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Enclosed for your information is the approved Finding of No Significant Impact/Section 
4(f) Evaluation for the MD 237 project. This document has been prepared in accordance 
with 23 CFR 771. 

The selected alternate for the MD 237 project is Alternate 6. Alternate 6 reconstructs the 
existing four lane section (three northbound lanes and one 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. This section of MD 237 would consist of five (11 foot) lanes 
with a one foot offset at the inside/outside curbs. 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 that would allow for two 
lanes in each direction and a continuous center left turn lane. The remainder of the MD 
237 roadway will be dual 11 foot roadways with seven feet of backing and separated by a 
20 foot raised grassed median. Seven feet of backing would be provided beyond the 
roadway to insure pedestrian safety and allow for the construction of sidewalks. 

Distribution of the Finding of No Significant Impact/Section 4(f) Evaluation is made on 
behalf of the Federal Highway Administration in accordance with 23 CFR 771. 

Very/truly yours 

Neil J. PederseA^ilTirector 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
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Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
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Federal Highway Administration 
Region 3 

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, Alternate 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 Alternate, 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. 

I o-23-^S" ttjLt.h 
Date ^^Tederal Highway Administration 

Division Administrator 
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Mary/and Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administralor 

April   16,   1992 

MEMORANDUM 

IsUv*** 

TO:      Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

FROM: Neil J. Pedersen, Director <*. *. \ 
Office of Planning and ^ f 
Preliminary Engineering 

SUBJECT:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 — MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

i!!?fn«dKaf; SUini;aries ot
A   
the Select Alternate for Recommendation 

meeting held on January 4, 1991, and two Director's Review meet- 
inlicate\Z  JSi^?' "^ "0 November 5, 1991.  The summaries 
indicate the additional alternates that have been studied as a 
result of citizen and county official input.  Also attached is a 
comparison of alternates chart and a description of the selected 
alternate, Alternate 6, which you selected at the December 5 
1991 Quarterly Review meeting. ' 

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 Highway 
Administration will be received in June of this year. 

I concur with the recommendation to proceed with the above listed alternate. ^wc ixtotea 

CONCURRENCE,: 

Hal Kassoff, Administrator 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 

•»«,, ,r,- » 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., Baftimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
i_.-i 
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Alternate 6 

Alternate  6  - This alignment was developed usina 4 0 mnh ***< 
"tnlllM0 "hUo? it^-^Z^y i».pactsPfndU|os?s?0 rw^l"9" utilize as much of the existing roadway as possible      The 
tit ^=%0ri9ina1^ Pr°Pos^ ^e reoonstruftion ol MD ^7 to a 
two-lane roadway with full depth shoulders and nine feet of 

££8.9SE12L ca^f6-6  (tWO-lane initial i^ove»en?,f would 

beenproposed^s^tLa'te^ptions^or'Mfer^r^^he^rfiH?11? 

poSJrT" ^^inlstlat^r^e 1 ^te^ale'" /SSM""^ 

?£caTs%ct?^^^ 

?«nnr?!te 6
+.would.begin with the reconstruction of the existing 

S1deianLrUl?hnroooSL
edeStJian Safety and ^1°""or^oslLle 

sou?h^nd lint at thr!„^»^WOUld^rOV^e an 'OOitional 

Sysnfes&?£ r^ ""^ Lb;anirtrocteheetery- 

x:ixi2e the 100 foot dedication established through coordination      
W 
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-^ K1"; "J^1? f0ynty Parks and Recreation. This shift will 
llll~  iP to+.;

iniini?e ^e impacts to residential properties 
IZlt    fr?° the Regional Park.  The alignment then continues 
^S- J•1?1!?? residential Properties by shifting to ?he ealt 
side of existing MD 237 approximately 1000 feet south of 
Rutherford Boulevard.  The proposed alignment then shifts back to 
the lilt ITS  nJrth.°5.Jarboesville Run^and continues south tl 
the west side of existing MD 237 to avoid direct inmacfca Jn ?JL 
Fox Chase Village - HUD apartments. A structure ill? bl D?OV?S*H 
^HJ2rb?rKille RUn:  The ProP0^d bridge would be 75 Set J• 
and would be approximately seven feet above Jarboesville Run 9 

Sn/it?""^ Provided the ^ortest bridge leng?h of 111  thi 
13    alJernftf?-  It then shifts to the east to follow the 
PISOS RoL^1^1^ m 22l  Until ^ ^tersects with the county's 
lllll I      I • The ProPosed roadway would not require any    y 
reconstruction of MD 237, between Peggs Road and MD 2^6  This 
section of existing MD 237 would be constructed with thi MD 2L 

lllltllk  at1hensameSfOVe?S and left-tu- storag^lanes^l^be 

Memorial Gardens, Horsehe^d Road, Sancy Lane?'Sd ?2ggs Roal"60 

^e^XCfPti0n " the realignment of Norris R^ad and H^it? R^ad 

1-3 
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Note: Alternate 6 includes a 300 foot bridge cost to span the 
wetlands at Jarboesville Run.  The proposed bridge is 
75 feet and would reduce the cost by $2.2 million for a 
total cost of $20.9 million. 

1-4 
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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATOR HAL KASSOFF 

May 21, 1993 

CONCURRENCE WITH PRIOR ACTTON 

A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is being prepared on 
the project listed below.  Location approval will be requested 
from the Federal Highway Administration, recommending Alternate 
6, a four-lane divided curbed roadway with a 20-foot raised arass 
median. ' 

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, 1991. 

/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 

1-5 
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II. Comparsion of Alternates 

Analysis Alt. 
2A 

Alt. 
2B 

Alt. 
3A 

Alt. 
3B 

Sel. 
Alt. 6 

Alt. 
7 

Socioeconomic Environ. 
1.Relocations 

a. Residential 
b. Business 
c. Farm 

2.Minorities 
3.Parkland(Impact) 
4.Land Use Consis. 
5.Historic Sites 

19 
1 
0 
0 
5.68 
yes 
0 

19 
1 
0 
0 
6.18 
yes 
0 

34 
0 
0 
0 
0 
yes 
0 

34 
0 
0 
0 
0 
yes 
0 

1* 
0 
0 
0 
3.93 
yes 
0 

23 
0 
0 
0 
0 
yes 
0 

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. 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0.94 
1.34 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0.92 
1.31 

0 
1 
0 
0 
1.53 
2.44 

0 
1 
0 
0 
1.51 
2.44 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0.99 
0.71 

0 
1 
0 
0 
1.45 
1.90 

Noise 
1.Number NSA's that 
Equal or Exceed 
abatement criteria 

7 7 4 4 6 3 

Air Quality 
l.CO violations of 1-hr. 
or 8-H\hr. standards None None None None None None 

Cost (Million S) 
Engineering/Right-of-Way 
Coonstruction 
Total 

7.2M 
19.3M 
26. 5M 

7.3M 
19. 0M 
26.3M 

8.8M 
22. 7M 
31. 5M 

9.1M 
22. 0M 
31.1M 

3.6M 
17. 3M 
23.1M 

10. 2M 
20. 2M 
30.4M 

* The difference in relocat :ions fo r alter nate 7 in the chart II 
Comparsion of Alternates and Summary of Alternates table on page 1-4 
is due to counting Foxchase Village, the HUD development, as one 
relocation on the Summary of Alternates chart and as eight relocations 
in the Comparsion of Alternates table. 
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HI.     SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.    Project Location 

MD 237 (ChanceUors 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 functionally 
classified as a major collector which carries commuter and local traffic. The 
geometric design of the existing roadway is substandard, consisting of sharp 

m-i 
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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 in-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. 

m-2 
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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. 

2.     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. 

4. 
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B.    Alternates 

1-      Alternates Presented at the Public Hearing 

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 
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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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. 

e.      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 3.0meter (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. 

c.      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        P 
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 Corps  of 
Engineers, the Maryland Department of Natural Resources and the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, the Selected Alienate 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. 

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 Selected Alternate 

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. 

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 (81.8%) 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. 
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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 military 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. 

b.     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 Titie VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and related 
civil rights laws and regulations which prohibit 
discrimination on the grounds of race, color, sex, national 
origin, age, religion, physical or mental handicap in all 
state Highway Administration program projects funded in 
whole or in part by the Federal Highway Administration. 
The State Highway Administration will not discriminate 
in highway planning, highway design, highway 
construction, the acquisition of right-of-way, or the 
provision of relocation advisory assistance. This policy 
has been incorporated into all levels of the highway 
planning process in order that proper consideration may 
be given to the social, economic, and environmental 
effects of all highway projects. Alleged discriminatoiy 
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 H 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 H 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 HI data recovery is 
carried out, avoiding the requirement for Section 4(f) 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. 

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 Wetland 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 .54/.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 wetiand 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 wetiands, 
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, Hood flow dissipation, nutrient uptake, food chain 
support, sediment removal and to extend the riparian corridor. It is anticipated that      J 
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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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 OUR 35 ppm 
Including Background concentration. 
R = Relocation 
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TABLE "? 
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 

S/NAAOS - ft * 
1.0 

rairs O nnm 
1.1 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.2 

including Background concentrations 

In the Environmental Assessment for this project, a detaUed 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. 

in-28 



57 

m 

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 detaUed 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. 

NSA 5A " (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 
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 $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 meter 
(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. 

NSAJ7 -(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. 

NSAJS - (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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NSA 10 - (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. 

NSAJI (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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Table 5 

Receptor Site Leq Noise Level, dBA Barrier 
Length 
Height 

Total 
Cost 

Number of Residence Cost Per 
Residence 
Protected 

Ambient No 
Build 

Selected 
Alternate 6 

Impacted Protected 

1 63 63 65 No analysis required 

2 65 67' 68' 290.4x2.1 
(1320x7) 

$304,920 9 5 $60,984 

3, 55 60 70' Point on the right-of-way 

42 65 65 691 286.5x.61 
(940x2) 

$186,120 5 5 $60,910 

52 63 64 72' 675.3x3.7 
(575x12) 

$113,250 3 3 $44,420 

5A2 64 66' 69, 658.4x4.3 
(2160x14) 

$498,550 14 14 $35,640 

62 67' 68' 67' 213.4x3.7 
(700x12) 

$138,600 3 3 $46,200 

7 65 61 70 580x3.4 
(1900x18 

$376,200 5 5 $72,240 

8 60 66' 721 250x4.9 
(830x16) 

$219,120 11 4 $54,780 

92 59 64 71 520x5.5 
(1700x18) 

$507,000 8 4 $126,750 

104 64 58 65 No analysis required 

11 63 62 70 182.9x3.7 
(600x12) 

$118,800 1 1 $118,800 

1.  Approaches or exceed Ft IWA Nois e Abatement Cr iteria. 
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 
signing 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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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. 
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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 in 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 portions 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, direcdy 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        W 
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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m 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 in 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 point 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 foUows 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 in 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 Lane including one low income HUD development, Fox 
Chase Village located south of JarboesviUe 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). 

I.      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. 9 

& 
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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 
pro;} ect. 

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 subseguent to the Public Hearing are 
discussed in 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 

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: 

St. Mary's County requested and supports Selected 
Alternate 6. The western alignment was studied, 
included in the Environmental Assessment and addressed 
at the public hearing a short time after Mr. 
Willenborg's statement.  This alternate was dropped 
from consideration due to additional park impacts, 
additional stream crossings, higher cost and lack of 
safety improvements to the existing road. 

3.   Statement:    Unidentified Speaker 

Would like to see a controlled access highway like 
the one at Solomon's which transitions into a bypass. 
This option would limit the number of entrances and 
allow traffic to move at 50 mph and people would be 
allowed to safely leave their homes. 

Response: 

A controlled access highway would require service 
roads to be constructed on each side of MD 237 which 
would require additional right-of-way, impact more 
houses, businesses and more park property.  For these 
reasons, a totally access controlled roadway was not 
considered a viable solution. 

Statement: 

Very concerned about the number of driveways, 
intersecting roadways and circuitous travel pattern 
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 a posted 
speed limit of 30 or 35 mph, median breaks along MD 237 
will be strategically placed to minimize circuitous 
travel patterns. 

Statement: 

Concerned that the project limits MD 237 at MD 235 
and MD 237 at MD 246 are both high accident locations 
and neither are a part of the MD 237 study 
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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. 

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 
privately owned properties.  If land owned by 
individuals is required for stormwater management 
areas, will the owners be compensated? 

Response: 

The location of stormwater management facilities 
will be determined during the final design phase of the 
project.  If any additional land is required, it will 
be purchased along with land needed for the roadway 
improvements by our District #5 Right-of-way Office. 

6.   Mr. Rex L. Allen, Pastor 
Lexington Park Church 

Statement: 

Concerned that most of the property required for 
this job is being taken from developed properties 
rather than some of the wooded lands or open fields. 
Believes that we should take look at who is beina 
affected. * 

Response: 

The Selected 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 land to reduce 
impacts to the developed properties.  Impacts to park 
property must be avoided unless there are no feasible 
and prudent alternatives to the use, in compliance with 
Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act (1966). 

Statement: 

Very concerned about the elevation of the proposed 
roadway because the Church is in a low lying area which 
creates puddles when it rains. How will the water drain 
from our existing properties? 

Response: 

The elevation 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. Mary'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 impacts 
associated with it.  This alignment required additional 
impacts to St. Mary's River State Park and cause the 
park to be divided.  The western alignment could 
require two crossings of tributaries of the St. Mary'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 project 
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 
level-of-service D and has a projected 2015 No-Build 
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 
alignment, which avoided the park property, it required 
that the alignment go further west in the vicinity of 
the landfill which is beyond the project area of the MD 
237 project. 

Statement: 

-.-.  Stated that a bypass to the west would eliminate 
all the problems caused by intersecting roadways and 
driveways. 1 

Response: 

Since January 1991, four new subdivisions have 
been approved along MD 237. with the additional 
residential traffic resulting from people living and 
who will live along MD 237, a roadway farther to the 
west would not satisfy the purpose and need of the MD 
237 project which is to eliminate existing and proposed 
congestion, reduce accidents and improve geometries on 
the existing roadway. 
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10. Mr. Ed Fennel 
Chancellors Run 

Statement: 

Wants to know how SHA is going to realign Hewitt 
Road and Norris Road and whether the realignment would 
require any relocations. 

0 

Response: 

Selected Alternate six does not propose to realign 
Norris 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 
proj ect. 

14.  Mr. George Little 
909 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Believes 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 
traffic as well as provide a safe and efficient roadway 
for emergency vehicles (fire, police and ambulance 
services). 

Statement: 

Suggested that the road be placed on the west side 
of the existing MD 237 roadway closer to the proposed 
developments and provide a limited access highway from 
those developments. 

Response: 

This proposal would result in additional parkland 
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impacts, additional stream crossings, create more 
wetland and floodplain impacts and a higher cost for 
this project. 

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 
activity.  The roadway will most likely be posted 30 or 
35 mph. 

16.  Mr. Szymanczyk 
418 Military Lane 

Statement: 

Would like to see existing MD 237 widened and 
would like to see 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. 

f\ 

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 
selected because it did not address the stated purpose 
and need for the project which is to improve safety and 
increase capacity. 

18. Ms. Daisy Walker 

Statement: 

Wants to know if the traffic studies for the 
design of Peggs Road, which is to relieve traffic on MD 
237 and take it directly to the Patuxent Naval Air Test 
Center, be factored into traffic studies for the desiqn 
of proposed MD 237. 

Response: 

The projections did factor in Peggs Road being 
completed. 

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 conjunction with this 
construction or do 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: 

Water, 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 signal 
and will be studied in the next phase of the project. 

20.  Mr. Gary Ferko 
Callahan Drive 

Statement: 

Would like to know if any thought was given to not 
using the 20* wide median to avoid taking property. 
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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 
shifts to the east and takes houses and continuing 
south the alignment shifts to the west to avoid houses. 
Suggest that we use a combination of alternates 2 and 3 
which would minimize residential impacts. 

Response: 

In the vicinity of Strickland Road Alternates 2 
and 3 differ in order to avoid impacts to St. Mary'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 
first avoid these resources and if this is not 
possible, then all planning 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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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PROJECT 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS DEVELOP   Lr 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 D! '"\-\- 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing n      - 

MD237 UHC |Z    2 32 hi  SO 
MD 235 to MD 246 

Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

NAME    $# *  WXS.     J'OJePH    £. -r/tert/*50/UxsL*r*    /Z- 'tJ - 96 

PRINT Ek^E   AnnRPft«   O//?/i'C£/J.0jeJ   /e/M' £0#D 

filTV/TOWM  f^/rr /V/US      STATP      &£> 7IP   CODE_££££il_ 

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

O.+ SA^J       *%<£.     &~    s»,-?     ALA£       OsyiM-     /Xn**^ •tflOfi/Ue-'   ^/^,( 

s&lf^ AJJOSS/S y^lsJ/' /?AJ^   .    --^      OWsL'     ^S/J^'^L/L, '  A/' 

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

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 
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MarylandDepartmentofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January 25, 1991 

RE:  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 BY Carrig4n| 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

NOTE: Alternate 6, the Selected Alternate, does straighten the roadway, and 
only dxsplaces one residence.  This Alternate requires an average of 60 
reet less rxght-of-way from your parcel than Alternate 2A 

My telephone number is   301-333-4582 

<».> ,«= B ..- 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 
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 

r<.'' •' • 

te u 
'* HH ''58 

NAME 

PLEASE 
PRINT ADDRESS 

.DATE. >?- I-GO 

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

.•7/7/-5   C^^j-hrr. ^    pr^ns,/   ;J> jtt    fn,,7,/ rm    /M    tUe?*, -h 

p rj -t sr#/w  far,Ahbhrr>/*k> 
?«-*>+ 43- 

^£L 

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

CD P   ase 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 Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator ^^ 

January 11, 1991 

RE: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

Mayjacfc Inc. 
P.O. Box 236 
Lexington Park, Maryland 20653 

To wnom it may concern: 

Tnank you for your interest in our MD 237 project planning 
study. Your comment endorsing Alternate 2B win be considered m 
tne decision of a selected alternate. 

