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"/Sis   Cvs-fj / / 
"Mi*   //    y r. M. S. Caltri^er 
^l^/fK^/^../^^^ F> Qottemoeller 

^r. W. K. Lee, III 
Mr. P. H.  Dionne 
Mr. E. T.  Camponeschi 
Mr. H. Kassoff-For your guidance and follow-throi^hpjctiQrK  FOG 7/8/82 

The Rotunda - Suite 220 
711 West 40th Stregjiy' OF HWY. DEVLPMT. 

Baltimore,  Maryland    21211-2187 

RECEIVED 

Mr. G. E.  Dailey-y 
Mr.  I. C. Hughes^      For your 
Mr. E. S. Freedman- 

y- 

July 6,  1982 
information. WKL 7/8/82 

PAP No.   SU-SUG-9573(1) 
SHA NO.   P  891-025-371 
MD Rte.  410 Extended - 
Vicinity of  the B/W Parkway 
to Pennsy Drive 
FHWA-MD-EIS-79-04-F 
Location Approval 

Mr.  M.  S.  Caltrider 
State Highway Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
707 North Calvert Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

Dear Mr. Caltrideri 

On April 30, 1982,' our Regional Office approved the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement for this project. Subse- 
quently, notice of the publication and availability of the 
Final EIS was placed in the Federal Register. The thirty (30) 
day waiting period established in the Federal Register is now 
over. Review of the many comments received did not reveal any 
significant changes in the proposed action or environmental 
conditions, as they appeared in the FEIS, which would cause us 
to rescind our concurrence in that document. Therefore, 
having fulfilled all location requirements, we hereby grant 
location approval of Alternate 2 Modified in accordance with 
approved Certification Acceptance procedures. 

Please provide us with a copy of the "Environmental Compliance 
Checklist" for this project. 

Sincerely yours, 

£, ELI N SKY 

JUL 121982 

Emll Elinsky 
Division Administrator 

IT • -i r, <• •—-•rr *"c;!r"'.cri;3E 

'/ -O'&S' 
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5»     ^^     t. .S        * 
r   • I J25g7 o       UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY . 

^E-S? REGION ii1 / 
6TH AND WALNUT STREETS 

PHILADELPHIA. PENNSYLVANIA     19106 

JUN io wsa 

Hal Kaesoff, Director 
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering 
Maryland State Highway Administration 
P.O. Box 717/707 North Calvert  Street 
Baltimore, Maryland    21203-0717 

OlkiXKIt '.  - ;..utrBrtC; 

RE: Maryland Route 115, Montgomery Village Avenue to Norbeck, Montgomery 
Co., MD 
Maryland Route A10 Extended, B/W Parkway to Pennsy Drive, Prince Georges 
County, MD 

Dear Mr. Kaasoff: 

We reviewed the final Environmental Impact Statements prepared for the 
projects referenced above. Based upon these reviews, and upon your 
responses to our August 2, 1979 and January 3, 1979 comments on the draft 
statements respectively, we have no objection to further development of the 
projects as described. We would however, appreciate the opportunity to dis- 
cuss the proposed stream relocations at one of the future project coordina- 
tion meetings which are held regularly with your staff. This may facilitate 
the acquisition of any required Section 404 permits. 

We hope that this letter will assist you in meeting your NEPA responsi- 
bilities. If you have any questions, or if we can be of further assistance, 
please contact us at any time. 

/ 
Sincerely yours. 

N. Bibko 
Regional Administrator 

/'/ptr- 

J 

/ 
i 
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Marylantl Department of Transportation 
State Highway Administration 

Lowell K. Brldwell 
Secretary 

M. S. Caltrlder 
Admlnlitritor 

July 9, 1982 

MEMORANDUM 

TO:      Mr. Wm. F. Schneider, Jr., Chief 
Bureau of Project Planning 

ATTN:    Mr. Charles G. Walsh 

FROM:    Louis H. Ege, Jr., Chief 
Environmental Management, 

SUBJECT:  Environmental Compliance/Considerations Checklists 
Contract No. P 891-025-371 
Maryland Route 410 Extended 

Attached are the completed Environmental Compliance and 
Considerations Checklists for the subject project.  Key environ- 
mental points noted in the Final Environmental Impact Statement are 
summarized in these forms.  Location approval was received from the 
Federal Highway Administration on July 6, 1982. 

To ensure follow-through on project commitments, the check- 
lists should be attached to the formal transmittal memorandum 
conveying the project from Project Planning to Design activities. 
Emphasize that commitments indicated on the environmental compliance 
checklist are conditions of project location approval.  Should any 
changes be contemplated, an environmental re-evaluation should be 
requested. 

^fiTr^^I?^ 
LHE:CDS:mcr 
Attachment 

W 
JUL 131982 

cc: Wt.   Emil  Elinsky   (w/attach.   -   Compliance fChecklist  oiily'l /Mr.   ^t-_.., ^   «    , ...... 
VPCHtTECTURE 

Charles Anderson (w/attach.) 
Ms. Cynthia Simpson (w/attach.) 

My telephone number is. 659-1177 

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

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



BUREAU OF PROJECT PLANNING 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS' 

It 
PAGE  I OF 3 

CONTRACT   NO      P 891-025-371 

PROJECT•'   Maryland 410 Extended  

MANAGER1      Charles  G.   Walsh  

ALTERNATE(S):      1,2,   2 Modified,   3,   4 

PROGRAM   STATUS:   

DEIS/FEIS   APPRfA/rn.-   10/30/79-4/30/82 

EA/FONSI APPROVED:  

D4(f)/F4(f) APPROVED:-  

LOCATION  APPROVAL-_ 

RE-EVALUATION   DATE--. 

7/6/82 

7/85 

FACTOR LOCATION MITIGATIVE 
FEATURE/REFERENCE 

COMMENTS/ 
COORDINATION' 

RELOCATION 

2- DWELLINGS 

JL BUSINESSES 

_£_ FARMS 

FEIS Pg.   5-2,   7-1 30 Residents,   of 
which  15 are 
minority members 
will  be displaced. 
1   family is pro- 
jected to need housi 
Last  Resort. 

1   tlite  Club  is  being 
treated in  the 
document as a  separate 
type of business. 

ig of 

HISTORIC  SITES 

JL NATIONAL   REG- 
ISTER   ELIGIBLE 

JL INVENTORY 

FEIS Pg.   3-40 is 

NO  IMPACT 

ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES 

-LJDENTIFIED 

JLPOSSIBLE 

PARKS 

-LPUBLIC 

JLPRIVATE 

PLANNING 

FEIS Pg.   3-41 

FEIS pg. 
3-40 

3-35,   3-39, 

NO  IMPACT 

NO  IMPACT 

Only  1   historic  site 
within  the  vicinity cf 
the project area.     It 
is  1  3/4 mi.   from  tht 
corridor.     It  is 
"Riverdale"  -  the  Carvert 
Mansiun.  

Sff  COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST 

FEIS    Pg.   4-1,   4-2 

WILDLIFE FEIS pg.   3-24, 
Letter of 12/10/75, 
Pg.  A-2. 

NO JMPACT 

NO IMPACT 

The  selected alt.   foi 
Md.   410 Ext.   will  not 
require  the use of ar\y 
public  recreational 
acreage.     SEE ADDITIONAL 

COMMENTS. 

Consistent with adoptied 
and approved plan  foi 
planning area  72A. 

No endangered or rare 
species within the 
project area. 

* AN  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSIDERATION  MUST  BE  EXAMINED   AND   A  DECISION  MADE TO   ACCEPT  OR 

EVAfuYTION^SK?^. ^ ^ ^^^ ^^  BE PRESENTED T0 THE CH,EF. ENVIRONMENTAL 

SHA   61.3-9-11A   (Rev.   6/80) 
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BUREAU OF PROJECT PLANNING 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS' 

PAGE 2 OF 3 

FACTOR LOCATION MITIGATIVE 
FEATURE/REFERENCE 

COMMENTS/ 
COORDINATION' 

VEGETATION FEIS pg.   3-23 No  unique  rare or 
endangered habitat 
or plants. 

WATER 

 CLASS 

JL. STRUCTURE 

JL STREAM CROSSING 

JLPERMIT 

(DNR, 404, 
C57JST GUARD) 

FEIS,   Pas.   5-8,   5-11 In those cases where 
waterway construc- 
tion permit  is 
required,   SHA  will 
cooperate with  DNR 
in order to design 
stream changes and 
crossings & in order 
to meet long term 
environ,   requirement^ 
and mitigate any 
associated adverse 
impacts.   This will 
be  the  case   for 

The relocation of Br. er 
Ditch  cannot  be avoiq/ed 
without  significantli 
increasing the impact 
upon  the Glenridge 
Shopping Center at 
Md.   450 and the Lanh^m 
Terrace Apartments 
north of Ardmore-Ard^ick 

Road. 
SEE ADDITIONAL 
COMMENTS. 

FLOODPLAIN Brier  Ditch. 

FEIS Pg.   5-15 Bridges  to be built 
in SE and SW Quad- 
rants of Md.   410/ 
U.S.   50 Interchange, 

As a result of the J 
1979 Field review, i 
determined that con- 
struction of Md. 410 
including the combined 
interchangps   nf 11. S 

was 

Ext. 
d 
50 

WETLANDS 

 TYPE 

  ACREAGE 

Sff ADDITIONAL  COMMENTS 

COASTAL   ZONE 
MANAGEMENT 
(CZM) 

AIR 

Not  identified in 
FEIS 

FEIS Pg.   5-4a Vo  violations of the 
one-hour or eight-hour 
State and National Amt^i 
<\ir Quality Standards 
oredicted to  occur. 

ent 
are 
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BUREAU OF PROJECT PLANNING 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS* 

PAGE 3 OF 3 

FACTOR LOCATION MITIGATIVE 
FEATURE/REFERENCE 

1 

12 USA 's will  experience 
significant  or  severe 
noise level   increases 

COMMENTS/ 
COORDINATION' 

NOISE FEIS,   Pg.   5-7 £   5-8 SEE COMPLIANCE 
CHECKLIST 

SOILS FEIS pgs.  A-22,   3-J6| 

5-20,   5-21 

Erosion and sediment 
control measures 
will   be  implemented 

'  be 

:aine( 

ADDITIONAL   COMMENTS 
•• 

Erosion and sediment 
control  measures  wil 
implemented.   Close 
liaison will  be main 
with Dept.   of Water 
Resources,   Soil  Consfrva- 
tiun Scivicu,   diid ulier 
Government agencies 

PARKS:  at present,   Md.   410 corridor  north  of U.S.   50  is  served  oy 

|V, 

7 developed park and/or park school  recreation  facilities with  <i 
total  of 61.2    acres.     Three additional   sites with acreage of 
16.82 have been^purchased or are in  the negotiation  stages.     In 
addition     thrre   is a proposed 91  acre community park planned  for 
the area west of Md.   410 between Md.   450 and Riverdale Road. 

STREAM CROSSINGS:   Beaver dam Creek and Brier Ditch are polluted 
and biologically unproductive.      They support  no  significant  fisl 
population.     Construction of Md.   410 Ext.   could impact acquatic 
life present in  the Anacostia-Potomac River system particularly 
if construction coincides with periods of heavy rains.     Efforts 
will  be made  to minimize  the  impacts and to  reduce  short-term 
water  quality degradation  to acceptable levels. 

FLOODPLAINS:   would not  impose a  significant  impact  on  the  flood- 
plains of either Beaverdam Creek or Brier Ditch.     None of the 
selected alternates will  have a  significant encroachment on the 
floodplain,   afford risk  to property or life,   result  in any impadts 
to the beneficial   floodplain values or provide direct or indirect 
support  to  further  development  within  the  floodplain. 

SOILS:   during  final   design phases,   a  detailed soil   survey will  t 
conducted to locate areas of potentially unsuitable material, 
the  soil  cannot be made usable  for construction,   the  unsuitable 
material  will be removed from the site and replaced with suitabj 
material. I 

STRUCTURES:   The selected alternates would necessitate two crossings 
of 

be 

of Brier Ditch and the rechanneling of approximately 1,000 feet 
a branch of Brier Ditch adjacent to Lanham  Woods.     There will bt 
three other crossings  of drainage  swales.     Beaverdam  Creek  will 
crossed via  structure,-   therefore,   minimizing the impact  to  this 
stream. 
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BUREAU OF PROJECT PLANSMIMG 

ENVIRONMENTAL  COMPUANCE* CHECKLIST 
P 891-025-171 CONTRACT   NO. 

PROJECT1     Wt/.   4tiO Extended 

TERMINI1    A/^ Pkwy to Pennsy Drive including 
U.S.   50 Interchanges. 

FEtS  APPROVED:. 

PAGE I OF 3 

U/50/82 

FONSI  APPROVED:. 

LOCATION APPROVAL: 7/6/82 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
FACTOR 

MITIGATION 
COMMITMENT 

SOURCE OF 
COMMITM'T 

WHEN 
SCHEDULED 

BUREAU TC 
CONTACT/ 

PHONED 

DATE 
IMPLEMTEDl 

COMMENTS 

RELOCATION 

30 residents, 
15 are min- 
orities,   will 
be displaced. 
1  family is 
projected to 

FEIS 
Pg.   7-1 
Pg.   5-2 

i<eed 

Phase IV 
PDMSItsiU 

Relocati 
659-1671 

on The Nite Club i$ 
treated as a 
separate type ol 
business. 

housing of Lait  Resott 
SEE ADDITIONAL   COMMENTS 

HISTORIC 
SITES 

ARCHEOLOGIC 

SITES 

If sites dis- 
covered durini 
construction 
salvage pro- 
cedures will 
be employed. 

FEIS 
Pg.3-41 

Phase IV 
PDMS#512 

Hwy.   Design 
659-1370 

PARKS 

PLANNING 

WILDLIFE 

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  CHIEF  OF THE  ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION SECTION SHOULD  BE   NOTIFIED 
IMMEDIATELY. 

SHA   61.3-9-11   (Rev.   6/80) 
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BUREAU OF PROJECT  PLANNING                               PAGE 2 0F 5 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST 

ENVIRON- 
MENTAL 
FACTOR 

MITIGATION 
COMMITMENT 

SOURCE OF 
COMMITM'T 

WHEN 
SCHEDULED 

BUREAU TO 
CONTACT/ 

PHONED 

DATE 
IMPLEM TED 

COMMENTS" 

VEGETATION 

WATER 

STRUCTURE 

FEIS pg. 
5-15 

Bridge Des 
659-1340 

ign S£f ADDITIONAL 
COMMENTS 

DNR   PERMIT 
FEIS pg. 
5-11 
WRA  letter 

Final 
Design 
Phase IV 

Bridge Des 
659-1340 

ign Brier Ditch  Cross- 
ings  will  require 
a  waterway construc- 

404 PERMIT 

Mppenaix 
A-20. 

HUNH tiSM tion permit. 

COAST  GUARD 

PERMIT 

* 

FLOODPLAIN 

WETLANDS 

COASTAL 
ZONE 

MANAGEMENT 

AIR 
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BUREAU OF PROJECT PLANNING 

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST 

PAGE   3 OF 3 
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RELOCATION: 4 Businesses, 9 dwellings, will be acquired. 

STRUCTURE: the selected alternate would necessitate two crossings of 

iig 

Brier Ditch and the rechanneling of approximately 1,000 feet of a branch 
of Brier Ditch adjacent to Lanham Woods. Additionally, there will be 
three other crossings of drainage swales. Beaverdam Creek will be 
crossed via structure; therefore, minimizing the impact to this stream. 
The Environmental Protection Agency would like to discuss the rechannel 
at the appropriate Inter-Agency Review Meeting. 

NOISE: These NSA's are 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 17, and 20. 
Control measures were investigated for each area, and are planned, at 
NSA's 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 17. Fences, walls, earth berms or a 
combination of each could be used and the height would be approximately 
12-15 feet. The design of the proposed barriers will be coordinated wit|i 
the affected community during the project design phase. 

SOILS: and close liaison will be maintained with soil engineers, the 
Department of Water Resources, the Soil Conservation Service, and other 
Government agencies. During final design phase, a detailed soil survey 
will be conducted to locate areas of potentially unsuitable material. 
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RELOCATION: 4 Businesses, 9 dwellings, will be acquired. 

STRUCTURE: the selcted alternate would necessitate two crossings of 
Brier Ditch and the rechanneling of approximately 1,000 feet of a branch 
of Brier Ditch adjacent to Lanham Woods. Additionally, there will be 
three other crossings of drainage swales. Beaverdam Creek will be 
crossed via structure; therefore, minimizing the impact to this stream. 
The Environmental Protection Agency would like to discuss the re- 
channeling at the appropriate Inter-Agency Review Meeting. 

NOISE: These NSA's are 1, 3, 4,, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 17, and 20. 
Control measures were investigated for each area, and are planned, at 
NSA's 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 17. Fences, walls, earth berms, or a 
combination of each could be used and the height would be approximately 
12-15 feet. The design of the proposed barriers will be coordinated 
with the affected community during the project design phase. Land- 
scape screen plantings will be employed at NSA's 8 and 10 as a partial 
mitigation measure. fovned Vxf/t^ 

SOILS: and close liaison will be maintained with soil engineers, the 
Department of Water Resources, the Soil Conservation Service, and other 
Government agencies. During final design phase, a detailed soil survey 
will be conducted to locate areas of potentially unsuitable material. 
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From the vicinity of the Baltimore/Washington Parkway 
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT • 

Enclosed for your information and files is the approved Final 
Environmental Impact Statement for the referenced project.  The 
document has been prepared in accordance with the Federal-Aid 
Highway Program Manual 107, Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section 2, dated 
December 30, 1974 concerning implementation of Section 102 (a) 
(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969. 

The selected alternate is the construction of Maryland Route 
410 Extended in Prince George's County, Maryland, beginning from 
the intersection of Riverdale Road and 67th Avenue (approximately 
0.17 miles east of the Baltimore/Washington Parkway) to Pennsy 
Drive, for a distance of approximately 2.6 miles.  The selected 
alternate consists of a signalized at-grade intersection at 
Riverdale Road, a signalized at-grade intersection with Maryland 
Route 450 (Annapolis Road), two interchange configurations on 
U.S. Route 50 that provides access to the Metro East Triangle 
area, and the Ardwick Industrial Park area and are connected with 
a collector-distributor road system, and a "T" type intersection 
at Pennsy Drive. 

Distribution of the Final Environmental Impact Statement is 
made on behalf of the Federal Highway Administration in accord- 
ance with 23 CFR 771. 
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Two typical sections that have raised medians ranging in 

width from l6 to 30 feet have "been evaluated and will he con- 

sidered for the selected alternate during the final design 

phase.  These two sections, when utilized, will reduce construc- 

tion impacts to those properties along the mainline between 

Riverdale Road and U.S. Route 50, reduce right-of-way acquisi- 

tion, and avoid the Mf) involvement discussed in the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement.  These typical sections will 

he addressed in more detail in later chapters. 

l.D Summary of Environmental Impacts 

The selected alternate will require right-of-way acquisi- 

tion of between 67 to 97 acres of land depending upon which 

typical section is designed, and the displacement of four (k) 

businesses and nine (9) homes, relocating an estimated thirty 

(30) residents.  Fifteen (15) of those who would be displaced 

are of a minority group.  One (l) family is projected to need ' 

housing as a last resort. 

The selected alternate will require five new crossings of 

Brier Ditch and tributary swales.  Some short-term pollution 

can be expected during construction.  The same is true for the 

two new crossings of Beaverdam Creek and its tributary swales. 

However, the overall effect would result in no significant 

impact on the floodplain. 

The selected alternate will not impact the habitat of 

any known rare or endangered species. 

No sites of historical or archaeological significance 

1-2 
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1.  SUMMARY 

l.A Administrative Action 

Federal Highway Administration 

( ) Draft        (X) Final 

(X)    Environmental Statement (   )    Negative Declaration 

(   )     Section Mf)  Involvement 

l.B    Contacts 

Roy D. Gingrich, District Engineer William F. Schneider, Jr., 
Federal Highway Administrator Chief 
5?he Rotunda,ASuite 220 Bureau of Project Planning 
711 W. ^Oth Street State Highway Administration 
Baltimore, Maryland (21211) TOT North Calvert Street 
(30l) 962-U011 Baltimore, Maryland (21201) 
T:U5 A.M. - U:15 P.M. (30l) 659-1130 

8:15 A.M. - U:15 P.M. 

l.C Brief Description of Selected Alternate 

The selected alternate is the construction of Maryland Route 

UlO Extended in Prince George's County, Maryland, "beginning from 

the intersection of Riverdale Road and 6Tth Avenue (approximately 

0.17 miles east of the Baltimore/Washington Parkway) to Pennsy 

Drive, for a distance of approximately 2.6 miles.  The selected 

alternate consists of a signalized at-grade intersection at 

Riverdale Road, a signalized at-grade intersection with Maryland 

Route U50 (Annapolis Road), two interchange configurations on 

U.S. Route 50 that provides access to the Metro East Triangle 

area and the Ardwick Industrial Park area -and are connected with 

a collector-diBtrihutor road system, and a "T" type intersection 

at Pennsy Drive. 
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have been identified within the Maryland Route 1+10 corridor. 

There are no prime agricultural lands within che Maryland 

Route 1*10 corridor. 

Air analyses were made for 1985 and the design year (2005). 

No violations of the one hour or eight hour State and National 

Air Quality Standards are predicted to occur in either study 

year. 

Twenty noise sensitive areas have been identified within 

the Maryland Route 1|10 corridor.  One noise sensitive area 

would exceed noise level criteria with implementation of the 

selected alternate. 

l.E Summary of Alternates Considered 

The Master Plan approved December 1980 for the Bladensburg- 

Defense Heights area. Planning Area 69, and the adopted and • 

approved Master Plan dated September 1973 for the 'Model Neigh- 

borhood Area', Planning Area 72A, established a corridor through 

the two planning areas for future construction of this portion 

of Maryland Route UlO Extended. A portion of the required 

right-of-way in Planning Area 69 has been acquired or placed 

in reservation by the County. 

As a result of this earlier planning and right-of-way 

reservation, only one centerline location was studied. Four 

alternate typical sections for the mainline were evaluated, 

as well as alternate interchanges and/or intersections. The 

intersections and/or interchanges, as well as the roadway be- 
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tween intersections, are to be fully access controlled. 

The following alternates have been considered: 

1. The No-Build Alternate 

2. Three (3) at-grade channelized "T" intersections at 
Riverdale Road. 

3. Two (2) at-grade intersections with double left-turn 
lanes, as well as a "Diamond" type interchange with 
Maryland Route 450; 

k.     Three (3) alternate interchange configurations com- 
bining the U.S. Route 50/Maryland Route klO  Inter- 
change with the New Carrollton Metro Access Inter- 
change utilizing a collector-distributor road system 

5. "T" type intersection with Pennsy Drive 

6. Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternate 

7. Two (2) alternate typical sections, "Open" or "Closed" 
type with a median of 5^ feet in width 

8. Two (2) alternate typical sections, "Open" and 
"Closed" type with a raised median ranging in width 
from 16 to 30 feet 

l.F Selected Alternates 

After circulation of the Draft Environmental Impact State- 

ment on November 6, 1979 and the combined Location/Design Public 

Hearing that was held on December k,  1979, the Project Planning 

Team for the Maryland Route klO  Extended project presented its 

recommendation of alternates to the State Highway Administrator. 

On September 23, 1980 and February 10, 1981, the following 

alternates were selected: 

1. Alternate 2 for the intersection of Riverdale Road 
and Maryland Route UlO Extended 

2. Alternate 1, signalized at-grade intersection, for 
the juncture of Maryland Route UlO Extended and 
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Maryland Route 1+50. 

3.  Combined interchange Alternate 2 Modified for the 
U.S. Route 50 segment of the corridor. 

k.     Consideration of utilizing either the "Open" or 
"Closed" type typical roadway sections (Alternates 
1 or 2) with the raised median to reduce construc- 
tion impacts on those properties adjacent to the 
mainline between Riverdale Road and U.S. Route 50. 

l.G Summary of the President's Urban Policy Relative to the Con- 
struction of Maryland Route klO  Extended 

A. Urban Impacts 

The implementation of this project will be beneficial to 

the urban environment of the Washington Metropolitan Area in 

that traffic whose origins or destinations are at the extreme- 

ties of the study corridor will be diverted from the local 

roadway network. This diversion will alleviate congestion and 

conflicts between through traffic and local circulation. As a 

result, a reduction in accident occurrences on the local road- 

way system is anticipated. The Central City will not incur 

costs for the construction, operation or maintenance of the 

project.  Route klO  Extended will provide improved access to the 

Ardwick Industrial District, the Metro system, the Amtrak system, 

and the developing employment areas within the Metro East Triangle. 

B. Energy Conservation 

A savings in operating costs and fuel consumption will be 

realized by the implementation of this project by virtue of the 

fact that Maryland Route klO  Extended will offer a shorter route 

between the Ardmore-Ardwick industrial areas and Maryland Route 

450 and the Baltimore/Washington Parkway than is presently 
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available on existing routes, and by the expected reduction 

of congested conditions on several existing study area 

routes.  See page 3-3. 

C. Minority and Neighborhood Effects 

Implementation of the selected alternate for this project 

will require the displacement of four businesses and nine (9) 

homes relocating an estimated thirty residents. Fifteen of 

those who would be displaced are of a minority group. Dis- 

ruption to existing neighborhoods will be minimized to the 

greatest extent possible.  See page 5-2. 

D. Improvements to Existing System 

Maryland Route klO will involve construction on a new lo- 

cation. This project presents a situation where it is not 

feasible to improve the existing facilities to provide the 

same degree of service or function as the construction of 

Maryland Route hlO  Extended. Maryland Route klO  Extended 

will fulfill a distinct and necessary travel desire by offer- 

ing a connection between the developing U.S. Route 50 indus- 

trial area and other radial roadways such as Maryland Route 

1+50 and the Baltimore/Washington Parkway branching out from 

the city. Most of the development that has occurred during 

the past two decades was predicated on the construction of 

Maryland Route ^10 Extended as described in the Master Plans 

for Bladensburg-Defense Heights, Planning Area 69, and the 

Model Neighborhood Area, Planning Area T2A. 
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E. Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternate 

The Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternates con- 

sidered for this project included the evaluation of an upgrading 

of bus service and/or improvements to the local streets, such as: 

widening streets to improve capacity, extending streets to com- 

plete a network of local streets,, and construction of new streets. 

In addition to these improvements, the economic, engineering, 

social and environmental impacts were also evaluated. See page 

6-69. 

The implementation of such TSM strategies might improve the 

levels of service on existing highway segments adjacent to Mary- 

land Route klO  Extended. However, they cannot be considered an 

adequate substitute for the Maryland Route klO  Extended project 

in that they will not address the need for providing arterial 

access to the major radial routes now available only through a 

circuitous network of secondary roads.  One feature of the 

Maryland Route klO  Extended project is that access to the rapid 

rail stations at New Carrollton and Landover Mall will be sub- 

stantially improved, thus making the transfers from auto and 

bus to rail more attractive. 

l.H  List of Federal, State and Local Agencies and Other Organizations 
From Which Comments Were Requested 

* Denotes comments received.  These comments can be found in 
Appendix A. 

* Environmental Protection Agency 
Environmental Impact Statement Coordinator 
Curtis Building, 6th Floor 
Sixth and Walnut Streets 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania  19106 
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Mr. Bruce Blanchard, Director 
Office of Environmental Project Review 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
18th and C Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  202h2 

* Corps of Engineers 
District Engineer 
Baltimore District 
P.O. Box 1715 
Baltimore, Maryland  21203 
Attention:  NABOP-F 

Office of Economic Opportunity 
Director 
1200 - 19th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20506 

Division of NEPA Affairs, Director 
Department of Energy 
Mail Station E-201, GTN 
Washington, D.C.  205^5 

Regional Director 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
Federal Building 
Ik  Elm Street 
Gloucester, Massachusetts  01930 

Regional Administrator 
Department of Housing & Urban Development 
Curtis Building 
Sixth & Walnut Streets 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania  19106 
Attention: Mr. Joseph Caffey 

Acting Director 
Office of Regional Community 
Planning Development 

* State Conservationist 
Soil Conservation Service 
1+321 Hartwick Road 
Room 522 
College Park, Maryland  207^0 

Office of the Secretary 
Department of Agriculture 
Washington, D.C.  20250 
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Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Environmental Affairs 
U.S. Department of Commerce 
ikth  and Constitution Avenues 
Room 3876 
Washington, D.C.  20235 

* U.S. Coast Guard, 5th District Office 
Mr. Wayne Creed 
1+31 Crawford Street 
Portsmouth, Virginia  23703 

Urban Mass Transportation Administration 
Associate Director of Planning 
Management and Development 
hOO -  7th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C.  2002h 

Department of Health, Education & Welfare 
Assistant Secretary for Health and Science Affairs 
HEW - North Building 
Washington, D.C.  20202 

Mr. Franz K. Gimmler, Director 
Region III - UMTA 
Suite 1010 
k3k  Walnut Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania  19106 

U.S. Department of Transportation 
Office of the Secretary 
Director, Office of Environment and Safety 

Elected Federal and Local Officials 

The Honorable Paul S. Sarbanes 
United States Senate 
Old Senate Office Building 
Suite ko6 
Washington, D.C.  20510 

The Honorable Galdys Spellman 
United States Congress 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C.  20515 

The Honorable Tommy Broadwater, Jr. 
State Senator 
Prince George's County 
56ll Landover Road 
Hyattsville, Maryland  20781+ 
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The Honorable Robert S. Redding 
Chairman 
Prince George's County Delegation 
147^6 Main Street 
Upper Marlboro, Maryland  20870 

The Honorable Lawrence J. Hogan 
County Executive 
Prince George's County 
Courthouse 
Upper Marlboro, Maryland  20870 

County Agencies and Local Associations 

Mr. Thomas H. Countee, Jr. 
Executive Director 
Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
8787 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland  20907 

Mr. Norman Saunders, President 
Board of Education 
Prince George's County 
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20870 

Mr. Vaughn E. Barkdoll 
Director 
Department of Public Works and Transportation 
County Administration Building 
Upper Marlboro, Maryland  20870 

Mr. Albert Mascaro 
Executive Vice President 
Maryland Motor Truck Association, Inc. 
3000 Washington Boulevard 
Baltimore, Maryland  21230 

Mr. Robert N. 0'Leary 
Division Engineer 
Consolidated Rail Corporation 
1500 N. Charles Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21201 

Mr. D. F. Sullivan 
Deputy Chief Engineer, Northeast Corridor 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation 
Suburban Station Building - Room 536 
l6l7 J.F. Kennedy Boulevard 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania  19103 
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Mr. Matthew Platt 
Assistant Director, Office of Planning 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
600 5th Streets, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20001 

Mr. Robert S. McGarry- 
General Manager 
Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission 
kOYJ  Hamilton Street 
Hyattsville, Maryland 

State Clearinghouse 

Local Governments 
* Department of State Planning 
* Department of Natural Eesources 
* Department of Budget and Fiscal Planning 
* Department of General Services 
* Department of Economic & Community Development 
* Department of Education 
* Department of Health & Mental Hygiene 
* Interagency Committee for School Construction 
Maryland Environmental Trust 

* Maryland Historical Trust 
Maryland Geological Survey 

* Department of Public Safety & Correctional Services 

1. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement was forwarded to 
the Environmental Protection Agency on October 31, 1979- 

2. Areas of Controversy: 

Ramps 'A' and 'B' in the northwest and northeast quadrants 
of the Maryland Route UlO/U.S. Route 50 Interchange. 

- Every effort has been made to reduce the impacts to those 
homes along Parkwood Street in the Bellmeade Subdivision 
and to those homes along Ardmore-Ardwick Road. Any modi- 
fication to the alignment of these ramps would affect the 
overall operation of both the westbound Collector-Distri- 
butor Road and the mainline of Maryland Route UlO Extended. 
This subject is further addressed in Chapter 6, Section 
G.B.k.    Also reference letter dated February 5, 1980 on 
page A- 36. 

3. Technical Reports used in the preparation of the Document: 

a.  Preliminary Archaeological Survey dated March 30, 1976 
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b. Final Air Quality Analysis: Maryland Route 1+10 Extended 
dated November 1979 

c. Noise Analysis: Maryland Route hlO  Extended - Baltimore/ 
Washington Parkway to Pennsy Drive dated December l6, 1980 

These reports are available for inspection at: 

Maryland State Highway Administration 
Bureau of Project Planning 
707 North Calvert Street 
Room 310 
Baltimore, Maryland  21202 
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2.  INTRODUCTION 

2.A Project Description 

The study area is located in Prince George's County, 

approximately 3-5 miles northeast of Washington, D.C. (Plate l). 

The project begins at the intersection of Siverdale Road and 

67th Avenue, approximately 0.17 miles east of the Baltimore/ 

Washington Parkway (Plate 2). After leaving Riverdale Road 

the project occupies a corridor roughly parallel to the 

northeastern "boundary of Washington, D.C, crossing Annapolis 

Road (Maryland Route 450), John Hanson Highway (U.S. Route 50), 

and terminating at Pennsy Drive for a distance of approximately 

2.6 miles. 

The project appears in local plans such as the Bladens- 

burg-Defense Heights Master Plan approved in December 1980 

and the Model Neighborhood Area Master Plan adopted in 1973. 

This project, from the Baltimore/Washington Parkway to 

Pennsy Drive, is the remaining portion of Maryland Route klO 

in the Bladensburg-Defense Heights Master Plan to be designed. 

A portion of the right-of-way required for this project has 

been acquired or reserved. 

The section of Maryland Route klO  crossing under the 

Baltimore/Washington Parkway and extending from 6lst Place to 

67th Avenue has been improved by the County and is included in 

the Maryland Department of Transportation's 198I-I986 Consoli- 

dation Transportation Program and the Development and Evalua- 
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tion program. 

The Federal Highway Functional Classification lists 

this project, Maryland Route 410 Extended, as an Urban 

Principal Arterial.  The State Highway Administration's 

functional classifications are Intermediate Arterial and 

Minor Collector. 

The Maryland Route 410 Extended Project with the 

exception of the U.S. Route 50 interchanges at Metro East 

Triangle and at Route 410 Extended is not currently funded 

in the Maryland Department of  Transportation 1981-1986 

Consolidated Transportation Program.  However, this project 

is included in the M.D.O.T. Development and Evaluation 

Program.  As such,  it is the intent of the M.D.O.T. to 

proceed with the development of additional stages of this 

project in the future based upon the availability of funds. 

The Maryland Route 410 Extended project is also listed in 

the 1980 Maryland State Highway Needs Inventory. 

2.B Need 

This project will provide a facility for circumferential 

movements in an area with inadequate circumferential 

capacity (Plates 3 & 3A). On the Baltimore/Washington 

Parkway, the nearest circumferential highways lie 

approximately two (2) miles north or south of Maryland Route 

410.  This project would also provide access to the Ardwick 

Industrial area via Maryland Route 410/U.S. Route 50 

Interchange.  Access is now currently possible only through 

a series of local streets (e.g. Riverdale Road, Finns Lane, 

Annapolis Road, Ardwick-Ardmore Road, Jefferson Avenue and 

Pennsy Drive). The imposition of generated traffic would 
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not only increase considerably the truck travel on these streets, 

but it would also create extreme air, noise and safety problems. 

Since 1968, when Prince George's County and WMATA approved 

the Metrorail Adopted Regional System, it was noted that access 

to the Metro East Triangle was circuitous and inefficient. Since 

that time, the State of Maryland, Prince George's County and 

WMATA have devoted considerable attention to improving access to 

the New Carrollton Station.  This project would significantly 

increase accessibility for both buses and autos to Metro's New 

Carrollton Station and the Metro East business community.  The 

impact of Maryland Route 1+10 Extended would not be the increased 

access and the reduced travel time Metro East Triangle users 

receive, although that would be significant.  The major bene- 

ficiaries of the extension would be the businesses and residents 

located on or using the local streets now being used to access 

the Metro East Triangle.  The attraction of the Triangle is such 

that traffic will still travel there if the extension is not 

built.  The extension is proposed to eliminate the severe conges- 

tion and safety problems that will occur as a result of the 

traffic. 

This project would also provide the Defense Heights-Land- 

over Hills communities a more convenient and safer access route 

to the Baltimore/Washington Parkway and U.S. Route 50 (John Han- 

son Highway), provide citizens east of U.S. Route 1 greatly im- 

proved access to Metro East Triangle and the large employment 

center expanding along the U.S. Route 50 corridor, and remove 
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short arterial trips from the Beltway and the local street system. 

Construction of Maryland Route klO  Extender will tend to 

support the concentration of development rather than contibuting 

to its dispersal. Access to existing employment and industrial 

centers will be improved thereby sustaining their competitive 

advantage in terms of time/distance over other suburban fringe 

locations. 

