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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, AJternate 6, consisting of a 
four-lane divided, curbed roadway with a 6.1 meter (20 feet) raised grass median and 
a 2.1 meter (seven feet) of backing, with a design speed of 64.37 kph (40 mph), will 
have no significant impact on the human environment. This FONSI has been 
independently evaluated by the FHWA and determined to adequately and accurately 
discuss the need, environmental issues, and impacts of the proposed project and 
appropriate mitigation measures. It provides sufficient evidence and analysis for 
determining that an EIS is not required. The FHWA takes full responsibilitv for the 
accuracy, scope, and contents of the Environmental Assessment and attached 
documentation. 

Section 4(f): The Selected Alternate, AJternate 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 AJternate is the only feasible and 
pmdent alternative which minimizes impacts to the Section 4 (f) property. 

Date ^>^Federal Highway Administration 
Y?       Di )ivision Administrator 
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H 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

O. James lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

April  16,   1992 

MEMORANDUM 

%d  | IsUvu* 

TO:      Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

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

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

Attached are summaries of the Select Alternate for Recommendation 

?no H9iSeld ?V2Uary 4' 1991' and tw° Director's Review meet- ings held on July 9, 1991 and November 5, 1991.  TL summer?!! 
indicate the additional alternates that have been studieSL f 
result of citizen and county official input.  Also attached i« * 
comparison of alternates chart and a description of the sheeted 
?U? o ^ ^^jn-te 6, which you selected at the December 5 
1991 Quarterly Review meeting. ^emoer a. 

Alternate 6 is a 40 mph design, four-lane divided closed section 
roadway with a 20 foot raised, grassed median. section 

nn^arati0n T
0f a findin9 of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is 

under way.  Location/Design approvals from the Federal Hiahwav 
Administration will be received in June of this year  HlghWay 

aUernateWith ^ recom,nendation to proceed with the above li 

CONCURRENCE,: 

Hal Kassoff, Administrator 

sted 

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 

<»«•» 7ccc o ... Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492T5062 Statewide Toti Pr« 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 0717 ^ 
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Alternate 6 

Alternate 6 - This alignment was developed usina 40 ,•h ^  • 
criteria to reduce riaht-of-wav imrs»~t-       * g niph design 
utilize as much of S2 exiftiSa rnK    nd COStS-  It would ,14.   i.   iu^v-i* "i. »-ne existing roadway as Dossibi«»  TK« 

been propose/as uJtL^te^ptions"or^lfe^^te^ ^"^i-ny 
way needed to construct either „? ihf A-'tefOate 6-  The right-o(- 

s^SnrirtSSr o-^r^sisj.?^-»»- 

MD 237   from Peggs Road to m  L?    D^     f?5.the reconstruction of 
constated *2 tSJ^^^-^^t^S-U^^rtS"" " 

p^r:?' S.^iS.'S.t•1^^^?.*•,»«?'. C?unty 
lane divided  curbed roadway with a  20   fn^f  Zerna^e   6  w;Lth a  four- 

MD  235/MD   237   to   SS ^njlance   If  ttf M^STHm^S*"'ti0n   '* 
Center.     The proposed roadway would cowilt of fiv. ??P?ln? , 
with a one foot offset at tho r.»rZ;*l        t e 11  foot lanes 

point  the   alignmen?  sSiftS  sliahtw  ?^  ?KSayre   Drive-     At  this 

to the Lexington  Parf church of God  and  tH   "t^  t0  aVOid  in,pact 

The Proposed9roadway would avoid any SLect  fmaZ*? c^^ry. 
KSt%'^S^^!!^:t^ ^•- •S.1.Tg

cnt
M

tSttS;.„ 
existina Mn O?-J , 4.*? •  ? again follow the western edge of 

1-2 



II 
22 hVt^nLT^ -W* will 
across from the Regional PaS  ?ha -wsiden!1^ Properties 
south avoiding residential nrAr,. ?" alignment then continues 
side of existing 237 app?oximftofv ^nf^^"

9 t0 ths e^t 
Rutherford Boullvard  The orn^!^ly1 f

000 feet south of 
the west just MrS if SJbSSSiJu Ru^and^ ^ Shif :S back to 
the west side of existina Sn ?Ti Z    Run and continues south on 
Fox Chase Village - ^ Lart^ni-!0 a»01f direCt ilnPact!5 to the 
at Jarboesville Run. The oron^^V ^ structure will bo provided 
and would be approximated sev^n 2 l^  WOUld be 75 f^t long 
This alignmentproviSed the Ihortfl^H^r6 ?arbo«-vill« Run. 9 

build alternates.  It then Shi?fs ?o tho 
ge l^qth  0f a:i ^ 

center of existing MD 23? until it- ?n^  ea^t t<? follow the 
Peggs Road. The proposed rSadJaS wiSET"?8 Wi^h the county's 
reconstruction of MD 237 be?w^n D    "ot require any    * 
section of existing MD J37 would bf SJ ?0ad/;d MD 246'     This 
project.  Median crossovers tnd  liftc°"stru^ted with the MD 246 
provided at the same locations as 1*2    *"  ?tora^ lanes would be 
to include Barefoot Dr?v^IayreDr?ve

PrMTt?^S bUild alt^nates 
Memorial Gardens, HorsehJid Rold, Vanty  Lane IL?*'   Eve^^ 
The exception is the realiannJn? JF  2 y -ft'   and Pe<3^  Road, 
to create a common median 2MSOVP5 ^    ROad and Hewitt **** 
previous build alternates  ?h!s iLtL•*  Pr-POSed for the 
this alternate due tS construction S?TS?^ 1S ^ V•*•**  with 
pond for the Heard Esta?ersubdivL?on alona^hf^ nanaJ«»ent 
realignment of Norris Road  a tl^ g the ProPosei 
storage lane, .ouwS."^^'^^^^! and left-tUrn 

1-3 
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MD 237 - Summary of Alternates 

2A 

Displacements 
20 

Alternate 

2B 3A 

20 

Right-of-Way 
Required 
(Acres) 

Residential 

Conunercial 

29.1 
1        1 

33.8 

34 

3B 

34 

Wetlands 

5.5 

Parkland 

1.4 

5.7 

18.3 

Sel.   6 

23.7 27.6 

22 

5.5 

1.4 

5.7 

2.1 

5.7 

2.1 

4.5 

21.9 

4.7 

6.2 

Estimated 
Cost 
($1,000,000) 

Engr.-R/w 

0.7 1.9 

7.2 7.3 8.8 

Construction       19.3       19.0 

Total 26.5 26.3 

9.1 

4.9 

22.7  22.0 

31.5 

3.6 10.2 

19.5   20.2 

31.1 23.1 30.4 

• 

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. -^lon ror a 
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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATOR HAL 

May 21,   1993 

CONCURRRNPF WITH PRTr>P ar^TnN 

A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is beina 
the project listed below.  Location approial will be 

l^l fou/feralHi?ry  ^^istration, recording Alti 
m4dLn       dlVlded CUrbed roadway with a 20-?oo?9rals 

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

The decision to proceed in this manner was made bv the 
Administrator at a meeting on December 5, 1991? * 

/3> 

KASSOFF 

prepared on 
requ ested 
Alternate 

ed grass 

/as 

cc: Mr. Anthony Capizzi 
Mr. Robert Douglass 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. Earl Freedman 
Ms. Elizabeth Homer 
Mr. Edward Meehan 
Mr. C. Robert Olsen 
Mr. Neil j. Pedersen 
Ms. Cynthia Simpson 
SRC-St. Mary's County File 
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II. Comparsion of Alternates 

Analysis 

Socioeconomic Environ 
1.Relocations 

a. Residential 
b. Business 
c. Farm 

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

Natural Environ. 
1.Stream Relocation 
2.Stream Crossings 
3.Threat/End. Species 
4.Prime Farmland ac. 
5.100 yr. Floodplain ac. 
6.Wetlands Affected ac. 

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

Air Quality 
1.C0 violations of 1-hr. 
or 8-H\hr. standards 

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

Alt 
2A 

19 
1 
0 
0 
5. 
yes 
0 

68 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0. 
1. 

94 
34 

None 

7.2M 
19. 3M 
26. 5M 

Alt. 
2B 

19 
1 
0 
0 
6.18 
yes 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0.92 
1.31 

None 

7.3M 
19. 0M 
26.3M 

Alt 
3A 

34 
0 
0 
0 
0 
yes 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
1. 
2. 

53 
44 

None 

8.8M 
22. 7M 
31. 5M 

Alt. 
3B 

34 
0 
0 
0 
0 
yes 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
1.51 
2.44 

None 

9.1M 
22. 0M 
31.1M 

Sel. 
Alt. 6 

1* 
0 
0 
0 
3.93 
yes 
0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0.99 
0.71 

None 

3.6M 
17.3M 
23.1M 

Alt 
7 

23 
0 
0 
0 
0 
yes 
0 

45 
90 

None 

10. 2M 
20. 2M 
3 0.4M 

The difference m relocations for alternate 7 in the chart 11 
Comparsion of Alternates and Summary of Alternates table on page 1-4 
is due to counting Foxchase Village, the HUD development, as ont 
relocation on the Summary of Alternates chart and as eight relocations 
in the Comparsion of Alternates table g  relocations 
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HI.      SUMMARY OF ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A.     Project Location 

MD 237 (Chancellors Run Road) is located in St. Mary's County Maryland (see 
Figure 1). The project limits extend from the intersection of MD 235 (Three Notch 
Road) and MD 237 at the northern end to the Peggs Road intersection with MD 
237 just north of MD 246 (Great Mills Road), at the southern terminus. 

The town of Lexington Park has grown up around the Patuxent Naval Air Test 
Center (PNATC) which is currently under going expansion as a result of military 
base consolidation throughout the country. The MD 237 corridor, located west of 
Lexington Park, has been slatted for intensive residential development in response 
to the base expansion. 

The proposed project consists of upgrading and widening existing MD 237 from a 
two-lane roadway to a four-lane divided highway between MD 235 and Peggs Road 
(see Figure 2). New developments within the project area will be limited to one 
access point per subdivision subject to individual review and approval by State 

Highway Administration (SHA). Replacement of a structure over Jarboesville Run 
is also proposed. The current structure is located in a sag area and is subject to 
flooding during heavy rains. A new structure will be built to accommodate four 
lanes at Jarboesville Run. The right-of-way width for the proposed improvements 
will range from 36.6 to 54.7 meters (120 to 180 feet) except at Jarboesville Run 
where the right-of-way approximates 76.2 meters (250 feet) due to the steep slopes 
in that vicinity. 

1.      Purpose of the Project 

The purpose of the project is to correct safety deficiencies of the existing 
roadway and to address the need for future capacity demands. 

Existing MD 237 is a 2-lane roadway with minimal shoulders and no safety 
grading. MD 237 is on the secondary roadway system and is functionally 
classified as a major collector which carries commuter and local traffic. The 
geometric design of the existing roadway is substandard, consisting of sharp 

ra-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 111-18 and 19 for a more detailed 
discussion of the accident rate along existing MD 237). Upgrading MD 237 
to a four lane roadway would allow for safer ingress and egress for area 
residents. Also curbs and setbacks for fixed objects would help to reduce the 
number of fixed object accidents with the Selected Alternate. 

The current average daily traffic (ADT) along MD 237 ranges between 9,400 
and 9,920 vehicles. The ADT for a roadway is the average number of 
vehicles traveling a roadway during a 24-hour period. The existing two-lane 
roadway presently operates at a Level of Service (LOS) D during a peak 
hours. LOS "D" is characterized as approaching unstable flow with heavy 
traffic volumes and decreasing speeds. 

Planned residential growth in the project area and expansion of the Patuxent 
Naval Air Test Center will result in a projected ADT range of 20,000 to 
24,000 vehicles by 2015 yielding a peak hour LOS F condition for mainline 
MD 237 under the No-Build Alternate. Projected 2015 Build ADT ranges 
between 26,250 and 31,000 vehicles yielding a peak hour LOS B/C condition 
along MD 237. 
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This roadway is an alternative route used by motorists to avoid the Lexington 
Park area due to the traffic congestion caused at the Patuxent Naval Air Test 

Center (PNATC), a major employer in the area, and numerous businesses 
and residences in that area.    The planned influx of approximately 6200 
personnel, not including families, is anticipated to take place between 1995 
and 1997.   This current expansion of the PNATC, is due to several base 
realignments and closure actions of the Naval Centers throughout the country 
and is expected to increase traffic diversion to MD 237.     Also,  new 
development  along  MD  237,   consistent  with  the  St.   Mary's   County 
Comprehensive Plan, has resulted in increasing traffic congestion along this 
corridor.   Currently, seven subdivisions are approved for construction with 
other approvals pending.   All new access point request will be coordinated 

with SHA to ensure safety  is not compromised.   The proposed dualization 
will address the capacity problems along the MD 237 corridor resulting from 
current and future development within the study area. 

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. 

m-3 



B.     Alternates 

i-      Alternates Presented at the Puhlir 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 fiiture 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. 

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. 

ffl-7 



* 

2.      Alternates Studied since the Puhlir Hearing 

a. Alternate 5 

This alignment totally utilizes the existing road. Alternate 5 proposes 
to add 3.0 meter (ten foot) shoulders to the existing two-lane roadway 
without improving the horizontal or vertical geometry. The proposed 
improvement would provide only marginal capacity enhancement and 
would slightly improve safety as vehicles could utilize the outside 
shoulders as right turn lanes to access driveways or to maneuver around 
left turning vehicles. This improvement was not selected because it 
does not correct the substandard vertical or horizontal geometries which 
currently exist on MD 237 and therefore does not adequately address 
the need for the project. 

b. Alternate 6 - Two Lane Initial Roadway 

This alignment was developed using a 64.37 kph (40 mph) design 
criteria to reduce right-of-way impacts and costs. It would utilize as 
much of the existing roadway as possible. The alternate originally 
consisted of the reconstruction of MD 237 to a two-lane roadway with 
full depth 3.0 meter (ten-foot) wide shoulders and 2.7 meters (nine feet) 
of safety grading. This alternate would provide the same minor 
capacity enhancement as Alternate 5 while also providing increased 
safety improvements by eliminating the substandard geometric problems 
of the existing roadway. Alternate 6 was initially developed to allow 
for the future widening of the proposed roadway. A five-lane curbed 
section with a continuous left turning lane, and a four-lane divided 
curbed roadway with a 4.9 meter (16-foot) raised grass median were 
proposed as options for the ultimate improvement for this alternate. 
The right-of-way needed to construct either of these ultimate options 
would be purchased prior to the construction of the initial two-lane 
improvement. Both of the options for the ultimate construction would 
utilize a 19.8 meter (65 foot) roadway, curb to curb, in order to match 
the typical section proposed by the MD 246 project which includes the 
reconstruction of MD 237 from Peggs Road to MD 246. The ultimate 
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section could be constructed when traffic volumes warrant upgrading 
the facility. This alternate was dropped because it ultimately required 
more right-of-way than the Selected Alternate 6 alignment and would 
not provided an immediate capacity increase. 

Alternate 6 - Selected Alternate 

Alternate 6 was revised subsequent to imput from the St. Mary's 
County Commissioners. The Administrator chose Alternate 6 as a 
four-lane divided, curbed roadway with a 6.1 meter (20 foot) raised 
grass median and 2.1 meters (seven feet) of backing as the Selected 
Alternate (see figure 3 and 4). Selected Alternate 6 was refined to the 
proposed typical section retaining the 64.37 kph (40 MPH) design 
speed which will require a posted vehicle speed of 48.3 to 56.3 kph (30 
to 35 MPH). 

Selected Alternate 6 reconstructs the existing four lane section (3 
northbound lanes and 1-southbound lane) from the intersection of MD 
235/MD 237 to the entrance of the Hickory Hills Shopping Center to 
a five-lane curbed section.   The proposed roadway would consist of 
five 3.4 meter (11 foot) lanes with a .3 meter (one foot) offset at the 
inside/outside curbs. 2.1 meters (seven feet) of backing would provide 
pedestrian safety and allow for possible construction of sidewalks. The 
proposed roadway would provide an additional southbound lane at the 
intersection which would allow for two lanes in each direction and a 
continuous center left turn lane.   The alignment then transitions to a 
reconstructed four-lane divided, curbed roadway with the same typical 
section and continues south generally following the western edge of the 
existing roadway until it reaches Sayre Court.    At this point the 
alignment shifts slightly to the west to lessen impacts to the Lexington 
Park Church of God and avoids the Ebenezer Cemetery.  The proposed 
roadway would avoid any direct impact to the proposed Hickory Hills 
HUD development. The alignment then shifts back to the east to again 
follow the western edge of existing MD 237 until just south of 
Evergreen Memorial Gardens. In this area the proposed roadway again 
shifts to the west to utilize 30.5 meters (100 feet) of dedicated right-of- 
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way  through St.   Mary's  River 

,3° 

State  Park,   established  through 
coordination with St. Mary's Counts Parks and Recreation.  This shift 
will also help to minimize the impacts to residential properties opposite 
the Regional Park.    The alignmeit then continues south avoiding 
residential properties by shifting to the east side of existing MD 237, 
approximately 304.8 meters (1000 fit) south of Rutherford Boulevard.' 
The proposed alignment then shift; back to the west just north of 
Jarboesville Run and continues souti 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 tlat provide conveyance of out-of- 
bank flows and deer passage at a wic th that is at least twice as wide as 
the bank full width.   Because the b.ink full width is 3.96 meters (13 
feet), the base flow culvert will be • .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 iouble the bank fall width.   The 
culvert will be buried 0.3 meter (ore-foot) below the normal stream 
invert (see Pg. VI-102). The selectei alignment then shifts to the east 
and follows the existing center lire of existing MD 237 until it 
intersects with the county's Peggs Roid. The Selected Alternate would 
not require any reconstruction of MD 237, between Peggs Road and 
MD 246. This section of existing Mb 237 would be constructed with 
the MD 246 project.   Median crossUers and left-turn storage lanes 
would be provided at the same locations as the previous build alternates 
to include Barefoot Drive, Sayre dourt, Military Lane, Evergreen 
Memorial Gardens, Horsehead Road, Nancy Lane, and Peggs Road. 
The exception is the realignment of Morris 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 construct on of a stormwater management 
pond for the Heard Estates subdivisio i 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 Altenate 6 alignment was 
revised  to  incorporate the specific type of box culvert structure 
previously discussed to be used for crossing Jarboesville Run and to 
reach agreement on the riparian mitigation concept approach.    To 
accommodate this structure, the revised Selected Alternate 6 alignment 
incorporates a 3.0 meter (10 foot) horizontal shift of the center line to 
the east of its original location from approximately 365.8 meters (1,200 
feet) north to approximately 152.4 meters (500 feet) south of the 

Jarbvoesville Run crossing. The vertical alignment at Jarboesville Run 
is approximately .61 meters (two feet) higher in elevation than original 
Selected Alternate 6 with the lowest elevation point moved from 
Jarboesville Run to a point 61.0 meters (200 feet) north in order to 
shift the roadway farther away from a residence in that area. 

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 anil the objection of the Department 

of Housing and Urban Development Jhis alternative was not considered 
a reasonable alternative to address th< 
MD 237. 

capacity and safety issues along 

3.      Service Characteristics of the Selerted Allernatp 

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 roakway is the average number of 
vehicles traveling a roadway during a U-hour period. The existing 
two-lane roadway presently operates a a Level-of-Service (LOS) D 
(Approaching unstable flow with heavy jraffic volumes and decreasing 
speeds) during the peak hours. 

Planned residential growth within the stildy limits, consistent with the 
St. Mary's County Comprehensive Land ke Plan and expansion of the 
Patuxent Naval Air Test Center, will resilt 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 Joadway 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, lincreasing 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 reasoi that this LOS condition 
shows no improvement for the build altematJs is because of operational 
problems occurring on MD 235.   MD 235 (has been identified in the 
State Highway Administration 1988 HighAay Needs Inventory for 
widening to six lanes as a long term improjement.   All of the other 
study area intersections are projected to operite, at an acceptable L-L- 
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OS service in the am/pm peak hours with either the build or no-build 
conditions, through the design year of 2015. 

The design hour volume (DHV) is 11 percent with a 55 percent 
directional distribution. The DHV is an hourly volume expressed as a 
percent for use in design representing traffic expected to use the 
highway. Trucks are 10 percent of the ADT and 3 percent of the 
design hour volume which is consistent with most state highways. 

b.      Accident Data 

In the six-year study period (1985-1990), MD 237 from MD 235 to 

Peggs Road experienced a total of 182 accidents. These accidents 
result in a rate of approximately 336 accidents for every one hundred 
million vehicle miles of travel (acc/100 mvm). This rate is higher than 
the statewide average rate of 192 acc/100 mvm for similarly designed 
highways. With the reconstruction of MD 237 to a four-lane divided 
highway, an accident rate of approximately 144 acc/100 mvm is Ijft 
expected. ^^ 

Accidents associated with the existing conditions result in a monetary 
loss to the motoring and general public of approximately $1.7 
million/100m vm. 

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        w 
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4 Selected Alternate since fatal accidents, for which only minor change 
is expected, contribute such a high cist 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 kilometeri (0.20 mile) north of MD 246. 
This section is no longer within the studV 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 k 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 itringent. In previous years, 
accident locations were separated into tvio categories with the most 
serious locations being considered priority Ibcations. Only the locations 
meeting the priority location criteria arelnow considered; therefore 
some locations that met the criteria in the pjeriod 1985-1987 no longer 
qualify in the 1988-1990 statistics. 

3f 
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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 (8L8%) in the community, riinorities are not likely to be 
affected. No known handicapped or eldetly persons would be affected 
by the Selected Alternate. Income levels \f 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 jbe 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 iid those directly affected. 
A survey of the local real estate rental and the sales market indicate 
there is sufficient comparable replacement holising available in the area 
to relocate the displaced families.   The failiilies should not require 
"Housing of Last Resort."   However, if neclssary, "Housing of Last 
Resort" will be utilized to provide decent, safe and sanitary replacement 
housing for both affected families.   Sufficieilt housing appears to be 
available in the area, to accommodate families affected by this project. 
However, significant changes in population deiiity or distribution could 
occur by the increase of personnel generated tjy 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 headquaners 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 Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and related 
civil   rights   laws   and   regulations    which   prohibit 
discrimination on the grounds of race, color, sex, national 
origin, age, religion, physical or mental handicap in all 
state Highway Administration program projects funded in 
whole or in part by the Federal Highway Administration. 
The State Highway Administration will not discriminate 
in highway planning, highway design, highway 
construction, the acquisition of right-of-way, or the 
provision of relocation advisory assistance. This policy 
has been incorporated into all levels of the highway 
planning process in order that proper consideration may 
be given to the social, economic, and environmental 
effects of all highway projects. Alleged discriminatory 
actions should be addressed to the Equal Opportunity 
Section of the Maryland Highway Administration for 
investigation. 

# 
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c.     Land Use 

The No-Build Alternate is inconsistent with county planning efforts for 
the project area because it does not provide adequate roadway capacity 

to accommodate current and projected residential development along the 
study corridor, nor does it provide the adequate access required for the 
planned expansion of the Lexington Park krea. 

Selected Alternate 6 is consistent with the St Mary's County 
Comprehensive Plan adopted in 1982 whick designates the upgrading 
of MD 237 as part of the Lexington Parklarea road improvements. 
Lexington Park is a major regional center With all access to this area 
currently passing through developed portilns of Lexington Park. 
Access to Lexington Park needs to be improved to avoid future traffic 
congestion. \ 

These improvements address the need for botk current and planned 
residential land use in the corridor. Approximately, three to four new 
subdivisions are under construction or have leen completed with 
approximately five others having received approial from the County. 
These developments are occurring as a result of llanning decisions as 
set forth in the master plan prepared by the Counfy. 

d.     Access to Facilities and Services 

The No-Build Alternate would not address the conlestion caused by 
increasing traffic volumes generated by ongoing residiitial development 
at numerous locations along the study corridor and military population 
increase in the Lexington Park area. It also wouldlnot address the 
demands of increasing commuter traffic using MD 23J7 as a short-cut 
between MD 235 and MD 246 as a bypass of the LexiLton Park area 
on a daily basis. \ 

The additional roadway capacity provided by the Selected Alternate 
would facilitate traffic flow and provide safer and quieter 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 generaR 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 ind closer proximity to the 
improved roadway. 