Your company is already on our project mailing list so you 
will receive any future public announcements concerning tills 
project. 

If you Have any additional comments or questions, please 
contact me at (301) 335-4582 or toll free at 1-800-548-5026. 

Very truly yours, 

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

LeRoy B.l/Carrlgan(/ 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

by 

LHE:LBC:as 

NOTE: Alternate 6 is the Selected Alternate, 
of-way acquisition thita Alternate 2B. 

It results in less right- 

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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HARKINS-HUMPHREY ASSOCIATES, INC. 

CERTIFIED 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 2 A. 

Alternate 2A provides for the displacement of 20 residential units and businesses. This is 
14 fewer units than either Alternate 3A 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 pro jet is lower than either Alternate 3 A 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 

Vlr5 



9r Mr. Leroy Carrigan ' ^ 
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 3 A or 3B. 

We therefore support the upgrading of Maryland Route 237 and the approval of Alternate 
2A. 

Sincerely^ 

Robert^ILBattee 
Marke tinglvianager 
(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 

Hanclns-Humpnrey Associates 
12301 Old Columbia PiKe 
silver Spring, MD. 20904 
Attn: Mr. Robert R. Battee 

Inc. 

Dear Mr. Battee: 

TbanK you for your 
study. Your support for 
decision ma Icing process, 

interest in our MD 237 project planning 
Alternate 2A will be considered m the 

Your company is already on our project mailing list c/o 
Joanne L. Andrews so you will receive any future public 
announcements concerning tills 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: <$$&sG. 
LeRoy BVCarrlgan A 
Project Manager v 
Project Planning Division 

»OTE: 

# 

LHE:LBC:as 

Alternate 6, the Selected Alternate, would have fewer impacts to right-ol 
ijrciy, the envxronment, and would require only one residential displacement 
The cost for Alternate 6 is also less than Alternate 2A. See the 
comparison of Alternates table in the document for more information 

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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97 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PRGJEC-T 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS OEVELOPn 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 
n H; ' r 

Combined Location/Design Public Hearing n     ,       n ^o      ;G I    W 
MD237 0£C la    3 32ii;i  oJ    ^ 

MD 235 to MD 246 
ITnireday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. ^/• r>       o&sr? 

Great Mills High School ^b 3   ~ * f &-* 

NAME 

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

'VLeflflr     HAster    n-er      AiJ 

A iTtZA CflVp-      nf^=&K      pa^ 

Arc^iuttnoA)      ^p     MV     f>3f/jrg?yc   ^ 

f^-f AC.KtFT   . -TM /Pf^-DV      r-r>' 

<?-&. 

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

3 Please delete my/our nameis) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already W 
on the project Mailing List. y 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

January  11,   1991 

<?y 
O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

RE: Contract 
MD 237 - 
PDMS No. 

NO. SM 
MD 235 
183053 

757-101-571 
to MD 246 

Mr. Brynteson 
600 cnanceliors Hun Road 
Great Mills, Maryland 20634 

Dear Mr. Brynteson: 

Tnank you for your interest in our MD 237 project planning 
study, only tne planning pnase is currently funded for tnis 
IIVJ0.1:    R1«llt-of-way acquisition will not occur until we nave 
selected an alternate and performed tne final engineering  If 
plea8eVcontIc?eneral QUe8tlon8 concerning property aquisition 

Ms. Susan K. Bauer, cnief. 
District #5 Office of Real Estate 
State Hlgnway Administration 
138 Defense Hlgnway 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 
(301) 841-5464 

fiirnpI0m,Sf?.Cnrrently 0n 01ir malllI1« ll8t an<l will receive any future public correspondence concerning tnis project. 

If you nave any additional comments or questions, nlease 
contact me at (301) 333-4582 or toll free atYaoo-^S-^ofe 

Alternate 6 is the Selected very truly yours, 
Alternate and will only JV/UIO, 

o?q^+
Slight SlTip  taki°g Louls H. Ege, Jr. of rxght-of-way from your Deputy Director 

parcels.  Nothing beyond the office of Plannin* and 
?i^dng PhaSe ^ been Preiimmary'lnglSfe??^ 

toy:  ^F^B.&w*^ 
LeRoy Bijcarrigan 0 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHErLBCras 
cc:     Ms.   Susan K. Bauer 

^ 
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 
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 

PROJECT 
DEVEL0P?;£: 

DEC 13   9 31 i;ii '30 

NAME   /-^^^   ynWnic 
PLEASE <^M^.  iUb^arix., 
PRINT        ADDRESSj_oj aeft.<fe>f.AA      ViA- 

_DATE. fl~ 

CITY/TOWN jjviftr Mijic 

13/70 

.STATE. jkaiti. .ZIP CODE ̂ ^^ 

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

r* 
-^ 

\^v  ^-^k '^kj,~%i> 

% 
<jCs>rvQ-> 

1. V     V>JA.V^KS^ 

OrvNg^.'N>v^w>jA 

f 

V  > A LJN^ 
^ K^ 

&Sl/w>_Jg Ovv^ 

.JSrAsr^Ai' 

\=P 

grV^\. 

^t^^T^sxiS^ 
j 

PS^ Please add my/our name(s) to th 

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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Sfitov Mary/and Department of Transportation 

State Highway Administration 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
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: 

Thank you for your interest in our MD 237 project planning 
study. Alternate 3 was developed due to federal regulations 
requiring that all practical planning measures be undertaken to 
avoid or minimize impacts to 4(f) properties (historic sites 
public parks, waterfowl and wildlife refuges) for federally ' 
funded projects. Your opposition to Alternate 3 will be 
considered in our decision making process. 

Your name has been included on our project mailing list so 
you will 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. 

by: 

LHE:LBC:as 

Very truly yours, 

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

8. SlA/Vg^ 
Carrigan Q LeRoy 

Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

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 

*.* ,e« B ... Teletypewriter tor 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 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 

MD 237 
MD 235 to MD 246 

Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.ni. 
Great Mills High School 

John S. Allseed £ Barbara G. Allseed 
NAME       :&ry - A11-ccd ( ^tber)  HATP >TOT. 20,  1990 

p. p.-e ^O Chancellors Run RoadP.C. Box 213 
PRINT        ADDREfifi   Next door on Chancellors aar. Road   

CITY/TOWN    Great  T^.lls STATF        VBT^Iar^ 7IP  ennp      on^l. 

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

.The c'T.?'ert.*hel''*"i'r"T '"g.^rr'^+T^ <•>•? -rVi 

T^" ^— ' — ^^ -i^a-i , s-r r\     ,[      ^^^    IJ.nU.     11 Q I --T.r ,-j j—^—-. _^^Z__1!1^Z-^1^^__J-' J 

definite IT •j-.oroTP +^? -fi^-- o-f t,^a•r^j:,^^» -^otriti+j^^ T- ^-T^* +-HB-P
J

-
;
 ». v?ry.vTy>o p^^ T.T^.T^ 

tribstsirt-ialT Ircroase -^3 ?afet^r •"f the read,    ••••lrn«  t-V.-'.; a^-rcr.^r -.—•"Id cav.se far fe:ra 

erslsts v?t!-een C-r?^*- :?111H Trd •'-r)fv.,-..„-.i.rr,w  z' -" e  > T..^o^ ^0,0^ ^^^ +v,^ , !.+..^ T 

'think ever'^bod:- rlon^ the rcadTray could be easil^ ^acified.  If this aonroach is 

nbsoltrtoly irmossible th?n the only alternate +hat ^rese^t? r> ^^ ^-i  ,en'iv*^A«-. -^.yi^ 

• 

1« ?ivg  (5) nillicn doilers chaarer*    This in itgelf shtr^ld be the ^s 

c-graclallT in today1 s gconorric environr.ent« 
*•* -—^ — — — '- - ^   - «MM 

/^*» 

3t Fov.ld fcmact less t?etland,ycodls.r.d,    Sod laioivs *!s j^e ioc.-;r,^ or^r^v, 00 ^ + •? =. 

It is tro- that 2A or 2B vo^ld t^ »? or 6 acfceg o^ P^M^ ^. »n .*f...    nn,w v,.^ 

hundreds of acreg c^r ^-hare and a 100 ~r 1^0 ^^g-, „**„ «rr ^ +,ha >.^Q^0 v^^^, 

T^culd not affect ^hp pflT* a+, fliT.    T WP -K^^ vr „ ^^^^  ^-. ^^ „^ ^^^ ^UrJ: 

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

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

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already ^ft 
- on the project Mailing List. ~ 
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. i /JZ' 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PROJECT 

' P, Q*PHP; QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 
Contract No. SM 757-101-571, EDMS No. 183053 " n^£e *' 

Combined Location/Design Public Hearing ion 
MD.237 nEC  3    10 59 iJ» ^U 

MD 235 to MD 246 
Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 pjn. 

Great Mills High School 

John Eo Alljood aai Barber?. C-# Allgoc-d 
NAME       :^T 5. All~ood  ( :'other)  HATP       ?Ter.  ?0.  l°°n 

570 Chancellors ate Head P.O. Box 213 
nofi^r5^    AnrmrssITerrfc doer on Chnr-cellorg Rvr\ R^aiL PRINT 

niTY/TQWN -^rgst mils ftTATg       :fer^i?.nd       ?IP CODE—_2Q^3L_ 

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

+>t£ytr   hsT    •'••'*l   ^^''p   »-nn->    s   1 u0   •f>^'^x.   V* c'^T,   n-P   -•r'"''-  T.-rhon   -T-V^-I-   •^Tivt^»V>rc>o^    4-U0   T,r,„T^OT,4.T7. Mori 

X haTre leamsd thax "bhg dcTeloprsnt) on the old y.esrd vrm^.r^' ^gr radt? r.i1 >y,»<•>•» wo?? 

•"C*    .0    l^O    fOI*'    "^ pVl"*;    O'f   ""?""•   f"' O^f?    -h'no-i'W   »>Y.WT-ir>-«-i-tr   •n^m.^wi.-^r-    •!-.m^>-.^v»>;-. •.-: 

i   • 

/ 

•    ! 

| 

! '' 

•', 
i 

1 

r—1 Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

CZ1 Please delete my/our name(s) from theMalllng 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 pfcOJ£• >     r 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053     r P V f. L.C P    ' 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 

MD237 
MD 235 to MD 246 

Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

<=3 

^ 3 3.a"» 
• 

John 2. All~ocd ": 3?rbara r'-. /.ll'-ccd 
NAME      -"^^- ^. Al^ocd  ^ '^thsr  ^  HATP      Tec.  -,  loop 

57C Chancellors 2vsi Hoad 
pnf|^

E   ADPRFRS   ITert door on HbancQllors Rra P.^ari  

C1TY/TQWM   C-reat Tills STATP   -faT^i^H yio CQPP    2063J'. 

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

^hif?   IS   g-".^?lP~P^t   to   ro^eryhs   g°^f,  -hn  --OT.   ^^   TT^r,    -in.     icon, 

P^oace see encloged ^otc of ar+-'.r-le r-rj.rted \r Torsi noT-Tfrppr)^ T?,<,QO.    Pgr.vg 

and recr. have alre?dr incl^dod in tholr ^la^s r* *--,+. ^-f •,.*-,•,•, -p^-. -^-.y. v.^a^-    "^-tg 

is alternate 2A or 23.    The Co-xyz-'- Go^'« pr^p-rprr+.i-n- -nr^-p^T,^ or. ^«. ^^ r.+v,o*. 

article states. 

";ost reside^ta **.** +.n r^ofpi*.    ^^4.^.^ ^^^^ .-,, nu^^g gcv--u- (•'-l^^rf rrtr.) 

TTicrht  be   ?   •^o^p^pT.lo   ^^^ rr.       T   ^,   CT,^   g.^   ^.^   ^^^   ^.^   ^  ^^   _   __r^ 

traffic on it thafc Chano^TTn^F ^-^ ^r,a^ ^0<~.    trq+ ^-o. .•„ ^^ „ >,.^1  ^^^ ^^>. 

Projected   traf^'^    O-    ^py-.+.fV.Tn   r^lg+.   -ha   U^^T.aVTn    +0   P%0r>r.r>T T ^y.g   P-,,^, 

-r-'Oi-.ld also irte to renfr'o-' th-^-f- y-u-^^+g -3^  ^^ ^n T-Toi.7,lf. ^p^ip^p ,0-,^ n^-^g^ 

Of   this   Iriad   Of ^,0^-in-  00:^  V^ayR   ^rr-r ^^   rw,  TH!m4.   4-^   4.^^^   ^ ^^0   ^^ ,^,4. :r   " 

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

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

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

* 
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fey 
O. James Lighthtzer 

MarylanduepartmentofTransportation s«0'e'a,, 

State Highway Administration ^KS" 

6 

January 16, 1991 

BE: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

Tne Allgood Family 
570 cnancellors Hun Road 
P.O. Box 213 
Great Mills, MD. 20634 

Dear Allgood Family: 

Tnanlc you for your interest in our MD 237 project planning 
?«n^;JOULCOmments of Noven*>er 30tn and December 5tn about 
iJJ JTi^*?8 !iflstlng roa(1 ^ aaamg snoulders and turn lanes 
and Alternate 2A or 2B as a second cnolce are being considered. 

You are currently on our mailing list so you win receive 
any future public correspondence concerning tnis project. 

flnv .15??? 
y0? f0r tne artlcle froa tne Enterprise,  if you nave 

?!? !??J i? ?i1?
0?mentS.0r (lue8tlon8' 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: 
Lefioy B^ carrigan(i 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:as 

NOTE: The Selected Alternate, Alternate 6, will only relocate one 

My telephone number is ,  

*.* oe^c B ... Teletypewriter tor 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 
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 

NAME 

PRINT EmN
ATSE   APPPPim    /Vf     /f^S^     1*.**-  

»/^w 

CITV/TOWM  &-re*)t-Wr//s    fiTATP   ^t/^ ZIP  COOP   2**4  ^f 

ish to comment or inquire about the following aspects-of this project: 

/ 

r/^A^'e^Ld2^ 
Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* 

Please delete my/our naine(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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0. James Lightnizer 
Maryland Department of Transportation Secretary 

State Highway Administration H^SS 

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: 

Thank you for your interest in our MD 237 project planning 
study. Your comments about funding, a bike trail and the speed 
limit will be considered during our decision making process. 

You have been added to our project mailing list and you 
will receive any future public correspondence 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: 
CeRoy BV/ Carrigan^ LeRoy 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:as 
NOTE: Alternate 6    the Selected Alternate,   does not  include a bike trail 

but  the speed limit will most  likely be posted at  30 or 35 mph. 
•IVS ^0wfU??ing beyond the Planning phase .    Sidewalks will be 
considered by the county where there is pedestrian activity 

MytetophonenumiMris      301-333-4582  

„ mm Tdrtypwwrlter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 88*0451 D.C Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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LEXINGTON PARK CHURCH OF GOD 
P.O. Box 96 

Chancellors Run Road r n Q J ? C \ 
Lexington Park, Md. 20653 ' 

/07 

r !'• •'" 

November 23, 1990 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Project Planning Division 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Md. 21203 

Gentlemen, 

Let me commend you and the State of Maryland for its recognition 
of the much needed improvements to Hwy. 237 (Chancellors Run Rd). 
The heavxly traveled road is indeed over taxed and the proposed 
addition of two lanes is much needed and greatly appreciated. 

There are some concerns that we would like to address. We  the 
authors of this letter, are the elected board representing the 
members and friends of the Lexington Park, Church of God.  So 
this one letter represents the sentiments and voices of more than 
225 members. 

In October, when we were first notified of the meeting slated to 
be held at Great Mills High School, Nov. 29, 1990, we contacted 
your office and were told at that time, it appeared the state 
win access 18' to 25' of our approximate 260- of frontage. This 
computes to anywhere from 4680 sq. ft. to 6500 sq. ft. If this 
were frontage or land that were not being used for a constructive 
purpose, and had no potential use other than yard or decorative 
window dressing for the remainder of the property, then there 
would be no difficulty in your annexing the land. But, that is 
not the case. Annexing any amount of property, no matter how 
i . ,? 1:he a,nount' t0 our already inadequate parking and building 
facilities, will be a death blow to our church. 

To begin with, this will take approximately twenty parking spaces 
•Ti wf* "-J We haVe absolutely no alternative parking spaces 
available. The small area behind the church has two septic tanks 
and field lines. This prohibits parking in that area. Should we 
connect to city sewage, the cost would exceed $10,000.00. This 
amount does not include any gravel or pavement. Also, there is no 
entry to the church from that side of the property. In addition, 
the area behind the church is slated for a volleyball court and 
recreation area for the church youth and hopefully a playground 
for a future day-care facility. 

1 
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To take away twenty parking spaces would mean taking an average 
of 50 to 60 people out of our church services. Putting that into 
dollars and cents means that taking that much property would 
potentially cost the church $2500.00 a month in income. This 
would be catastrophic due to the fact that our weekly budget 
comes solely from donations. 

In addition to the immediate problems this would create, it would 
put an end to any growth potential that we now have. Also, it 
would force us to eventually go to two services on Sunday morning 
just to handle the congregants. This is not something that I as 
pastor have any desire to do. 

^ Another concern that we, as a body have, is the safety factor. 
Bringing the highway any closer in proximity to the physical 
structure could be extremely dangerous. In the past, we have had 
two signs that have been destroyed, power lines knocked down, the 
utility light ran into, and numerous accidents have taken place. 
The majority of these accidents have been one car accidents. They 
involved inebriates loosing control, careless drivers running off 
the road, etc. Those type of accidents will happen whether there 
are two lanes or twenty. The closer the road comes to the church, 
the greater  chance of someone being seriously injured or killed. 