An additional benefit from the project is increased safety. 

Listed below is the accident history by severity on the exist- 

ing system comprised of Riverdale Road, Finns Lane, Maryland 

Route ^50 and Ardwick-Ardmore Road. 

197^  1973  1976  1977  1978 

Fatal Accidents 0     110     1 

Injury Accidents        66   10k 82   101   111 

Property Damage 
Accidents ihj        190   1^9   179   170 

Total Accidents        211   295   232   280   282 

During the years from 197^+ through 1978, the motorists in 

the study area who could be expected to utilize the facility 

experienced 1,300 accidents. 

To estimate the magnitude of the accident reduction to be 

brought about by this project, we utilized an accident rate ratio 

that compares the number of accidents versus the traffic volumes 

expressed in vehicle miles of travel.  This accident rate is ex- 

pressed in accidents per 100 million vehicles miles (100 MVM). 

For the study section, the 1971+-1978 accident ratio was 
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88l acc/100 MVM. This exceeds the statewide rate of 66k  acc/100 

MVM for similar design urban highways. 

The accident cost to the motorist for these accidents is 

estimated at $2,698,000/100 MVM.  If no improvements are made to 

existing roadways, we can expect an increase in the absolute num- 

ber of accidents resulting from normal traffic growth even if the 

rate does not increase. 

According to statewide studies, the Maryland Route 1+10 Ex- 

tended highway should reduce the accident rate to approximately 

370 acc/100 MVM of travel and based on the different types of 

accidents, also reduce the accident cost to 52%,  or $1,28^,000/ 

100 MVM brought about by an anticipated reduction in the rate 

of accident occurrence.  Furthermore, reduction in accidents 

from 881 to 370 acc/100 MVM will be realized by construction of 

the facility.  (The unit cost value was obtained from three inde- 

pendent accident cost studies conducted in Washington, D.C., 

Illinois and the California Division of Highways, and was updated 

to the 1979 Consumer Price Index.) 

2.C Historical Background/Current Status 

In April i960, the Bladensburg-Defense Heights Master Plan 

(then Planning Area XIV) was adopted,  Maryland Route klO  was pro- 

posed to extend from it's then present terminus at Queens Chapel 

Road to the John Hanson Highway (U.S. Route 50).  At this time, 

the corridor utilized for the Maryland Route klO  Study was estab- 

lished and reservation of property for highway construction encour- 

aged.  Since that date, the section of Maryland Route 1+10 from 
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Queens Chapel Road to a point approximately 1000 feet east of 

Maryland Route 201 has been constructed as a fcur-lane highway. 

From this point to 6lst Place, Maryland Route klO has been con- 

structed as a six-lane highway. The segment from 6lst Place to 

to 67th Avenue is included in the Maryland Department of Trans- 

portation I98I-I986 Consolidated Transportation Program and the 

Development and Evaluation Program. This segment cannot handle 

the projected volumes if capacity is not increased. 

In September of 1973, the Model Neighborhood Area Master 

Plan was approved.  Included in this master plan was an extension 

of Maryland Route 1*10 from John Hanson Highway (U.S. Route 50) 

to Pennsy Drive. 

As a result of the approval of the above cited Master Plans, 

development in the vicinity of the corridor was limited only to 

those areas adjacent to the proposed roadway alignment.  For 

instance, coramerical development along Maryland Route ^50, west 

of the proposed West Lanham Hills Recreation Center, has been 

permitted with the exception of the area that is to be utilized 

for the crossing of Maryland Route klO  Extended.  West of the 

centerline alignment (opposite the proposed West Lanham Hills 

Recreation Center) are the Lanham Terrace Apartments.  Any shift 

in the centerline alignment of Maryland Route ^10 Extended would 

result in considerable adverse impact to these apartments and the 

Recreation Center.  As a result of this and other development 

adjacent to the study corridor, no alternate location for the 

centerline of Maryland Route hlO  was considered. 

This project has been included in all comprehensive and 

2-16 



Vf 

transportation plans for this portion of Prince George's County 

for many years, including: 

1. Maryland Preliminary Transportation Plan (1978) 

2. Twenty Year Highway Needs Study (1978-1998) 

3. Long Range Transportation Plan for the National 
Capital Region (1976) 

. h.    Prince George's County Master Plan for Highways (1969) 

The State Highway Administration on June 26, 1973 initiated 

studies for the design of Maryland Route klO  from the intersec- 

tion of Riverdale Road and 67th Avenue to Pennsy Drive, a dis- 

tance of approximately 2.6 miles. 

On May 7, 197*+, the initial Public Meeting for this project 

was held at Glenridge Junior High School, in accordance with the 

State of Maiyland Action Plan. The primary purpose of this meet- 

ing was to convey all pertinent data available on the proposed 

project and to initiate the involvement process.  The basic corri- 

dor was presented, along with generalized comments concerning the 

various types of interchanges and/or intersections under study. 

On December 16, 1976, an Alternates Public Meeting for the 

captioned project was held in the Glenridge Junior High School. 

The purpose of the meeting was to acquaint the public with planning 

activities associated with the project to date, to solicit their 

comments and recommendations, and to outline the remaining steps 

in the study process. 

On October 31, 1977» the Metro Access Interchange was included 

in the study. 

On November 2k,  1979,  a Public Informational Meeting for the 

project was held in the Glenridge Junior High School.  The purpose 
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of the meeting was to reacquaint the public with the study process 

and to inform the public of the process and. findings of the Pro- 

ject Planning Study since the Alternates Meeting of December l6, 

1976. 

On December k,  1919,  a combined Location/Design Public Hear- 

ing for the project was held in the Glenridge Junior High School. 

The purpose of the hearing was to receive testimony regarding the 

location and design of the project and the environmental conse- 

quences of implementing the alternates considered. The "No-Build" 

and "Build" Alternates together with the engineering, economic, 

social and environmental consequences expected to result from 

those alternates were presented to the public for their considera- 

tion.  (See Appendix A.) 

On February 26, 1980, a Community Meeting was held at the 

West Lanham Elementary School.  The purpose of this meeting was 

to allow the State Highway Administration to clarify issues which 

were raised at the Project Public Hearing and writtem comments 

received subsequent to the Public Hearing. 

On March 18, 1980, a Community Meeting was held at the Ascen- 

sion Lutheran Church.  At this meeting the Combined Citizens Coali- 

tion presented a proposal to the State Highway Administrator. This 

proposal (along with an accompanying report) can be found in Appen- 

dix A of this document. 

On April 8, 1980, representatives of the State Highway Admini- 

stration met with members of the New Carrollton City Council 

and approximately ten citizens. The purpose of this meeting 

was to answer questions regarding traffic, justification, 
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for the project, condemnation procedures, the status of the 

Citizens Alternate (note preceeding paragraph), residential 

impacts, and the project's relationship to the segment of 

Riverdale Road from 6lst Place to 67th Avenue. 

On August 12, 1980, the Project Planning Team presented 

its recommendations for the Maryland Route klO  Extended project 

to Mr. M.S. Caltrider, State Highway Administrator.  Specific 

comments of the recommendations were: 

1. Alternate 2 (signalized "T" intersection) for the 
intersection of Riverdale Road and Maryland Route 
klO  Extended 

2. Diamond interchange Alternate 3 at the juncture of 
Maryland Route 1+50 and Maryland Route hlO  Extended 

3. Combined interchange Alternate 2 Modified for the 
U.S. Route 50 segment of the study corridor 

k.    An Ardmore-Ardwick Road structure over Maryland 
Route klO  Extended 

5. A roadway section that provides full access controls 
for the mainline of Maryland Route 1*10 Extended from 
Riverdale Road to the structure over U.S. Route 50 

6. A closed roadway section for the mainline of Mary- 
land Route UlO Extended from U.S. Route 50 to 
Pennsy Drive 

7. Consideration in the project design phase of utiliz- 
ing a typical roadway section that has a raised median 
ranging in width from 16 to 30 feet. Design phase 
activities will also determine whether to use an "Open" 
or "Closed" type roadway section. 

8. Consideration of staged construction for the combined 
interchanges of U.S. Route 50 

In September 1980, additional studies determined that Mf) 

involvement could be avoided by reducing the median width and 

modifying the centerline of Maryland Route ^10 Extended. 
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On October 30, 1980, a Community Meeting was held at the 

Woodridge Elementary School to discuss with those citizens the 

possible mitigation measures to reduce the impacts of the pro- 

posed U.S. Route 50/Maryland Route UlO  Extended Interchange on 

adjacent comnnmities. 

On February 10, 198l, a meeting was held at the State High- 

way Administration building to discuss a prior decision (see 

Item 2 above) regarding the continued feasibility of the dia- 

mond interchange at Maryland Route 1+10/Maryland Route 1*50.  To 

reduce right-of-way acquisition within this area, along with 

construction costs and impacts to the Glenridge Shopping Center, 

the State Highway Administration decided to implement Alternate 

1: an at-grade signalized intersection with a raised concrete 

median on Maryland Route J+50. 

2-20 



t> 

3.  SELECTED ACTION 

3.A Alternate Selected 

3.A.1 Description of Alignment 

The selected alternate is the construction of Maryland 

Route UlO from the intersection of 67th Avenue and Riverdale 

Road, southeast to Pennsy Drive. 

Since i960, various parcels of land have been reserved 

or acquired for the project. Because of this and the develop- 

ment adjacent to the acknowledged corridor, only one horizontal 

alignment for the mainline roadway has been considered, with 

various alternates occurring at the intersecting roads. Devia- 

tion from this alignment would result in substantial reloca- 

tion impacts and would be inconsistent with Maryland National 

Capital Park and Planning Commission Plans. 

The selected alternate begins at the intersection of 

Riverdale Road and 67th Avenue. Riverdale Road will become 

Maryland Route klO  to a point approximately 800 feet east of 

the 67th Avenue intersection. 

Leaving Riverdale Road, Maryland Route UlO passes to 

the south of Wildercroft and Auburn Manor Apartments through 

a vacant area adjacent to Kidmore Park (see Plate 2).  It will 

then pass to the southwest of Lanham Woods and West Lanham 

Estates, and to the north of Glenridge Junior High School. At 

Maryland Route 1+50, the Maryland Route klO  corridor is situated 

to the north and east of the Glenridge Shopping Center. A 
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large amount of anticipated right-of-way has been reserved 

through this portion of the corridor.  In addition, an area 

utilized by the Glenridge Shopping Center as a parking lot is 

owned by the State Highway Administration. 

Leaving Maryland Route ^50, Maryland Route klO  then 

passes through an undeveloped area to the west of the Ford 
i 

Motor Company dealership. West Lanham Hills, and to the east 

of the Lanham Terrace Apartments. 

Approaching U.S. Route 50, Maryland Route klO  will not 

sever Ardwick-Ardmore Road. Access to the residential deve- 

lopment east of the corridor will be provided via a structure 

over Maryland Route klO.    A portion of the anticipated right- 

of-way requirements have also been set aside via reservation 

plats through this area. 

Maryland Route klO  Extended will cross U.S. Route 50 

via an overpass, which will also cross Beaverdam Creek and its 

floodplain, the Amtrak railroad tracks, and the elevated Wash- 

ington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA) rail facility 

south of U.S. Route 50.  It will then pass through the Ardwick 

Industrial Park, just east of the Hechinger Company, and termi- 

nate at Pennsy Drive. 

Maryland Route 1+10 will transition from a roadway section 

that has a raised median to a 56-foot closed section approaching 

Pennsy Drive. A "T" type intersection is proposed at the south- 

ern terminus at Pennsy Drive. 
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3.A.2 Traffic Characteristics 

Traffic data for this project was developed by the 

Traffic Forecasting Section, Maryland State Highway Admini- 

stration. This data is displayed in Table 1, and Plates k, 

kA,  5, and 5A. 

TABLE 1 

TRAFFIC DATA 

1985 200$ 

Average Daily Traffic See Plate h  & kA      See Plate 5 & 5A 
Design Hourly Volume            10% 10% 
Directional Distribution 55$ 55% 
Percentage of Trucks 

Average Daily Volume 9% 9% 
Design Hourly Volume 7$ rj% 

Turning Movement Counts See Plate k  & kA      See Plate 5 & 5A 

The construction of Maryland Route 1+10 Extended will 

contribute to energy conservation by providing a shorter, more 

direct connection to the Baltimore/Washington Parkway, Maryland 

Route 1+50 (Annapolis Road), U.S. Route 50 (John Hanson Highway) 

and the Metro East Triangle on a higher function facility, 

affording smoother traffic flow and better levels of service. 

From the standpoint of distance alone, approximately one mile 

of travel will be saved between the Baltimore/Washington Park- 

way and U.S. Route 50 by using Maryland Route klO  Extended. 

Trip distances via Maryland Route 1+10 Extended amounts to 1.8 

miles. Making use of such existing routes as Riverdale Road, 

Finns Lane, Maryland Route 1+50 and Ardmore-Ardwick Road yields 

a trip length of approximately 2.8 miles. 
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In traveling the 1.8 miles at an average speed of Ul 

miles per hour, the year 2005 passenger vehicle would consume 

approximately 0.01+5 gallons of fuel. By contrast, fuel con- 

sumption of passenger vehicles via the existing local road net- 

work traveling at a speed of 20 miles per hour would consume 

nearly 0.077 gallons.- 

Should Maryland Route UlO Extended he constructed, 

maximum ADT on the route is estimated at 27,000 vehicles. 

Assuming the above fuel consumption per vehicle, approximately 

1,215 gallons of fuel would he used per day. 

If the "No-Build" Alternate is adopted, the 27,000 vehicles 

would be making the same trip via existing routes.  Total fuel 

consumption in this situation is estimated at 2,079 gallons per 

day. Therefore, fuel saved by implementing Maryland Route UlO 

Extended could amount to 86U gallons per day, or approximately 

315,000 gallons per year. 

1/ J.S. Apostolos, W.R. Shoemaker, E.G. Shirley, Energy and Trans- 
"  portation Systems, NCHRP Project 20-7, Task 8, California 

Department of Transportation, December 1978. 
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3.A.3 Design Criteria 

Maryland Route UlO will be a fully controlled access four- 

lane highway between Riverdale Road and U.S. Route 50. 

The minimum design speed established by the Maryland State 

Highway Administration for Maryland Route UlO is 50 mph.  The 

design speed is 30 mph minimum for the ramps. The posted speed 

would be less than the design speed. 

The design criteria used in this project are in accor- 

dance with the State Highway Administration, the Federal Highway 

Administration, Standards set forth in "A Policy On Geometric 

Design of Rural Highways", and "A Policy On Design of Urban 

Highways and Arterial Streets" (American Association of State 

Highway and Transportation Officials, 1973). 

The 50 mph design speed limits the maximum horizontal 

curvature to 7 degrees and the maximum grade to 6 percent.  The 

minimum stopping sight distance allowable on vertical curves is 

350 feet.  The minimum provided is 370 feet. 

The design speed of 50 mph was instituted as an impact 

avoidance action.  The necessary clearances of crossing trans- 

portation facilities (Amtrak, U.S. Route 50, etc.) at a design 

speed of 55 mph would require longer, flatter vertical and hori- 

zontal curves.  This would result in higher fill sections with 

wider right-of-way takings.  The reduction in criteria, while 

minimally affecting the travel times of vehicles, has resulted 

in a reduction in the number of residences taken, and an over- 

all general visual impact. 
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Two alternate types of roadway sections are proposed 

for Maryland Route 410 between Riverdale Road and U.S. Route 

50:  an 'Open' section and a 'Closed1 section (see Exhibit 5). 

The open section consists of two 24-foot wide roadways that 

are separated by a raised median varying from l6 to 30 feet 

wide, two 12-foot wide graded shoulders on the outside (10-foot 

of which is paved), drainage ditches and 30-feet of safety 

grading.  Guard rail will be provided in areas where fill 

heights exceed 15 feet. The closed section is similar to the 

open section except that curb and gutter has been added along 

the outside edge of the 10-foot wide paved shoulders. The 

advantage of utilizing the closed section is that less right- 

of-way is required because the curb and gutter replaces the 

drainage ditches and safety grading in the open section. 

From U.S. Route 50 to Pennsy Drive the roadway section 

will transition to a 56-foot wide closed section (see Exhibit 

5) that has two 24-foot wide roadways separated by a 4-foot 

wide monolithic concrete median, excluding any ramp tapers, etc. 

The project final design phase will determine which 

roadway section will be utilizied north of U.S. Route 50. 

3.B Existing Environment 

3.B.1 Topography 

The entire study area falls within the Western Shore 

Division of the Coastal Plains Province. Topography varies 
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from level to steeply sloping, with natural ground slopes gen- 

erally within a range of 0%  to 20%.    Some slopes may be as 

steep as k0%. 

3.B.2 Geology 

The geology in the corridor consists of unconsolidated 

sedimentary materials - predominantly sands with clay and 

gravel. Depths to rock within the Coastal Plains Physiographic 

Province are undetermined, but are generally substantial. 

The Geologic Map of Prince George's County and the Dis- 

trict of Columbia (Maryland Department of Geology, Mines and 

Water Resources, 1951) shows the corridor is contained within 

one geologic formation, "Patapsco Formation and Arundel Clay". 

This is characterized as a dark-gray massive clay, containing 

lignitized wood and saurian bones overlain by massive maroon 

clay and vari-colored sand and clay.  It is probably an outwash 

deposit and is about 300 feet thick. 

3.B.3 Soils 

A soil survey of Prince George's County which was pre- 

pared by the United States Department of Agriculture Soil Con- 

servation Service and the Maryland Agricultural Experiment 

Station was issued in 1967. 

According to the General Soil Map contained in the soil 

survey, the corridor lies in the lies in the Christiaha-Sunny- 

side-Beltsville soil association. The soils here are comprised 

of deep, level to steep, well-drained sandy and clayey soils 

and level to sloping, moderately well-drained soils that have 
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a compact sub-soil. 

ti Because this association lies between Washington, 
D.C. and Baltimore, Maryland, much of it has been 
used for residential and industrial development. 
This development is limited on the Sunnyside soils 
only in those areas where slopes are strong and 
or steep. Residential uses are also severly 
limited on the Christiana soils by their clay sub- 
soil. The Christiana soils, as well as the minor 
Muirkirk soils and silty and clayey lands, are un- 
stable when they are saturated, especially if their 
soil material has been graded, or otherwise dis- 
turbed. These soils tend to cave, slump and flow 
when they are wet or are under the load of build- 
ings, roads or other structures. Upon drying the 
soil material may shrink away from footings and 
foundations. On-site engineering surveys and 
studies should be made where heavy permanent in- 
stallations are proposed on the soils of this 
association." E/ 

Since this assessment concerns the proposed highway 

construction of Maryland Route 1*10 Extended, the soils lying 

in the corridor were evaluated for their use in highway con- 

struction. 

a. Soil Stability:  Generally unsuitable to poor 

throughout the corridor. From Riverdale Road to 

Maryland Route U50 soils are generally unsuitable 

to poor.  From Maryland Route 1+50 to U.S. Route 50 

soils range from unsuitable to fair.  From U.S. 

Route 50 to Pennsy Drive the soils are generally 

fair to poor. 

b. Susceptibility to Frost Action:  High in swamps, 

floodplains, footslopes, depressions, drainage heads 

—/ Soil Survey - Prince George's County, Maryland, April 19679 U.S. 
Government Printing Office 
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and certain upland areas (where drainage is poor), 

low to moderate in remaining upland are a. 

c. Seasonally High Ground Water Table: Found at depths 

of 3-feet to 26-feet in upland areas, and 0-feet to 

k-feet in floodplains, usually occurring in early 

Spring. 

d. Water Erosion Hazard: Potential throughout corridor 

varies from low to high. In disturbed (graded) 

areas, potential is very high. 

e. Drainage:  Surface drainage is generally good to 

poor in the upland area, and fair to very poor in 

lowlands (floodplains).  Subsurface drainage ranges 

from good to poor in the uplands, and poor to very 

poor in the floodplains. 

f. Soil Stability As Fill: Soils in the corridor are 

generally not suitable as road fill material. 

During the final design of this project, a detailed soil 

survey will be conducted to locate the areas of potentially 

unsuitable material.  If the soils cannot be made usable for 

construction by drying, rehandling, etc., the unsuitable mate- 

rial will be removed from the site and replaced with suitable 

material. 

3.B.U Meterology 

Prince George's County has a humid, temperate, semi- 

continental climate.  Winters are generally mild, and summers 
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are warm and moist with temperatures ranging between 3k0F  and 

760F. 

Climate in the County varies considerably, and local 

variations in topography greatly influence the variations in 

temperature. The hottest period of the ydsar-is the latter half of 

July; the coldest period of the year is the latter part of Jan- 

uary and the early part of February.    .       .. 

The annual precipitation in the County averages h5  inches, 

but extreme years range from less than 18 inches to more than 

60 inches. In general, precipitation is fairly evenly distri- 

buted throughout the year. Drought may occur in any month, 

but a serious drought is most likely to occur in the summer. 

The average annual snowfall is 19 to 20 inches, but 

snowfall varies considerably from year to year. The greatest 

single snowfall, which occurred on January 28 and 29, 1922, 

ranged from 22 to 28 inches throughout the County. A snowfall 

of this depth is rare, but 10 inches of snow or more accumu- 

lates once every 5 or 6 years. Thunderstorms occur on an aver- 

age of 30 to 35 days each year, while tornados are infrequent.—' 

3.B.5 Hydrology 

Maryland Route U50 is constructed along a ridge line 

which essentially divides the corridor into two drainage basins. 

To the north and west of Maryland Route 1450, a small 

intermittent branch of Brier Ditch passes through the corridor. 

3/ Prince George's County Department of Community Development, 
Community Renewal Program, 1970, County In Transition. 
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The average depth is approximately four  inches, with the aver- 

age width being four to five feet. Drainage is tc the north- 

west into the northeast branch of the Anacostia River. 

The area to the south and east of Maryland Route ^50 

is drained by Beaverdatn Creek and its tributaries. Beaverdam 

Creek flows in a southwesterly direction draining into the 

Anacostia River, northeast branch. The creek in the vicinity 

of Maryland Route 1+10 Extended is approximately eight to ten 

feet wide with an average depth of six to twelve inches. Water 

quality is severely degraded with debris and litter lining the 

creek bottom and banks. Beaverdam Creek, like Brier Ditch, is 

biologically unproductive and supports no significant fresh- 

water or anadromous fish species. 

Development of the area over the years has led to com- 

plications within the Beaverdam Creek floodplain, leading to 

frequent flooding of the Amtrak railroad tracks in the vicinity 

of the Maryland Route klO  corridor. 

Both Brier Ditch and Beaverdam Creek are classified as 

Class 1 Streams by the Maryland Department of Natural Resources, 

pursuant to the provisions of Title 8 of the Natural Resources 

Article, Annotated Code of Maryland (197^ Volume), water pollu- 

tion control regulations 08.0i+.01-05.0^.12, inclusive, as 

adopted and effective September 1, 197^• 

The Prince George's County Department of Environmental 

Health monitors three Beaverdam Creek sampling stations located 

as shown on Plate 6.  The resulting data is presented in a 
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PRINCE   GEORGES   COUNTY 
HEALTH   DEPARTMENT    STREAM 

SAMPLING    LOCATIONS 
MARYLAND    ROUTE    410   EXTENDED, 

RIVERDALE    ROAD   TO PENNSY  DRIVE 
CONTRACT    NO.        P   891-025-371 

SCALE:1=2000 PLATE   6 
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separate report and documents the polluted condition of the 

creek. The Maryland Route UlO improvement will net impact 

any wetlands. 

3.B.6 Vegetation 

No unique, rare or endangered habitats or plant asso- 

ciations have been found in the corridor. The plants found 

are characteristic of those found in the Piedmont and Coastal 

Plain areas of central Maryland. Most of the woodlands within 

the corridor are second growth resulting from previous logging 

operations. The overstory or canopy vegetation is comprised 

primarily of white oak, red oak, tulip, poplar and sweet gum. 

Two specific areas escaped previous logging operations 

and are comprised of mature trees.  One of these is Bellmeade 

Park and the other is a wooded area to the north of Ardwick 

Road, near the Hanson Oaks townhouses. 

Woodlands in Bellmeade Park are dominated by White Oak 

up to \  feet in diameter with occasional mature specimens of 

Pin Oak up to 2 feet in diameter, Virginia Pine up to 2 feet 

in diameter, and Sweet Gum up to 3 feet in diameter. Vegeta- 

tion which has been retained are Holly, Blueberry, Huckleberry, 

Blackberry, Red Maple, Iron Wood, and saplings of the specimens 

which compose the overstory or canopy vegetation.  The other 

area of mature trees is composed of White and Red Oak up to 2 

feet in diameter. Some of these trees are impacted by the 

selected alternate. 

There are portions, of varying width, in the corridor 
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which were previously cleared during the installation of sani- 

tary and water utilities. 

3.B.7 Fish and Wildlife 

As previously noted (Section 3.B.5 - Hydrology) neither 

Brier Ditch nor Beaverdam Creek is biologically productive and 

supports no significant freshwater or anadromous fish species. 

Both of these streams have experienced considerable pollution 

and degradation from the commercial and residential development 

adjacent to their locations. Beaverdam Creek especially has 

been used as a repository for refuse. 

Due to the surrounding development, the wildlife found 
i 

within the corridor is limited to small rodents such as mice, 

voles and shrews, as well as somewhat larger animals such as 

squirrels and rabbits. 

There are no known populations of any endangered or 

rare species within the project area. A letter to this effect 

from the Maryland Department of Natural Resources, Director of 

the Non-Game Wildlife Program is included in Appendix A. 

3.B.6 Visual 

The corridor presents several different urban vistas. 

The Riverdale Road area is predominantly apartment complexes. 

Maryland Route 1+50 (Defense Highway) is totally commercialized, 

with a wide range of services offered.  Between Maryland Route 

1+50 and U.S. Route 50 (John Hanson Highway), the corridor shows 

three types of urban development:  apartment, townhouse and 

single family residential. The Route 50 - Pennsy Drive area 
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is characterized by industrial development, mostly truck related. 

From Riverdale Road to U.S. Route 50 the corridor is 

gently rolling and wooded.  Interspersed between the cited 

development adjacent to the corridor are individual single 

family homes. South of U.S. Route 50 the corridor is generally 

flat, which is typical of lands within and adjacent to flood- 

plains. 

3.C Social Environment 

The social characteristics of the people residing in the 

project area are shown by using three broad sets of character- 

istics: population, employment and housing. Data has been 

collected at three levels to show the comparison between the 

project area population and that of the larger areas. These 

three levels are:  the County, the two planning areas (see 

Plate 7) as defined by the Maryland National Capital Park and 

Planning Commission, and the neighborhood comprising of the 

project area.  The neighborhood data was compiled using two 

sets of boundaries:  the Census Tract, as defined by the U.S. 

Department of Commerce, Social and Economic Statistics Admini- 

stration, and the neighborhood boundaries as defined by the 

Prince George's County Department of Human Resources and Com- 

munity Development (see Plate 8). 

3.C.1 Population 

Prince George's County, Maryland, the most populous in the 

State, has experienced trememdous population growth since the end 
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of World War II. The population has grown from 19lt,l82 in 1950 to 

660,567 in 1970, an increase of 2k0%. Although population growth 

is expected to continue, it is not expected that the future growth 

will he as, rapid as that of the previous twenty years. Shown below 

is an analysis of the current and projected population levels for 

Prince George's County. 

TABLE 2 

PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY POPULATION PROJECTIONS^./ 

Year Low Intermediate 

675,500 

High 

1976 675,500 675,500 

1980 672,700 672,700 672,700 

1985 701,800 715,100 728,500 

1990 738,000 779,700 808,800 

1995 769,600 822,100 871,900 

2000 790,200 870,600 930,800 

The growth of Prince George's County has been influenced 

heavily by the District of Columbia and the areas nearest the Dis- 

trict are already heavily populated.-  Much of the future growth 

will occur outside of the Capital Beltway (1-95), as the area in- 

side the Beltway is already developed, although not to total 

capacity. 

hj  Prince George's County Planning Department, 1978. Recommended Fore- 
casts of Population, Households and Employment. 

2/  Prince George's County Department of Community Development, Community 
Renewal Program, 1970. County In Transition. 
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The study area lies predominantly within the Bladensburg- 

Defense Heights Planning Area, (P.A. 69) and to a lesser extent, 

in the Model Neighborhood Area (P.A. 72A) (see Plate 7). As shown 

below, the population of these planning areas is projected to in- 

crease slowly from 1980 to 1985. 

TABLE 3 

PROJECTED POPULATION - PLAMING AREAS 69 MD 72A- 

Year P.A. 69        P.A. 72A 

1980 62,365       U2,668 

1985 63,382        Ul+,828 

One factor in the limited growth projection for P.A. 69 

(0.36?$ per year) is the urban nature of much of the area. The 

Bladensburg-Defense Heights vicinity represented 12% of the County's 

population in 1970. Planning Area 72A has a slightly greater poten- 

tial for population growth than does P.A. 69, (1.79% per year). 

This growth, however, will not occur within the study area, as that 

portion of P.A. 72A is used for industrial and commercial purposes.—' 

Population density is one measure of the degree of urbani- 

zation that an area has experienced. The more persons per square 

mile, the more urbanized the area. 

6/ Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission, 1979. 
Cooperative Forecast Round 2. 

7/ Prince George's County Department of Community Development, 
Community Renewal Program, 197^-  The Neighborhoods of Prince 
George's County. 
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Shovn below in Table k  are the population densities found in 

the County, in the planning areas, and in the studj area. 

TABLE k 

Prince George's Co. 

Planning Area 69 

Study Area: 

Defense Heights 

Landover Hills 

Planning Area T2A 

Study Area: 

Landover Road 

POPULATION DENSITY 

Total 
Land Area 

Acres 

Pop.  Density 
1970-Persons 

Per Acre 

Pop.  Density 
1976-Persons 

Per Acre 

297,502.8* 2.22 2.23 

9,052.2 h.jk N/A 

1,155.6 11.1+5 12.1+2 

1,1+12.1* 9.28 10.81+ 

8,153A 7.^7 N/A 

2,760.6 10.86 11.88 

*Excluded from the total area are certain lands of State 
and Federal ownership (University of Maryland, Andrews 
Air Force Base, and Agricultural Center). 

The study area divisions exhibit higher population densi- 

ties than do the County or the total planning areas. This differ- 

ence may be accounted for in the prevalance of apartment dwellings 

in the study area and in the greater proportion of undeveloped (or 

underdeveloped) lands in the County and the planning areas. 

Non-white residents of Prince George's County represented 

15$ of the total population in 1970, an increase from 9.3$ in 

i960.  In terms of numbers, in 1970 the non-white population in 

Prince George's County was about 99,000 persons. Of this, the 
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majority,   92.1%,  were Black.    The remainder were of other ethnic 

•     •,    * .   : 8/ backgrounds, primarily Asian. 

The non-white population in the Bladensburg-Defense Heights 

vicinity was l86l persons in 1970, or 2.5%  of the population with- 

in that area. A comparison of neighborhoods shows there are pro- 

portionally fewer non-white residents in the study area than in the 

total planning areas. 

The Model Neighborhoods Planning Area, however, had non- 

white population levels well above the County's. This area's popu- 

lation was 69.9$ non-white and the Landover Road neighborhood was 

58.2$ non-white. 

TABLE 5 

RACIAL COMPOSITION 1970 

Total       Non-White    Percent 
Population    Population   Non-White 

Prince George's County     660,567       99,000      15-0 

Bladensburg-Defense 
Heights Vicinity* 

Defense Heights 

Landover Hills 

Model Neighborhood Area* 

Landover Road 

(*These areas do not precisely correspond to Planning Areas.) 

3.C.2 Transportation Facilities 

Currently the public transportation facilities within the 

Route klO  corridor consist of bus, taxi and Metrorail. 

8/ Prince George's County Department of Human Resources and Community 
Development, Community Renewal Program, 1971. An Economic Profile. 

3-3h 

75,021 l,86l 2.5 

13,227 167 1.3 

12,926 2kl 1.9 

56,1+13 39,^06 69.9 
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The principal bus service operates within Prince George's 

County under the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority. 

The Model Neighborhood Area Master Plan cites a high rate 

of taxi usage within the Model Neighborhood area as an indica- 

tion of the inability of many area residents and workers to 

travel by other means to, within, and from the area. The Metro 

Transit System alleviates this condition in the Model Neighbor- 

hood area and adjacent areas by providing additional transit 

services as well as a more balanced system of circulation (see 

Section ii.C). 

In the vicinity south of Pennsy Drive and Maryland Route 

klQ,  the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA) 

proposes to construct a Metrobus Garage and Maintennance Faci- 

lity for 250 buses (see Plate 2). This facility is part of an 

overall plan to provide better service for the existing and 

future bus routes in the integration of the Metrobus and Metro- 

rail Systems. 

3.C.3 Recreation 

The selected alternate for Maryland Route 1+10 Extended 

will not require the use of any public recreational acreage. 

At present, the Maryland Route klO  corridor north of 

U.S. Route 50 is served by 7 developed park and/or park school 

recreation facilities (see Plate 9) with a total of 6l.2 

acres. There are three additional sites with acreage of 16.82 

which have been purchased or are in the negotiation stages.  The 

specific sites are as follows: 
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TABLE 6 

RECREATION SITES 

Defense Heights: Acres 

*Wildercroft Elementary School 6.0 
Beacon Heights Elementary School 8.8 
*Wildercroft Recreation Center 7.^ 
Glenridge Recreation Center 12.0 

*New Carrollton Recreation Center k.O 
Martin Wood Park (negotiation) 10.0 

Landover Hills: 

West Lanham Hills Park School 7-0 
Landover Recreation Center l6.0 
West Lanham Hills Recreation Center 6.k 
Bellmeade Park 0.1+2 

78.02 Acres 

(*Located adjacent to the Defense Heights and Landover Hills 
Neighborhoods.) 

In addition to the above recreation sites, there is a 

proposed 91-acre community park planned for the area west of 

Maryland Route hlO  between Maryland Route h^Q  and Riverdale 

Road (see Plate 1^). This area is presently designated as 

M-NCPPC Park on the approved Master Plan for the Bladensburg- 

Defense Heights area.  This brings the total parkland avail- 

able to the residents of the Defense Heights-Landover Hills 

neighborhoods in the vicinity of the corridor to 169 acres. 

The corridor, south of U.S. Route 50, is served by three 

park and/or school recreational facilities (see Plate 9) with 

a total area of 23.0 acres. The specific sites are as follows: 

Dodge Park School (largely undeveloped) - 8.0 Acres 
Glenarden Woods Elementary School -      5.0 
Glenarden Recreation Center - 10.0  

23.0 Acres 
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In addition to the above facilities, the residents of 

this portion of the Landover Road neighborhood have access to 

various recreational facilities located in adjacent communities 

and/or areas. These include: 

Ardmore Recreation Center 
Kentland Recreation Center 
Martin Luther King Recreation Center 

(owned by the town of Glenarden) 

Based on the Maryland National Capital Park and Planning 

Commission Standard of 10 acres per 1,000 people, approximately 

290 acres of parkland will be needed to satisfy the expected 

neighborhood population in the year 2000.  Greenbelt Park and 

land oriented to the Anacostia River contained within Planning 

Area 69 accounts for over 1,200 recreational acres. The neigh- 

borhood facilities, combined with Greenbelt Park and the Ana- 

costia River lands, would more than meet the required MNCPP 

Standard. 

3.C.k    Historical 

There are no historic sites within the Maryland Route 

klO  corridor or adjacent to it (see Appendix E).  Only one 

historic site, "Riverdale" - the Calvert Mansion, is in the 

vicinity of the project area.  This structure, built circa 

1801, is approximately 1-3A miles from the corridor, placing 

it well beyond the corridor. 

3.C.5 Archaeological 

One archaeological site was located during a field sur- 

vey of the study corridor on March 15, 1976. One archaeologi- 
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cal artifact, a stemmed projectile point of coarse-grained 

purple quartzite, was found on the surface. This specimen 

probably dates from the late archaic period (1+000 - 1000 B.C.). 

No other materials were found on the surface and a 

number of small test holes dug in the vicinity likewise were 

unproductive. No additional archaeological surveys were re- 

commended. No evidence of prehistoric camps were encountered 

along the right-of-way.  If, during the construction of the 

project, sites are discovered, salvage procedures will be 

employed in accordance with the applicable Federal directives. 

