary's 
County,  Maryland 

Dear Ms.  Simpson: 

^^•"^-^5^^°•« *? flowing report: 
Mitiaatdnn    Area   VftT.   w""?^ 0*•p  }}h^   PropPrty   Wetland 

goals^me^dT ZTVfsul^g i1^1• ** th. survey's 
illustrated;   aAd   it   allres^s   the   Hi^t^  *ritte»   ***   well 

level of background r^earih "nd field inviU^1^- OUr 0Pinion' the 
to identify toe ful-» «•««»«* I, x•,re8tl9ation was sufficient 
acre ««% pltSrla^flects?^601091"1 ^P^ies in the 16- 

a ~^"hl^t^^ ~ ^t^^ '^ site with 
Surface collecting andt shovJl 2~^„„the Albaugh Site (18ST633). 
stone artifacts diVr^^S^rSlSS^v"?1 2f Prehist°^c 
The one diagnostic prehistoric artff^ A /y ln Plow2one soils, 
from the Terminal A?cha^c SSto-JfS T !hat WaS! recovered dated 
indicates    a    short^t^^lfnltlTon      ESSES^1? 0f the  site 

.iagnostic objects9 were p^ril^rS ifi^S^JS'SS1' 

I of HistoricaJ /and rulmni »»». Divinon of HistoricaJ /and Cultural Projnm, 
100 Comn, Dep^Inen, »f Housiog ud Community Devdopowu 
100 Commun,,, puce, Crownsville. M^Und 2I032-2rarS?o) 5.4-7600 

Vi-»8 
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V-? 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
July 29, 1993 
Page 2 

of tlJ^SS* JfS.^g-t Plort^ has coMproMiSea the integrity 

18ST633 is not eligible for the i»?<•? »" • n our opinion, site 
no further archeollgical investigation}  RegiSter' «d it warrant! 

SKA ~rM^m-^^t,--s8=r ssrsfsi 

1)  The citations for Meltzer    H«Vn««, 
corresponding entries in t^ uSS^^" ^ 8) re9Uire 

temporally dia^ostic ^cla^S^^'•|^~J|J«-t  «»». 

3) A completed KADB te, should acconpany the flnai ^^ 

yhen ttilUJaS?   « IX?* 'W °t «»  revised  report 
^formation,   piease confabDr    Ga^ ESS?*..0' re«uire f«rtSr 
Ms.  El.zabeth Hannold  (for struot^sJ^HlO ^^S?*10"'   « 

Sincerely, 

£^ 
Enzabeth j^ cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 

EJC/GDS/EAH 
9301512 
cc: Ms. carol Ebright 

Mrs. Samuel Bailey, Jr. 
Mrs. Beth McCoy 

VI-89 



0..-       DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMV ^ 
BALT,«ORE O.STH.CT, U.S. ARMY COfi4 o^NG^ERS 

P.O. BOX 1715 W6NG•eERS 

A 
RHPLrT0 BALTIMORE, MO 21203-1715   v:.\'; 

ATTEMTIONOf 

Operations Division iJMS J 7 /gg       ..::. 

Subject:      CENAB-OP-RXfMD  SHA/MD  237)90-04053-1 

Mr. George Walton 

^o7^nLS^e  HiSrhway Administration 707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Walton: 

<- -• • • "53 

concurrence5 iS Se^te'd Ornate6 ?'J9V ^^  for 

four-lane divided    enSJJr    "J te  6 whlch consists of a 
and seven-f^^cJcing^des^eTt^a^? ^r'-"1-3 •di• 
Corps concurs in the lilectilS of ?his litl•^Slgn fpeed-     The 

following conditions: alternate with the 

will'be  co^ple'teffor ^te^Tos^ZfT^ ^  —dination 
determined eligible fortLU ,   £ the s:Lte should be 
Places,   a data^ecovf^ p^n wil?^' *egifter ^ Historic 
with the SHPO,   unlesHt^s dSeinined'tSa^h  in • consult^ion ^ 
remain undisturbed,   in which Salmonf,-5 the  S:Lt:e  should £) 
alternatives which aJSid tSe  tilt  COns:Lderat1^ "ill  be given to W = i*.r— -----«w«iweu,   in wnich case 
alternatives which avoid the  site 

b.     That at  the P.i 

which will  compare the Sat. ,^ grossing of Jarboesiille Run 
box culvert,  bSeS-lS. a"h Sv^rTS"^ bene£its f°r a 

and a high clearance bridoe      rn^f ~ clearance bridge, 
» the structure type SSi^lS'aSSSTdS^ be re^ired 

managen,entaplaS? fcMntS!^"^ ^^ a "ormwater 
first one-hfl? in?h Sf S^ff0

f
Mr,E'.Whlch ^"ectively treats the 

release into waters ol SSlSJ^-SSTlT SUffac« ?"« " 
be lmpou„ded for ^-^t^^Jf'^SS.^'^l^ii.r 

under^aXS0^ byeour"?tair?Plan "j11 be ^"^ 
have any ^estions,  Pl^e^alf^'Cl^l^^t Jfa?SI«. 

Sincerely, 

x^l 
Keith A. Harris 
Acting Chief, Special Projects 

Permit Section 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

M{ 
0. James Ughthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

August  13,   1993 

Re: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
St. Mary's County, MD 

Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
The Rotunda - Suite 220 
711 West 40th Street 
Baltimore MD 21211 

Attention:  Mr. David Lawton 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

In accordance with the combined NEPA/404 process the Marvland Itzt. v •. 
Administration sought your concurrence on the seSed LhmnU? !u        ^ 

STl w"" ' ^ KSPMX *,he att""i0n 0f Mrl^y "i by 
Stadd you requta additional information, please do no, hestate „ contact me a, (410) 333- 

We apologize for this oversight. 