\ Bringing route 237 closer to the church will mean the need for 
concrete and steel barriers to be placed along the entire fron- 
tage area in addition to the curb we trust you would be placing 
there. 

Also, with four lanes going in, reguardless of any posted speed 
limits, the traffic will move along even faster then it presently 
does. On several occasions our members have been rear-ended as 
they slowed to turn. At the least, there will need to be a cau- 
tion light, turning lanes, and signs posted. The reasoning behind 
that request is due to the fact that coming from one direction, 
drivers come over a hill and often they are traveling faster than 
the posted limit. Coming from the other direction, it is not only 
coming down a hill but also around a curve. Again, because of the 
already existing problem with speeders, and add to that any slip- 
pery roads or inclement weather, you can see why that particular 
area of highway warrants extra safety precautions. 

We only have 1.5 total acres. The county of St. Marys now 
requires all new churches being constructed to have a minimum of 
5 acres. They recognize the need for safety and growth potential. 
We are asking you do the same. Please, do not cripple us by 
taking "any" of our frontage. It is far more valuable to us than 
it could ever be to you. 

2 
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Thank you for your sincere consideration in this matter. We look 
forward to hearing from you. Any questions you wish to address to 
us, we will be more than happy to respond. 

Rev. Rex/L. Allen, Pastor 
Lexington Park, Church of God 

s/ 
s 

.,jft£gS^ff<£r?—"fez. 
Ken Harmon, Elder 

(/    *' •   //^-rJ 

Gary Ferko, Elder 

Tom Tena, Elder 

Estil Baker, Elder 

r - .•'    ,- 
/ * - 

Dale Hammet, Elder 

Larry Richards II' 

cc. File 
Church of God State Offices 
County Commissioner Buddy Loffler 
Attorney Hike Harris 
Church Members 

3 
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Maryland Department ofTrdnsportatwn 
State Highway Administration 

Richard H. Trainor 
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 your recent letter concerning our oronosed 
SSiSIET' t0,IID 2?7-  I understand y^r concern abou?P?hJ possible loss of parking spaces and safety. 

Although there are right-of-way impacts, the proposed 
roadway is actually about 15 feet farther tm  the chSrch 
property than the existing road.  The sight distance from the 
proposed roadway to the church entrance would be ?mproveS with 

straiah^n"2^1 ^ VertiCal •"*»•«*., which wouS straighten out the curves and hills in this area.  Also a left 
turn storage lane would be provided for south£ouAd trlffiS a? 
Sayre Court providing additional safety from rea?-end accidents 
while making U-turns into the church property! JoSSbSSS 

the chSrch   USe the left lane t0 aVOid Cars ^"^ right into 

This study is preliminary and every effort will be made in 
the engineering phase of the project to save the parking spaces 
we can look at the possible use of steeper side slopes  a 

shi?tnto9th
a11 0l reTert:ible eaSement a»d also a slight Alignment 

nSjf^ H • WeSt- AS a result of the <=o•nents made at a^gn,nent 

public hearing, we are investigating other possibilities 

„-:*.», If ^ have any additional comments or would like to meet 
Lie'S

Ut;ifihaSe conJact.lne or the project manager, LeJ Carrigan. 
548-5026 ^    (301, 333-4582 or toll free 1-800- 

NJP:ds 
cc:  Mr. 

Mr. 
Mr. 

Edward H. Meehan 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
LeRoy B. Carrigan 

NOTE: 

Very truly yours, 

^ \   fMAMr 

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

See response on next page. 

My telephone number is <ani> 333-1110 

•>«» •>»* » ... Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-^-SOM Statewide Toll Free 
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12 parking spaces, and SHA is confident that with a ff^iJf•  y affect 

letter). 4lso curbs 5il? ^e it tit 11 Tot UeltrtlL9    ag^aI", "* thlS 

^ 
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I/is 
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 

NAME      QAC^K £ *      fie^V^M^ -Xb nATC QP( NfQVf ^n 

CITY/TQWM   GggPT    M^LLSRTATF    A^ Z|p CODESQ^^L- 

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

3rfcrPRgr>g   ftvj^e,Pr<5g...-rk& R.c^Wft fti.se> SS^o^^  i^   A^vs.btofe.x-C!.o^r/,   T=o>g   -rgftT=rax\ 

fr^EJEfr,    »1TTH    »r\m    KHOM    Pfc^^   t--c\mife   ^^-TVr^   (^ot^-rwx-T-Tw^r^-r^    fWSgv 

TfcO£,      A-    ArLSO     WLM^Vkl   TtAto-    XS-T(nte««girM^r   ^^c^^    ^fj^Try-^aTT^S    CL-r^NjXPjeiVlO'rl y 

T^   -Tug    A.u-TC^'p^s^MftL. 'r'Rg^igyV   l^ccx&SriorTS> • WT^-to^o?-   AT>feQv>PgrTs    -\J^L- 

rH&StetgtVL.   MJg   Wfx^rs Pis  CfflUS TO   &»o1=OfcG^ Ttafe «5jrfeg&   LS-lv^Tr .TH^tg-^     ^^P^QS^R 

CD Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.*—. 
 __ J-SjrXO f»H  oyiasjaaafO , t^c^   «a.%Ji->? T^*^ 
^ Please delete my/our name(s) from the Mailing Llat*.-. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already ^s 
on the project Mailing List. 
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SffiA, Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

(G 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

BE: 

January n, 1991 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS No. 183053 

Mr. Jack E. Granam, Jr. 
446AA cnanceiiors Hun Hoaa 
Great Mills, Maryland 20634 

Dear Mr. Granam: 

stuar^rco^Jr^S sSou
0?rt

r MD 237 W'"" PI-IU.. 

if 
contact you nave any additional 

me at (301) 333-4582 or comments or questions, please 
ton free at 1-800-548-5026? 

Very truly yours, 

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

^  (1^QA^& 
0* 

LHE:LBC:a8 

LeHoy Bjjcarngan^ 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

-gyfr^v 

NOTE:   The Selected Alternate.  Alternate A    _4ii       •.     .. 
displacement and the sneed  iSfJ    ®1'n

Wl11 only have one 
(see Section  III  oftSfdoc^entK11 "^  likely *" .a0 ** 

My telephone number is 

aaa TCBC B.UI .Tetetypwwiter lor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383.7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-M0-492-50fi2 fitaf^iw. *•„•• e 

707 North Calvert St, Baltimore, mSSiSSSxT^ ^ ft" 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PRr   r^r 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS        CtV^fop'; 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 O1/ " 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 

MD237 CEE   3    f0 59li.i,SO 
MD 235 to MD 246 

Thursday, November 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

'Diaurxa.P.   ShrtcJlJo^nd DATP    it- 3O > QS 

PmNTSE    ADDPPSS       1 &      S+r- Sc-k. \cund    eoCLd  /'houzke.n (^recrf ftu/i* ^^ 

CITY/TQWM  ^rec-f    QSLLLU  RTATP       >^3 y.p ennp Q^(aS^-9l^^ 

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

NAME 

tE 
PRINT 

k^THfV-    ^P    ^o    nof     KV»P^f 

'Fu.-fu.ine.    su.bd/y ts/ons 

c")     or   -fbe,   s-Zo^e. pai-fc.  uAk.dzA   A.Q.S   a/rejoudu  ccLu-sejcf 

-       Thts     IS   "<x.     r^^g^^r     f>rat>le.r>r\    •&>*-   r**CLr> u     c>£    CL& . 

LJALt-r    -for-r^iakJbDL.    -for   o^.'-s-Ao^r>g<>    6e.-(-uje.e,n     le£+ 

djon'SrLC&ej'exfrio n   cp   Cu-rr-^rA-    •fci.x.pa.uejrs   Is   needed 

TJ^ 

Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing List.* / / /T-I-    »     ,  / 

—)(^ 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mafl are already 7 

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

on the project Mailing List. prM*u.r*i     ) r.^kdt   4> 



Sffiff 
MM     i    -i m       __. 0. James Lighthizer 
Maryiana Department of Transportation Secre,ary 
S/a/e Highway Administration ISSof 

January 25, 1991 

RE:  Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDHS No. 183053 

Ms. Diana P. Strickland 
119 Strickland Road 
Great Mills, Maryland 20634-9723 

Dear Ms. Strickland: 

.s*„„J
PhaSk yOU f0r I0"17 interest in 0«r MD 237 project planning 

study. Your comments concerning shoulders, u-turns and 
displacements will be considered during our decision making 
process. ^ 

If you have any further comments or guestions, 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: 
LeRoy BC/ Carrigan(^r 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:as 

NOTE: -STSAS ss^rsifssa--^.* gwtsar 

My telephone number is    301-333-4582  

•.» ^^^ » Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearina or Soeeeh 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.cVMetro vTSS^SSil Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert St, Baltimore, Maryland 21203.0717 
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B. Elected Officials 



BOARD OF 
in 

:   ST. MARY'S ©QflDNTY COMMISSIONERS 
P. O. BOX 653    .    GOVERNMENTAf CENTER    *:-AL^ARDTOWN. MARYLAND 20650 

    (301)475-5621 , '•'-   "• - * '   
;••>_«   \\ *- —— 

December 4, 1990 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North .Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Kassoff: 
RE: Maryland State Route 237 

fortheL^s^^^ 

futw clr^r5 V the m0St benefit W0Uld be 0btained by providing the fully curbed roadway section with sidewalks for the routed length   It is 
suggested that the design consider offsetting the sidewalk fromfhe curb to 
provide a safer and more aesthetic pedestrian access. 

2. In the planning of the roadway, it is suggested that any remaining homes or 
businesses along the roadway be sufficiently set back from the road   Anv 
structure that would be within 50 feet of the right-of-waTl ne should be 

?mn
a
S

fif„
e/ed f 0,VKking- H0USeS remainin8 within th" «£ as you can imagine would be constantly troubled by the volume of traffic alone the 

KK^iI.
023SJffl"this is impI•i'the«"" X 

1 betl^n0 S?86"0*1 ^ la°dscaPing or som« type of buffering be provided 
thThrJ^r0PfKd 1°^ and their remaini°g Monies. It is suggested that 
this be considered by the State as a means of attenuating noise that will 
increase with the new facility. 8 

The Board of County Commissioners are requesting the State to do evervthino 

^^^W1"^ ItS iinPOmnCC t0 -^^eveSpment anHconomfc 
« ^.-w     A .0Unty 1S Paramount- Funding for final design should be found as soon 
Ad^fn c,   .^ J'0U kn0W' St- Mary,S County has workcd with th! State HighwaT 
Administration m preserving the right-of-way as best as possible, however without final 
design plans and specific right-of-way limits the Counrv i« ?« . u-«n W1!,,0ut .IinaI. 
in trying „ save rig.-of.wfy for ^^J^^XUgF* S"'""'"' 

CARL M. LOFFLER. JR. President    .    W. EDWARD BAILEY    .    ROBERT T. JARBOE    .    JOHN G. LANCASTER    .    BARBARA R. THOMPSON 
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//r 
Mr. Hal Kassoff 
December 4, 1990 
Page two 

BCC:DFI:mj 

cc: Jon R. Grimm, Director 
Office of Planning 

Daniel F. Ichniowski, P.E., Director 
Department of Public Works 

' Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF COU SIGNERS 

Carl 

W. Edward Bailey, Commission^ 

(ojfnG. Lancaster, Commissioner 

Robert T. Jarboa^Commissioner 

Barbara R. Thompson, Commissioner 
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C. Agency Coordination 



0 

NOTE: 

DEC 311990 ._...,, fTsb 

'•''•'l'.'        ^\ 

Board of St. Mary's County Commissioners 
Post Office Box 653 
Governmental Center 
Leonardtown, Maryland 20650 

Dear Commissioners: 

Thank you for your recent letter concemino the items that- 
you would like us to consider on the MD 237"rSjec? planSnf 

impro;ements!PreClate ^ SUPPOrt and.inPut regarding MD 237 

We will consider sidewalks as part of an alternate that 

pedlstri^acliStr "^ " thOSe mM ^ demonst«te 

A^    Although the final right-of-way line has not yet been 
determined, any structure not within the actual right-of-wav but 
close enough to be a potential displacement will be reviewed on a 

?T«I? A    ?atl2enfi: Landscaping will be considered during the 
22?J^Hi9! 0 5?e prb^ect as a means to buffer remaining residences from the roadway. 

o-^J!?6-5^6 "^way Administration appreciates the county's 
IJ^L    J "! Preservin9 right-of-way for this project.  As yoS 
know, funds are currently programmed for planning activities 
be a^ailLle S ^T^^f  '* thiS time t0 Predi=t when funds will oe available for final design or construction. 

Again, thank you for your input on the MD 237 project. 
Please do not hesitate to contact me or Mr. Neil Pedersen, 
Director of our Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering, 
(foi)U3^-fl^     ^ COnCernS- **'  Pedersen Sy bl «ISed'at 

Sincerely, 
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
HAL KASSOFF 
AC?/!N!STRATOR 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:cmc 
cc: Mr. Neil J. Pedersen 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 

"^rceul^h
r

eoSiaT
ed^B

er?ea:te'„rSiVroTi<,e»*»* »— 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
BALTIMORE    DISTRICT.    CORPS    OF    ENGINEERS 

P.O.    BOX    171S 

BALTIMORE.    MARYLAND    21203-1715 

PROJECT 
DEVELCPHE':T 

REPLY TO   ATTENTION   OF: 

Operations Division 

Subject:  CENAB-OP-RR(MD SHA - MD 237)90-04053-1 

SEP I   ii ^7 Uli '30 

Maryland State Highway Administration 
Attn: Ms. Cynthia Simpson 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

•iiiT.^fl.y«pl£i5?9 t° y^r resuest dated June 18, 1990 for a 
WatiK ol ?Se Sn?SJnS^?n an<? v?ri?ication of the delineation of 
MD RoStS w    7S S;d 5tateSA ;Lnfludlng jurisdictional wetlands, on nu  Route 237, xn St. Marys County, Maryland. 

A field inspection was conducted on July 24. 1990  A eonv n-F 

gS^tfi'SSS'S Sfs'littS" ver"icati°" f  valid for threeyy^S 

0nitSUstStJ*Bi5f?!!rtK;MS*' ST^ing or filling of Waters of the    0 
sssys^-tffsg-SoSsasgs?"wetlan<ls'is subject to 1 
nv.••?16^*^61? inspection, it was noted that a box culvert is 
bailed from iFtZTS11^*•-  S^LPf* ^ ^^e  o? tS rlS £. being 
SSs're^LUd^ &* tSo^f^brc^SrST1^ imPaCtS' the 

««su2s^ts.'as iioo& s?^eoL«^,rsoe *»- 
b.     Calculate the cost of a 100-foot long bridge option. 

.   .II? ^^ interest of resolving the issues of avoidance, snrj 
ShSse12•1?^Sin?hS%SEPA Ph!?e'   lnste^ °* ISinrSe^ permit 
^SinSlnSriS^nt."1656 0ptl0nS ^ c°ns^«d l5 the 

Mr.   iIurSett?Iufl?yar(lS^nS6f-SS?5nin9 ^^ "**" Please Cal1 

Enclosures 

cc:  Herman Rodrigo, FHWA 

-Che£yi A. Smith 
Chief, River Basin Permits. Section 
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Response Corns of Enaineer-g letter dated 9/6/Qn /2^ 

1.  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 irifiltration 

practices to reduce thermal impacts. 

2. 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-12 would then show 

that the 5% grade has less wetland impacts than the flatter 

grades. 

3. Selected Alternate 6 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      ^ 

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, ATTN:  C, CENAB-PL-E (L. Lower) 

SUBJECT:  CENAB-OP-RR(MD SHA - MD237) 90-04053-1 

1.  Reference the letter of November 15, 1990 from Mr. Neil 
Pedersen, Maryland state Highway Administration (SHA) 
SS?^1??^!0?2^!' reYiew °f the Environmental Ass4ssment & 
MaSlSJd 246 Evaluat:Lon for Maryland 237 from Maryland 235 to 

lu*  2«i?av® reviewed the Environmental Assessment and provide 
the following comments for incorporation into your letter of 
rsspons© * 

. ,a*. Alternatives Analysis: We have reviewed the cost 
f^eH"!?1^ IZ0;??  i^ bri?geJ^"" S^lS^fSt long, 3 ceil, 13-foot by 10-foot box culvert on page IV-12  and 
S!*SJ!i«,fitll*^M ?tated COSt difference. PThe Sst estimate for the bridge option included approximately $100,000 for the 
5???i2ing ^P.^ich is to be built in frSnt of thrFoxchase 
liiif^S^^i81011- .Since the staining wall is needed with 

# sK^strs-^rSias.111-difference iS cSI ^e- 2: 
o«*-4««    Alternatives Analysis:    The cost of a 100-foot bridoe 
option has apparently not been computed as we reouested in 1,% 
«£*£;.?' fePteinber 6,  1990 to Ms/cynthia SimpJ^?    SmpSriM 
the cost of a box culvert to the cost of a 100-foot bridS      g 

option would result in a cost differential which Se eKiS** *+ 
JSi?5 million.     While a 100-foot bridge would result S^n 
additional reduction in wetland impacts of onlv o 4 ae~« *= 
compared to the box culvert,   it woSld provide a stibsKn??*? 
SSSiS^L0? ^ wildlife'function of"SS st?eSfcoSidSr 
JH-11!6 sPecies tend to travel between habitat tvnes aioS«" 
defined pathways that provide concealment:^Le^?hraS2g 

often associated with forested stream bottoms    hJdSSS78,^ 
•gWJ 0f forest and rangeland.     The three^HrtSSoKSTi^SJ. 
^S Carry Ja^oesvilll Run under MDRSutl 237 ?Ir5 ? bJS^ 
to the movement of large mammals along ?£e stream      ReD?aSi^r 

^ffe Pipes with a 100-foot bridge woSld restore a wiSn ?Si g 

corridor between the wildlife habitat on the west si^iJf2n ,,., 
(which according to Figure 16A is to be protected frf• 237 

^•aaff££r-aa=* SJST- 
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-2- 

ess a-asss^sSSS^'aJS^a a^ 

Chief,  Operations Division 
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Response to Corps Letter  11/15/91) /^P 

1. We agree with your analysis of 160 foot bridge versus the 

115 foot long, 3 cell, 13 foot by 10 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 100 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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wetlands and result in additional residential relocations.   /^ 

A close section roadway will be safer for pedestrians and 

St. Mary's county Government supports the curbed section 

because it is consistent with proposed land use. 