3.C.6 Public Institutions 

There are several public schools located near the Mary- 

land Route klO  corridor (see Plate 10). These are Beacon 

Heights Elementary, West Lanham Hills Elementary and Glenridge 

Junior High School. In addition, the Landover Hills neighbor- 

hood includes two parochial elementary schools: St. Mary's 

and the Ascension Lutheran School. No public school property 

is anticipated for acquisition and no additional school con- 

struction is planned within, or adjacent to the Maryland Route 

klO  corridor. However, West Lanham Hills Elementary School and 

Glenridge Junior High School are programmed for additions and/ 

or renovations,  The proposed construction of Maryland Route 

1+10 will not interfere with these additions or renovations. 

3.C.7 Community Facilities 

Health facilities in Prince George's County, Maryland 

are extensive, both in terms of type of facility and in spatial 
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distribution of facilities. There are two Public Health Cen- 

ters near the project area:  the Department of Headquarters in 

Cheverly and the John Carroll Clinic near Lanham. 

There are no public libraries within the Maryland Route 

klO  corridor. 

3.D Economic Environment 

The growth of the Federal government and population in 

Washington, D.C. during the twentieth century has had a sig- 

nificant influence upon the urbanization of Prince George's 

County. The pressures attendant with that growth still con- 

tinue as an exertive force in the development of Prince George's 

County. 

Results of this growth has been the expansion of contract 

construction and retail trade activities in the County. These 

factors represent two of the largest industrial sectors in the 

County and with the addition of the service industry constitute 

well over half of the private sector employment. Wholesale 

trade and manufacturing are becoming increasingly important to 

to the economy of the County. 

3.D.1 Tax Base 

Approximately 67 to 97 acres of land will be removed 

from the County and State Tax Rolls due to the selected alter- 

nate. The loss in the tax base to the agencies involved are: 

Prince George's County -  $158,000 (approx.) 
State - $ 7,000 (approx.) 

However, this loss would be replaced partially or com- 
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pletely by the taxes collected from the commerical developments 

expected to be attracted to the "Metro East Triangle" area. 

At present, all of the property within the Metro East 

Triangle has been sold and several buildings have been built. 

Some of these buildings are occupied by the Peoples Security 

Bank of Maryland, the Retail Clerks Union, Rouse & Associates, 

the Digital Equipment Corporation and Landmarks Metroplex 

Office No. 1.  Rouse & Associates presently has two buildings 

under construction and a fourteen-story hotel is scheduled for 

construction in April 1981. 

3.D.2 Income 

The 1977 per capita money income for Prince George's 

County was $6,850. This was higher than the State of Maryland, 

which was $6,561.  Shown below are the 1977 per capita money 

income estimates for the planning areas considered in this 

report. 

TABLE 7 

1977 Per Capita Money Income Estimates 

Planning Area 69: 
New Carrollton $ 7,202. 
Landover Hills $ 7,^1^. 
Cheverly $ 8,732. 
Bladensburg $ 6,7l4. 

Planning Area 72A: 
Glenarden $ 5,565. 
Seat Pleasant $ ktQ25. 
Fairmont Heights $ 4,780. 
Capital Heights $ 4,799. 

As can be seen, Bladensburg and those listed under Plan- 

ning Area 72A dip below the 1977 per capita money income for 
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Prince George's County. 

The percentage of the population in these areas that 

are below the poverty level (non-farm family of 4, headed by 

a male, $3,T1t5)> as defined by the U.S. Social and Economic 

Statistics Administration, can serve as indicators (see Table 

8). 

TABLE 8 

Population Below Poverty Level (Families) 1970 

Prince George's County - ^.3$ 
Bladensburg-Defense Heights Vicinity: 

Defense Heights Neighborhood - 1.4$ 
Landover Hills Neighborhood - 1.9$ 

Model Neighborhood Area - 7'6% 
Landover Road Neighborhood - 5«8$ 

The Model Neighborhood Area and the Lanham Road Neigh- 

borhood were the only areas in the project area with incidences 

of poverty higher than the County average. 

3.D.3 Labor Force 

The majority of Prince George's County work force are 

engaged in whitecollar occupations, with clerical workers re- 

presenting the largest occupational category (25$ of the work 

force). Shown below is the distribution of the work force by 

occupation: 
TABLE 9 

Occupations - Prince George's County 

Professional 23.8$ 
Technical 5.3$ 
Managers/Self-Employed 8.9$ 
Sales 5.W 
Clerical 25-3$ 
Skilled 12.6$ 
Semi-Skilled 8.9$ 
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Unskilled 0.9^ 
Service 7.9^ 
Household Q.5% 
Unclassified Q.5% 

The following table illustrates the number of workers 

in private wage and salary employment, those in government 

employment, and those in other employment categories (prin- 

cipally self-employed, unpaid family workers). 

TABLE 10 

Wage And Salary Employment 
Prince George's County 

Number 

Private Wage & Salary     152,504 
Government Workers       107,188 
Other Workers             9,713 

Percent 

57$ 

3% 

Total 269,405   100$ 

As can be seen, government employment, which includes 

State and local governments, as well as the Federal government, 

contributes significantly to the economy of the County. 

The residents of the project area are predominantly wage 

and salary workers in the private sector.  In only one census 

tract did the number of government workers exceed the number 

in the private sector.  In the other tracts, government workers 

represented about one-third of the workers, the remainder being 

private sector wage and salary earners. 

3-D'h    Industry 

There are a number of areas in the County where economic 

activity is concentrated.  The Maryland National Capital Park 

and Planning Commission has identified thirteen areas as non- 
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community potentietl employment areas, in addition to the numer- 

ous Federal employment centers in the County. One of these 

non-community potential employment centers forms the southern 

"boundary of the Maryland Route UlO corridor - the Ardwick In- 

dustrial Park (see Plate 11). Economic activities within the 

industrial park are predominently wholesale truck and trans- 

portation oriented, with some light manufacturing. In a recent 

survey of the businesses in the park, it was found that truck- 

ing and automobile transportation, and therefore, the streets 

and other public rights-of-way provided by the County, were of 

above average importance to most of the respondents. Access 

to this area is considered by many to be inadequate. There are 

only two major points of ingress and egress and the volume of 

traffic using these points has grown considerably over the past 

decade. However, with the construction of the Maryland Route 

UlO/U.S. Route 50 Interchange, access to the Ardwick Industrial 

Park should improve considerably. 

Table 11 indicates the distribution of the lands zoned 

industrial contained within the two planning areas, as well as 

those acreages petitioned for zoning changes under various 

industrial categories. 

TABLE 11 

9/ Land Zoned Industrial- 

Developed  Undeveloped  Petitioned 

Prince George's County  T,U05 Ac.    3,0lU Ac.  3,5^9 Ac. 
Planning Area 69 331 Ac.      35 Ac.     10 Ac. 
Planning Area T2A        705 Ac.      512 Ac.   . 98 Ac. 

£/ Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission, February 
1975• Short-Term Industrial Zoning Meeds Study. 
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In terms of the locations of existing sites, there appears 

to be a strong orientation towards the railroad and major vehicu- 

lar circulation facilities. This is time of the existing develop- 

ment, as well as the zoned but undeveloped industrial land and 

land covered by pending zoning petitions. 

The development of the Metro Station as the "Metro East 

Triangle" (Plate 12) adjacent to the Ardwick Industrial Park is 

expected to stimulate a great deal of new economic activity. 

The "Metro East Triangle" is formed by the Capital Beltway, 

U.S. Route 50 (John Hanson Highway), and the Amtrak railroad 

tracks. With the improvements to the public facilities, sche- 

duled for 1980 in Prince George's County Capital Improvement 

Program, the potential for new or increased employment oppor- 

tunities appear to be highest around the approved Metro Stations 

within the following locations: the proposed Capital Heights 

New Town Center, and the Ardwick Industrial Park. The oppor- 

tunity for increased employment around the New Carrollton Metro 

Station has been estimated at over i+,000 jobs in the Transit 

Impact Study.— 

3.D.5 Commercial Development 

There are a number of large, regional shopping centers 

in Prince George's County, the development of many of which was 

spurred by the construction of the Capital Beltway in the 1960's. 

The Economic Index of Prince George's County lists 52 shopping 

centers as being among the largest in the Metropolitan Washing- 

10/ Prince George's County Department of Public Works and Transpor- 
tation, April 1977.  Transit Impact Study. 

3-53 



LANDOVER o'*   ,\5.        ,r >      ^      '~>J~r-g-° 

- ' 2   ? • *? •/   *V 
*•>"*.        '' • •     c     &     •-    #•£ ^: 

ovo^°°%      I ^^f^'j^wM'-'i    INDUSTRIAL &Y   ^VTAnoC 

^     T ^   J k t N 1 ^ iJtoiadP"fT 

,.'. CLUB   J ' oT"'~'"T.f-,1%, 4^r JT^    ^'J 

NEW CARROLLTON   METRO   STATION 
METRO EAST   TRIANGLE 

MARYLAND    ROUTE    410   EXTENDED, 
RIVERDALE    ROAD    TO PENNSY  DRIVE 
INCLUDING U.S.   ROUTE   50 INTERCHANGES 

CONTRACT    NO.       P   891-025-371 

SCALE: l"= 2000' PLATE  12 

3-55 



93 

ton area. In addition to these large facilities, there are 

numerous other commercial areas that are neighborhood oriented. 

The Defense Heights neighborhood has over 100 acres 

(or 9-0%  of the neighborhood land area) in commercial deve- 

lopment. Of this, almost one-half is concentrated in a re- 

gional shopping center, the Capital Plaza.  This center is 

located on Defense Highway near the Baltimore/Washington Park- 

way.  The remainder of the commercial development in this area 

is found along Defense Highway and tends to be either commu- 

nity-serving retail and service facilities, or highway-oriented 

facilities. 

Commercial development in the Landover Hills neighbor- 

hood also occupies over 100 acres. Development is almost en- 

tirely community-serving or highway-oriented. The nature of 

development is strip-commercial and includes clothing stores, 

grocery stores, and gas stations. Most of this is located 

along Landover Road and Defense Highway, which has the larger 

concentration. 

Commercial development in the Landover Road neighborhood 

occupies 115 acres, over 80 acres of which is in the Landover 

Mall Shopping Center.  Other commercial development consists of 

the Dodge Park Shopping Center, the Kent Village Shopping Cen- 

ter, and a small shopping facility in Palmer Park.  The Dodge 

Park and Kent Village centers are located on Landover Road. 

3.D.6 Community Services 

For the provision of police protection. Prince George's 
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County is presently divided into five administration districts 

or "precincts". Each of the County Police suhsta" ions has the 

responsibility for patrolling an individual precinct. 

Maryland Route klO  corridor is currently serviced by the 

Seat Pleasant Station, located on Addison Road. 

The corridor is also serviced by three fire stations lo- 

cated in Riverdale Neights, Landover Hills and West Lanham Hills 

(see Plate 13).  The West Lanham Hills fire station area of pri- 

mary protection also includes the segment of the corridor located 

to the south of U.S. Route 50. 

With Riverdale Heights and Landover Hills being in close 

proximity to Prince George's General, Prince George's Doctors 

and Leland Memorial Hospitals, 75 percent or more of emer- 

gency calls will be transported to those three, with Prince 

George's General receiving most of the calls. 
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k.     LAUD USE PLANNING 

k.A    On-Going Plans 

U.A.I Land Use 

The majority of the selected alignment for Maryland 

Route klO  Extended lies within Planning Area 69, "Bladens- 

"burg-Defense Heights".  The remainder of the selected align- 

ment (U.S. Route 50 to Pennsy Drive) lies in the northern 

portion of Planning Area 72A, "Model Neighborhood Area". 

As a result of the approved Master Plan for Area 69» 

a portion of the right-of-way requirements for the improve- 

ment has heen acquired or placed in reservation along the 

corridor. 

Maryland Route UlO Extended (East-West Highway) is 

shown in the Bladensburg-Defense Heights approved Master 

Plan dated December I98O for Planning Area 69 as a proposed 

arterial highway. 

The current plan for Planning Area 72A, "Model Neigh- 

borhood Area", was adopted by the Maryland National Capital 

Park and Planning Commission and approved by the Prince 

George's County Council.  The plan is serving as the official 

guide for all major land use and public facility decisions 

for Planning Area T2A. 

The approved Master Plan for the planning areas es- 

tablishes an implementation staging concept.  The goal is 

"to prescribe a sequence of development that facilitates the 
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adequate provision of public facilities and services, and 

provides for logical growth and development of the planning 

area". The staging plan intends to indentify future points 

in the development process when it will be necessary to fund 

new highway and other public facilities. 

Within the immediate Maryland Route J+10 corridor, the 

Master Plan proposes seven categories of land use (plate 1*0. 

These land uses are listed below: 

Single Family Residential 
Multiple Family Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial 
Public, Quasi-Public 
Parks 
Open Spaces 

A comparsion of existing and planned land use in the 

area reveals much about expected development trends.  In 

general, there will be a conversion of existing woodlands, 

and/or lands not currently in use, to residential properties. 

Maryland Route i+lO Extended would improve access to the pro- 

posed development. 

The Master Plan for Planning Area T2A allows for con- 

tinued development of the industrial area located in the 

northern and western portion of the planning area. 

1|.A.2 Water and Sewer Service 

Staged development within the area would depend to a 

great extent on the ability to obtain water and sewer service. 

A new secondary sewage treatment facility has been built and 

is currently in operation serving the area. 
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U.A.3 Commercial Area and Activity Centers 

The goal of the commercial area and. activity element 

of the approved Master Plan is "to provide for well-designed 

activity centers responsive to local needs for shopping, 

public services and recreating, at locations that reinforce 

the community structure". No planned activity center would 

be adversely affected by the extension of Maryland Route 4l0. 

U.A.H Arterial Highways 

The proposed alignment of Maryland Route 1+10 Extended, 

as shown in the 1980 Master Plan for Planning Area 69, is 

designated as an 'Arterial Highway'.  An arterial highway 

is a facility having a minimum 120-foot right-of-way, and 

four or more lanes.  The proposed improvement would provide 

for east-west traffic demand through the center of the plan- 

ning area.  This traffic demand will become more evident with 

the development of the Metro East Triangle. 

The proposed alignment for Maryland Route 1+10 Extended, 

as shown in the September 1973 Master Plan for Planning Area 

72A, designates the proposed improvement between U.S. Route 

50 and Pennsy Drive as a 'Collector' type highway.  The future 

connection between Pennsy Drive and Jefferson Avenue is desig- 

nated as a proposed 'Primary' highway (Plate 12).  One of the 

objectives of the Master Plan for Planning Area 72A is "to 

provide an adequate major circulation system in balanced rela- 

tionship to the Metro Transit System station site, living 

areas and other land use within the Model Neighborhood Area". 
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U.A.5 Transit 

Two WMATA facilities are located within the general area 

of the Maryland Route UlO Extended corridor: the Landover Road 

and New Carrollton Stations. Both stations are within Planning 

Area T2A (Plate 7). 

The closest station to the corridor is the rail rapid 

transit facility at New Carrollton, located in an area known 

as the "Metro East Triangle" (Plate 12).  The "Metro East 

Triangle" is in the northeastern corner of Planning Area T2A 

and is formed by the intersection of the Amtrak railroad 

tracks, U.S. Route 50 and 1-95 (Capital Beltway).  In con- 

junction with the development and use of the rapid transit 

system, feeder bus routes have been established to serve the 

system and the accompanying facilities. 

l+.B Existing Use 

In the immediate Maryland Route klO  corridor, there are 

eight categories of existing land use (Plate 15).  These cate- 

gories are listed below along with an indication of their rela- 

tive abundance within the corridor: 

TABLE 12 

CURRENT .LATCD USE 

Single Family Residential 10$ 
Multi-Family Residential h% 
Commercial *»% 
Industrial 13% 
Public, Quasi-Public 12% 
Parklands !•% 
Open Space 
Land Not In Use/Woodland 
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The selected alignment begins at Riverdale Road in an 

area of apartments, some single family dwellings, and service 

oriented commercial establishments.  From this area the road 

would proceed southerly through an area of undeveloped wood- 

land, along a branch of Brier Ditch.  To the east of the road 

are the Lanham Woods and West Lanham Estates subdivisions. 

The latter of these subdivisions is abutted by land previously 

reserved for highway construction.  The Glenridge Junior High 

School and the Glenridge Shopping Center at Annapolis Road 

also adjoin this dedicated ground to the west.  At Annapolis 

Road, which is the drainage divide between Brier Ditch and 

Beaverdam Creek, the land use is all commercial - restaurants, 

auto retail, shopping and service stations, etc.  From Anna- 

polis Road, the highway would again pass through an area of 

undeveloped woodland until nearing Ardmore-Ardwick Road.  At 

this point, the road would abut the Lanham Terrace Apartments. 

Proceeding from the apartments, the highway would pass through 

an area of single family detached homes and then follow the 

existing interchange ramp from Ardmore-Ardwick Road over U.S. 

Route 50.  East of the selected alignment is a development of 

townhouses known as Hanson Oaks.  After crossing U.S. Route 

50, the alignment crosses Beaverdam Creek, its floodplain, 

the Amtrak (Pennsylvania Railroad) tracks, and the Metro line. 

It then enters the Ardwick Industrial Park and terminates at 

Pennsy Drive, a four-lane facility, 46 feet curb to curb to 

Polk Street. 
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U.C Federal Actions In The Area 

Action was undertaken to use Federal funds for the Metro 

System.  The regional plan for Metro was adopted in March 1968 

by the jurisdictions concerned. 

Of the 101 total miles of track in the system, over 'Iht 

is in Prince George's County.  The system includes four routes 

in Prince George's County.  One of the four routes (the New 

Carrollton Line) would serve the project area and has stations 

at Landover and New Carrollton. 

The planning for the New Carrollton Station (traffic access 

development, etc.) included the assumption that Maryland Route 

UlO Extended would be constructed as an integral part of the 

system. 

In addition to the Metro System, other projects within the 

area are being conducted with Federal participation.  These 

projects are the reconstruction of U.S. Route 50 (1-97 pro- 

ject), the Baltimore/Washington Parkway and studies to con- 

struct the Cabin Branch Interchange. 

The I-9T project consists of an interchange at 1-95/ 

U.S. Route 50 and the reconstruction of U.S. Route 50 to 

Interstate standards.  The limits of this project are from 

west of the I-95/U.S. Route 50 Interchange to South River for 

a total distance of approximately 15 miles.  The project is 

a candidate for addition to the Maryland Department of Trans- 

portation 1981-1986 Construction Program following Project 

Planning activities. 
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The Baltimore/Washington Parkway is proposed as a six- 

lane reconstruction type project. The project liiuits are from 

the D.C. line to the Baltimore City line for a total distance 

of approximately 30 miles. An Interim Alternates Meeting was 

held in June 1976 and Location Approval is estimated for the 

Spring of 1983. The project is still in the Project Planning 

stages. 

There are no activities planned beyond the Project Plan- 

ning studies for the U.S. Route 50/Cabin Branch Interchange. 

A total of three Public Hearings were conducted with the latest 

being held on April IT, 1979- 

/*/ 
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5.     PBOBABLE IMPACTS OF THE SELECTED ALTERNATE 

5.A Direct Impacts 

5.A.1 Natural/Wildlife 

The selected alternate passes through an area of habitat 

as described in Section 3.B.7.  This area is closely surrounded 

by development of varying degrees of density. The streams are 

biologically unproductive and larger species of wildlife, uncom- 

fortable living in close proximity to human activities, have 

long since moved to other areas. The only species remaining 

are small creatures which can live in small areas in close prox- 

imity to man. 

It is to be expected, therefore, that only the wildlife 

occupying the actual land to be built upon will be affected in 

the long run by the construction process. During construction, 

the habitat area impacted might include an additional 100 yards 

on either side. 

After construction there may be a continuing small number 

of road kills associated with the new road, especially where 

habitat exists on both sides of the road.  Fencing would prove 

ineffective as these animals are generally burrowers. 

Consultation with the Maryland Department of Natural Re- 

sources has revealed that Maryland Route 1+10 does not jeopardize 

the continued existence of any known rare or endangered species. 

A letter to this effect from the Director of the Nongame Wild- 

life Program is included in Appendix A. 

5-1 



bb 

5.A.2 Social 

The selected alternate will require the displacement of 

four businesses (night-club, towing service, construction mainte- 

nance service and machine shop) and nine homes, relocating an esti- 

mated thirty (30) persons. One family is projected to need housing 

as last resort. The value of these nine homes ranges between 

$60,000 and $150,000. Fifteen of those who would be displaced are 

of a black minority group. However, there does not appear to be 

any other adverse impact likely on any other groups (such as elder- 

ly persons, handicapped persons, pedestrians or bicyclists) caused 

by the selected alternate.  The income ranges of the residential 

displacees are from approximately $11,000 to $33,000. 

The selected alternate would reduce the response time for 

West Lanham Hills Fire Station No. 28 to the northern portion of 

Planning Area T2A, south of U.S. Route 50. 

The selected alternate will provide easier access to the 

Metro facilities at New Carrollton, thereby reducing the number 

of vehicles utilizing the existing local road network within the 

project area. 

The selected alternate would also provide access to the 

Ardwick Industrial area.  Access to this area from the Riverdale- 

Hyattsville vicinity is currently possible only via a series of 

local streets which results in considerable truck traffic in 

residential neighborhoods. 

The selected alternate will not require the use of any 

public recreational acreage. 

The selected alternate for the intersection of Maryland 
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Route UlO Extended and Riverdale Road (Alternate 2) will not re- 

quire the acquisition of any buildings.  However, the same is 

not true for the mainline "between Riverdale Road and Maryland 

Route ^50 (Annapolis Road).  The two dwellings at the end of 

Patterson Street would be affected. 

The selected alternate at,the juncture of Maryland Route 

UlO Extended and Maryland Route U50 (Annapol^.-Road) is a sig- 

nalized at-grade intersection that utilizes a raised concrete 

median on Maryland Route ^50.  The purpose of the raised median 

is to prevent vehicles from crossing Maryland Route U50, thus 

preventing potential rear-end collisions.  The night-club that 

is located on the south side of Maryland Route ^50, opposite 

the Glenridge Shopping Center, would be affected by this alternate. 

The selected alternate for the combined interchanges on 

U.S. Route 50 cause the greatest amount of impact.  Three busi- 

nesses and seven single family dwellings, displacing approxi- 

mately 23 persons (fifteen of which are minority group members), 

would be affected.  The three businesses are located on Adams 

Avenue.  Four of the seven single family homes are located on 

Ardmore-Ardwick Road, two are located on Parkwood Street in the 

Bellmeade subdivision and one is located on Adams Avenue. 

It is anticipated that there will be some reduction in 

property values of the homes located on Parkwood Street in the 

Bellmeade subdivision.  This is due to the partial taking of 

property for and the proximity of Ramp 'A' (see Exhibit 7). 
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A detailed study was made of the available replacement 

properties on the market for the subject area.  According to 

local real estate agents and local newspapers, there are 19 

suitable homes available in the same price range ($60,000) 

and 17 business sites (5 sale, 12 lease) available to 

relocate the 8 homes and 4 businesses to be taken. Five 

rental housing units are available for the one rental 

housing unit displaced. 

There are no known State or Federal projects that would 

interefere significantly with the successful relocation of 

the displacees on this project.  The estimated lead time for 

successful completion of relocations is twenty-four months. 

It is felt that all relocations could be accomplished in 

accordance with the requirments of the Uniform Relocation 

Assistance and Land Acquisition Program Act of 1970.  The 

Maryland State Highway Administration Relocation Assistance 

Program is described in Appendix G. 

Currently, communities along Ardwick Road north of the 

proposed U.S. 50/410 interchange have direct access to U.S. 

Route 50 eastbound and indirect access to U.S. 50 westbound. 

Average travel distance to the Metro Station area is 

approximately 3/4 mile, while travel  to westbound U.S. 50 

is apporoximately 1 1/2 miles, via U.S. 50 eastbound and the 

Metro East interchange. With the construction of MD 410 

Extended, the existing connection to U.S. 50 will be 

removed, and access to U.S. 50 will be provided via existing 
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local roads to MD 410 Extended.  The travel distance to 

westbound U.S. 50 would remain relatively unchanged and the 

travel distance to the Metro area would increase by 

approximately 1 mile. This impact is offset by the 

increased safety and lower traffic volumes of the local 

roads.  An at-grade intersection was not considered at the 

MD 410/Ardwick. Road intersection because of the proximity of 

interchange ramps, the various grades involved, and the 

difficulty of making such a configuration work safely and 

efficiently. 

5.A.3 Air 

The air quality anlaysis of the subject project was 

completed in September, 1979. No violations of the one-hour 

or eight-hour State and National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards are predicted to occur in either study year (1985 

and 2005) adjacent to the line segments studied.  This 

project is consistent with the State Implementation Plan and 

has been evluated considering: 1) relationship to reginoal 

air quality goals, 2) microscale carbon monoxide levels, and 

3) construction impacts.  See Appendix D for results of the 

Air Analysis and Consistency Statement. 
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5.A.i+ Noise 

The following noise sensitive receptors huve been iden- 

tified for the Maryland Eoute 1+10 Extended project: 

Noise Sensitive Area Description 

1 & 2 Wildercroft Apartment complex east of 
existing Eiverdale Road 

3 Auburn Manor Apartments east of NSA 1 
and 2, north of the centerline of Mary- 
land Route 1+10 Extended 

H Four single family residences in Lan- 
ham Woods along Sunrise Drive, west of 
Patterson Lane 

5 Development of thirteen single family 
residences on Sunrise Drive, east of 
Patterson Lane 

6 Eleven single family residences along 
Jefferson Street in West Lanham Estates, 
north of the centerline of Maryland 
Route It 10 Extended 

7 Seven single family residences along 
Ingraham Street and Jefferson Street 
in West Lanham Estates, east of NSA 6 

8 A single family residence at the corner 
of Annapolis Road and 67th Avenue 

9 Single family residential development 
of Landover Hills along Emerson Road 
east of Annapolis Road and north of 
the centerline of Maryland Route ItlO 
Extended. A portion of the area adja- 
cent to the right-of-way at Maryland 
Route 4l0 is presently undeveloped. 

10 Three single family residences along 
the west side of Ardmore-Ardwick Road 
northeast of the centerline of Mary- 
land Route 1+10 Extended 

11 Proposed West Lanham Hills Recreation 
Center presently undeveloped. There 
are no present plans for development. 
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Noise Sensitive 
Area  Description 

12 Hanson Oaks apartment complex on Ard- 
more-Ardwick Road east of NSA 10. 

13 Two existing single family residences 
on the north side of Ardmore-Ardwick 
Road east of NSA 10. 

l^A & ikB Single family residential development 
in Bellmeade along Parkwood Street 
between Taylor Street and T^th Place. 
This area includes Bellmeade Park, k 
acres of undeveloped land owned hy 
MNCPPC. There are no existing plans 
for development. 

15 Two single family residences along 
Ardmore-Ardwick Road south of the cen- 
terline of Maryland Route hlO  Extended. 

16 Seven single family residences opposite 
NSA 15 on Ardmore-Ardwick Road. 

17 Lanham Terrace Apartments west of NSA 
16. The structures are four-story 
garden apartment buildings. 

18 A single family residence at the end of 
Patterson Street on the south side of 
the centerline of Maryland Route ^10 
Extended opposite NSA 2. 

19 Single family residential development 
along 67th Place east of Riverdale Road. 

20 Glenridge Junior High School on Gallatin 
Street. The 2.h  acres at the back of 
the school property adjacent to the cen- 
terline of Maryland Route klO  Extended 
are owned by the Maryland National Capi- 
tal Park and Planning Commission (MNCPPC) 
and designated as Glenridge Neighborhood 
Playground. The area is undeveloped. No 
development plans exist. There are 
several ballfields located behind the 
school. The school building is approxi- 
mately 700 feet from the centerline of 
Maryland Route 1+10 Extended. 
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The mainline portion of Maryland Route klO  Extended, in- 

cluding the selected alternate at Riverdale Road (Alternate 2), 

will impact noise sensitive areas 1, 2, 3, h,  5, 6, 9, 17, 18, 

19 and 20. The selected alternate at Maryland Route ^50 (Alter- 

nate l) will impact noise sensitive areas 7 and 8. Noise sensi- 

tive areas 10, 12, 13, Ik,  15 and l6 will be impacted by Alter- 

nate 2 Modified, the selected alternate for the combined inter- 

changes on U.S. Route 50. 

Noise sensitive areas 1, 2 and 3 contain twelve three- 

story apartment buildings, which will be impacted to varying 

degrees. Areas k  and 5 contain more than fifty (50) improved 

residential lots, areas 6, 7, 8 and 11, over thirty (30) im- 

proved lots, area 9, more than forty (40). Area 9 also includes 

approximately thirty-five (35) unimproved lots. Areas 10, 12 

and 13 consist of eight (8) garden apartment structures, ten 

(10) improved residential lots and approximately fifteen (15) 

unimproved residential lots; areas 15, l6 and 17, six to eight 

apartments and twenty to thirty residences and areas 18 and 19 

over thirty (30) improved residences.  Noise senstive area 20 

was established at Glenridge Junior High School. 

The overall impact of the Maryland Route klO  Extended 

project will be a severe increase in ambient levels at most of 

the noise sensitive areas.  This is due to the fact that the 

receptors presently experience low levels of traffic generated 

noise. 

Only one noise sensitive area (19)» a residential develop- 
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ment along 6Tth Place, is expected to exceed Federal Design noise 

levels. Noise control measures have been investigated and it appears 

that measures can be implemented to reduce the iFpacts at noise 

sensitive areas 1, 3, k,  5, 6, T» 8 and IT. Plate l6 illustrates 

where these noise control measures would be recommended and futher 

studied during final design. The measures would be fences, walls, 

earth berms or combinations of each. The range of attenuation that 

can be expected is 8 to 10 dBA. Heights of these noise control mea- 

sures would average 12 to 15 feet and estimated costs are approxi- 

mately $200 lineal foot of barrier. Additional information can be 

found in the Noise Analysis for this project. The report was also 

distributed to local jurisdiction for their use in zoning and permit 

activities. 

The Wildercroft Elementary School has been permanently closed 

and was not considered as a noise sensitive area. 

5.A.5 Water Quality/Aquatic Life 

Beaverdam Creek and Brier Ditch are polluted and biologically 

unproductive. They support no significant fish population. Never- 

theless, the construction of Maryland Route klO  Extended could have 

impacts upon the aquatic life present in the Anacostia-Potomac 

River System, particularly if construction coincides with periods 

of heavy rains. However, every effort will be made to minimize 

these impacts and to reduce short-term water quality degradation to 

acceptable levels. 

Disruption to the existing groundwater table is anticipated to 

be minimal. Additional information in the form of soil borings will 

be obtained and a more accurate assessment of the groundwater table 

will be made during the design phase. 
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5.A.6    Stream Modification/Improvement 

The selected alternate would necessitate two crossings 

of Brier Ditch and the rechanneling of approximately 1000 feet 

of a branch of Brier Ditch adjacent to Lanham Woods (see Exhi- 

bit k  on page 6-9). Additionally, there will be three other 

crossings of drainage swales. Beaverdam Creek will be crossed 
i 

via structure, therefore minimizing the impact'to this stream. 

The relocation of Brier Ditch cannot be avoided without 

significantly increasing the impact upon the Glenridge Shopping 

Center at Maryland Route 1+50 and the Lanham Terrace Apartments 

north of Ardmore-Ardwick Road. 

In those cases where a Waterway Construction Permit is 

required, the State Highway Administration will cooperate with 

the Department of Natural Resources in order to design stream 

changes and crossings in a manner which will meet the long-term 

environmental requirements of the previously described existing 

biological community structure, and mitigate any associated ad- 

verse impacts.  This will be the case for Brier Ditch. 

5-A.7 Flood Hazards 

In accordance with Executive Order II988, the 100-year 

floodplain associated with Beaverdam Creek has been concep- 

tionally delineated and an evaluation of impact made. 

Federal Insurance Administration maps are not available 

for the project area. A floodplain study of the area was com- 

pleted by the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 

and was adopted by the Maryland Department of Natural Resources. 
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Exhibit 1 depicts the 100-year floodplain limits within the 

project area and are based on data obtained from Prince George's 

County and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 

Beaverdam Creek and its floodplain is fed by several 

tributaries, most of which originate beyond the Triangle. Two 

of the sources are on the west side of the Amtrak Rail. Their 

rate of flow into the Triangle is governed by the drainage 

structures under the Amtrak right-of-way. A third source ori- 

ginates on the east side of the Capital Beltway. The flow of 

this source is governed by the drainage structures under the 

Beltway and the enclosed system associated with the New Carroll- 

ton Metro Station. A fourth tributary emanates in the southwest 

quadrant of the I-95/U.S. Route 50 Interchange and flows north- 

westerly under U.S. Route 50 into Beaverdam Creek. The con- 

fluence of these tributaries is situated in the Triangle adja- 

cent to Corporate Drive. From the point of confluence, Beaver- 

dam Creek flows southwesterly toward the Ardmore-Ardwick 

underpass of U.S. Route 50. The rate of flow through this 

underpass is controlled by the pipe under the access ramp from 

westbound U.S. Route 50 to Garden City Drive. The area con- 

tained between this access ramp and Corporate Drive constitutes 

the existing retention system for the Triangle. 

The selected alternate for the interchanges on U.S. 

Route 50 (Alternate 2 Modified) were developed utilizing and 

in conformance with the above noted floodplain studies. With 

the exception of Ramp 'I' and portions of Ramp 'L' and Adams 
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Avenue Extended, which are proposed to be built on fill material, 

bridges were depicted in the southeast and southwest quadrants of 

the Maryland Route UlO/U.S. Route 50 Interchange in part to deter- 

mine that the impacts to Beaverdam Creek and its floodplain can be 

minimized. 

Hydraulic and hydrology studies are presently being con- 

ducted on Beaverdam Creek and its tributaries^  Upon completion 

of these studies, the actual length of structures will be determined 

to provide proper floodplain management. 

In July 1979, a floodplain field review was conducted by re- 

presentatives of Federal, State and County to validate findings and 

field conditions with Brier Ditch, Beaverdam Creek and their flood- 

plains and tributaries.  As a result of that field review, it was 

concluded that the construction of Maryland Route 1410 Extended, 

including the combined interchanges on U.S. Route 50, would not 

impose a significant impact on the floodplains of either Beaverdam 

Creek or Brier Ditch. 

None of the alternates selected will have a significant 

encroachment on the floodplain, afford risk to property or life, 

result in any impacts to the beneficial floodplain values or pro- 

vide direct or indirect support to further development within the 

floodplain. 

5.A.8 Construction 

As with all highway construction projects, the selected im- 

provement can potentially affect residents of the area by increas- 

ing air pollution, noise pollution, water pollution and visual 

pollution.  Each of these problems, while unavoidable, can be 

5-15 



"? 

mitigated somewhat by careful planning. 

During the construction phases of the project, noise 

emitted from construction equipment will be sporadic and of 

varying intensity. Information regarding noise levels from 

construction equipment such as bulldozers, earthmovers, scra- 

pers, etc. is limited and no prediction methods are currently 

available to assess the impact. A listing of noise levels 

measured for various types of construction equipment is given 

in Table 13. These levels are based upon limited measurement 

data and will vary depending on age and maintenance of equip- 

ment. 

Construction under normal circumstances would be con- 

fined to the hours between 7 a.m. - 6 p.m. No adverse impacts 

during evening or nighttime is expected to occur and consider- 

ation will be given to temporary noise control measures where 

warranted. 

The various stages of construction where impacts can 

occur are clearing and grubbing, grading, paving, seeding and 

mulching. 

5.A.9 Borrow Areas 

In accordance with the provisions and requirements of 

Chapter 21*5 of the Acts of 1970 for the State of Maryland, the 

Contractor shall be responsible for obtaining permits and/or 

approvals from the appropriate County agency for any off-site 

work, which includes off-site borrow pits, waste areas, and the 

treatment of these during and after completion of the project. 

The County agency would refer the plan for such areas to the 
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Soil Conservation District for review and approval of the ero- 

sion and sediment control provisions. A copy 01 the permits 

and/or approvals must be furnished to the Engineer prior to 

5.B Secondary Impacts 

The construction of a highway corridor through vacant or 

unimproved areas could result in impacts that are secondary to 

the initial undertaking. Among these impacts are more rapid 

commercial land development, alteration of population and area 

growth patterns, and changes in the pattern of social and economic 

activities.  These changes can have far more impact, in a cumula- 

tive sense, than the primary impacts associated with the highway 

improvement.  The existing Master Plans for the area ensure that 

these will only occur where desired. 

In the case of Maryland Route ^10 Extended, the highway 

corridor is predominantly wooded or vacant land, and is in an 

area which has experienced a large amount of development.  The 

approved Master Plan for Planning Area 69, which includes the 

highway corridor between Riverdale Road and U.S. Route 50, shows 

Maryland Route ^10 Extended.  Thus, by utilization of the Master 

Plan, development has been limited primarily to those areas adja- 

cent to the corridor.  The same is true for the adjacent Master 

Plan for Planning Area 72A.  In this case, the highway corridor 

passes through the Ardwick Industrial Park. 