Very truly yours, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

by: ^ )   U4uu~ 
Neil J. J>edersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

My telephone number is     dlfl'm.jnf)  

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Soeech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide ToTpfee 

Q.rM.MAai'in9 Ad<t?.?? P0- Box 717 * Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street . BaltlmorefMa" .!n2 21202 
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'& • 

Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Page 2 

Attachments 
cc-'      Ms. Jareene Barkdoll 

Mr- Lee Carrigan 
Mr. Keith Harris 
Mr. Howard Johnson 
Mr. Rodney Little 
Mr. C. Roben Olsen 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

Concurrence: 

p"-    A. Porter Barrows  •— 0    ^     ^ _ 
Federal Highway Administration Date 

• 
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— w MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL                                                                        ^'.y'' William DonaJd Schaefer 

V. ~- Govemor r 

"^   Jacqueline H.Rogers 
\_. Secretary, DHCD •JajpjmiiJUB 

j- 

TRUST July 14'i993 

Office of Preservation Services 
Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
Saint Mary's County, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

the T^t^r^Jele^i^r^J^ ^ 14'   1993<   re~ived by 
Alternate, Alternate ."^'ar^ S^S^^^ «-tJ 

on DJSSI? 2180,6 Sff'irSoS" S^" c
C

0
0

n
ffiPleted f0r *"• P^ect. 

would have no effect on hiSS^J?' ^oncurring that the project 
10, 1993 we concu??^ ?hat no fl?^HandlngKStruCtures- 0n FebrGa^y 
would be "qui^in^^fi^^f^loffjcal investigatioS 
no effect on historic propertiis    in^udfn^^ .pro^ect ^1 have 

EJC/EAH 
9301295 
cc:    Mrs.   Samuel M.   Bailey,  Jr. 

Mrs.   Beth McCoy 

Sincerely, 

Elift^beth Cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 

of Historical /and Culn^i p^-._ Division of Historical /and Cultund Programs 
innr^.    Depi^meai of Housin8 «K1 Community Development 
100 Commumty PUce. CrownsvUle. ManrUnd 21032-2023^0) 514-7600 
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^% 
MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL _ •      Willie DonaidSchaefer 

Jacqueline H.Rogers 
StCTtary, DHCD •J^BLJBilUt* 

'—, '     '  .'    '   '^ ^ September 3     IPP-? 

TRUST 
Office of Preservation Services 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Division Chief 

ItS;C»Pianning Division 
707 NoS?hna^ Administration 707 North Calvert Street 
Baltiaere, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE:     Contract No.   SM 757-io1_="71 
MD  237   from MD 23fto^^^ 

 SZ-  Mary's County,  Maryland 

Dear Ms.  Simpson: 

the   TSTS? ^ ^ JSS^S& dtr 29 .JU^ »»» «- received by 
Ba«=ed referenced project, 

understand th^t s»f < «i^l0•?i°n    Presented    in    your    i-i-^ 

iS? "? reCord of "rrespon^•^1"0/" Properties.    To drteSe 
indicates that SHA will need t^tfS.the Au(J Property,    your litf^t 

.Regarding   the   larger   MD   m 

sesax srair «£iSy»^BS s 

Division of Hworiol >«) Culmnl Prograna 
• 
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Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 3, 1993 
Page 2 

Please" ca^ STtSS^^S**" additional information, 
archeology) at (410) 514-7628 Thank Ln3^0^"^ or me (*or 
opportunity to comment. yoU for Providing us this 

Sincerely, 

Elftiabeth J. Cole 
Administrator, Archeological Services 

EJC/EAH/ 
9301816 

cc: Ms. Carol Ebright 
Mrs. Samuel M. Bailey, Jr. 
Mrs. Beth McCoy 

IV-93B 



vf? 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

June 14, 1993 
Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
The Rotunda - Suite 220 
711 w. 40th Street 
Baltimore MD 21211 

Attn: David Lawton 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

Alternative 6 alignment fo? t{2 m ?,?9reeI?ent Mith the Selected 
agreed upon at ttfSScemSr 16    ??« TJ1"*'* aS P"""**" and 

trssfs.'vs: ^<^^^2 jszrssusrss si— 

Very truly yours. 

0. James Ughthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

A 

Attachments 
cc:  Ms. Jareene Barkdoll 

Lee Carrigan 
Keith Harris 
Rodney Little 
C Robert Olsen 
Cynthia D. Simpson 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Ms. 

by: 

Concurrenc e: 

Mr. A. Porter Barrows      — 
Federal Highway Administration 

Qf^\ >**Au, 
Neil j. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

7-/0^ 
Date 

My telephone number is       (AlO^   333-mfl 

-«« B.,,,•,. sST^Yawracft-.—T01, ^ 
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MARYLAND Off ice of Planning 
William DonaldSchaefer ;'•:, 

Coivmor w<.:».   .:^ o •   i,,« 
*~   *"''   '•'     jJOMMMKreitner 

July  29,    1993 0"*"or 

Preliminary Engineering 
fn?^ 5f?hway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore,  MD.     21203-0717 

Attn:     Mr.   Jeffrey H.   Smith 

Dear Mr.   Ege: 

All of theAlte^ativefu^der con^H  Se^cted AlternatI 6. 
Lexington Park developmeS 5.S?Sdera^on f^ within the 
that is anticipated afa res"t o? 4^      ^^ SUpport ^^ growth Air Station. result of the expanding Patuxent Naval 

5gS£rt5ltttS.1£5S2i?11 Pf?Vided in the summary report 
1992 InteraSncy Revf^Me^nf1St;-bUJed at the ^LSSFte 
Alternate 6  is reasonable      ^u^^^^ *** selection of 
minimizes residential imp^ts a^I it+L^ Aiternate 6 

SeWi^d6?865 the saf-" -s s^^sr^rs-sr11" 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 

James T. Noonan 

JT/CW 

cc: Vivian Marsh, OP 

30/ Wfet/ /Viej/on Street. Baltimon, Maryland 21201-2365 
Comprehensive Planning: (301)225-4562      Fax. 225-4480       TTY 383-7555 
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X 
$BJ UMED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 'AGE&JV 
^^ REGION 01 

841 Chestnut Building 
Philadelphia. Pennsylvania 19107-4431 

Mr.   Bruce M.  Grey 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert St. •w * * 
Baltimore,  Maryland 21203-0717 ^  2 3  /W 

Re:  MD 237 

Dear Mr.   Grey: 

In accordance with the combined NEPA/404 m-nooe«,    *.«»   • 

Maryland.  ^uli^'l^S^J^^^^^ «*»*» 

purpose and need in April  1993? A concurred ^ the 

concurrence8rSiTTiid1 Irom^fatio? Prided by SHA with this 
interagency UTitt meting       SlL^JSr1 at the Ve**"* "92 
table provided in DeS^e?*l9^    EPA eSSiSSS^ °*tmpaiCts 

Alternate 6 has the least imoac^ S\S «ludes that the Selected 
including wetlanS  (0 tl\^Zt?      2 3?® "atural environment, 

with srs^c^&^te"!?' LPA^vSec^Lt
4

iriro
o
c
oncurrence 

concurrence on the mitioai-ior,  «<*!/% NEPA/404 process, 
concurrence SJt^sSectlS SSSitTS SSS?^1-^ With 

conceptual design information wer^ot InSSdS H**• Slte and 

EPA will be happy to orovid.%?«-? ?      included xn this request. 