No business displacements are required by qie Selected Alternate. 

f. Parks and Recreation 

A total of approximately 1.6 hectares (3.93 acrfes) of right-of-way from 
St. Mary's River State Park, located to the welt side of MD 237, will 
be required by the Selected Alternate. Most ofithe park property was 
purchased with Program Open Space funds and Will ultimately consist 
of a total of 971.3 hectares (2,400 acres). Thelounty has developed 
the park facility for Softball, soccer, tennis and other recreational uses. 
The required right-of-way along the edge of the plrk property adjacent 
to the MD 237 proposed improvmements does n^t impact any of the 
recreation areas (see Section 4(f) Evaluation). 

g. Historical and Archeological Resources 

No historic standing structures on or eligible for theWational 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.lwill be affected 
by Selected Alternate 6. Phase II testing of site 18 ST 608 has been 
completed on the east side of MD 237 with negative results (see SHPO 
concurrence letter dated January 8, 1993). The portiori 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 ihclusion in the 
National Register of Historic Places.    Due to a denial to access 
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property on the west side of MD 237 at this site. Phase II testing will • 
be completed after right-of-way is purchased (See MHT letter pgs. IV 

72, 73). Given the fact that the site may likely be significant only for 
the information it contains and does not have to remain in place, data 
recovery, if necessary, will mitigate the effect on the site and the 
provisions of Section 4(0 will not be applicable. 

An environmental assessment conducted the Albaugh and Aud wetland 
mitigation sites indicates that there are no historic instanding structures 
on or elgible for the National Register of Historic Place located on the 
property. An archeological reconnaissance of the Albaugh site was 
undertaken with negative results. The Maryland State Historic 
Preservation Office has concurred that this undertaking will have no 
adverse effect on the Aud site, provided that phase III data recovery is 
earned out, avoiding the requirement for Section 4(f) documentation 
(see letter dated April 13, 1994). 

2.      Natural Environmental Impacts A 

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 w 11 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 abd stormwater management plans, 
approved by the Department of th; Environment, will be implemented 
to minimize impacts to the affectec streams. There is no indication that 
these encroachments will cause ary adverse effect on storage capacity 
or water surface elevations, result in risks or impacts to the beneficial 
floodplain values, or provide diect or indirect support to further 
development within the floodplain. 

Therefore, in consideration of these factors, the floodplain 
encroachments were determined tD be nonsignificant. In accordance 
with Executive 11988, a floodpl 
Selected Alternate. 

lin finding is not required for the 

b.     Wetlands 

Pursuant to Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) and 
Section 404(b)(1) of the Clean Water Act, wetland areas potentially 
affected by the proposed project have been identified. 

Eight wetlands in the project corridor were delineated through field 
reconnaissance and based on the presence of hydric soils, hydrophytic 
vegetation, and hydrologic characteristics utilizing the 1987 U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Methodology (see alternates 
maps). Concurrence with wetland joundaries was received during field 
reviews with representative from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlift 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. fl) 
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The No-Build Alternate does no 
(safety, congestion, and capacity 

practicable alternative to avoid wdtland 

address the need for the project 
concerns) and therefore, is not a 

impacts. 

This project has been presented at hree Interagency Meetings; October 
18, 1989, April 15, 1992 and De:ember 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 ^-' '" " ' ' •• 
was substantialy revised February 

Selected Alternate 6 alignment which 
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, theri are no practicable alternative that 
would completly avoid construction in wetlands and still satify the purpose and 
need. The Selected Alternate includes all pncticable measures to minimize harm 
to wetlands. The anticipated wetland impacts for MD 237 are .29 hectares (.71 
acre) of palustrine forested wetland (PFO) Long 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 
initial wetland impact of .35 hectares (.86 ac-e) 

The replacement ratio is based on 

watershed was initiated to identify A reconnaissance of the St. Mary's River 

potential wetland mitigation sites and the results were negative. An expanded 
reconnaissance which included all of St. Mail's County did identify two potential 
wetland mitigation sites located in the larger ^ower 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 Hering 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 bodered by drainage ditches which are 
fed by a ground water seep.   These fields will yield approximately 6.0 hectares 
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M 
(14.8 acres) of created palustrine forested wetlands and approximately .40 hectars    ^ 
(1 acre) of wetland enhancement (See figure 7). 

The second wetland mitigation site is the Aud property which is located off of Flat 
Iron Road south of Great Mills, Maryland. The site is approximately 9.3 hectares 
(23 acres) and includes two open fields that will yield approximately .59 hectares 
(1.45 acres) of created palustrine forested and palustrine emergent wetlands 
approximately .06 hectares (.14 acres) of tidal wetlands and approximately 8 i 
hectares (20 acres) of existing forested wetlands to be preserved (see figure 8). 

An allotment of approximately .16 hectares (.4 acre) of the palustrine forested 
wetland preservation credit on the Aud property will be used to mitigate impacts 
from MD 237. The other .55 hectares (1.36 acres) impacted will be mitigated by 
creating palustrine forested wetlands on the Albaugh property. All of the remaining 
wetland created at the Albaugh and Aud parcels will be placed in a wetland bank 
and used to mitigate wetland impacts from other highway projects planned in the 
St Mary's River Lower Potomac River watershed as agreed to under the Section 
404 permitting process. 

To mitigate riparian impacts SHA is proposing to provide streamside tree planting 
along Jarboesville Run or its tributaries. The primary goals of this mitigation is 
to provide channel shading, flood flow dissipation, nutrient uptake, food chain 
support, sediment removal and to extend the riparian corridor. It is anticipated that 
the final planting plan would yield approximately 3,600 square feet. 

c.      Surface Water 

Selected Alternative 6 will not require any relocation of Jarboesville 
Run. Jarboesville Run is a non-tidal waterway and is designated Class 
I-Water Contact Recreation, Aquatic Life and Water Supply. Methods 
of reducing the impacts associated with stream bottom loss, such as 
depressed cells (one foot) to reestablish productive substrate will be 
incorporated during final design in accordance with WRA criteria. 
Instream construction of any kind may be prohibited from March 1 
through June 15. This project will be coordinated with the Department 
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of Natural Resources, and a waerway 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.). Stomjiwater runoff will be managed under 

the Department of Environmental Stormwater Management Regulations. 
These regulations will require stojmwater management practices in the 
following order of preference: 

On-site infiltration; 
Flow attenuation by 
depressions; 
Stormwater retention 
Stormwater Detention 

open vegetated swales and natural 

structures; and 
Structures 

It has been demonstrated that the se measures can measurably reduce 
pollutant loads and control runoff. 

Final design for the proposed 
accordance with State and Federal 
management areas will be identified 
plans will require review and approval 
Environment. 

improvements will include plans in 
laws and regulations.   Stormwater 
during the final design phase. The 

by the Maryland Department of 

d.     Threatened or Endangered Spe :ies 

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. 
Coordination Section) 

See  letter  in the  Comments  and 

HI 
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e.      Air Quality 

An air quality analysis determined that Selected Alternate 6 will not 
result in violations of either the 1-hour or 8-hour State and National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards in 1995 or 2015 (see Table 2 and 3 and 
figures 3 thru 6). The proposed improvments will occur in an air 
quality attainment area and are recorded in the State Transportation 
Improvement Program #427-9. 
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TABLE 2 
1-HOUR CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS (CO PPM) 

i'  

Receptor 
No. Background 

1995 Alternate 2015 Alternate 

No-Build Sel. 
6 7 

No-Build Sel. 
6 7 

1 2.0 3.5 3.0 i.o 5.7 4.0 3.9 
2 2.0 4.2 3.2 fi 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 i.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 i.i 7.2 5.0 4.1 
8 2.0 4.5 2.9 i R 7.7 3.8 R 
9 2.0 4.6 3.0 1.8 7.9 3.9 3.6 
10 2.0 3.3 3.0 

!* 5.2 3.9 R 
11 2.0 3.3 2.8 

i 
2.8 

i 
5.2 3.6 3.6 

S/NAAQS - 1 H 
Including Backgi 
R = Relocation 

OUR 35 ppm 
ound concentratio n. 
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TABLES 
8-HOUR CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS (CO PPM) 

Receptor 
No. Background 

1995 Alternate 2015 Alternate 

No-Build Sel. 
6 7 

No-Build Sel. 
6 7 

1 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.4 1.3 
2 1.0 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.4 1.4 1.4 
3 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.5 1.5 

4 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.3 
5 1.0 1.2 R R 1.2 R R 

5A 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.3 
6 1.0 1.2 1.2 R 1.4 1,4 R 
7 1.0 1.5 1.3 1.2 1.7 1.6 1.4 
8 1.0 1.2 1.2 R 1.3 1.3 R 
9 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.2 

10 1.0 1.1 1.2 R 1.1 1.3 R 
11 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.2 

S/INAAQS - 8 H( Durs y ppm  1 
including Background concentrations 

In the Environmental Assessment for this project, a detailed air quality analysis was prepared 
for each of the alternates retained for detailed study (No-Build, 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B) Since 
there were no prior violations of either the 1-hour or 8-hour standards, a subsequent analysis was 
conducted only for Selected Alternate 6 and Alternate 7 since they were presented after 
completion of the Environmental Assessment. Table 2 and 3 shows the results of the subsequent 
analysis. 
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f.      Noise Quality 

Projected Noise levels and Abatement Feasibility 

In accordance with Federal Highway Administration Regulations 23 CFR, 
Part 772, "Procedures for Abatement of highway Traffic Noise," this project 
was analyzed for noise impacts. Noise nitigation 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 JD 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 lane use 
Existing noise levels 

Prediction of future design y ;ar noise levels 
Potential traffic increase 

The factors that were considered in deten lining 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 -1 pproximately $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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NSAJ -(Kingdom Hall Church) - At this site a noise level of 65 dBA is projected 
for Selected Alternate 6. The projected 65 hBA 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), wo aid 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 (1620 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 becluse it exceeds the cost per residence 
criteria of $40,000. An effective noise wall wiuld 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; thefefore, abatement analysis was not 
considered. 

NSA4 - At NSA 4 (1-story brick & frame residence) the FHWA 
dBA is exceeded by 2 dBA with Selected Alternate 6.  This 
ambient levels at this site. 

noise abatement criteria of 67 
represents a 14 dBA increase over 

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 noisL 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 cdnsidered 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 becalse 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 - (ProP0sed development) - At this edge of right-of-way site, the FHWA noise 
abatement criteria of 67 dBA is exceeded by 2 dBA with Selected Alternate 6. This represents 
a 5 dBA increase over ambient levels. For Selected Alternate 6, a barrier 658 4 meters (2 160 
feet) in length, with an average height of 4.3 meters (14 feet), at a total cost of $498 550 was 

mvestigated. This barrier would provide at least an 8 dBA reduction to fourteen (14) residences 
with projected levels above 67 dBA at a cost per residence of $35,640. The barrier would have 
to be segmented to provide for residential access, therefore it would not be physically effective 
and is not considered feasible. 

NSA6 - (one story frame residence)- At NSA 6, the FHWA noise abatement criteria of 67 dBA 
will be exceeded. The projected noise level for Selected Alternate 6 equals the ambient noise 
level. A noise barrier 213.4 meters (700 feet) in length, with an average height of 3 7 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. 

NSAJ -(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. 

NSAJ - (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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NSAUO - (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. 

NSAOi (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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Tame 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 69' 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 

6: 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' 72' 250x4.9 
(830x16) 

$219,120 11 4 $54,780 

9: 59 64 71 520x5.5 
(1700x18) 

$507,000 8 4 $126,750 

104 64 58 65 No analysis required 

11 

.   ADDroaches r 

63 

ir exceed Fl-i 

62 

WA Nnic 

70 182.9x3.7 
(600x12) 

tf>rto 

$118,800 1 1 $118,800 

2. Unable to provide feasible abatement due to need to maintain access (ingress/egress) from property onto Maryland Route 237 
3. Point on right-of-way. J 

4. Site designated potential take or relocation. 
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3. Summary 

Based on the noise analysis study completed to date, noise abatement measures in 
the form of barriers were not considered reasonable and/or feasible at any of the 
NSA's analyzed. 

4. Other Mitigation Measures 

In addition to noise walls, other abatement measures were considered as outlined 
in the Federal-Aid Highway Program Manual 7-7-3.   These include: 

a)      Traffic Management Measures 

Traffic management measures would include traffic control devices and 
sigmng for prohibition of certain vehicles (heavy trucks), time use restrictions 
for certain types of vehicles, modified speed limits and exclusion lane 
designations. 

However, it is not possible to restrict or prohibit heavy trucks from this type 
of facility. 

b)     Install Earth Berm. 

Existing residential development immediately adjacent to the roadway make 
it mfeasible to acquire significant amounts of property for buffer areas   Also 
due to insufficient right-of-way between residences and the existing roadway' 
earth berm will not be feasible, therefore, they will not be investigated during 
final design. 

c)      Plantings 

Due to the number of intersecting roadway and driveways along MD 237, 
vegetative screening was not considered feasible due to the need to maintain 
adequate site distance at intersections. 
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5.     Construction Impacts 

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

Bulldozers and earth movers 
Graders 
Front end loaders 

Dump and other diesel trucks 
Compressors 

Generally, construction activity will occur during normal working hours on 

weekdays. Therefore, noise intrusion from construction activities probably will not 
occur during critical sleep or outdoor recreating periods. 

Maintenance of construction equipment will be regular and thorough to minimize 
noise emissions because of inefficiently turned engines, poorly lubricated moving 
parts, poor or ineffective muffling systems, etc. 
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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 III of this document. 

C.     Description of 4(f) Resource 

St. Mary's River State Park is located along MD 237 north of Rutherford 
Boulevard (see figure 9). The park boundary runs coterminus with the right-of-way 
limit of existing MD 237 for approximately 518.16 meters (1700 feet).  The entire 
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park is owned by the Maryland Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and 
consists of over 809.4 hectars (2,000 acres) of publicly-owned, open space. In the 
draft document two separate 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, directly adjacent to MD 237, composed of open 
fields and farmland, from the Department of Natural Resources. St. Mary's 

County Department of Recreation and Parks have developed the facility for 
baseball, softball, soccer, swimming and tennis with additional improvements, golf 
and outdoor concerts proposed for the future. 

Property would be required from the 33 hectare (82-acre) section of St Mary's 
River State Park leased to St. Mary's County Department of Recreation and Parks 
by Maryland Department of Natural Resources. This area has been designated St 
Mary's County Regional Park (see Figure 9) to distinguish it from the larger 
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) owned state park. According to the lease 
St. Mary's County may make reasonably necessary improvements to this property 
subject to DNR review and written approval of the use. 

The lease agreement is for a period of 50 years beginning on the first day of 
December, 1986, and ending on the 30th day of November, 2036. St. Mary's 
County may renew this lease agreement for one additional term of 50 years by 
giving Maryland DNR a written notice of intent at least 90 days before the 
expiration of the original term. St. Mary's County uses the area as a public 
recreational area with any and all utilities service being supplied underground 
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D.     Impacts to 4(f) Property 

Selected Alternate 6 requires the acquisition of a total of approximately 1.60 
hectares (3.97 acres) from St. Mary's River State Park/St. Mary's County Regional 
Park. Initially, the proposed improvement would have adversely affected the 
planned soccer field designated for the St. Mary's County Regional Park area. 
However, after a meeting with St. Mary's County park officials (see 
Correspondence Section memorandum dated January 4, 1990), the county revised 
their proposed recreational area plans and relocated the soccer field and purposely 
reserved approximately 50 feet of the leased park property immediately adjacent to 
MD 237 as a buffer area to accommodate the proposed improvement to the 
roadway (see figures 4). 

Air and noise analyses have been completed for this area. The ambient Leq noise 
level for the noise sensitive site representative of this area (NSA 7) is 65dBA. The 

modeled design year Leq noise level is 70dBa, an increase of 5dBa, therefore 
abatement consideration is recommended. A noise barrier 580 meters (1900 feet) 
in length and 3.7 meters (12 feet) in height costing $376,200 would provide 
protection for 5 equivalent residence at a cost per residence of $72,240. Abatement 
for this area is not considered feasible because it exceeds the cost per residence 
criteria of $40,000. 

An air analysis was performed in this area using a representative site (NSA 7). It 
revealed only a minor increase over existing carbon monoxide concentrations, 
however no violations occured. A more detailed discussion of air and noise studies 
is included in Section III of this document. 

E.     Avoidance Alternates 

The No-Build Alternate avoids impacts to the park since there would be no 
widening of the existing roadway. Under the No-Build Alternate, only minor 
roadway improvements to MD 237 are planned. Even with these minor 
improvements, MD 237 would function at level of service "E" by design year 
2015. Safety conditions would diminish considerably with the projected increase 
in traffic volumes. Due to the lack of added capacity, the No-Build Alternate does 
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not meet the purpose and need of the project and is not considered to be a 
reasonable alternative for avoiding the park property. 

Alternate 3A completely avoids impacts to the park since the widening would occur 
on the east side of the existing MD 237 roadway. This alternate proposes the same 
typical section as the previous build Alternate 2A (discussed in Section III B 2b 
of this document) until it reaches the vicinity of Greenview Elementary School   At 
this 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 follows the same alignment as Alternate 3A and also proposes a 6 01 
meters (20 foot) raised grass median. The difference between Alternate 3A and 3B 
is that Alternate 3B proposes shoulders on the outside of the roadway rather than 
curbs. Although Alternate 3B avoids St. Mary's County Regional Park it would 
result m essentially the same impacts as alternate 3A and was determined not to be 
a reasonable alternative to avoid the park for the same reasons. 

Alternate 7 completely avoids St. Mary's County Regional Park and utilizes the 
same design criteria and typical section as Selected Alternate 6 The Alternate 7 
alignment is identical to Selected Alternate 6 from the intersection at MD 235 to 
the vicinity of Military Lane. At this point the alignment would then start shifting 
to the east side of existing MD 237 to avoid impact to St. Mary's County Regional 
Park located opposite Horsehead Road (see figures 5). Avoidance of Park property 
would require 29 residential relocations on the east side of MD 237 between Belvor 
Road to south of Nancy Lane including one low income HUD development Fox 
Chase Village located south of Jarboesville Run, impacts approximately 77 hectare 
(1.90 acres) of wetlands and approximately .59 hectare (1.45 acres) of floodplain 
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Based on the above impacts, Alternate 7 was not considered a reasonable and 
prudent alternative to avoid St. Mary's County Regional Park. 

F.     Minimization Alternate 

Studies to minimize impacts to the park property were considered by adjustments 
to the Selected Alternate 6 typical section. The Selected typical section would 
reduce the lane widths of the previously studied Alternates 2 and 3 by .30 meter 
(one foot), 3.7 to 3.4 meters (12 feet to 11 feet). It also reduced the inside and 
outside curb offset by .30 meter (one foot), .61 to .3 meter (two feet to one foot), 
and reduced the backing beyond the curb line .91 meters (three feet), 3.0 to 2.1 
meters (10 feet to 7 feet). Over all, the Selected Alternate 6 typical section would 
produce a 4.3 meters (14 foot) reduction in the roadway width when measured from 
the outside edge to the outside edge of the roadway's backing. The end result of 
the above modifications reduced parkland impact by approximately .30 meter (one 
acre). 

G.    Mitigation Measures 

Property adjacent to and north of St. Mary's County Regional Park section is in the 
acquisition plan of the Department of Natural Resources (DNR). Presently, this 
property has not been acquired. As part of the mitigation process, for Selected 
Alternate 6, the State Highway Administration (SHA) will consider using property 
identified in the acquisition program which is contiguous with the existing park as 
replacement property. This property is designated as "A" and "B" on figure 9 and 
is expected to equal the acreage of parkland impacted. Access to St. Mary's 
County Regional Park would be at the roadway median crossover, at Horsehead 
Road. SHA will rehabilitate affected areas of the park after construction and will 
ftirther 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. 

W 
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I*   Public Hearing Comment 

A Combined Location/Design Public Hearing was held for 
SJ«Sf0J   0n ^f?^ 29' 1990' at the Great Mills High 
School to present the results of the engineering and 
project*61*31 analysis and to ^ceive public comment on the 

The following is a summary of the statements made and 
appropriate responses given by the State Highway 
^?n^SJrat-0n- • A col!lPlete transcript of all comments made 
at the hearing is available for review at the Project 
Sovfi0?1"?"1 J1;;810?' State Hi9hway Administration, 707 
North calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202.  Written 
comments received subsequent 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 

S^nSSS" y«SfJiS1;1* t-at 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. 

Statement:     Unidentified Speaker 

Would like to see a controlled access highway like 
the one at Solomon's which transitions into a bypass 

I?i1L0?tl5;-W0Jld limit the nUiriber of entrances^nd 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 
houie/T1" additio!?al right-of-way, impact more 
houses, businesses and more park property.  For these 
reasons, a totally access controlled roadway was nit 
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: 

tw.ni-!e^ed ^lt^rnate 6 will be designed with a 
twenty foot raised grassed median and have a posted 

£???  vi11^     ?f   ?0   ?f  35  n,ph'   median breaks  al°ng MD  237 
5•J%:tSS2"ally PlaCed t0 minimiZe  <*"uifou. 

Statement: 

Concerned that the project limits MD 237 at vrn o-^ 

SS neith7 ^ MD 246 are b0?h hi^ accident'locations35 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. 

5. Mr. Dan Rebarchick 

Statement: 

Concerned that the proposed facility looks to much 
like a beltway which encourages high speed traffic. 
Bikers and children who use this road way would not be 
afforded protection from speeding vehicles.  Mr 
Rebarchick would like to see sidewalks or possibly a 
bike trail along the proposed roadway.  Further 
indicated that the proposed roadway should have trees 
or shrubbery to help motorist identify the area as 
residential. 

Response: 

The Selected Alternate 6 is a four-lane divided 
curbed roadway with a 20 foot raised median, with a 40 
mph design speed that includes landscaping.  Also 
proposed is seven feet of backing beyond the outside 
curbs which would allow for pedestrian safety and 
future sidewalks.  No bike trail is proposed. 
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Statement: 

Very concerned about where the stonnwater 
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: 

••n Jhe 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: 

t-hi* ?^C®rnKd-thaJ ?OSt  of the P^Perty required for 
this ]ob 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 being  ' 
affected. ^ 

Response: 

The Selected Alternate, while still a four-lane 
divided curbed roadway, does incorporate a reduced 
typical section.  This alternate does use undeveloped 
^?\SO;e f^bdivlslon 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). mpiianCei  Wlth 

Statement: 

r^x  Ver£ concerned about the elevation of the proposed 
roadway because the Church is in a low lying area ShiSh 
flT" PUddl;S When " rains- How wil1 the9wat^ 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 reguire less right-of-way, provide improve 
pedestrian safety and is supported by St. Marv's 
County. J 

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. y 

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 m total project cost would result from a 
western alignment alternative.  Lastly, a western 
alignment alternative is inconsistent with the proiect 
purpose and need which is to improve safety, add 
capacity, and improve the vertical/horizontal siqht 
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 

?i!;*?n^nt'-1
WhiCh ?VOided the park P^Perty, it required 

that the alignment go further west in the vicinity of 
the landfill which is beyond the project area of the MD 
23/ project. 

Statement: 

.•M .stated that a bypass to the west would eliminate 
drivew P  leins caused by intersecting roadways and 

Response: 

Since January 1991, four new subdivisions have 
been approved along MD 237.  With the additional 
who1^1?1 tra1

ffic "suiting from people living and 
w£««.   ii1VVlon? MD 237' a roadway farther to the 
west would not satisfy the purpose and need of the MD 

lllnZZS *       1S t0 elilninate existing and proposed 
SS9^??' redUSe accidents and ^Prove 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 Norns Road and whether the realignment would 
require any relocations. 

Response: 

Selected Alternate six does not propose to realign 
Norns and Hewitt Roads. A median crossover and left- 
turn storage lane will be provided at Hewitt Road. 

11.  Charles Strickland 
Strickland Road 

Statement: 

Concerned about possible accidents which could 
result on the proposed facility with a design speed of 
50 miles per hour (mph) while at the same time allowing 
U-turns. ' 

Response: 

The Selected Alternate 6 has a design speed of 40 
mph and will most likely be posted for 30 or 35 mph. 
Even with the necessary U-turn movements, the accident 
rate is expected to be significantly reduced with the 
construction of a four-lane divided curbed roadway. 

12.  Mr. John Cross 
450 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Mr. Cross is very concerned with the proposed 
speed limit along MD 237 and also concerned with the 
proposed right only movement from his house.  Would 
like to have shoulders to allow him time to mix with 
on-coming traffic. 

Response: 

The posted speed will most likely be 30 or 35 mph. 
The right-turn movement only from the property will 
actually be safer than the left-turn movement which 
exists today.  Shoulders are not planned with the 
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Selected Alternate. 

13.  Ms. Edie Mattingly 
872 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Believes that the road should be widened, however- 
suggested that coordination is a must at all levels to' 
ensure that the road is built with safety in mind. 

Response: 

Selected Alternate 6 proposes widening the 
existing two lane road to 4 lanes.  Improved safety is 
one of the primary needs that this project addresses. 
Public involvement and coordination with various state 
and federal government agencies has taken place and 
will continue throughout the design phase of the 
project. 

14.  Mr. George Little 
909 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

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: 

^  S^fsted 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 

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 

16.  Mr. Szymanczyk 
418 Military Lane 

Statement: 

^„^W?^id iike to see existing MD 237 widened and 
EJl^i  /? see traffic lights installed to decrease 

i  \?,    t0 allow safer egress of traffic.  Would 
also like to see sidewalks installed. 