4.  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, the Albaugh property and the Aud 

property. The Albaugh property is located in the Coastal 

Plain physiographic province on the Maryland Western Shore 

near the headwaters of several tributaries to Herring Creek. 

A concept mitigation plan will be included in the final 

document. 
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<****** 

William Donald Schaefer 
Governor 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Capital Programs Administration 
2012 Industrial Drive 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

'  '  i -j; i * .< ftJ w • ^.  is 

te/5   / 
so n '50 

/zY 

Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Secretary 

Michael J. Nelson 
Assistant Secretary 
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) 

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 for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Louis H.   Ege,  Jr. 
August 10,   1990 Page 2 

th^Tn^K C0^nt^  and  DNR   is   that   "the  CQUIH-Y  aarees  i-n  »n«„~ 
veaeta-hive snrPienina."  — °    —HJ-a"1-ea-—SiiQ 

revieS^nal^anf  m2LdeVelOP Whe.n  DNR has  the  opportunity to review r.inal  plans.     However,   assuming that SHA will  renlaoo +-ho 
parkland,   maintain   suitable   access,   providenadwiTte   laSdlJSf 
screening along the roadway and park boundary, and work with uS ?n 

SSftzed0^ imPaCtS tha^ may be ide^ifie7;s Settled plans are tmalized,   I can concur with you that the use n-F i-h* r^J" £** 

Srr£S£«,,oti1,pa?t the •^"•^it^'mrpSj^t?^ 
the recreational needs of the community or alter the function of 
this area as a recreational facility. runction of 

Sincerely-o 

cc: Jim Burtis 
Bernard Wentker 
Ethel Locks 
John Baggett 

GFC:pg 

Gene F. Cheers 
Capital Improvements and 
Environmental Review ^m 
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Response to DNR letter dated 8/10/90 

• 1. 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. 

Vl-39 



&/ 

William Donald Schaefer 
Governor Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Tidewater Administration 
Power Plant and Environmental Review Division 

Tawes State Office Building B-3 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

February 8, 1991 

Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 
Secretary 

James M. Teitt 
Director 

MemoranduTn 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Louis H. Ege, Jr., state Highway Administration 

BSS
7
 
Ll?3?^Fs' chief' Planning and Evaluation Section, 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, Maryland Route 237 from 
Maryland Route 235 to Maryland Route 246, St. Mary's 
County, Maryland y 

1. 

existing MS /£ * P 0^Ct consists 0f upgrading and widening 
S£?ii2 ^v,-237 trm P 2?5 ^ MD 246 in St. Mary's County; 
SSi!2f :nThl»S P^036? Project also requires a new structure over 
Jarboesvxlle Run.  Besides the alternative of not building, four 
IITTK  Sd 3B? alternatives are Proposed which are alternates IK, 

Specific comments on these alternatives can be categorized: 

Outline of Alignments: Alignment 1 is the non-build 
alternate. Alxgnments 2 £ 3 both discuss a four-lane 
divided roadway with a 20-foot raised grass median. The 
difference is that alignment 2 follows a westerly course 
passing through the St. Mary's River state Park. 
tiiI^onJ 3^J0lofWf a soinewhat easterly course avoiding impacts to the State Park. 

These alignments are further categorized as 2A and 2B, 
and 3A and 3B. The alignments 2A & 3A have roadways with 
curb and gutter as opposed to alignments 2B & 3B which 
have a cross section with shoulders. 

Quantitative comparison of impa^-g. The total impacts 
to floodplam are 0.93, 0.92, 1.53, and 1.45 acres for 
alignment 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B, respectively. 

Telephone: (301) 974-2671 

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
February 8, 1991 
Page 2 

• 

The total impacts to the non-tidal wetlands are 1.63, 
1.60, 2.44, and 2.44 acres for alignments 2A, 2B, 3A and 
3B respectively. 

The total impacts to parkland or recreation area affected 
are 5.68 and 6.18 acres under Alternatives 2A and 2B 
respectively. 

There will be 19 residences and 1 business affected by 
Alternative 2A and 2B; 34 r6sidences will be affected by 
Alternative 3A and 3B. 

Alternate 2A and 2B would impact the most parkland 
acreage, but would have the least impact on floodplain 
and wetlands acreage. Alternate 2A would have the least 
impact on forestland acreage. Consequently, either of 
the alignments, 2A or 2B, is better suited for the 
project. Alignment 2A has curbs with the cross-section 
of 96 feet width. Alignment 2B advocates shoulders on 
the roadway. This makes the cross-section 110 feet wide. 
The narrower width of cross section of alignment 2A would 
create less impact. Therefore, alignment 2A should 
probably be selected. 

It should also be recognized that the acres mentioned in 
the report are preliminary estimates based on FEMA Maps. 
A detailed hydrology and hydraulics study should 
determine the total impact of the project more precisely. 

Location, Meander, and Skew; Alignment 3A or 3B places 
the structure close to the bend in the natural meander 
of the stream. The effects on the structure due to scour 
are potentially higher for this choice. This would 
require, almost invariably, a hicrher level of protection 
to the structure. Based on this alignment, alternative 
2A or 2B is a better choice. 

However, in the case of alignment 2A or 2B, the center 
line crosses the stream at relatively higher skew. The 
degree of skew is not known. Higher skew could result 
in scour problems. The State Highway Administration•s, 
Bridge Hydraulics Division, must be consulted to 
determine if this level of skew is acceptable. If not, 
then a less skewed or a perpendicular alignment in the 
vicinity of the stream should be attempted. 
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Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
February 8, 1991 
Page 3 • 

6. 

SffLff, thft ••r*yxr+}      The vertical alignment in the 
EE2?7K  

Ca-U£Le-S the Si2e 0f the structure to be bigger than the existing structure. This will cause more impact 
S!a« 

OW1?Stre?n ProPerties ^e to increased flooding. 
These impacts are not shown or documented in the 
S•01•611^?1 ase

sessnient report. The floodplain limits 
ST?•!!*th°se5ro? FEMA,S 100-year Floodplain Maps and 
on AiL<f vdUe t0 i2creased f looding ^ not show^ even on these Maps. The FEMA Floodplain map shows the 
floodplain due to existing conditions only, A details? 
hydrology and hydraulic study is required to show peak 
discharges for pre and post construction conditions based 
on ultimate development of the watershed, assuming 
existing zoning. Based on these discharges, the 100-year 
floodplains must be delineated for pre and cost 
ad^^1011..0.011!1^0113- The adverse iaUcts must be adequately mitigated as per COMAR 08.05.03.11(8)6  The 

be<^etementS 0f C0MAR 08-05-03' 04' 06- and 07 must also 

5*   Impact on Acmatin v^nm— There exi t serious 

concerns with the direct impacts from ?oadSay 
construction to Jarboesville Run and its associated 
riparian corridor, and the indirect impacts to the St. 
oth^oiT^ a?uatic System from inPut of sediments and 
C L?a^

Utan1iS 0Ier the long term- The Jarboesville Run aquatic system has come under increasing development 
pressure m recent years. Another proposal regarding 
impact recommends a crossing on the proposed Peggs Road 
upstream of the existing MD 237. Jarboesville Run and 
much of MD 237 below MD 235 drains to the, st. Mary?s 
Setlandl0^"1?^' WhiCh iS desi9nated in the HcSSLI Wetlands Regulations as a nontidal wetland of special 
f^S ^TlV ^lthou9h not in the immediate project 
tnh^^if K

Bottomland area has been documented to be 
inhabited by a State listed endangered species the 
?!IITBO!Ith!d,toad (GastroPhrvne carol ineng-i^ . Adversl 
impacts to this species from pollutant loadings and 
SSIn!!8K1,,*^1f existing hydrologic regime of the area 
should be fully considered in the design and review of 
S^K036"*' Jh; St- Mary,s River Bottomland SiTaS the narrow mouthed toad are not addressed by the EA. 

^aH^-TTnpf,Crq: The document's study area map shows 
that drainage from wetland #1 passes under MD 237. Both 
^H?«aliVeS v? and, 3 WOUld necessitate some form of work 
within the channel and floodplain of this stream. in 
addition, both alternatives appear to fill a portion of 
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Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
February 8, 1991 
Page 4 

wetlands #4 and #8. These items are not addressed 
sufficiently in the document. Wetland #5 is referenced 
as being impacted by alternative 3. This wetland is far 
enough removed from both alignments that it should not 
be impacted at all. 

There appears to be a discrepancy in the comparison of 
wetland impacts listed on page IV-12 of the EA. The 
options using a 6 percent grade are listed as having 
greater wetland impacts than the options with a 5 percent 
grade. A roadway designed with a 6 percent grade would 
result in a lower elevation of crossing than a roadway 
with a 5 percent grade. The corresponding wetland 
impacts would therefore, be less with the 6 percent 
grade. This discrepancy should be clarified. 

Figure 10b showing alignment 2A does not show any non- 
tidal wetlands associated with Jarboesville Run 
Floodplain. Figure 13B showing alignment 3A does show 
some wetlands in this particular area. This discrepancy 
should be corrected. 

7* Bridging Concerns; it is our understanding that 
extensive discussions concerning the bridging of 
Jarboesville Run have been conducted between SHA and the 
Corps of Engineers. Bridging would be preferred over the 
3 cell box culvert because it would minimize impacts to 
wetlands, floodplains, and the main channel of 
Jarboesville Run. it would also restore a corridor for 
wildlife movement between St. Mary's River state Park and 
an area to the east of MD 237 zoned as open space. Of 
the alternatives mentioned in the EA, alternate 2 with 
a 160 foot bridge over Jarboesville Run would have the 
least impact on aguatic resources and is, therefore, 
preferred, if the 160 foot bridge is determined to not 
be practicable, the use of a 100 foot bridge should be 
investigated. 

Design Recommendatinng? Roadway elevations should be 
kept to a minimum to reduce the footprint of the roadway. 
We support the consideration of the 5 percent grade 
limitations in the vicinity of Jarboesville Run, as 
discussed on page IV-12 of the EA, to minimize wetland 
and floodplain impacts. If the vertical clearance of 15 
feet above Jarboesville Run is determined to be 
insufficient to provide a suitable wildlife corridor, we 
would consider the incorporation of the 4 percent grade 
to achieve 26 feet of vertical clearance as specified on 
page IV-10 of the EA. 

8. 

8 

10 
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9. 

The width of the proposed 20 foot median should be 
fhfU,?f V ^ ^eatest extei* possible or deleted with 
the use of a barrier wall at the crossings of wetland and 
rioodplam areas. 

Shoulder widths should be minimized and side slopes 
increased as much as possible at crossings of wetland and 
floodplam areas to reduce the overall roadway footprint. 

It would be preferable to use open section roadway 
designs (i.e. alternate 2B) through most of the 
alignment. This will maximize the stormwater management 
benefits from overland flow of runoff from the created 
impervious areas. Sheet flow from the roadway to the 
adjacent vegetated areas would afford opportunities for 
w^tHli^i0n1

0f f011?*"** by roadside vegetation and 
would more closely mimic natural hydrologic conditions 
in the area. Transitioning the open section design to 
a curb and gutter design through the wetland and stream 
areas is recommended to minimize impacts to aquatic 

Consideration should be given to planting the raised 
median with trees for not only the obvious aesthetic 
effects but for air quality purposes as well. 

Mitigation: Information in the EA does not adequately 
address the potential to fully mitigate the proposed 
SSSSii 1° a??aI

t:LC resources. Mitigation must be 
provided for all losses of wetlands and streams. Wetland 
placement should occur according to the following ratios: 
forested = 2:1, scrub/shrub = 2:1, emergent = i:i. 
Mitigation activities should occur in the same watershed 
as the impact. Accordingly, losses in the Jarboesville 
Run watershed should be mitigated within the Jarboesville 
Run watershed. Proposed mitigation activities should be 
UTSS^.*1?1 iUl1 consideration of potential impacts 
or benefits to the St. Mary's River Bottomland area. 

Forested land should not be considered for wetlands 
mitigation areas. The SHA would be mitigating one 
valuable habitat at the expense of another9 and woSJd 
still be required to replace the lost forestland. 

Wetland mitigation should occur concurrent with the 
relocation construction of MD 237. 

11 

12 

• 

13 

14 
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The State's Reforestation Law requires reforestation on 
an acre by acre basis. The loss of "early successional 
field" cover type is considered a loss of forestland over -% c 
the long-term. This acreage should be included as part '^ 
of the calculations for forestland to be replaced. 

10• Miscellaneous Concerns and Comments: The document 
discusses the new County recreational complex located in 
St. Mary's River State Park as a future facility when, 
in fact, the facility ' is presently well under 
construction and will most likely be operational by the 
summer of 1991. 

The statement at the bottom of pg. V-2 and the top of pg. 
V-3 - "the county revised their proposed recreational -to 
area plans and designated another site for the soccer TO 
field and purposely reserved approximately 150 feet of 
park property immediately adjacent to MD 237 as a buffer 
to accommodate the proposed improvement to the roadway" 
is incorrectly stated. First of all, the soccer field 
was removed from the plan, not relocated. Secondly, the 
plan was revised to allow 150 feet setback from the 
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 
the Regional Park development of the St. Mary's River 
State Park property. These utilities should be avoided 
where feasible. 

Stormwater directed onto and through the State Park 
parcels will require a stormwater easement from the 
Department. 

Recommendations: Alternative 2 A appears to be the best 
selection of the four reconstruction alternatives proposed. 
Recommendations of this alternative, however, is contingent upon 
acceptance of the prior concerns and comments discussed. 
Particular emphasis should be placed upon roadway design where 
there are open section roads in upland areas to better reduce water 
runoff flow and maximize pollutant removal. A bridge is 
recommended over other types of structural crossings of 
Jarboesville Run. 

LL: JArswp 

17 

18 

19 
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Response to DNT? letter o-f 2/8/91 

1.  In addition to wetland impacts, impacts to parklands and HUD 

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-ll•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 /3° 

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. fO/ 

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. 

6.  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 #l 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 Impact/4 (f) Evaluation (FONSI). /V/O 

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. Also our bridge design policy recommends 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 Jarboesville 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. Mary's River State Park, impact more wetlands 

and result in additional residential relocations. A close 

section roadway will be safer for pedestrians and St. Mary's 

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. 
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14.  The reduced typical section of Selected Alternate Six     /T^ 

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. 

15.  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. 

16 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 plans 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 150 foot setback from the existing right-of-way to 

accommodate a 100 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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eight to ten foot cover and were placed parallel and 100 feet'' 

off of existing MD 237. 

18. 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 6 and be found in response #1 

• 
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William Donald schaefer Maryland Department of Natural Resources Torrey c. Brown, M.D. 
Secretary 

Capital Programs Administration 
2012 Industrial Drive Michael J. Nelson 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 ASSESS- 

May 4,   1991 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Md.  21203 

Subject: Improvements to Route 237 at St. Marv's River <M-*i 
Par*, Identification of Possible Repll^mlnt ^opert^ 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

^^  If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact 

Gene t.  Cheers 
Chief, Environmental Review 
Greenways & Resources Planning 

GFC:awn 
cc: Keith Frere 

Ken Shanks 

Telephone:  
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Willia,n S!ir
Schaefer Maryland Department of Natural Resources Torrey c. Brown, M.D. 

Tawes State Office Building Secre'ary 

Fish, Heritage and Wildlife Administration 
580 Taylor Avenue 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 
March 8,  1993 

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, 

if"'     " r f 
Janet 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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William Donald schaefer Maryland Department of Natural Resources Torrey c^rown, M.D. 

Tidewater Administration Secre'ary ^ 
Power Plant and Environmental Review Division Peter M. Dunbar Ph D   P E 

Tawes State Office Building Director 
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: 

This letter is in response to your letter of request, dated 
January 25, 1993, for information on the presence of finfish 
fTPeC:LotS in the vicinity of the wetland mitigation site for Contract 
No. SM 757-101-571, MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246; St. Marv'S County. **«j.jr 

It is our understanding that you already have adequate 
information on fisheries resources for the alignment of the road 
itself. The proposed wetland mitigation site is located on the 
south side of Drayden Road (labeled as Beauvue Road on your 
vicinity map) between St. Georges Church Road and Flat Iron Road in 
St. Mary's County. 

Based on topography map information, the proposed wetland 
mitigation site is located in an upland area which drains to the 
headwaters of an unnamed tributary to Locust Grove Cove of St 
George creek (Lower Potomac River Area). The unnamed tributary is 
^f f^1!^ • asTT 

a lJse^1 stream- Generally, no instream work is 
permitted m Use I streams during the period of March 1 through 
June 15, inclusive, during any year. 

White perch young-of-year have been documented within St 
George Creek, downstream of your project site. No further 
information is available on potential anadromous fish spawning 
within the unnamed tributary. However, the stream should be 
protected for anadromous fish spawning potential in the lower 
reaches. 