Maryland Route i+lO Extended will also provide better 

access to the Metro Station at New Carrollton.  This action, by 

rerouting non-local traffic off local streets and onto limited 
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access Maryland Route UlO Extended, could induce a more inten- 

sified land use in the areas immediately adjaceit to the road 

interchanges and Metro Station, and provide greater employment 

opportunities. 

5.C Mitigation of Impacts 

When considering the adverse impacts associated with a 

highway construction action, it must he realized that these 

impacts fall within three time frames:  construction, the 

short-term and the long-term. Mitigation of adverse impacts 

is essentially the alternation of practices and plans to re- 

flect the constraints present in each of these time frames. 

This section will address the potentials for mitigation of 

adverse environmental impacts of the selected action discussed 

in the previous section. 

The construction of Maryland Route klO  Extended will have 

certain impacts upon the corridor, depending to a certain 

degree upon which alternate is selected. 

To reduce right-of-way acquisition and construction impacts 

to those properties that are adjacent to the corridor, two types 

of roadway sections, open and closed, for the mainline have been 

evaluated and will be considered during the final design phase 

of the project.  These sections each utilize a raised median 

that varies from l6 to 30 feet.  As discussed in the Draft En- 

vironmental Impact Statement, the median width for the mainline 

of Maryland Route klO  Extended was 5^ feet. 
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To minimize impacts to those properties in the vicinity 

of Maryland Route 1+10 Extended and Maryland Route 450,. an at- 

grade signalized intersection has been selected in lieu of the 

diamond type interchange. 

To provide access to the Hanson Oaks community. Alternate 

2 Modified (the selected alternate) provides for a bridge over 

Maryland Route 410 Extended (see Exhibit 7). 

The State Highway Administration has the responsibility 

to protect Maryland's land, water and air from pollution which 

may result from its assigned activities. This responsibility 

is documented in the following manner:  for all alignments, 

Federal and State regulations would be incorporated into the 

construction specifications and coordinated with the Maryland 

Deparoment of KTatural Resources to minimize water quality de- 

gradation and other environmental impacts. 

All highway contracts contain specific items for erosion 

and sediment control measures. These include: 

- Temporary sediment traps 
- Temporary ditch basins 
- Retaining streams in natural state 
- Stone embedded baffles in concrete channels to act 

as energy dissipaters 
- Berming of fills and installing temporary slope drains 
- Construct certain side ditches as first order of business 
- Install permanent slope pipes at no-cut, no-fill inter- 

section 
- Construct serrated cuts where soils permit 
- Rip-Rap ditches for velocity control 
- Permanent seeding and mulching as soon as possible 
- Terracing of steep slopes accompanied with woody vege- 
tation 

- Temporary seeding where grading will be exposed for an 
extended period 
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Close liaison will be maintained with Soil Engineers, the 

Department of Water Resources, the Soil Conservation Service 

and other government agencies implementing these erosion and 

sediment control measures. Also, close liaison will be main- 

tained with the Maryland Department of Natural Resources con- 

cerning the location and design of structures which affect 

water courses. 

It is standard design procedure to maintain the maximum 

amount of existing vegetation and to require re-vegetation of 

all exposed soil areas. Drainage channels will be lined with 

material appropriate for the velocity of water carried if 

needed. Structures will be provided with waterway openings 

of proper shape and size to pass flood flows with a minimum 

increase in the natural or existing flood flow velocity at the 

structure and to keep the rise of the upstream flood surface to 

a minimum. Detailed standards and specifications are stated 

in the State Highway Administration's "Book of Standards - 

Highway and Incidental Structures", and "Erosion and Sediment 

Control Programs" as approved by the Maryland Department of 

Natural Resources. 

The construction phase of the project has the potential 

of impacting the ambient air quality through such means as 

fugitive dust from grading operations, materials handling, and 

disposal of land clearing debris. The State Highway Administra- 

tion has addressed this possibility by establishing specifica- 

tions for Materials, Highway, Bridges, and Incidental Structures 
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which specifies procedvires to "be followed by contractors in- 

volved in State work. 

The Maryland Bureau of Air Quality and Noise Control was 

consulted to determine the adequacy of the specifications in 

terms of satisfying the requirements of the Regulations Govern- 

ing the Control of Air Pollution in the State of Maryland. The 

Maryland Bureau of Air Quality and Noise Control found that the 

specifications are consistent with the requirements of these 

regulations. Therefore, during the construction period, all 

appropriate measures will be taken to minimize the impact on the 

air quality of the area. 
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6.  ALTERNATES 

6.A Alternate Corridor 

With the adoption of the Master Plans for Planning Areas 

69 and T2A, and the subsequent reservation and/or acquisition 

of land for highway construction along with the adjacent deve- 

lopment, an additional alternate alignment for Maryland Route 

klO  Extended would be inconsistent with the master plans and 

was not considered (see Exhibit 2 and Section 2.C, page 2-15). 

6.B Detailed Description of the Selected Alternate 

As previously mentioned in Chapter 1, the Selected Alter- 

nate for Maryland Route UlO Extended consists of a signalized 

at-grade intersection (Alternate 2) at Riverdale Road, a sig- 

nalized at-grade intersection (Alternate l) at Maryland Route 

1*50, two (2) interchange configurations (Alternate 2 Modified) 

on U.S. Route 50 that are connected with a collector-distribu- 

tor road system, and a "T" type intersection at Pennsy Drive. 

This section will address each of those alternates selected, 

the construction and right-of-way costs and a summary of the 

impacts associated with each alternate. 

6.B.1 Riverdale Road (Alternate 2) 

The alternate selected at Riverdale Road and Maryland 

Route 1+10 Extended is a channelized "T" intersection, which 

will be signalized (see Exhibit 3). Maryland Route klO  Extended 

has been shifted easterly from the centerline alignment to allow 

the extreme right lane of eastbound Riverdale Road, which is a 
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RIVERDALE   ROAD 
ALTERNATE      2   ;• 

MARYLAND    ROUTE    410   EXTENDED, 
RIVERDALE    ROAD   TO   PENNSY  DRIVE 

INCLUDING U.S. ROUTE  50  INTERCHANGES 
CONTRACT      NO-        P  891-025-371 

SCALE:   l'** 200' EXHIBIT     3 
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right turn lane, to clear 67th Place.  The channelization island 

is large and clearly defined and would provide some storage area 

to permit safer merging movements. This alternate provides for 

a free dual right turn from eastbound Riverdale Road to south- 

bound Maryland Route UlO and a signalized dual left turn move- 

ment from northbound Maryland Route klO  to westbound Riverdale 

Road. 

Right-of-way required from the apartments on the south 

side of Riverdale Road between 67th Place and 67th Avenue has 

been minimized.  However, right-of-way acquisition will be re- 

quired from several private owners and the former Wildercroft 

Elementary School on the north side of Riverdale Road.  This 

alternate reduces the impact of 67th Place on the right turn 

lane from eastbound Riverdale Road. 

All existing entrances are provided for, however, numer- 

ous entrances located off the western portion of Riverdale Road 

may tend to break-up the through movements on Riverdale Road. 

A consolidation of the eastern entrances for the former 

Wildercroft Elementary School is recommended for this alternate. 

6.B.2 Centerline Maryland Route 1+10 Extended 

As previously mentioned in Section 6.A, an additional 

alternate alignment for Maryland Route 1+10 Extended would be 

inconsistent with the area master plans. 

This section will describe the centerline of Maryland 

Route 1+10 Extended and the typical roadway sections that have 

been evaluated. 
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After leaving Riverdale Road, the centerline of Maryland 

Route UlO Extended is generally in a cut section for approximately 

3,000 feet. From this point to the at-grade intersection selected 

at Maryland Route ^50, the vertical alignment is in fill. Verti- 

cal grades range from \%  to h%  through this area. The maximum 

degree of curve utilized through this portion of the road is 

1° - 30" (see Exhibit \). 

After leaving Maryland Route 450, the alignment generally 

remains in fill. Approaching Ardmore-Ardwick Road, the align- 

ment then transitions from fill to cut, and remains in cut until 

it crosses U.S. Route 50 via structure. After crossing U.S. 

Route 50, the alignment generally remains in a fill section to 

Pennsy Drive. Vertical grades range from 3%  to 5%,  and the 

maximum degree of curve is 2 degrees. 

Two types of roadway sections are being considered for the 

centerline of Maryland Route 4l0 Extended from Riverdale Road to 

U.S. Route 50:  an 'Open' type (Alternate l) and a 'Closed' type 

(Alternate 2). 

Alternate 1 consists of two 24-foot wide roadways that are 

separated by a raised median that varies in width from l6 to 30 

feet. Each roadway would have a 12-foot outside shoulder, 10- 

feet of which is paved, followed by l8-feet of safety grading 

(see Exhibit 5). Two future lanes could be placed in the median, 

if necessary, by utilizing a double-faced concrete median barrier. 

Alternate 2 would also consist of two 24-foot wide road- 

ways that are separated by a raised median that varies in width 
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16 to 30 feet  (see Exhibit 5).     Type   'A'   combination curb and 

gutter is provided along the outside edge of the shoulders 

(driver's right) to contain the runoff.     Two additional lanes, 

separated by a double-faced concrete barrier could be constructed 

utilizing the 30-foot wide median.    Utilization of this section 

would reduce right-of-way acreage requirements and establishment 

takings. 

Alternates 1 and 2 will be considered as design alter- 

nates during the project's final design phase. 

The roadway section for the centerline of Maryland Route 

hlO Extended from U.S.  Route 50 to Pennsy Drive will be a 

'Closed'   type (see Exhibit  5)« 

6.B.3    Maryland Route 1+50  (Alternate l) 

The alternate selected at the juncture of Maryland Route 

hlO Extended and Maryland Route k50  (Annapolis Road)  is a sig- 

nalized at-grade intersection (see Exhibit 6).    With the excep- 

tion of the single left turn lane that is provided on Maryland 

Route 1+50 for those vehicles destined to go northbound on Mary- 

land Route 1+10 (and 76th Avenue),  double left turns and storage 

will be provided for the remaining left turn movements.     Three 

through lanes  in each direction would be provided on Maryland 

Route 1+50 along with a raised concrete curb in the median to 

prevent vehicles  from turning across  oncoming traffic  into the 

various  commercial establishments.     The raised median,  however, 

would only be constructed from the intersection with Maryland 

Route  1+10 Extended south to Gallatin Street  and north to 76th 

Avenue. 
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MARYLAND   ROUTE    450 
ALTERNATE    I 

MARYLAND     ROUTE    410   EXTENDED, 
RIVERDALE     ROAD   TO  PENNSY DRIVE 
INCLUDING U.S. ROUTE  50 INTERCHANGES 

CONTRACT NO.        P 891- 025-371 

SCALE: I    =200 EXHIBIT    6 
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Most of the improvements can be accomplished within 

the existing right-of-way of Maryland Route 1+50. However, 

additional right-of-way will be required on the south side 

of Maryland Route ^50 to allow for the three through lanes. 

This alternate would require no major utility reloca- 

tion.  The channelization islands are relatively large and 

clearly defined. 

6.B.U Combined Interchanges on U.S. Route 50 
(Alternate 2 Modified) 

The alternate selected for the combined interchanges 

on U.S. Route 50 (John Hanson Highway) is Alternate 2 Modi- 

fied (see Exhibit 7).  This alternate provides access to the 

Ardwick Industrial Park, the New Carrollton Metro Station 

and the Metro East Triangle area via a Collector-Distributor 

Road System. This system serves as the main link between 

these two interchanges on U.S. Route 50. 

Access to the Hanson OaJcs Community is provided by 

a bridge over Maryland Route UlO Extended (see Exhibit 7). 

One study that is presently being conducted for the 

1-97 Project is the consideration of High Occupancy Vehicle 

(HOV) lanes.  The use of these lanes could be incorporated 

into the Maryland Route UlO Extended project and serve as an 

alternate to the Collector-Distributor (C-D) road system. 

Basically, the HOV lanes (or system) would consists of utiliz- 

ing and converting the existing eastbound roadway of U.S. 

Route 50 to two-way traffic.  The existing westbound roadway 
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would remain. A new eastbound roadway for U.S. Route 50 

would be constructed parallel to the HOV lanes. A W-foot 

wide median would separate the two roadways. 

The advantage of utilizing and incorporating a system 

like this into the Maryland Route klO  Extended project is 

that the westbound collector-distributor road would no longer 

be required.  In other words, the existing westbound roadway 

of U.S. Route 50 is replacing the westbound collector-distri- 

butor (C-D) road. Another advantage is that only one new 

roadway (the eastbound roadway of U.S. Route 50) needs to be 

constructed as opposed to constructing two for the C-D system. 

This not only would reduce the right-of-way acreage require- 

ments and construction costs, it would also minimize the im- 

pact to those properties that are located in the northeast 

and northwest quadrants of the Maryland Route UlO/U.S. Route 

50 Interchange. 

The 1-97 Project Public Hearing was held on March 3, 

198l at the Benjamin Tasker Junior High School in Bowie, Mary- 

land. A decision by the State Highway Administration regarding 

the use of either the HOV lanes or C-D roads is expected by 

Summer, 198l. 

6.B.5 Construction and Right-of-Way Costs 

Exhibit 8 illustrates the construction and right-Of- 

way costs for the selected alternates. The total costs shown 

in Exhibit 8 are based on a 30-foot wide raised median for the 

mainline of Maryland Route UlO Extended. 
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EXHIBIT 8 

CONSTRUCTION AND RIGHT-OF-WAY COSH 
MARYLAND ROUTE UlO EXTENDED 

(30-Foot Wide Raised Median) 

t3f 

Description Right-of-Way 
Acres 

Right-of-Way 
Costs 

Construction   Total 
Costs     Cost of 
 Improvement 

Selected 
Alternate 

(Open Roadway 
Section) 

88 $ 9,907,300    $ J+5,1+00,000 $ 55,307,300 

Selected 
Alternate 

(Closed Roadway 
Section) 

8U $ 9,527,800    $ it5,628,000 $ 55,155,800 

NOTE:  The construction of noise control measures would add an estimated 
$1,920,000 to the total cost of the project. 
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6.B.6 Summary of the Impacts 

In this section the various impacts resulting from each 

alternate selected are brought together to furnish a composite 

picture of the adverse and positive effects. 

Because each of the alternates selected follow basically 

the same alignment, most of the impacts are essentially indenti- 

cal. This is certainly true with the wildlife and habitat, en- 

dangered species, water quality, stream modification, flood 

hazard, air quality, noise, social and visual impacts which were 

described in Section 5.A, Direct Impacts. There are, however, 

some differences between each alternate selected. These differ- 

ences will be highlighted in this summary section. 

In order to comprehend the impact resulting from increases 

of ambient noise levels, the following categories have been estab- 

lished and will appear in those exhibits for Project Noise Levels. 

Change In Ambient Noise Levels   Impact Assessment 

+ 0 - 5dBA Negligible 
+ 6 - lOdBA Minor 
+11 - 15dBA Significant 

over 15dBA Severe 

As stated earlier, the selected alternate is the construc- 

tion of Maryland Route klO  Extended. 

The selected alternate begins at the intersection of 67th 

Avenue and Riverdale Road.  Riverdale Road will become Maryland 

Route hlO  for approximately 800 feet.  At the point where Mary- 

land Route 1+10 Extended leaves Riverdale Road, a signalized at- 

grade intersection was selected.  Maryland Route 410 Extended 

then passes through a vacant area approaching Maryland Route 1+50. 
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At Maryland Route ^50,  a signalized at-grade intersection was 

selected. 

Leaving Maryland Route U50, Maryland Route 410 Extended 

continues southerly crossing U.S. Route 50 (John Hanson Highway). 

Two interchange configurations on U.S. Route 50 that are con-: 

nected with a Collector-Distributor road system were selected. 

After crossing U.S. Route 50, Maryland Route UlO Extended 

crosses Beaverdam Creek and its floodplain, the Amtrak railroad 

tracks, and the elevated Washington Metropolitan Area Transit 

Authority (WMATA) tracks, before terminating at Pennsy Drive. 

This summary of impacts section will follow basically 

the alignment just described. First, the impacts of the sig- 

nalized at-grade intersection at Riverdale Road will be presented, 

followed by the mainline of Maryland Route ^10 Extended, the 

signalized at-grade intersection at Maryland Route ^50, and 

finally the combined interchanges on U.S. Route 50 (John Hanson 

Highway). 

a.  Riverdale Road (Alternate 2) 

The alternate selected at Riverdale Road and Maryland 

Route UlO Extended will require the acquisition of right-of-way 

from several private owners and the former Wildercroft Elemen- 

tary School, thereby reducing not only the individual holdings, 

but also reducing the County tax base (see Exhibit 9)- 

The entrance to 67th Place could present a problem 

due to westbound vehicles on Riverdale Road turning across the 

through eastbound movement.  The converse is also true because 
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EXHIBIT  9 /y/ 
DISPLACEMENT AND RELOCATION FACTORS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 410 EXTENDED 
RIVERDALE ROAD 

(30-Foot Wide Raised Median) 

ALTERNATE 
SELECTED 

NO. OF PROPERTIES 
AFFECTED 

OPEN CLOSED 

IMPROVE MENTfS 
AFFECTED 

ACREAGE 
REQUIRED 

OPEN CLOSED OPEN CLOSED 

VALUE OF LAND TAKEN 
OFF TAX ROLLS 

OPEN CLOSED 

ANNUAL 
TAX LOSS 

OPEN. CLOSED 

Alternate 2 4.6 4.5    $ 232,168 $   212,503    $ 4,574    $ 4,186 
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of the close proximity of 67th Place to the intersection of 

Maryland Route UlO Extended. The movements into or from 67th 

Place would be interfered with by vehicles eastbound on River- 

dale Road turning southbound on Maryland Route ItlO Extended. 

To alleviate this impact to 67th Place, Maryland Route 410 

Extended has been moved easterly. This would locate the 67th 

Place entrance off of the turn lane, thereby providing a better 

intersection flow. 

A consolidation of the two eastern entrances for the 

former Wildercroft Elementary School is also considered under 

this alternate. 

This alternate does not violate the State and Federal 

one hour or eight hour ambient air quality standards. 

Noise sensitive area (NSA) 19, a residential area 

(see Plate 16), would be impacted by this alternate. NSA 19 

is expected to exceed Federal design noise levels (see Section 

5.A. 10. 

h.  Mainline Maryland Route UlO Extended 

As a result of the approved Master Plans (reference 

Section 2.C), development in the vicinity of the highway corri- 

dor has been limited only to areas adjacent to the roadway align- 

ment.  For instance, commercial development along Maryland Route 

450, west of the proposed West Lanham Hills Recreation Center, 

has been permitted with the exception of the area that is utilized 

for the crossing of Maryland Route 1+10 Extended. West of the 

centerline alignment (opposite the proposed West Lanham Hills 
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Recreation Center)  are the Lanhem Terrace Apartments.    Any shift 

in the centerline alignment of Maryland Route 1*10 Extended would 

result in considerable adverse impact to these apartments and 

the Recreation Center, which would involve a l*(f)  Statement. 

In addition,   considerable adverse impacts would occur at the 

Glenridge Shopping Center, West Lanham Estates  and other deve- 

loped areas. 

To even further minimize the impacts to the alignment 

of Maryland Route 1+10 Extended, two alternate roadway sections 

that have raised medians varying in width from 16 to 30 feet 

were evaluated and will be considered during the design phase 

as alternatives. 

Alternate 1 consists of two 2l+-foot wide roadways 

that  are separated by a raised median that varies in width from 

l6 to 30 feet.     Each roadway would have a 12-foot outside should- 

er,  10-feet  of which is paved,  followed by l8-feet of safety 

grading  (see Exhibit  5).     Two future lanes  could be placed in 

the median,  if necessary, by utilizing a double-faced concrete 

median barrier. 

Alternate 2 would also  consist  of two 2l|-foot wide road- 

ways that are separated by a raised median that varies in width 

from 16 to 30 feet  (see Exhibit  5).    Type   'A'   combination curb 

and gutter is provided along the outside edge of the shoulders 

(driver's  right)  to contain the  runoff.     Two additional lanes, 

separated by a double-face concrete barrier could be constructed 

utilizing the 30-foot wide median.     Utilization of this section 

6-28 



M 

would reduce right-of-way acreage requirements and establishment 

takings. 

Both sections would permit the placement of a third 

lane per direction in the 30-foot wide median at some future 

time. 

Considering the 30-foot wide raised median, Exhibit 10 

illustrates the displacement and relocation factors associated 

with the mainline of Maryland Route iilO Extended. 

An area of West Lanham Estates in the vicinity of cen- 

terline station 79-80+ is in close proximity to the centerline 

of Maryland Route illO Extended. A portion of Jefferson Street 

and private dwellings to the east of the centerline would suffer 

visual impact. The same is true from station ll6 to 123+ in the 

vicinity of the Wildercroft Apartments.  The centerline of Mary- 

land Route 1*10 Extended passes to the west of the parking lot 

adjacent to one of the apartment buildings. No portions of 

Jefferson Street or the parking area adjacent to Wildercroft 

Apartments would be acquired. However, the two dwellings at the 

end of Patterson Street (east of the apartments) would be acquired. 

Two schools. Beacon Heights Elementary and Glenridge 

Junior High School, are located adjacent to the mainline corri- 

dor.  The closest of these is Glenridge Junior High, some TOO 

feet west of the centerline alignment.  The construction of 

Maryland Route 1*10 Extended would have a minimal impact on 

these two facilities. 

The noise level in the design year 2005 is expected to 
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EXHIBIT  10 N* 
y 

DISPLACEMENT AND RELOCATION FACTORS 
MARYLAND ROUTE 410 EXTENDED 

MAINLINE 

(30-Eoot Wide Raised Median) 

LOCATION 
NO. OF PROPERTIES 

AFFECTED 
IMPROVEMENTS 
AFFECTED 

ACREAGE 
REQUIRED 

VALUE OF LAND TAKEN 
OFF TAX ROLLS 

OPEN CLOSED OPEN     CLOSED OPEN CLOSED OPEN CLOSED 

ANNUAL 
TAX LOSS 

OPEN CLOSED 

I 

Mainline 16 15 22 19 $ 633,791    $ 550,061    $ 12,486   $ 10,836 
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be in the 62 to 72dBA range. By constructing noise barriers, it 

is expected that exterior ground noise levels wouj.d be reduced 

approximately lOdBA. 

The mainline portion of the project would impact the 

noise sensitive areas adjacent to it and others of the same de- 

gree regardless of the alternate constructed. The noise sensi- 

tive areas impacted by this portion of the alignment are 1, 2, 3, 

it, 5, 6, 9, 11, IT, 18, 19 and 20. Area 19 would experience a 

Federal design noise level exceedance. Areas 3, 5, 6, 11, 17 and 

20 would experience severe increases (over 15dBA). The levels 

projected represent the noise anticipated within the sensitive 

area at the closest point to the alignment (see Exhibit 11). 

The highway corridor contains large areas of land 

which are undeveloped. One area between Maryland Route ^50 and 

U.S. Route 50 (John Hanson Highway) has been subdivided. How- 

ever, no housing construction is currently underway.  Construc- 

tion of Maryland Route ^10 Extended would greatly increase the 

ambient noise in these areas. Federal design noise level cri- 

teria do not specifically pertain to undeveloped lands. Projec- 

tions based upon aforementioned traffic parameters indicate that 

the design noise level for Category B would be exceeded 70 to 75 

feet from the highway.  Other approximate noise levels are listed 

in the following table. 

Distance From Highway L10   Le$_ 

100 70dBA \jr\  dM 
200 66dBA (, £ J$A 
300 63dBA •(,(> j^ 
^00 6ldBA S2 ABA. 
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EXHIBIT      11 If? 

PROJECT NOISE LEVELS - MARYLAND ROUTE 410 EXTENDED 
MAINLINE 

NOISE 
SENSITIVE 
AREA 

DESCRIPTION AMBIENT 

^10 l-«t 

DESIGN YEAR 
L10  (2005) Lg^ 

CHANGE IN 
L10 

IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT 

• 1 Residential 56 dBA <=>3> 67 dBA lp« + 11 Significant 

2 Residential 56 dBA S^ 64 dBA \,\ +  8 Minor 

• 3 Residential 4=1 dBA ^W 67 dBA <-<* + 18 Severe 

- 4 Residential 46 dBA 43, 61 dBA 5-2 + 15 Severe 

- 5 Residential 46 dBA 4^, 65 dBA tz + 19 Severe 

- 6 Residential 49 dBA 4U 67 dBA ^ + 18 Severe 

9 Residential 55 dBA sa 62 dBA sn +  7 Minor 

•11 Recreational 49 dBA ^'o 63 dBA LS + 19 Severe 

• 17 Residential 4<$ dBA •n 68 dBA ys + 22 Severe 

18 Residential 5? dBA ^^ 60 dBA sn +  8 Minor 

*19 Residential 64 dBA ^^ 73 dBA + -JO +  9 Minor 

• 20 Glenridge Junior 
High School 

4' ' dBA ^4 61 dBA ss + 14 Significant 

(+ Federal design noise level exceeiei) 
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Copies of the Technical Noise Report were sent to 

Prince George's County Land Planning Officials. 

Neither of the two alternate highway sections are 

expected to violate the State and Federal one hour or eight 

hour ambient air quality standards. 

During construction, short-term degradation of the 

water quality in Brier Ditch can be expected. However, degra- 

dation would be kept to a minimum and there would be little 

impact on this short-term degradation. 

The construction of Maryland Route UlO Extended would 

allow planned development to occur at a much faster rate. The 

'Closed' type roadway section for the mainline would better 

lend itself to future development that would the 'Open' section. 

With the curbed closed section, future entrances could be made 

to Maryland Route 410 Extended with a minimum amount of disrup- 

tion to the roadway and the adjoining drainage system, 

c. Maryland Route ^50 (Alternate l) 

The alternate selected for the juncture of Maryland 

Route 4l0 Extended and Maryland Route 1+50 is a signalized at- 

grade intersection. 

This alternate will require the acquisition of the 

nite-club that is located opposite the Glenridge Shopping Center 

and additional right-of-way along the south side of Maryland 

Route 1+50 (just north of the intersection) to accommodate the 

additional lanes through this area. 

A raised concrete median will be constructed west of 
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the intersection to Gallatin Street and east of the intersection 

to 76th Avenue. The concrete median, a necessary safety feature, 

will eliminate turns across Maryland Route ^50 to various commer- 

cial establishments. Some change in public buying or service 

habits could result. This could have a minor adverse impact on 

the adjacent commercial establishments. 

A signal will be provided at 76th Avenue and Maryland 

Route 1+50 to control turning movements into and out of 76th 

Avenue. 

Some minor adjustment to the sanitary lines in the 

area is anticipated. This will cause no adverse impact. 

Exhibit 12 illustrates the displacement and reloca- 

tion factors for a 30-foot wide raised median and Exhibit 13 

illustrates the project noise levels for this alternate. 

d.  Combined Interchanges on U.S. Route 30 
(Alternate 2 Modified) 

The selected alternate for the combined interchanges 

on U.S. Route 50 (John Hanson Highway) is Alternate 2 Modified. 

These interchanges are connected by a collector-distributor road 

system which provides for direct access to the Metro East Tri- 

angle, the New Carrollton Metro Station and the Ardwick Indus- 

trial Park. 

This alternate would require the acquisition of three 

(3) businesses that are located on Adams Avenue, four (h)  single 

family dwellings on Ardmore-Ardwick Road, and two (2) single 

family dwellings on Parkwood Street in the Bellmeade subdivision. 
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EXHIBIT  12 }0 
DISP,LACEMENT AND RELOACTION FACTORS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 410 EXTENDED 
MARYLAND ROUTE 450 

(30-Foot Wide Raised Median) 

ALTERNATE 
SELECTED 

NO. OF PROPERTIES 
AFFECTED 

OPEN CLOSED 

IMPROVEMENT 
AFFECTED 

OPEN CLOSED 

ACREAGE 
REQUIRED 

OPEN CLOSED 

VALUE OF LAND TAKEN 
OFF TAX ROLLS 

OPEN CLOSED 

ANNUAL 
TAX LOSS 

OPEN CLOSED 

Alternate 1 4.3 3.8    $ 980,089    $ 866,125    $ 19,308   $ 17,063 
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EXHIBIT  n 

PROJECT NOISE LEVELS 
MARYLAND ROUTE 410 EXTENDED AND MARYLAND ROUTE 450 

ALTERNATE 1 

/^ 

NOISE DESCRIPTION AMBIENT DESIGN YEAR CHANGE IN IMPACT 
SENSITIVE L10 \_ft) L10  (2005) Le^ L10 ASSESSMENT 

AREA 

* 7 Residential 50 dBA 47 65 dBA   Co^- + 15 Severe 

"8 Residential 55 dBA 52. 66 dBA   k^> + 11 Severe 
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Access to the Hanson Oaks Community will be provided 

via Ardmore-Ardwick Road, and a bridge over Maryland Route hlO 

Extended. 

To reduce construction costs and impacts to the Am- 

trak and WMATA tracks, a "diamond" configuration was selected for 

those ramps that are located in the southeast and southwest quad- 

rants of the Maryland Route hlO/U.S.  Route 50 Interchange. 

After crossing U.S. Route 50 approaching Pennsy Drive, 

the typical roadway section for Maryland Route UlO Extended tran- 

sitions to a 56-foot closed section (see Exhibit 5). Utilizing 

a roadway section of this type in conjunction with a retaining 

wall adjacent to the Hechinger Company would minimize the impact 

to the Ardwick Industrial Park. A "T" type intersection will be 

constructed at Pennsy Drive. 

This alternate will not impose a significant impact 

on Beaverdam Creek and its floodplain. 

The construction of these two interchanges, in conjunc- 

tion with the development that is currently taking place within 

the Metro East Triangle, would facilitate expansion and further 

development of the Ardwick Industrial Park and the Model Neigh- 

borhood area. Also, construction of this alternate would remove 

truck traffic from neighborhood streets. 

Response time from Fire Station No. 28 (reference 

Plate 13) to emergencies within the southern portion of the Mary- 

land Route 1+10 Extended corridor would be reduced due to a more 

direct route of response.  This could lead to a reduction of 
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insurance rates in this portion of the corridor. 

Exhibit lh  illustrates the displacement and reloca- 

tion factors for this alternate. Exhibit 15 illustrates the 

project noise levels for Alternate 2 Modified. The change in 

ambient levels are expected to increase by a range of 2-lldBA. 

6.C Alternatives Considered 

This section will briefly describe other alternates that 

were considered during the course of the study, but were not 

chosen as part of the selected alternate. Additional informa- 

tion such as:  air and noise impacts, construction costs, right- 

of-way costs, displacement and relocation can be found in the 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement (FHWA-MD-EIS-79-O^-D). 

6.C.1 Riverdale Road (Alternate 1 and 3) 

Alternates 1 and 3 (Exhibits l6 and 17) are both at-grade 

signalized intersections. Both are similar in that they each 

provide free dual right turns from eastbound Riverdale Road to 

Maryland Route klO  Extended southbound, and from northbound 

Maryland Route klO  Extended to eastbound Riverdale Road (after 

stopping). Also, both alternates provide dual left turn lanes 

from northbound Maryland Route hlQ  Extended to westbound River- 

dale Road. However, in utilizing a concept such as this, the 

stopline for those vehicles waiting to make a left turn from 

northbound Route lHO to westbound Riverdale Road must be clearly 

defined to avoid having them interfere with those vehicles 

making a left turn from westbound Riverdale Road to the south- 

bound lanes of Route 1*10 on the other signal phase. The alter- 
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EXHIBIT        14 Itff 
DISPLACEMENT AND RELOCATION FACTORS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 410 EXTENDED 
COMBINED INTERCHANGES ON U.S. ROUTE 50 

ALTERNATE 
SELECTED 

NO. OF PROPERTIES 
AFFECTED 

IMPROVEMENTS 
AFFECTED 

ACREAGE 
REQUIRED 

VALUE OF LAND TAKEN 
OFF TAX ROLLS 

ANNUAL 
TAX LOSS 

Alternate 2 
Modified 38 

54.40 $ 3,606,030 $ 71,280 
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EXHIBIT  15 

MARYLAND ROUTE 410/U.S. ROUTE 50 INTERCHANGE 
AND 

U.S. ROUTE 50/NEW CARROLLTON METRO STATION ACCESS INTERCHANGE 
ALTERNATE 2 MODIFIED 

//5 y 

NOISE 
SENSITIVE 
AREA 

DESCRIPTION AMBIENT 
L10 L€« 

DESIGN YEAR 
L10  (2005) Le^ 

CHANGE IN 
L10 

IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT 

> 

•10 

• 12 

13 

14A 

• 14B 

15 

#16 

Residential 

Residential 

Residential 

Residential 

Residential 

Residential 

Residential 

58 dBA SS" 69 dBA «* 

52 dBA ^ 63 dBA (*o 

64 dBA bl 67 dBA M- 

5$ dBA 65" 65 dBA G»l 

61 dBA 5-4 70 dBA tT 

67 dBA fc4 64 dBA (,1 

68 dBA toS- 70 dBA ui 

+ 11. 

+ 11 

+ 3 

4- 7 

+ 9 

+ 0 

+ 2 

Significant 

Significant 

Negligible 

Minor 

Minor 

Negligible 

Negligible 
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MARYLAND    ROUTE    410   EXTENDED, 
RIVERDALE     ROAD    TO PENNSY  DRIVE 
NCLUDING U.S.   ROUTE 50  INTERCHANGES 

CONTRACT     NO. P 891-025-371 

SCALE :  I"=-200' EXHIBIT    16 
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nate selected (Alternate 2) does not have dual left turn lanes. 

To reduce the impact of 67th Place on the right turn 

lane from eastbound Riverdale Road, Maryland Route UlO Extended 

was shifted in an easterly direction in the alternate selected. 

Note the location of Maryland Route UlO Extended in Alternates 

1 and 3. 

6.C.2 Mainline Maryland Route 410 Extended 

As mentioned in earlier sections of this document, an 

additional alternate alignment for this project would be incon- 

sistent with area Master Plans, and therefore, was not considered. 

Initially, two (2) types of roadway sections were proposed 

for the mainline of Maryland Route ^10 Extended from Riverdale 

Road to U.S. Route 50 (see Exhibit 18). 

Alternate 1 was an 'Open' type roadway section having two 

24-foot wide lanes in each direction separated by a 54-foot wide 

median. Each roadway has 10-foot wide shoulders on the outside 

(driver's right) and 4-foot wide median shoulders on the inside 

(driver's left).  Two additional lanes could have been constructed 

within the median area.  Drainage ditches were provided left and 

right of the centerline. 

Alternate 2 was a "Closed' type roadway section.  It had 

the same median width, number of lanes and shoulder widths as in 

Alternate 1, except that curb and gutter was added to the outside 

shoulders (driver's right) to contain teh runoff within the pro- 

posed improvement.  Utilization of this section would have re- 

duced right-of-way acreage requirements and establishment takings. 
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2% 
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2% 

TYPICAL    OPEN     SECTION-MD. ROUTE   410 
ALTERNATE    I 

10-0" 20-0' 

Shoulder 

GUARD RAIL 

lO'-O"       16'- 0"     4-0 

£1 

£        CONSTRUCTION" 

10-0"    l3'-0" 23-0" 23-0 

II'-0" WITHOUT   BIKE 
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8-0 

TYPE A COMB. TYPICAL CLOSED SECTION- MD. ROUTE 410 TYPE A C0MB 

CURB 8 GUTTER- .,   —r-^., A—^      ^ CURB   a   GUTTER 
ALTERNATE   2 

4-0 
Median 

RETAINING 
WALL 

TYPE A   COMB. 
CURB  8   GUTTER 

DRAINAGE     DITCH 
AS    REQUIRED TYPICAL  SECTION-MD. ROUTE 410 

PENNSY   DRIVE  TOWARD U.S.ROUTE 50 

TYPICAL    SECTION     RAMPS 
MD. ROUTE   450 AND U.S. ROUTE 50 INTERCHANGE 

Grading    AslO'-O"          R           width 
« « ».« n  

Required Shldr. As      Required 
( 15 Minimum) 

P/GE 

£ 
TYPE A COMB. 
CURB 8 GUTTER 

TYPICAL   SECTION- RAMP   WITH  CURB 
MD. ROUTE 410   AND   U.S. ROUTE  50 INTERCHANGE 

NOTES: 

I. The dimensions   shown are for   the purpose  of determining cost estimates  and 
environmental   impacts,and are   subject   to change during   the final design  phase. 