Response: 

Traffic signals will be considered and installed 
at intersections where the need warrants,  sidewalks 
are not proposed with this project, but could be 
constructed at a later date by the County. As this 
project is designed to accommodate sidewalks. 

17.  Ms. Debra Graham 
Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: 

Wants to know if the No-Build is an option. 
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Response: 

o^io ^ No-Build Alternate was considered but not 
selected because it did not address the stated purpose 

inc^sl c^pac^V^^^ ^ iS t0 ^^ ^^^ 

18.  Ms. Daisy Walker 

Statement: 

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

Response: 

completed1!•JeCti0nS ^  faCt0r in PeggS Road bein9 

19.  Mr. J. j. Smith 
912 Chancellors Run Road 

Statement: Ml 

i^r  Wants,to ^^ if there are any plans to do water 
improvements, sewage and gas in conjunction with ?his 
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: 

4-K  ^Wat?r' sewer and ^s improvements are handled at 
the County or local levels, and it is not known when 
these improvements are planned.  Some of the 

an^wn^i0"3^ T^  warrants for a traffic signal 
and will be studied m the next phase of the project 

20.  Mr. Gary Ferko 
Callahan Drive 

Statement: 

Would like to know if any thought was aiven +*  •+. 
using the 20- wide median to avoid taking p?opI?ty? 
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K,,- 
A *our-lane undivided roadway was not considered, 

but a five lane roadway with a continuous left-turnina 
lane was.  It was dropped due to the expected high 
accident rate. y 

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 

5^S^v0 *?? east and takes houses and continuing 
lultLthf. a^<Jnment shifts to the west to avoid houses. 
Suggest that we use a combination of alternates 2 and 3 
which would minimize residential impacts. 

Response: 

. ^".iS® vicinity of Strickland Road Alternates 2 
and 3 differ m 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 
rirst 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 
Hi  !!eeK  ^Pacity and safety improvement and reduced 
the number of residential relocations to 1 versus 19 
relocations for Alternate 2, 34 relocations for 
Alternate 3 and 22 relocations for Alternate 7 
Selected Alternate 6 also required the least amount of 
wetland impacts, requiring .86 acre, 1.65 acres for 
Alternates 2A/2B, 2.44 acres for Alternates 3A/3B and 
3.26 acres for Alternate 7.  The    Selected Alternate 
6 would require 4.94 acres from St. Mary's River State 
Park and Alternates 2A/2B would require 5.68 acres and 
6.18 acres respectively. 

%\ 
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A.  Written comments received subsequent to 
Location/Design Public Hearing and response 
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^ 

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION PFC^"- 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS DEVELOP   L 

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

MD237 DECiZ    2 32 hi'SO 
MD 235 to MD 246 

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

NAME    /?//? tf  M/?S.      J'MZPrf    £   -TMrtSSMnLtK    /X -// - 90 

CITY/TOWN &A&''r /.V/ALS      STATF     /^£> ZIP  CODE-_^££££_ 

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

:<r>-       sSJL. 

O.yys^     -Jue,    &-   ^s-t    yt^£      rirxuL    /y*z*'>j^-   76^*ib&--   ,^/,/-<sAc( 

sftL<s> /ijieyr/sy^C^- //AJJL;        --Jr      ay,/s£     ^If.tK)'. ^LL/L, '   Sz- 

J 
±"V • 

^,6, ^^.AU- /f*ej. 0        > 

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

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

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

..      .        _ 0. James Lighthizer 
Mary/and Department of Transportation Secre,arv 

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 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: rre^B QlAAM 
LeRoy Ef^ Carrig^n 
Project Manager\J 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:as 

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

My telephone number is   301-333-4582 • 
o»o ,tr, „ 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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<fc 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION .aF 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS OEVF 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 
•  i op; 

Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 
MD237 

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

Great Mills High School 

^   J    « « ^ 'ffl 

NAME Af/fKWrt   M/f> — >?_- ^an 

eiTY/TQWM^y/V^r^,//^VaTATP    AVA TIP conp -^^^S? 

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

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

CZD P   ase delete my/our namets) from the Mailing List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 
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Maryland' Department 01'Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

ifl 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January 11, 1991 

HE:  contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 - MD 235 to MD 246 
PDMS NO. 183053 

MayjacK inc. 
P.O. Box 236 
Lexington Park, Maryland 20653 

To wnom it may concern: 

Tnank you for your interest m our MD 237 project planning 
?£• J* ^ comment  endorsing Alternate 2B win be considered in 
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 

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 

LeHoy  B.l/Carrigan</' 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

by 

LHE:LBC:as 

NOTE: Alternate 6 is the Selected Alternate.  It results in less right- 
of-way acquisition th*n Alternate 2B. * •••gin. 

My toiephone number is 

00, ,Ccc B ... Jetotypewnter 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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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 3 A or 3B but 

12301 OLD COLUMBIA PIKE-SILVER SPRING. MD 20904- 301-680-4343 

VI-5 



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 3A or 3B. 

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

Sincerely^ 

Robert^-Badtee 
T^arketingTvlanager 
(301) 680-4353 

RRB/cmc 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

qt> 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January 14, 1991 

RE: Contract 
MD 237 - 
PDMS NO. 

No. SM 
MD 235 
183053 

757-101-571 
to MD 246 

HarJclns-Humpnrey Associates, inc. 
12301 Old Columbia PiKe 
Silver Spring, MD. 20904 
Attn: Mr. Robert R. Battee 

Dear Mr. Battee: 

Tnank you for your interest m our MD 237 project planning 
study. Your support for Alternate 2A win be considered in the 
decision malting process. 

Your company is already on our project mailing list c/o 
Joanne L. Andrews so you win receive any future public 
announcements concerning tnis project. 

If you nave 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 

d 
^a&o. 

tfOTE: 

by:     C^NkM^S. 
Lefloy Bvcamgan 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:as 

Alternate 6  the Selected Alternate, would have fewer impacts to riKht-ol 
Ee'JS JnviJ?Jment • *«"* ^uld require only one residential dispCfemen 
The cost for Alternate 6 is also less than Alternate 2A. See the 
comparxson of Alternates table in the document for more in?or^?ion 

My telephone number is 

,-. ,m „ Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION -RC^CT 

QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS 0£VEL   P: 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053 ^ V 

Combined Location/Design Public Hearing n     ,       c ...        c, 
MD237 L^C ij    3 '32 '••'  ^ 

MD 235 to MD 246 
Thursday, Noyember 29,1990 at 7:30 p.m.      ^ s -       &<>*<? 

Great Mills High School ^b J '"" 0 0"-^ 

ty 

NAME     ^VA/regaO  n.T. // T^c % 

CITY/TOWM |^r, r-7 7f(-f  RTATE An? CODE2J2£I£_ 
I/We wish to cominent or Inquire about the following aspeote of thla project: 

'VhftS?-     Hfitztr    n^      A+I 

A ntZA rmvp-     nteeK     po*. 

ACq)U(?iT10AJ nfZ       vv        fYy^T^Tfr 

I-T—/^cKi^r , -T.M      /pf^-py    r-^' 

c?^ 

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

• Please delete my/our namefs) from the Mailing List. 

^rfK0"8 Wl?0 h!.Ve received a C0Py of this  brochure through the mail are already    A on the project Mailing List. y ^fc 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

^ 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January 11, 1991 

RE: Contract 
MD 237 - 
PDMS No. 

No. SM 
MD 235 
183053 

757-101-571 
to MD 246 

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

Dear Mr. Brynteson: 

Tnank you for your interest m our MD 237 Droi^rt m^T,..• 

Pro^eot ^i^ ?lannlng Pna8e 18 currenuy'ru^ ?orP Ms1"' 
se?ic?ed ,n f?J'0f"ray acclul8^lon win not occur until we Save 
III,  S-     alternate and performed tne final engineering   T? 

^eas'e^co^c??116^1 qUe8tl0n8 c•^« pJ^S^Jftion" 

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

Alternate  6 is the Selected 
Alternate and will only 
require slight strip taking 
of right-of-way from your 
parcels.  Nothing beyond the 
planning phase has been 
funded. 

by: 

LHE:LBC:a8 
cc:  Ms. Susan K. Bauer 

Very truly yours, 

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

•eHoy BUcarngan 0 
Project 
Project 

Manager 
Planning 

:£  

Division 

My telephone number is 

-,.-. ,*« « ... Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383-7555 Baltimore Metro - 565-0451 O.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 

707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
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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 

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

PRO.EC 
DEVELOP1 

rM 

DEC U   Sai^.'S 

NAME y-x/^q   l^Walc ^ML 
PLEASE <^^^^l   iUbP,(rfi:\A 
PRINT        ADDRESSJ_2J Hon^^f^A      \lcL 

.DATE. IV 

CITY/TOWN jijv^r H(\k 

\iho 

.STATE. iSK .ZIP CODE ̂ ^ 

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

~^. 

& ^v-^. 
CjCX-SjJk 

"XS^ 

^1 1 A" 

^sr^, oyV-^VN Kw 
% 

.vSA^XAK 

r^ Please add my/our name(s) to the Mailing trfit.* 

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 
on the project Mailing List. 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

11 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 proiect Dlanni• 
study.  Alternate 3 was developed due to federal ?egula?ion2 
av^fi?3 that.a11.Poetical planning measures be undertaken to 
avoid or minimize impacts to 4(f) properties (historic sites 
public parks, waterfowl and wildlife Refuges) for federaUv 
funded Pro3ects.  Your opposition to Alte?nate 3 win be * 
considered m our decision making process. 

„„  ^?Yr nain® has been included on our project mailing list so 
n?oioci ^f1^ tny  fUtUre pUblic ^onnceients  conce?nlig thL project,  if you have any additional comments or questions 
please contact me at (301) 333-4582 or toll free at 1-80^548- 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 
Carrigan (j LeRoy 

Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

LHE:LBC:as 

NOTE: The Selected Alternate, Alternate 6, will only displace one residence 
and cost less than the other proposed alternates.  No right-of-way will 
be needed from any residential properties in the immediate vicinity of 
Horsehead Road. 

My telephone number is      301-333-4582 

•»«-» -rcec = ... .Teletypewriter tor Impaired Hearing or Speech 
383.7555 Ba.t.more Metro -565.0451 DC Metro - l-^OO^Ka Statewide To.. Free 

TOT 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 

>b- 2. All^ocd 1 Barbara C-. Lllzcod. 
NAME        :ar:' "' ^H.iccd ( irothor)       DATF  ^^' 20,  I?°C 

_ ^70 Chancellors Zxr. P.oad ?.C.  ^ox 2"! ^ 
PRINT        ADDRESS    "ext door or. Chancellors .^.ir. Read          

CITY/TOWN    Ireat    -^^ RTATP       -^.^^        7|P C0DE "n^-at, 

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

>l?ns WrB, presented,    "-e^ •ip.-rted f.rTn^^r;~OT,4-,w v.-^^^ ^ 4.u0  .^^ ^^ , ^^^^^ ^ ^ 

^s^^ ^^ -^i^- pk^.i.;,,,,. -^^  ,. ^ ,    . This a—rr-.ch -cjlrj 

g^ibstsntial" '."TcaoC -'-"^  "afoir* ~*? •('u.2 read      'I-'-.  +'•-- ,---.-,-....-,•,.  i,-  ,„..„0 ^_„ *.„   ^ 

^1 r;>,„-,0^j.r.   ^v,^   J.^,_„+   .-._^   i0_„  ,^jj.n—ri„      T:~,.I,I-„,} -    -~^   -—^JT 

"'I?-     '""T*0       ^L,^•      "^      ' "h      "'g''-'?      -' r-v,-   •^,T„-a      „r.~^r,r>arl       X».      ^-iXU^^,       _.p     —^.y.      ,. "i   X -, ,._ „.: 

^r^??1"    """—;   ^^  '""-   -'-.   p-^^o^.      -^   r   •r'^iJ.   ^-P   ^-^o   ••—-^ ^r»,vv3TT*-T t- 

1 ' u 

t-hirJ-: ~v9r,"bod"" rlrnr- "he rcad"aTr ^ctild be Qp--;i-- •r.^_^^jar!     -^ 

r.bscli-.tcl*'- -'.^cssible tv?^, ^e  ml- altemat?  xw ^•^ep^-v.r. ^  ^x,-^„1   ^^T,^.;^ 

^re  (5} nillr.cr. dollcrr chcrrcr.    This in itrolf rh-'r"1^ b° -u° ^n^.-j--^^ ^-„x, 
•-^^M^- 

:iall" in tody'0 cccr.crtic qr^.rirc:—e'"+
( 

^a. 

"H-,-,-.-   V, ^r. 

?, T-rc^.ld firsact less i-etlar.d.t-rcodlrnd.    C-od lj.ct^ -re  ^TQ lo^inr- ^^or^ ,3e ^t *. 

It  is  tr'ig *hat ?A  or 23 :r?-?,d  -^:c  ? or 6  ac^r r^ ^-^^-^r-d hrt ^n -v>^. 

hundreds of apres QT^r -hcr^ ar>H a l^n ^ l^n ^-.x ^n 0^ nf +Vip ^^^.^ y,"^^. 

CU 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 ^ 
- on the project Mailing List. f) 
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?RGJHCT_ STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMENTS . pvP' OF    - 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, FDMS No. 183053 J " Rife^ 7 ' 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing <- 

MD.237 nEC  3   [0 53 ;.H 'SO 
MD 235 to MD 246 

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

John E. All^ood =nd Barber?. C-. All^cod 
NAME        :^r.' E. Allrocd  f -'ether) ] nATP        :

T
^,  ^.  Toon 

_.-_                       570 Chancellors 2ftr. ?.cad 0.C. 3ov 213 
PRINT        APPBPaallert dscr on Ch—^? ipr-ir ?.^ ?.^8.  

CITY/TOWN ^nt :2.11s STATF       Ifer^.g.r.d        7IP conp      904?'. 

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

+>,£•,-   u-r;_   4.^   -r~3   —«._•.    -   1 L^O   •f^-,-'-   -^ r-'^f,   r^-f   -_,,» T.-Vion   ' -•.I— '^^ 4.i.0 ^,.^0^. A ' 

I hare learned that the dcTelaorsnt on the  eld "ea: •.'O     •,->T,f|T>Q'"-"- v,^^. -n^r.    rT!~ '•"1^  , r»oc? 

fcr -, 1^0 foo-1- rt^ht of --?.•" nTn-* -Vm-;- ^v,^^m^+,. v.on^- .4^«          %^.^ ^,4    ,-        —^  , , , 

aho^t -7, —?1fi  n-f ^-uf  ^ ,-,,.    T.„-xuw,+ .^-^n^ T^, . •    1 "il n 

-.-,         ^p-r^rtl,-,   p^    n«*   ^          $   „        —T^        ^-TN^    >^^    py,   ^          -i-V,^         ^    ^^^^r^^^Qy,^. J. ^ — In^    v»^nr5 n r* M 

•^•Mo'r^ ^TT^TT-   ^^ frr^-n-; V,p^ ^        ^Tpn1 •) ^    ^^    -T«V>-I-    J-UQ     V-^^^^^J—    ^^^- *.-.„               -T —-.*,. ̂ „±„        ^'           ^^ 

—«-,n ^    >,Q    J-l^o    C.Q^^,-,^    «.^ff-f-    T^^^^T     „^T,,J.J ^^ 

i 

1 

• 

i 

1 •' 
1 

1 

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

nil Please delete my/our name(s) from theMaillng 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 PHO/d'M' 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571, PDMS No. 183053     r P V T LC P    ' 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing ** n 

MD237 " :n >Gr\ 
MD 235 to MD 246 nEC \'u     ^ 30 U»   3U 

Thursday, NoTember 29,1990 at 7JO p.m. 
Great Mills High School 

^ 

-J   - —. -.11  n?d .• ^"x*rtr!**'ri   "'-     ^ T ' 

NAME      ::--^" "• -'.V-^c*   t  ••^v^'\ 

PLEASE :;7C ':Ur,nc°1-^ -•ivr. ..oad 
PRINT        ADDRESS    -Te-:t '!opr rr. "'^ar^i Icr- -vr '---^ 

DATP      I'ec.   -.  loop 

CITY/TOWN. •Toaf    '•'•I "I 1 , 
-STATE    '^T^-igv,^ 7to  CODE      206^)• 

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

•",     "?^       1 QO.O 

snr. rec. hye alr0?^,'- ^r^l-'ij^^ -•- th'vr ^ir^c >^^ux ^^ .^., ^^ ..„„„ ^^ ^      „,.,. 

Is alternate 2A cr 2?.    ?hq Coir.t- Co—,  a^.^^i^ ^^^^^ „,   nc; x>ta ^Uov, 
r.rti clo states. 

— '•        ~r    _   r>     —' -*"-"-•  -lxTr.atl"c   ;"~jri'''" --»-•• »v» •; c- -J-'-,-^ 

r,",w,,k'y  '   '—-    '       * ••   -n jr.avlzn ^oun"""   ...alriopf or^g 
"Tight-   he    ?    »vsnopTVr.Vl.a    ^^l^-u; ^ ^u„,.   xv,.,.^   ^^^   w   ,„   __u _r_ 

traffic cr it ths± c^^^^o^ .~0s A~nr .,.„„_ 1   C       v^ i^-i-        ^        ^-•.^    ( 

-c.'.l^. alco i^e   to -grv^r- ^--  ^^U-x,   ,.   ^ ^ T.TO1,^ ^ ^ ^p  ,^ ^^.^ 

"      r.Dl'C    D.P0l|t'1"    ~ 1   ' •- •—--J . 

-i-  ^-     -'Tnr'~ '^p"'->  ^o-wo  ^pr.r *Jk^ -'•«•.•. ,-^wx x     t ,          r»    *    . T  -.   .- _ ^ T pr; ^    ^M     --g.^,.!.     •<-„     X^-^    J,^.^,    rrp^g      ^^    -4-_X     ..^ 
of ^.-ic 'rind --- ^^-^~ ^^^ v, 

'^-trn?*^'?'?<7<?o 

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

CZ] Please delete my/our name(s) from the>Maillng List. 

•Persons who have received a copy of this brochure through the mail are already 
on the project Mailing List. 1 g^ 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

1% 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secreary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January 16, 1991 

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

THe Allgood Family 
570 cnanceliors Bun Boad 
P.O. Box 213 
Great Mills, MD. 20634 

Dear Allgood Family: 

333-4562 or ton nlTU  i-WSEM&OU "'ati" " " (,0,, 

Very truly yours, 

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

by: 

LHE:LBC:a8 

LeRoy ay Carngan//   
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

NOTE: 
5:i5£S?"L?$SSEi ^"t"? 6'  'rtl1 -^ "locate one 
cost l.s.'.oney'SrS; SvJL^,""1'""18 and «>o<il«'<ls and 
Alternates Table l.'sSiSnfS Ss"^^^ ^ ««^»*«» »* 

My telephone number is 

383.7555 B.,«.more M^TI^sYS^rTrWoo^lSj Stated. TnH P 
707 North Calvort St, Baltimo•, M. "and lllol-om 0" FrM 
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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 

Oji 

NAME 

WNT86    ADDRESS     /d f       /fes^.       /•«>.. 

CTY/TOWN ^7-e^--^^    STATF  ^^ c0nF a^  y^ 

l/!*ywl.h to comment or Inqul,. .bom th. followlns aspects of this prol.ct: 

u/   f3, 

3^ -fry 4 -    -* * p^^-^     ^^,      *&/  s 

CD Please add my/our namets) to the Mailing List.* " "  

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

to 
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Maryland Department of Transportation s^TL ,^l2er 

State High way A dministration ^ Kassoff 
Admrmstrator 

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: 

li-xt will be co^idered during %i  decisL^i^p^cesT^ 

Very truly yoxirs, 

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

LHE:LBC:as 
NOTE 

LeRoy BV Carrigan( j 
Project Manager v 

Project Planning Division 

There is no  funding SyonHL iSiJ1
be P?Sted " 30 or 3S -**• 

considered „, the loun^^^ SS^S SS.ViS'SSS-11 be 

MytetophoiwntifntMris     301-333-4SR2 

383-7555 B^tlmora MT5??^S5YoTBMrtii,^0^!5iSS, e. 
707 North Calvrt SMSnSSS. ^^I?!^-^ TO,, *" 

VI-17 



LEXINGTON PARK CH URCH OF GOD \ 0 I 
P.O. Box 96 I 

Chancellors Run Road " r '• ' P r r 

Lexington Park, Md. 20653 :' _ U « r i   '"   ' 

r' 

DEC 11   - ^ •-«n 
5 «Ci 

November 23, 1990 

StS^f ?epa"•ent ^ Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Project Planning Division 
P.O. Box 717 
Baltimore, Md. 21203 

Gentlemen, 

=rth
m: ;•rBu:: c^i."v,t.of»5"ry

2
i,a7D^8r ^ «"-*"« 

The heavily traveled rn»rt 7.   - ^ Y"     (Chancellors Run Rd) . 

addition J  two iVnVs •"Loh S2S .^V*^* "' the PrOPOSed mucn neeaed and greatly appreciated. 

members and {"ends of' th. r     •1«««a "card representing the 
this one letter repr.«nts the s

a."f0n Park' ChUrc,, o£ G<)d- S"-   A 225 members.    "P"""" the sentiments and voices of more than   Q 

your office and .ere ^Old^at t^t' t-re" ft' '990' T "nfefd 
will access 18' to 25' of „„, .        '    »PPeared  the state 

computes to >ny*Zlrl\rll Tslo'^tTW Vso'o "s'a "E"*?; TKiS 
were frontage or land *ha+ «-».    1 Z 

0 sq- ft-  If this 

Purpose, aa?h«d ao not^J?! " ein9 USed f0r a instructive 
window dressing for Pth. r • "J* 0ther than yard or decorative 
would be a"dif£fcultv in voVr r 0f- ^ pro^r^' **** there 
not the case  AnnexiL LI annexing the land. But, that is 
little the «;„«"to oSr ZLZf"** ^ pr0perty' no "tf r how 

facilities, wili^e" SSt^J^t^.rSScS!'"119 and bUildin9 

l:.?^/a?/ S1;.^^ -W*0"1"^ —ty paring spaces 
available. The MmAllrS"^?^0 alte«ative parting spaces 
and field lines. This Drohibit. tht .ChUrch has two septic tanks 
connect to city sewaoe \h^ 

par*in9 in that area. Should we 
amount does not^incIuH'anv «,r^ WOUld •XCMd $10'000.00. This 
entry to the £uJ£&mZJtZL^:"Mt- A1SO' there " no 
the area behind the /hu^h     f the ProPerty- In addition, 
recreation area for the ^ K 

Slated *" a vo^y^^ court and 
for a future Lv-./^A^"^ yOUth and hopefully a playground for a future day-care facility. y hopefully a playground 

1 
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)0^ 

put   al Vnd   tl lm,nediate   Problems   this  would   create,   it  would 
Sould  f0r,i *ny   9rOWth   Potential   that   we   now   have.    Also      it 
Tust   to   hand?  VL eVentually  9°   to   two  services   on  Sunday morning 

pa^%%r^ra1ne
y?eesi?eToe9daon.tS*   ^   iS   "*   ^^^   ^   I   " 

' Brfngrng thV^g^S Z'y "o' '^ 'haVe' iS ^ "f^ faCt0r- 
structure cotld be extrem^lv YJ" " proximity to *»»• Physical 
two signs that h«v. if .? y dan9erous- In the past, we have had 
utility light ran in^

en dVtr0yed' pOWer lines locked down, the 
The maiorifv  of %hoe      '   *??  nu»«rous   accidents   have   taJcen   place. 

in^oTved inebrxaterLosfif6"113^^6 be*B 0ne Car ^"^tsf They 
the road III It l0°Sing control, careless drivers running off 
are   two  ianes'or  ^V^  **  accidents  will  happen whether  ?here 
the  greater     chL^T*   The   ClOSer  the   road  cones   t0  the  church, tne  greater     chance  of   someone  being  seriously  injured  or  killed! 