Telephone:      (410)   974-2788 

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Joseph R. Kresslein 
February 26, 1993 
Page 2 

No information is available on resident fish species which may 
be found within the subject stream or similar streams in the 
vicinity. However, the tributary should be protected based on 
resident warmwater fish species which are expected to reside within 
perennial stream reaches. The Use I restriction period referenced 
above should adequately protect these resources. 

If you have any questions concerning these comments, you may 
contact Greg Golden of my staff at (410) 974-2788. 

Sincerely, 

Ray C. Dintaman, Jr., Chief 
Project Review Program 

RCD:GJG 
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United States Department ^m»£ntmor 
OFFICE OF THE sffc#TA|LY 

WASHINGTON, D.C   20246 <£ 

^'5/ 
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: 

This responds to a request for the Department of the Interior's comments on the 
.oJ ^roi,mental assessment/Section 4(f) evaluation for SR-237 (from SR-235 
to SR-246), St. Mary's County, Maryland. 

SECTION 4 m EVAMTATION COMMENTS 

We concur that there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the proposed use 
of some park and recreation land by the proposed build alternatives 2A or 2B 

nro^rS ^/T^ that the ProPosed ^tigation, which includes replacement 
SSr*..- 1;»ldscaPe screening, is appropriate, we recommend continued 
!nS £na£10niani "nsultation with the Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
and the Maryland State Historic Preservation Officer. 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT COMMEWTS 

Fish and WildlifA Resouregs 

The major environmental impact that will occur from this proposed project 
IZ112L th« a*"•^• of forested wetlands within the SarboesviUe R^ 
SSEX ' < ?*? WetlandS Pr0Vide hi8h value hab^at for a variety S 
sewS ^r S' ?* l'S' FiSh "* Wlldlife Service <TO> recommends that £ 
selected alternative be one that minimizes impacts. The least damaging 
alternative would include the bridging of Jarboesville Run along the AltSSJ! 
2B alignment with a 100-foot span structure, 26 feet above the  water  This 

SX^^ST" ^ fllling ^ ^^ ^  ^-^a txSS 
^K•

8
-,

3
,
18
^ 

rev0mmendS that a11 "^voidable forested wetland losses in 

rSu^d'on'a Tl I ^^ 0? f 2:1 baSiS and a11 ^ other wetland losses 
win It I. "« .aS1/- ?e 2:1 rePlace*«* ratio for the forested wetlands 
SLI? P Cj>1

,?,enSate f0r the time la6 of 40 to 50 years that is neededlor 
planted seedlings to reach maturity. This ratio also helps compensate for the 

f^reaSn^f ^ the1
creation of Crested wetlands. \inc7Z tectalq^s 

for creating forested wetlands are experimental, success is far from assurST 
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Mineral Resources 

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. IV-6), and we agree that mineral resources would not be 
significantly affected. 

FISH AND WILDLIFE COORDINATION ACT COMMBWTS 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's probable position on any Section 404 permits 
for this project would be no objection, provided a 26-foot high, 100-foot long 
bridge along the 2B alignment is selected for Jarboesville Run, and provided that 
an acceptable mitigation plan which identifies- a viable mitigation site is 
submitted with the 404 permit application. 

SUMMARY COMMENTS 

The Department of the Interior offers no objection to Section 4(f) approval of 
build alternatives 2A or 2B, provided the measures mentioned above are included 
and documented in the final statement. 

As this Department has a continuing interest in this project, we are willing to 
cooperate and coordinate with you on a technical assistance basis in further 
project evaluation and assessment. For matters pertaining to recreational and 
cultural resources, please contact the Regional Director, National Park Service, 
Mid-Atlantic Region, 143 South Third Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106 
(telephone: FTS 597-7013, commercial 215/597-7013). For matters pertaining to 
fish and wildlife resources, please contact the Field Supervisor, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, 1825 Virginia Street, Annapolis, MD 21401 (telephone: 301/269- 
5448). 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments. 

Sincerely, 

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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^Wk  Liaison Officer 
Department of Natural Resources 
2012 Industrial Drive 
\nnapolis, Maryland 21401 

State Historic Preservation Officer 
ixecutive Director, Historical and Cultural Programs 
Department of Housing and Community Development 
+5 Calvert Street 
Annapolis, Maryland 24011 

r* 
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Response To D.O.T. Letter of 2/2l/<n /5~) 

1)   Coordination with the Department of Natural Resources and the 

Maryland State Historic Preservation Officer will continue 

throughout the final design phase. W 

2) It was agreeded to at the December 16, 1992 Interagency 

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. 

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.  Army Corps of Engineers.   A wetland replacement 
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reconnaissance resulted in the identification of the Albau/h 

property and Aud property as potential wetland mitigation 

sites. A concept mitigation plan is included in Section III 

of this document. Approval from the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers and U.S Fish and Wildlife Service is under way. 

The Selected Alternate 6 alignment, closely follows the 

alignment of Alternative 2A and 2B which you indicated a 

preference for, however; the reduced typical section proposed 

with Selected Alternative 6 impacts .74 fewer wetland acres 

than Alternative 2A and 1.24 fewer wetland acres than 

Alternative 2B. At the December 16, 1993 Interagency meeting 

the U.S Army Corps, of Engineers and the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service agreeded that the decision concerning 

structure type at Jarboesville Run would be determined during 

the final design phase. 

VI-61 



/53 
5 -^-^ I UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AG&ICY 

*f Region III 
841 Chestnut Building {„..?:; 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107 *"J    ^ • 
^HJCfl*5 

Mr.  Louis H.  Ege,  Jr. JUN 22 1992 
Deputy Director 
Project Planning Division, Room 506 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

This is to document the key points raised in a discussion 
between Larry Budney of my staff and Bruce Grey on May 11 1992 
concerning the June 1991 Air Quality Technical Report on the 
Maryland Route 237 project. The most significant point is that 
appropriate mobile (CO) source and air dispersion models must be 
used for any analysis of mobile source carbon monoxide air 
quality impacts. 

^^TTS
1
^

11
^

6
 
timin9 of the Route 237 air quality study, the 

MOBILE4 mobile source emission factor model should have been used 
in lieu of MOBILES, given that MOBILE4 was available at the time 
of the study and the fact that it yields more accurate emission 
estimates,  since MOBILE4 became available, further improvements 
to the model have been made, and any current or future emission 
factor modeling should utilize the appropriate updated model. 
For information on the appropriate version of the model to use 
feel free to call Larry Budney at (215) 597-0545. ' 

The CALINE3 air dispersion model is acceptable for 
estimating ambient CO concentrations due to line sources such as 
highway segments, but it will underestimate concentrations in the 
vicinity of traffic congestion locations.  Generally, the highest 
CO concentrations occur close to traffic congestion locations 
where significant traffic slowdov/ns or queuing «ccur  S"ch 
locations should be specifically addressed with an appropriate 
model; for example, the CAL3QHC model would be acceptable for 
such applications. 

4-w ^ ^ven the significant traffic on nearby roads and the fact 
that the area m question is already somewhat developed, this 
office recommends that higher CO background concentrations be 
assumed; i.e., a 3 ppm (instead of 2 ppm) one-hour value and a 2 
ppm (instead of l ppm) eight-hour value.  It is our understanding 
that no ambient CO monitoring data are available for estimatina 
background concentrations. 
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In summary, due to the factors discussed above, the June 
1991 Air Quality Technical report probably underestimates ambient 
CO concentrations that will result from the project in question. 
Therefore, the report's conclusion that no CO NAAQS violations 
are predicted to occur is subject to question.  Feel free to 
contact Larry Budney, or me at (215) 597-0545, if you would like 
to discuss any aspects of our comments on the report. 

David L. Arnold, Chief 
Program Planning Section 
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Response to EPA letter dated 6/22/92 /£" 
1. 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. 

2. 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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l-SSSi UNfTED STATES ENVIRONMEhn-AL PROTECTION AGENCY 
\m*r REGION III 

841 Chestnut Building 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107-4431 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. APR 1 ^ IQO^ 
Deputy Director MrK ' ^ •'J 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland state Highway 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: 

o 4. • Pur!f!Jan5 to EPA,S combined responsibility under NEPA 
Section 30 of the CAA and Section 404 of the CRA wSprovide the 

project?9 ^   0n the PUrpOSe and need for the refe?eiced 

A      „ Maryland Rt 237, located in St. Mary's County is a two lan* 
W roadway proposed for widening to a four lane d££d4d highway 

iSv^flng t\in?or?ation supplied by SHA, existing traffic y* 
i^i-' standard road geometries, multiple roadway entrances 
need fo? tffie^LiOCa-ed ClOSe t0 the r0^  form thSbaSs of 
TIHII L •i  roadway improvement project. The above combination 
roSay a hl9her than average accident rate for thl 

Future traffic projections indicate further deterioration of 
roadway conditions. Projected traffic by thTyear 2015 at 20 ooo 
fog^,

000ADT is over two times the current ADT If  9?400 to ' 
SiHfS'.i?118 ^Uld.resu1^ in « LOS of E under the no build? The 
PO^ ^^eiT-tiV- 1S Pr?3ected to have LOS of B/C by the y^r 
^stricSons!^ increasi^ traffic ^Ivmes  and io*/sp£/ 

Considering the high levels of ADT and less than ideal ins 
for the build alternative in the year 2015, and givSS thSt a 
significant portion of the traffii will be generated bv ?L 

tha^teSLf" ^ ^^ (PNATC) ^-i^PA^eSLends 7n ^HH^?rna^ve methods of traffic flow managem4nt be considered 
in addition to the roadway improvements.  For examole staaae^ 
work hours or van pool use for PNATC should be JnSSraaS lo thfi- 
desi?^ ^^^ ^ 237 haS maXinUffi oPPort^i^o^o^ as^ 
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n^H ^Ss^.on th? dfta Provided EPA concurs with the purpose and 
need for this project. EPA requests however, that if for some 
?H^rcSfn Tf?son thf Proposed expansion of PNATC does not occur, 
that SHA will reevaluate the need for this project.      ""-"*, 

*„* Th5nkTy
ou for the opportunity to comment on MD 237's purpose 

and need. If you have any questions regarding our comments please 
do not hesitate to call me or Peter Stokely of my staff   pJ-eaSe 

Sincerely, 

William Hoffm^j/chief 
Wetlands Protection Section 

• 
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United States Department of tfte J^terior" 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE, 

ii-';.''; /.  .'• -',, :"•;• :o^ 
Chesapeake Bay Field Office        * '   *•'*' 

1825 Virginia Street 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

March 5, 1993 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
707 N. Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Attn: Joseph R. Kresslein 
Project Planning Division 

Re:   Mitigation 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, 1993 request for information on the 
presence of species which are Federally listed or proposed for listing as 
endangered or threatened within the area of the wetland creation site in 
St. Mary's County, Maryland.  We have reviewed the information you enclosed 
and are providing comments in accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seg.). 

Except for occasional transient individuals, no Federally-listed or pro- 
posed endangered or threatened species are known to exist in the wetland 
creation area. 

This response relates only to endanoered er^ci^s unHo*- «„- .*..,.* _d ,.-,.* ,_ 

V^?0! address other Fish and Wildlife service concerns under the Fish 
and Wildlife Coordination Act or other legislation. 

Thank you for your interest in endangered species.  If you have any 
questions or need further assistance, please contact Andy Moser or Leslie 
Pitt at (410) 269-5448. 

Sincerely, 

^^C  John P. Wolflin 
Field Supervisor 
Chesapeake Bay Field Office 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

-<tfJM^IHinil^lllMigw^ 

TRUST 

PROJECT   ^ 
DEVELOP^i*.'-1 

SEP i   10 25 U '30 

September 5,   1990 

WiUiam Donald Sdiaefer 

Cwemor 

Jacqueline H. Rogen 
Seodary, DHCD 

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 235 and Maryland Route 
246, St. Mary's County, 
Maryland 
Contract No. SM 757-101-571 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

for onr^L^11 foi\sendina us a copy of the above-referenced report 

Burkavage inc     ^^'      ^ dOCUment WaS P-P-ed.by Berger 

inwool^ .•rep.0rt  Presents  an  adequate  discussion  of  the 

clellll*  uYust'^d15' mTh0dS' ^ reSUltS; ^ is Weli written? 
-rn^ir lll"st"te

u
d' and meets the standards outlined in the 

198 IT "tiud^nS10^"1 InVesti^tionS in Maryland" (McNamar! 
«MIIJ; ^.u defined and appropriate research design added to the 
was .nf ?f ther^k- ^he levei ^ background research and field survey 
was sufficient to identify the range of archeological resource- 
located within the proposed 3 mile long rights-of-way    resource-' 

*-r,.Ho!??r9*r , Bu.rkava9e's  survey  identified  one  prehistoric 
archeological site and one historic cemetery within one or both 

withTh. 7* Corrc.i
dors- The historic Ebenezercemetery, associated 

with the former Ebenezer Church as Site SMI35, will be affected more 

S'^.^fSi^11?1??.0' Alter-te 2B Modifi* than by Alter"^ 
rlin*JSL!? ? ?,0f Alternate 2B Modified would necessitate the 
l?k2lvTmoJ;. ^ 

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 

t ol Housine /and Communitv IV Department ol Housing /and Community Development 
Shaw House. 21 Stale Circle. Annapolis. Maryland 2I-10! (301) 974-5000 
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Ms-. Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 5, 1990 
Page 2 

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 The 
Maryland Comprehensive Historic Preservation Plan (Weissman 1986). 
Further Phase II archeological investigations are necessary to 
determine the site's eligibilityfor 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 Comprehensive Historic Preservation Pl^n 

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, 19 90 
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. 

EJC/GDS 
cc:  Dr. 

Dr. 
Dr. 
Mrs 
Ms. 

Ira Beckerman 
John Hotopp 
Ralph E. Eshelman 
Samuel M. Bailey, Jr, 

Patricia McGuire 

Sincerely, 

^^^ 
CsG-_ 

Elizabeth J.  Cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 
Office of Preservation Services 
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Response to Maryland Historical Trust Letter 9/5/90 

1. Selected Alternate 6 which incorporates a reduced typical 

section will not impact the historic Ebenezer Cemetery 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 (18ST608) with negative results.  As a result of 

denied access to the parcel on the west side of MD 237, 

further phase II testing at site'(19ST608) will be initiated 

after right-of-way is acquired. 

VI-71 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY o    - 
BALTIMORE D.STRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS    ', r ' '  " •" 

P.O. BOX 1715 u " ^ - - 
BALTIMORE, MD 21203-1715 " n 

ATTENTION OF JUL    2 7    1993. •   iQ^ 
w  HJ i 2- >•" ^ 

Operations Division 

Subject:  CENAB-OP-RX(MD SHA-MD 237)90-04053-1 

Mr. Bruce Grey 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

+^ I ^  ^Piy1?? J0 the submission of the preliminary FONSI for 
the subject project. We offer the following comments for 
inclusion in the document so that it will be acceptable for use 
as our decision document, in accordance with the process for merging NEPA and 404. Vi.««-ess ror 

Pages 1-3 and 1-4 indicate that the structure over 
Jarboesyille Run will be a 75-foot long bridge with 7-foot 
n«r«iS T??d;fC^anf?- inflicting with this is a statement 
on page III-31 indicating that a box culvert will be 
constructed. 

Of the two proposals, we would prefer the bridge over a box 
culvert for the following reasons: 9 

1. A bridge would let in more light, which would make the 
5X??£e ^ 0f^ barri?r t0 **• Passa^ of  terrestrial 
E 2i?2!<  4.{!qUa£1C sp®cles' and would allow benthic organisms to colonize the stream beneath the structure. 

2. A bridge would maintain a natural substrate in the 
ho^S*;* ^f* tho?911 a box culvert could be depressed one foot 
below the stream invert for the purpose of allowing natural 
lontllE*  ?ateriai.to be depositeSTthis depos^iSS Ssua^y 
consists of very fine materials which are typically removed 
during subsequent storm events. A bridge wSSld allow^Se 
naturally occuring, heavier substrate materials to remain 
iSiSj* ^ream bottom, providing a more stable substrate for the 
colonization of benthic organisms. 