Avoidance,  Mi?imi2a?ion ind^iSSS^H^^JSJ^- in ^e 

traffti ^iSiSSjos^tSrsj^i?ss: ^^^ ^ 
functioning at less than optimum levelS in ttfd^i^^ be      ^ 
is due to the proiected traff?rrrfi„I„istJ? r1? design year.     This Pirojectea traffic demand which is partially based 

VI-96 



management concepts be insti?ut»rt pSiternat,lve traffic 
hours and car pooling at the Navf i ^L****9^ sta9gered wort 
optimum levelsPof se^^ce^tfSe Slfg^ea?^ t0 Daintain 

requests that SHA provide studv trlt  » itef?ate concurrence 
environmental impart S?a for each llS'L*?*•?*5 maVs>  the 
purpose and need,  m addition mitia^?   ^and a su•ary of the 
conceptual plans should be inclSdod5•? Slte location and 
facilitate our review and proSlSe fA iSiJJ^1* greatly 
projects with long development tLes. 1-nfor,,,atlon bridge for 

qu.-tSE'^SSS this^e^^^ 0f my Staff « you have any 

Sincerely, 

N6^_ xfc^^. 

John Forren, Acting chief 
Wetlands Protection Section 
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0S,-26.-19?- 15:23 FROM AMD-ESD   REGION 3 

^\ 

T^        S4103331045 P. 02 

SH,A Msrytand Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

0. Jtmw LfchWar 

HstKaasoff 

Re: 

July 29, 1993 

contract Mo. SH  757-101-571 
MD 237 from ND 235 tO KD 246 
St. Mary's County, Maryland 

Mr. Rny Denmark 
U.S. nnvircnaen-zal Protection Agency 

NEPA coDpliance Section 
814 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia PA 19107 

Deat Mr. Densar*: 

In ace 
State 
selec 
aigna- 
fross ; 
mitiga 
to ot- 

ordance with the combined NEPA/404 process, the Karvland 
Highway Ad»xnirtration sought your concurrence on Se 
ed alignnent Alternate 6, for KD 237 by aeans of your 

•S2 5?.i Xfr er deittt JunG 14' 1993- inadvertently oMtfd 
hat discussion was the section regarding conceptual wetlSS 
tion for iapacted wetlands. Pleale provide yoir res^nsT^ 
snticn of Mr. Jeffrey H. smith by August 25, 1993! ^ 

S^'tlS »:qautr?4^f 5^^i39infonBation'plwe do «* »»i*«* 
We apologize for thia oversight. 

very truly yours, 

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

by: M '«** 
w. Walton 

Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
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03.26.-1393 15:24 FROM HfD-ESD   PEG I ON 7      rn O^t) 
i.r  ... ,-.__.,. 0 3      T0        84103331045 P.03 Q^ 

Mr.  Roy Dansiark 
Page Two 

LHZ:GWW:sjc 
Attachments 
CCJ    Ms.  Jareen- Barkdoll 

Mr.   L«o Carrigan 
Mr.   Doug Siaonone 
He.   Cynthia D.   SiBp«on 
Mr.   Jeffrey Smith 

Concu.vxrence: 

\Xi.S.   r-nvirdnmental  Protection Agency Day^   y  i  

/ flsc- "k-^^ ^•«5/       ^u-'        frStCr      6 
/ 

^L'/y ^/fe~     oU**~ s^ 

0„ ^,-(v>:L        /CfiM^ 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEJVyiTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 
2500 Broemng Highway   Baltimore, Maryland 21224 
(410)631-3609 

^ 
& 

William Donald Schaefer 
Goveraor ';:?  iJ     J  "' *" Robert Perdascpe 

Secretary 

September 9, 1993 

2ffi£Ui? S,' E9e' Jr-' DepUty Director 
SriffJ « la2?"19 and P^l^inary Engineering Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
Attn: Mr. Bruce M. Grey 

Re: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
Md 237 from Md 235 to Md 246 
St. Marys County, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

as requested.   III  f""S pur^ofe of  co^llt• ***erenCed *"»**•     TS review. 
Alignment"   for MD 237,   as  5Sm on  fiau^=  ^^ the  "Selected Alternate 6 
are a result  of that  review: ^gures  3  and 4.     The following comments 

suJmJSS^-sSelterAlternatfs Ti*** "^ ^ ^^ZLon 
Administration-rconcern to mrnLli9ninent"   addresses the 
wetlands  of IL Sta?e «^n"ii««  impacts  upon waters  and 

impact,   proposed to be  impJimented at  the Afd^H^fK06 forested wetland 
Is  the statement  in the  -Mi*4n»^-       I nd Albau9h properties, 
sites available ii the st    M^^oep0rtn ^"ding no mitigation 
the descripSon pJovSed?-thHud JroSrtf ""^ inco"e^?  ^ased upon 
Marys River waterched Property appears to be within the S^ 

Sincerely, 

K. Tracy, P.E. 
\VJater Resources Engi 
water Management  AdmWstration 

TDD FOR THE DEAF (301) 631.3009 VI-1CX) 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

David L. Wmstead 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

March 14, 1995 

Re: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
St. Mary's County, Maryland 

Mr.  Robert Zepp 
U.S.   Fish and Wildlife Service 
?iS8i05 • 0f • Ecological Services 1825 B Virginia Street 
Annapolis  MD     21401 

ATTN:     Mr.   Bill   Schultz 

Dear Mr.   Zepp: 

SffiSKl1^ ^^^^^^^^ t^e^roposed 
alternate 6,   the Irilll lllTltf^^l 0n m 237 for Elected 
the revised VipariL^t^io^S^ c^n^?^116 *• •* 

a^ ^i^St&^'^^Sif^t -Uft.,   structure siZe 
is based on input from theTffS ^ the attached memorandum, 
Maryland Department S vS^'J'JSS,  COrpS °f ^^eers,   the 
Wildlife service at a'meetiSg'o^brSSy^,Tssl"'   ^ and 

in^hl ^o?ecty^LnC?nrDlvisCion0bvhJ at?enti0n 0f Ms-   G^ °^ 
have any questions pleLe fiel^ree tfcai^M 19?5-     ShOUld ^ 
at   (410)   333-1180. to cal1 Mr-   Joseph Kresslein 