S concr^e   ITUZI? h
ClOSer   t0   the   ChUrCh   Wil1   —»   the   need   f" 

tage   area   in   idEt •        I""   t0   be   plaCed   alon9   the   •***•*•   £^' thfre. addition   to   the   curb   we   trust   you   would   be   placing 

llmt^tL^JiT5^119 in' "5u«dleSs of any posted speed 
does      on^vf!  i        W mOVe  al0n9  eVen   faster  then  it  presently 
they* slowed to tu•"'^"^" OUr aemberS haVe been "amended as 
tion  lilht    turnin^'i e   leaSt'    there   Wil1   need   t0   be   a   cau- 
that   reoulU    ie   H9    f"68'   and   Signs  Posted.   The  reasoning behind 

drive"^ ovl/rhill'and^   ^   COnin9   fro"   ^   di"-tion, 
the  posted  limiJ     r«»t        * they  are   traveling  faster  than 
coming down a Jillhni119!00 the 0ther direction, it is not only 
already  existing  Lj£ *  !rOUnd  a   CUrVe-   A^±a'   because   of   the 
perv rLd^ ll 9 Problem W1th speeders, and add to that any slip- 
llll 1* Z* ? "clement weather, you can see why that particular 
area   of  highway warrants   extra   safety  precautions. Pa"1cular 

We    only   have    1.5    total   acres.    The   county   of    St      Marv*    n«„ 

S^cr::8  ?h\VreVhUrCheS
h
bein9   "-.tructS'L ^"i   SSZLTlt 

We Ire aJfefL 09"Ze the need for safety and growth potential. 
tl)L±na»\Jt.9* ^"f0 the Same* Please' do not cripple us by 
ir^ld^;/^0^^0^896-   "   iS   far  —  ^-W "    us   tha^ 

2 
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2• J"*". 'i1.,?" //r'"   ««i«>.»tl.n   in  this   matter.   He  loolc 

u m  b."on?e£
t

r
h

0:n
y

h
0
a

U
pp*nty=q«%Sptoi„0r  yOU  WiSh  t0 '"""   " 

Sincerely, 

Rev. Rex/t. Allen, Pa-st^r 
Lexington Park, Church of God 

Ken Harmon, Elder 

Jtfe   Lindner, Elder 

/ ^ 

Gary Ferko, Elder 

^ Larry Richards II' 

Tom Tena, Elder 

Estil BaJcer, Elder 

r - •'    ,- 
•'.( 

Dale Hammet, Elder 

cc. File 
Church of God State Offices 
County Commissioner Buddy Loffler 
Attorney Mike Harris 
Church Members 
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Maryland Department ofTmnsportamn 
State Highway Administration 

i^ 
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: 

iaprove^ents^to'S LT T^deif"^  conc«»*»* ^ Proposed 
Possible loss  of parking sp^es^a^sal^y. °mm ^  the 

Property than  the  existing rofd       T^e^JLt'S?.?* C^rCh 

proposed roadway to  the church  •„«•« g      distance  from the 
the new horizontal  and vertical  S•f JOUld.b\inprOVed with 

straighten out the curves  and hiui^SJ:  WhlCh WOUld 

turn storage  lane would be ornStilJ J S area'    Also'   a left 

Sayre Cour? providrng additionli  VLSI* rUthbound traffic at 

while making U-tirns  into  the iLllt*? fr0m rear-end accidents 
traffic  could use  the left  i!n?£      Property.     Northbound 
the  church. " lane  to avoxd cars  turning right into 

^h«     ThiS  StUdy is  Preliminary and every effort ,H n   K.       ^     • the  engineering phase of  the nm-iL^ Z       e=rort will be made  m 
We  can look  at  the  possible uS «J  V     save.the Parking spaces. 
retaining wall  or rev"tibia  ILll peeper side  slopes,   a 
shift  to  the west.     Is a r^suU  oTtL^t alSO  a  Sli9ht ^^^t 
Public hearing,   we  are inve^Sja^y^tLTpo^^i^r.r^s^6 

with usf,ypL«rcoanLcafmeti:rathriMnentS  0r WOUld like  to —t 
Lee's  telephone n^e^is   (SSl^S'SSr ••"??"   Lee Ca"i^n. 548-5026. 1,   333-4582   or  toll   free  1-800- 

NJP:ds 
cc:     Mr. Edward H.   Meehan 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Mr. LeRoy B. Carrigan 

NOTE: 

Very truly yours, 

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

See response on next page. 

My telephone number is (3011 333-1110 

»3-r»6 *.„„„. ^.rBRr^w?! ass.uss1'm^. *, ^ 



|o6 

"i^l^hl^iitiiii olltiTtti r" **«» ieSs cllurch property 
new alignment  utilizes a rS^ff! f" at  the Nov-   29.   "SO hearine      £l 
zero to  10 feet o/frfntagfonIhe^^^r"00 ,hiCh -P-ts°fronl

The 

12 parking spaces,   and SHA  is confiS.^ ?h
Pf kl°f area-     ^^ •>»? affect 

or use of revertible easenUn?    no UlS       " Wlth a 'Ii«l't »lig»ient shi 
property.    All of the des^n  «=,., P /      B SpaCes win  be iost  to this 

SSSrJ^S*" T P^°l°d"» " eroatre^sfe^rn:1"  the Pre"''- letter).     Also curbs .in „*,. it safer  a^ pe^r^sP1'raBr''P'> of  this 

^ 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMFMTg 

Contract «o. SM ;5M01-571, PDMS No. 183053 
Combined Location^esign Public Hearing 

MD237 
MD 235 to MD 246 

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

NAME   ^2J< E.      GebM^H   -rr r^^S9NfCVfq^ 

CITY/TOWN  fiferAT    MxU3aTATE    A^ CO^SO^Jh 

»/We wish to comment or Inquire about the foliowlng aspects of this project: 

^^V ^W   TNHQM   ^   TO^^y  nftft>nrr   ^^^^   ^ ^^   T„T,   _. 

SnVTPf,TnF   ftv^PAfir-   -TUr. ft^ws ^^ osft.u^  ^   ^Ns^.fc,-r_ot^   ^g   -^^^^^ 

Tftftrr DfiiSSffirS m Mcr-h TUP  y^xarM^-reu Pwe.vo -rc^gt^c^.  IN,VA    ^^ -r^y,^   T- 

&fiU^     »,TTH     ^^     WN^     ^H     ^^^    ^ <rws   gcs^ __ _^   _   ,^^ 

^^£,    \,  Mfie   Kmvi THhT ^^s^^ ^^«s  ^.^^^.^ ^^^^ Y 

AW)   X ^   ^^f,   ^T. ,    ^KTrfV^,    -Lrr- TS  r,M  So^r.^^., ^   f>    . /   , 

MV ^^r.o ^P ^ TQ ^^rr> ^ ^^ XVYM?rn<ig ..^ ^_ ._ nT|T      > 

• P»««8e add my/^r n«m.(,) to the MslTg List * *   ttrrrnn^  f^p^^ i^ir.cr^ 

• P».,., deiate my/our n.m,(.) from the Ma...n9 Li^'^ ^ "^^^   '^    ^ T*^ 

%^7h^vwor-octhaMva^ru,td a copy of **b" ^s^ ^.r ;r:.dy 
n -^ 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

)Q1 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admmrstrator 

January n, ig9l 

BB: contract Mo. SM 757.101 t:7, 

G?ea? ;?f?cel10" Hun fload 
Great HIIIB,  Maryland 20634 

Dear Mr. Granam: 

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, jr. 
Deputy Director 

Vrilil?  Plannla« ana Preliminary Engineering 

by: 

LHE:LBC:as 

Lefioy B^w_. iAe< 
Project Manager 
Project Planning Division 

NOTE: The Selected Alternate  AI+ 
displace^nt an""Se'Speed SXV,',""1 0nly "*" on« 
(see Section III of thH docSntT   ""^ lil[el5r be 30 "P" 

My telephone number is 

383-7555 Ba.t.mor. iSSTlS-MS*^^tot^^SLSST* 
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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ucr    v,r 
QUESTIONS AND/OR COMMEMTR        C^'r-^H 

CJontract No. SM 757-101-571,PDMS No. 183053       V'-'^" 
Combined Location/Design Public Hearing 

MD 237 &  3   /O S5    , fcn 
MD235toMD246 '"'   -U 

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

|^ 

NAME 

PRfNATSE    ADDRgSS       1 13      ^4-n ,'e.^ /^ne(    £00,^   An^n £,r*a± ^Vui/s ^ 

CITY/TOWN ^rec-f   fWd^ STATC     mi) coDE^fifeaiz2?a3 
I/We wish to comment or Inquire about the following aspects of this project: 

•TLL-faio^     Su-bd/V ts/'arts  

-£} ^^    -^Ae     S-Zo.-^.   pQjrk.    u*k.'i£A     kCLS     gj r<iL£ulcJ    CCL^S€.d 

•^fa-^n—Z+£>ra^<L   tcLnes    dee.*    not    ^Aeco    lLn.ou>Le-d.<f. 

— 0^    «SU-fccf/y/& I'on^    ^)r>   PQ-pe^~ ) 

OPiease add my/our namels) to the Mailing List> ,1 "rrT-    7" , 
,—. _. 7- -—  Uau_r   ofrcees   >He.sg.cLrcA  is 
L^Please delete my/our namels) from the Mailing List ^T • ""  
""   A_ Vec-cc^c/^Q   6n   U-n.»ijejggs<^ rtJ 

trsKrvs'MMMVuT1'c°py'"""''""'""• ,hrou","•• '"•i!•"•"•,«». 7' 

v,-25 •K-JIU.-'^L^JL 



Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

H 
0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Admmistrator 

January 25, 1991 

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

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

Dear Ms. Strickland: 

displaceaents win be considered
5 durin, IU  d^SSn^n, 

=onta« r^T!oS'sfSSE ST^f," *»-"«».  P^ase UUi; 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 

LHE:LBC:as 

LeRoy BU Carrigan(7 
Project Manager w 

Project Planning Division 

isee Section Hi of this document). 

My telephone number is    301-333-4582 

383-7555 Ba.timore mSSTvuSvun 'STtlSJS^v&S^Sr^ *• 
707 North cJZSL'&SSl MlXJ^Iflifu^1*0 ^ *" 
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B. Elected Officials 



1* 
BOARD OF ;,: ^'J 

.    ST. MARY'S COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

December 4, 1990 

Mr. Hal Kassoff, Administrator 
£ffi

yl"d
h
DeW"»ent of Transportation 

Mate Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

RE: Maryland State Route 237 
Dear Mr. Kassoff: 

Thank vou and your staff fnr rh»        n 
for .he rcconstVuction of Maryland R«tt 23Ua,Srt i?n "p "tr*0*11 a'<«»a,ivK 

"ea, i, appears rhat the mos,' SSe??w.„iH K "K P"bIiC faCili,iB in ,hc 

f ally curbed roadway secTo" lZ, IZlfl"ll'ST" "T ^^0VidiI,8 ,he 

suggested that the design consider nrr'T,       u   ' c """'* lenSth- " " 
Provide a safer and JS SSScSiSSSi'SSjW,k fr0'n the C"b '" 

2-        ^s^rnVtl^ra^e iUS^Ieir^ '-'•ta« ^ « 
structure that would be within 50 fir nf •!   '"^^ from th« road. Any 
considered for taking. Housed^remain ng I" th7n th^^ "*' Sh0Uld bC 

imagine, would be constantly troubled hi Ti,!.8   ?a' as you can 

proposed road. Obviously befnr.ti       y-    e, VOlUmc of traffic along the 
would have to be coSlrclI " " ,mp,emen^ the cost of the taking 

3' J^anS^ASS?^^^ 0f ^^^ bc Prided 
this be considered by theStlxt?,  1 Z• T* h0meS- U is su88ested *« 
increase with the new facilhy f attenuatini noise that will 

Possible^rce^ £%£??* V• t0 d0 -rythi.. 
growth within the County is ptmrnoua? SnSn. ?!?? y f^ OPment and economic 

as possible. As you know, St. Mary's Coun•£?l£l!^li•"tho"1'1 bc found as soon 
Administration in preserving the right-of-wav « K/^        ,th.the Statc Highway 
design plans and specific right-of-way^LVth   cZ^-^ h0WeVCr' without nnaI 

» try... to save right-of-way for whfch aSa!1^rhnatsyn;;nbe«C8d^e
yioPp:CdariOUS SltUati0n 
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Mr. Hal Kassoff 
December 4, 1990 
Page two 

d«ire ^JtoZIZ^Z^T'^1^ ""* "-«• ^.Uld you 
Dcpartme„, of pubIic ^  "^^I'J'zZinfo^0 C°naC' " " *• *£>> 

BCCDFL-mj 

cc: Jon R. Grimm, Director 
Office of Planning 

Daniel F. Ichniowski, RE., Director 
Department of Public Works 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF COU! 

Lofrt 

SSIONERS 

Tres Carl 

W. Edward Bailey, Cornmhsi^ 

(o£nG. Lancaster, Commissioner 

Robert T. Jarboo^Commissioner 

Barbara R. Thompson, Commissioner 
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C. Agency Coordination 



NOTE: 

DEC 3 11990 ... ||i| 

,      \    V; U!\ ••'•  ^ 

pSToS^r'.11*^'5 County Conmissioners Post Office Box 653 
Governmental Center 
Leonardtown, Maryland    20650 

Dear Comnissioners: 

study,    we appreciaL ySur suDDor?;n^-237.PrOJeCt V1*•^ improvements. y        support and input regarding MD 237 

involveS
Wcurbr2f?he £2S2P ^^ 0f an ^^nate that 

pedestrian ac?iv!ty de in thOSe areas «»* demonstrate 

deter^n^r^ny^t^^^refS ^ *? ^-^ been 
close enough to be a p^lntial d^?J      aftU^1 ri9ht-of-way but 
case-by-case basis      STSin  i.21Splace,Bent wil1 *" reviewed on a 
affected ciilzSZ.' L^dscaDi^w^T^ effo?t to work with 

final design of the DSiofJP«9 Wl11 ^ considered during the 
residences^rom Si ?oI^ay.  * a meanS t0 bUffer "^iniSg 

effor2^prLe^ng^Sfifrati?n aPPreciates the county's 
know,  funds arrS^Intlvn^r7 ^ thia Pro3ect.    As yol 
only,     it is £tC5£2£j ll^ZiJL0Z*lanZing activities 
be available for final to.S,tS'cSS?rStSS!?Xct: Vhen funds vil1 

Please^^nofhSiSJe^o £S.Sp,,t 0n ^ m 237 l«i«ct- 
Director of our Off?« If PI^Z ne ^r ^^  Neil Pedersen, 
if you have a£ SSSr LSSS"* £* l•1^•^ Engineering, 
(301)   333-1110.     ^^ concerns.    Mr.   Pedersen may be reached at 

Sincerely, 
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
HALKASSOFF 
AC.VJNISTRATOR 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

HK:cmc 
cc: Mr. Neil j. Pedersen 

Mr. Louis H. Eger Jr Alt    — y 

div^rUbJ^ofl^^s^r?"?.  ~-M Provide a four Xane 
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, )'S 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

BALTIMORE    DISTRICT.    CORPS    OF    ENGINEERS 
P.O.    BOX    171S 

BALTIMORE.    MARYLAND    21203-1715 

PROJECT 
DEVELCPH£: 

pi -. \ i: ~ ; .-> • ; 
L- .   f   • ^-   '  - 

«£PLT  TO   ATTENTION   OF: 

Operations Division 

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

SEP '/   liuiftli'SO 

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

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

•IJ^^
eplyin9 to your request dated June 18 IQSO for- a 

TT«^Y2U^frf reininded that any grading or fillina of Waters of thi. 

i 

con.s »SSLSdS ««lSoaSpl!Sf bJ'cSSSiSf1 ands impacts' *"• 

a.  Revise the grade to 5%, instead of 4% to reduce *-ho 
encroachment of the fill sloped into the we?l4nS; anS 

b. Calculate the cost of a  100-foot long bridge option. 

Tnir,^?,^® interest of resolving the issues of avoidance and 
!h?~lz;tion during the NEPA phase,   instead of during the So4 permit 
^fJonSJnSriS^S.^6 0Pti0nS be COnSidered ^ «2 ^^ 

Mr.   pluret^f^a^fSirSef-SJ?^1119 thlM natter Please cal1 

Enclosures 

cc:     Herman Rodrigo,   FHWA 

-Cheryl A.   Smith 
Chief,  River Basin Permits. Section 
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Response Corps of FnginPers lm*t„  H,^^ «r^n n'^) 

1.  To minimize i.pacts 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, 199o.  These methods may 

include but may not be limited to: 

Installation of double rows of silt fence. 

Oversizing of sediment traps and basins depending 

on infield and right-of-way constraints. 

2. 

Minimize clearing in forested areas 

Provide or protect forested buffers along stream 

innovative scheduling for paving vs. vegetative 

stabilization and implementation of irifiltration 

practices to reduce thermal impacts. 

The alternates identified as 2A original and 2B original 

with a 6% grade on page lv-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   |u 

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 

dxsapee with thestated cost diffSSnf11 P^e IV'12'   and 

be eii?inat^g|m^on or the box culvert option,   its coit can 
retaining wall,   we note that 3E rt^5iiminat^n9 ^e cost of the 
two options  is'$I 4? miinSn. dlffe"nce in cost between Se 

optiSA nJS^SSSSy^jy^ cSSuSF of a 100-foot bri^e 
letter of September 6,   llsoti S P^hff c^ ^^^sted in lur 

o&oTSoSlVrL^^ SSKSSt b^earin9 

^fii-i-^i^HSaS'^s'^t-g^ - 
diJfi^l6 sPecies tend to travS betSeen K^-^f6!• co«ridor. 
defined pathways that provide conceaiSL?^1^ tyPes along 
often associated with fo?eitId st?2i ££;    Theee Pathways are 
Sh?^  0f forest and rangelanl:    S^h5f?°^'*.^ed9erows,   and 
?5 2*°^ JarboesvillI RSS indl? M^outri?^ Pipe arches 

theS n?Sofne^of lar9e aammals al^g Se s??L•0nnT,a ?arrier 
5S^f^pip?s wxth a 100-foot bridae SSiS^K eam*    RePlacing 
?S?fiK0r between the wildlife habitat in fhftore.a ^*lif« (which according to Figure 16A is 5! nf    ^f west side of MD 237 
development by its nlaSSS io•Hf<B° be Protected  from 
large tract to SI laS^o? S^S ^ wy the Pa^)   and the 
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selection of 
cross section be 

Chief, Operations Division 
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Response to Corps Letter  li/is/Qi) J M) 

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. 

The 100 foot bridge option, as described by the Corps of 

Engineers, was investigated for Alternates 2A and 2B.  A 

vertical profile which basically hugged the existing ground 

and resulted in minimal impacts to park land and the HUD 

Property, resulted in a 160 foot bridge length.  A 100 foot 

bridge length would require lowering the profile to cut into 

the existing ground and create additional impacts.  The 

impacts would include an additional relocation of a 

residence/business south of the park, a higher retaining 

wall at the HUD Property and slightly more park property 

would be required, therefore the loo foot bridge option was 

not evaluated further to determine cost.  Coordination with 

the environmental agencies will continue through the final 

design phase to determine structure type and to address the 

wildlife corridor issues. 

The 160 foot bridge, or longer bridge, would provide for a 

better wildlife corridor than the 100 foot bridge, but 

impact slightly more wetlands.  Our policy is generally to 

construct structures with the same typical section as the 

approach roads. 

3.  Selected Alternate Six proposes a closed typical section 

system because an open section would require additional 

right-of-way from St. Mary's River State Park, impact more 

VI-35 



wetlands ana result in additional residential relocations   )9\' 

A close section roadway win be sa£er for pedestrians and 

St. Marys 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 litigation sites and 

the results were negative. An expanded reconnaissance which 

included all of St. Marys county did identify two potential 

wetland litigation 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 incited in the final 

document. 
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DlV'C-.r, I! 

W""a,° o^tScharfe' Ma,yla,,d D«P^m«nl of Na.ural Resources T.^ C. B,OW„. M.D. 
Secretary 

Capital Programs Administration 
2012 Industrial Drive Michael J. Nelson 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 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: 

(reference: John Baggett's letter of January 4? 1990) the rofdwav 
improvements may not adversely affect the proposed recreation^ 
development.  However, it should be noted tha? removal of ?hi 

ball^f iS1* loutMra^m  r0adWay and the Portion^of^he park where 
h^L  --.^l3^ t0 ** constructed will increase the chance that 
?n Ji^V-1   ^ 0nt0 the roadway ^nd may strike passing vehicles 
i?J^ddltlon' th^ reduced buffer strip may limit the space fo^ 
landscape screening in the buffer area" A condition of the"else 

Telephone:  

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

«vi^t5E.1
COSS! ,S^1<*^ «, ?» ^ opportunity to 

parkland, maintain suitableT'aS "* *vfrf SH\wi11 replace7^ 
screening along the roadway and MX'J^ de acie<3uate landscape 
Jitxgate other impacts that maJ & TaJ^A**?' "? Work with us to 
fxnalazed, I can concur with vou £?»•"VK1^ aS detailed plans are 
area should not impact th^v^iabUitv Jf ^H," 0f ^ Park buff^ 
the  recreational  needs  of  the  coSuntS Jf5 ProPerty to meet 
this area as a recreational  facTlTt^7 ^  alter ^  Action of 

Sinperely^ 

Gene F. Cheers 
Capital Improvements and 
Environmental Review 

cc: Jim Burtis 
Bernard Wentker 
Ethel Locks 
John Baggett 

GFCrpg 
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t#t 
Response to DNR letter dated 8/in/Qn 

The selected alternate 6 improvement will not eliminate the 

proposed buffer area between MD 237 and the St. Mary's County 

Regional Park. Coordination with DNR and St. Mary's County 

Department of Recreation and Parks will continue through final 

design to ensure that impacted park land is replaced and that 

adequate landscaping is provided along the buffer of the park. 
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"""•Sn"** M^1"" D«panm.„( of N,,ora, RMources .      p „ 
wsuurcn Torrey C. Brown, M.D. 

Tidewater Administration " "^ 
—- uuTuuiuueuiai Keview Division x.       »- _ . 