3. A bridge would not necessitate the installation of a 
riPra?,ap"n' tS  Would a box culvert, nor would it necessitate 
any widening of the channel, as is sometimes done to tapir a 
stream channel cross section to match the cross section of the 
box culvert. This widening of the channel immediately upstream 
of a box culvert xs undesirable because it results in a flowing 
of velocity at the culvert which encourages sediment to be 
deposited at that location. 
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wii-h - hSJ* ?  advantages of a bridge can also be realized 
^w! b?ttoDllesf arch culvert.  (Of course, the degree to which 
a bottomless arch culvert would accommodate passage of 
terrestrial wildlife would depend on the size of the opening) 
Therefore, our order of preference for consideration of     ' 
Sw^6 5*? WOUld bf.1- brid9e' 2- bottomless arch, 3. box 
culvert. While we realize the structure type will not be 
decided until final design, we are advising you that we would 
not be receptive to the selection of the box culvert due to the 
many advantages afforded by bottomless arches and bridges? 5e 
recently succeeded in having St. Mary's County DPW change their 
?^Hal f0r„the ^f98 Road mossing of Jarboesville C 
(further upstream) from a box culvert to a bottomless arch 
onSU?h/SrceSrille RUn Wil1 be usable ^ anadromouS SS" 
2S»« p.    Stream gaUg? obstruction is removed from the St. 
S2£L£E*r' W? arf Parti?ularly concerned that this project 
aSoS?     a structure which will "ap the benefits mentioned 

In addition, to accommodate deer passage beneath the mart 
we would be receptive to consideration of IlighJly gr2?er  ' 
o? ^nf3r?n

CtS' ^ ^^ssitated in order to. ?aise thS^ofile 
A   SfrtSL?37 t0 Provide ?ore than the currently-proposed 7-foot 
«   underclearance. The increase in wetland impacts resultimfrom 
^   n^i??"K?e in.the Pr0^ile should be "inimiLd to Se eSInt practicable using retaining walls. extent. 

wetland£r!iHS?>,!f P" ftructure *•?!>*  selected, the impacts to 
r^?• ^  he str^cture cost could be further minimized by 
reducing the proposed 20-foot median on MD 237 to a Jersev 
barrier at Jarboesville Run. Jersey 

In conclusion, we recognize that the decision on structure 
type is subject to further evaluation during fiSal deS• ^L 
cos?I ^rienr^L00^111.3 conditio« regui^ing^e^naSsis^l 
asSdLc2ssenbove.0f VariOUS Structure *"- «- road profiles, 

WettlL£? or?hSyol?ice!0nS' PleaSe COntaCt *•  PaUl 

^ 

Sincerely, 

Keith A. Harris 
Acting Chief, Special Projects 

CC: Bill Schultz 
Sean Smith 
Pete Stokely 
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Response to Corps letter of 7/27/93 ' ^ J 

1.   The structure type (bridge, box culvert or bottomless arch) to 

be provided at Jarboesville Run will 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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MarylandDepartmentof Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

,M. i. 

i\* 

DZV-i ^ 
O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

r« 
JanuaiySi993 3 32 i^'Sj 

RE:    Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
St. Marys County, Maryland 

Mr. J. Rodney Little 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
100 Community Place 
Crownsville MD 21032-2023 

Dear Mr. Little: 

* .- i > > 
'—a^—. T *-f   V 

JAN 21 1993 

'" +i'.:.7VC aicAt 
v^S 

^lic ? ToL^rSltratl0n reCentIy comPleted a partial Phase II investigation of 
on theZl?  flT 'J**- tfen^5 ^^identified ^ ^^ Berger ** Associates on the north bank of Jarboesville Run on both sides of Maryland Route 237 (see 
attached figure)   John Milner and Associates initiated Phase U archeological testing on 

£        he eastern portion of this site but was unable to complete work west of Sfroad due to 
SETS? 0PP0S-T  -P16 ^^y on ^ west truncates part of a yard associated 
rh   , St^-ocfuPied "^fc0* and ^ small section of wooded floodplain terrace. Dr 
Charles Cheek reported negative results for tests within the right-of-way for Alternate 6 

N        on the wooded east side of the road. y      Aiiemate o 

frtnf^f110^1651 pitS' 50 ^ in diameter' were excavated ^g six parallel staggered 
SSS*m ? ^ ? ^ ^ 0f PhaSe I tranSeCtS C ^ J   AU soil waSen through 1/4-in mesh, but only modern glass, ceramics, and plastic was noted. No 

S^ST ^ I• WereIeCu0Vered The s^^Phy insisted of root mat overlying silty loam, which occurred above a silty clay loam subsoil. 

t^l^^r by ?u Che'k 0n the WeStern Portion of to site suggested to him 
that the area m front of the residence may have been disturbed by the construction^ 
^ST** ^    "^ ^ i^^S- He fi"^ suggested that intact prehistoric 
deposes may only occur ma buried soil horizon in wooded area between the yardmd 
the 100-year flood-hne of Jarboesville Run. Dr. Cheek also reported that additionT 
disturbance had occurred to the west since the Phase I survey had been completed. 

Ms. Carol Ebright of our office made a field visit to the property on November 18 1992 
It was noted that additional disturbance has, in fact, occurred Zt ofZ residence 
where a row of new houses has been constructed, and that a garage had been 
constructed to the side of the residence in question. Most of this new disturbance, 

My telephone number is (410) 333-1177 

<«<* -rece » ,4, Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383.755S Ba,,,^ JJ.JJO ^^S, D.C,^ il&gjggf**. To,, •*. 
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Mr. Rodney J. Little 
January 8, 1992 
Page 2 

however, is outside of the right-of-way. Attached photographs show the western right-of- 
way area as it now appears. Based on the depth of Phase I artifact finds, we believe that 
additional Phase H work is still warranted on the wooded terrace and in the yard area of 
the residence. Remaining work will probably be restricted to 1 x 1 meter test units 
without any additional shovel test pits. Completion of the Phase U west of MD 237 must 
await purchase of the property by the state, which is not likely to occur in the near 
future. 

In the meantime, we request your concurrence that no further work is warranted on the 
east side of MD 237. If you have questions please do not hesitate to contact Ms Carol 
Ebright at (410) 321-2213. 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
ithia D. Simpsor 

Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:CAE:ejs 
Enclosure 
cc:      Mr. Howard Johnson w/attachments 

)•  C^^ *//»/» 

VUsrWic.   f/U^ev-v/Ctfg^    CffS1! 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 
jjBasamjjQsgniEBEsr 

TRUST 

/cY 

r.;y;c •'-.:."  : 

Ji»   ]   10 02 *, B 

December 28, 1988 

William Donald Schaefer 

Couemor 

Jacqueline H. Rogers 
Seaetoy, DHCD 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief 
Envirocaental 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: 

refere02rmct.f<,r   70ar   '"""*   ^   *"***"   '•   19K   —»««•   «.   above 

to  tw!Y0Uld,,8Ugge8t that yOU Pr0vlde this offlce "ith information pertinent 

eu^r srvr^-ITMSS: srrtstL^ii s? 
Dr. E,to"0«dtrs!lVe„•Lr9tl,",S- !,lea,e CO°"Ct MIC,M'1 "*» » "4-5("'0 « 

Sincerely, Sincerely, ^7 

George J. And?eve ' 
Project Review and 

Compliance Administrator 
Office of Preservation Services 

GJA/meh 
cc:   Ms. Rita Suffness 

Dr. Ethel Eaton 
Dr. Ralph Eshelman 
Ms. Patricia McGuire 

Department of Housing /and Community Development 
Shaw House. 21 State Circle. Annapolis. Maryland 21401 (301) 974-5000 
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ST. MARY'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT 
Department of Recreation and Parke •- x 

(^Sfri " G0VERNMENTAL CENTER * '-HONARDTOWN. MARYLAND^SS 

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: 

a buffi^for'a'future^t^ri118 ^ Bal
K

timore'  we des^ the Park as  to leave 
the buffer antifipatedbv^ir.f" ^ SHA\   The Pr0p0Sed take-line " within 
that till iT^      u? u        ?        S dePartment.    We did show one soccer field in 

Evaluation Coamittee in til L•^ u
However' a£"r "^ing to the Taclmical 

Plat.    y„" „S tlZ Sat we ^yx ' rem0Ved tha,; soc",: field <"• "-e 
o'f the line as ouUiJd"n yoS lut:"' e"»»«"« *> «- «•. acquisition 

forwa^lrwom^thTrco^f t''e F-k-"*J* ^^ — we'll be looking 
have moved tS mfrSt toL ^f ^ S8 "oss-'>vers « ?»» 4"11M Rt. 237.    We 
repeated at ^^^hlhfHi^/^S^SS ITLSS!" " 

hesitlti "°c•t:cft£:rher hel,> 0r anSWer ^"^l -"ions,  please do not 

*Oohn 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 
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n* 
MM-    i    -IP%        _. .   .— O. James Lighthizer 
Maryland Department of Transportation Secre,ary 
State Highway Administration !£!•££? 

MEMORANDUM 

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 

SrJKfV i ' J  i ^'  ?111 Schultz of the U-S. Fish and Wildlife 
III  if% S PSKne^t0 giVe hls verbal concurrence on the Purpose 
ESiJ^JVS; ^ ^ 237 duali2ation project. Mr. Schultz further 
indicated that he would not sign the concurrence letter provided 
by the State Highway Administration. 

HJ:sjc 

cc:  Mr. Louis H. Ege Jr. 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

My telephone number is 

IOO TCM r> .*• Teletypewriter for impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro -565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492^062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Caivert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator /^^ 

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: 

The MD 237 project was initiated prior to development of the 
?e^i?t?naEth/40^ re^latory Process. In an efflrt to fvo^d 
fSI 2  ?g 5he adegUaCy of the P^pose and need in the future 
on^he^SaturfLne9^ ^-tration seeks yourconcurr^ce on tne signature line below indicating your agreement with tho 
adequacy of the Purpose and Need for the proposed S 237 

Dece^er^e ^fanff * ^-^^genly  Letin^held on uecemoer 16,   1992 and documented in the attachment nrovid^d  T^ 
you agree with this determination, please p?ov?de yoSr^gniture 
on the concurrence line below by April 17/1993.      signature 

Should you require additional information please don't hesitate 
to contact Howard Johnson of my staff at (?10-f33-l?79) 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: J^ 
Bruce M. Grfey 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:BMG:jdj 
Attachment 

cc: Ms. Jareene Barkdoll 
Mr. Lee Carrigan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
MR. Rodney Little 
Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

My telephone number is 
(410)   333-1186 

400 -rccc D ,*• Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Balt.more Metro •565.0451 DC Metro . ^00^9^62 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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Concurrence: 
/ 

-M 

y   / 

Mr. Keith Harris 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

*? r/4 /ft3 
Date 
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ta      i     .,,+ ..    .- O. James Lighthizer 
Maryland Department of Transportation Secre,ary 
State Highway Administration USfiX? 

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: 

The MD 237 project was initiated prior to development of the 
combined NEPA/404 regulatory process,  in an effort to avoid 
revisiting the adequacy of the Purpose and Need Statement in the 
future, the Maryland State Highway Administration is reguestina 
your concurrence for the proposed MD 237 dualization. This was 
presented at the Interagency meeting held on December 16, 1992 
and is documented in the attachment provided,  if you agree with 

returfby^U^S; lJ£!" **** ^  ^ COnCUrrence line below «* 

Should you require additional information, please contact Howard 
Johnson, of the Project Planning Division, at (410) 333-1179. 

Very truly yours, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

by:   ^ j) l*Utu*/ 
fc Neil J. Pedersen, Director 

Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

CONCURRENCE: 

/*. A. Porter Barrows  ~ *~~    Date '  
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 

My telephone number is    (410)   333-1110 

•wi -rccc o,,.. .Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro -565-0451 D.C. Metro - l-SOJMsEs^ Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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MARYLAND Office ofPlcmmng 
William Donald Schaefer 

' Arvri 1    1 o      IQQT ^O"* 
Director 

Governor ' April    12        1993 RonaldM. Kreitner 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning & Preliminary Engineering 
State Hxghway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re: MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
Purpose and Need 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

2 5 a^ he Maryland Office of Planning has reviewed the Puroose 
and Need statement for the Proposed MD 237 dualizS?ion  oS^ 
comments focus on the consistency of the project SitSihe 
Economxc Growth, Resource Protection and llannfng Act of 1992. 

M^^tStSVJS? S^ MT
ary'S COUnty c<>»Prehensive Plan, MD A JhL situated within the Lexington Park development district 

#   This area is cited as suitable for growth, having i£ plaS or 
Planned public sewer and water facilities. Planned Is a center 
of population and commerce for the County, the Lexing?on Pa?k 
development district is an appropriate Pl4ce for the increased 
adI??toLreSUltin2 f^0m the ProP^ed widening! The la£e 
additions proposed will accommodate the anticipated 

Test cente?  ThI f^th- exPansion of th« Patuxent Naval Air lest center. The safety improvements expected as a result of i-bo 
proposed upgrading appear to be substantial, and justified. 

We therefore concur with the statement of Purpose and Need for 
the proposed widening and safety improvements on MD 237? 

Sincerely, 

James T. Noonan 

JTN:CAW 

cc: Vivian Marsh, OP, Southern MD. 

301 West Preston Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21201-2365 i 

Comprehensive Planning: (301) 225-4562      Fax: 225-4480      TTY- 383- 7555 
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•'•'•      /7T 
STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 1.5.0.1 
2500 Broening Highway   Baltimore, Maryland 21224 
(301)631-3245 

William Donald Schaefer „ .     „    . 
Governor Robert Perciasepe 

Secretary 

July 6, 199flUr ;  . 

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: 

I have reviewed the air quality technical report prepared bv   9 
S^Sute ^^n^M016!10^' ^ f0r the Vropom£L  altSrSSTfS MD Route 237 in St. Mary's County and concur with its conclusions. 

m-^? Propos®d. alternates are in an area of the state that is 
£«??£ S V ^Blng in attai^ent of all National Ambient Air 
S &*S^da7J8- ****to**' a ^termination of conformity with 
the State Implementation Plan is not required. Furthermore 
conformance with the provisions of COMAR 26?ll.06.03D^K^S£; 
Snimizfd   ^^ ^ Construction Phase of this project win be 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this analysis. 

Sincerely, 

cA^f-7^* 
Mario E. Jorquera, P.E. 
Program Administrator 
Air Management Administration 

MEJ/sf 

TDD FOR THE DEAF (301) 631-3009 VI-81 
Recycled Paper 



n** 
Mr.   Louis H.   Ege,   Jr. 
August  22,   1990 
Page'2 

cost estL«e"eaUprep:«d1oC=0c£n °f ^l^^ -quested that a 
-t briage span lJZT^l?•\h\ !£££££?££* 

^cop, of  the  fieid review mi„utes  is  provided  ^ review. 

Howarfjoinsrar^-liyl"1'101131  iafo»-tioa please contact Mr. 

Cynthia D. Simpson )iinpS 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

CDS:HJ:fc 
Attachments 
cc: 

£' ??J ^tlaufer (w/attachments) 
Mr. Bill schultz (w/attachments) 
Mr. Lee Carigan (w/attachments) 
Mr. Harvey Muller (w/attachments) 
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McCormick, Taylor & Associates, Inc. 

nn/ 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS AND PLANNERS 

sfs 5092'SDEN,DENCE ^^ SUITEBa00 *  701 MARKET STREET .   PHILADELpH^P^N^SYLVANiA 1S106^| 

Hoc 23 3 13 ^ii '30 

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 Wetland Field Meeting 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

ialLlV^l i set 0f the fleld meeting wetland maps, which have been 
revised n accordance with the discussions from the meetina were 
previously included with the draft minutes.      meeting were 

PMlUttlSfpr0 iV? mlnUte? Were ?de 1n response t0 comQ^  made by paui wettlanfer, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. y 

Very truly yours, 

McCORMICK. TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

Dennis K. Burgesor 
Senior Scientist 

DKB:n)ta: 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 246 
St. Mary's County 
SM 757-101-571 

July 24, 1990 

Field Meeting Minutps 

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 

2Ji!KE£? I J  rie d meetln9 was t0 rece1ve a9ency 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 sJ 1 
nhUILey*nK?JeCtrPPi;ng' ^'^  With lim^ed «eTd iirt. ThJ second phase performed in January, 1990, entailed an actual field delineation 
including marking of the upland/wetland boundaries with f agginq  It 
should be noted that the January investigation was conducted JStside of 

vt?^rnir^n\?f?edth:ett?^ ^ation and ponding was e°s 

preparation for the agency field meeting. "ounaanes in 

Following is 
Attached are 
with 

in 

a summary of the field view discussions by wetland, 
copies of the project alternates mapping (Scale: 1"=200') 

the revised wetland/upland boundaries indicated. 

Wetland m 

The agencies were in agreement with the wetland/upland boundaries of the 
palustnne, open water wetland, situated east of Maryland Route 237. 
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McCormick, Taylor 8. Associates, Inc. 

£.%??«   JH???
1
^ 

that Jhe forested area t0 the west of Maryland ?!«««3^.ldentlfied as a palustrine forested wetland in the January 
investigation, was not a regulated wetland.    This determination IS hawrf 
on the absence of hydric soils.    This site exhib ted predSminaStW 
facultative vegetation and very strong hydrologic ind?cato?s y 

Wetland #2 

IriL!!,!t-and,i
a Palustrine ope" water area, is situated beyond the 

project impact area, and was therefore not evaluated 

Wetland #3 

This wetland, a palustrine emergent area, is situated hpvnnrf fh* nr^*^ 
impact area, and was therefore not evaluated.       y    * pr0;,eCt 

Wetland #4 

Wetland #4, located east of Maryland Route 237 and consistina of nna n^ 

Wetland #* 

The agencies determined that the forested area to the west of MaruianH 
Route 237, identified as a palustrine forested wetlanri fn Jil "aryland 

Wetland ^fi 

3B only.   The iqlZui detemi'nld l£l 5M.^ pr0;'ect ;rea of Alternate 

Wetland ^7 

The agencies 
of this area 
Jarboesville 
relocated to 
based on the 
chromas) and 

Wetland Ifi 

^"acc^ate^h6 Hi" ,ocSed ^tland/upland boundaries were accurate, with the exception of the portion south of 
Run and east of Maryland Route 237.    ThUbounSary 2as 
the approximate elevation of 56 feet     This reloraH• w** 
presence of hydric soils (i.e. suUur olors lll'olmtr'l 
soil saturation near the surface (i.e. less than io Ses). 

• 

SUJcTUSf WaS "0t m,Ult- " 1t iS Presentl> not -<»'• t*t project 
t 
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McCormick, Taylor 8. Associates, Inc. 

General Comment!; 

The agencies requested that SHA evaluate costs and wetland impacts for 
i??ha] ?n!!a*eV0r crosT

sin9 Oarboesville 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 
JarboesvUle Run. These evaluations are to be incorporated iJEo the 
environmental document. 

IS! r?Vl!?? in,pact acrea9es for the Project alternates 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B are as TOIlows. 