Very truly yours, 

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

Sosfeph Kiresslein 
Assistant Division chief 
Project Planning Division 

My telephone number is ^^ 

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free 

VI- 
Street Address: 707 North Ca.vert Sjr^y Ba.timo7e:Ma^.and'21202 
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k 
$ 

Mr.. Robert Zepp 
March 14, 1995 
Page Two 

Concurrence: 

and W/ldlife Service 

LHE.-HJ 
Attachment 
cc: Mr. Lee Carrigan 

Ms. Chris Dutch 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Ms. Susan Jacobs 
Ms. Linda Kelbaugh 
Ms. Gay Olsen 
Ms. Cynthia Simpson 

Date 
a/s/f.C- 
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REPLY TO 

DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS W C •   0 = UJ ^ • H 
p.o. BOX i7is u E. v r. LU i . • - • • • 

BALTIMORE, MO 21203-1715 H IV 1 £ ' 0 * 

wbi-Mn i men i u^ T 
BALTIMORE DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY ( 

S»^ ATTENTION OF jji^fth     "'   ^      ; ^ „. -N        ^    ft'   5QC 
Operations Division " }|a 21     3 43 iUl  30 

S^M-SSKKg,'!; SHA/MD 237' f«"» ««t0 MD M„ 
Ms.  Cynthia Simpson 

^rNS^3?6 Sghway A^inistration /07 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore,  MD 21203-0717 

Dear Ms.   Simpson: 

planting,  and Mr. Joseoh Kresil i^7« ,  i.      f?r "itigation 
requesting o~eam^*S?ilSl&fil£&^ "'  1995 

out-of-bank flows and ri• L toat Provide conveyance of 
• twice as £df as tS bS^Su'XStf Vidth that is at least 

width is 13  feet    the Sse ?iL i ?i,-.Be?ause the bank ful1 

Each of the ou?er SJls wfn   ^ Cuivert wil1 ^e 13  feet wide, 
out-of-bank conveyance at a w?d?h ^ J3 •f T Wide to Provide 

width.     The culveS Sill be bir^d       * J5 f0?*16 the bank full stream invert. buried one-foot below the normal 

to tSi ceS^cell0^/^11 be installed to direct the base flow 
of the b^Lll^^Si^ S^i^r -^"to^pth ratio^ 

the approaSS to'aU^e^vert Sl1"^ 0f-^ Stream at 

approach to the low floTSel? iT?^    i The riprap on the 

below the normal  invert o? JL iii *    deP5ess?d one-foot 
approach to the oSS^ll.^in   K ^^     ^I r^prap 0n the 

to preclude accelfby Zll^^tutlTctt^ ""^ SO aS n0t 

of l^'feet? and^rcentlr'lo^f?/11 ^^v^tlc*! clearance 
vertical ciearancS otil ?ee? ^ Wl11 haVe an inside 

feet?-asTcompSeIrion|hefoSlin:id1
Wili-be S^fted eastward « 

^1o-«^ 
residence. slopes on the adjacent 
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^ 

-2- 

does not replace 3ltte?iBS?aSf^«?A„SlnS%?leAlbauS,h site 
wetlands      Mc    T^TL     ^T "Parian functions of the impacted 
SieSil'siS; f^-35 s

>.
lett?r Proposed planting at thrS 

ssrs ^SS HSS:-f¥ -feet 
vegetation currently. floodplain that has no 

«t&]Mr.rs«E5J}r"'please cai1 Mr-paui •*««*«• 
Sincerely, 

CC:    Linda Kelbaugh 

.XKeith A. Harris 
/^Chief,  Special Projects 

• 



& r,-'
:'ROj£,-;T 

^\ 

«? 

^ii^feV,g   'fl23A,'S3 
""^SSL"-* MaryUnd Departtoen, of N.tura. R^rc^ 

water Resources Administration Secretary 
Tawes State Office Building Robert D. Miller 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 Director 

"A Commitment to Excellence in Managing Maryland's Water Resources1' 

November 15,   1993 

Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE: MD 237, Alternates Considered, 
St. Mary's County 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

The  Department  of  Natural  Resources  has  reviewed  the 
J«f•in? ^r *?; abOVe. referenced project.  The Environmental 
Assessment for the project was previously reviewed in 1991 
resulting in our formal recommendation for Alternate 2A (letter of 

SfSE^-28'!19-,9*1 fr0m DNR t0 SHA)-  Since the ^ was complltedf 
EtSSiJl01?1 al,ternate' Alternate 6, was added for consideration 
Alternate 6 reduces wetland impacts by 0.77 acre  forestland 
impacts by 0.23 acre, and parkland impa/ts by 0.74 acrf compa?2d 
?•r>^c

ernate 2A; .In View 0f the reduction in natural resource 
impacts compared to the other alternates, we concur with the 
adoption of Alternate 6 by SHA. 

-r- v~Alt®f?ate 6 r&^iT&s the construction of a crossing over 
S^SuI1 lle1

Run' whlc* drains to the St. Mary's River. We request 
-55; SHA/val^ate various options including a bridge, bottomless 
Soh^lA tl?ree-s.:i;di

ed bo* culvert, to determine the optimum 
crossing of Jarboesville Run. In our previous letter we mentioned 
a preference for a bridge over Jarboesville Run because of the 
associated reductions in wetland and stream impacts. The 
evaluation in the EA documented a one acre reduction in wetland 
impact with a 100 foot bridge. In addition, a bridge would restore 
IZl't J^f co^ldor ^er.the roadway, thereby connecting the St. 
Mary's River State Park with an open space area to the east of MD 

Telephone: (410) 974-2156 

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
Vt-103 
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Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
November 15, 1993 
Page 2 

^+. AiI;hou9h we maintain our preference for a bridge, we recognize 
that other options exist for restoring wildlife passage unde? the 
Tn•^ ^ f?*sihility of "necking down" the median and 
increasing side slopes of the roadway should also be investigated 
to reduce the footprint of disturbance at the crossing. 