Tawes State Office Building B-3 iwL 
Power Plant and Environmental Review Division 

Tawes State Office Building B 
Aflnapolis, Maryland 21401 

February 8, 1991 

MemoranrinTn 

To: 

From: 
Louis H.  Ege,  Jr.,   state Highway Administration- 

SS' L^rS'   Chief'   PUnnin9 «- valuation  Section, 

s^ject:     Contract   No.   SM   757-101-S7-.     ».    ,     . 
Maryiand  Route   235T to L^lina  S^1^ ,Route   237   fr°ffi 

county, Maryland Maryland   Route   246,   st.   Mary's 

existSg^^Tlror^^lTo1^  20/6 *?*?*•»   —   "inning 

specific counts on these alternatives can be categorized: 

'' Ste^te0.f "Agn^ 2 ?«£ ^ iS ^ nOT-bui" 
divided roadway with a 20-fool ^ ?is=uss a four-lane 
difference is thrt aUg^in? 2 11\SZ *"" median- The 

passing through tte ^ M,• .11OW„S. a westerly course 
Alignment 3 follows a JZM,??* \ River state *«*• 
impacts to the s?a?e P^K?      * easterly ^"rse avoiding 

SfaWnd^r'^niia'S^ cate9«i2ed as 2A and 2B, 
curb and gutter^s onnoTedT i »*!' 3A haVe ^fsys with 
have a cro^s sertfon S^shouldlrf•6"'3  2B *  3B "hi* 

2'       gHtl^t
pirin'-aTrro!;3^r^IBBf|f!     ^  total  impacts 

alignment 2A,   2B,   3A["nd "B?'respectivelyV"5  ""^  f0r 

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 

• 

3. 

ft a ^A ^P^5   to   the  non-tidal   wetlands   are   1.63 
31B6r4sp;4ctivaely.2-44  ^^ '« •"*-»t. 2A,   2B,   ^Sd 

arS ^^ ind3?^110 parklandLor "creation area affected 
JeSpectively "   aCreS   Under   Alternatives   2A   and   2B 

There will be  19  residences  and  l  business  affected bv 

and wetlands acreage. Alternate 2A would htve toe leas? 
££a<;n0n fo"stlan<s acreage. Consequently? eSSw? S 
the   alignments,    2A   or   2B,    is   better   suitid   fo? thl 

!r:
9r

tf;etA1„iSSent
i

2
1
A-haS »*• withrth2Uiross-fs0er=ti^ or  ye  teet width.     Alignment 2B advocates  shoulders  on 

the roadway.    This makes the cross-section no feet wide 
crL^e• 'SSL? Cr-S s*^• of alig^ent^A ^ouJd 
probabl/^seSlte'd.     Therefore'    alignment   2A   should 

tLS^ld^alSO be rfco9ni2ed that the acres mentioned in 
A detalled^r^*1^ esti^tes based on FE^ Maps? 
A detailed hydrology and hydraulics study should 
determine the total impact of the project more precisely 

Location,  Meander,   and  sirw;    Alignment 3A or 3B places 

S'ti^gSST ^VJ? T ^2 ^th* -turafmKnde? 
are »«?!«!?!?; i Th® .e£f ects on the structure due to scour 
are   potentially   higher   for   this    choice      This   wonirt 
?ogtifeValm;St invariablvf a higher level of proStecSon 
2A0 S"arSTb^tterc^ic^.^15 ^^^   ^ernat^ 

However,   in the case of alignment 2A or 2B    the c.n*.,- 

di«ef orr^is^n " ^"^ "gher S^The aegree  or  skew is  not known.     Higher  skew could result- 
irilal^vlT1^*' The .State Hi^way AdEniSStiSS?" Bridge Hydraulics Division, must be consulted ?A 
determine if this  level of skew is acceptable       I?not 
vilLftv^l tt^ 0r a Pe^ndicular flight in £k vicinity of the stream should be attempted! 
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m 
Louis H.   Ege,   Jr. 
February 8,   199i 
Page 3 

5. 

than the existing structure ai« till ?* t0 be bigger 
on downstream properties duo ^,- CaUSe more ilnPact 
These impacts are ^ot Sh0^ ^creased flooding, 
environmental asSLment repJS: ^Th^TTf^ in ^ 
shown are those from T^sioo^^li ^Pl-ain limits 

the impact due to inc^eaS|d 5?2SK/
1-00dplain Maps and 

on these Maps. The rmz V, x*? •1S not shown even 
floodplain due to exist^Ui^-Plain maP sho^ the 
hydrofogy and h^3S*Sl^1

1.tlJS^
yV A h

dStailed 

discharges for Dre and «««,*-  y Z required to show peak 
on ultimate devSipmfnt ^thTw? COK

nditions bas^ 
existing zoning. Based on t±LBf5t«^

atershed' assuming 
floodplains must bf delineated fo^5' the 100-year 

construction conditions. The adv^- ' Pre - ^ POSt 

adequately mitigated as per COM^ 0^05 ^ wV"111* be 
requirements of COMAR 08 05 02 HA n* * V11 (B) 6 * The 

be met. w«.05.03, 04, 06. and 07 must also 

.Impact    on    Aouai-^    ***„,„*—.        r*^- •  ^ ' 
concerns     ^ith     tte ^^^'   iJ^I       txist    ^rious      ^ 
construction   to   Jarboesvilfe   Ru? anl    ilr"1     r0^Way      • 
riparian corridor,   and the  indi^-   ?      1^S    assocaated 
Mary's River aquatic svst2n Vlll   •      ""Pacts  to the St. 
other pollutanS  oter Se  i0n„ T inpUt 0f sedi^nts and 
Run aquatic system Its ^LSSJ9??'     T^ Ja^oesville 
pressure   in   decent  years     ^nSKinCreaSlng development 
impact recommends a clllsina MVSZ proposal   regarding 
upstream of the existing S? A7 ^P1^*^ Peggs Road 
much   of  MD  237   Slow  SD S^   nil •  Ja^boesville Run and 
River   Bottomland   which   ^H   ^aXnS  to  the   st-   Mary's 
Wetlands   Re^tions   as   a   norf^"^^ J*   ^   N°ntidal 
State   conceln.      Although  not  ll>%l W*tlar?.   of   special 
area,    the   Bottomland   area   has   b•   ?»**«**  project 
inhabited   by   a   state   li^J?      f n   documented   to   be 
narrow mouthed toadI fto«trMiSL!ndangf?r*d   sPecies'    the 
impacts   to   this   specfoc   ^n   ^rolin^nsis).   Adverse 
changes   in  th^  exiSt?^  h J0^ P?llut«nt   loadings   and 
should be funy oons^reI%0l^% X*i*m   0f  "**   a"a 

this project.     The st    v*•,ln the design and review of 
the nlrrlv aout^ 11^*^1%•^?^• 

Alternative! alS rSSS SoSSStT'Sf "? 237- BO,:h 

Within the channel and floodDiai.. of ?^e f^ri1 of "^ 
addition,  both alternatie^li? S Si? a^omon 5 
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Louis H.   Ege,  Jr. 
February 8,   1991 
Page  4 

as being impacte(1 by alternative "^ifw^i^flf^ 

grade.     This discrepancy should be clarified. 

tJ^  10^1
sh«'ing alignment 2A does  not  show any non- 

Fl«nLi W.etlan*?      associated     with     Jarboesville     R^n 
soSf^lands^nThL1^ f1?0^ ali^-nt  3A doe"   shoS 8 
should be corrected     PartlCular ^    This discrepancy 

7*       ertens?ve ^IZZ?*''-        "    iS    OUr    understanding    that 

Sb^ne^irhav^^^^^ b^ween^i^d t£ 
^S?!0! En9i^ers. Bridging would be pre?erref ovS thl 
we?JandsOX ?£3S beCaUSe ^ WOUld minimize impacts to 

•!->.« IT^ rv east of KD 237 zoned as open soace of 
a ISO ftl^T ffientioned ^ the EA, alteSnTS^'wiS 
leaft   !•nL$rid9e OVer. Jar*>oesville Run would Save  the 
p?J?erreT -If^e3^^ Ft0^8 •and is' thereloS? 
be nJacti^hif ^K fOCLt bridge  is determined to not 
invfs??ga?S.le'   ^ USe  0f  a  10'0  foot brid*e  ^ould be 

8- kep^to^^r"^!1'0"'" Roadway Elevations should be 
5? suooor? thT1 t0 r-e/UCe ^he f ootPrint of the roadway? we support the consideration of the 5 percent m-=rtl 
limitations in the vicinity of JarboesvUle Run9 f! 
discussed  on page  IV-12   of th*»  PI     tZ. Zi   •    • '    as 

ana f lo=dplai„P ilpaSs"   S Se%^tit=0
ai

mlcn1
1ear2ae„cWeet

0
1

f
a^ 10 

would consider ^^co^rattonof^T^lln?01' T 
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I# 
Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
February 8, 1991 
Page 5 

9. 

reduced ?o tte SeatesT^ 1° ^ ,Mdlan should ^e 
the use of a^rSS ;Si^,Sf.Pi88lb.10 0r deleted vi^ 
floodplain areas the cross^ngs of wetland and 

f loodpxain areas "£^'^>^^>£ 

alignment. This will^SS-iS^h^0^11 nost    of the 
benefits from (^iTj^*;^^ 
impervious areas.  Sheet flow ^/K 

frOIn the created 
adjacent vegetated mw vou?5 fJ? J"116 roadway to the 
assimilation of pollutant i    '^ 0PPortunities for 10 
would more cloLlJ £*£ L^0**5}**,  v^etation and f1* 
in the area.  Transitionina^f hydrologic conditions 
a curb and gutter^sV^^o^ t^w^fand" ^f1 t0 
areas is recommended to ^ITHS ,- •  "fnd and stream 
resources. minimize impacts to aquatic 

Consideration should be aivem *-« ~i ,.• 
median with trees to^T^^^thl1^1^   the raised 

effects but for air gualTty SSoST as^eiT. ^^^ 

^S^; p^en^^1^ --- - adequately 

sst £: ars^r^ S&s are 
placement should occur according ?K streams. Wetland 
forested = 2:1, sc^/sS^ 1 l^ following ratios: 
Mitigation activitief^hoSToccur ii'th?

er9ent " l!l- 
as the impact. Accordingly, Tosses in thfT Y*^**** 
Run watershed should be mitiaa£2?^L • ^ Jarboesville 
Run watershed. Proposed BT^A- 

Wlthln. «»• Jarboesville 
developed with fulT SonsTderSlTo^1^^^ Should ^ 
or benefits to the ^rj^^^^gSS^^ST' 

valuable habitat at t£e fSLZf? t  be ""^tlng one 
still be required to SpVc?^ l°St ^r^land" VOUld 

SSS^ES^^ with   the 

13 
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Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
February 8, 1991 
Page 6 

aneJ^TS Refo"station Law requires reforestation on 
an acre by acre basis.  The loss of "early succession?? 

of thS ^f?\-ThlS.aCreage should be included as part 15 of the calculations for forestland to be replaced. 
10 *  Miscellaneous ConrPrns and m^n+o.   The documeilt 

V-3 Staie
h

nLent at*.the b0^t0m of M. V-2 and the top of pg. 
Irea "plans SSFlZJ***?? their ProPos^ recreational -ft 
??«?H

P
^? designated another site for the soccer 16 

field and purposely reserved approximately 150 feet of 
ffL?^^ ^^tely adjacent to MD 23^ 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 relocatedT. Secondly ?he 

exSti"? SSX*, t0 ^ 150 feet -tback from the t^l !?? right-of-way to accommodate a 100 ft. R/w 
relocation and a 50 ft. buffer within the park. 

Iht ReaioL^p ^V11? a neW Water and sewer line -t 
!?»•.« JLual Park devel°P*ent of the St. Mary's River 17 
wSrl JSiEir^-  ^^ UtilitieS Should be -voidS 1 ' 

SSS"1^——a- i^tts.'s |18 

acceotanco  n-p  +.1-    alternative, however, is contingent upon 

19 

LL:JArswp 
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Response tn  QNR 1<a^or Qf ?^^Q1 

l.  m addition to „etla„d impacts, inpacts to parklands and ^ 

sponsored low income housing projects are also a 

consideration in determining the best alternative alignment 

and typical section. As a result, of detail studies, SHA has 

selected Alternate 6, which was developed after the 

location/design public hearing in an effort to minimize 

impacts. Alternate . consists of four-11. 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 resuits in a M. 

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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5. 

minimize the potentially high scour problems.  Continued 

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. 

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. 

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. .  / ^3 

Install traps and basins prior to grading. 

Use of turbidity curtains to protect sensitive 

sections of the waterway. 

With the above listed controls inplace, it is not expected that 

the proposed project will have an adverse impact on the 

Jarboesville Run watershed or the St. Mary-s River Bottomland and 

the associated non-tidal wetlands of special State concern. 

A wetland field meeting was held for the MD 237 project with 

the environmental review agencies on July 24, 1990 (see 

Section VI for wetland field review minutes). At that 

meeting the attending environmental review agencies (U.S. 

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

Service)  concurred that wetland #i located to the west of 

MD 237 was not a regulatory wetland.   The selected 

alternate six alignment will not impact wetland #4 (man made 

impoundment) a non regulatory wetland, or wetland #6 (open 

water) which totals approximately 2,325 sq. ft.  Wetland #8 

will not be impacted by the selected alternate six 

alignment. At the July wetland field meeting the 

environmental review agencies concluded that wetland #5 was 

not a regulatory wetland based on the absence of hydric 

soils. Minutes of the wetland field meeting were included 

in the comments and coordination section of the 

Environmental Assessment/4(f) Evaluation and will be 

included in the same section of the Finding of No 
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Significant linpact/4(f) Evaluation (FONSI) . / V^f 

7.  The initial Alternate 2 grades were 4.7% and 3.8% at 

Jarboesville Run, as stated on Page iv-io 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 sane typical section as the approach 

roads. Also our bridge design policy reccmends 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 , 

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. Marys 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. Hedian landscape pUnting 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. 

15, 

16, 

The reduced typical section of Selected Alternate six     ft (# 

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. 

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. 

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 ioo feet ' ^ 

off of existing MD 237. 

18 
Stormwater management easements should not be required at the 

State Park Parcels.  Orally 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 out slopes beyond the backing. 

The roadway itself will have a closed drainage system. 

IS.  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. Marys County park boundary 

abutting the existing roadway,  wetlands associated with 

Jarboesville.Run crossing the existing MD 237 roadway and due 

to HOT) 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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w,^ s^haefer Marylaild Departinent of Natura| ^^ B ^ ^ 

Capital Programs Administration 
2012 Industrial Drive Michael J. Nelson 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 Assistant Secretary 
JOT Capital Programs 

May  4,   1991 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson -••' - 
fSS^ Hi^way Administration 
707 North Calvert street 
Baltimore, Md.  21203 f: 

Subject: Improvements to Route II-T   =«- ^ " 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

P^i5E2rK£E~ ^luation for this 
the conversion of from 5.7 to 6 fs acr^^V roadway could require 
jap identifies two sites ttat i reSSeS SL ^^ * The at1*ched 
replacement land. Both of these ^ft^^ con^aered as possible 
Acquxsition line for this nark %S n3.1"6 Wlthin t116 approved 
edge (shown as -A" on 4e attach J? "f1.1 parcel on the eastera 
will also be affected by the pro^^ ? ^ improved ^ SS 
one on the western side*^e^^TX »u^W?y ilBProv^ents. The 
significant stretch of tte st L•<« £ lar9er and i^^des a 
replacement land from tharparcei XSia >^ Acquisition   of 
rxver to provide protectiveTu^fer^^fSZSgSS?* ^ "" 

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

Sinperelv^ 

Gene /.   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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wiiiian, Do-jdM-eicr Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Tawes State Office Building Secm^ 

Fish, Heritage and Wildlife Administration 
580 Taylor Avenue 

March   8,   1993 Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

Mr. Joseph R. Kresslein 
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE: Contract No. SM 757-101-571 MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 246, 
Wetland enhancement and creation at Beauvue Road and MD 
249 Donald L. Albaugh property, St. Mary's County 

Dear Mr. Joseph R. Kresslein: 

This is in response to your request for information regarding the 
above referenced project. There are no known Federal or State 
threatened or endangered plant or wildlife species present at this 
project site. 

Sincerely, 

J&net McKegg, Director 
Natural Heritage Program 

JM:cbs 

cc: Cynthia Sibrel 
Robert Miller 
ER# 93075.SM 

Telephone: (410)   974-2870 

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
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Torrey Ctj^rown, M.D. 
Secretary *•*- 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Tidewater Administration 

Annapolis, Maryland 2I40I 

February 26,   1993 

Joseph R. Kresslein 
Project Planning Division 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Kresslein: 

J«n«a^Uet^3i%iS:JlSSSit:1:
your i^ of re^st, dated 

specif in the"iciriit•' o?Sr^Sid^itS^ Pres-?lce of finfi^ 

information ~fiSSS'SiSr.^for^'S^ ^ adeqUate 
itself. The proposed wetland Jff^„a^ .a-Lignment of the road 
south side of D?ayden Road r?ihi?o510n Site is located on the 
vicinity map) between St.Corgis chi?ch Road a^T^ ^ 0n yOUr 
St. Mary's County.      gorges cnurch Road and Flat Iron Road in 

-itigSE! sTte^^Toc^ed^S ^Sr^•1' the Pr0p0Sed wet^d 
headwaters of aii"unnSE^ trfbut^^nd area which drains to the 
George Creek (Lowe^o?omac R^ver X.!? L^SMt GrOVe Cove of st- 
classified as a Use 1 strewn ^^n^ unn»1Md tributary is 
permitted in Use I .treS^-inJ^f ly-' .n0 instreain work is 
June 15, inclusive, te!^ an^yelr   ^"^ 0f MarCh 1 ^^ 

i^s^jEgz-vr^s? pbr:rectdocsTteented N
with/"st- information is avail*hio «« «iJ ^ • pf -'    site.   No further 

within the" nL^e^trlLtTry^Tolller^r^ *iSh KSpaWni^ 
protected for anadromous fish «na^« ' ? stream should be reaches.      ^naoromous fish spawning potential in the lower 

Telephone:      (410)   Q74-27RR 

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

perennia! stTell reaches^SZ n^1?h "t "^P^*8"" to "si1e "ithln 
above shouid »^!5£?'Pr£Z!&L?£2Sg£.'"U" "ference., 

cental S.-SS^cSTiS.'S0^?9,,^.?—''•' yOU ^ 

Sincerely, 

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

RCD:GJG 
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Or$Oj~ 
United States Department V^^Tterior 

TART 
7240; 

OFFICE OF THE S&gfcTA&Y 
WASHINGTON, D.C   202465, 

tfft 

L7619(774) 
ER-90/1023 

" 7/ 

FEB 211991. 

Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
711 West 40th Street 
Suite 220 

Baltimore, Maryland 21211 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

^^SSL^^ co-ents on the 
to SR.246),  St. Mary's County, ifaJJlSd.        eVaWxon for SR-237 (fro. SR.235 

SECTION 4m   EVATJTA-HQN COMMt^;; 

of STJ^J^^^ Co the proposed use 

Although we   concur   that   the TroposeTj^AlL    ^L^T^ * 0r 2B- 
property   and   landscape   screenine     i«   .•S•?\. h  lncludes   replaceiwnt 
coordination and consultation w?tS the L^-nri      '    We    recOBI»end   continued 
and the Maryland State liistor^tj^SoXu!"^' ^ **** ReSOttrCeS 

ENVIRONMENTAL A^FQCUP^T cOMMfwrc 

Fish and tftldHf>  Ra  

^-"trss^^L^n^^ fr
h

or ^ <~ p-ject 
watershed. Since these wetland^ nrolid! ? v T^111 ^ J"boesville Run 
wildlife species, the iIS F^h JA JAt^* Value habitat for a v«iety of 
selected a'ltem^tiv; be 'one "t^t ^SJ'^" (JVS) "«—- ^^e 
alternative would include ttabxSSn^?^? ""P*"5' »• ^"t da^ging 
^alignment with a ^^^t^^uSl^l^K ^ Alte^- 
bridge span will minimize  the  «rn«--    *       ', aboVB   che waCer-     This 
corridor for wildUfT^ ^ 0f wetlands ^"e aaintaining a travel 

^bo^u^UTeTe^ced^:1^.^0^1; ^"^ Wetl-d ^"« in 
replaced on • 1:1 basis      ^ej-l rJi ^   ^  0ther Wetland lo«« 
will help compensate for £e liLlll"TZ£ "^ f0r ^ fo"sted w«l««is 
Planted seedlings to reach »*££ 'Vif ratio 1 T?S that " "^^ for 

risks associated with the creatiorT «f * !      alS0 helps co»P«nsate for the 
for creating foresteS ^l^'are eLSeT^l""1^"     '^ «*» ^<*ni^ anas are experimental,  success is far from assured. 
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Mineral Resources 

Mineral resources in the area consist of flat-lying sediaents containing clay 
and sand and gravel (p. 1-6). Construction would have only a minor and locS 

s^i^tra^cteT^' - " — ^ *«* — •"« -^ 
nSH AND WTLDLTFR rnoppj^ATIOW ACT ^^ffyj^ 

Sr tk^ SS "? ""fi1? Servfce's P«**l« Position on «iy Section 404 perlf 
Sfn? iP J vC ^OU^ be n0 obJeccion. provided a 26-foot high, 100-foot lo£ 
an^SL^Si < < alif»^ is elected for Jarboesville Run, ank provi^d S2 
an acceptable mitigation plan which identifies, a viable mitigation site l! 
submitted with the 404 permit application. mitigation site is 

SUMMARY MMIWft 

The Department of the Interior offers no objection to Section 4(f) approval of 

aS do^^fr8 5* £ 2J!' Pr0Vlded «*- —" mentioned "bole ^e'i^r and documented in the final statement. **».*UMB» 

As this Department has a continuing interest in this project, we are willine to 
project IT <•«•' I* you on a technical assislanc; basis S SrtS 
cul^al reso^r "n "f —•—«*• u

For M«e" pertaining to recreational^ 
Mid^fw^ p ' Pl,'^ COntaCt **•• ^ior^l Director, National Park Service 
SJliSSr TO^'TOW S0UCh ^o5'""' »"—IP"-. Pennsylvania mw 
fish Ind wilI7fff J    ' con,,B

1
erCial 215/597-7013). For matters pertaining to 

WildUfe Service    lIZT'*-' ^T*  """^ the Field ^^isor,  U.S. Fishand 
5^8)   SerV1Ce' 1825 v"g»>ia Street, Annapolis, MD 21401 (telephone: 301/269- 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments. 

Sincerely, 

snathan P.  Deason 
)irector 
Office of Environmental Affairs 

Jr. 
cc: 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street, Room 506 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
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,'ta  Liaison Officer 
'epaxrcmenc of Natural Resources 
2012 Industrial Drive 
\nnapolis, Maryland 21401 

State Historic Preservation Officer 

Executive Director, Historical and Cultural Programs 
^partoent of Housing and Community Development 
+5 Calvert Street 
Annapolis, Maryland 24011 
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S^sponsp To n n r    T.tter of ,y,1 /Q1 . 

1)   Coordination with the Department of Natural Resources and the 

.  Maryland state Historic Preservation officer will'continue 

throughout the final design phase. 

2)   It was agreeded to at the Dece^er 16, 1992 mteragency 

Meeting that the decision concerning structure type at 

Jarboesville Run would be determined during the final design 

Phase.  Alternate s,   the selected alternate, will impact     74 

acre fewer weUands than Aitem.te 2A and 1.24 acres fewer 

wetlands than Alternate 2B  if . box oulvert ,. constructed ^ 

thx. location.  The vertical profile proposed with Alternate 

6 TOUld reSUlt in a 75 '«* 1«»S ^idge approximately 7 feet 

above .arboesville Run. „ the grade were raised slightly, it 

could provide a travel corridor for wildlife. 

3- The SHA will to replace impacted wetiand 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. 

«• A X00 foot bridge length would retire lowering theprofile to 

cut into the existing ground and create additional impacts 

The impacts would include an additional relocation of a 

residence/business south of the par,, a higher retaining wall 

at the HOB Property and slightly more park property would be 

retired, therefore the zoo foot bridge option was not 

evaluated further. AXl decisions regarding the structure type 

consultation with the Department of Natural Resources and the 

D-S. Army Corps of Engineers.   A watl=„rf 
A wetland replacement 
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reconnaissance resulted in the identification of the Alba J4 ^ 

property and Aud property as potential wetland litigation 

^tes. A concept mitigation plan is included in Section III 

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

Engineers and o.s Fish and Wildlife Service is under way. 

The selected Alternate e   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 « impacts .74 fewer wetland acres 

than Alternative 2A and L24 fewer wetland acres than 

Alternative 2B. At the December 16, X993 Interagency meeting 

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

Wildlife service agreeded that the decision concerning 

structure type at Jarboesville Run would be determined during 

the final design phase. 
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ISSS ' UNrrEDSTATESENV,R0NMENTALPROTECTION^E^Y; 
\r*T^ Region III Z 

m^ 841 Chestnut Building .„..-.• 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107   ^ L"'     - ~l-    •' 'SZ 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. JUN22 1QQ? 
Deputy Director JO

^ 

Project Planning Division, Room 506 
^SMSSI.

8
??

0
 ^^hway Administration /07 North Calvert Street 

Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

betweS'Lr^uSrofm^tal? ^T rai?ed in a ^cussion 
concerning the June 1991 Lf Sufi??v TT•**? 0n May 11'   1992< 
Maryland Route 237 project      ?he III* t-^-S-1 Report on the 

appropriate mobile   (Sn   Source anS S. ^lf 1C^nt po:Lnt is that 
used for any analysis of SSJe source caS^"011 m?dels must be 
quality impacts. "ooixe source carbon monoxide air 

MOBILE4
iV£b£ee 2S2 -is^on0g^7m^l^ali?X f^'   the 

m lieu of MOBILE3,   given that MSST?L Sh?Uld have been used 
of the study and the Jact thft S J^**" avai:Lable at the time 
estimates.     Since MOBILE4 became a^aJlfbif0^ a??urate emission 
to the model have been made    anS III Iable,   further improvements 
factor modeling shoulS S?ili2e tYllJ^^*0* future •»i«»ion 
For information on the apDroori^ aPpr?Priate updated model. 
feel free to call L2?ya^dn?1Ste(2Vl"^7!o

f54tS? "^ t0 USe' 

estimatJn^S^'co^entrat?^1,^ -^able for 
highway slgmentlrbS? i? wm ^derL??^0 line SOUrces such - 
vicinity of traffic coigestion^oca5oi«ate

r
concentrations in the 

CO concentrations occur cloilto SaJ??cVo«enef •lly'  the highest 
where significant tragic ^owHn^c 11 S, co^est1on locations 
locations should bTs^cificaTlv^S ^J^g °ccur.     Such 
model;  for example,   Se SSaSH^SSeSSe?,with an appropriate such applications. CA^QHC ^^i would be acceptable for 

that srs^iiiisssf i?:'"6^ —^ ^ -d ^ fact 
office recommenL^at Mgher cS bfck^ofW5at develoPe^   this 
assumed;  i.e.,   a 3 ppm 7ins?ead of ? S•^ co"cent"tions be 
ppm  (instead of i pjS? iightSou? valSS >   ?!,e:hour value and a 2 
that no ambient CO monitorina dSa ^o I     ?J if 0ur ^d^rstanding 
background concentration! available for estimating 

14*1 

VI-62 
Printtd at RtcycUd Paper 



M 

In summary, due to the factors discussed above tho Tnno 
1991 Air Quality Technical report probably under2£wl/2£w 
CO concentrations that will result from £he pro^ct ?n SeSSon 
Therefore, the report's conclusion that no CO NAAQS vioStio^s 
are predicted to occur is subject to question.  Feel £?ef to 
?nnd?S ^^ BUdney' 0r me **   <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. Marys County lies in  an attainment area .for ^ ^^.^ 

and the study area is rural.  if SHA were co use mobile 5A 

the current moblle source emission factor model and use higher 

CO background concentrations,  the results would not be 

measuraMy different from those calculated using the Mobile 3 

program.  The Mobile 3 program was the appropriate model at 

the time the studies were initiated. 

•   The only signalized intersection occur at MD 246/MD237 and 

MD237/MD23S.  The MD246/MD237 intersection will operate at 

level of service (LOS, D in the year 2015 with the Selected 

Alterate. while the MD23S/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. 