2.The typical sections  shown   hereon   were   initially  considered  and have been 
addressed   in  the   Draft   Environmental    Impact   Statement. 

TYPICAL        SECTIONS 

MARYLAND    ROUTE    410   EXTENDED, 

RIVERDALE     ROAD   TO  PENNSY  DRIVE 
INCLUDING U.S.   ROUTE 50 INTERCHANGES 

CONTRACT NO. P 891-025-371 

SCALE:NONE EXHIBIT      18 
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Both of these sections, when utilized, would have required 

land from a proposed Hf) area (West Lanham Hills Recreation Cen- 

ter) and would have had more of an impact to those properties 

along the mainline between Riverdale Road and U.S. Route 50 than 

the two sections that are shown in Exhibit 5. 

6.C.3 Maryland Route 4^0 (Alternates 2 and 3) 

Alternate 2 is an at-grade signalized intersection (see 

Exhibit 19).  It is the same as Alternate 1 (the selected alter- 

nate) except that the raised concrete curb in the median on 

Maryland Route 450 has now been replaced with a striped median. 

By utilizing striping in lieu of the raised median, traffic will 

be able to turn across Maryland Route ^50 to the adjacent commer- 

cial establishments. However, this increased flexibility also 

carries with it an increase in traffic hazards, therefore, Alter- 

nate 2 was not selected. 

Alternate 3 is a grade-separated diamond interchange (see 

Exhibit 20). This alternate requires considerably more right- 

of-way than the other two alternates. The Glenridge Shopping 

Center would lose a considerable amount of their parking spaces 

and access to the Shopping Center via Route 1+50 would be elimi- 

nated. The 60" Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission water- 

line would have to be relocated.  Also, traffic would be per- 

mitted to cross Maryland Route 1+50 (striped median).  These 

turning vehicles would interfere with the through movements of 

traffic along Maryland Route 1+50 and cause a safety hazard. 

Therefore, this alternate was not selected. 
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6.C.U Combined Interchanges on U.S. Route $0 
(Alternates 1 and 2) 

Alternate 1 consists of two interchanges on U.S. Route 50 

(see Exhibit 21). Both interchanges are connected with a collec- 

tor-distributor road system that is independent of U.S. Route 50. 

Because of the complexity in constructing those ramps over the 

Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA) and Amtrak 

rail systems at the Maryland Route klO/U.S.  Route 50 Interchange 

area, and the impact of Ramps 'A' and 'E' to several homes on 

Parkwood Street, this alternate was not selected. Also, access 

to the Hanson Oaks community would have been denied via Ardmore- 

Ardwick Road, thus requiring the construction of Ellin Road Ex- 

tended to Hanson Oaks Drive. 

Alternate 1 would require the same three businesses on 

Adams Avenue as in the selected alternate. However, a total of 

eleven homes would be affected, displacing approximately 

thirty-six (36) people. 

Alternate 2 (Exhibit 22) is very similar to Alternate 1, 

except that Ramp 'E' (northwest quadrant of Maryland Route 410/ 

U.S. Route 50) has now been replaced with Ramp 'L' at the U.S. 

Route 50/New Carrollton Metro Station Access Interchange and 

Ramp 'G' has been replaced with Ramp 'M'.  Even though Ramp 'L' 

replaces Ramp 'E', thus reducing the impact to those homes along 

Parkwood Street in the Bellmeade subdivision, this alternate 

would still require extensive ramp construction over the WMATA 

and Amtrak rail systems.  In addition to constructing Ellin Road 
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MARYLAND ROUTE 410/U.S. ROUTE 50 INTERCHANGE 
US. ROUTE 50/NEW CARROLLTON METRO STATION ACCESS INTERCHANGE 

ALTERNATE      2 
MARYLAND   ROUTE   410   EXTENDED, 

RIVERDALE    ROAD TO   PENNSY   DRIVE 
INCLUDING    U.S.   ROUTE    50    INTERCHANGES 

CONTRACT      NO.     P 891-025-371 

SCALE   r^OO1 EXHIBIT    22 
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Extended (as in Alternate l), this alternate would require the 

acquisition of the same three businesses on Adams Avenue and 

six dwellings. 

6.C.5 TSM Alternates 

A total of four TSM Alternates were considered and eval- 

uated for the Maryland Route 1+10 Extended project. 

The purpose of the TSM Alternate is to determine what 

improvements could be made to an existing network of local 

streets (usually within the study area) to accommodate a pro- 

jected volume of traffic for a given design year for a "No- 

Build" Alternate. Some of these improvements could consist of 

constructing new streets and commuter parking lots, widening 

streets to increase capacity and extending streets to complete 

a network of streets. Also, new traffic signals could be in- 

stalled and bike paths added to the pavements. Along with 

these improvements, the economic, engineering, social and 

environmental impacts are also evaluated, 

a.  TSM Alternate 1 

TSM Alternate 1 (Plate 17) represents a proposal that 

was prepared by the Combined Citizens Coalition for the Maryland 

Route 1+10 Extended Project (see Appendix A) and presented to the 

Maryland State Highway Administration on March 18, 1980.  After 

review and consideration by the interdisciplinary team, a written 

report of this proposal, dated July 7, 1980, was prepared and 

submitted to the representative of the Combined Citizens Coali- 

tion.  A copy of this report can be found in Appendix A. 
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Basically, TSM Alternate 1 consists of reconstructing 

Riverdale Road to six lanes from 6lst Place to 67th Avenue, 

and to five lanes from 67th Avenue to Maryland Route Ii50; the 

extension of Riverdale Road from Maryland Route ^50 to 85th 

Avenue; the extension of Ellin Road to Ardwick Road bypassing 

the Hanson Oaks subdivision (a connection to Hanson Oaks Drive 

would also be provided); the extension of 85th Avenue to Ellin 

Road; and the extension of Jefferson Avenue to Pennsy Drive. 

A complete 'diamond' interchange was assumed at the juncture 

of Maryland Route UlO Extended and U.S. Route 50. The Metro 

Access Interchange would remain as shown in Plate 17. 

Reconstructing Riverdale Road to five lanes from the 

vicinity of 67th Avenue to Maryland Route U50 in this alter- 

nate would provide an acceptable level of service through the 

project's design year.  However, this expansion would result 

in noise level exceedence at six noise sensitive areas. 

Implementing this alternate would affect a total of 

twelve (12) dwellings, 1 retail outlet store (Toy'R'US) and 

1 apartment building that is located within the Bryant Woods 

Apartment complex.  The total construction costs and right-of- 

way costs are $1*7,^1,000 and $11,323,000. 

b.  TSM Alternate 2 

TSM Alternate 2 (Plate 18) is similar to TSM Alternate 

1 except that the ramp in the northwest quadrant of the Mary- 

land Route J+IO/U.S. Route 50 Interchange has been deleted. 

The impacts associated with TSM Alternate 2 are similar 
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MARYLAND    ROUTE     410   EXTENDED, 
RIVERDALE    ROAD   TO  PENNSY   DRIVE 
INCLUDING U.S.   ROUTE 50 INTERCHANGES 

CONTRACT     NO. P    891-025-371 

SCALE:   \" = 2000' PLATE    18 
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to those for TSM Alternate 1.  The same retail outlet store and 

the same apartment building would have to be acquired, with 

eleven (ll) single family homes being affected. The dwelling 

not being affected by this alternate is the last house on the 

south side of Ardwick Road near the interchange at U.S. Route 

50.  This dwelling would not have to be acquired because the 

ramp in the northwest quadrant has been eliminated from the 

proposed partial diamond interchange at U.S. Route 50.  As in 

TSM Alternate 1, this alternate also exceeds the project's 

design noise levels at the same six (6) locations on Riverdale 

Road.  The total construction and right-of-way costs associated 

with this alternate are approximately $^7,200,000 and $11,300,000 

respectively. 

c.  TSM Alternate 3 

TSM Alternate 3 (Plate 19) is similar to TSM Alternate 

1, except that the extension of Riverdale Road from Maryland 

Route ^50 to 85th Avenue has been deleted.  The reatail outlet 

store and the apartment building are not required and ten (10) 

single family homes are being affected.  This is due to the 

elimination of the extension of Riverdale Road between Maryland 

Route i*50 and 85th Avenue.  However, the proposed full diamond 

interchange at U.S. Route 50 will require the acquisition of the 

house located on Ardwick Road, previously mentioned in TSM Alter- 

nate 1. As In TSM Alternates 1 and 2, this alternate will also 

exceed the project's design noise levels on Riverdale Road.  The 

total construction and right-of-way costs associated with TSM 
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Alternate 3 are approximately $U6,900,000 and $8,i+00,000 respec- 

tively. 

d.  TSM Alternate k 

TSM Alternate k  (Plate 20) is similar to TSM Alternate 

3 and has the least impact of all four TSM Alternates considered. 

This alternate will require the acquisition of nine (9) single 

family dwellings. As in Alternate 3, the retail outlet store 

and the apartment building are not acquired.  The home on the 

south side of Ardwick Road near the interchange on U.S. Route 

50 would not have to be acquired.  As in the other three alter- 

nates, this alternate will also violate the project's design 

noise levels on Riverdale Road.  The total construction and 

right-of-way costs associated with this alternate are $U6,600,000 

and $8,1*00,000. 

6.C.6 No-Build Alternate 

With the No-Build Alternate, Maryland Route 1+10 Extended 

would not be constructed.  The crowded condition on Riverdale 

Road would continue to exist and increase in severity as the 

generated traffic increases, even if Riverdale Road is widened 

to a four-lane facility from the Baltimore/Washington Parkway to 

Maryland Route ^50 by Prince George's County.  The No-Build Alter- 

nate, or road widening, would not help to solve the problem of 

north/south movements within the area.  Public transportation 

within the area would remain a problem, even with the opening of 

the New Carrollton Metro Station. 

If Maryland Route 1+10 were not extended as proposed, the 
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LnQ noise levels at sensitive areas would remain at present 

levels or increase slightly (l-3dBA). This is due to the fact 

that no new source of traffic noise would be introduced into the 

area. Exhibit 23 presents as estimate of noise levels in 2005- 

Of the twenty noise sensitive areas, two would experience levels 

that exceed Federal design noise levels.  Those two residential 

areas are 15 and l6. 

6.D Selected Alternates for Location Design Approval 

The following alternates for the Maryland Route UlO Ex- 

tended project are selected for location approval: 

1. Alternate 2 for the intersection of Riverdale Road and 
Maryland Route 1+10 Extended; 

2. Alternate 1 for the juncture of Maryland Route UlO Ex- 
tended and Maryland Route 1+50; 

3. and Alternate 2 Modified for the U.S. Route 50 segment 
of the project. 

In addition to the above alternates, the following design 

features are also included: 

1. A roadway section that provides full access controls 
for the mainline of Maryland Route 1+10 Extended from 
Riverdale Road to the structure over U.S. Route 50; 

2. A closed roadway section for the mainline of Maryland 
Route 1+10 Extended from U.S. Route 50 to Pennsy Drive; 

3. Consideration in the project design phase of utilizing 
a typical roadway section that has a raised median 
ranging in width from 16 to 30 feet.  The design phase 
activities will determine whether to use an 'Open' or 
'Closed' type roadway section; 

1+.  Consideration of stage construction during the design 
phase for the combined interchanges on U.S. Route 50. 
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EXHIBIT     23 

PROJECT  NOISE   LEVELS   -   NO-BUILD   ALTERNATE 

)1$ 

NOISE 

SENSITIVE 

DESCRIPTION AMBIENT 

L10  *-£$ 

DESIGN YEAR 
L10  (2005) / r.a 

CHANGE IN 
L10 

IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT  . 

,  AREA 

1 Residential 56 dB^ 53 * + 2-3 Negligible 

2 Residential 56 dBi 5-3 * + 2-3 Negligible 

3 Residential 49 dBA 

dB^ 

41/ * + 2-3 Negligible 

4 Residential 46 «h * + 2-3 Negligible 

5 Residential 46 dBA 4-3 * + 2-3 Negligible 

6 Residential 49 dBA «(, * + 2-3 Negligible 

7 Residential 50 dBft An * + 2-3 Negligible 

8 Residential 55 
1 

dBA 52 * + 2-3 Negligible 

9 Residential 55 dBJ\ 

dBA 

52. * + 2-3 Negligible 

10 Residential 58 ^^ 67 dBA (-^ + 9 Minor 

11 Recreational 49 dB^ M, * + 2-3 Negligible 

•12 Residential 52 dB \ *) 57 dBA  S+ + 5 Negligible 

13 Residential 64 dB \ (/I 64 dBA U 1 + 0 Negligible 

14A Residential 61 dB A 5<S 61 dBA  SS + 0 Negligible 

14B Residential 58 dBlA ss 65 dBA  1*2. + 7 Minor 

15 Residential 67 
1 

dBA u4 71 dBA + (J>2 + 4 Negligible 

16 Residential 68 dBA 
i 

l»S 7 3 dBA + HO + 4 Negligible 

17 Residential 46 dBA 
! 

43 * + 2-3 Negligible 

18 Residential 52 dEJA ^ 
* + 2-3 Negligible 

19 Residential 64 dBA 
i 

y\ 65 dBA  (fl2- + 1 Negligible 

20 Glenridge Junior 47 dBA M * + 2-3 Negligible 

High School 

* Noise sensitive area not directly impacted by high 
it can be expected that levels may increase by 2-3 

+ Federal design noise level violation. 

volume highways.  Projection of future noise levels not possible, but 
dBA by the design year. 
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7. PROBABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS WHICH CAMOT BE AVOIDED 

7.A Probable Impacts 

This section will discuss the probable impacts upon the 

environment previously described which, from the standpoint 

of prudent decision-making, are considered adverse and un- 

avoidable at this time. In some cases, the unavoidable adverse 

impacts may be substantially minimized, if not totally elimi- 

nated, during the detailed design phase or during the actual 

construction phase of the project. However, for the purpose 

of this Environmental Impact Statement, all such impacts will 

be identified. 

7.A.1 Relocation 

Right-of-way acquisition if one of the more important 

impacts of this, or for that matter, any highway project.  In 

spite of careful planning, refinement, reservation and/or 

acquisition of right-of-way, the selected alternate for the 

Maryland Route UlO Extended project will require the acquisi- 

tion of one (l) night-club, three (3) businesses and nine (9) 

dwellings, resulting in the dislocation of an estimated thirty 

(30) residents, fifteen of which are minority group members. 

One family is projected to need housing as last resort. Due to 

the long interval of time between the commencement of relocation 

activity and the commencement of construction of the improvement 

and the amount of replacement housing and commercial establish- 

ments available in Prince George's County, no significant pro- 

blems are anticipated with regard to relocation. 
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7.A.2 Visual 

Some visual intrusion upon the residents adjacent to the 

Maryland Route hlO  corridor can be anticipated along the selected 

alternate. However, through the use of proper landscaping this 

visual intrusion could be reduced. 

7.A.3 Water Quality 

The construction of Maryland Route 1*10 Extended necessi- 

tates the crossing of Brier Ditch twice, and contributing swales 

three times. Beaverdam Creek and its adjoining floodplain will 

be crossed via bridges for the mainline and ramps. The mainline 

approaching Beaverdam Creek will cross contributing swales twice. 

During the construction phase of the project, every 

effort will be made to control erosion. However, it is likely 

that some sediment may reach these streams and have an adverse 

effect on water quality and aquatic life. The precise effect 

on water quality will be highly dependent upon the types of 

materials entering the stream, i.e. whether the materials 

entering are construction materials or petroleum products or 

soil. With the implementation of erosion and sediment control 

measures, every effort will be made to minimize these impacts 

and to reduce short-term water quality degradation to acceptable 

levels. 

7.A.U Wildlife 

The construction of Maryland Route UlO Extended will 

necessitate the use of wildlife habitat to a large degree with- 

in the right-of-way. However, it is not feasible to expect the 
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the area, if the selected alternate is not constructed, to remain 

in its predominantly wooded and/or undeveloped ttate. Through 

re-vegetation practices following the construction, much of the 

physical and visual impact may be mitigated. 

7.A.5 Utilities 

The construction of Maryland Route ^10 Extended may re- 

quire some adjustments to the existing utilities within the 

corridor. However, this adjustment is not expected to incon- 

venience any of the users. 

T.A.6 Noise 

The generation of construction equipment noise during 

the building of Maryland Route hlO  Extended will be adverse 

to the surrounding area and is relatively unavoidable.  Loca- 

lized shielding may be utilized in some instances to reduce 

noise from a single source, but overall construction site noise 

cannot be eliminated. 

Noise generated by automobiles using the new facility 

likewise cannot be completely eliminated.  The use of smooth 

roadway surface and gradual grades will reduce the generation 

of noise to some degree. The analysis of noise impacts (see 

Section 5.A.U) shows that there are twenty (20) noise sensitive 

areas within the corridor.  Noise Sensitive Area 19 is the only 

area that exceeds the Federal design noise levels.  Noise control 

measures such as:  fences, walls, landscape screen plantings, 

earth berms or combinations of each are recommended and as they 

are site specific remedies, they will be further studied during 
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8.  SHORT-TERM IMPACTS MD LONG-TERM BENEFITS 

As outlined earlier in this Statement, the construction 

of Maryland Route UlO Extended would have a number of short- 

term impacts that would adversely affect the environment. 

During the construction phase trees, vegetation and wildlife 

habitat may be disturbed ajid removed. There will be some 

soil erosion, noise and air pollution generated by construction 

equipment on the site. During the construction period, vehicles 

traveling some roads may experience delays and/or diversion 

causing minor social and economic inconvenience. Activities 

in the areas adjacent to construction may also be disrupted 

by the noise and activity necessary for construction of the 

facility. 

The short-term adverse impacts from noise created by 

construction equipment, air pollution, and disruption of 

activities will diminish after construction. With the develop- 

ment of more efficient combustion of fuels, improved design of 

tires, engines and roadway surfaces, the longer term adverse 

impacts from air and noise pollution would presumably decrease 

somewhat in time. Where feasible, noise from the highway 

will be abated by acoustical barriers. The social impact 

created by the relocation of homes and businesses would, over 

a period to time, diminish because of their re-establishment 

in new locations. No community is being divided and kept 

separate from its other half.  Instead, the alignment has 
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utilized, for the most part, vacant area set aside years ago 

for this project. 

The long term productivity of the area would be enhanced 

in several ways. Improved access would be provided to the 

commercial establishments adjacent to Maryland Route ^50, as 

well as the Metro Station. Traffic flow to and from the Ard- 

wick Industrial Park would be improved. The selected alter- 

nate would also improve the traffic flow within the Model 

Neighborhood area, including the Metro Station by providing 

a direct link to other parts of the County. The enhancement 

of additional employment areas can improve the economic base 

of the area and the County. 

There would also be an improvement in safety. The 

selected alternate would remove traffic from arteries which 

are approaching capacity or have already reached their 

capacity. 
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9.     IRREVERSIBLE MD IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES 

The land to be used for the construction of Maryland 

Route klQ  Extended cannot he termed an absolute and irreversi- 

ble loss. 

Although the land utilized by the project cannot be 

termed irreversible, the growth pressures to which the project 

is responding may very well commit the undeveloped adjacent 

areas to forms of development that would preclude the possi- 

bility of the roadway being used for any other purpose. In 

addition, the land use preempted by the construction of Mary- 

land Route UlO Extended may never be able to be re-established 

in the study area. 

Irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources 

created by the project include: the use of wildlife habitat, 

the removal of trees when the highway is built, the rock or 

minerals excavated, and the borrow material required, both in 

the land to be utilized and the additional fuel necessary to 

haul it. The alteration of the visual environment for some 

areas is also an irreversible impact. In other areas, the 

landscaping of the right-of-way will re-establish some measure 

of the wooded view now extant. 
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10.  IMPACT ON PROPERTIES AND SITES OF HISTORIC SIGHIFICMCE 

There will be no impact on any properties of State or 

Local significance arising from the construction of Maryland 

Route 1*10 Extended. Both the Maryland Historic Trust and 

the Prince George's County Division of the Maryland National 

Capital Park and Planning Commission have reported that there 

are no properties or sites of historic significance within 

the Maryland Route ^10 corridor.  Consultations with the 

Maryland State Archaeologist have revealed that there are 

no sites of archaeological significance within the Maryland 

Route hlO  corridor (see Appendix A). 

/f? 
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December 10, 1975 

Jarrett L. Cross 
Environment 5 Technology- 

Assessments, Inc. 
7768 Woodmont Avenue 
Bethesda, Md.  20014 

Dear Mr. Cross: 

Proposed State Highway Administration road 
improvements to Maryland Routes 410, 193, and 
Route 22, east of Bel Air, do not jeopardize the^ 
continued existence of any known endangered species 
population. 

Sincerely, 

iC/U^ 
Bernard F. Halla, Director 
Nongame Wildlife Program 

cc:  R. Bitely 
C. Brunori 
G. Taylor 
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SUMMABY OF COMBINED LOCATION/DESIGN PUBLIC 
HEARING 

A Combined Location/Design Public Hearing was held Decem- 

ber i+, 1979 at Glenridge Junior High School. The purpose of 

the Public Hearing was to receive testimony regarding the lo- 

cation and design of the Maryland Route klO  Extended Project 

and the environmental consequences of implementing the alter- 

nates under consideration. The No-Build and Build Alternates 

together with the engineering, economic, social and environ- 

mental consequences expected to result from these alternates 

were presented to the public for consideration. 

Mr. Shook, District Engineer for the Maryland State High- 

way Administration (MSHA) in Montgomery and Prince George's 

Counties, opened the hearing by giving a brief description of 

the project and introduced those members of the Project Plan- 

ning Team who would participate in the hearing. 

Following Mr. Shook, Mr. S. L. Helwig, Project Manager, 

MSHA, described the alternates and summarized the environmental 

impacts associated with each alternate.  The alternates he des- 

cribed were the two types of roadway sections (open and closed) 

that could be utilized for the mainline of Maryland Route 1*10 

Extended, three at-grade signalized "T" type intersections for 

Riverdale Road at Maryland Route 1*10 Extended, two at-grade 

signalized intersections and a diamond interchange for the 

juncture of Route 1+10 and Maryland Route 1+50 (Annapolis Road), 
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and two types of interchange configurations on U.S. Route 50 

(John Hanson Highway). Following the description of these 

alternates, Mr. Helwig then described the No-Build Alternate. 

A summary of the environmental effects then followed. 

Mr. Jonathan Willis, Chief of the Right-Of-Way Division 

for District 3, followed by explaining the State Highway Ad- 

ministration's right-of-way acquisition policies. 

Ms. JoAnn Hardnett of the State Highway Administration 

Equal Employment Opportunity Office continued the presentation 

by describing Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 196U, as 

"amended, and it's relevance to the project. 

Prior to intermission, Mr. Shook brought to everyone's 

attention that there were additional, brochures available at 

the table in the hallway. Also, he mentioned that written 

comments received by December IT, 1979 would be included in 

the hearing transcript. And for those who had not signed up 

to speak that evening and wished to do so, could sign up at 

the desk during intermission. 

During intermission, citizens were invited to view wall 

displays of the proposed alternates. Mr. Charles Walsh, 

Mr. Louis Ege and Mr. Jim Thompson of the Maryland State High- 

way Administration and Mr. Robert Campbell and Mr. Michael 

Chasin of Baltimore Transportation Associates were on hand to 

answer questions.. 

The hearing continued with the following comments: 

1. David Bird, State Delegate representing the 23rd District, 

expressed concern of this project. He questioned the 



need of extending the road past U.S. Route 50 and the 

conection to Riverdale Road.  He felt there should be 

access to Pennsy Drive to service the Industrial Park 

and there should be access to the Metro Station and 

the Triangle beyond that to service the employees and 

the commuters that are coming into the area.  He was 

also concerned that designated park areas not be 

developed for other purposes with the. advent of the 

roadway, and that the Regional Park be developed 

concurrently with the highway.  Reiterating his 

concern of this project, he urged all citizens to be 

vigilent, that this road project does not become a 

nightmare in the 23rd District. 

RESPONSE:  The section of Maryland Route 410 Extended 

from Riverdale Road to U.S. Route 50 appears in the 

approved Master Plan for the Bladensburg-Defense 

Heights area and the adopted Model Neighborhood Area 

Master Plan (see page 201).  If this section were not 

built, vehicles would continue to use a series of 

local streets for access to the Ardwick Industrial 

area and the Metro East Triangle area.  Air and noise 

problems would continue to exist and the number of 

accidents would continue to increase on these streets 

(see page 2-12).  The proposed park is part of the 

land use plan and is included in the approved master 

plan.  The county has the responsibility to protect 

and develop the park site. 
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2. Sylvania Woods, member of the House of Delegates, 

representing District 25 and the other members of the 

25th Legislative District team, spoke in support of 

Alternate 2 for the roadway and interchanges. 

3. Mr. Stephen Oseroff, Director of Real Estate for Giant 

Food, spoke in favor of Alternate 2 for the 

interchange at Maryland Route 410/Maryland Route 450. 

He strongly opposes Alternate 3, the diamond 

interchange. 

/*? 
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4. Mr. Addison Pinkney, local resident, was concerned 

over the differences in the posted speed limits for     / / 

Ardmore-Ardwick Road (30 mph), Buchanan Stret (15 mph) 

and the Glenridge area (25 mph); the lack of snow 

removal equipment and sanitation equipment to clean 

streets; and the increase in traffic volumes on local 

streets from the Metro East Triangle. 

5. Mr. Vernon Leon, Vice President of Citizens Bank & 

Trust Company, was concerned over the large radius 

(200 feet) and right of way lines that are shown for 

the free right turn lane at the intersection of 

Ardwick-Ardmore Road and Adams Avenue.  He presented 

an alternate plan with a smaller radius (110 feet). 

RESPONSE:  Alternate 2 Modified, the selected 

alternate, has been revised to reflect the 110-foot 

radius. A letter regarding this decision is included 

in this Appendix. 

6. Ms. Alberta G. Jones, 7541 Ardwick-Ardmore Road, 

wanted to know what noise abatement measures were 

being planned along MD 410 Extended.  Ms. Jones, a 

minority, was especially interested in why no noise 

control measures were planned in her neighborhood, 

since the predominantly white community of Bellemeade 

would receive protection in the form of barriers 

placed along Parkwood and Taylor Streets and 74th 

Place. 
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RESPONSE: While barriers were considered to protect 

these areas in the DEIS, they are not recommended. 

Reanalysis of design year noise levels utilizing 

refined traffic projections indicates that none of the 

areas in Bellmeade or the Ardwick area will exceed 

design noise levels. Moreover, for the most part, 

increases over ambient noise levels are negligible to 

minor.  However, two noise sensitive areas (#10 and 

#12), in Ms. Jones' area, will experience an 11 dBA 

increase. Full noise control measures are not 

considered cost effective at these two sites (see the 

feasibility discussion in Appendix E).  Partial 

abatement measures in the form of landscape screen 

plantings will be implemented. 

7. Mr. David F. Murray, of Ben Dyer Associates, 

representing Shell Oil (developer of the Metro East 

Triangle), endorsed Alternate 2 for the U.S. Route 50 

Interchange. 

Ill 
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8. Alice McNeil, a resident of the Ardmore Road /»"T/ 

neighborhood, expressed displeasure over the project 

and stated that the only altenrate the neighborhood 

would accept would be the No-Build Alternate.  She 

also mentioned that Riverdale Road is the worst road 

in the County and that more effort and money should be 

spent on Riverdale Road and not an extension. 

RESPONSE:  On March 18, 1980, the Combined Citizens 

Coalition presented a proposal to the State Highway 

Administrator.  One of the items in that proposal was 

the consideration of upgrading and improving the 

existing highways and intersections.  Riverdale Road, 

among others, was included. A report was prepared and 

is included in this Appendix (see letter dated July 7, 

1980). Also reference Section 6.C.5. 

9.  Mr. Herman McNeil, who lives at 7720 Ardmore-Ardwick 

Road, expressed how he was unable to gather 

information about the proposed highway, and why access 

to the Triangle area would not be from the Capital 

Beltway.  He also prefers the No-Build Alternate. 

RESPONSE:  Reference letter dated November 16, 1979 in 

this Appendix.  Access to the Metro East Triangle area 

from the Capital Beltway would be inconsistent with 

the Master Plan. 

10.  Mr. Daniel M. Morahan, who resides at 4005 74th Place, 

Bellemeade, spoke in favor of the Maryland Route 410 

project. 
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11. Marion Brown, a minority, who resides at 7716 

Ardmore-Ardwick Road and represents the 

Ardraore-Ardwick. Women's Auxilliary, denounced the 

proposed Route 410 project and urged the State Highway 

Administration to adopt the No-Build Alternate. 

She feels the proposed access is inconvenient and 

will isolate the remaining homes making them more 

vulnerable to being vandalized and to receiving poor 

policy and fire protection. She feels it will also 

adversely impact the school children since their walk 

to school and)church will be lengthened. 

RESPONSE:  The selected alternate (Alternate 2 

Modified) at the Maryland Route 410/U.S. Route 50 

Interchange, provides access to the Hanson Oaks Area 

by bridging Maryland Route 410 extended, reconnecting 

Ardmore-Ardwick Road.  That access will be 

maintained. 

12.  Gwendolyn Johnson, who resides at 7604 Ardmore-Ardwick 

Road, was concerned about the safety of the children 

crossing the proposed highway, major black radio 

stations not being used to announce the Public 

Hearing, and the destruction of historic trees.  She 

also wanted it known that she did not want to live at 

the end of a dead end street.  She urged the No-Build 

Alternate. 
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RESPONSE:  Sidewalks and painted crosswalks for 

pedestrians will be provided at each at-grade \ Q Y 

signalized intersection selected. There are two areas 

that escaped logging operations which consist of 

mature trees. One of these areas is Belleraeade Park 

and the other is a wooded area to the north of Ardwick 

Road. The selected alternate will not impact 

Bellemeade Park, however, some the the trees (White 

and Red Oak) in the other area would be impacted (See 

Section 3.B.6).  Ardraore-Ardwick Road will be 

reconnected, and not terminated, at Maryland Route 410 

Extended.  To further assure that minorities in the 

area were informed of the project, two additional 

public meetings were held - February 2 6, 1980 and 

March 18, 1980.  Black radio stations and newspapers 

were utilized to publicize these meetings. 

13. Mr. Ken Richard, who works for the United Food and 

Commercial Workers, favors Alternate 2 for the 

combined interchanges on U.S. Route 50. 

14. Mr. Edward C. Gibbs, a lawyer, speaking in behalf of 

his clients, favors Alternates 1 and 2 at the juncture 

of Maryland Route 410/Maryland Route 450, and supports 

Alternate 2 for the combined interchanges. 

15. Mr. James W. Rogers, Jr., speaking in behalf of the 

Metro East Owners Association, supported Alternate 2 

for access into the Metro area, and the interchange at 

Maryland Route 450/Maryland Route 410 Extended. 

16. Mr. Don McDaniel spoke of concern about the open 

access to the highway, and how Riverdale Road would 

become more con- 
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I* gested. He feels that Route 410 cannot be built under 

it's present plan. 

RESPONSE: Access to Maryland Route hlO  Extended will be 

permitted only at Riverdale Road, Maryland Route ^50 

(Annapolis Road), U.S. Route 50 and Pennsy Drive. The con- 

struction of Maryland Route 1*10 Extended vould relieve the 

overcrowded conditions on Riverdale Road which is presently 

being used as one of the local streets to provide access 

to the Ardwick Industrial area and the Metro East Triangle 

area (see Section 2.B). 
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) MatylsndDepsitment ofTransponation 
Stale Highway Adminislration 

November 16/ 1979 

vH0V  20  1979 

James J. O'Donnell 
Secretary 

M. S. Caltrider 
Administrator 

liu 
RE:  Contract No. P 891-025-371 

Maryland Route 410 Extended 
From Vicinity of the B/W Parkway 
To Pennsy Drive Including 
U.S. Route 50 Interchanges 

Mr. Herman McNeil 
7720 Ardwick-Ardmore Road 
Landover Hills, Maryland 

Dear Mr. McNeil: 

20784 

In response to your request at the November 14 Informational 
Meeting, I am providing a copy of the Project Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement.  As per our conversation you will review this 
document with the membership of your community association. 

I believe this review will assist your community in the 
preparation and presentation of your comments at the December 4 
Public Hearing. 

If I can be of further assistance feel free to contact 
either myself or Ms. Jo Ann Hardnett of our Equal Opportunity 
Section.  M's Hardnett's telephone number is 301-383-5605. 

Very truly yours, 

Eugene T. Camponeschi, Chief 
Bureau of Project Planning 

by: _je_t^ 

S. Lewis Helwig 
Section Chief 

ETC:SLH:dd 
Attachment 
cc:  Mr. Hal Kassoff 

Mr. Wm. F. Schneider, Jr. 
Mr. Richard Krolak 
Mr. William Shook 
Ms. JoAnn Hardnett 
Mr- Jonathan Willis 
Mr:' Robert Campbell 

My telephone'numberls. 
383-4338 
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Maryland Department ofTransportation 

State Highway Administration 

RE: 

James J. O'Donnell 
Stctetary 

M. S. Caltrider 
Administrator 

November  21,   19 79 /?7 
Contract No.P 891-025-371 
Maryland Route 410 Extended From 
Vicinity of the B/W Parkway 
To Pennsy Drive including 
U.S. Route 50 Interchanges 

Mr. James Sullivan 

Mr. Edward C. Gibbs, Jr. 
Shipley, Knight, Manzi s^Zanecki 
14324 Old Marlborough Pike 
Upper Marlboro, Maryland  20 870 

Dear Mr. Gibbs: 

This response is relative to your inquiry on behalf of 
Mr. James Sullivan. 

The information concerning the alternatives at the juncture 
of Proposed Maryland Route 410 Extended and Route 450 is correct. 
Specifically this Administration is prepared to present at the 
Project Public Hearing on December 4, 1979, three options for 
the juncture of these two roadways. 

Alternates 1 and 2 propose art at-grade intersection at this 
point.  The principal difference of these alternates (1 & 2) is 
the type of median which will be provided along Route 450.  This 
choice of median treatments will not affect Mr. Sullivan's property. 

Alternate 3 at this location proposes a diamond type inter- 
section enabling Route 410 Extended to pass -under Route 4 50. 
Route 450 in this alternate woxtld pass over the proposed route 
on the same plane as exists today. 

A third element enters into consideration at this point of 
the discussion.  This element has to do with the choice of a 
roadway section for the mainline of Route 410 Extended.  Two 
alternate mainline roadway sections are available for consideration 
as depicted on the attached graphic.  The open typical section 
(Alternate 1) will require the greatest amount of Right of Way 
for its' construction. 

Therefore, the affect of the combination of alternates on 
the Sullivan property can best be described as follows: 

My telephone number is_ 
- 383-4335 

*   m   . .•.  .    #»«,   . . "-.•--      •»..—.?---»   *s<*»«* 
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Mr. Edward C. Gibbs, Jr, 
November 21,   1979 
Page 2 /?# 

1.)  Intersection alternates 1 & 2 combined with closed 
mainline roadway Alternate 2 should not require the 
acquisition of land from the Sullivan property. 

2.)  Intersection Alternates^ 1 & 2 combined with open 
mainline roadway Alternate 1 is anticipated to 
require the acq.uisition of approximately .01 acre 
from the southwest corner of the Sullivan  property 
as indicated on the 60 scale plat. 

3.)  The affect to the Sullivan property resulting from 
Interchange Alternate 3 is governed by the criteria 
for the interchange ramps which are similar to the 
open roadway mainline alternate.  This combination will 
consequently produce the greatest impact of approximately 
.16 acre which is also depicted on the 60 scale plat 
of the property. 

The selection of one.of these three alternate combinations 
will be made following the December 4 Public Hearing. 

If I can be of further assistance, please contact me via 
telephone number 383-4338. 

Very truly yours. 

Eugene T. Camponeschi, Chief 
Bureau of Project Planning 

n 

S.   Lew£$-'HelfcTg 
Section Chief 

ETC:SLH:dd 
Attachments 
cc:  Mr. William Shook (w/attach.) 

Mr. James Sullivan     " 
Jr. James Keseling     " 

Robert Campbell    " 
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v< DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

UNITED STATES COAST GUARD 

!>-.•:' !:rv ?0   /:] 9 39 

MAILING ADDRESS: 
COMMANDER     (oan) 
FIFTH COAST GUARD DISTRICT 
FEDERAL BUILDING 
•Ol CRAWFORD STREET 
«iRTSMOUTH. VIRGINIA    23709 

16591 
21 November 1979 yd 

Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschi,' Chief 
Bureau of Project Planm'rjgoJEr, ; LA.'JNING 
State Highway Administration 
300 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21211 

Dear Mr. Camponeschi, 

The Draft Environmental  Impact Statement (DEIS) for Contract No 

kS?1"^371' f0•^db^- • Kassoffs letter o?0    ob r*30, 
1979, has been reviewed.    The two waterways in the proiect arpa 
(Beaverdam Creek and Brier Ditch) are not navigable for bridoe 
administration purposes and no Coast Guard bridge permits will HP 
required. 