._ Ne will continue our review of the project upon receipt of 
additional  information  regarding  crossing  structures  over 
•f^fSVi-le RJ,n1

a"c? design details associated with the impact 
minimization, including stormwater management structures 

Sincerely, 

Elder A. Ghi< 
Chief, Coast 

Hi, JTT 
Zone Consistency Unit 

EAGJr:cma 

cc:  Gary Setzer, WRA 
Ray Dintaman, TID 
Paul Wettlaufer, COE 
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03/28/1995 13:19   418-974-3158 
PUBLIC LANDS &  FRSTY 

^ PAGE    01 

^ylandDepartmentofTranspdri 
State HighwayAdministik 

PMMT brand tax tfansmtnal memo 7871 [^^77 

^^•S^tov^ 

Re 

March 17, 1935 

Contract No. SM 757-:i0l-571 

St. Mary's County, Maryland 

RECEIVED 
MAR 2 2 1995 

PROGRAM OPEN SPACE-DNR 

Mr.   Timothy P.  Brower 
Regional Administrator 

Annapolis MD    21401 

Dear Mr.   Brower: 

Based on your March ft  ioae<-_T  ,_ 
Johnson, it was a^eed t^t dS^?S0^^0n^rsation with *•x* 
408 and 175 locatE in Jhl southwest S^SiS "J•^^ Parcels 
crossing of Jarboesville Run th^J quadrant of the MD 237 
Resources would not take iSi.S?L^iryla,,d ^P^rtment of Natural 
consider them parkland  Sii S ^5 2^ thefle P^P-rtie. S 
map and alternates map.        ia XS  shown on the attached tax 

"hf twfparc^ls1011 ?hritCate7SldHreqUi;e a t0tal of .ss  acre 
your concurrence on the s^^^tf^L^1^8^^1011 ••«!"• 
are not publicly owned pSllS SS^iS! ^J0?..^ the two Parcels 
documentation r^i*/i^*^ 

Veryytruly yours, 

Louis H. Ege,i/fr. 
Deputy Directd: 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Very.t1 

Mytotophorwnumtwric _ 

Maryland Relay Service fo • 
1-800-735.2258 

717 e.     ^'"nS Addrea* P.O. Box n, 
StrMt AddrMa: 707 North Calvar I 

Impaired Hearing or Speech 
Statewide Toll Froe ^^ 

.     Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
104 



83/28/1995    13:19        416-974-3158 

Mr. Timothy P. Brower 
March 17, 1995 
Page Two 

Concurrence: 

PUBLIC LANDS & FRSTY 

"^unA'bep^^; iS^Lr Jg 

Attachments   (2) 
cc:    Mr.  Lee Carrigan 

Mr.   Howard Johnson   (w/attack) 
Ms.  Linda Kelbaugh   (w/attac£) 

'sources 

A-v        PAGE    82 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

ytf 

August   13,   1993 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Re:      Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
St. Mary's County, MD 

Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
The Rotunda - Suite 220 
711 West 40th Street 
Baltimore MD 21211 

Attention: Mr. David Lawton 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

AdS^ State Highway 

by me^s of your JgnS £2£LS tnelT^tZd' ?T* '' ^ ^ 237 

discussion was the section regarding concentu^TweLTn^.lBa**?ea*y omitted from that 
I have enclosed the Conceptual WeU^d Stion dt     **?" ** impaCted Wetlands- 
concurrence.  Please orovide vo„r ^ Mltlga?on dlsc"ssion for your review and 
August 31, 1993       P y " reSPOnSe t0 the attention of Mr. Jeffrey H. Smith by 

Should you require additional information, please do 
3439 not hesitate to contact me at (410) 333- 

We apologize for this oversight. 

Very truly yours, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

by:        ^ D   hAtuj*. 

Neil J. t>edersen. Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

My telephone number is     4in.T*3.||]ft 
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Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Page 2 

Attachments 
cc-"      Ms. Jareene BarkdoII 

Mr. LeeCarrigan 
Mr. Keith Harris 
Mr. Howard Johnson 
Mr. Rodney Little 
Mr. C. Robert Olsen a 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

Concurrence: 

h A. Porter Barrows  "  Ow^3"l3 
Federal Highway Administration Date 
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^ 

Revised:  October 16,   1995 
Relocation Assistance Division 

Assistance PrograB in the StltHf 111^^        10n Relocati°'> 

by a pubUc project      ral JS^SS rncluirr2cLc«„^TS ?isPlaced 

parents and aoving costs.    Se maxi^ tLIS 11?^ re^acSLt 
housing paynents are $22,500 for owner-occunantsanS SR fsn *    nt   ' 
tenant-occupants.    Certain paymentrMy^SIte mSf If A ? n^0*" _ 
"ortgage interest costs and incidental ewfnsel      ?n frt.in"eased. 
these payments,  toe displaced person muSPS^!; decent    safe 1%°• 

o* up to «,300 My be usS. a schedule -""^ payment 

2^is,csScraSe^sin^—isrysej-s-ss-, 

SL•?^  reasonabl« moving expenses may be paid for a move bv a 
conmercial mover or for a self-move.     Pajmentrfor the artual 

lower thaS S4 ^e^IcS^r^?^ lllTJ^J^Ts'oTT^ 
self-move may include amounts paid for equipment hiJed^Scosf If 
usxng the business vehicles or equipmentTvages paid to Arsons «£        " " 
?eSace^n? t" ^ BOV:'  ^ COSt 0? act«al supe^ision S Se movl T?S»^ insurance for the personal propertrmoved,  costTof 
ixcenses or permits required and other ?elSed expenses? 



-2- 3 ^ 

expenses. e Sale are also reimbursable moving 

value of the itea for continued use at thf rffJJf' £al^ ,,,ai'ket 
proceeds fro. its sale; o^esII^te^ost^S ETiuT "» 

fLToSStSo'S^^rS Ts^oilt^e^aSf ^a bUSineSS « 

esti-ated cost of J^U^in^taflSl ST^STitS. ^ 

In  lieu of all moving payments described above,  a business mav «i«^. 