Ml 
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V^Bj UNrTED STATES ENVIRONMBn-AL PROTECTION AGENCY 
\m*iF REGION III 

841 Chestnut Buflcfing 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107-4431 

Louis H.   Ege,   Jr. .__     , 
Deputy Director APR 1 3 1993 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 
VO^NS^

8
^

6
 Sf^hway Administration /07 North Calvert St. 

Baltimore,   Md.   21203-0717 

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

Dear Mr.   Ege: 

following ooimen? S\h2 oureoio" ti* 0^t5a ^ we Provide the 
project. Purpose and need for the referenced 

roadva^roposed 'for'vldSina JS f i^T* *?**•  is a ^ 1— Accordinl tS inforSatro^Si^y0^13^^^ Wfway. 
levels,  substandard road geometries    i^Vii!?      "f traffic 
and fixed objects located cloJe £s; multiple roadway entrances 
need for this roadway impro^mlnt nwHec?      ?J ^ the basis of 

rSa^yf" "* D - ' hi^« ^2 ^^cSlen^r^Sr 

roadw^c^diSons1? ^jIcteftrSiffL1^^ ^"-ation of 

restrictions increasi*g traffic volumes and some speed 

for thrSuU^afternatiS 1^^ 0f ^ and leSS than "«1 "* 
significant portion of the J^;^6^?0^5'   and given that a 

Patuxent Naval Air TeftCent^fiS^^1 be generated by the 
that alternative methods Straff^JLw^r51011'  PA rec°^^dS in addition to the roadwav i•S«5iS    I      management be considered 
work hours or van pool III SH^^i/Z ^^^ st^^r^ 
th^newly upgraded MD 237 has^^5^^^— Jg" ^at 
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neea fSTSiTp^^ f^re^efts h0"^8 With the P^ose and 
unforseen reasin the DMBO«.J ^Jsts however,   that if for some 
that SHA win re^uItTt^n^^rjhL1 S^f" n0t 0==-' 

do not heS1tate to oall L^r $1• SSS^lt^ I?•??tS Please 

Sincerely, 

William Hoffm^/chief 
Wetlands Protection Section 
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5X 
United States Department of th'e jiiterior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE. 

Chesapeake Bay Field Office        ' " 'iiJ 
1825 Virginia Street 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 
March 5, 1993 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Admini strator 

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: 

St. Mary-s County, Maryland.  We have revised the i^oJ^     8 e " 

This response relates only to endangered ~*-i*s „„„.. «,. ,.......„,_. . 
It does not address other Finh ar.H L^UI • .=" ^   .   —~ -'--*s,a*l-»-*>Jn. 

Thank you for your interest in endangered species  if vOU h»^ 

Sincerely, 

'r*'r John P. Wolflin 
Field Supervisor 
Chesapeake Bay Field Office 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

TRUST 

PROJECT   _. 
DEVELOPni*-- 

SEP 1   10 25 AH 'SO 

September 5,   1 9 90 

< i5!> 

WilliafflDonaUSdarfff 
Gaumiori 

Jacqudine H. Rogen 

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

Re; 

Dear Ms. Simpson: 

Draft Report for Phase I 
Archeologi cal 
Investigations of Maryland 
Route 237 between Maryland 
Route 235 and Maryland Route 
246, St. Mary's County, 
Maryland 
Contract No. SM 757-101-571 

for JrZJZ'&'SZZS- 'rSTl^S: ^^^"^ report 
Burkavage, Inc. document was prepared by Berger 

inves^ati^TU^^e^hodrand^s^s^rrr10?, ^      ^ 

1981) . A well defined and aporoDrf^?"3 ^ Maryla^" (McNamara 
quality of the work. The^eve? of K^ ^search design added to the 
was sufficient to identif^* th. r-nX "'l? research and "eld survey 
located within the proSV-Mn.^ rl'ghS^S!"1 reS• 

archeoq^l^^'one^Ts^ric1^ •      P-historic 
alternative corridors      The MstorYc  EHZI^r^^   0ne   0r   both 

with the former Ebenezer Church TsSitllm^        ^l^'  assoc^ted 
through the construction of Alternate JMH'^

1
]

1
 ^ affecte<3 more 

3B.      The  building  of   Alternate   M  MJI,   1lfle? than by Alternate 
reinterment of at  least  17 burials    whn ,WOUld   necessitate   the 
likely impact anv graves     We concir'fch^       8e}9ct^n of 3B would not 
would be preferable     icheoloaie^ «     '•.CO"8truCtion of Alternate 3B xe.   Archeological monitoring would be warranted for 

StMV 
l ol Housing And Communiiv O, Department ol Housing /and Communiiv Development 

Mouse. .1 State Circle. Annapolis. Maryland 21401 (301) 974-5000 
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I*t 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 5, 1990 
Page 2 

3B to ensure that unmarked graves are not rii «?fiiT-Ko» u 
any construction of 2B Modif ied  further V, ^^ however' EI^Qi: to 

i-ro•. „y
f th. chor^^vsit0.' ^ou-iv^Ji/^niV'.be 

lithic"rti"retl  "*.*„ a8r«08 eVidenced  temporally non-diagnostic 
wide        WhiV=   „ ea Wrwiately 260 feet long by 75 feet 
rltlnrc•\fj?*^ollToToT\TSTTOI  disturb^  a   ""'o"   of* tMs 
Site 18ST608 will be affected hi fh-        aPPears  *° detain  integrity. 
2B  Modified  oi   3B n  ou?  opyi^:n

CT8s
rTU6C081Ohn

a:%
eHither ftltern"e 

contribute important Information tl i-'h. ^T?     • potential   to 
themes:    subsistence    se??lemlnt    ^\     i    ^lng Prehi«oric period 
M.r,,,^ . ^l:,^^^^ i**^"^,; ^^fined in a. 
Further   Phase    II   archaological    invMtioLtion. ",'Wel5sl"an 19e6)- 
determine the site's eligibility,0^^^^^^ 

s^i^fo-iSIS^^*^"^^ 
JrrruaY^dloa^oro^stT£?S'^- 

not the project will have an ^iii ^^-^ detern,ine whether or 
archeologicil resources Ind JLw2 ^ Natlonal Register eligible 
Implemenlation and review of the Pha«,A

P
T
Pr0priate "commendations. 

rt^-i^^F'--- 
sugge^?^^^ 

Bic^ro^rs^i^ferTo^hrh.:!16 "^ th0r0U9h "'"oriel 

2)  Figure 12 requires Survey Area 
appropriate labeling of Alternate 3B. in its caption and 
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Ms.- Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 5, 1990 
Page 3 

3) Plate 2's caption should refer to site SM135. 

$LT*n*l*VLlt5 ShOUld describe the artifacts recovered from 
18ST608 with respect to encountered soils; a representative soil 
profile from a shovel test pit would be helpful. 

fLlh! rei>0rt 5hould delude 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. 

is .JlTiiaWe'0rWaTrfd t0 reriVing a COpy 0f the final rePort< when it 
inf«r^ i yOU haVe any questions . or require further 
information, please contact Dr. Gary Shaffer at (301) 974-5007 

Thank you for your continued cooperation and assistance. 

Sincerely, 

%y^^ C=tt_ 

Elizabeth J. Cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 

EJC/GDS Office of Preservation Services 

cc:  Dr. Ira Beckerman 
Dr. John Hotopp 
Dr. Ralph E. Eshelman 
Mrs. Samuel M. Bailey, Jr. 
Ms. Patricia McGuire 
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1^ 
RgSpcn.se rn Marvl.nH »^~.-ica] rr,^r  ^ r 

1.. Selected Aiternate 6 which incorporates a reduced typical 

section will „ot impact the historic Ebeneser 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. 
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REPLY TO 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

BALTIMORE, MO 21203-1715 ^ " :>"' 

ATTEKI,0N0F JOL 2 7,1993 ..     . .^ 
Operations Division ^ ij     *" i" '"' 

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

Mr. Bruce Grey 

^SFMESH
8
??* 

Hi9hway Administration 707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

inclusion intoi Solent so toS il in^K9 com'ents *« 
as our decision documeS,   JS ^cwrdance w^ ?=cePtable *« use 
merging NEPA and 404. accordance with the process for 

vertical underclearanc^    Confltltiinith'S?,"^ 7-f00t 

culv^^r^e^??^ SJSS? ^^" "- brid9e — • *» 

stru^ure S^TS^1^-": ^1"'  WhJC!? •X& »**' *- 

substrate JSSS*. l^Lllp^tt^tiL^J!?*&a> natural 

consists of verv fin. iTt-^i.f      ?!  r^ls deI«,sition usually 
during subse^Jt s?lrJ evei?s    "i1?^" t»io.lly removed 
naturally oclSina    hSv^^A^* ^^ w?ul'i aX1°v the 
in the stream^Jtim    nrovL?^    rate ^^'ials to remain 
colonization of ZZZkiFlrglnll^."0" Stable subst«^ *« the 

box culvert.    This widJniia o^Jf ^ the cross section of the 
of a ^* culve^V^IesSaWe^ca"^ Sg^'S1' "T1?- 
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a bottomless arch divert would acco^odSf'  the degree to which 

terrestrial wildlife would Sorfr^      ^wdat? Passage of 
Therefore,   ou^ order o? nref•• J the S1?e of the °Pening). 
structure'ty^ SouW te ?! b?fdSe     ^^bo??^?^3^0" 0f 

culvert.    While we reaii,! ^K    9f'    1 bottomless arch,   3.  box 
decided until final alii• ^ structu" type will not be 
not be rSeptive^o ^Si^i^o^1? ^^^ - •ld 
many advantages afforded by bo^L?!^  e bKX cu:Lvert du« to the 
recently sucleeded in having St    S^/^r^f and hrid^'     We 
proposal for the Peggs RoaS^ossin^o? SS£? D• chanSe their 
(further upstream)   f?om a box culie?t to a b«S«^le RUn 

Mary^s Ri^f ^^ SrScSrS^nLrnedXt^^ ^ "' 
^corporate a structure which will^^ 2£f£".£& 

we woSlf be^ec^ptJve^o^on^H de^ PaSSage beneath ^e road, 
wetland impacS?PifVneces"?Jifdr?n10n,0f f11^^ greater       ' 
of MD 237 to provide moSttJn^hi    order^to raise the profile 
underclearance      ih! TncleSe i^we?^^^'^oposed 7'^ot 
an increase in the proftlt ILS* t      "   • ^^^ resulting from 
practicable using reSf^ngSaUs.       ininimi2ed to the extlnt. 

wetlS^Hhf s^clS^? c^d^T^A ^.-P-ts to 
reducing the proposed S^o^med^on M^^6^"^12^ by 

barrier at Jarboesville Run. on MD 237 to a Jersey 

type^s^^j^ ^h^LSJon^ deCi^0n 0n St-ct-e 
Corps permit will contain a ZJ ^^0n duT1I1<3 final design.     The 

as discussed above. ^u^tiure types and road profiles, 

Wett£u£r onhSyol?JI"0nS'  PleaSe COntact *•  Paul 
Sincerely, 

/^ 

CC: Bill Schultz 
Sean Smith 
Pete Stokely 

Keith A. Harris 
Acting Chief, Special Projects 
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Response to Corps letter of 7/27/93 I ^ ^ 

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

•   be provided at Jarboesville Run win be decided during final 

design in coordination with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Department of Natural 

Resources Non-tidal Wetlands Division. 

2-   See response to # 1. above. 

3. 

4, 

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. 

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. 
t-\ —i, --     - •• 

Tcs 

O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

January S? 1993 ^ 32 .'V ?5j 

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: 

• •~**v--. r- «-• v 

JAN 21 1993 

The State Highway Administration recently completed a nartial P>,O« TT • 
prehistoric site 18ST608. This site was iniLiwSliSfii1?^ I       «      investigation of 

the eastern portion of this site h.,t ^oc,    L? ""^^o ^ase H archeological testing on 
landowner opposWon    iL ririS o^ 1'° COmpIete WOrk west of ** •* due to 

on the wooded eit side offhe road tt,m *' r*M-<rf-*^ «" Alternate 6 

s% ic•, which^^reTsa^rrLtr'^of ^ ^ —^ 

the driveway, •sTd«« ^d SS•^lTt^ ^^ *> the commotion of 
deposits may o^ty o^; Si bS^nJ^n^"" ^^ ^ il"ac, Prehist0* 
the 100-ye Jflo^-arof jiSle Run T S.T? •" betWeen the ^ ^ 
distu^ee had occn.ed ^^^^^t^S^^ST 

My telephone number is (410)333-1177 

383-7555 Ba.t.more SSS^lS^JT^^TKS^ „ ,     , 
707 North Calvert St..^'   -••, * ~l- Sd 21M3.071? T0,, Free 
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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 nVht-of 

additional Phase H work is still warranted on the wooded terrace and in^hTvaS ZM^   f 
the res^ence. Remaining work will probably be restrictedTl x TlTer test unit/ 
without any additional shovel test pits. Completion of the Phase n west of IST?^ 
await purchase of the property by the state, w'hich is noUikefy to ocr^eS7 '"" 

I^idToTfev T^r' C0ncurrence that °o farther work is warranted on the 
EZ£^ (i!S ^{r   " qUeStl0nS ^^ d0 n0t heSitate t0 COntact ML c£ 

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

Very truly yours, 

Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Dirertor 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminaiy Engineering 

Cyhthia D. Simpso^ 
Deputy Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

1 
VUsrW,-*. MA^fc^ctf^   Cf(S\ 

'-//o/*3, 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

TRUST 

r P f:  i f. f^ r 
/K 

JiH 
'"  G2 Mi/   s6j 

Wffiani DooaJd Sduefer 
Cowemor 

Jacqueline H. Rogm 
Seoetov, £>//CZ) 

December 28, 1988 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Chief 
Environmental Management 

Sau? ?epart'Bent of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Haryland 21203-0717 

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

Dear Ms. Simpson: "    "      "  

Places, located In the project area  «'   "* N"I<mal "'S"'" <•' """oric 

». -««. fo, Nat^ Lglat«r
H S^'.SLSSr-SSS:' ",,lcl• ^ 

to «jr jri s^r'^1 j* •rsLi011"offic' "ith "'f°•"»» p«»o«t en8uuny. ,»„ „7 dlr.ct 'tLr^r^ ro^x^ttoro1;^ ."sr 
"r. Eatr,JdtL0".ahr„Xr"l0,,S- Ple*M MO"" «— -y « "4-5000 „ 

GJA/meh 
cc: Ms. Rita Suffness 

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

Sincerely, sj 

George J. Andfeve ' 
Project Review and    y 

Compliance Administrator 
Office of Preservation Services 

X of Housing And Communitv H. <^,   u  DeT^en, "iHou,ing '•"d Commumty Development 
Shaw House. 21 Sute Cbete AmupoUs. M«yu*l 21401 (301) 974-5000 
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oZ^^Il£0UNTY GOVER&filVT 

January 4, 1990 

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

State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

In reference to your contract number SM 757-101 S7i 
state's take-line on Rt. 237 and it*  iL  V  J  571 aS lt Pertains to the 

Park, this is to advise thL we have re^!",0^3'*,^7'5 COUnty Re8ional 

^s^rhave as•ed Zl sr^^^-tSL*'proposed 

a JS^.^^raior'^S- W?hedeSi8ned »*  ^ - " K• 
the buffer anticipated by this deplr^en^  tfe^i/.T08^ ^^^  is "ithin 
that take-line which we had planned S nut in Jl ^  SOCCer field in 

area since it could be easily r^oved ^oweve ^f tlT'X** ** ^"^ ^^ 
Evaluation Committee in the countv ll  h„       ?   talk"g to the Technical 
Plat.  You will find that w Sub. verv V!n

remOVed that so«« field on the 
of the line as outlined on your plat.  ^ COOperative in *»  SHA's acquisition 

forw^^X^LTwiryo"^^^^^ - we'll be looking 
have moved the entrance road o^tS ?frk to 111"  ^T dUaliZe Rt'  231'    We 
requested at the meeting with the Hieh^v AH    ^ Vlth yOUr cro"-over as B wicn tne Highway Adnunxstration in Baltimore. 

^"J. ^^JZ^ helP " MS"" a'"'1".'"-1 l-."-.. Pl.a,e do not 

W-^' J*rJ3t 
*aohn V. John V. Baggett 
Director 

c: Mr. E. Meehan 
Mr. H. Johnson 
St. Mary's County Dept of Public Works 

e•^^ CxOU^y Dept 0f Planaing & Zoning Greenhorne & O'Mara 
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M' 
MarylandDepartmentofTransportation °*<•s Li9hthizer 

State High way A dministration ^ Kassoff 

Administrator 

MEMORANOTTM 

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 

HJ:sjc 

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

My telephone number is 

—-w SS^g^SE&sr- -F- 



\y ^ 

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: 

on the signature linebeJLSdrcatfno1^ SeekS y0ur =°n=urrence 
adequacy of the Purpose anS £eed S Ihf" W*•"*  "ith the 
dualization as presented at th. T^    Proposed MD 237 
December 16, IW^L^U^SS^SJS^f' ^  0n 

oTthTIIno^---^^^^ 

Very truly yours, 

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

flu. "rJ^  
Bruce M. Gr^y 

by: 

LHE:BMG:jdj 
Attachment 

Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

cc: Ms. Jareene Barkdoll 
Mr. Lee Carrigan 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
MR. Rodney Little 
Mr. c. Robert 01sen 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 

My telephone number is (410)   333-1186 

383-7555 Baltimore »«^%4^Fi&r^
n&2\%^9 Ci . 

707 North Cvert R'ASSS, MlX0n19
2^o0!.207Si7ateWide ^ Free 
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Concurrence: 
.' / 

Mr. Keith Harris 
U.S. Amy corps of Engineers Date 

rAt /1 /~< 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

lu? 
O. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

March 9, 1993 

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

Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
The Rotunda - Suite 220 
711 West 40th Street 
Baltimore MD 21211 

ATTENTION:  Mr. David Lawton / 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

your concurrence for the proposed MD?}? Snf? —J • "jesting 
presented at the Interaoencv »f!?,-!P "7 dual-ization. This was 
and is documented in SI ^L^^9 hel^ on Deceinber 16, 1992 

Very truly yours, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

by:   ^ i) t*h<UM/ 

CONCURRENCE: 

I 

c/^   A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 

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

^-^^3 
Date 

My telephone number is     (410)   333-1110 

383-7S5S Baltimore MJSP'MS SS'ilW.'*1 HearlnS or Speech 
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MARYUND Office of Planning 
William Donald Schaefer 

Governor , 
April    12,     1993 XonaUM.Kreitner 

Dirtaor 

Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Deputy Director 

707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

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

Dear Mr. Ege: 

Staff at the Maryland Office of BI^.,,- 
and Need statement for Se Iroposedl^l^l rfviewfd the Purpose 
comments focus on the consistencv «/?>, ^alization.     Our 
Economic Crowth,   Hesource^Sio^ 23 SSSS,^ oTi992 

STS1 HtSt^wi^^'SiSc^? ^^nsive Plan,  MD 
This area is cited as suila^e ?S SroSh dre^Pffient d"trict. 
Planned,  public sewer and water ScSlSS:      ^ng in place or 

of population and commerce ?or the Coun^V>,P1
T
ann?d as a cent^ 

development district is an aSpron?iaS^      J Lexin5ton park 
capacity resulting from the S52£i5 S-5     •e for the increased 
additions proposed will ac2oS2?! \lidenmg.     The lane 

propose, up^in^^L^e^S^S^^rjJ^SS «* «- 

Sincerely, 

JTN:CAW 

cc:  Vivian Marsh,   OP,   Southern MD. 

- u 
301 Wfe,/ 'WW" i^Frt . Baltimore, Maryland 21201-2365 • 

Comprehensive Planning.- (301)225^562      Fax. 225-4480       TTY: 383-7555 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 1-5.0.1 
2500 Broening Highway   Baltimore, Maryland 21224 
(301)631-3245 

William Donald Schaefcr 
Governor Robert Peraasepe 

Secretary 

July 6,   199^  2   IQ 

Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson, Deputy Chief * 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
7n?yx];anlDepartlnent of Transportation 707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

"0 U •$1 

Dear Ms.   Simpson: 

RE:     Contract No.   SM 757-101N 
MD  237   from MD  235   to 
MD 246,  st.  Mary's County 

GreinL^ne^rnTscie^ ^XrV^*1 rep0rt ^^^ * 
^ Houte 237 in ^l^S^^^ 

classIfLf ITZLn^^?•• • •*? of th. state that is 
Quality Standard!! Verelort TSi-il-ali-National A^ient Air 
the State Implementation IJan iset^inatl0? of conformity with 
conformance with the Drovisiin^ „/ nnSL H*111***' Furthermore, 
that impacts from ttePconstruction ^ 26:1^?6-0^ will ensur4 
minimized. construction phase of this project will  be 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this analysis. 

Sincerely, 

Mario E. Jorquera, P.E. 
Program Administrator 
Air Management Administration 

MEJ/sf 

TDD FOR THE DEAF (301) 631-3009 VHSI 
feOCMPlptr 



)10 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
August 22, 1990 
Page'2 

Paul Wettlaufer of t-ho r 
cost estimate be preoarpH ^   PS 0f En^neers requested thai- 
">ot briage span SS^^^nT^ ^i•1"" "'^ "S a 

in the Environmental Assessment. 

revie^"^ 0f ^  £ie« "view minutes is provided t„  your 

Howarf SohnsonUate!33"i;9
diti0nal in£o•«ion Please contact Mr. 

by: 

Ctfnthia D. SinpSon 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

CDS:HJ:fc 
Attachments 
cc: 

VI-83 



CONSULTING ENGINEERS AND PLANNERS     

MELLONJ iNDEPENOENCE CENTER. SUITE SOOD .  701 MARKET STRPPT       B - P-" ^ '.  •-' ~ J 
21 5.532-^200 MARKET STREET .   PHlLAOELPftlA.' PeNJKTSVLVANiA 19 J 

k S 13 j- :S0 

August 27, 1990 

Cynthia Simpson, Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 
Room 503 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

ATTENTION: Mr. Howard Johnson 

REFERENCE: Maryland Route 237 
Maryland Route 235 to Maryland Route 246 
2\S7n? County' Maryland SM 757-101-571 
Agency Wetland Field Meeting 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

Enclosed for your review i< a mm, ~* - 

revised in accorda", Jm fh 5 scSn! ?f '^ ",aps' ""^ *«« ""n 
previously 1„ciuded with thi, draft Ss.     """^ were 

SI.'SSM "l.-i^^^T^j^e^^" * —ts made „, 
Very truly yours, 

McCORMICK, TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

Dennis K. Burgesor 
Senior Scientist 

DKB:mta:1781a 

Enclosure:    As Stated 

J^-- 
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Agency Wetland Field Meeting 
Maryland Route 237 

Maryland Route 235 to Maryland Route 246 
St. Mary's County 
SM 757-101-571 

July 24, 1990 

Field Mpptjna Minn+oc 

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 
McCornuck, 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 

ie?!^^ ^^r^^^^^^ concurrence on the 
study area were performed in two Shases     Z f^f1?"5 0f t5e proJect 

investigation, was conducted as a corridor I-HI   S!1
ph5Se' a Jl,ne'  1989 

identify the approximate location and exilnVll Vl ""5 SUrVey to 

survey was largely based on avl??ab?e mS 2l*WeJ ands-    This initial 

Survey, project mapping, Jtc )    i?th iXftS J**?/1"^ USDA' SCS So11 

Phase, performed in January    1990   JntlnS J1!^ T^:    The second 

including marking of the unl'anrt/wIff^J 1     tn ?ctual fle1d delineation 
should be noted that thl JanuaJv fn]ccJ-bTdaries w1th Egging.    It 
the growing season and that so^   aturaJion'Z'n5 ;?nduct^ outside of 
virtually all identified wetland a?eas POndln9 Was evident in 

preparation for the agency field mee1ingPd boundaries m 

with the revise? Stl^/IpfaT^dlSri'SdJSfld? CSCale: 1""200,) 

Wetland ai 
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The agencies determined that the forestPri area +« +k«       ^   ^ 
Route 237, identified as a oaWHnf IfZ   It to^he west of Maryland 
investigation, wls not a ?egu Ste   MtfJnJSte?h"etJa!!d ^ the ^^ 
on the absence of hydric son I     ml IflJ^v?;?/!*6""1"**100 was based 

facultative vegetation ^iU; st^g5^^^^^^"1^ 
Wetland #2 

Hetland ^ 

i:picra
tj^!'a„a

d^rs?nrn9oeEte;ar^t^.situited b^d ^ *<*•« 
Wetland #4. 