Wetland/Arpa 

Wetland #1 

Wetland #2 

Wetland #3 

Wetland #4 

Wetland #5 

Wetland #6 

*Wetland #7 

Wetland #8 

Totals 

Acres Within Proposed Right-of-Way 
Alternate 2A  Alternate 2B, Alternate 3A  Alternate 3R 

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 

Sl?bk?JnK JSn0lVement baSed 0n USe 0f a b0>< Culvert for croislng 

Reported by: 

[Oju^k 
Denni s K. Burgeson / , 

DKB:mta:1788a 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

u-u  - 

William Donald Schaefer 
Governor 

Jacqueline H. Rogers 
Secretary, DHCD 

TRUST 
Office of Preservation Services 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD  21203-0717 

July 29,   1993 

Re: Contract No. SM 714-501- 
571; MD 237 Wetland 
Mitigation, Albaugh 
Property,        St.        Mary's 
County, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

PhflCo
,rhTiSa

0fliCe, ha.S rfviewed a dratt: copy of the following report: 
Phase I Archeological Survey nf the Albaimh Pro^r^y" WJ-T.^ 
Mitigation Area for itervHinii Pn^te 237. w. Mary/J rS^S5 

Maryland.  SHA's Highway Archeology Group prepared the document. 

The report contains detailed discussions of the survey's 
goals, methods, and results.  it is clearly written and well 
illustrated; and it addresses the Guidelines for ArehiiffrJE" 
Investigations jn Maryland (McNamara 1981).  in our opinion? the 
It  ?i of background research and field investigation was sufficient 
^^"^^V"1* "^ <* archeological properties in tie 16- 
acxe area of potential effects. 

n e•-,T?
e s^ty discovered one prehistoric archeological site with 

sUr?•
e^iSt°2:ic-Per-L0d component: the Albaugh Site (18ST633). 

Surface collecting and shovel testing recovered 239 prehistoric 
stone artifacts distributed almost exclusively in plowlone Soils 
The one diagnostic prehistoric artifact that was ?ecoverld datei 
fS?^^* Terminal Archaic subperiod. Interpretation of the site 
indicates a short-term occupation, focusing perhacs on food 
processing. The 46 historic artifacts included domestic ceramics 
clay pipestems, glass, brick, and metal objects. Temporally 
diagnostic objects were primarily from the late seventeenth and 

i of Historical /and Cultural Proem Division ot Historical /and Cultural Programs 
Department of Housing and Community Development 

100 Community Place, Crownsville, Maryland 21032-2023    (410) 514-7600 

Vl-tt8 
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Ms.   Cynthia D.  Simpson 
July 29,   1993 
Page 2 

early eighteenth centuries.    The low den«;ii-v ««> *.»,««,^  -4. 
to the dumping of trash in ^rll^rl^tltiT        ltm points 

te-porauy diagnostic specif (Sooiliete/ 'w^ fotnif * 0ne 

3) A completed HADB form should accompany the final report. 

when it iVlvai?^?^ % rece*vin9 » ^Py of the revised report, 
iJll2ri!tfon.Vap1lets1ee-contaycrDhr "^S "gl?/0•,?* regUire fu^ 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth J\ Cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 

EJC/GDS/EAH 
9301512 
cc: Ms. Carol Ebright 

Mrs. Samuel Bailey, Jr. 
Mrs. Beth McCoy 
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/9y 
OA, „       DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
BALTIMORE DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

P.O. BOX 1715 • • ' •   ' 
BALTIMORE, MO 21203-1715   0 :   V; 

REPLVTO 

ATTENTION OF 

^   2.-    •..   "^ 
Operations Division       iMB ) 7 ]§£       fa 

Subject:  CENAB-OP-RX(MD SHA/MD 237)90-04053-1 

Mr. George Walton 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Walton: 

This  is in reply to your June  14,   1993 reauest  for 
concurrence in Selected Alternate  6 ^hich consd!?s of a 
four-lane divided,   curbed roadway with a 20-?oo? raised median 
and seven-foot backing,   designed to a 40-MPH design IpfeS      ?L 
^^rcSndi^i^:8616"1011 0f thiS ^temate^ith^"     ^ 

will^e  c^le^eTf^ S^^BrirSSi^^S^S:"011 

P?ac^lned/,ligible  f0r the N^ional Regiltlr of Historic 

SSS.SSTSS'.iSi?^ S
C-.—rat^ SS L^en to    " * 

c.  That the final design will include a stormwater 
management plan, acceptable to MDE, which effectSSv ?««*.« ft, 
first one-half inch of runoff from'impe^io" sur?2ces p^or to* 
release into waters or wetlands.  Waters and wetlands shal? no? 
be ampounded for stormwater control or mit^gatJon'enhanceient0' 

under Sn.S1 0f uhe miti9ation plan will be provided 
under separate cover, by our mitigation staff person  if vou 
have any questions, please call Mr. Paul WettlSufS at 962-?844 

Sincerely, 

^ 

^MdztfuyL) 
Keith A. Harris 
Acting Chief, Special Projects 

Permit Section 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

fry 
0. James Lighthizer 
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 Maryland State Highway 
Administration sought your concurrence on the selected alignment, Alternate 6 for MD 237 
by means of your signature in a letter dated June 14, 1993. Inadvertently omitted from that 
discussion was the section regarding conceptual wetland mitigation for impacted wetlands 
I have enclosed the Conceptual Wetland Mitigation discussion for your review and 
concurrence.  Please provide your response to the attention of Mr. Jeffrey H Smith bv 
August 31, 1993. 3 

Should you require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 333- 

We apologize for this oversight. 

Very truly yours, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

by: ^^ 0   U/tuu* 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

My telephone number is     410-^-1 nn 

Maiyland Relay Service tot Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 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. Robert Olsen 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

Concurrence: 

h A. Porter Barrows 
Federal Highway Administration 

#-33-13 
Date 

VIT92 



Iflo 
MARYLAND .,;;•.- w.„.    _    lje_u 
HISTORICAL ' William Donald Schaefer 

• '- -'•. - Governor 

' j 2   Jacqueline H. Rogers 
\ Secretary, DHCD 

TRUST July 14/1993 
. 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: 

4.K ,T,Tha?k you for your ietter, dated June 14, 1993, received bv 
2?erSX 0nA1

J<Une I6' l"2,' re^esti^ our comments on ttt le^cted Alternate, Alternate 6, for the above referenced project. 

n« n/eCwion A06 co»Pliance has been completed for this project 
On December 28, 1988 we wrote SHA, concurring that the SiSt 
To    t^L•  effect on historic standing structure!: On FebS^ 
10 1993 we concurred that no further archeological investiaations 
would be required. In our opinion the proposed project wmhave 
a?chio!oai0c

n
ai
hiS^riC ProPfrties' deluding standing it^iesanl archeological sites. Therefore, we have no obiection to ZY>Z 

selection of Alternate 6 for the 'above reflrenced projec?. 

HannofS0^^ hlVe a,ly <Iuestions, please contact Ms. Elizabeth 
Hannold (for structures) or me (for archeology) at (410) 514-7600? 

Sincerely, 

Eliiibeth Cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 

EJC/EAH 
9301295 
cc: Mrs. Samuel M. Bailey, Jr. 

Mrs. Beth McCoy 

of Historical /and Cultural Pmor* Division of Historical /and Cultural Programs 
Department of Housing and Community Development 

100 Community Place, Crownsville, Maryland 21032-2023    (410) 514-7600 
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MARYLAND -       "'   _ 
HISTORICAL „ Wilham Donald Schaefer 

Jacqueline H. Rogers - 
Secretary, DHCD 

September 3, 1993 

TRUST 
Office of Preservation Services 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
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 
St. Mary's County, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

the £2? IT *? IZsie"e9r3 dr1,•.29 •July 1993 and received "y 
conceptual Ketla„d ^^^/t^^^.r^rt^^^^ 

have no record oi^correspondent 5Pfi£3fifropmrtimm' To date ^e 
indicates that SHA win needI tc^TecSn^t £?* Property. Your letter 
archeological site to detlraine^52^f, ?h??•, ?£ testing of the Aud 
Register of Historic Place? wf loot ^bllit//0r the National 
results of that work for r^^n? ffrward to receiving the 
the Phase II wri bet ore f SIl?^ «„ ^trUSt-tllat SHA wil1 complete 
possible «voi^ra£^ ^r 

recei^r^he^e^t^T^UpIet^5^   ?x ^0k *««* to 
site 18ST608, once access to MSTLS^ Gf 

i of Historical /and Cultural Pnwm Division of Historical /and Cultural Programs 
Depanmem of Housing and Community Development 

100 Community Place, CrownsviUe. Maiyland 21032-2023    (410) 514-7600 
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Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 3, 1993 
Page 2 

Sincerely, 

El^Iabeth J. Cole 
Administrator, Archeological Services 

EJC/EAH/ 
9301816 

cc:  Ms. Carol Ebright 
Mrs. Samuel M. Bailey, Jr. 
Mrs. Beth McCoy 

• 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

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: 

SLJ2C2?di!nCe ^ ^he combined NEPA/404 process, the Maryland 
State Highway Administration seeks your concurreAce on the 
ItXJS!:?,,11!?8 ??l0W ^^ting your agreement with the Selected 
Alternative 6 alignment for the MD 237 project as presented and 
agreed upon at the December 16, 1992 Interagency Meeting and 
SfSSFS.^m.  ^"^ SXmmary'     ?lease Pr-ide yoS? Ssponse 

Should you require additional information, please do not hesitate 
to contact Howard Johnson of my staff at (410) 333-ii?9; neSltate 

Very truly yours. 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

A 

by:   %* > /^Mu, 

Attachments 
cc: Ms. Jareene Barkdoll 

Lee Carrigan 
Keith Harris 
Rodney Little 
C Robert Olsen 
Cynthia D. Simpson 

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

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Ms. 

Concurrence: 

JU//Jb 
Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Federal Highway Administration 

7-/3*15 
Date 

My telephone number is       (410^   331-1 T|(l 

m TCCC o.f Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Ba.t.more M*ro ;565-045i DC Metro • 1.&M£SM2 Statewide Toll Free 
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MARYLAND Cffice of Planning 
William Donald Scbaefer W(/L  _. _. .   .}       .,  t   .. 

Governor *'w —Li   j . |     '^TtonaldM. Kreilner 
—    , _ _ - Director July 29,   1993 

Mr.Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD.  21203-0717 

Attn: Mr. Jeffrey H. Smith 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Staff at the Maryland Office of Planning has reviewed wa/c 

STSFtSySl ^ ^ m 237 PrOJeCt Sefe^d^Itl^te^ S 
T      •   L he Alternatives under consideration fall within Jh« 
that^an^-   ^f0pment ^^^t,   and wSuld supp^tS growth 
AifstltSn    ^^ aS a reSUlt 0f ^ sanding PatuxeS N^a^ 

tLfihL^K^f ^on^tion provided in the summary report 
ItlT^tl With the infor*ation distributed at the De^eibe? 16 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 

f*      Sincerely, 

James T. Noonan 

JT/CW 

cc: Vivian Marsh, OP 

301 West Preston Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21201-2365 
Comprehensive Planning: (301) 225-4562      Fax:225-4480       Try• 383-7555 
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ySSJ UNrTED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AG^fcV 
\mtfr REGION III 

841 Chestnut Building 
Philadelphia. Pennsylvania 19107-4431' ;i ?•..     n 

/f/ 

Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert St. 'Tjjf 0 0  <M* 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 WL  i ^  r• 

Re: MD 237 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

In accordance with the combined NEPA/404 process- EPA is 
responding to your request for concurrence on the Selected 
Alternate for the MD. 237 project located in St. Mary's County 
Maryland.  This highway improvement project involves the proposed 
widening and straightening of MD. 237 to accommodate projected 
traffic demand and to correct current safety deficiencies.  The 
SY^0J? and ne?d f?r the MD' 237 uPgrade project was coordinated 
with the agencies in December of 1992 and EPA concurred on the 
purpose and need in April 1993. ^ 

EPA has reviewed the documentation provided by SHA with this   ^^^ 
concurrence request and from that provided at the December 1992 
interagency review meeting.  Based on the summary of impacts 
table provided m December 1992, EPA concludes that the Selected 
Alternate 6 has the least impact to the natural environment, 
including wetlands (0.86 acres) and floodplains (0.7 acre)/and 
results in the fewest relocations (l residence) of the studied 
alternates,  in addition it is the least costly of the build 
alternates, impacts no historic sites and violates no air oualitv standards. «d«axxuy 

r,-^  SSed ?n P113 inforation, EPA gives conditional concurrence 
with the selected alternate 6. As per the NEPA/404 process, 
concurrence on the mitigation site(s) occurs simultaneously with 
concurrence with the selected alternate. The mitigation site and 
conceptual design information were not included in this request. 
EPA will be happy to provide final approval on the selected 
air?ri?ate when a mitigation site has been agreed upon. In 
addition EPA understands that the wetlands impacts may be further 
reduced during design and these efforts will be documented in the 
Avoidance, Minimization and Mitigation Report (AMMR). 

4. .c^3 noted in our comment letter on the purpose and need, the 
traffic data indicates that the selected alternate will be 
functioning at less than optimum levels in the design year. This 
is due to the projected traffic demand which is partially based 
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n^ 
on the expansion of the Patuxent Naval Base,  in order to keeo 
these highway improvements functioning efficiently for as lona as 
possible EPA continues to urge that alternative traffic     9 

management concepts be instituted. For example staggered work 
hours and car pooling at the Naval Base may help to maintain 
optimum levels of service into the design year.    maintain 

T,• 
Thanlc you for this opportunity to comment on MD 237 

EPA requests that for future selected alternate Concurrence 
requests that SHA provide study area and alternates mapS the 
environmental impact data for each alternate andTsSSiy^; the 
ES52S a? ?eed- wIn addition litigation site locatSrSd 
conceptual plans should be included. This would greatly 
n^iiJ e^r

1
reV1?W and Provide an information bridge for projects with long development times. 

Please contact Mr. Peter Stokely of my staff if vou have anv 
questions regarding this letter. y      any 

Sincerely, 

% 

John Forren, Acting Chief 
Wetlands Protection Section 

# 
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08,-26,1993 15:23 FROM AMD-ESD   REGIONS     TO        84103331045 P.02 

HUfc-i-   7Z -.? e'?:2i U-:K: •>» PL-NNJ-^        TEL NO:^je-333-i0«»5 »i4- pee ' i^Lzrag" 

SKI,A 
0. James UgMMa* 

MtiylmdDepartment Qf Transportation s*mmr 

State Highway Administration m ,C8W0ff 

July 29, 1993 

Re:  contract Ko. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 fron MD 235 t6 MD 246 
St. Mary's County, Karyland 

Mr. Rny Denaark 
U.S. Hnvironaen^al Protection Agency 
Ragional ill 
NEPA coctpliance Section 
814 Chestnut street 
Philadelphia PA 19107 

Dear Hr. Denaarx: 

In accordance with the combined NEPA/404 process, the Maryland 
State Highway Administration sought your concurrence on the 
selected alignraent, Alternate 6, for KD 237 by neans of your 
eigne-ure in a letter dated June 14, 1993.  Inadvertently onitted 
frott :hat discussion was the section regarding conceptual wetland 
tnitigation for iapacted wetlands. Please provide your response 
to attention of Mr. Jeffrey K. Smith by August 25, 1993. 

Should you require additional information, please do not hesitate 
to contact ne at (401) 333-3439. 

We apologize for this oversight. 

very truly yours. 

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

by: *?•&]«* ^ 
16 N. Walton 

LStant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

VI-98 



08.26/1993 15=24 FROM AMD-ESD   REGION 3      TO        84103331045 P.ZZ/'j& 

Mr.  Roy D«nTaarX 
Page ~vc 

LHZ:GWW:sjc 
Attachments 
CCJ MB. Jar«en« Barkdoll 

Hr.L«© Carrlgan 
Mr. Doug Siaoncme 
Ms. Cynthia D. Sinpson 
?lr, Jeffrey Smith 

Concurrence: 

Ow.S. .^nvireninental Proted'tion Agency Dat« / 

2~0 tpuc^fiz. 
A    A;/p"^4    '** f'ss" 

# 
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^ /9 s- STATE OF MARYLAND ^ 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT     : 
2500 Broening Highway   Baltimore, Maryland 21224 
(410)631-3609 '•"--/:  "  ' • • 

William Donald Schaefer \~     "\ :•'..••.-s   DJ 
Governor il? iJ     ""   " Robert Perdasepe 

Secretaiy 

September 9, 1993 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr., Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineerinq 
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. Mary's County, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

The Administration has received and Reviewed the June 17    Auoust 3 anrf 
September 3,   1993 transmittals for the above referenced prSt      TS review 

AligSS^/S 2f37 ^ ShrPOSe 0J.««~*i»* °» ^e  -JSJSi A^rn^eT 
ariTresult Sf^hat^eJL^    n ^  ^^ 3  "* *'     ^ 'ollo^ag comments 

SL?S,i2i8«a^i0n concurs that'   based upon the information 
submitted,   "selected Alternate  6 Alignment"  addresserSi 

w^S^^^s^r11 ^ ^^^ ^CtS  Up0n ^rfand 

?heetlPm^?oLi-nf0rin^i02 submitted' the Administration concurs with 
the 2.1 mitigation ratio for the anticipated palustrine forested wetland 
impact, proposed to be implemented at the Audand SaJgh pJopertlls 
Is the statement in the "Mitigation Report" regarding no mitioaJion 
sites available in the St. Mary's Rive? watershed incorrect'^BaseS upon 

E^SS^tSSSr1'the Aud property appears to ^e^hinBa?S sr 

be^ovXefjorJhis^roie^in" ^^ *"* ^"^ -nagement must «* ZZ    t     • hxs ProJect  ^-n accordance with the Maryland Deoartment 
federal VrSl^T "orinwater. Management Guidelines fo^Se an^1"6" 
fn tn^Ll    3ect?;u A1SO'  erosion and sediment control must be provided 
aSd^eSarProjectr Er0Si0n "* ^^^ COntro1 ^idelines^orlSte 

"AliaSint"traT^0n aPPreciates the opportunity to provide comments on this 
^Alignment   .     If you have any questions regarding the above comments? pSase 

Sincerely, 

2s K.   Tracy,   p.E. 
\Wa£er Resources Engineer 
water Management Adm£»*stration ^L 

TDD FOR THE DEAF (301) «31-3009 VI-100 
Recycled P«p«r 



IP 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

David L Winstead 
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 
Division of Ecological Services 
1825 B Virginia Street 
Annapolis MD 21401 

ATTN:  Mr. Bill Schultz 

Dear Mr. Zepp: 

In accordance with the combined NEPA/404 process, the Maryland 
State Highway Administration seeks your concurrence on the 
signature line below indicating your agreement with the proposed 
horizontal and vertical alignment shifts on MD 237 for selected 
alternate 6, the triple cell box culvert at Jarboesville Run and 
the revised riparian mitigation planting concept. 