-3- 

~ S»*'SSSS'aSS'T=,S S7RL immediately precedina the £^0 aurmg the two taxable vearV 
relocated/if thftw? £xa£f£efr fare 'not^ ^ *»*»-• iT-• 
jay use another two-year period Xlt wou?d KfePreSentative'   ^ State 
Average annual net eaminfs  include J?v il      "T? rePresentative. 
business to the owner,   owner's snL^nr***115?3-011 paid by ^e 
period,     should a business be  in^  V°r dfPendents during the 
owner of the businesl mly sZtu   b2^f?-tS? ^ ^^ tW0 ^ars'   the 

or certified finan^al St^.Sriff&ri^SrE S^S"' 
Displaced farms and non-profit oro*ni,a^~ 
actual reasonable movingcosts UD to S i??S are alS0 eligit>le for 
tangible personal property,   sLrchrJL*!'  f^1131 direct ^ses of 
reestablishment expenses lp JHS SS^r J ? $i'000 ^ 
actual moving expenses of  $1,000 to S?0 nan    ^ ^^^ "in lieu of 
that a displaced farm mav be ««?H » J?0?000-     T^e state may determine 
$20,000,  based upon^he ne^iJcofe of n*^ 0f $1'000 to a "-SS 2? 
has been relocated or the oart?^? £    ^Jarm'  Provided that the ftL 
change in the MturTof SiTfSj    a^"ition caused a substantial 
of- actual moving cls?s may S^de ?ft

S?De CaSes'  Pa^nts  -i„ Ueu 
affected by a partial acS3.ltlon      > operations that are 
eligible to revive a SSS JaJ^t Sr

n??'pf?flt ^anization is 
payment,   in the amount of ^oE? £ gn•*1?* 0f" actual Bovin9 cost 
revenues less admin^trative'e^ensel?  '     0 based 0n gross ««««1 

available in the -Relocalfon Xsf?SnS-  "°n-Profit organizations is 
distributed at the ouhiT^ S-C^      * brochure that will be 
displaced persoS? *       1C hearin9 f0r ^^ Pro^ot and be gi^n to 

r^;^ fusing is not available to 

studies must S coveted bft^e St^n-^ *** reho^ing.    LSiJed 
"housing as a  last ?eIoS« Ja^L uSnz^    ^ Adfflin^tration befo« 

sSirLt SSSLd'Sth'S'rt.S:^?: ^^ Hi9hWay Administration 

housing „ittii Se^f?^^,f?mparal'le *'=«•*.  safe and sanitary 
and has heen -S^SS^fi Snis^aS2t

pJ^nl:OUSln' 1S^ Pla~ " ^ 



David L: Winstead 

Maryland Department of Transportation HaiKaLoff 
State Highway Administration Administrator 

MFMORANDUM 

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

ATTN: Mr. LeRoy Carrigan 
Project Manager 

-it 
FROM: Joseph R. Kresslein - 

Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

DATE: February 2,1996 

SUBJECT:    Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 From MD 235 to Pegg Road 
Environmental Considerations/Compliance Checklists 

Attached are the completed Environmental Considerations and Compliance Checklists 
for the subject project. Key environmental points found in the MD 237 Finding of No 
Significant Impact are summarized in these forms. Location Approval was granted by 
the Federal Highway Administration October 23,1995. 

To ensure follow-through on project commitments, both sets of checklists should be 
attached to the formal transmittal conveying the project from this division to the 
Highway Design Division. 

The Compliance Checklist identifies those environmental commitments which are a 
condition of Location Approval. Should any changes be made, an environmental 
reevaluation must be requested. Proposed changes should be submitted to the Chief, 
Environmental Planning-Documentation Section, Project Planning Division, for review. 

The Considerations Checklist identifies all environmental concerns relevant to the 
project and highlights those environmental factors which may require additional study. 
The rationale for a decision to reject a consideration should be submitted to the Chief, 
Environmental Planning-Documentation Section, Project Planning Division. 

My telephone number is  

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 . Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
t j^-- --. 



PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE* CHECKLIST 

PAGE ^q3 

CONTRACT NO.: SM 757-101-571 
PROJECT:JdD_m  

FEIS APPROVED:  
FONSfAPPROVED:_lQ/22/21 

TT7.TI1VfTMT- from MD 235 to Pegg Road LOCATION APPROVAL:_iGZ22Z21 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL- 
FACTOR 

RELOC. 

MITIGATION 
COMMITMENT 

SELECTED . 
ALTERNATE 6 WILL 
REQUIRE 1 
RESIDENTIAL 
RELOCATION 
AFFECTING 2 
FAMILIES. 

SOURCE OF 
COMMITMENT 

F0NSin-l.III-15 

WHEN 
SCHED. 

PHASE IV 

HISTORIC 
SITES/ 

DISTRICTS 

ARCHEO. 
SITES 

E.A. 1-5 

FONSI111-19 

PHASE II SURVEY 
REQUIRED AT 
ARCHEOLOGY SITE 
18ST608. 

PARKS 

SELECTED 
ALTERNATE 6 
REQUIRES 
REPLACEMENTMENT 
OF 3.93 ACRES FOR 
PARKLAND IMPACTS 
TO ST. MARY'S 
COUNTY REGIONAL 
PARK. 

E.A. 1-5. IV-5 

FONSI 111-19 

PLANNING 

WILDLIFE 
AREA 

VEG. 

THE ROADWAY 
CENTERLINE WILL BE 
SHIFTED EASTWARD 
10 FEET FROM 1.200 
FEET NORTH TO 500 
FEET SOUTH OF 
JARBOESVILLE RUN. 
THE VERTICAL SAG 
POINT WILL BE 
LOCATED 
APPROXIMATELY 200 
FEET NORTH OF 
JARBOESVILLE RUN. 

E.A. 1-3. V-l THRU 
V-5 

FONSI 111-19, IV-1 
THRUIV-6 

PHASE IV 

PHASE IV 

FONSI VI.102 

DIVIS. 
TO 

CONTACT 
PHONE# 

RELOCATION 
ASSISTANCE 
333-1670 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PLANNING 
545-8550 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PLANNING 
545 8550 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PLANNING 
545-8550 

PROJECT 
PLANNING 
DIVISION 

545-8525 

DATE 
IMPLE- 

MENTED 

COMMENTS* 

SEE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

NO HISTORIC STANDING 
STRUCTURES/DISTRICTS IN 
THE PROJECT AREA. 

SEE ADDITONAL COMMENTS 

SEE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

ALTERNATE 6 IS CONSISTENT 
WITH THE ST. MARY'S 
COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE 
PLAN ADOPTED IN 1982. 