Sincerel 

r..  1). iUPER 
Capta/n, U.S. Coast Guard 
Chief, Aids to Navigation Branch 
By direction of the Conmander 
Fifth Coast Guard District 

RESPONSE: None 
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/S>\ United States 
f'i i 1 \ Depirtment of 

Agriculture 

Soil 
Conservation 
Service 

y>) 
A321 Hartwick Road 

College Park, Maryland 
20740 

frVv KOV 2? /H 9 53 

Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschl, Chief /.nv: 
v 

;-.ATI;;N 
Bureau of Project Planning 
State Highway Administration 
300 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21211 

PROJECT fwAUHSNG 

November 26, 1979 

Dear Mr. Camponeschl: 

4\o 
Thank you for the opportunity to review the Maryland Rt. 412 proposed construction 
EIS. 

The only comment we offer is we saw no mention of the presence or absence of prime 
agricultural lands in the project. We believe that even if there are none present, 
the EIS should so state. 

If we can be of further assistance, please let us know. 

Sincerely, 

fa****"'*-£S 

Gerald R. Calhoun 
State Conservationist 

cc: Ray F.  Chapman,  Chairman, Anne Arundel SCD, 1660 Reldel Road,  Box 374, 
Gambrills, Maryland 21054 

Norman A.   Berg,  Administrator,  SCS,  South Bldg., Washington,  D.C. 
Director of  the Environmental Services Division,  SCS,  South Bldg., Washington,  D.C 

RESPONSE:     The reference to prime and unique farmland has been added 
to Chapter 1,  Section l.D,  Summary-of Environmental Impacts. 
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WASHINGTON'. D.C   20576 

i 
In Reply Refer To: 
NCPC File No. 1958 

• vr 

RECEIVED 

December 6,  1979 

Mr. K.  S.  Caltrider 
State Highway Administrator 
State Highway Administration 
Maryland Department  of  Transportation 
300 Vest Preston Street 
Baltimore,  Maryland    21201 

DEC 12 1979 

.tii4    DKECrOR.-OFFICE OF 
fmm £ P,imi!!\'A3Y EKSISEERIHC 

Dear Mr.  Caltrider: 

In response to your request,   the National Capital Planning Commission,   at 
its meeting on December  6,   1979,   reported to the Maryland Department of   _ 
Transportation State Highway Administration that the plan for the extension 
of Maryland Route 410  from Riverdale Road to Pennsy Drive as  shown on NCPC 
Map File No.   3203(44.10)28762,  will not have a negative impact on the 
function of the Federal establishment or other Federal interests in the 
National Capital Region. 

A copy of the Acting Executive Director's Recommendation,  as approved by the 
Commission,  is enclosed for your  information. 

Sincerely, 

George H.F. Oberlander 
Acting Executive Director 

Enclosure 
-3 

• CJ".-. 

^ 

m 

W 

RESPONSE:    None 
5=^ 

»TATE KSY Af* 

l>4 

ro 
4* 

I DEC • - K): C 
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I      .IONAL CAhJiAL PLANNING COMM      .UN 

1325 G STREET NW. 

WASHINGTON. D.C   20376 let 
NCPC File No. 1958 

MARYLAND ROUTE 410 EXTENDED - 
PRINCE QEORGE'S COUNTY, MARYLAND - 

LOCATION AND DESIGN 

Acting Executive Director's Recommendation 

November 30, 1979 

The Acting Executive Director recommends that the Commission report to the 

Maryland Department of Transportation State Highway Administration that the 

plan for the extension of Maryland Route 410 from Riverdale Road to Pennsy 

Drive as shown on NCPC Map File No. 3203(44.10)28762, will not have a nega- 

txve impact on the function of the Federal establishment or other Federal 

interests in the National Capital Region. 

*       *       * 

1^1 Description of the Project 

The State Highway Administration of the Maryland Department of Transportation 
has scheduled a location/design hearing on the 2.6 mile extension of Route 410 
from Riverdale Road to Pennsy Drive in Prince Georges County.  Proposed is a 
new four-lane divided roadway on a right-of-way part of which has been acquired 
or reserved through local subdivision planning by Prince Georges County.  The 
new road would extend Route 410 as a circumferential arterial highway reaching 
from Route U.S. 50 to Bethesda. Access is proposed at four points: Riverdale 
Road just east of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway, Maryland.Route 450 
(Annapolis Road), U.S. 50, and Pennsy Drive. A part of the project is the 
reconstruction of the" U.S. 50 interchange with Ardmore-ArdwickvRoad, including 
a new interchange to provide access to the New Carrollton Metro Station and the 
Beltway Station of Amtrak.  In this interchange, the existing connections to 
Ardmore-Ardwick Road would be replaced by connections to the new Route 410 
Extended. 

At this stage of the planning, in addition to the "no build" alternative only 
one centerline location is proposed.  However, alternatives to intersection and 
interchange designs are still under consideration.  These include three at-grade 
"T" intersections at Riverdale Road, two at-^rade intersections and one grade 
separated "diamond" interchange at Route 450, and two alternate interchange 
configurations combining the U.S. Route 50/Maryland Route 410 interchange with 

• the New Carrollton Metro Access Interchange utilizing a collector distributor 
road system.  In addition, two alternate cross sections for the main roadway 
are presented; one with curbs and gutters and "closed" drainage, and one with 
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open shoulders and drainage.  Total estimated costs range from $35,395,000 for     X< 
the lowest cost combinationvfo alternatives to $40,355,000 for the most       ^^ 

expensive. 

The reconstructed interchange at U.S. Route 50 would affect 38 to 50 properties 
and displace 21 to 36 residents.  A small area of park land would be involved 
in right-if-way for the mainline roadways in the area just south of Maryland 
Route 450. Between 0.07 and 0.11 acres of the 6.41 acre side of the West 
Lanham Hills Recreation Center would be required.  No Federal funds were used 
by the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Coranission to acquire this 

site. ' 

Traffic use of the new facility, projected to the year 2005, would be maximum 
of 68 000 vehicles per day at the north end of Riverdale Road just east of the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway and 36,600 in the vicinity of U.S. Route 50. 

Previous Conmission Action 

On June 28, 1979, the Commission commented to the Prince George's County 
Planning Board on the preliminary Master Plan for the Bladensburg-Defense 
Heights Planning Area.  This plan provided for the extension of Maryland Route 
410 and no negative impact on Federal interests was identified in that review. 

Federal Interest Evaluation of the Plan 

The alternative plans for Maryland Route 410 Extended have been reviewed for 
their impact on the interests and function of the Federal establishment in the 
National Capital Region.  There are no Federal facilities in the vicinity of 
the proposed highway alignment, nor is there any Capper-Cramton land involved. 
The project conforms to the Major Thoroughfare Plan element of the Comprehen- 
sive Plan for the National Capital "adopted by the Commission on December 11, 
1968.  As such it can contribute indirectly to access for Federal employees in 
home-to-work community trips.  The nearest concentration of Federal employees 
is at Prince Georges Plaza, in leased space, about three miles to the west of 
this project. - 

The Baltimore-Washington Parkway, a Federal facility operated by the National 
Park Service, is about one-quarter mile to the west of the northwest end of 
this project.  Any upgrading of the parkway interchanges or to Riverdale Road 
to make it compatible with the proposed Route 410 extended will be addressed 
in the ongoing Baltimore-Washington Parkway study. 

The proposed improvement to the U.S. Route 50/New Carrollton Metro Station 
Access Interchange will enhance access to the Amtrak Beltway Station where a 
relocation is proposed which would better relate it to the Metro station and 
improve parking.  Therefore, it appears that the proposal to extend Maryland 
Route 410 and improve the U.S. Route 50 interchanges at Route 410 and the 
New Carrollton Metro Station access will not have a negative impact on the 
interests or function of the Federal establishment in the National Capital 

Region. 
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THOMAS  C.  ANORCWS 
D<>(CToa 

STATE OF MARYLAND 

DSPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

WATER RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 

(301) 269-2265 

December 13, 1979 

v6 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Lester A. Levine   T\ 

FROM: Michael A. Ports' 
# 

SUBJECT: Clearinghouse 80-11-498 
Draft EIS Md. 410 - WRA No. 80-PP-04 86 

Comments regarding the above referenced project are as follov/s: 

1 - General - the entire report fails to adequately address the 
direct impacts of construction to the waterways of Beaverdam 
Creek, Brier Ditch, and tributaries.  Statements like 

"Beaverdam Creek, like Brier Ditch is bio- 
logically improductive..." 

imply that there will be an overall lack of concern for these 
waterways during the planning and design of this project. 
In accordance with the regulations governing waterway- con- 
struction the impacts to these streams will be evaluated 
accordingly, regardless of their water quality.  Furthermore, 
it is pointed out that: (a) all hydraulic structures will be 

• carefully.reviewed, and (b) the channelization of streams 
should be the last alternative considered when addressing 
alternatives, however, if channelization is selected, the 
Highway Administration would have to insure a stable channel 
design before a waterway construction permit could be issued. 

2 - Page 26: paragraph 4 further implies that the aforementioned 
streams are of no value.  This paragraph must be corrected 
to reflect that the streams impacted are, at a minimum. Class 
I waters. 
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Page 2 iJ) 

3 -  The  increase   in   stormwater runoff as  a result of  this  project 
needs   to be   addressed by given proper  attention   to methods  of 
stormwater management  and the   ^Maryland  Interim Watershed 
Management  Policy". 

A -  Page  74:   paragraph  1  should  state  that  all  stream changes v/xll 
require   a Waterway  Construction Permit  from DHR and must 
comply with  the  governing regulations. 

5  - Page   82:   change wording  -  Department of Water Resources  to 
Department of  Natural  Resources. • 

I have taken  the  liberty of keeping the report with our files for reference 

MAP/CKC/EC 

RESPONSE:     Permits  from Water Resources Administration will be 
applied for during the final design phase.    The  de- 
graded condition of Beaverdam Creek and Brier Ditch 
has been concurred with by the Department of Natural 
Resources Memorandum dated December l\,  1979-     Hy- 
draulic and hydrology studies are presently being 
conducted on Beaverdam Creek and its tributaries. 
These detailed studies are expected to be  completed 
by mid-1981. 
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^lAMtS B. COULTER LOUIS N. PHIPPS. JR. 

SECRETARY -„ •' STATE   OF   MARYLAND DEPUTY  SECRETAHy 

DEPARTMENT OF  NATURAL RESOURCES 
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING 

ANNAPOLIS   21401 
269-3558 

December 14, 1979 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Lester A/Levine, Clearing House, PRO 

FROM: UiimaaSS^Jensen, Director, TFD 

SUBJ: Revie,w of 80-11-498 - Draft EIS - Maryland Route 410 from Baltimore/ 
Washington Parkway to Pennsylvania Drive - Prince Georges County 

\J 
In response to your November 21, 1979 request we have reviewed the 

subject draft EIS and have the following comments.  We note that the study 
area traversed Brier Ditch and Beaverdam Creek watersheds. On May 29, 1979 
we supplied comments to Kirk Cover of the Watershed Permits Section, WRA 
on the Cabin Branch Interchange, crossing Beaverdam Creek not far- from 
the subject Study Area.  Our analysis of environmental impacts as well as 
references to the scientific literature for the subject project are much 
the same as for the Cabin Branch Interchange. Therefore we have attached 
a copy of those comments to avoid needless repetition. 

Our comments on this draft EIS have been prepared by Bob Schueler. 

Comments 

1.  In several places in the draft EIS the very degraded condition of the 
fisheries habitat in Brier Ditch and Beaverdam Creek resulting from 
past urbanization and development is cited (pages 26, 28, 29, 61, 73, 
and 139),  Further, on page 26, it is stated that "Neither Brier Ditch 
nor Beaverdam Creek is classified by the Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources pursuant...", inferring that these streams are not"considered 
as having fishlife which must be conserved, because of the polluted 
nature of the streams. The Tidal Fisheries Division (TFD) takes the 
view that energetic pollution control and abatement programs can hopefully 
improve water quality to the point that previously degraded fisheries 
habitat can be restored.  In the case of these two streams, however, 
degradation has preceded to such an extent that we concur in the draft 

EIS conclusions. 

^5? 
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2. With the degree of additional residential and industrial developcent 
projected for the Study Area and facilitated hy the proposed highway 
construction   (pages 54,   56,   79  and  144)  conditions  in these already 
degraded  habitats  can be  expected   to worsen.     In  this  connection we 

are  at  a   loss   to  understand   the  statement  on.page  139  that  "With  the 
implementation  of  the  erosion  and  sediment  control measures,   the 
water  quality   of   the  streams   in question  could be upgraded  through 
the  study   corridor."    This  infers   the possibility of  enhancement. 
If  this  is   intended,   the support  and  rationale  for  this position, 
should be  given. 

3. While we do not see how even good erosion and sediment control during 
highway construction can do more than protect existing stream quality 
for  aquatic  life,   we  agree  that  such  rigorous  control   (pages  73,   80 
and  119)   is  very  necessary.     Effective iraplenentation of such, control 

is. closely  related  to  the degree  of  inspection and  enforcement  applied 
by  the  appropriate  State and  County  inspectors whose  resources may 
be very  thinly   spread. 

4. The  proposed  highway will generally  traverse  the last  significant 
corridor  of  remaining open  space  in  the Study Area  as well  as  in 
much of  the  area  immediately  surrounding it.     Granting  the  extent 

of  damage  from  past  urbanization and  development,  we  reluctanfly 
concur  in  the   thrust  of  the  document  that  further  encroachment will 
not make   the   almost  totally  degraded  fisheries habitat  significantly 

worse.     Consideration of  externalities beyond  the  Study Area   (which 
are  not  covered  in  the  draft  EIS)   puts a different  dimension oa  this 
problem,   however.     The most  important  fisheries  impact  of  further 
degradation  of   Beaverdam Creek and  Brier Ditch from additional 
residential  and  industrial development speeding run-off and  generating 
and   transporting  additional  sediment,  heavy metals,   PCBs  and  other 
chlorinated hydrocarbons as well  as  oil and  other contaminants,  will 
be  downstream - well beyond   the Study Area.     The extent  that  this will 
contribute  to   a worsening of water  quality and fisheries habitat 
conditions   in   the  tidewater Anacostia-Potomac River  system should be 
addressed  in  the  draft EIS.     Improvement  of  the water quality and 
fisheries  habitat  of  the  tidewater Anacosita-Potomac  system is  of 
broad  interest, and  the possible  impact of  the proposed project upon 
this  downstream  system should not be. ignored by a  restricted scope 
of  impact  in  the  draft EIS. 

WPJ:HS:ks RESPONSE:     The  construction of Maryland Route  1+10 Extended. 
could have  impacts upon the aquatic  life present  in the 

E closure Anacostia-Potomac River  system,  particularly if construc- 
tion coincides with periods of heavy rains.     Every effort 
will be made to minimize these impacts and to reduce short- 
term water quality degradation to acceptable levels.     Ero- 
sion and  sediment  control methods will be  implemented and 
close liaison will be maintained with Soils Engineers,  the 
Department of Water Resources,  the Soil Conservation Service 
and other government agencies. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
BALTIMORC    DISTRICT.   CORrS   OF   CNCINCCWt 

r.O.    BOX    1713 

BALTIMORC.   MARYLAND   21203 

nr^l TO ATT£«<TlO<l Oft 

NABPL-E 

2* ? 

'.?;: DSC 7?-   /.'••: £ SUDecember 1979 

Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschl 
Chief 
Bureau of Project Planning 
State Highway Administration 
300 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21211 

PKOJLZI I'-LAI-.'NIKG 

Dear Mr. Camponeschl:. 

The Baltimore District, Corps of Engineers, has reviewed the Draft Environ- 
mental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Maryland Route 410. 

The project as presented would not affect any existing or proposed Corps' 
projects.  The report has made an adequate identification of the 100-year 
flood plain. . The alternative considered was developed utilizing the above 
noted information, therefore, no adverse drainage or flooding impacts are. 
expected to occur. 

The DEIS also indicates that the proposed plan would necessitate various 
stream crossings, rechanneling approximately 1,000 feet of a branch of 
Brier Ditch and the discharge of dredged or fill material into navigable 
waters of the United States. As noted in Appendix B, a permit would be 
required for each occurrence pursuant to Section 404 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act as amended which falls under the regulatory 
jurisdiction of the Corps of Engineers. Any questions that you may have 
regarding permits can be directed to Mr. J. Durkay, Regulatory Functions 
Branch, at 962-3477. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the DEIS and if we can be of 
further assistance, please contact us. 

Sincerely yours, 

J-o^WILLIAM E. TRI^SCHMAN, Jr. 
Chief, Planning Divisi'm 

RESPONSE:  In those cases-where a Waterway Construction Permit is 
required, the State Highway Administration will cooperate 
with the Department of Natural Resources in designing 
those stream crossings and the rechanneling of Brier 
Ditch. 
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Maryland Department ofTransportatmn DBameV 1. onrell 

State Highway Administration 
December  21,   1979 

0^  '% SJ Caltrider 
j^muiistrat 

i J. 

RE: Contract No. P 891-025-371 
Maryland Route 410 Extended 
From the vicinity of the 
Baltimore/Washington Parkway 
To Pennsy Drive including 
U.S. Route 50 Interchanges 

Mr. L. Vernon Leon 
Vice President, Real Estate 
Citizens Bank & Trust Company of Md. 
6200 Baltimore Boulevard 
Riverdale, Maryland  20840 

Dear Mr. Leon: 

I apologize for having extended your apprehension relative to 
the impact of the Route 410 project on your property on Ardvick- 
Ardmore Road.  At our meeting on May 1, 1979, I acknowledged your 
concern with regard to this matter and indicated that the solution 
might best be worked out in the design phase of the project. 

Your letter to Secretary O'Donnell has accelerated the action 
on this matter.  I have reviewed your proposal utilizing a turning 
radius of 110 feet with our Engineering Section.  In their opinion, 
your proposal will suffice even though the projected turning move- 
ments in this quadrant are significantly higher than in the opposite 
quadrants.  That being the case, we will adopt a radius of .110 feet 
for the movement in question to mitigate the potential impact on 
your establishment. 

I agree with you on the advantages of extending Monroe and 
Jefferson Streets, however, I might also advise you that this is 
a matter to be taken up with the County inasmuch as these streets 
are County facilities. 

Very truly yours, 

Eugene T. Camponeschi, Chief 
Bureau of Project Planning 

^ 

ETC:SLH:bh 
cc:     Mr.   Hal  Kassoff 

.    Mr.   Paul Milash 
Mr.   C.   Harrison 
Mr.  William L.   Shook 
Mr.   Robert  Campbell 
Mr.   Robert J.   Houst 

by: ^f >^L^ //>& 
S. Lewis Helwig 
Project Manager 3 

Mj Wephone number is "(301)  383-4338 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

FOREST SERVICE 

NORTHEASTCRN   AREA  STATE  AND   PRIVATE   fOREBTRY 

3VO   REED   ROAD —  BROOMALL,  PA. 19008 

(215)  596-1672 
1950 

- •   i...   I 

r r*" "• " * LII;**'^ 

Mr.  Eugene T. Camponeschi, Chief 
Bureau of Project Planning 
State Highway Administration 
300 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21211 

December 26, 1979  '2-M 

Refer to:    Draft Environmental 
Statement, Contract No. P 891-025-371 
MD. Route 410 Extended 

Dear Mr. Camponeschi: 

Disturbing soil on relatively steep slopes along Beaverdam Creek 
will tend to increase erosion.    In addition to the erosion control 
measures on p. 81, terracing on certain slopes, and planting of 
woody vegetation will  have favorable long-term effects. 

Access to the Hanson Oaks subdivision could perhaps be provided by, 
an extension of Decatiir Road with less impact on natural resources 
than by extension of Ellin Road, a much longer right-of-way through 
what appears to be a wooded area. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this Statement. 

Sincere] 

DALE 0.  VANDENBURIT 
Staff Director 
Environmental Quality Evaluation 

RESPONSE:     Ardmore-Ardwick Road vill not be severed by the 
construction of Maryland Route  1+10 Extended,   as 
initially proposed.    Ardmore-Ardwick Road will 
be kept open and a bridge will be  constructed 
over Maryland Route 1+10 connecting Hanson Oak 
Drive. 
Terracing of steep slopes accompanied with woody 
vegetation is acknowledged.and has been added 
to the list in Section 5.C. 
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MARYLAND 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE PLANNING 

301 W. PRESTON STREET 
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21201 

iJ 
IS 

HARRY HUGHES 
GOVERNOR 

CONSTANCE LIEDER 

. •',        "''       SECRpARY 

December 27,  1979 

Mr.  Eugene T.  Camponeschi,  Chief _/ • ., >; 
Bureau of Project Planning •'•--•'    •• - •-H'.ii'.iZ 
State Highway Administration 
300 "West Preston Street 
Baltimore,  Maryland    21211 

SUBJECT:     ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  (EIS)  REVIEW 

Applicant:     State Highway Administration 

Project:     Draft EIS - Md.  Route 410 Extended from Vicinity, of 
the B/W Parkway to Pennsy Drive Including U.S. 
Route 50  Interchange  (Prince George's County) 
SHA #P891-025-371 

State Clearinghouse Control Number:    80-11-498 

State Clearinghouse Contact:    James McConnaughhay (383-2467) 

Dear Mr.  Camponeschi: 

The State Clearinghouse has reviewed the above project.     In accordance 
with the procedures established by the Office of Management and Budget 
Circular A-95,   the State Clearinghouse received comments from the 
following: 

Department of Agriculture,  Department of Public Safety & Correctional 
Services,-Department of Budget and Fiscal Services,  Department of 
Education,  Departmenx of General Services,  Department of Economic and 
Community Development including their Historical Trust section,   Depart- 
ment of Health and Mental Hygiene,   including the Office of Planning and 
the Environmental Health Administration and our staff noted that the 
statement appears to adequately cover those areas of interest to their 
agencies. 

Department of Natural Resources indicated (copy attached)  that further 
consideration should be given to mitigating the direct impacts of 
construction to the waterways  of Beaverdam Creek, Brier Ditch and 
tributaries and that proper methods for stormwater management need to 
be further considered. 

Metropolitan Washington Council  of Governments and the National Capital 
Planning Commission have been given the opportunity to conduct the 
required regional and Federal A-95 review and these responses will  . 
probably be forwarded within the prescribed time period specified by 
Circular A-95. 

TELEPHONE: 301-383-2451 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY 
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I'll   .      !JU£)<--nt    OCJ^l^vJiiCOUliX 

December 27, 1979 
Page Two 2/3 

• 
Me  hope these comments are useful in your agency's continued evaluation 
of the project and anticipate that the comments will be considered and 
documented in the Final Statement on the project. Thank you for your 
attention to the A-95 review process. 

Sincerely, 

i* 

cc: Clyde Pyers 
Gordon Kamka 
Wayne Cawley 
William Foy 
David Ricker 
Earl Seboda 
Lowell Frederick 
Edward Pigo 
Max Eisenberg 
Henry Silbermann 
Walter Scheiber 
George Oberlander 
Leo Ritter 

JMc:BG:pw 

rames W. McConnaughhay 
Director, State Clearinghouse 

^y 
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THE PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY GOVERNMENT 

Mr. Walter A. Scheiber 
Executive Director 
Metropolitan Washington 

Council of Governments 
1875 Eye Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20006 

'JAM 2    1380 

Re:     COG No.   80-03-007 

Dear Mr.   Scheiber:' 

The  County staff,   in  cooperation with staff of  the Maryland- 
National  Capital Park  and Planning Commission,  has  been reviewing 
the  draft  of the Environmental  Impact  Statement on  the  Maryland 
Route   410  Extended project,  which was  the  subject  of  an   A-95 
referral   from your Office  dated November 30,   1979. 

I  am informed that the  Transportation Planning Board staff 
has   recommended that the  Clearinghouse  referral be   forwarded 
without  comment  on the  design  alternatives,  with  indication 
that the  project is  in  accordance with the  region's  transpor- 
tation  plan. 

The   County  government has,   for  several years,   urged  the 
construction   of  this  project   at  the  earliest possible  date, 
and we   continue to do  so.     We will be submitting specific  com- 
ments  directly to the  Maryland Department of Transportation 
with  regard to.design  alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

[J L^UA^^U— 
ineth V.   Duncan 

Chief Administrative  Officer 

RESPONSE:     Specific comments  relative to Prince  George's County concern 
of this project have been addressed in letters  dated June 15, 
1979 and November 29,  1979.     In addition to these two letters, 
a meeting was held in Prince George's County Delegation Room 
in Annapolis,  Maryland on January  30,  1980.    A  summary of that 
meeting can'"be  found in Appendix A. 
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1875 Eye Street, N.W., Suite 200. ^Vashin{rton, D.C. 20006 223-6800 

COG  #23 
ij l-J.l    >    s I 

lA-95 METROPOLITAN CLEARINGHOUSE MEMORANDUM 
DATE: January 3, 1980   • • 

TO: Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschi, Chief AJl....;.i •A'i'-.'I 
Bureau-of Project Planning PROJECT rL/'«!«"."«iHG 
State Highway Administration 
300 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21211 

SUBJECT:  PROJECT NOTIFICATION AND REVIEW FOR 

PROJECT:   Draft Environmental   Impact  StatemenctoG NO. :    80-03-007 
Kd.   Rte.   410  from B/W Parkway  to Pennsy Drive 

APPLICAI":     Maryland Department of  Transportation 

The projen ritle,   COG number,  and applicant's name should be used in all  correspon- 
dence with COG concerning this project.     Correspondence should be  addressed to Mr. 
Walter A.   Scheiber,   Executive Director.     The staff may be reached by telephone at 
223-680C.  

FINAL DISPOSITION 

D 
We have concluded review of the above item and have determined that its nature 
does ~ct  warrant metropolitan comments.  A copy of this memorandum and any 
attachr.ents should accompany your application to indicate that the Metropolitan 
Clearinghouse review has been completed. 

• 
n 
• 

A copy of the above item has been sent to   
for review and comment, with direct response to be made by   
Conies of any local agency comments which you receive should also accompany your 
application to the Federal agency. 

We have concluded review of the above item and have determined that it is in 
general accord with the metropolitan planning process and COG-'s adopted policies. 
A cocv of this memorandum and any attachments should accompany your application 
to indicate that the Metropolitan Clearinghouse review has been completed. 

We have concluded review of the above item and submit herewith, the attached 
Metropolitan Clearinghouse Review Comments. A copy of this memorandum and the at- 
tached comments should accompany your application when submitted to the Federal 
agencv to indicate that the Metropolitan Clearinghouse review has been completed. 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

WE APPRECIATE YOUR COOPERATION 

Clearinqhouse review comments will be valid for a period of two years from the date 
of this A-95 Metropolitan Clearinghouse Memorandum.  All projects not submitted to the 
Federal funding agency within that period must be resubmitted to the Clearinghouse for 
update of the review comments before formal application is made to the Federal Government. 

Dittricl of Columbia • A=r«U)0 County • F«irf u County • Loudoun County 

Afcuadn.     •     Bo~i*     •      CoU»t' P**     •     Fairf u City     •      F«Ui Church 

Mw-fooeiy Count? • Prince Crorjte • County • Prince WiDUra County 

Gtilbtrcburt     •     Cmnbtlt     •     RockriBr     •     T«lora. P.ri 
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¥    IS^-^      LIMITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY Q,/ 6 

\,    ^^ REGION III 

6TH AND WALNUT STREETS 
PHILADELPHIA. PENNSYLVANIA    19106 

JAN    3 1379 •/ 

Mr.   Eugene  T.   Caaponeschi,   Chief 
Bureau  of Project  Planning 
State Highway Adzdnistration _ 
300 West Preston Street r   '.. ...;;,•;/•.•-• 
Baltimore,  Maryland 21211 

Re:    Maryland Route 410 Extended 

Dear Mr.   Camponeschi: 

We have  reviewed  the Draft Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the 
proposed  project  referenced above,   and have classified  it  as  LO-2  in 
EPA's  Reference  Category.     We have  enclosed  a copy  of  the Definition 
of Codes   for  the General Nature  of  EPA Comments   to provide  a more 
detailed  description of  this  rating.     In accordance with  our responsi- 
bilities  under  Section 309  of  the  Clean Air Act  to  inform  the public 
of  EPA's  views  on  the potential  environmental  effects  of Federally 
assisted actions,   this  rating will be published in  the Federal Regis- 
ter. 

Although  the oroposed project has been  designed  to avoid creating any 
significant  adverse environmental impacts,   we would   like  to  see 
several   issues  clarified  in  the Final  EIS.     In Section 5.A.8,   "Flood 
Hazards,"  it  should be emphasized  that   the  proposed  roadway will cross 
Beaverdam Creek and  its  floodplain on bridges.     It  is  also our under- 
standing  that Maryland  State  law and local  land use  regulations 
strictly  limit construction and  development  in the  floodplain.     Fur- 
ther discussion of  these topics in the EIS would help support the con- 
clusion  that  this  project  is consistent with Executive Order  11988 
("Floodplain Kanagement"). 

We  alsr believe   thaf it would be heloful   to  include  some  additional 
discussion of  th'is  project's  relationship  to Maryland's   State Imple- 
mentation Plan.     Tne SIP consistency  statement   (page  65)  could be 
expanded  to  show how this  particular project  fits   into   the plans  for 
meeting  the National Ambient Air Quality. Standards. 

If you have any questions concerning our comments,  please  contact 
Mr.   Eric  Johnson of my staff at  (215)  597-4388. 

Sincerely yours, 

axln R.   Fompornn 
o*s- 

Chief 
EIS & Wetlands Review Section 
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COMMEMTATOR: 

RESPONSE: l) 

John R. Pomponio, Chief 
EIS & Wetlands Review Section 
United States Environmental Protection 
Agency 

To avoid impacting Beaverdam Creek and its 
floodplain, structures have been utilized 
in the southeast and southwest quadrants of 
the Maryland Route 1+10/U.S. Route 50 Inter- 
change. The majority of Ramp 'L' and Adams 
Avenue Extended are also on structures (see 
Exhibit 7). 

2) The Air Quality Consistency Statement for 
this project can be found in Appendix D. 
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ER-79/1073 

United States Department of the Interior 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

2/* 

-JAN 41980 

Dear Itr. Elinsky: 

This is in response to a reouMt for the Department of the Interior's 
consents on the draft environnental/JSection 4(f) statement for SR-A10 
Extended (fron Baltinore-V.'aahington Parb^ay to I'euusy Drive), Trincc 
Georges County, Maryland. 

SECTION 4(f) CO?^ini\TS 

This Departiaent concurs that there is no feasible and prudent alternative 
to the use of a snail portion of West Lanhan Hills Recreation Center and 
that all possible neasurcs to nininize ham to that area have been planned, 
including land replacement. 

A letter dated August 16, 1979, from the Maryland Historical Trust, 
page A-31, icientifies a site "of local historic significance,"Although 
not eligible for the Kationnl ReRister, vhidi would he affected by the 
oroposed project.  Because of its historical significance, the Departiaent 
of TranspcrtviLion (DOT) will need to detcniine if Section 4(f) of the DOT 
Act is applicable. If it is applicable, DOT rcust subnit appropriate docu- 
mentation for fomal cozerjent by the Departraent of the Interior. 

EKymOSHEiTAL STATEHEKT COMt-IDTTS 

Tlio en\rironinental statement is adequate insofar as the Recreation Center 
is concerned. 

SUIS1AHY COMMEITTS 

The Department of the Interior would offer no objection to U.S. Departiaent 
of Transportation Section 4(f) approval for the use of land from the Recre- 
ation Center.  Our views on possible historic site Section 4(f) involvement 
will be provided when and if DOT detemines to subnit appropriate docmoeutntion. 

Sincerely yours, 

James H. F.athlcstcrger 

Special Assistant to 
i»5islr-t Secretary of the Interior 

Hr. limil Elinsfcy 
Division Administrator 
Federal highway Adninistration 
The Rotunda, Suita 220 
baltitaorc, Maryland 21211 

A-32 

CCJ t'r.   F-MRene T. Camnovt?.nch1 
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COMMENTATOR:  James H. Rathlesberger 
United States Department of the Interior 

RESPONSE:    Site No. 2 would not "be affected by the 
construction of this project, nor are 
the restrictions of Mf) applicable. 
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PUBLIC   SCHOOL   CONSTRUCTION   PROGRAM 

SUITE   600.   INTERNATIONAL   TOWER   BUILDING LCOJ. RITTEH 
857   EIKRIDGC  LANDING  ROAD tueunvt DI«ICTO« 

LlNTHICUM.    MARTLAND   21090 DAVID W.  HORNBECK 
301-700-4420 CMAIliMAM 

JHARRY   HUGHES  • 

coyi»»o. INTERAGENCY   COMMITTEE   FOR   STATE   PUBLIC   SCHOOL   CONSTRUCTION 
Is Z/> 

January lU,  I98O 

Mr. Eugene T. Canponeschi,  Chief 
Bureau of Project Planning 
State Highway Administration 
300 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, Maryland    21211 

RE: Draft EIS for Md. Route 1^0 extended (SHA #P891-025-371). 
State Clearinghouse Control Number:  8O-II-U98 

Dear Mr, Camponeschi: 

The Public School Construction Program interposes no objection to the 
draft environmental impact statement. 

The YJildercroft Elementary School has been closed and declared/surplus 
"by the Prince George's County Board of Education.    Its transfer to the 
Prince George' s County government has been requested and is pending the 
solution to the payment  of the outstanding bonded indebtedness,  currently 
a state responsibility.    The Prince George's County Board of Education 
remains the owner and vill  continue to maintain arri administer the facility 
as well as handle any negotiations for the transfer of the school to the 
county. 

Similarly, any impact upon the other two schools which are within the 
acoustic sphere of influence of this project must be accommodated with the 
county Board of Education. 

Sincerely 

LJR/NH/jc 

cc: Mr.  James McConnaughhay 

RESPONSE:     None 
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PARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
.-•FICE OF THE SECRETARY  UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

subj«ci: Draft ElS/Section 4(f) Statement, Maryland,      IHGlTlOrQllCllITU 
Route 410 Extended, FHWA-MD-EIS-79-4-D 

Da.e:        1   3     JAfJ    1930 

F,om: Director, Office of Environment and Safety 
Reply to 
Attn. of: 

To: Chief, Environmental Programs Division 
FHWA/HEV-10 

We have reviewed the draft statement on Maryland Route 410 extended in 
Prince George's County, and we offer the following comments. 

The draft indicates that as a result of the planning (project is on the master 
plan) only one location alignment is considered.  The final should summarize 
the alternatives that were considered in the planning process before the 
alignment was placed on the plan and before right of way acquisition began. 

The proposed alignment will take land from the West Lanham Hills Recreation 
Center.  Two shifts in the alignment to avoid the recreation center were 
considered and dismissed.  One does not appear to be feasible and prudent 
because of the additional community disruption (relocation of two apartments, 
one of which contains a nursery or day care center).  However, the shift which 
requires a retaining wall may be feasible and prudent and further consideration 
appears necessary.   The draft dismisses this alignment because the retaining 
wall would cost $100,000, which is more than the cost of replacement land for 
the recreation center.  However, this is probably a small increase in total 
project cost. 

Court interpretations of section 4(f) do not allow a determination that an 
alternative is not prudent simply because there are cheaper options.  If the 
costs are not of "extraordinary magnitude" (definition of prudent in Overton 
Park decision) then the retaining wall alignment is a viable alternative and 
cannot be dismissed based on a limited cost increase. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on the draft EIS. 

Martin Convisser 

RESPONSE:     l) The development of the Maryland Route hlO Extended 
Project  is discussed on Page 2-15 in Section 2.C. 
The project was  developed in accordance with the 
approved Maryland State Action Plan. 

2)  No land will be acquired from the West Lanham Hills 
fSUMrr0\ Recreation Center.     There will be no h(f)  involvement. 