521S^?f2d
,f :aasst

Co0nff?Sa
b

nJ Sti2,ri-
f

con?1>"">of one«) wetland/upland boundaries *        a9encies for location of 

Wetland #$ 

iSSte^rfd^jrlr./Stflftrtr^'1 •n t0 the "«* of »*ryun6 
investigaiion, ws not a ^JuSd StuS   Vu lilt '? 'S? '""•> 
on the absence of hydric soils     NetflnJ •.I?I? d,t,•''»tion was based 
indicators of this area were «i»ii„ J„ t!'"***1011 and Mrology 
site (west of m 237)     The oa JstHnJ onSn" I0*6" 1n the N»t'"1 *' 
confined by the ^..^flSSBS T^^^^Tn?. " 
Wetland ^fi 

3B only.    The agencies determined thai 5M<tlJaf
ro3ect frea of A1ternate 

wetland, due to the absence of hydr?? so SltuL"0* a/??u1ated 

hydrology indicators werp «imna£ 11 *f wetland vegetation and 
Wetland #5 a?eas (list of m 237)       th0Se n0ted in the Wetland #1 and 
Wetland jir? 

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

Wetland *ft 

Run and east if MaryUnd S   237     TJU^S" S0Ut,, of 

sol, sat^ati^n ^?& ^^^^ ZX^. 

^llcTlltT. WaS n0t eVa,u"ed « » '• P^tntly not within the project 
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General Comments 

t^o aX&riS,,^ JX^^ R
C°StS "S Wetland ^ «* 

with a 100 foot span  In Lrifnnn I e-5Un:x.a box culvert ^  a bridge 
roadway at a 5 percent JJadJ^hesTJlt•^ 0f Construction of thT 
present roadway design Ealls for allplJo!!"**6; W-S a9reed to' J^ 
Jarboesville Run. These evfi,,?H«„f ?  ?ntJ^6*  in the vicinity of 
environmental document  evaluatlons are to be incorporated into the 

The revised impact acreages for 
are as follows. the project alternates 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B 

Hetlanri/Aroa 

Wetland #1 

Wetland #2 

Wetland #3 

Wetland #4 

Wetland #5 

Wetland #6 

*Wetland #7 

Wetland #8 

Totals 

AltPrnato Jr"*?!1*1" ProPosed Right-of-Way A1ternatfi ?A-     Alternate^     Alte£nai^A y AlternatOB 
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 

SSSftrK RuT
,Vement baSed «» use °f * *«» culvert for crossing 

Reported by: 

Dennis K. Burgeson /\ 

DKB:mta:1788a 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

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 

William Donald Schaefer 
Gmxrnor, 

Jacqueline H.Rogers 
Secretary, DHCD 

July 29, 1993 

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

Mary's 

Dear Ms.   Simpson: 

V^*?•^-^*^^*^"** flowing report: 
Mitioatinn     Area     V^    >TTLL7_UU     IluuL J       T      *•V»~Y    "^^nntl 

goals^meS^dT IT^^S £"%?*?* °* the survey's 
illustrated; aAd it addresses «!• rf,^i •arly written and well 
InveStia^^.e   jn S^?•*;^^   fia^n«»   for   Arrh^mnglm 
level of background research and ttmVA Ml^l- ^ our opinion, the 
to identify tAe full ranae of L^w" S,tl9atl0n was »»«ici«nt 
acre area of potSJiarSSeSL?rcheolog^al properties in the 16- 

a ^JuSZ££^£Z2^^ site with 
Surface collecting andI shovJl £est!n«^L lbaU?1 Slte f18ST633). 
stone artifacts distribu?ed Jlmolt ^.SCOV

1
ere-d 239 Pr^istoric 

The one diagnostic pr^historloirtlf^i^ ln Plow2one «oil«. 
from the  Terminal  Archa'e  aub!LJ?~J      5 I Was  recovered  dated 
indicates    a    short-^ST   oSSSItlon'     ^terPretati°n of  the  site 
processing.    The 46 historic art if art- t.^^   *******    on    food 
clay   pipestems,    glass,   Irick      and ^^'^l?- d°mestic ceramics, 
diagnostic objects9 were ^^rX ^S^SSTS^' 

i of Historical /and Culmml P•-,. Divifion of Historical /and CulturaJ Profnms 

mnr•-    Dep^n,elu of HousinK ««« Community Devdopmem 
100 Commun.^ PUce, Crownsville. M^Und 21032-2(^70) 514-7600 

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

early eighteenth centuries      Tho I«,, ^ 
to the during of tra

Usrrn-anTOaegri=Wuldteunraltyf S^"" ltems •»!«. 

o| the^Sgh SS.TSicSS^SgS.K'thST^r1 the lnte^ty additional  significant  in^ni^*? y  •   at 1InP0rtant features or 
18ST633 is no^eligTbYe te S^SiSS'S:   • ? OUr ^ni«^fiS 
no further archeological iLMti^AlSr.   Re91Ster; and it warrants 

have  no SiLT^i^ifi^*  ^PnyoM -dertaKing  will 
National Register.     XSJ'0ric  standing  structures  eligible   for  the 

We have a few minor comments on *-ho **.***. 
suggested revision, should he "nSoSo^ed^oT?^^^^ 

c^Jp^i^t^es^^e SSi^1^- »• 8) ^» 

teaporauy diagnostic wcSr^SSo&^f,' 'waVTo^"  — 

3) A coveted KADB fon, should accompany the final report 

when X ££,£23? Vf y^j^U VS*? «» »^^ "port, 
information, please contact Dr. ew ISSi?",,0' reqUire fu"h« 
"••  Elizabeth Hannold  (for structure)"£  t&l&'Tu'SS?1*"   or 

Sincerely, 

Co^Ca^ 
Erizabeth j; cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 

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

Mrs. Samuel Bailey, Jr 
Mrs. Beth McCoy 
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P.O. BOX 1715 wtN«»«ERS 

K^TO BALT.MORE.MD 21203-1715    ^;^; 

ATTENTION OF ^B 

Operations Division       ^ J 7 ;^   _:.      ,   .^ . 

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

Mr. George Walton 

ToVtrt^cT H.igSWay Administration /u/ worth Calvert Street 
Baltimore,   MD 21203-0717 

Dear Mr.   Walton: 

concurrence3 in fSd XtlrnT i"',1""  re^est  ^r 
four-lane divided,   c^bed'ro^y with'f ooT^* 0f a 

and seven-foot backing,   desired to a 40 MP^ 2°*•raised median 

Corps concurs in the ielectiS^ of th?s ait^f?31^ fpeed-     The 

following conditions: alternate with the 

will'be co^lePtedefor llteliTos^jfT^-106 —^ination 
determined eligible for th* U 1   £ the Slte  should be 
Places,   a data^ecovS plL wil?^ Jegifter ** Historic 
with the SHPO,   unlelHt^S dete^nined^?^K  

in• cons^tation ^ 
remain undisturbed,   in which ca^^nf-S*  the  Site  should A 
alternatives which a^Sid the  JJJJ^^^eration will be given to W 

alternatlvfsJ^ucture-typK^o; ^ Wil1  SUbmit  an an^y^s of 
which will  compare the Ssts anH  ^ crossin5 of Jarboesville Run 
box culvert,   bottomless a?ch lutvlr^TT"^ benefits  for a 
and a high clearance bridoe       rl^l  '       l0W clea^nce bridge, 
xn the structure type^^lc^ed^^t^leT^s6!^11 * ^^ 

management^lan? fcceptfbfe^o^P in^Ude a •tormwter 
first  one-hSlf  inch of ^Iff  f^m'i^i^-6"6^1^^ ^^ the 
release  into waters or Elands      ^titr1^ surfaces Prior to 
be  impounded for .tc^tS^^^^^-S^^" 

under^pa?^0^?' ^o^T^^^1^ wil1 * P-vided 
-ve any ^stions, ^^^^^^^ .« ^^ 

Sincerely, 

x^l 
Keith A. Harris 
Acting Chief, Special Projects 

Permit Section 
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Maiyland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

\i6 
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 Marvin Co.   IT- U 

SSTM- 
provide your •—^r— - £• wra * 

Should you require additional infomucion, plea* do no, hesitate to contact tne a, (410) 333- 

We apologize for this oversight. 

Very truly yours, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

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

My telephone number is     din-W-HIO 

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Soeech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll FTee 

<5ir..tMAail'i
n9Mt£2? P0' Bo* 717 * Baltimore, MO 21203-0717 

Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street . BaltlmoTef Marian J 21202 
»i""91 



^ 
#. 

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: 

Porter Barrows •  0    c*s>   13 
Federal Highway Administration Date 
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/«0 
MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL ..;;/' WiUiam DonaJd Schaefer 

'.; T- '• Gooenur 

^J^umjimjj.im 
Jacqueline H.Rogere 

Secretary, DHCD 

33= 

TRUST July i4'i993 

Office of Preservation Services 
Mr. Bruce M. Grey 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

Re:  MD 237 from MD 235 to MD 24 6 
Saint Mary's County, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Grey: 

the TSsTonTun^xe^/6-6^^6'1 JUne 14'   1993<  «=*«*. by 

on l£& tf ^l?%»? *~* «***« ^r this project, 
would have no effect on hi^^i?' =oncur"ng that the project 
10, 1993 we concu??ed toaf^fur^;"^"•0^"- °n Pebr^ar; 
would be required. lrTOM oJni^ ^ ^l0giCal instigations 
no effect on historic prorertiis fn^F„0p0-Sed

J.
pro'ect "i" have 

archeological sites. TheVe-or'e JL i^ st:and"9 structures and 
selection of Alternate e fS^'ab^e ^ere^cef^eS   t0   "" 

Sincerely, 

L«fabeth Cole Elizabeth Cole 
Administrator 
Archeological Services 

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

Mrs. Beth McCoy 

i of Historical /and Cultmi !>»-„ IHvision of Historical /and Cultural Programs 

100 Commun.o- PUce. CrownsviUe, M^Umd 21032-2023^10) 514-7600 
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m 
MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL --, Willie Donald Schaefcr 

Jacqueline H.Rogers 
S&ntttry, DHCD •JaiJWJliilLi^ 

•"-^ September 3, 1993 

TR US T 
Office of Preservation Services 

Ms- Cynthia D. Simpson 
Deputy Division Chief 

l?2fCS-Pianning Division 
707 L^hnaX  Administration 707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 

RE:  SnntraCt No- SM 757-101-571 
St  2Ml^0mrKD  235 t0 » 2J6 St. Mary^s County, Maryland 

Dear Ms. Simpson: "    "  " "        "  

conceptual „etla„d -lS3StS.
Miar

r3rSS!^Sr2=f
t' .« *2 

Based o referenced project.  ' 

understand that sriz i**!?0•*?10*1   Presented in vour i^*. 

Regarding the larger MD 5-*-r 

18ST608, once access to tne rilJrhJbS,,1^^^?9**1" 0f 

Division of Hi«orical /«nd CultunI Progiams 
ueiwtmemofHouMngindConuiuinityDeveloo•• 

•00 Con,•^ p^. Clwll$vUle M^SS^O, 5,.7600 

• 



/«A 
Ms. Cynthia D. Simpson 
September 3, 1993 
Page 2 

Please" ca^ ^ESS^BSLS!^: ^H0"*1 -^^ion, 
archeology) at (410) 514-7628 T-Liv stjuctures) or me (for 
opportunity to comment nk yOU for P^viding us this 

Sincerely, 

Elftiabeth J. Cole 
Administrator, Archeological Services 

EJC/EAH/ 
9301816 

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

IV-93B 
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Maryland'Department'ofTransportation 
State Highway Administration 

June  1A,   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: 

S^rSSSS A^nLhte
raCtO^nseedekTX04coP^CeSS'  ^ »*^• signature  line below indicat-inS £! y        concurrence on the 

Alternative 6 aU^mei? for^l S^a^Sf"* With the Selected 
agreed upon at thl December 16    Sq?3?flf

ro3-ct as P"sented and 

Very truly yours. 

0. James Lighthizer 
Secretary i 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

A 

Attachments 
cc:  Ms. Jareene Barkdoll 

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

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Ms. 

Concurrence: 

by: 

Mr- A« Porter Barrows     "  
Federal Highway Administration 

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

7-/0**13 
Date 

My telephone number is        (4ip)   33^-T|](> 

383-7555 Baltimore uSS^wSV^Sf^ "***"* 0r SPeech 

515 !E2 ;.5«-i4
<f

5.1 I-P.;^.? -J-^M-SOM Statewide Toll Free 
VI-94  '" 



M 
MARYLAND Qfice of Planning 

William DonaldSchaefer ;•:, 
Governor «>.:i.   ..„ -j •,   ,,,, 

~   '•'   '••'    jfoneMMKreitner 
July 29,   1993 0"*c'or 

Preliminary Engineering 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, MD.  21203-0717 

Attn: Mr. Jeffrey H. Smith 

Dear Mr. Ege: 

All of the Alternatives under l•^*  SeJ?cted Alternate 6. 
Lexington Park developmeS distr?^dera*lon fall within the 

mxnimizes residential impacts aid 2 XL^  Alternate 6 

Thank you for u,^ 0pportunity to comssn^ 

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       TTJ:• 383-7555 

VI-95 



$   «B   \ =•: ,* - - " T    •   • . '" 

\*SBl} UNITED STATES ENV!RONMEm-AL PROTECTION AG^fcy^ 
^mtfiF REGION 01 

841 Chestnut Building 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107-4431 

. Mr.   Bruce M.  Grey 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

^ State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert St. **»   „ A 
Baltimore,  Maryland 21203-0717 •-  2 3 /M? 

Ret MD 237 

Dear Mr.  Grey: 

In accordance with the combined NEPA/404 nr-rvoc^    =.«»   • 

with the agencies S SileSir of SM fJ/JS"* "" c°ordinated 

purpose and need in Aprifllss! concurred on the 

concurrencrre•e;rt,?,lroSCS^tati0,?J
P;OVi,3ea * S>* "^ this 

interagenc? SSST^i^" S"d
P"ViKed *' tha ^^^er 1992 

table Irovided in teJS«"i9«    EPI c^SiS^ ZKt**"** 

concurrence on the mitioatHon -^Cl/lP NEPA/404 process, 
concurrence rtthtt^SSSS IltlStf^e »i??»??eOUS^ "^ 

«« projected traffic demand which is partially based 
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7«0 

possible EPAcon^Ws  to urge that aftefnaJt^ f0^ aS lon5 as 
management concepts be  instated %£ I^ J• traffic 

hours and car polling at ?he Navfi   ItL    ^l* sta^ered work 
optimum levelsPof se^e^to^e Sign^ea?^ t0 ffiaintain 

EPA r^tTSbfrfS'LSS^SiSJ0 V"* on m 237- 
requests that SHA provide sludv ar^ ,nHtefrate concurrence 
environmental impact data ?or each JiSSLS^"1;'" maps'  the 
purpose and need.  i„ addition mitiaat?^ !?^an? a s'Pffia^ of the 
conceptual plans should be included9 i?" lte location and 
facilitate our review and provide aA iSiJJ^1* 9r^atly 
projects with long development times.     atl0n bridge for 

quest^^ega^g Xi.^JL?^ 0f ^ Staff if ^ ^e any 

Sincerely, 

(^- /fe^^ 

John Forren, Acting chief 
Wetlands Protection Section 

VI-97 



08.-26.-195- 15:23 FROM AMD-E5D   PEGION 3 
TCl        S4103331045 P. 02 

SH,A Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

O.JmmiJg/mxm 
StCIWBy 

HalKSMOff 

July  29,   1993 

Re:     contract Ho.  SM 757-101-571 
MD  237   from ND 235  td MD 246 
St.  Mary's County,  Karyland 

Mr. Rny Denmark 
U.S. nnvircnaennai Protection Agency 
Rational in * * 
NEPA coBpliance Section 
814 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia PA 19107 

Deax Mr. Densar*: 

In ac 
State 
select 
elgne- 
froas 
mitiga 
to et" 

ordance with the conbined NEPA/404 process, the Maryland 
Highway Ad»inistration sought your concurrence on Se 
ed alignnent Alternate 6, for MD 23? by rams of your 

-L JIHussion was the section regarding conceptual SetlSS 
-,on for impacted wetlands. Please provide yoSr resDonsT^ 
•ntien of Mr. Jeffrey K. Smith by August 25/1993! ^ 

Should you require additional inforaation, please do not hesitate 
to contact ne at (401) 333-34 39. nesatate 

We apologize for this oversight. 

very truly yours, 

Louis H. Eg©, Jr. 
Deputy Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliainary Engineering 

by: M i&fcL 
w. Walton 

Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 
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03.26.-1953 15:24 FROM HMD-ESD   REGION 3      rn 
ar -• .t: - -r 84103331845 P;03 

TEL »C:^lP-r3>l©d5       8147 P03   -  "'Tr 

Mr. Roy DenaarX 
Page Two 

LHZ:GWW:sjc 
Attachments 
cc:     Ms.  Jar«en« Barkdoll 

Mr.   L«o Carrigan 
Hr.   Doug Sixmnone 
Me.   Cynthia  D.   Simpson 
Mr,   Jeffrey Smith 

Concu.^rence: 

JS.S.   Snx'irdnjnental   Prpted'tion Agency Day^    Tr '  

•S4        -TjLf st>1 S -^at^te^      S^ 'ZLx /_       C&O ZV      Of'"^h       TV-u s*1 /   4^ **• 

-T     yrfszr^Z-      y^^£^^l 

0„    -/(..•&?-    /LiOJ^o • 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 
2500 Broening Highway   Baltimore, Maryland 21224 
(410)631-3609 -'- •     ' 

1.^ 

William Donald Schacfer 
Govemm ;-.? H     -' -' "" Robert Perdasepe 

Secretary 

September  9,   1993 

2ffi~Ui? S; E9e' Jr-' Deputy Di"ctor 
SfSfLS nPla2!?xng and Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
state Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21203-0717 
Attn: Mr. Bruce M. Grey 

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

Dear Mr. Grey: 

sejt^1 rs91rt5s^siirfSdtjrird the june i7' *^3 — 
as requested,   was  f"the pSr^ofe of  co^en^-*"mxma?" prOJeCt-     The "view. 
Alignment"   for MD 237,   al £S£ on  fiau^s  3  2^°^ th^  "Selected Alternate  6 
are a result  of that  review" f^g«res  3  and 4.     The  following comments 

SLiSS^SS^SSnJJ:^ AI3^ UPOn ^  -^-ation 
Administr^ion's  concern to •f„f *li9•ent"  addresses the 
wetlands of ?he sta?e "^n^" impacts upon waters and 

sites availSle ii tJe st    SiS^t S-Rep0rt"  re9arding no mitigation 
the description proviLd?*thHud Pro~^aterShed incorrect?  ^Based upon 
Mary's River watershed Property appears to be within the St? 

£eepSviIedd?ir£i2aL5S,'£"LSSity •** ^"^y '^gmmat must 
of the Environment  ItSSSr SaJSSf^r  "i*?.**" Maryland Department 
Federal Proiects      Alan    f^f• 9f^nt Guj-deiines for state and 

Sincerely, 

i 

'Jar^fes K.   Tracy,   P.E. 
\Water Resources  Engi.,cef 
water Management AdmWstration 

TDD FOR THE DEAF (301) 01-3009 VMOO 
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Maryland Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

David L. Winstead 
Secretary 

Hal Kassotf 
Aammistrator 

Re: 

March 14, 1995 

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 
?o^Si0n.0f Ecological Services 
1825 B Virginia Street 
Annapolis MD    21401 

ATTN:     Mr.   Bill   Schultz 

Dear Mr.   Zepp: 

alternate 6,   the Iripll SifSSVf?1"! 0n ** 237 for s«^cted 
the revised'riparL^t^io^pSSg Ton^^^ *»» •* 

aSd^^^SJ^^^^ 

Wildlife Service at S'^SS^SSS^^,^;8-   FiSh and 

in^K P?ojectypiLn?n^LCion0bvhJ at?enti0n 0f Ms-   ^ °1"» 
have any questions please JiS ?r2 to^n I'M 

19?5*     ShoUld ^ 
at   (410)   333-1180. to cal1 m:'  Joseph Kresslein 

Very truly yours, 

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

Kresslein Josfeph Ktesslein 
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 21201 nn-r 
Street Address: 707 North Ca.vert Sjr(8t1l

,Ta;L
Mo?e2Ma0Ja0n7l721202 



M 
Mr.. Robert Zepp 
March 14, 1995 
Page Two 

Concurrence 

and W/ldlife Service 

LHE:HJ 
Attachment 
cc:  Mr. Lee Carrigan 

Ms. Chris Dutch 
Mr. Louis H. Ege, Jr. 
Ms. Susan Jacobs 
Ms. Linda Kelbaugh 
Ms. Gay Olsen 
Ms. Cynthia Simpson 

Date 
a/s/y.r- 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY prf>j = i*iT 
BALT.MORE D.STR.CT   U.S. ARMY CORPS 5 WttHEM C = -   0 ^ ES'T 

P.O. BOX 1715 U £ v r. uU . ..<-•• 
BALTIMORE, MO 21203-1715 0 ' V ; S '•;'! ^ 

Operations Division '      '' j^ Zl     3 43 Uil  33 

SSiSii^S^giSSHA/MD 237' fr°» •> 2«to» «5; 
Ms.  Cynthia Simpson 
^No^h8^6 S^hway Administration 707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore,  MD 21203-0717 

Dear Ms.   Simpson: 

FebrSJ? lo i?99lPcLceJ!?; Linda Kelba«^'s letter dated 

requesting concurrence^ thf sSJc?ed alterSfte ^ "'   1995 

which^Lc^u^^e^lSwSg Je^Sel:^^^ f« » 237' 

thai-^i? ?"ce11 box culvert,  no longer than 90 feet   t+/-\ 

A width  i«5  n  -F^^  ^.v    ^ 11 Wldth-     Because the bank full 
• Each^e ouler Sl^u'SJ11^ ^i >* "  fe^ ^i- 

out-of-bank conveyance at a w?i!S 5j l* •fe!t wide tc, Provide 
width.     The culveS S?i i   *! ?':Ld^h

J
that  is double the bank full 

stream invert " be bUried one-fo°t below the normal 

to tS; ceSI^celi0^/^1 be installed to direct the base flow 
of the ba^LlT^onSt^n0 JTSlSLSf ***-*>«' ratio 

the SprSSS S1iii'tto2BS^S SieisinveSof-^ streaa at 

approach to the low flw Xlfwnfvf i Thf riPraP °* the 
below the normal  invSol toe iJre^      ^l** one'foot 

approach to the outer cells wn i   Ef ^ riprap on the 
to preclude accelfby SSJ^S.^STSi^ ""^ SO aS n0t 

of I?*feete aSd^rii.^11^ haVe an inside vertical clearance 
vfrticfrcieSanSM^Ieer'10" Cel1 Wil1 haVe an inside 

feet^-as^omplrerio^fo^in^/1^-136 Shifted eastward " 
limits:   from 1200  fSrt^oSS^i    KCatl°^'  Within the Allowing 
south of JarboesvilirpSn      J? J^?es^^ Run to 500 feet -i«~,n.J»    u<1-roofsvi-Lfe Run.     The vertical sag point will be 

m 
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yi: 

-2- ' 

• COBSSZ^^
9
**^ ^ CorPs Previously 

site, provided soL JSf^X c?uld.be replaced at the Albaugh 
in cinjSSlIn w!?? ^J^SST^+V*"*0***  is ««ompliShed does not replace an *iL S?  ? creation, since the Albaugh site 
wetlands  {£ !L?i ^  ^Parian functions of the impacted 
specSil'siS; S ^Ug5 Swletter ProPosed planting at tSee 
J??eslfil conSde?e?Lc5£K^^ HpnTSTth— 
functions, we concu? SiS^endin^f^^6 lost riparian . 
Mary's River watershed  iL Sf? ing ^ s^te search to the St. 
of stream SnTpSSSi (Jitt S anSi? ^^ 1200 linear feet width) or reforestatiJS A? , *       approximately 25-foot band 
vegetitSn ^uSSSy" 0f 1"4 aCreS 0f floodPlain that has no 

«-F <-if-y0)L^ave any  ^estions, please call Mr of this office at 962-1844. Paul Wettlaufer 

Sincerely, 

CC: Linda Kelbaugh 

.ZJ<eith A.   - 
/^Chief,  S 

Harris 
Special Projects 

• 

%;   : Vlrie2A 
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% »-PROJECT 
nf 

wi„iam Donai^schaefer Maryland Department of Naturai Resources 
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 
J«I££2!; f*0r *!?; abOVe. reference<* Project.  The Environmental 
Assessment for the project was previously reviewed in 1991 
resulting m our formal recommendation for Alternate 2A (letter of 
**^y?.28',19!1 fr0r, DNR to SHA)- Since the ^ was completed, 
?^•^i0n«a alJ:ernate' Alternate 6, was added for considei-ation! 
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. concur witn rne 

Alternate 6 requires the construction of a crossing over 
?Sr?0f»Yllle,Runf Which drains to the St. Mary's River. We request 
that SHA evaluate various options including a bridge, bottomless 
arch, and a three-sided 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 m 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 

Telephone: (410) 974-2156 

DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-3683 
Vt-103 



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

+*,.* Ji^hough^e naxntain our preference for a bridge, we recognize 
S«L^ 0npKtl0n/ ^t5^ .f0r restoring wildlife passage unde? the 
?£SS££n„ ** 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. 