/ w 
PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE* CHECKLIST 
PAGE 2 of 3 

i CONTRACT NO-SM 757-101-571 
PROJECT:_MI1222  

FEIS APPROVED:  
FONSI APPROVED._lQZ22Z2i. 

TFUMTNT- from MD 235 to Pegg Road LOCATION APPROVAL:Ji}Z22ai 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
FACTOR 

MITIGATION 
COMMITMENT 

STRUCTURE 

WATER 

DNR PERMIT 

404 PERMIT 

SOURCE OF 
COMMITMENT 

E.A. 1-7, 1-8 

FONSI 111-20 

E.A. 1V-8 

FONSI 111-25 

WHEN 
SCHED. 

PHASE IV 

FONSI III 

FLOOD- 
PLAIN 

WETLANDS 

COAST GUARD 
PERMIT 

SELECTED 
ALTERNATE 6 
IMPACTS 
APPROXIMATELY 0.71 
ACRE OF NON-TIDAL 
WETLANDS. 

PHASE IV 

DIVIS. 
TO 

CONTACT 
PHONE# 

BRIDGE DESIGN 
DIVISION 
545-8060 

DATE 
IMPLE- 

MENTED 

PHASE IV 

E.A. IV-17 

FONSI IH-U 

COASTAL 
ZONE 

MANAGE- 
MENT 

CHESA- 
PEAKE BAY 
CRITICAL 

AREA 

PHASE IV 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PROGRAMS 
DIVISION 
545-8610 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PROGRAMS 
DIVISION 
545-8610 

BRIDGE DESIGN 
DIVISION 
545-8060 

PHASE IV ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PROGRAMS 
DIVISIONS 
545-8610 

COMMENTS* 

SEE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

A WATERWAY 
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT WILL 
BE REQUIRED FROM 
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF 
THE ENVIRONMENT 

SEE COMMENTS UNDER 
WETLANDS HEADING. 

SELECTED ALTERNATE 6 
REQUIRES ENCROACHMENT 
(SEE ADDITIONAL 
COMMENTS) 

SEE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 



/ w 
PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE* CHECKLIST 
PAGE 3 of 3 

/ 

/ 

CONTRACT NO. rSM 757-101-571 
PROJECT:^ID-222  

FEIS APPROVED:  
FONSI APPROVED:_LQ/22/25. 

TTTCMINT- frnm MD 235 tn Pegg Road LOCATION APPROVAL:20123125. 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
FACTOR 

SOILS 

NOISE 

HAZ. MAT. 
SITES 

»*A 
D 
D 
I 
T 
I 
0 
N 
A 
L 

C 
0 
M 
M 
E 
N 
T 
S 

MITIGATION 
COMMITMENT 

SOURCE OF 
COMMITMENT 

WHEN 
SCHED. 

PHASE IV 

DIVIS. 
TO 

CONTACT 
PHONE# 

OFFICE OF 
ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
DESIGN 
545-8581 

DATE 
IMPLE- 

MENTED 

COMMENTS* 

NOISE ABATEMENT NOT 
REASONABLE OR FEASIBLE AT 
ANY OF THE NSA'S STUDIED 

RELOCATION „„.„   _. 
ALL RELOCATIONS WILL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE "UNIFORM RELOCATION ASSISTANCE AND LAND ACQUISITION POLICIES ACT 
OF 1970-, AS AMENDED IN 1987: THE SHA ESTIMATES THAT ALL RELOCATIONS WILL BE ACCOMPLISHED WITHIN 12 TO 18 MONTHS. 

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES 
A PORTION OF ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE 18ST608 LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE OF MD 237 WILL BE SUBJECT TO PHASE II SITE 
EXAMINATION TO DETERMINE WHETHER IT IS ELIGIBLE FOR INCLUSION IN THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES ONCE THE 
RIGHT-OF-WAY HAS BEEN PURCHASED. 

PARKS 
APPROXIMATELY 3.93 ACRES WILL BE REQUIRED FROM ST. MARYS COUNTY REGIONAL PARK. TWO PARKLAND REPLACEMENT AREAS 
CONTIGUOUS WITH THE EXISTING ST. MARY'S RIVER STATE PARK HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED.   COORDINATION WITH MARYUND 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES (POS) IS ON- GOING TO FINALIZE PARKLAND REPLACEMENT. 

WATER/STRUCTURE 
JARBOESVILLE RUN WILL BE CROSSED BY SELECTED ALTERNATE 6. A COMMITMENT HAS BEEN MADE TO USE A TRIPLE CELL BOX 
CULVERT WITH CELLS MEASURING 12x13 AND 1U13. ALONG WITH GRAVITY BLOCKS AND DEPRESSED RIP RAP .   COMMITMENTS 
REGARDING THE JARBOESVILLE RUN STREAM CROSSING ARE SPECIFIED ON PAGE 111-10 IN THE MD 237 FONSI AND ON THE ATTACHED 
LETTER FROM THE ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS DATED MARCH 20, 1995. 

UPON APPROXIMATELY ONE ACRE OF THE 100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN ASSOCIATED WITH JARBOESVILLE RUN. THE PROPOSED 
ENCROACHMENT WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT UPSTREAM WATER SURFACE ELEVATIONS OR STORAGE CAPACITY AND 
THEREFORE, DOES NOT REQUIRE A FLOODPLAIN FINDING. 

WFTLANDS 
THE AUD AND ALBAL'GH WETLAND MITIGATION PROPERTIES HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED AS WETLAND REPLACEMENT SITES. IN ADDITION 
TO WETLAND CREATION  1 200 LINEAR FEET OF STREAM BANK VEGETATIVE PLANTING (WITH AN APPROXIMATELY 25-FOOT BAND 
WIDTH) OR REFORESTATJON OF 1.4 ACRES OF FLOODPLAIN THAT HAS NO EXISTING VEGETATION. IS REQUIRED.  EXACT LOCATIONS 

FOR THE PLANTING WILL BE IDENTIFIED DURING FINAL DESIGN. 

COMPLIANCE WITH A COMMITMENT IS A CONDITION OF PROJECT APPROVAL. CHANGES ARE NOT IN ORDER EXCEPT UNDER EXTRAORDINARY. 
UNFORESEEN CIRCUMSTANCES. IF CHANGES ARE CONTEMPLATED FOR ANY REASON. THE ASSISTANT DIVISION CHIEF OF ENVIRONMENTAL 

PLANNING MUST BE NOTIFIED IMMEDIATELY. 



PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS* 

m 
PAGE 1 OF 3 

CONTRACT NO.: SM 757-101-571  
PROJECT: MD 237 FROM MD 235 TO PEGG RD. 

MANAGER: CARRIGAN/JOHNSON 
ALTERNATIVE(S): ALTERNATE 6  
STATUS: FY CONSTRUCTON 

DEIS/FEIS APPROVAL:  
EA/FONSI APPROVED:  10/23/95 
D4(f)F4(f) APPROVED: 10/23/95 
LOCATION APPROVAL: 10/23/95 
REEVALUATION DATE(S):  

—<*:  
FACTOR LOCATION MmGATTVE 

FEATURE/REFERENCE 
COMMENTS/ 

COORDINATION •• 

RELOCATION 
J_DWELLINGS 
^BUSINESSES 
0 FARMS 

FONSIII-l.m-lS RESIDENTS AFFECTED WILL BE 
RELOCATED. ALL RELOCATIONS 
WILL BE ACCOMPLISHED WITHIN 12 
TO 18 MONTHS OF PROPERTY 
PURCHASED. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST. 

HISTORIC 
SITES/DISTRICTS 

JLNATIONAL REGISTER 
^.INVENTORY (I) 

E.A. 1-5 
FONSI111-19 

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES 
JJDENTIFIED 

POSSIBLE 

PARKS 
_LPUBLIC 
0 PRIVATE 

PLANNING 

E.A. I-S. IV-5 
FONSI III-19 

E.A. 1-3. V-l THRU V-S 
FONSI 111-19. IV-1 THRU IV-6 

E.A. 1-5 
FONSI III-9 

WILDLIFE 

FONSI 111-25 

VEGETATION 

WATER 

JCLASS 
JLSTRUCTURE 
_X.STREAM CROSSING 
J(.PERMITS 

(DNR, 404, 
COAST GUARD) 

E.A. 1-7. 1-8 
FONSI 111-24. 111-25 

NO HISTORIC STANDING 
STRUCTURES IN PROJECT 
AREA. 

PHASE II TESTING WILL BE 
REQUIRED AT 1 ARCHEOLOGICAL 
SITE, AFTER RIGHT-OF-WAY HAS 
BEEN PURCHASED. 

APPROXIMATELY 3.93 ACRES OF ST. 
MARY'S COUNTY REGIONAL PARK 
WILL BE REQUIRED BY SELECTED 
ALTERNATE 6. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST. 

THERE ARE NO KNOWN 
POPULATIONS OF FEDERALLY 
LISTED THREATENED OR 
ENDANGERED SPECIES IN THE 
PROJECT AREA. 

A TRIPLE CELL BOX CULVERT IS 
PROPOSED AT THE JARBOESVILLE 
RUN STREAM CROSSING. 

THE PROPOSED 
IMPROVEMENTS ARE 
CONSISTENT WITH STATE 
AND LOCAL PLANS. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST 



PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS* 

PAGE 2 OF 3 

CONTRACT NO.: SM 757-101-571  
PROJECT: MD 237 FROM MD 235 TO PEGG RD. 
MANAGER: CARRIGAN/JOHNSON 

ALTERNATIVEfS^: ALTERNATE 6  
STATUS: FY CONSTRUCTON 

DEIS/FEIS APPROVAL:  
EA/FONSI APPROVED:   10/23/95 
D4(f)F4(f) APPROVED:M23/95 
LOCATION APPROVAL: J0/23Z9L 
REEVALUATION DATE(S):  

? * 

TACTOR LOCATION MITIGATTVE 
FEATURE/REFERENCE 

COMMENTS/ 
COORDINATION •• 

FLOODPLAIN 

E.A. 1-8. rV-7 
FONSI in-20.111-21 

APPROXIMATELY ONE ACRE 
OF FLOODPLAIN 
ENCROACHMENT IS 
REQUIRED (SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST) 

WETLANDS 

E.A. 1-9 THRU Ml. IV-10THRU IV-14 
FONSI 111-21 THRU 111-24 

PFO/A    TYPE 
.71 ACREAGE 

COASTAL ZONE 
MANAGEMENT (CZM) 

CHESAPEAKE BAY 
CRITICAL AREA 

SOILS 

AIR 

E.A. 1-7. IV-6 

WETLAND REPLACEMENT WILL 
OCCUR AT THE AUD AND 
ALBAUGH SITES. STREAMSIDE 
TRI 
JAB 
AS5 
AU 

•< 

A CONDITIONAL PHASE I 
PERMIT HAS BEEN 
REQUESTED. 

COMPLIANCE 
CKLIST. 

'A 

f 
/ 

/ 

E.A. M1.IV.15THRUIV-22 
FONSI 111-26 THRU 111-28 

NOISE 

HAZ. MAT./ 
WASTE 

E.A. 1-12 TO 1-13. IV-22 THRU IV-35 
FONSI 111-29 THRU 111-39 

NO IMPACT TO PRIME 
FARMLAND SOILS WILL 
OCCUR WITH THE PROPOSED 
IMPROVEMENTS. 

NO VIOLATIONS OF 
STATE/NATIONAL AMBIENT 
AIR QUALITY STANDARDS 
WILL OCCUR WITH THIS 
PROJECT. 

NOISE MITIGATION IS NOT 
REASONABLE/FEASIBLE. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST 



PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS* 

PAGE 3 OF 3 

CONTRACT NO.: SM 757-101-571  
PROJECT: MD 237 FROM MD 235 TO PEGG RD. 
MANAGER: CARRIGAN/JOHNSON 
ALTERNATIVE(S): ALTERNATE 6  

STATUS: FY CONSTRUCTON 

DEIS/FEIS APPROVAL:  
EA/KONSI APPROVED:  10/23/95 
D4(f)F4(f) APPROVED: 10/23/95 
LOCATION APPROVAL: 10/23/95 
REEVALUATION DATE(S):  

$ 

A 

FACTOR LOCATION MmGATTVE 
FEATURE/REFERENCE 

COMMENTS/ 
COORDINATION ** 

ADDITIONAL 
COMMENTS ** 

AN ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION MUST BE EXAMINED AND A DECISION MADE TO ACCEPT OR 
REJECT IT.  RATIONALE FOR THE DECISION MUST BE PRESENTED TO THE ASSISTANT DIVISION CHIEF 
OF ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING. 