15 5' 
It's a taw ws 
can live with. 
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Maryland Department ofTransportatmn W^-S'^--^ 2^ 
)!        State Highway Administration Adminiitralor       ' T-' ("* 

Febriiary 5,   1980 
B«ominiiimiot j   . • 

..     i   •     '"'» •• 

BALTIMQ-^^ u;J:i>' 
RE:  Contract No. P 891-025-371 

Maryland Route 410 Extended 
From the vicinity of the 

' Baltimore/Washington Parkway 
to Pennsy Drive including 
U.S. Route 50 Interchanges 

The Honorable David P. Bird 
Delegate, 23rd District 
House of Delegates 
Room 203 
Lowe Office Building 
Annapolis, Maryland  21401 

Dear Delegate Bird: 

This letter is in response to your inquiry on the Route 410 pro- 
ject dated January 18, 1980.  The State Highway Administration is in 
agreement with you on the determination of priorities for the staged 
construction of the interchange elements along U.S. Route 50.  Mr. 
Caltrider confirmed his posture on the importance of expanding access 
to the Metro East Triangle during our meeting on January 30, 1980. 

At the January 30, 1980 meeting, we also discussed possible modi- 
fications which may be applicable to our proposed Interchange Alter- 
nate 2.  These modifications will lower the estimated cost of the 
interchange by reducing the complexity of construction in' the area of 
the Amtrak/Metro Rail Lines.  We have..not proposed.Jrhe modification of 
the ramps in the opposite quadrants_for the following reasons.  Analysis 
of the westbound collector-distributor road'indicates"that" peak hour 
traffic_.will_op_er.ate at an average speed of  45"_miles;./p_er hour".  In order 
to-maintain'this speed from ~the westbound collector-distributor road 
on£^~t:he northbound lanes of Route 410 Extended, a ramp radius of 550 
feet is required.  A lesser radius will tend to slow traffic which in 
the "peak.hour willjaffeet the operation of_both_the collector-distribu- 
torroadway and th^mafhline^rjloute'410. ". 

The peak hour traffic volume from southbound Route 410 to westbound 
Route 50 is projected to approach 500 vehicles.  The bulk of this 
volume, especially in the A.M. peak, is projected to be destined for 
the Landover Metro Station.  It is important to provide an efficient exit 
ramp for these vehicles, but of even greater importance is the need to 
provide an efficient method of egress for the traffic from the Ardwick 
Industrial area to the westbound lanes of Route 50.  This movement is 
projected to number S20 vehicles in the P.M. peak hour via Ramp 'N' of 
Alternate 2.  It is necessary to integrate the profiles of Ramp 'A' with 
Ramp 'H' so their, combined volumes can enter the collector-distributor 
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Thfe Honorable David P. Bird '1'$? 
February 5, 1980 ^ 
Page 2 

j 

roadway and ultimately the westbound lanes of Route 50.  It is the com- 
bined portion of Ramp 'A' and its merge with the collector-distributor 
roadway that creates the most direct impact to the Bellemead community. 
Therefore, two-thirds of the traffic using the critical section of 
Ramp 'A' is originating from the Ardwick Industrial area while the 
remaining one-third is emanating from the southbound lanes of Route 
410 Extended.  The alternate to Ramp 'N1 merging with Ramp 'A' for 
this movement is a loop, as proposed by Prince George's County, which 
would involve all of the single family residences in the 7700 block 
of Ardwick-Ardmore Road (see enclosed sketch). 

This proposed construction of Route 410 Extended will complete the 
east-west highway (Maryland Route 410) providing access to the employ- 
ment and transportation facilities in the Route 50 corridor and in so 
doing, will divert traffic which, under the No-Build Alternate, would 
have little prerogative but to use Riverdale Road, Finns Lane, and 
Ardwick-Ardmore Road to reach their destination along Route 50. 

Many factors have.been considered in the development of the inter- 
change alternates at this location.  We believe the alternates which 
we discussed last week will provide the most efficient network with the 
least impact on the adjacent development. ' 

Thank you for your comments and the opportunity to respond. 

Very truly yours 

Har Kassoff, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

HK:bh 
Enclosure 

cc:  Mr. M. S. Caltrider (w/attach;) 
Mr. Thomas L. Cloonan 
Mr^ William L: Shook 
\b£.  Eugene T. Camponeschi 
•Wr. Robert Campbell 
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Maryfand Department ofTransportatJon 

State Highway Administration 

February 5f   1980 

MEETING   SUMMARY 

Janies J. O'Donnell ^^f 
TWSkcriUiV-ri ^ n \-71~ 

V M-.-S: Caltridel itj 

P 
f'v^.'^ilmlnljtfator 

FES   8   1980 

B. T. A., INC, 
BALTIMORE, MD. Contract No. P 891-025-371 

Maryland Route 410 Extended 
From the vicinity of the Baltimore/Washington Parkway 
To Pennsy Drive including U.S. Route 50 Interchanges 

TIME:  8:30 A.M., January 30, 1980 

PLACE:  Room 210, Prince George's County Delegation Room, 
Lowe Office Building, Annapolis, Maryland 

PARTICIPANTS: 

Senator Thomas P. O'Reilly 
Delegate Frank B. Pesci, Sr. 
Delegate David Bird 
Delegate Sylvania W. Woods, Jr 
Delegate Nathaniel Exum 
Kenneth V. Duncan 

Vaughn E. Barkdoll 

Alexander Fluery 
George C. Martin 
Mike Erico 
Lester Wilkinson 
M. S. Caltrider 
Hal Kassoff 
William L. Shook 
S. L. Helwio 

Chief, Admin. Officer 
Prince George's Co. 
Director, P. G. Co. 
Dept. of Public Works 
6 Transportation 
P. G. Co., DPW 

M.N.C.P.& P.C. 
State Highway Admin, 

H 

ft 

PURPOSE:  Briefinq of County Legislative Deleaation and 
County Staff 

Mr. Kenneth Duncan ooened the meeting with a brief explana- 
tion to the elected participants relative to the issue surround- 
inn the proposed interchanqe alternate which was developed by the 
County Department of Public Works (DPW) and the Maryland National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission (MNCP&PC) staffs for the 
U.S. Route 50 seqment of the Maryland Koue 410 study corridor. 
This alternate was requested by the County to be presented by the 
State Hiqhway Administration at the project Public Hearinn.  The 
State Hiqhway Administration, after evaluatinq the alternate, 
opted not to include it in the preser.r.ation, which led to further 

!>'. 
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discussion of the matter culminating in this meeting with the   ?/ 
combined staffs and elected officials.  At this point, Mr. 
Kassoff summarized the status of the project indicating that the 
Public Hearing was held on December 4, 1979.  A community meeting 
is scheduled on February 20, 1980 to informally discuss a number 
of issues that have surfaced at the hearing and following the 
hearing by several neighborhood groups. 

In the interim since the hearing, the Bureau of Project 
Planning has continued to assess the County interchange alternate 
with particular emphasis on the cost.  At the same time, we have 
updated the construction cost estimates for the SHA interchange 
alternates.  This activity has resulted in an increase in the 
cost of the SHA alternates from an estimate in the low $20 
million bracket to the mid $20 million bracket.  However, using 
the same cost factors, the County/MNCP&PC alternate is found to 
cost approximately $11 million dollars more.  In light of the 
present financial restraints of this Administration, this 
differential is difficult to justify.  Furthermore, as explained 
by Mr. Kassoff, the configuration of the County alternate is not 
as compatible with the intermediate arterial classification 
assigned to Route 410 Extended.  It was also emphasized that the 
Collector-Distributor system proposed by the State Highway 
Administration is justified because of the numerous (potentially 
twenty) merging and diverging movements associated with the 
proposed interchange reconstruction in the Route 50 corridor 
between Maryland route 410 Extended and Maryland Route 704. 

Mr. Kassoff proceeded to describe the methodology used 
to determine noise impacts by highway generated sources and the 
potential mitigation measures which may be considered, if 
required, in the design of a project.  The measures chosen will 
be coordinated with the affected property owners and communities. 

In response to Mr. Martin's concern, both Mr. Caltrider and 
Mr. Kassoff assured the group that this project is compatible 
with the studies being developed for the reconstruction of U.S. 
Route 50 commencing at the Capital Beltway interchange. 

The discussion then led to the ratio of Federal participation 
in the project which was confirmed to be 75% in the construction 
phase. 

Throughout this meeting, the underlyinq concern revolved 
around obtaining location/Design Approval and proceeding to the 
construction phase in the most expeditious manner.  The most 
critical element of this study is the expanded access to the 
Metro East Trianqle.  Mr. Caltrider responded that construction 
can be staged with the Metro Access being the first staqe, 
followed by the construction of the mainline of Route 410 
Extended including the Route 410/r>0 soqiuent of tin? combined 
interchange. 
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Senator O'Reilly requested that he and his associates be 
apprised of the differences between the SHA alternates and the 
alternate proposed by the County.  Mr. Kassoff and the writer 
described the significant differences in the two concepts as well 
as the modifications to Alternate 2 which have been made by our 
engineering staff.  In this segment of the discussion, it was 
indicated that the justification for this project is predicated 
on the need to provide additional circumferential access to the 
employment and transportation facilities adjacent to the Route 50 
corridor.  The corridor for the construction of the mainline of 
Route 410 is restricted by development immediately adjacent to 
the land reserved for its construction.  One exception to this 
controlled development is the neighborhood along the 7600-7700 
blocks of Ardwick-Ardmore Road.  The impact on this neighborhood, 
which is predominantly black, has become a very sensitive issue 
within the past three months.  For this reason, the selection of 
a project alternate has been deferred until after a community 
meeting is held with these residents on February 20, 1980 in the 
attempt to resolve their concerns.  One of the most active of the 
citizens interested in this matter is Mr. Herman McNeil.  Dele- 
gate V7oods stated that he is aware of Mr. McNeil's opposition, 
and doubts that he can be satisfied short of the selection of the 
No-Build Alternate. 

Delegate Woods was also opposed to the potential land loop at 
the .intersection of Route 410 Extended and Pennsy Drive.  Mr. 
Caltrider assured him that this feature of the Alternate 2 modi- 
fication would not be considered after this meeting, particularly 
since the site is proposed for a Metrobus garage. 

The question of providing continuity of Ardwick-Ardmore Road 
through the proposed Route 410 corridor was the final topic of 
discussion.  The Area Master Plan proposes a grade separated con- 
nection from Ellin Road to Ardwick-Ardmore Road.  This connection 
is routed to the north of the Hanson Oaks Subdivision.  In the 
early stage of the combined interchange study, the Project 
Planning team considered and rejected a grade separated connec- 
tion on the location of the present street.  Discussion of this 
topic resulted in the agreement that our engineering staff would 
explore the feasibility, cost, and impact of providing a connec- 
tion at the two locations for further consideration. 

At the conclusion of the meeting, Mr. Duncan was reminded 
that the Hearing transcript was still being held open for the 
receipt of comments from the County. .If they propose to submit 
their position for inclusion in this document, we would appre- 
ciate the timely receipt of this material.  Mr. Martin and Mr. 
Wilkinson were reluctant to accept the fact that the County 

73*° 
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interchange alternate was so much more costly than the SHA        l^^ 
alternates.  They were extended an invitation to review the 
breakdown of the cost factors if they choose to do so.  Mr. 
Kassoff requested to be present for this discussion if these 
gentlemen opt to pursue the matter. 

S.   Lewis'TielwTg, Projec Project Mar^ager 
Bureau of Project Planninc 

* 

SLH:bh 
cc:  Mr. M. S. Caltrider 

Mr. Hal Kassoff 
Mr. William L. Shook 
Mr. Thomas L. Cloonan 
Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschi 
Mr. Robert J. Houst 
Mr. Gordon Dailey 
Mr. Foster T. Hoffman 
Mjr'C' Cal Higdon 

^wr. Robert Campbell 

) 
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Maryiand Department of Transportation 

';*—       State Highway Administration 

July  7,   1980 

James i. O'Donnell 
Secreury 

M. S. Caltrid 
Admimstntor 

ider2^ 

JUL 9 1980 RE: 

B. J. A., INC. 
BALTIMORE, MD. 

Contract No. P 891-025-371 
Maryland Route 410 Extended 
From the vicinity of the 
Baltimore/Washington Parkway 
To Pennsy Drive including 
U.S. Route 50 Interchanges 
Citizens Coalition Alternate 

Mr. Herman McNeil, President 
Ardwick Civic Association 
Member Combined Citizens Coalition 
7720 Ardwick-Ardmore Road 
Landover Hills, Maryland  20784 

Dear Mr. McNeil: 

of 
This report 
the Combined Citi7Pn2 ?Ub?-^ed t0 yOU as the representative L_ •  ^ „. .      citizens Coalition.  On March 18  IQRn  <-v,0 /-^^ 

Admfnistritrcartrldlr ^T"^ * ^^  to' S ta te ' H i g'hway"" tions:       Caltnder which suggested the following coi^idera- 

I. 

II. 

HLhwar^n'h6 ^r^11^ Alternate for extension of 
Highway 410 beyond Route 50 to Riverdale Road. 

We propose that the State Highway Administration's 
Administrator call a six mon?h hSlt to any further work 
on this project in order to carefully review the 
alternatives listed below and incorporate these as 

I'te^nt? alternatives in the EnviLnmental^pfct 

111" m^tll V?•*^  Period, we propose that the State 
n^nL??1"1"15^1011 develoP Plans for downgrading 
permanently the entire 410 Extended project.  These 
plans should be as extensive as all prevlou^ plans 
developed on this highway and should^! given con- 

nifn^K^f^V0 those al^ady developed.  The new 
plans should include the following. 

A. Interchange at Ardwick-Ardmore Road and Route 50. 

My telaphone number is      383-4267 

P.O. 8ai 717 / 300 West Pre^ipji|treet. Battimore. Kiryland 21203 
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Page  2 ytf 
The loop on the south side of Route 50 (from 
?« Ko   K03? southbound to Route 50 eastbound) is 
Resent!      ^ "^ S•*  se^ice level as at 

B. From Route 50 to Pennsy Drive 

1" Tn^"^1^? traffic congestion in the Ardwick 
Industrial Park, build Route 410 from Route 50 
south to Pennsy Drive. 

2' ^h^OUnd^rP fr0m ROUte 50 "sfand eastbound 
ramp from 410 north are proposed for the inter- 
changeat Route 50.  These ramps should be of 
sufficient grade to accommodate industrial 
traffic. 

3. Maryland 410 should be extended south of Pennsy 

^o^0  £fftrSOn Avenue which should be extended 
providing better traffic movement: in the indus- 
trial area. 

C'' n^^ ESSK Tfian9le - the "me improvements as 
M3"g TL^6 State H1ShWay M-inistratibn Project 

D. Metro Access 

I.' Riverdale Road and 85th Avenue should be extended 
to Ellin Road providing Metro access from the New 
Carrollton vicinity. 

2. Extend Ellin Road to the Hanson Oaks Development. 

3. Upgrade and improve existing highways and inter- 

ITJllT^   ^l     ^   area including Annapolis Roadr 
R^  R^H ?ad/ Ardwi'ck-Ardmore Road, Harkins 
Road, 85th Avenue, etc. 

In response to this proposal, I would 1 iv^ <-« v-«^« *- 

i terns:95 0f the St^.^» ^ they're"^" toWe^in^fvTduaT ^ 

I ••  No-Build Alternate 

.-Ko This Ministration has the responsibility to determine 
the conclusion of this study which will provide the createst 

thL time  the" T^^  ^  ^ili.e   t£   stud^ corrlSor!  At 
^      l• i? » •?i  ?  choice lies between the No-Build Alternate  a 
jW  .    Full Build Alternate, the Citizens Coalition Alternate or 
> the mostoeneticial combination of the above alternates 

Tnis oecision will not be rendered until all factors   lave 
been carefully considered. ^«_cors nave 

i.o 
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II.  Six Month Halt 

ind^S\Ka!:C^18; 1980 meeting^ Administrator Caltrider 
indicated that the State Highway Administration would not 

hfdld JJ^^t  f^J in the Planni^ P-cess "'However, 
?ho r ?u;rantef that this Administration would investigate 
SL U    Alternate before a decision on the project is 
made. It_was_also_stated that whatever the choice of 

ltatP^ntSt
tU?2e5 0ut;t0~be' ^e Final •Erivironmeritar impact 

lrl^rn~-t--r^-deSCribe-the citizens Alternate "and"the" ~ 
findings of._the.study of the Citizens AiteTnTter ?he linal 

^"atf is^seL^ted'h3^6^- Wil1-- •^-~^^^ d^^Jg.te^s_ sel^^ed_by_Adininistrator Caltrider. 

exDirai-^oiS.fe?0rt " bfing PrePared' we are approaching the expiration of four months since the March 18  19fin intt-L 
auction of the Citizens Coalition Alternate.'        XO~ 

111• Study of Citizens Coalition Alternate 

A. Interchange at Ardwick-Ardmore Road and Route 50 

1. Ramp on north side of Route 50.  Study of the 
possibility of adapting the existing ramp on the 

factors:  ^ ^^ .50 haS revea1^ the Following 

a. The adaptation to the proposed collector- 
distributor roadways paralleling Route 50 would 
reduce the ramp length by approximately 20% 
from the present 700 feet to 550 feet. 

b. The reduction in length would increase the 

?r?*  TK  
S r?np t0 7%-  The existing grade 

is 2%.  The grade should not exceed 5% for this ramp. i-ms, 

c. In order to provide the same service charac- 
teristics for traffic traveling north on 
Ardwick-Ardmore Road from this ramp, the 
existing curved segment of the ramp would have 
to be reconstructed.  Similarly, the straight 
segment of the existing ramp would have to'be  " 
expanded to two lanes to provide adequate 
storage for left turning vehicles whose 
destination is Pennsy Drive. 

d* v?rf-nfiaPtati?n 0f this ran,p would squire the 
SH SJ^r?    reconstruction of the ramp. 
??in ^aptatlon would not reauire the acauisi- 
tion of any of the four residences situate-" 
alone Ardwick-Ardmore Road.  However, neither 
vould it improve the operational or safetv 
characteristics of the interchange ramp. 
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^atiSn. Sia?  0f   ROUte  50-     This  Adminis- 
* fn?-     K       P^Posal   to modify  the  proposed 
^ ^^Tn^"9?^0  a  diaiT,ond   configuration would 
A 5ii?  i      e     he  need   f0r  this  listing  loop. 

3oSlS  ?f   ^f^0"^   from Ardwick-Ardinore  Road 
raiJroa^?  le"°nto  the  ramP Paralleling  the 
and   thl  r«?SkifSr,aCCess  t0 eastbound  Route 50 
qrfatlv  S?     al^eltWay-     This edification would 
interchana^  f  ^  comPlexity of  construction of 
same   M^9*  ^^  OVer  the  ^ilroad   while  at  the 
M?iSfar?n?nVldln9   lnt^ch•9e ramps  that will 
volumes y accomraodate Projected  traffic 

B'.   From Route 50  to Pennsy  Dti ve 

* 

1.   Build   roadway  from  Route 50  to  Pennsv  Drive       Th* 

ETS  'r^^  'J0" ROUte  50  ^leZlThrilT 
iS»« element of   the  combined   Route 50  inter- 
ated^rnte0^^-     ^ COnnection with  the aswci- 
fn  nr-^JS n-9e  ramps 0n the  south  side of  Route 
50  provides  access   from eastbound  Route 50  to both 
the   industrial  area  and  the Metro  East Triangle? 
fr•\i     0 Proposed  as  ^e primary means of access 

thrc^ltafrertt^.3"3  t0 eaStbOUnd  *»* 50CC.e„8dS 

2
"  chano^31196  RamFf *     The Prosed  diamond  inter- 

tra??!/^  ^11  acco^odate   the  projected 
H^M 

1VnclVdln9   truck  traffic whSse  origin or 
destination  is  in  the areas adjacent  to Route 50. 

3"  ^o"eoti0n t0 Jefferson Avenue.     The  connection 
benefrcirr^^H6   t0 Jeffe-on avenue  would  b^ oeneficial   to  the  operation of  the  system       Thi«; 
connection would  divert an average  of ttoh 

Irdi?ckSR^d  an?  11°* ^  inte-ection of Ardmore- 
would  alfow ^d  Adaras Avenue.     This  diversion 
Z^iiti     1?     the   intersection  to operate more 

const^ti^)   ofeneSti,mated  COSt   {^ht of W and 
$641^00^ Providing  this  connection  is 

C  Metro  East Triangle Access.     This Admini*i-ra + i• 

lll^HTr  the  CitiZGn  Coa^tion's  ^^tioTof 
the  need   to expand   the  access  roadways  providina 

Ittlon^f0M ^^  Metr0  EaSt  ^iangle/ The  Configu- ration of  Alternate  2  has  received  the  areat^t 
suooort  following   the   Public  Hearing^rL^SHon. 

D.  Metro Access 

jT lm   state'H^hSL^^^316  ^  and  85th   Avenue-     The 
of   the^92llAeS?S12fStStrSI?i,?fr

?nalysis and  study ^2»»i^  Zu     *   if      •     h^  Coalition  prooosal  have revealed   the  following  information:       * 
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Riverdale Road Extension 

The extension of- Riverdale Road was assumed to 
provide a two lane street with shoulders such as 
existing Harkins Lane.  The traffic analyses for 
the Citizens Coalition Roadway Network reveals 
that the four-way intersection at Route 450 
created by the extension of Riverdale Road will 
continue to be congested during daily peak hours. 
It is projected that 8,000 vehicles would use this 
extension daily by the project's design year of 
2006.  Without the extension, these vehicles would 
utilize Ardmore-Ardwick Road, Harkins Lane, Finns 
Lane, and the 85th Avenue/Ellin Road connection to 
Ardmore-Ardwick Road for access to U.S. Route 50 
The traffic analysis of this element is only one" 
of the considerations that must be taken into 
account. 

The extension of Riverdale Road must be fairly 
circuitous to minimize impact to the Bryant Woods 
Apartment cpmplex_as,_we 11 as the homes~at the end 
ol_Cro.ss_Street^.  The eighty (80) ~f56t difference 
m elevationl^etween Route 450 and 85th Avenue 
also results in a less than desirable grade for 
the extension. 

Consideration must be given to the right of way 
and relocation impact of extending Riverdale Road. 
The right of way necessary to support this con- 
struction would result in the loss of parking 
facilities for the Toys 'R' Us store, which would 
eliminate that site as a functional retail outlet 
The westernmost building of the Bryant Woods com-" 
plex would be required to support this construc- 
tion. The two homes at the east, end of Cross 
Street would also need to be acquired~to~c6nstruct 
the extension.  The riaht of way and relocation 
costs for this extension are estimated to be 
$2x!0IbJLQP_ combined with the estimated construc- 
tion cost of $550.000. resulting in a combined cost 
of nearly $3,500,000. 

Our investigation has included the extension.of 
85th Avenue from its present terminus to Ellin 

• Road near the west Metro parking lot entrance. 
c^oefnnmated construction cost of this roadway is 
$382,500.  No right of way would be required. 

2. In conjunction with the extension of 85th Avenue 
we have studied, in accordance with vour proposal, 
the extension of Ellin Road to intersect Ardmore- 
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Ardwick  Road.     This extension  would  by-pass  the 
Hanson  Oaks. Subdivision  to  the  north,   as   shown  in 
the  Area  Master. Plan,   intersecting   Ardmore-Ardwick 
Road   m  the 7500 block.    This  connection would 
provide  the opportunity for motorists  to use 85th 
Avenue   and  Ellin  Road  rather  than  Route  450  to  get 
to  Ardmore-Ardwick  Road  and  ultimately  U.S.   Route 
50.     This  alternative route  will   attract over 
7,000  vehicles by  the 2005 design year. 

The minimum right of way to support  the construc- 
tion of  this  extension  is sixty   (60)   feet.     The 
intersection  at Ardmore-Ardwick  Road  will   require 
the  acquisition of  two single  family homes  in the 
7500block.     The estimated' right "oTf ^S^TcoSt  
including   the  acquisition and  relocation  associ- 
ated  with  the  affected dwellings   is  $304JLe>0_Q. 

The  estimated  construction cost of  this  extension 
is  ?3^194,000.    This estimate  includes  the con- 
struction of  a  two lane  roadway with  shoulders 
plus   a  connection  from this  roadway  to Hanson Oaks 
Drive.     The cost estimate takes  into account a 
bridge  to span the  floodplain between  the Hanson 
Oaks  and West  Lanham Hill communities. 

The  total estimated right of way and  construction 
cost  for  the  extension of Ellin Road  is  nearly 
$3,500,000. y 

3.   Upgrade   and   improve  existing  highways  and   inter- 
sections,     in  response  to the Citizen Coalition 
proposal,   the  Project  Planning  Team reviewed  the 
existing  highway network to determine  the  most 
probable  segments  that would have  to be recon- 
structed   to accommodate projected  traffic   in the 
study corridor.     In addition  to  the  new segments 
which have  already been described,   it was  agreed 
that additional capacity would  be  required   along 
Riverdale Road  from  the vicinity of  67th Avenue  to 
Route  450.     The present Riverdale  Road varies  from 
two  lanes,   east of  67th Avenue,   to  three  lanes  and 
eventually a  four lane  street as   it  approaches   the 
Route  450  intersection.    The   four  lane  segment  is 
44   feet wide,   as  compared  to  the  normal  5 0   foot 
width  of  a  four lane urban street. 

Upon completion of  the  traffic analysis,   it was 
decided   that Riverdale Road  should  be  recon- 
S^IUCtf,d  aS  a  f-iye__lane,   62  foot  urban  street with 
sidewalks   to provide  an acceotable  level  of  ser- 
vice   through  the project desian vear.     These  five 

A-l+7 
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v lanes would provide two lanes in either direction 
^J with a continuous left turn storage lane to 

provide access to intersecting streets as well as 
commercial and residential properties adjacent to 
existing Riverdale Road. 

The sixty-two (62) foot street would reauire an 
average.of ninety (90) feet of right of"way to 
support its construction.  Fourteen (14) to 
twenty-eight (28) feet of additional right of way 
would be needed to satisfy the ninety (90) foot 
requirement.  The_££Q2osed_e^pansj.on will result 
in design_noisg. 1 _e\r£j.s_being_exceedecLTat s^iT*— 
locatipjis.  Noise contror measures are "not"feasi- 
ble due to the numerous access points. 

The expanded street with its associated additional 
right of way will necessitate acquisition qt  seven 
s^lefamily^res idences.  The estimated right "of "" 
way and relocation cosTfor the expansion of 
Riverdale Road is 5960./mo^  The estimated con- 
struction cost associated with this expansion is 
$3,2 31^000 resulting in a total estimated cost of 
approximately $4,200,000. 

^n It iS twe Pro3ect Planning Team's determination that Route 
450 cannot be expanded from its present six lanes from 8 5th 
Avenue westerly without imposing a tremendous impact on the 
ad3acent development.  It would not be necessary'or feasible to 
reconstruct Finns Lane, Harkins Road, or Ardmore-Ardwick Road 
after considering the status of these roadways. 

In summary, the State Highway Administration has studied the 
proposed Citizens Coalition Alternate. This study,has. concluded 
tjja_t .this_alternate_s.hou.ld__consider the reconstruction of"""  " 
^v?rdal|_ Road, the_const.ruct.ion;of_.85thrAvenuVr and Ellin Road 
to_p^oy.ide_reli_ef_on_Rqute_A50 and the__construction~of' the ~ 
efini!ec£ion_from.P.ennsy. Drive...ta.Jefferso.n."Avenue' to"relieve the 

MlKlTd^J^hrdm0r"ArdWiC^ROad intersectionT^fhislstudy has 
f«-T*-Wr--t5a4~he-exten^^n_eLRiverdale Road is norbeneficlal— 
injight of the impacts to the area"versui~The'margini'rtraffic 
operational advantagesT   "  —-•-'•—— ii2±r±r 

The expansion of Riverdale Road combined with the Ellin Road 
connection would require the reloction of nine families. 

The expansion of Riverdale Road would result in six noise 

ornoise0barr?ers!hiCh ^^ ^ ^ relieved ^ the consideration 

^3/ 
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J northbound l.tT.-T^lll^A^ "• V^•& ROUte 50 «> 

Ri^dflf toad   fr-1 lf.^^&  to eliminate  the extension of 
ap;roSeate?yd

?3:fSo'SSo.eStlraate'   the t0tal w°u1'3 be  "-»c^ by 

^".^.srcSSLS'^sSiS!"re9ard to the content of ttis 

Very trul 

Hal Kassoff, Director 
Office of Planning and 
Preliminary Engineering 

* 

HR:bh 
Attachment 

cc: Mr. M. S. Caltrider 
Mr. Thomas L. Cloonan 
Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschi 
Mr. Carl E. Raith 
Mr. Wm. F. Schneider, Jr. 
Mr. Charles R. Anderson 
Mr. William C. Krieger 
Mr. Robert J. Finck 
Mr, Jerry L. White 
JJr. Paul Milash 

uViX.  Robert Campbell 
Mr. Roy Gingrich 
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Moryiand Department ofTransportation {*•* •»• o'Donneii 
Secreiiry 

September  22,   1980 

State Highway Administration M. S. Caltrider 
"" • Admmijtfitof 

MEMORANDUM 

J> 

TO: Mr.  V7illiam  I.   Slacum 
Secretary 
State   Roads  Commission 

FROM: Hal   Kassoff,   Director 
Office  of   Planning  and 
Preliminary  Engineering 

SUBJECT:       Contract No.   P  891-025-371 
Maryland   Route  410   Extended  From 
Vicinity of   the  B/W  Parkway 
To  Pennsy   Drive   Including 
U.S.   Route   50   Interchanges 

The   Project  Planning  Team  Recommendation   for  the   Route 
410   Extended  project  was  presented   to  Administrator 
Caltrider on  August  12,   1980. 

The  Team  Recommendation   is  described   in   the   attached 
meeting   summary.     The   specific  components  of  the 
recommendation  are  as   follows: 

Commencing  at  the   terminus  of  existing  route   410   in 
the  vicinity of  61st  Place,   the  capacity  of  Riverdale 
Road must  be   increased,   either  prior  to,   or  simultaneous 
with,   the  construction  of  Maryland  Route   410   Extended, 
to accommodate   the   recommended  alternate. 

Signalized intersection Alternate 2 for the intersection 
of Riverdale Road at the point of diversion of Route 410 
Extended. 

A  roadway  section,   with   full   access  controls  will   be 
considered   for   the  mainline  of   Route  410  from  Riverdale. 
Road   to  the   structure  over  U.S.   Route  50.     A  raised 
median  ranging   in  width   from  sixteen   (16)   to  thirty   (30) 
feet will   be  considered   in   the   project design  phase. 
The  design  phase  activities  will   also determine  whether 
to.use  an  open  or closed  outside   section   to  reduce 
construction   impacts  on  adjacent  improved  properties. 
From Route   50   to  the  proposed   intersection  with  Pennsy 
Drive   the  mainline  roadway would   transition  to  a 54  foot 
closed  roadway section. 

The  diamond   interchange  alternate     at  the  juncture  of 
Route  410  and  450. * ' 

An  Ardmore-Ardwick  Road  structure  over  Route  410.S 

My telephonB number n   (?01)       3 8 3 - \ 2 67 
A-50 
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y.emoranaum to Mr. V?illiam I. Slacum 23*? 
September 22, 1980 
Page Two  (2) 

Combined Interchange Alternate 2 Modified for the Route 
50 segment of the study corridor. This interchange 
alternate proposes that the two primary components of 
the combined interchange (i.e. Route 410/Metro East 
Access) be connected by collector-distributor roads 
paralleling U.S. Route 50. 

On July 28, 19 80 a meeting was conducted, concerning the 
study alternates for the abutting 1-97 project.  As a result 
of this meeting the 1-97 project will consider interchange 
alternates which would be compatible with C-D concept.  The 
1-97 project will also develop an alternative which-will 
provide an HOV roadway in the median of reconstructed U.S. 
Route 50 to a suitable transition point west of the proposed 
jun-cture of Route 410 Extended.  The final decision on this 
issue (C-B roads vs. HOV lanes) cannot be made until the 
public hearing is conducted for the 1-97 project. 

The FEIS for the Route 410 project will address the 
options available to the Highway Administration on this 
matter. 

Discussion of staged interchange- construction continued 
with the description of a preliminary staging concept for 
the easterly segment of the U.S. Route 50 combined 
interchange.  This concept proposes the interim construction 
of two diamond type ramps on the north side of Route 50 
accessing the westbound C-D road to the grade separated 
roadway which in Alternate 2 Modified connects Ardwick Road 
to Corporate Drive.  Ramps I and J of Alternate 2 Modified - 
would.also be constructed in the preliminary stage.  On the 
south side of Route 50 access to the Metro East Triangle 
would be provided by the existing ramp to the grade' 
separated connection.  Egress from the triangle and the 
industrial area would be provided via the construction of 
Ramp 'H'. 

A follow-up meeting with representatives of the Federal 
Highway Administration participating was convened on 
September 3, 1980 (See attached summary).  The September 3, 
1980 meeting determined that 4f involvement can be avoided 
by the reduction of the mainline median width in combination 
with the use of an outside curbed roadway and suggested 
centerline curve modifications. 
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Memoranaum to Mr. William I. Slacum 
September 22, 1980 

Page  Three     (3) 

^ 

The  estimated cost  for  segment  1   (VJest of  the  U.S. 
SO/Amtrak  Structures)   of   Interchange  Alternate   2  Modified   is 
$24,165/000.     The  estimated   cost   for   segment  2  of   this 
interchange  alternate   is  $21,182,000.     This  estimate  has 
been   revised   to   include   the   right  of  way and  construction 
cost  of  Adams  Avenue   in  segment  2.     Both estimates  represent 
total  cost with additives. 

This   information   is  being   transmitted   to  you  as  part o 
the  procedure  by which you  submit   the  action   to 
Administrator  Caltrider,   receive  his  approval,   formally 
record  and  file  the  Administrator's  decision. 

c 

V/TSISL 

<M 

r" 

DATE M.S.  £&ltrider 
State   Highway Administrator 

HK:dd 

Attachments « 

cc:     Mr. Frederick  Gottemoeller 
Mr. Win".   K.   Lee,   III 
Mr. Wm.   F.   Lins,   Jr. 
Mr. Eugene  T.   Camponeschi 
Mr. Paul  Milash 
Mr. James Gatley 
Mr. Wm.   F.   Schneider,   Jr. 
Mr. Charles Walsh 

NOTES: 

1. The results of further investigation indicate that the potential traffic 
service benefits of a diamond interchange would not justify the additional 
costs involved.  On February 10, 198l, the Administrator amended the .se- 
lected alternate to provide an at-grade intersection at the juncture of . 
Maryland Route UlO Extended and Route 1+50.  The at-grade alternate in- 
cludes 'a raised concrete median on Route U50 from the intersection with 
Route UlO, west to Gallatin Street and east to 76th Avenue.  The concrete 
median, a necessary safety feature, will eliminate turns across Route 450. 
to various commercial establishments.  Traffic movements from either di- 
rection into and out of 76th Avenue will continue. 

2. Chapter 6, Section 6.B.U, describes Alternate 2 Modified and the High 
Occupancy Vehicle (H0V) lane concept. 
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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION OF STATE HIGHWAY AniENISTRATOR M S CALTRIDER 

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1980 
* * * * 

CONCURRENCE WITH PRIOR ACTION 

EmHrm• ^i ^COT^e  ^^ ^P*6* V of ^e Maiyland Action Plan, a Final 
Envxronmental Impact Statement is being prepared on the following ^rojec^ 

1. State Contract No. P 891-025-371 
Maiyland Route 410 extended from vicinity of 
the B/W Parkway to Pennsy Drive (including 
the U.S. Rte. 50 Interchanges). 

tor *+ ^3e  ^v1^011 t0 -I)roceed witt this project was made by the Administra- 
tor at meetings held on August 12, 1980 and September 3, 1980  A summ^o- 
these meetxngs contains the specific location recommendations'for S^o^ct. 

(J 

Copy: Mr. F. Gottemoeller 
Mr. W. K. Lee, III 
Mr. W. F. Lins, Jr. 
Mr. E. T. Camponeschi 
Mr. P. Mlash 
Mr. J. Gatley 
Mr. W. F. Schneider, Jr. 
Mr. C. Walsh 
Mr. H. Kassoff 
SHA-Contract P 891-025-371 

J 
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UNITED STATES pr 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:- 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE    {/" 
DELMARVA AREA OFFICE 
182S VIRGINIA STREET *'•*  ;;- '--" 
ANNAPOLIS, MD 21401      r 

i  A  ' 

MAR 26 1981 
Robert L. Campbell 
Baltimore Transportation Associates 
Airport Investment Building 
Baltimore-Washington International Airport 
Post Office Box 8657 
Baltimore, MD 21240 

Dear Mr. Campbell: 

This responds to your March 23, 1981 request for information on the 
presence of Federally listed or proposed endangered or threatened 
species within the impact area of the extension of Maryland Route 410 
from the vicinity of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway to Pennsy 
Drive, Prince Georges County, Maryland. 