„.,..,.?e will .continue our review of the project upon receipt of 
?!!SJ!i0nMi 1"for»a*:lon .regarding crossing structures over 
•?n?•?ri- ^""^ design details associated with the impact 
minimization, including stormwater management structures. 

Sincerely, 

Elder A. Ghi< 
Chief, Coasl 

elli, Jrr 
Zone Consistency Unit 

EAGJr:cma 

cc:  Gary Setzer, WRA 
Ray Dintaman, TID 
Paul Wettlaufer, COE 
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83/28/1995    13:19        410-974-3158 PUBLIC LANDS & FRSTY 

Pott-It* brand fax transmtaal 

PAGE    01 

nwnoTBTi 

^sndD^panmentofTfanspdri 
State HighwayAdministfe 

Re: 

March 17,   1995 

Contract No. SM 757-101-571 

St. Mary-s County, Maryland 

I  RECEIVED 

MAR 2 2 1995 

PROGRAM OPEN SPACE-DNR 

Mr. Timothy P. Brower 
Regional Administrator 
Maryland Department of Natural R»aom-o«» 
Program Open Space    "at^ai Resources 

ItT* S,ate  0ff±ce Buil<iing E-3 580 Taylor Avenue 
Annapolis MD 21401 

Dear Mr. Brower: 

SSo? JT^TSJi S2 £ifc05t?fl?~"- -ith Howard 

ResourcL would n^take lSi.5?L^ryla,,d ^P^tment of Natural 
consider them parkland      TSIS frta is sh^theS.eKProperties ^ 
map and alternates map. f    1S shown on the attached ta> 

£z«rt*i3ij?£tzsi°» s?s!-^i?*f».« totu of rrom the two parcels,    the'state 

do=u»eM,Cionregarding
P
i^Icrfc1

trer^^.nLf^Sed 

96 acre 
Highway Administration seeks 

Veryytruly yours, 

\ 

\ ^aiw— m 
Louis H. Ege,»/fr. 
Deputy Directdt 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

Mytetophorwnumtwis _ 

Maryland Retay 8jrw«jj ,hnpaiwd Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735 «2258 Statewide Toll Free 

e. •••"ing Addrea* P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore. MD 21203.0717 
Street Addro: 707 North Ch^LSt^et . BZ^flSSS 21202 

V|il04 
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Concurrence: 

==r— ^ <^. 
MaSyiana Depi^meit of titmaftofc rsources 

Attachments   (2) 
cc:    Mr.  Lee Carrigan 

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

1. 

PAGE   '82 n 

Da fe/q<l 

Vl-^04A 



Maryland'Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

August   13,   1993 

o; 
K<m 

p. James Lighthizer 
Secretary 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

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

Mr. A. Porter Barrows 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
The Rotunda - Suite 220 
711 West 40th Street 
Baltimore MD 21211 

Attention:  Mr. David Lawton 

Dear Mr. Barrows: 

In accordance with the combined NEPA/404 oroce^ ^XA    ,   ., «. 
Administradon sought your concurrence^Tth'eSS^^m A?* ^^ 
by means of your signature in a letter dated Tmfu m2? 1Z ' **? ** *' for ^ 237 

discussion was the section regarding con^^J^^ T^ 0mitted from ^t 
I have enclosed the Conceptual WeU^d ^w     x     mitigation for impacted wetlands. 
concurrence.  Please prortde vour ~£ Ml^on d^*on for your review and 
August 31, 1993       P y0Ur reSp0nSe t0 ^ attendon of Mr. Jeffrey H. Smith by 

Should you require additional information, please do 
3439 not hesitate to contact me at (410) 333- 

We apologize for this oversight. 

Very truly yours, 

Hal Kassoff 
Administrator 

by:        ^ Q   U&UJJ*. 

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

My telephone number is      4in-77^-]||p 
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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: 

f1-   A. Porter Barrows " O   oO  X5 
Federal Highway Administration Date 

# 

VI-105A 
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Revised:  October 16,   1992 
Relocation Assistance Division 

1970   C42  USC  4601,   as  •JLS^tTaSJ'jfS1^*^^-  Act °' 
Transportation « Dnifo• Relocation AssStLcf Lfl^fs,  (P L    100 

Assistance Program in the State of Maryland Keiocatxon 

tenant-occupants.    Certain payments mav aiSo i!?»f5f if'   •     for 

mortgage interest costs and incidental JmSn•      ?      0I increased 
these payments,  the dl.plS^SSS'iuff'S^ decent^saS SS"iV* 
sanitary replacement housing.     In addition to these nav^n?f    ^ 

moving expenses of Sl.SSo*S,SS.SSof1*g.PSK?i fdliS^S aCtUal 

licenses or permits required and other felSS^Ses? 



a^ 
-2- 

s^^JSTuS: ia
s

cte„atitBSn?oe^n?es mentioned »—> «» 

including installation costs at tie renfacL^^;      ^ltUte ltem' 

reestaciistung at the replaceaent site.  Generally   reestahi !=,h•* 
expenses include repairs and i-prowaartTtTth.'^^SSi^S' 

In  lieu of all moving payments described above,  a business mav ei«»^. 

S2?rSn7f.tlU,t.t5? business ca•°t be relocated^iSSut riu^st«t?a? 
iSLSiif" e;istl?9 Patronage;  the business is not p^rt of a 



2*3> 
-3- 

half of the net earnings,   before SS?!.^? ^t^5111^8 is to be one- 
xiw.ediately preceding Se SSSTe yefr i^SlJ^^ t?Xabl« ^^ 
relocated,   if the two taxable years ar^n^? the business is 
jay use another two-year period St ^iiTd thf

ePresentative/  the State 
Average annual net earnings  i^ciudf an? m0r* rePresentative. 
business to the ownerro^lr's s^usf^^H^"^1110" paid ^ «!• 
period,    should a business Li n^    \°r dePendents during the 
owner of the taln^S J^'^f^^JS.1^* ^^ two y|arS/  ^ 

or certified fin^al  ^t^^T^t^SL^SrC ^sSo^' 
Displaced farms and non-orofi*- «,.„,..•     *.- 
actual reasonable moving^ofts S^S'1??" are also •liglMe for 
tangible personal property? sfarch cofL^'  J^^1 di"ct loss^ of 
reestablishment expenses lp Ulto Soo^r- f S? $i'000 and 

actual moving expenses of $1  000 to So nnn     ^ P3^6^ "in lieu of 
that a displaced farm mav be lai* ? f?0!000-     The state may determine 
$20,000,  bltsed upon^he ne^iJcome o?1?^"? 0f $1'000 to a maximS SI 
has been relocated or ttSTaSSraSLSff-f""'   Prided that the tin 
change in the nature of the fa•      r^t      " Caused a ^stantial 
of- actual moving costs may S^de ?o^a•^8' ^ayfflents  "^ "« 
affected by a partial  acouLiTi•      »       arB 0P?rations that are 
eligible to receive a f2Sd wiSAt: Zr•^•fit or^i2ation is 
Payment,  in the amount of $lfo^o So JSo SSJ*" aCtUal mowin* cost 

revenues less administrative expenses? 0n 9ross a,inuai 

di^L^e^ns^S^^ef g^S1*" "« P^ents avai^^ to available in the •Relo^ff® x     -^ and non-profit organizations is 
distributed ar?he piSffc Sea^n^lS0^^0011^ thatwill^ 1S 

displaced persons! hearing for this project and be given to 

housing is beyond their f iSnSS LSS3***,0r availahle replacement 
last resort- will be utiitrS! 11    ,neansj .replacement "housing as a 
studies must b^ coveted bft^e I?a?rPi-SH  *** reho^ing.     DeSifed 
-housing as a last ?eIo??- ^L^SuiSd      y Adninistration before 

sSlPiot pr^^f^^bSfofa State !!i9hWa* Administration 

housing within 5e£ fina^oif?T ^^ decent' "fe and sanitary 
and has been «2,^J2S1S STSi^STpSS,,^-1-' iS^ *— " ^ 



<&4 
David L: Winstea-; 

Maryland Department of Transportation HaiKalsotf 
State Highway Administration Administrator 

I^FMORANDUM 

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

ATTN: Mr. LeRoy Carrigan 
Project Manager 

FROM: Joseph R. Kresslein - 
Assistant Division Chief 
Project Planning Division 

DATE: February 2,1996 

SUBJECT:    Contract No. SM 757-101-571 
MD 237 From MD 235 to Pegg Road 
Environmental Considerations/Compliance Checklists 

Attached are the completed Environmental Considerations and Compliance Checklists 
for the subject project. Key environmental points found in the MD 237 Finding of No 
Significant Impact are summarized in these forms. Location Approval was granted by 
the Federal Highway Administration October 23,1995. 

To ensure follow-through on project commitments, both sets of checklists should be 
attached to the formal transmittal conveying the project from this division to the 
Highway Design Division. 

The Compliance Checklist identifies those environmental commitments which are a 
condition of Location Approval. Should any changes be made, an environmental 
reevaluation must be requested. Proposed changes should be submitted to the Chief, 
Environmental Planning-Documentation Section, Project Planning Division, for review. 

The Considerations Checklist identifies all environmental concerns relevant to the 
project and highlights those environmental factors which may require additional study. 
The rationale for a decision to reject a consideration should be submitted to the Chief, 
Environmental Planning-Documentation Section, Project Planning Division. 

My telephone number is  

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free 

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 . Baltimore, MD 21203-0717 



PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE* CHECKLIST 

iflfc 
PAGE 1 of 3 

CONTRACT NO.: SM 757-101-571 

PR0JECT:^1IL222  
FEIS APPROVED:  
FONSfAPPROVED:JjmZ21 

TP-WMTNT- from MD 235 to Pegg Road LOCATION APPROVAL: 10/23/95 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL-^- 
FACTOR 

RELOC. 

MITIGATION 
COMMITMENT 

SELECTED 
ALTERNATE 6 WILL 
REQUIRE 1 
RESIDENTIAL 
RELOCATION 
AFFECTING 2 
FAMILIES. 

SOURCE OF 
COMMITMENT 

F0NSin-l,III-15 

WHEN 
SCHED. 

PHASE IV 

HISTORIC 
SITES/ 

DISTRICTS 

ARCHEO. 
SITES 

PARKS 

PHASE II SURVEY 
REQUIRED AT 
ARCHEOLOGY SITE 
18ST608. 

E.A. 1-5 

FONS11H-19 

PLANNING 

SELECTED 
ALTERNATE 6 
REQUIRES 
REPLACEMENTMENT 
OF 3.93 ACRES FOR 
PARKLAND IMPACTS 
TO ST. MARY'S 
COUNTY REGIONAL 
PARK. 

E.A. 1-5. IV-5 

FONSI111-19 

E.A. 1-3. V-I THRU 
V-S 

FONSI 111-19, IV-1 
THRUIV.6 

PHASE IV 

WILDLIFE 
AREA 

VEG. 

THE ROADWAY 
CENTERLINE WILL BE 
SHIFTED EASTWARD 
10 FEET FROM 1.200 
FEET NORTH TO 500 
FEET SOUTH OF 
JARBOESVILLERUN. 
THE VERTICAL SAG 
POINT WILL BE 
LOCATED 
APPROXIMATELY 200 
FEET NORTH OF 
JARBOESVILLE RUN. 

FONSI VI-102 

PHASE IV 

DIVIS. 
TO 

CONTACT 
PHONE# 

RELOCATION 
ASSISTANCE 
333-1670 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PLANNING 
545-8550 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PLANNING 
545-8550 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PLANNING 
545-8550 

PROJECT 
PLANNING 
DIVISION 

545-8525 

DATE 
IMPLE- 

MENTED 

COMMENTS* 

SEE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

NO HISTORIC STANDING 
STRUCTURES/DISTRICTS IN 
THE PROJECT AREA. 

SEE ADDITONAL COMMENTS 

SEE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

ALTERNATE 6 IS CONSISTENT 
WITH THE ST. MARY'S 
COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE 
PLAN ADOPTED IN 1982. 



/ l& 
PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE* CHECKLIST 
PAGE 2 of 3 

/• 

CONTRACT NO-SM 757-101-571 

PROJECT:_MI1222  

FEIS APPROVED:  
FONSI APPR0VED:_1DZ22Z21 

TF.RMTNT: frnrn MD 235 to Pegg Road LOCATION APPROVAL: 10/23/95 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
FACTOR 

MITIGATION 
COMMITMENT 

STRUCTURE 

SOURCE OF 
COMMITMENT 

E.A. 1-7,1-8 

FONSI 111-20 

WATER 

DNR PERMIT 

404 PERMIT 

FLOOD- 
PLAIN 

COAST GUARD 
PERMIT 

E.A. IV-g 

FONSI 111-25 

WHEN 
SCHED. 

PHASE IV 

PHASE IV 

DIVIS. 
TO 

CONTACT 
PHONE* 

BRIDGE DESIGN 
DIVISION 
545-8060 

FONSI III PHASE IV 

WETLANDS 

COASTAL 
ZONE 

MANAGE- 
MENT 

SELECTED 
ALTERNATE 6 
IMPACTS 
APPROXIMATELY 0.71 
ACRE OF NON-TIDAL 
WETLANDS. 

E.A. [V.17 

FONSI III-I1 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PROGRAMS 
DIVISION 
545-8610 

DATE 
IMPLE- 

MENTED 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PROGRAMS 
DIVISION 
545-8610 

PHASE IV 

PHASE rv 

BRIDGE DESIGN 
DIVISION 
545-8060 

CHESA- 
PEAKE BAY 
CRITICAL 

AREA 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
PROGRAMS 
DIVISIONS 
545-8610 

COMMENTS* 

SEE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

A WATERWAY 
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT WILL 
BE REQUIRED FROM 
MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF 
THE ENVIRONMENT 

SEE COMMENTS UNDER 
WETLANDS HEADING. 

SELECTED ALTERNATE 6 
REQUIRES ENCROACHMENT 
(SEE ADDITIONAL 
COMMENTS) 

.- 
SEE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
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PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE* CHECKLIST 

PAGE 3 of 3 

z 
/ 

CONTRACT NO.: SM 757-101-571 
PROJECT:_MD_222  

FEIS APPROVED:  
FONSI APPROVED:JJ3Z23/2i. 

TERMINI: from MD 235 to Pegs Road LOCATION APPROVAL: Jil/22/25. 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
FACTOR 

SOILS 

NOISE 

HAZ. MAT. 
SITES 

**A 
D 
D 
I 
T 
I 
0 
N 
A 
L 

C 
0 
M 
M 
E 
N 
T 
S 

MITIGATION 
COMMITMENT 

SOURCE OF 
COMMITMENT 

WHEN 
SCHED. 

DIVIS. 
TO 

CONTACT 
PHONE# 

PHASE IV OFFICE OF 
ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
DESIGN 
545-8581 

DATE 
IMPLE- 

MENTED 

COMMENTS* 

NOISE ABATEMENT NOT 
REASONABLE OR FEASIBLE AT 
ANY OF THE NSA'S STUDIED 

RELOCATION 
ALL RELOCATIONS WILL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE "UNIFORM RELOCATION ASSISTANCE AND LAND ACQUISITION POLICIES ACT 
OF 1970'. AS AMENDED IN 1987: THE SHA ESTIMATES THAT ALL RELOCATIONS WILL BE ACCOMPLISHED WITHIN 12 TO 18 MONTHS. 

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES   
A PORTION OF ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE 18ST608 LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE OF MD 237 WILL BE SUBJECT TO PHASE II SITE 
EXAMINATION TO DETERMINE WHETHER IT IS ELIGIBLE FOR INCLUSION IN THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES ONCE THE 

RIGHT-OF-WAY HAS BEEN PURCHASED. 

PARKS 
APPROXIMATELY 3 93 ACRES WILL BE REQUIRED FROM ST. MARYS COUNTY REGIONAL PARK. TWO PARKLAND REPLACEMENT AREAS 
CONTIGUOUS WITH THE EXISTING ST. MARY'S RIVER STATE PARK HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED.   COORDINATION WITH MARYLAND 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES (POS) IS ON- GOING TO FINALIZE PARKLAND REPLACEMENT. 

WATER/STRUCTURE _    _,,. „,, „„„ 
JARBOESVILLE RUN WILL BE CROSSED BY SELECTED ALTERNATE 6. A COMMITMENT HAS BEEN MADE TO USE A TRIPLE CELL BOX 
CULVERT WITH CELLS MEASURING 12x13 AND 11x13. ALONG WITH GRAVITY BLOCKS AND DEPRESSED RIP RAP .   COMMITMENTS 
REGARDING THE JARBOESVILLE RUN STREAM CROSSING ARE SPECIFIED ON PAGE HMO IN THE MD 237 FONSI AND ON THE ATTACHED 
LETTER FROM THE ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS DATED MARCH 20, 1995. 

UPON APPROXIMATELY ONE ACRE OF THE 100-YEAR FLOODPLAlN ASSOCIATED WITH JARBOESVILLE RUN. THE PROPOSED 
ENCROACHMENT WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT UPSTREAM WATER SURFACE ELEVATIONS OR STORAGE CAPACITY AND 
THEREFORE, DOES NOT REQUIRE A FLOODPLAlN FINDING. 

THE AUD AND ALBAUGH WETLAND MITIGATION PROPERTIES HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED AS WETLAND REPLACEMENT SITES. IN ADDITION 
TO WETLAND CREATION  1 200 LINEAR FEET OF STREAM BANK VEGETATIVE PLANTING (WITH AN APPROXIMATELY 25-FOOT BAND 
WIDTH) OR REFORESTATTON OF 1.4 ACRES OF FLOODPLAlN THAT HAS NO EXISTING VEGETATION, IS REQUIRED.  EXACT LOCATIONS 

FOR THE PLANTING WILL BE IDENTIFIED DURING FINAL DESIGN. 

COMPLIANCE WITH A COMMITMENT IS A CONDITION OF PROJECT APPROVAL. CHANGES ARE NOT IN ORDER EXCEPT UNDER EXTRAORDINARY, 
UNFORESEEN CIRCUMSTANCES. IF CHANGES ARE CONTEMPLATED FOR ANY REASON. THE ASSISTANT DIVISION CHIEF OF ENVIRONMENTAL 

PLANNING MUST BE NOTIFIED IMMEDIATELY. 



/                             PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 
/                         ENVIRONMENTAT, CONSIDERATIONS* 

/rONTRACT NO.: SM 757-101-571                                    DEIS/FEIS APPROVAL 
PROJECT: MD 237 FROM MD 235 TO PEGG RD.                    EA/FONSI APPROVED 
MANAGER: CARRIGAN/JOHNSON                                   D4(f)F4(n APPROVED: 
ALTERNATIVErS): ALTERNATE 6                                LOCATION APPROVA 
STATUS: FT CONSTRUCTON                                          REEVALUATION DAT 

 r 
PAGE 1 OF 3 

<• 

:   10/23/95 

10/23/95 

L: 10/23/95 

E(S): 
 ~>5:  

FACTOR LOCATION MITIGATIVE 
FEATURE/REFERENCE 

COMMENTS/ 
COORDINATION ** 

RELOCATION 
J_DWELLINGS 
0 BUSINESSES 

REARMS 

FONSIIM.III-15 RESIDENTS AFFECTED WILL BE 
RELOCATED. ALL RELOCATIONS 
WILL BE ACCOMPLISHED WITHIN 12 
TO 18 MONTHS OF PROPERTY 
PURCHASED. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST. 

HISTORIC 
SITES/DISTRICTS 

^.NATIONAL REGISTER 
^.INVENTORY (I) 

E.A. I-S 
FONSI111-19 

NO HISTORIC STANDING 
STRUCTURES IN PROJECT 
AREA. 

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES 
1 IDENTIFIED 
.POSSIBLE 

E.A. 1-5, IV-5 
FONSI ni-19 

PHASE II TESTING WILL BE 
REQUIRED AT 1 ARCHEOLOGICAL 
SITE, AFTER RIGHT-OF-WAY HAS 
BEEN PURCHASED. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST. 

PARKS 
1 PUBLIC 

_0_PRIVATE 

E.A. 1-3. V-l THRU V-5 
FONSI 111-19. IV-1 THRU IV-6 

APPROXIMATELY 3.93 ACRES OF ST. 
MARY'S COUNTY REGIONAL PARK 
WILL BE REQUIRED BY SELECTED 
ALTERNATE 6. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST. 

PLANNING 

E.A. 1-5 
FONSI III-9 

THE PROPOSED 
IMPROVEMENTS ARE 
CONSISTENT WITH STATE 
AND LOCAL PLANS. 

WILDLIFE 

FONSI 111-25 THERE ARE NO KNOWN 
POPULATIONS OF FEDERALLY 
LISTED THREATENED OR 
ENDANGERED SPECIES IN THE 
PROJECT AREA. 

VEGETATION 

WATER 

iCLASS 
X STRUCTURE 
X STREAM CROSSING 
X PERMITS 

(DNR, 404, 
COAST GUARD) 

E.A. 1-7, 1-8 
FONSI 111-24. 111-25 

A TRIPLE CELL BOX CULVERT IS 
PROPOSED AT THE JARBOESVILLE 
RUN STREAM CROSSING. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST 

pf$ 



PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS* 

PAGE 2 OF 3 

CONTRACT NO.: SM 757-101-571  

PROJECT: MD 237 FROM MD 235 TO PEGG RD. 

MANAGER: CARRIGAN/JOHNSON 

ALTERNATIVE(S): ALTERNATE 6  
STATUS: FY CONSTRUCTON 

DEiS/FEIS APPROVAL:  
EA/FONSI APPROVED:  10/23/95 
D4(f)F4(f) APPROVED:iomz95 
LOCATION APPROVAL: jo/23/95_ 
REEVALUATION DATE(S):  

m 

TACTOR 

FLOODPLAIN 

WETLANDS 

PFQ/A    TYPE 
.71 ACREAGE 

LOCATION MmGATTVE 
FEATURE/REFERENCE 

E.A. 1-8. rV-7 
FONSI in-20.111-21 

E.A. 1-9 THRU Ml. IV-10THRU 1V-14 
FONSI 111-21 THRU 111-24 

COASTAL ZONE 
MANAGEMENT (CZM) 

CHESAPEAKE BAY 
CRITICAL AREA 

WETLAND REPLACEMENT WILL 
OCCUR AT THE AUD AND 
ALBAUGH SITES. STREAMSIDE 
TRI 
JAP 
ASJ 
ALi 

COMMENTS/ 
COORDINATION ** 

APPROXIMATELY ONE ACRE 
OF FLOODPLAIN 
ENCROACHMENT IS 
REQUIRED (SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST) 

< vi 
v^ 

A CONDITIONAL PHASE I 
PERMIT HAS BEEN 
REQUESTED. 

COMPLIANCE 
CKUST. 

'A 

SOILS 

AIR 

NOISE 

E.A. 1-7. IV-6 

E.A. M1.IV-15THRUIV-22 
FONSI 111-26 THRU 111-28 

\¥ •f 
/ 
/ 

E.A. M2 TO 1-13. IV-22 THRU IV-35 
FONSI 111-29 THRU 111-39 

HAZ. MAT./ 
WASTE 

NO IMPACT TO PRIME 
FARMLAND SOILS WILL 
OCCUR WITH THE PROPOSED 
IMPROVEMENTS. 

NO VIOLATIONS OF 
STATE/NATIONAL AMBIENT 
AIR QUALITY STANDARDS 
WILL OCCUR WITH THIS 
PROJECT. 

NOISE MITIGATION IS NOT 
REASONABLE/FEASIBLE. 

SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST 



PROJECT PLANNING DIVISION 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS* 

PAGE 3 OF 3 

CONTRACT NO.: SM 757-101-571  
PROJECT: MD 237 FROM MD 235 TO PEGG RD. 
MANAGER: CARRIGAN/JOHNSON 

ALTERNATIVE(S): ALTERNATE 6  
STATUS: FY CONSTRUCTON 

DEIS/FEIS APPROVAL:  
EA/BONSI APPROVED:  10/23/95 
D4(f)F4(f) APPROVED: 10/23/95 
LOCATION APPROVAL: 10/23/95 
REEVALUATION DATE(S):  

a* 

FACTOR LOCATION MmGATIVE 
FEATURE/REFERENCE 

COMMENTS/ 
COORDINATION ** 

ADDITIONAL 
COMMENTS ** 

AN ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION MUST BE EXAMINED AND A DECISION MADE TO ACCEPT OR 
REJECT IT.  RATIONALE FOR THE DECISION MUST BE PRESENTED TO THE ASSISTANT DIVISION CHIEF 
OF ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING. 