The description of the revised alignment shifts, structure size 
and riparian mitigation, summarized in the attached memorandum, 
ilr^lS n11 "f* !r0" the U-S- ^y CorPs of Engineers, the 
M?^2 Department of Natural Resources and the U.S. Fish and 
wildlife Service at a meeting on February.21, 1995. 

li6^6 le^r\yo"r  concurrence to the attention of Ms. Gay Olsen 
in the Prouect Planning Division by April 13, 1995.  Should you 

llV%lo)   ^t-lHT.  PleaSe feel free t0 Cal1 m:'  JoSfph Kress^in 

Very truly yours, 

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

Kiresslein 

# 

ph Kfcesslein 
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 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 
Street Address: 707 North Cal vert St reel • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 



/?7 

Mr.. Robert Zepp 
March 14, 1995 
Page Two 

Concurrence: 

//;,M^ \lMr 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Ser 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 
s/zs/ftr- 

# 

* 
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0 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY P ?, G J E 0 1          /  '    * 
BALTIMORE DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS JC ', OPME.*"« 

P.O. BOX 1715 b' C.v - ^ 
BALTIMORE, MD 21203-1715 D i V i S ;' • •' "' 

ji=fti§9P'      REPLY TO                                                   £;}«*'•"  - -• tu s fir 
^^      _,_ .ATTENTIONOP                                                                   3«ftl>   Z.  Ij     ,0%. ,,        -j 1          Q   US   Ull     JJ 
Operations Division H&R Zl  3 UcS w 

QiSi?^;-, CENAB-OP-RX(MD SHA/MD 237, from MD 246 to MD 235; 
SM757-101-471)90-04053-1 

Ms. Cynthia Simpson 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

This is in reply to Ms. Linda Kelbaugh's letter dated 
February 10, 1995 concerning proposed sites for mitigation 
plantxng, and Mr. Joseph Kressline's letter of March 14 1995 
requesting concurrence in the selected alternate. 

.».• vh® ^^ concurs in the selected alternate for MD 237, 
which includes the following features: 

«.K„4.a,-i? ?"ce11 box culvert, no longer than 90 feet (+/-), 
^£wi^ *ave °ne cell which duplicates the bank full flow 
•? i  JP^ *ftl0/ and other c&lls ****  Provide conveyance of 
out-of-bank flows and deer passage at a width that is at least 
SS2J ^ YJ I af the bank ful1 width-  Because the bank full 
width is 13 feet, the base flow culvert will be 13 feet wide. 
Each of the outer cells will also be 13 feet wide to provide 
£?£?  S? co!lveyfncf at a width that is double the bank full 
width. The culvert will be buried one-foot below the normal 
stream invert. 

b. Gravity blocks will be installed to direct the base flow 
«2 Se SenJe5 ff11' and to ensure that the width-to-depth ratio 
of the bank full condition is duplicated. 

c. Riprap will be installed on the invert of the stream at 
the approaches to all three culvert cells. The riprap on the 
approach to the low flow cell will be depressed one-foot 
below the normal invert of the stream. The riprap on the 
approach to the outer cells will be covered with earth so as not 
to preclude access by deer to the outer cells. 

d. The outer cells will have an inside vertical clearance 
-I.  ?et' and the center low-flow cell will have an inside 

vertical clearance of 12 feet. 

e. The centerline of the road will be shifted eastward 10 
feet, as compared to the original location, within the following 
limits: from 1200 feet north of Jarboesville Run to 500 feet 
south of Jarboesville Run. The vertical sag point will be 
located approximately 200 feet north of Jarboesville Run in 
order to reduce the impact of fill slopes on the adjacent 
residence. 
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Regarding the mitigation requirements, the Corps previously 
concurred that the wetlands could be replaced at the £££5* 
site, provided some form of riparian enhancement is accomplished 
in conjunction with the wetland creation, since the Albaugh site 
does not replace all the riparian functions of the impactld 
wetlands. Ms. Kelbaugh's letter proposed planting at three 
SJSi fC Sltes ^ V**  Jarboesville Run watershed. None of these 
sites is considered acceptable to duplicate the lost riparian . 
M^i02?* We f0"0^ witfc extending the site search to the St. 
Mary's River watershed. We will require either 1200 linear feet 
0^Sfeaai bank PlantinS (with ail approximately 25-foot SS5 
width) or reforestation of 1.4 acres of floodplain that has no ' 
vegetation currently. 

'*  -if yo« have any questions, please call Mr. Paul Wettlaufer . 
of this office at 962-1844. 

Sincerely, 

/^//•^^zdy^ 
XKeith A. 

/^Chief, S 
Harris 

Special Projects 

CC: Linda Kelbaugh 
# 

* 

#(?-ie2A 
.V 
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^ 

«, 

William Donald Schaefer                 Maryland Department of Natural Resources Ton-ey c. Brown, M.D. 

Water Resources Administration secretary 
Tawes State Office Building Robert D. Miller 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 Director 

"A Commitment to Excellence in Managing Maryland's Water Resources" • 

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 
alternates for the above referenced project. The Environmental 
Assessment for the project was previously reviewed in 1991, 
resulting in our formal recommendation for Alternate 2A (letter of 
February 28, 1991 from DNR to SHA). Since the EA was completed, 
an additional alternate. Alternate 6, was added for consideration. 
Alternate 6 reduces wetland impacts by 0.77 acre, forestland 
impacts by 0.23 acre, and parkland impacts by 0.74 acre compared 
to Alternate 2A. In view of the reduction in natural resource 
impacts compared to the other alternates, we concur with the 
adoption of Alternate 6 by SHA. 

Alternate 6 requires the construction of a crossing over 
Jarboesville Run, which drains to the St. Mary's River. We request 
that SHA evaluate various options including a bridge, bottomless 
arch, and a three-isided box 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 
a wildlife corridor under the roadway, thereby connecting the St. 
Mary's River State Park with an open space area to the east of MD 
237. 

Telephone: (410) 974-2156 

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
vr-io3 



•Zo/ 

Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
November 15, 1993 
Page 2 

Although we maintain our preference for a bridge, we recognize 
that other options exist for restoring wildlife passage under the 
roadway. The feasibility 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. 

We will continue our review of the project upon receipt of 
additional information regarding crossing structures over 
Jarboesville Run and design details associated with the impact 
minimization, including stormwater management structures. 

Sincerely, 

'•A. 
Elder A. Ghi 
Chief, Coas 

rv 
li, 3rJ 

Zone Consistency Unit 

EAGJr:cma 

cc:  Gary Setzer, WRA 
Ray Dintaman, TID 
Paul Wettlaufer, COE c 

* 
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03/28/1995 13:19   410-974-3158 PUBLIC LANDS &  FRSTY ^ 

MarylandDepartmentofTran^k vi 
State HighwayAdministra. 

AH 1/   PAGE    01 

Pott-ir brand fax transmlnal memo 7B7I f^u 
nm    ' i. -i  

^>-^^fL 
y^f--^ffM 

Re 

March 17, 1995 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246 
St. Mary's County, Maryland 

Mr. Timothy P. Brower 
Regional Administrator 

ES&FoSHSfof Katural T80Urees 

ar^s-.sjsrBuildin9 E-3 
Annapolis MD 21401 

Dear Mr. Brower: 

RECEIVED 

MAR 2 2 1995 

PROGRAM OPEN SPACE-DNR 

tele ihone 

• 

Baaed on your March 8, 1995 ~^ 
Johnson, it was agreed that due 
408 and 175 located in the sc 
crossing of Jarboesville Run, tae 
Resources would not take jurisdii't 
consider them parkland.  This 
map and alternates map. 

south rest 
thi 

ar<sa 

conversation with Howard 
:o litigation surrounding parcels 
fest quadrant of the MD 237 
Maryland Department of Natural 
ion over these properties or 
is shown on the attached tax 

Ir^hf I^ttiSfi- S!?S ""S* "flMlr....totrt of £rom the two parcels.    The State .96 acre 
Highway Administration seeks 

youx concurrence on the aig^tur,, llSrL^S t^t^rL866"8 , 
are not publicly owned public Da:klind SS^i,^  5  ?0 Parcels 

docu^entacionr^ardin/^ctrpSLr^^s^^^a. 

Very.truly yours. 

Louis H. Ege,» 
Deputy Directc 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

My telephone number is 

Maryland Relay Service 
1 •800-735-2258 

fcr Impaired Hearing or Speech 
Statewide Toll Free 

c.     5,A'i,in9 ^i?** •*•?•»«» 1 »7 • Beltlmore, MD 21203-0717 
Street Addrees: 707 North CatveriStreet • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

VFlb4 



83/28/1995    13:19        418-974-3158 PUBLIC LANDS & FRSTY 

Mr.   Timothy P.   Brower 
March 17,   1995 
Page Two 

Concurrence: 

MaiyiaHa DeKr^m^tof N^u^af5^^ 

Attachments (2) 
cc: Mr, Lee Carrigan 

Mr. Howard Johnson (w/attaclk) 
Ms. Linda Kelbaugh (w/attach) 

233 
PAGE    82 

• 

sources Da ̂ ^As 

# 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

M 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Ha! 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: 

^accordance with the combined NEPA/404 process, the Maryland State Highwav 
Administration sought your concurrence on the selected alignment. Alternated for MD 237 
SfJIIfT 0f ^K ^^ * a ^ ^ June 14' 1993   madvWtently onSt^ fZ SI 
discussion w^the s«:tion regarding conceptual wetland mitigation for impacted weZds 
I have enclosed the Conceptual Wedand Mitigation discussion for your review and 

AuguxTCw^** ^^ ^ reSPOnSe t0 ^ attenti0n 0f Mr- Jeffrey H- Smith by 

Should you require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me at (410) 333- 

We apologize for this oversight. 

Very truly yours, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

bv:        ^ D   U&uu*. 
Neil J. Pedersen, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

My telephone number is     4in-m.mfl  

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 
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
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Attachments 
cc:      Ms. Jareene Barkdoll 

Mr. Lee Carrigan 
Mr. Keith Harris 
Mr. Howard Johnson 
Mr. Rodney Little 
Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

Concurrence: 

A. Porter Barrows 
Federal Highway Administration 
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Relocation Assistance Division 

~ 

SUMMARY OF THE RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM OP l^V, 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYfANp 

All State Highway Administration projects must comply with the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 
1970 (42 USC 4601) as amended by Title IV of the Surface 
Transportation & Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 (P.L. 100- 
17), the Annotated Code of Maryland entitled "Real Property Article" 
Section 12-112 and Subtitle 2, Sections 12-201 to 12-212.  The 
Maryland Department of Transportation, State Highway Administration, 
Office of Real Estate administers the Transportation Relocation 
Assistance Program in the State of Maryland. 

The provisions of the Federal and State laws require the State Highway 
Administration to provide payments and services to persons displaced 
by a public project. The payments include replacement housing 
payments and moving costs.  The maximum limits of the replacement - 
housing payments are $22,500 for owner-occupants and $5,250 for 
tenant-occupants. Certain payments may also be made for increased 
mortgage interest costs and incidental expenses,  m order to receive 
these payments, the displaced person must occupy decent, safe and 

# sanitary replacement housing. In addition to these payments, there 
are also moving expense payments to persons, businesses, farms and 
non-profit organizations. Actual moving expenses for residences are 
reimbursed for a move of up to 50 miles or a schedule moving payment 
of up to $1,300 may be used. 

The moving cost payments to businesses are broken down into several 
categories, which include actual moving expense payments, reestablish- 
ment expenses limited to $10,000 or fixed payments "in lieu of" actual 
moving expenses of $1,000 to $20,000.  The owner of a displaced 
business is entitled to receive a payment for actual moving and 
related expenses in moving his/her business or personal property; 
actual direct losses of tangible personal property; and actual 
expenses for searching for a replacement site up to $1,000. 

The actual reasonable moving expenses may be paid for a move by a 
commercial mover or for a self-move.  Payments for the actual 
reasonable expenses are limited to a 50-mile radius unless the State 
determines a longer distance is necessary. The expenses claimed for 
actual cost 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.  The allowable expenses of a 
self-move may include amounts paid for equipment hired, the cost of 
using the business vehicles or equipment, wages paid to persons who 
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. 
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In addition to the actual moving expenses mentioned aJbove, the 
displaced business is entitled to receive a payment for the actual 
direct losses of tangible personal property that the business is 
entitled to relocate but elects not to move.  These payments may only 
be made after an effort by the owner to sell the personal property 
involved.  The costs of the sale are also reimbursable moving 
expenses. 

If the business elects not to move or to discontinue the use of an 
item, 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. 

If an item of personal property which is used as part of a business or 
farm operation is not moved and is promptly replaced with a substitute 
item that performs a comparable function at the replacement site, 
payment shall be 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. 

In addition to the moving payments described above, a business may be 
eligible for a payment up to $10,000 for the actual expenses of 
reestablishing at the replacement site. Generally, re establishment 
expenses include repairs and improvements to the replacement site, 
increased operating costs up to $5,000, exterior signing up to $1,500, 
advertising the replacement location up to $1,500 and other fees paid   _ 
to reestablish. Receipted bills and other evidence of these expenses   C 
are required for payment.  The total maximum reestablishment payment 
eligibility is $10,000. 

In lieu of all moving payments described above, a business may elect 
to receive a fixed payment equal to the average annual net earnings of 
the business. This 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 without a substantial 
loss of its existing patronage; the business is not part of a 
commercial enterprise having more than two other establishments in the 
same or similar business that are not being acquired; and the business 
contributes materially to the income of a displaced owner during the 
two taxable years prior to the year of the displacement. A business 
operated at the displacement site solely for the purpose of renting to 
others is not eligible. Considerations in the State's determination of 
loss of existing patronage are the type of business conducted by the 
displaced business and the nature of the clientele. The relative 
importance of the present and proposed locations to the displaced 
business and the availability of suitable replacement sites are also 
factors. 
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oav^fn^    ll deterBine ^e amount of the -in lieu of" moving expenses 
hal? ofVS6 ayerage.annual net earnings of the business 2 to^ one- 
?•iL?^^    net e!fnin9s,   before taxes during the two taxable velrs 
immediately preceding the taxable year in which the business iT 
relocated,  if the two taxable years are not representative    the state 
nay use another two-year period that would be more represlitativf 
buSnlL^^i ^ earni^s  include ** compensation pafHy^e 
n^t^      £ ^ 01Ter?  owner's spouse,  or 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 2he -S'lieS 
?^o£^ntV  In a11 Ca?es'  the owner °f the business mus? prSvidl 
£f°^ion to support its net earnings,  such as income tax retires 
or certified financial statements,  for the tax years in q^stiSJ?  ' 

^»i?Ced farin?1
and non-profit organizations are also eligible for 

actual reasonable moving costs up to 50 miles,   actual dirlct losses of 
^?^i?PHrS02al ProPerty'  search costs up to $1,000 Sd f 

11%^Wishment expenses up to $10,000 or a fixed payment "in lieu of 
XS'i ;?V:L?9 :!i?!nSeS 0f $1'000 to $20,000. The IJte may deteraiSf 
SSooo S^ far?K

may ^.P3^ a "ini— of $1,000 to ^maSmS ot $20,000,  based upon the net income of the farm,  provided that i-ho ^?t» 
chLS^n^00311?1 0r ^t Partial acquisitio^caSsed a suS?anSLf• 
o?^^,1","16 "ature 0f the fariB-     In SOffle cases,  payments "in lieu 
alfec?S bvTnalt^ftS *"* ^^ t0 ^ ^"tlolS t^t a?e 
lliaib?f 5 ^S^131 ^^sition.    A non-profit organization is 

knii2o«i    ^    feceive a fixed payment or "in lieu of" actual moving cost 
*?e£nSe; tlL^V^ 0£.^'000 to $20,000 based on grols SS2 revenues less administrative expenses. •«»«ax 

A more detailed explanation of the benefits and payments available to 

£3i£u in^e^p13?31"?5^  t^m *»* non-profir^ganflat^is0 
STSi ?S Iin ^e    Relocation Assistance" brochure that will be sssst^srpublio hearin5 for tMs project — ^"^ ^ 
SK?16 eVent oo^P^able replacement housing is not available to 
rehouse persons displaced by public projects or available replacement 
housing is beyond their financial meSns, replacement ^ho^sinS asT 
iSSifT^r lH11 ^ utili2ed ^ accompiishtte reSousiS^!    De?ai!ed 
"ho^?LlnUSt ^ c°aPleted by the State Highway Administration SfoS "housing as a last resort" can be utilized. "-"on oerore 

S*?TaLi State laW? re<^ire that the State Highway Administration 
£K^3Ll5Cr?1 With ^ PhaSe 0f a prOJect Shic^ wiH oausf S2 »nt?? ?i K of^any persons,  or proceed with any construction proiect 
S?f hi «has furnished satisfactory assurances that the above pa^Ats 

i^ S6 PrOYlde<i» and that all displaced persons will be Payments 
housinaCw?£ft ^^^ to.ooinparable decent,  safe and sanitary 
housing within their financial means,  or that such housina is in ni*• - 
and has been made available to the displaced person. 9 *      * 
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