Except for occasional transient individuals, no Federally listed or 
proposed species under our jurisdiction are known to exist in the 
project impact area. Therefore, no Biological Assessment or further 
Section 7 Consultation is required with the Fish and Wildlife Service 
(FWS).  Should project plans change, or if additional information on 
listed or proposed species becomes available, this determination may 
be reconsidered. 

This response relates only to endangered species under our jurisdiction. 
It does not address other FWS concerns under the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act or other legislation. 

A list of Federally listed endangered and threatened species in Maryland 
is enclosed for your information.  Please contact Andy Moser or Martha 
Carlisle (301-269-6324), our Endangered Species Specialists, if you need 
further assistance. 

Sincerely yours, 

^John D. Green 
Area Manager 

Iti u. 
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APPENDIX B 

ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANT 
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

The Environmental Assessment Form, which is included on the follow- 
ing pages, was developed in response to the requirements of the Maryland 
Environmental Policy Act of 197^• This report is to be prepared for all 
State actions and registered with the Maryland State Clearinghouse through 
the Maryland Department of Transportation. 

The form provides a rather comprehensive summary of the areas of 
environmental concern. The items that are noted as having comments 
attached are discussed within the text of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.  Footnote references are provided for the convenience of the 
reader. 

Yes No 
Comment 
Attached 

Land Use Considerations 

Will the action be within 
the 100 year flood plain? Sec. 5.A.8 

2. Will the action require a 
permit for construction or 
alternation within the 50 
year flood plain? JL N/A 

Will the action require a 
permit for dredging, fill- 
ing, draining or alterna- 
tion of a wetland? Sec. 3.B.5 

Will the action require a 
permit for the construction 
or operation of facilities 
for solid waste disposal in- 
cluding dredge and excavation 
spoil? X N/A 

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

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

X Sec. 3.B.1 

Sec. 5.C 

Will the action require a 
mining permit for deep or 
surface mining? N/A 

8. Will the action require a 
permit for drilling a gas 
or oil well? N/A 
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Yes No 
Comment 
Attached 

5>V3 

9. Will the action require a 
permit for airport construc- 
tion? 

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

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

12. Will the action effect the 
use of any natural or man- 
made features that are unique 
to the County, State or Nation? 

13. Will the action affect the 
use of any archaeological or 
historical site or structure? 

N/A 

N/A 

Sec. 3.C.3 

N/A 

Sec. 3.C.U & 5. 

B. Water Use Considerations 

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

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

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

IT- Will the action require a 
permit for the drilling of 
a water well? 

Sec. 5-A.6 

X N/A 

X N/A 

X N/A 

18. Will the action require a 
permit for water appropri- 
action? X N/A 
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Yes No 

2-H 
Comment 
Attached 

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

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

21. Will the action result in 
any discharge into surface 
or subsurface water? 

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

X 

N/A 

N/A 

X 

Sec. 5-A.5 & 
Sec. 5.C 

Sec. 5.A.5 & 
Chapter 7 

C. Air Use Considerations? 

23.  Will the action result in 
any discharge into the air? 

2\.     If so, will the discharge 
affect ambient air quality 
parameters or produce a 
disagreeable odor? 

25- Will the action generate 
additional noise which 
differs in character or 
level from present conditions? 

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

27. Will the action generate 
any radiological, electri- 
cal, magnetic or light 
influences? 

X 

X 

X 

Chapter 8 

Sec. 5.A.li 

Sec. 5-A. & 
Chapter 7 

N/A 

X N/A 

D. Plants and Animals 

28.  Will the action cause the 
disturbance, reduction or 
loss of any rare, unique or 
valuable plant or animal? X 
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Yes No 
Comment 
Attached 

^V> 

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

30. Will the action require a 
permit for the use of pesti- 
cides, herbicides or other 

• biological, chemical or 
radiological control agents? 

Sec. 3.B.7 & 
Chapter 7 

N/A 

E. Socio-Economic 

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

32. Will the action cause relo- 
cation of activities, struc- 
tures or result in a change 
in the population density or 
distribution? 

33. Will the action alter land 
values? 

3^.  Will the action affect 
traffic flow and volume? 

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

36. Will the action require a 
license to construct a saw- 
mill or other plant for the 
manufacture of forese products? 

37. Is the action in accord with 
Federal, State, regional and 
local comprehensive or func- 
tional plans, including zoning? 

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

X Chapter 7 

X 

X 

X 

Sec. 5.B & 
Sec. U.A.3 

Sec. 5.B & 
Sec. 5.A.2 

Sec. 2.A & 
Chapter 8 

X N/A 

X N/A 

X 

X 

Sec. 2.A & 2.D 

Sec. 3.P.** 
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V/6 
Comment 

Yes    No      Attached 

39- Will the action affect the 
ability of the area to 
attract new sources of tax 
revenue?      X      Sec. 3.D.1 

kO.    Will the action discourage 
present sources of tax re- 
venue from remaining in the 
area, or affirmatively en- 
courage them to relocate 
elsewhere?     X     Sec. 3.D.1 

hi.    Will the action affect the 
ability of the area to 
attract tourism?      X        N/A 

F. Other Consideration 

h2. Could the action endanger 
the public health, safety 
or welfare?     X     Sec. 5-A.7 

1*3. Could the action be elimi- 
nated without deleterious 
effects to the public 
health, safety, welfare, 
or the natural environment?         X        IT/A 

hh.     Will the action be of 
statewide significance? X         Sec. 2.B 

1+5. Are there any other plans 
or actions (Federal, State, 
County or private) that, in 
conjunction with the subject 
action could result in a 
cumulative or synergistic 
impact on the public health, 
safety, welfare or environment?      X        N/A 

h6.    Will the action require addi- 
tional power generation or 
tranmission capacity?      X        N/A 

Conclusion 

hf.    This agency will develop a 
complete environmental 
effects report on the pro- 
posed action.      X        N/A 
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The development of the Environmental Impact Statement under 
NEPA vill satisfy the requirements of MEPA in accordance with the 
Council of Environmental Quality Regulations of 1978. 
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APPENDIX C 

WATER QUALITY 
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During the period from January 1975 through March 1976 

water samples were collected and analyzed from three locations 

along Beaverdam Creek (Plate 21). The results of the tests 

conducted for each water sampling location are available from 

the Prince George's County Health Department, Bureau of En- 

vironmental Health, Cheverly, Maryland 
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RECEIVING WATER QUALITY STANDARDS FOR THE STATE OF MARYLAND * 

A. GENERAL 

The following receiving water quality standards are established to 
protect the uses indicated. Where the waters of the State are, 
or may be, affected by discharges from point sources, these stan- 
dards shall apply outside of a mixing zone designated by the 
Administration. 

B. STANDARDS FOR CLASS I WATERS 

Water Contact Recreation and Aquatic Life* 

(1) Bacteriological Standards 

There shall be no sources of pollution which constitute a 
public health hazard.  If the fecal coliform density exceeds 
a log mean of 200/100 ml, the bacterial water quality shall 
be considered acceptable only if a detailed sanitary survey 
and evaluation discloses no significant public health risk 
in the use of the waters. 

(2) Dissolved Oxygen Standard 

The dissolved oxygen concentration shall be not less than 
k.O mg/liter at any time, with a minimum daily average of 
not less than 5.0 mg/liter, except where, and to the extent 
that, lower values occur naturally. 

(3) Temperature Standard 

a. Thermal effects shall be limited and controlled so as 
to prevent: 

1. Temperature changes that adversely affect aquatic 
life; 

2. Temperature changes that adversely affect spawning 
success and recruitment; and 

3. Thermal barriers to the passage of fish. 

b. Temperature elevations above natural shall be limited to 
50F, and the temperature may not exceed 90oF outside of 
designated mixing zones. 

c. This limitation of temperature changes in Class I Waters 
does not preclude the discharge of warmed water. Warming 
of a portion of a body of water is permissible if it will 
not produce substantial detriment 'and if the volume of 
the new temperature is of such size and duration that the 
exposure of organisms or life stages thereof, is less than 

! the time associated with deleterious biological effects at 
that particular temperature. 
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(k)    pH Standard 

Normal pH values must not be less than 6.5, nor greater than 
8.5, except where, and to the extent that, pH values outside 
this range occur naturally. 

(5) Turbidity Standard 

a. Turbidity may not exceed levels detrimental to aquatic 
life, and 

b. Within limits of Best Practicable Control Technology 
Currently Available, turbidity may not exceed for ex- 
tended periods of time above those levels normally pre- 
vailing during the periods of base flow in the surface 
waters, and 

c. Turbidity in the receiving water resulting from any 
discharge may not exceed 50 JTU (Jackson Turbidity 
Units) as a monthly average, nor exceed 150 JTU at any 
time. 

C.  STANDARDS FOR CLASS II WATERS 

Shellfish Harvesting: 

(1) Bacteriological Standards 

a. The Most Probable Number (MPN) of coliform organisms may 
not exceed 70/100 ml as a median value, and not more than 
10 percent of the samples may exceed an MPN of 230/100 ml 
for a five-tube decimal dilution test (or 330/100 ml, 
where the three -tube decimal dilution is used). 

b. Compliance also shall be achieved with the sanitary and 
bacteriological requirements as set forth in the latest 
edition of "National Shellfish Sanitation Program Manual 
of Operations". 

(2) Dissolved Oxygen Standard 

Same as for Class I Waters. 

(.3) Temperature Standard 

Temperature elevations above natural shall be limited to 
k0F  in September through Mary, and to 1.50F in June through 
August, outside of designated mixing zones. 

(k)    pH Standard 

Same as for Class I Waters. 
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(5) Turbidity Standard 

Same as for Class I Waters. 

D.  STANDARDS FOR CLASS III WATERS 

Natural Trout Waters: 

(1) Bacteriological Standards 

Same as for Class I Waters. 

(2) Dissolved Oxygen Standard 

The dissolved oxygen concentration may "be not less than 
5.0 mg/liter at any time, with a minimum daily average of 
not less than 6.0 mg/liter, except where, and to the extent 
that, lower dissolved oxygen occurs naturally. 

(3) Temperature Standard 

a. No significant thermal changes, and 

b. Temperature may not exceed 680F beyond the distance 
from any point of discharge specified by the Admini- 
stration, except where, and to the extent that, higher 
temperature values occur naturally. 

(>) pH Standard 

Same as for Class I Waters. 

(5) Turbidity Standard 

Same as for Class I Waters. 

E.  STANDARDS FOR CLASS IV WATERS 

Recreational Trout Waters: 

(1) Bacteriological Standards 

Same as for Class I Waters 

(2) Dissolved Oxygen Standard 

Same as for Class I Waters. 

(3) Temperature Standard 

a. Thermal effects shall be limited and controlled so as 
to prevent: 

1. Temperature changes that adversely affect aquatic 
life; 
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2. Temperature changes that adversely affect spawning 

success; and 

3. Thermal barriers to the passage of fish. 

b. Temperature may not exceed 75°? beyond the distance from 
any point of discharge specified by the Administration, 
except where, and to the extent that, higher temperature 
values occur naturally. 

(U) pH Standard 

Same as for Class I Waters. 

(5) Turbidity Standard 

Same as for Class I Waters. 

* Department of Natural Resources, Regulation 08.05.01+.03 
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AIR QUALITY CONSISTENCY STATEIv^NT 

A.  CONSISTENCY WITH THE STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 

Consistency with the State Implementation Plan has "been 

evaluated for this project considering:  l) relationship to 

regional air quality goals, 2) microscale carbon monoxide levels, 

and (3) construction impacts. 

l) Relationship to Regional Air Quality Goals 

The air quality consistency of this project on a regional level 

is assured in the following ways. First, a National Memorandum of 

Understanding "between U.S. DOT and EPA dated June li+, 1978 formally 

integrates the transportation and air quality planning processes 

for transportation projects receiving Federal aid highway funds. 

This Agreement recognizes that the "reduction of air pollution is 

an important national goal and must "be among the highest priorities 

of the transportation planning process in areas not meeting primary 

Air Quality Standards".  It also provides for extensive input from 

local and State transportation and air quality agencies and the 

public.  In addition, it calls for the joint administration of air 

quality aspects of the urban transportation planning process be- 

tween U.S. DOT and EPA. This includes the joint review of the 

following documents and activities to ensure that air quality con- 

siderations are adequately addressed:  l) the Transportation Plan 

for the urbanized area, 2) the Transportation Improvement Program 

which identifies projects for implementation, 3) the State Imple- 

mentation Plan/Transportation Control Plan for addressing attain- 

ment with Air Quality Standards, and \)  the review process which 
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"certifies" that adequate transportation and air quality planning 

is being conducted in these urbanized areas. 

Secondly, through the urban transportation planning require- 

ments of Title 23, United States Code, Section 13h,  as implemented 

by the Regional Planning Council (or TPB/COG) forum, the same State 

and local agencies that are responsible for planning transportation 

projects in the urbanized area are also responsible — from a trans- 

portation control plan perspective — for assuring attainment of 

Air Quality Standards. 

Thirdly, this project is included in the regional transporta- 

tion plan and Transportation Improvement Program for urbanized area 

and is programmed for Federal aid highway funding. Thus, it is 

included in this Federal review and project development process. 

Therefore, the regional consistency of this project is addressed 

prior to undertaking the final project planning studies presented 

in this environmental document. 

Since regional pollutants such as hydrocarbons and oxides of 

nitrogen, precursors of photochemical oxidants (smog), are 

addressed through this regional planning process only carbon mon- 

oxide emmissions, a more localized pollutant, are being addressed 

quantitatively in this analysis. 

2) Microscale Carbon Monoxide Levels 

The air quality analysis of the subject project was completed 

in September 1979. No violations of the one-hour or eight-hour 

State and National Ambient Air Quality Standards are predicted to 

occur in either study year (1985 and 2005) adjacent to the line 

segments studied. Reference this Appendix for summary of results. 
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3)  Construction Impacts 

The construction phase of the proposed project has the poten- 

tial of impacting the ambient air quality through such means as 

fugitive dust from grading operations, materials handling, and 

through the possible burning of land clearing debris. The State 

Highway Administration has addressed this possibility by establish- 

ing Specifications for Materials, Highways, Bridges and Incidental 

Structures which specifies procedures to be followed by contractors 

involved in State work. 

The Maryland Bureau of Air Quality Control was consulted to 

determine the adequacy of the Specifications in terms of satisfy- 

ing the requirements of the Regulations Governing the Control of 

Air Pollution in the State of Maryland. The Maryland Bureau of 

Air Quality Control found that the specifications are consistent 

with the requirements of these regulations. Therefore, during 

the construction period, all appropriate measures will be taken 

to minimize the impact on the air quality of the area. 

This project is consistent with the State Implementation Plan 

for Air Quality. 

B.  COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES 

Copies of this report were forwat.ded to the U.S. EPA and 

the Maryland Department of Health and Mental Hygiene for review 

and comments. 
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SUMMARY OF RESULTS 

MARYLAND ROUTE 410 EXTENDED AIR ANALYSIS 

This report summarizes the conclusions of the air quality analysis per- 

formed concerning the proposed construction of Maryland Route 410 extended, 

in Prince George's County. 

The proposed project involves the construction of an approximately 2.5 mile- 

long connector roadway linking existing Maryland Route 110, Riverdale Road, with 

Route 450, then Route 50, and finally Pennsylvania Drive, in Ardmore, where a 

Metro subway station is proximally located. 

Six receptors plus one set of edge-of-right-of-way (ER0W) hypothetical 

receptors were selected. Since Route 410 existing was designated "No-Build," 

only two of the receptors so selected were sufficiently close to No-Build to 

be affected by it. 

The six selected receptors and three ER0W sites for each case (Build vs. 

No-Build) are indicated on the map shown in Figure 1. The receptors are: 

e  Site 1 - Wildercroft Apartment Complex, east of existing Route 410, 
nearest unit. Affected by mainline No-Build, or the inter- 
section of Route 410 with Build. 

o  Site 2 - A single-family residence on Sunrise Drive, east of Patterson 
Lane, in a cluster of such residences; the nearest residence 
to Build (mainline) Route 410 was selected. 

e   Site 3 - Tanham Terrace Apartments, a set of four-story garden-style 
apartments, affected by mainline Build only. 

a 

y 

Site 4 - A single-family residence west of Ardmore-Ardwick Road, 
affected by mainline Build as well as three different 
interchange alignments between Build and U.S. Route 50. 
This residence is just outside of the ROW requirements 
of the most extensive Interchange alternate. 

Site 5 - Another single-family residence in a cluster of same 
located on 67th Place, east of existing Route 410. This 
receptor is affected by the intersection of Route 410 with 
Build, or mainline No-Build alone, even more so than Site 1. 
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t   Site 6 - Glenridge Junior High School, on Gallatin Street, in the 
central portion of the study area. Affected by mainline 
Build only. Although Site 6 is not expected to be utilized 
during the expected time of peak CO emission from the-high- 
way (5-6 p.m.), it would be affected by part of the maximum 
conservative 8-hour period of emission, and the intervening 
terrain between it and Build is relatively flat, thus making 
it conducive towards application of the HIWAY model even 
though it is farther from the line source (about 850 feet) 
than any other receptor. 

•   Sites 7a, 7b, 7c - Edge-of-right-of-way (EROW), uninhabited sites. 
7a-7c are located 8, 16, and 32 m (26.2, 52.4, and 105.0 
feet) respectively, from EROW of Build as it would interchange 
with Route 450 (Annapolis Road) under either of two configur- 
ations. No corresponding EROW-receptor set was selected for 
No-Build, as differing lane and traffic figures would make 
any such comparison meaningless. Site 7a is near to the 
Suburban Trust Bank building. 

The analysis was carried out using EPA's HIWAY line source diffusion estima- 

tion program, with emission factors generated from a run of the EPA M0BILE1 pro- 

gram. Traffic figures were taken from the Maryland State Highway Administration's 

traffic forecasts. The meteoroligical assumptions corresponded to those listed 

in Specifications for Consulting Engineer's Services, Volume II, Section VII. 

The results of the HIWAY runs are shown in Table 1. For the receptors that 

were modeled on the basis of differing interchange alignments, the maximum CO figure 

is displayed and the interchange alternate identified. Note that signalization 

was not accounted for in this analysis as queuing estimates were not available. 

Since traffic flow projections did not vary among the different build interchange 

alternates, the CO concentration figures were all nearly the same at sites affected 

by these interchanges. 

In most cases, the highv/ay-derived CO concentrations were at or less than 

projected background levels. The EROW sites (7a, 7b, and 7c) are among the highest 

of the group in terms of total CO levels, due to their proximity to the mainline 

roadway. No-Build tends to create higher values of CO concentration than Build at 

corresponding sites (1 and 5) due mainly to reduced vehicle running speeds. Site 5 

is predicted to experience the maximum CO impact, with a worst-case estimate of 

13.7 mg/m3 expected in 1985, peak hour traffic conditions and 5.5 mg/nr maximum 
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Maximum Carbon Monoxide 
Concentrations, mg/m3 *• 9^ 

Case Receptor One-Hour* Eight-Hour* 

Build 1 10.3/8.2 3.9/3.0 

3.7/2.9 

3.1/2.4 

2.9/2.2 

4.2/3.3 

2.7/2.1 

7.4/6.0 

5.4/4.4 

4.3/3.4 

No-Build 1 12.9/10.4 4.9/3.9 

5.5/3.5 

Receptor One-Hour* 

1 10.3/8.2 

2 9.8/7.8 

3 8.24/6.5 

4 (Alt.2)** 7.7/6.0 

5 11.0/8:8 

6 7.3/5.7 

7a (Alt. 3) 19.2/15.7 

7b (Alt. 3) 14.3/11.6 

7c (Alt. 3) 11.4/9.1 

1 12.9/10.4 

5 13.7/10.9 

* 1985/2005 concentrations,  including projected background CO levels. 

**       See text for explanation. 

NB:      Receptor sites 2-4 and 6 would not be significantly affected by the 
No-Build Alternate. 

NOTE:  The current and planned land use between-Receptor Sites 
7a, Tb and 7c is commercial. 
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8-hour traffic conditions, No-Build alternate. The State and National Ambient 

Air Quality Standards with which to compare all of these figures to are: 

S/NAAQS for CO, mg/m3 

Maximum One-hour 40 

Maximum Consecutive Eight-Hour 10 

Thus, Site 5 under No-Build would experience a worst-case CO concentration that 

is 34 percent of the maximum one-hour standard and 55 percent of the maximum eight- 

hour standard 

Thus, it is shown that the Build alternate will not violate any CO standard 

at any site and is sufficiently below the standards at all inhabited sites as to be 

of no concern from a health standpoint relative to carbon monoxide effects 

The Build alternate is also shown to 

be less of a pollution source at sites corresponding to the No-Build alternate 

as well. This project is therefore consistent with the Maryland SIP for air quality. 
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NOISE 

Only one (1) design noise level violation (NSA #19). is projected to 
occur with the build alternate. Twelve (12) noise sensitive areas, 
where design noise level exceedences will not occur, will experience 
significant or severe noise level increases. These NSA's are 1, 3, 4, 
5 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 17, and 20.  Control measures were investigated 
for each of these areas, and are planned, at NSA's 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
and 17.  Plate 16 on page 5-9 shows the location of these measures. 
Fences' walls, earth berms or a combination of each could be used and 
the height would be approximately 12-15 feet.  The following are the 
estimated costs of these barriers: 

IteG' 

Noise Sensitive 
1* 

Area Cost of Noise Control 
$405,000 

3 

4 $417,200 

5 

6 $338,000 

7 
8 

* 

17 $305,000 

*This barrier would also protect NSA //2. 

The abatement goal is a reduction of the L^ level by lOdbA.  Some of 
the NSA's impacted are apartment buildings (Areas 1, 3, and 17). The 
control measures proposed will reduce impact at the ground level and, 
in some cases, the second story level only. Barriers in excess of 15 
feet would be required to reduce noise levels at the upper stories. 
Due to cost and visual impact, barriers of the proportion to protect 
upper floors are not considered practical.  The design of the proposed 
barriers will be coordinated with the affected community during the 
project design phase. 

Full control measures are not considered to be feasible at the follow- 

ing locations: 

NSA     Area 8 is a single family, residence while area 10 consists 
8       of three residences.  Construction costs of barriers would 
10      exceed $100,000 per residence.  Since design noise levels 

(DNL) are not exceeded and only a few homes would be 
protected, barriers at these sites are not economically 
feasible. However, landscape screen plantings will be 
employed at both areas as a partial mitigation measure at an 
estimated cost of $55,000.  The design of these plantings 
will consider their year round effect.  In addition, area 8 
will receive a 3-5dbA reduction in the design year as a 
result of control measures planned for areas 6 and 7. 
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11 Area 11 is the West Lanham Hills Recreation Center, which is 
presently undeveloped. There are no plans for developing 
this area and no noise control measures are planned.  If the 
park would be developed prior to highway construction, the 
design of the highway facility will consider noise control 
measures in this area.  In addition, a copy of the report 
has been provided to the local planning board. 

12 Area 12 consists of the Hanson Oaks Apartments. Only the 
building closest to the proposed alignment would experience 
an lldbA increase. The other buildings in the complex are 
over 300' from the proposed alignment.  Construction of a 
barrier would not result in significant reductions due to 
the distance that would result between the barrier and the 
receiver.  Diffraction over the top of the barrier would 
limit the reduction achievable from a barrier. Furthermore, 
predicted noise levels are still well below the design noise 
level.  This abatement, then, is not considered cost effec- 
tive. 

19 Area 19 consists of a single family residential development 
along 67th Place south of Riverdale Road. While this NSA 
results in a minor noise increase, it exceeds federal design 
noise levels by 3dbA.  Construction of a barrier is not 
recommended because of its cost and relatively small amount 
of abatement.  The at-grade intersection at Riverdale Road 
and 67th Place would prevent construction of a barrier of 
sufficient length to reduce noise levels by more than 
3-4dbA. 

20 Area 20 is the Glenridge Junior High School. The 14dbA 
increase over ambient levels will occur during peak hours. 
Nonpeak hours will occur during normal school hours. Non- 
peak L10 noise levels will be 4-5dbA below the peak hour L^ 
bringing the I^Q exterior level to 57dbA, a level which will' 
not adversely impact exterior or interior school activities. 
Therefore, abatement is not considered warranted. 

Based on the predicted noise levels for sites 9, 13, 14A, 
14B, 15, 16, and 18 being below DNL's and only minor increases 
over existing levels, abatement was not considered warranted. 

Sites 14B and 16 are predicted to reach 70dbA which is the 
DNL.  A barrier was considered in the DEIS, however, it is 
not recommended.  Due to proximity, additional costs (right- 
of-way and construction) and the minor increase in noise 
levels at these sites, a barrier was determined not to be 
cost effective at this time. 
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NOISE TERMINOLOGY 

Since the province of noise and the physics of acoustics 

lie somewhat outside the range of the average reader, it would 

be beneficial to briefly discuss the definitions of some of 

the more general terms that will be used.  An understanding 

of these concepts is important if the reader is to make ade- 

quate decisions concerning the environmental impact associated 

with the construction of a highway facility. 

Design Noise Level - the noise level established by the 

noise standards set forth by the Federal Highway Admini- 

stration for various land uses or activities, to be used 

for determining traffic noise impacts and the assessment 

of the need for the type of noise abatement treatment 

for a particular highway section. 

Decibel (dB) - a logarithmic "unit" that indicates the 

ratio between two powers.  A ratio of ten in power cor- 

responds to a difference of ten decibels. 

dBA - the sound pressure levels in decibels measured with 

frequency weighting network corresponding to the 'A-Scale' 

on a standard sound level meter.  The A-Scale tends to 

suppress lower frequencies (e.g. below 1,000 Hz). (Hertz = 

cycles per second.) 

L-i n - the sound level that is exceeded ten percent of the 

time (the tenth percentile) for the period under considera- 

tion.  This value is an indicator of both the magnitude and 

frequency of occurrence of the loudest noise events. 
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Ambient Noise Level - the noise level existing in an area 

before proposed highway. This quantity is measured in 

dBA and expressed as L]_Q  or LCQ ambient noise levels. 

Noise Control Measures - any of a number of means to atten- 

uate noise including: walls, acoustic fences, earth mounds 

(berms), depressing the roadway, etc. 

Z*/ 

Analysis of the Acoustic Impact from this project has been 

conducted in accordance with the procedures set forth in Federal 

Highway Program Manual, Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section 3, "Noise 

Standards and Procedures". 

FHPM, 7-7.3 has established design noise levels for vary- 

ing land use areas, expressed in terms of an L^Q noise level. 

Design Noise Levels 

Noise Level 

60dBA 

70dM 

Land Use Category 

Tracts of land in which serenity and 
quiet are of extraordinary significance 
and serve an important public need, and 
where the preservation of those quali- 
ties is essential if the area is to 
continue to serve its intended purpose. 
For example, such areas could include 
amphitheatres, particular parks or 
portions of parks, or open spaces which 
are dedicated or recognized by appro- 
priate local officials for activities 
requiring special qualities of serenity 
and quiet. 

Residences, motels, hotels, public 
meeting rooms, schools, churches, hos- 
pitals, libraries, picnic areas, recrea- 
tion areas, playgrounds, active sports 
area, and parks. 
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75<iBA 

Unlimited 

55dBA 
(interior) 

Developed lands, properties or acti- 
vities not included in the above 
categories. 

Undeveloped lands. 

Public meeting rooms, schools, churches, 
libraries, hospitals and auditoriums. 

As a means of understanding these noise levels better, levels 

associated with daily situations are given below. 

Noise Levels 
State Highway Administration of Maryland 

Common Outdoor 
Noise Sources 

Jet Fly over at 
1000 feet 

Gas lawn mower 
at 3 feet 

Diesel truck at 
50 feet 

Noise urban daytime 

Gas lawn mower at 
100 feet 
Commercial area 

Heavy traffic at 
300 feet 

Quiet urban daytime 

Quiet urban nighttime 

Quiet suburban nighttime 

Quiet rural nighttime 

Noise Level 
dBA 

110 

100 

90 

80 

TO 

60 

50 

>+0 

30 

20 

10 

0 
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Common Indoor 
Noise Sources 

Rock Band 

Inside subway train 
(New York) 

Food blender at 3 
feet 

Garbage disposal at 
3 feet 
Shouting at 3 feet 

Vacuum cleaner at 10 
feet 
Normal speech at 3 ft. 

Large business office 

Dishwasher next room 

Small theatre, large con- 
ference room (background) 

Library 

Bedroom at night 
Concert hall (background) 

Broadcast & recording 
studio 

Threshold of hearing 
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April  2f   1974 

:VAY 
AD.-.;....'.f':AT!0N 

PROJECT PLAIiMiKG . . 
Mr.   Eugene T.   Camponeschi,  Chxet 
Bureau of Project Planning 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
State  Highway Administration.. 
P.O.   Box  717 
300 West P^sto^^ree51208 RE:     Contract P  981-371 Baltimore,   Maryland       21208 ^ .^^  410  Extended 

Dear Mr.   Camponeschi: 

The Maryland Historical Trust has   learned  from our  field representa- 
Uve  in Prince  Georges  County  that  no  historic  sites  exist within 
the  immediate  proximity of the  route  of MD  Route  410  exzencea. 

Jhe Maryland Historical Trust  appreciates  the  continuing spirit of 
understanding with which  the  State  Highway Administration  treats 
historic preservation. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy Mille^Jfor 
Orlando  Ridout,   IV 
State Historic Preservation 
Officer 

NM:sh 

. '' COPIES 
±TPROJECT MANAGER 
 EASTERN REGION 
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Maryland Historical Trust *    ^ 04 August 16,   1979 

"''TUNING 

Mr. Eugene T. Camponeschi, Chief 
Bureau of Project Planning 
State Highway Administration 
300 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 • 

Subject:  Maryland Route 410 extended, B-W Parkway to 
Pennsy Drive; Contract No. P 891-025-371, 
F.A.P. No. Su-SUG 9573(1) 

Dear Mr. Camponeschi: 

Further investigation of the site designated #2 in Stephen Levy's 
letter of April 17, 1978 (6720 Riverdale Road) shows it is 
definitely of local'historic significance, but probably not 
eligible for the National Register.  Historic boundaries given 
in Levy's letter of April 27, 197.8, should be amended to place 
the south boundary of this property 15 feet back from the 
existing right of way of Riverdale Road. 

Please contact us if further information is required. 

Sincerely, 

Peter Kurtze 
Historic Sites Surveyor 

IX^MM jt> LpJUsl^*r^\^y^- 
PeggyJ ^.   Wexssman 
Historic  Sites  Surveyor 

PK/PBW/van 

•>. «-.,.„r;rrl.»   Annanoli*  Marviand 21401     (3011269-221 2. 269-2438 
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APPENDIX G 

RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
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'SU.MM'-.RY OF THE RELOCATION AgSIFTAl-rCE P^n^RA?-': OF THE 

STATE HTGHV.7.Y AD.WLI;:ISTPJ.TTO?-? OF M7-.P.YLA::!:" 

All Srate Highway Adiriinisiraticn projects -.ust ccr-lv with 
the provisions cf the "LT.ifcrm P.elccaticn Assistance" arc 
Real Property Accuisitier. Policies Act cf 1&7Q" (Public 
Lav: Si-646) and/or the A-r.r.otated Code cf Maryland, Real 
Property, Title 12, Subtitle 2, Sections 12-201 thru 12-212. 
The Maryland Department cf Transportation, State Hichway 
A.d-inistration, Bureau cf Relocation Assistance, administers 
the Relocation Assistance Prograr. in the Stare of Marviand. 

The provisions of the Federal and State Lav: recuire the 
State Highway Administration to provide tavments and services 
to persons displaced by = public troiect.  The oav-^^-s tha~ 
are creviced include replacement housing pavments" and.-cr 
moving costs.  The maMir.un. limits of the replacement housinc 
payments are $15,000 for owner-occupants and £4,00': fcr 
tenant-occupants.  In addition, but within the above limits, 
certain payments may be made for increased mortgace interest 
costs and/or incidental expenses.  In order to receive these 
payments, the displaced person must occupy decent, safe and 
sanitary replacement housing.  In addition to the reolace- 
ment housing payments described above, there, are also 
moving cost payments to persons, businesses, farms and 
non-profit organizations.  Actual moving cost^for residences 
include actual moving costs up to 50 miles or a schedule 
moving cost payment, inciudina a dislocation allowance, ur 
to ssc:. 

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

•tangible personal property; and actual reasonable expenses 
for searching for a replacement site. 

Tne actual reasonable moving exoenses may be 'raid fcr a move 
ov a ccmmerciai mover or for a self-move'. Generaljy^ pay- " 
ments tor the actual reasonable moving expenses are" limited 
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to a 50 mile radius.  In both cases, the expenses must be 
supported by receipted bills.  An inventory of the items 
to be moved must be prepared, and estimates of the cost 
may be obtained.  The owner may be paid an amount equal 
to the low bid or estimate.  In some circumstances  the 
State may negotiate an amount not to exceed the lower of 
the two bids.  The allowable expenses of a self-move may 
include amounts paid for equipment hired, the cost of 
using the business's vehicles or equipment, wages paid to 
persons who physically participate in the move, and the 
cost of the actual supervision of the move. 

When personal property of a displaced business is of low 
value and high bulk, and the estimated cost of moving 
would be disproportionate in relation to the value  the 
State nay negotiate for «n aaoirnt not to exceed the dif- 
ference between the cost of replacement and the amount 
that could be realized from the sale of the personal prop- 

In addition to the actual moving expenses mentioned above, 
the displaced business is entitled to receive a payment 
luTS^Z  a?tUal dir?ct losses of tangible personal property 
that the business is entitled to relocate but elects not 
to move.  These payments may only be made .after an effort 
by the owner to sell the personal property involved.  The 
costs of the sale are also reimbursable moving expenses. 
If the business is to be reestablished, and personal prop- 
erty is not moved but is replaced at the new location; the 
payment would be the lesser of the replacement costs minus 
the net proceeds of the sale or the estimated cost of moving 
the item.  If the business is being discontinued or the 
item is not to be replaced in the reestablished business, 
the. payment will be the lesser of the difference between 
the value of the item for continued use in place and the net 
proceeds of the sale or the estimated cost of moving the item. 

If no offer is received for the personal property and the 
property is abandoned, the owner is entitled to receive the 
lesser of the value for continued use of the item in place 
or the estimated cost of moving the item and the reasonable 
expenses of the sale.  When personal property is abandoned 
without an effort by the owner to dispose of the property 
by sale, the owner will not be entitled to moving expenses, 
or losses for the item involved. 

The owner of a displaced business may be reimbursed for the 
actual reasonable expenses in searching for a replacement 
businessjip to $500.  All expenses must be supported by re- 
ceipted bills  Time spent in the actual search may be reim- 
bursed on an hourly basis, but such rate may not exceed $10 
per hour. v 

17$ 
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In lieu of the payments described above, the State may deter- 
mine that the owner of a displaced business is eligible to 
receive a payment equal to the average annual net earnings 
of the business.  Such payment shall not be less than $2,500 
nor. more than $10,000.."in order to be entitled to this 
payment, the State must .determine that the business cannot 
be relocated without a substantial loss of its.existing 
patronage, the business is not part of a commercial enter- 
prise having at least one other establishment in the same 
or similar business that is not being acquired, and the 
.business contributes materially to the income of a dis- 
placed owner. 

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

In order to determine the amount of the "in lieu of" moving 
expenses payment, the average annual net earning of the 
business is considered to be one-half of the net earnings 
before taxes,  during the two taxable years immediately 
preceding the taxable year in which the business is reloca- 
ted-.  If the two taxable years are not representative, the 
State, with approval of the Federal Highway Administration, 
may use another two-year period that would be more Repre- 
sentative.  Average annual net earnings include any compen- 
sation paid by the business to the owner, his spouse, or 
his dependents during the period.  Should a business be in 
operation less than two years, but for twelve consecutive 
months during the two taxable years prior to the taxable 
year in which it is required to relocate, the owner of the 
business is eligible to receive the "in lieu of" payment. 
In all cases, the owner of the business must provide in- 
formation to support its net earings, such as income tax 
returns, for the tax years in question. 

The relocation assistance officer located in each district 
office maintains a listing of local. State, and Federal 
programs which may benefit displaced businesses. 

For displaced farms and non-profit organizations, actual 
reasonable moving costs generally up to 50 miles, actual 
direct losses of tangible personal property, and searching 
costs are paid.  The "in lieu of" actual moving cost pay- 
ments provide that the State may determine that a displaced 
farm may be paid a minimum of $2,500 to a maximum of $10,000 
based upon the net income of the farm, provided that the 
farm has been discounted or relocated.  In some cases, 
payments "in lieu of" actual moving costs may be made to 
farm operations that are affected by a partial acquisition. 
A non-profit organization is eligible to receive "in lieu 
of" actual moving cost payments, in the amount of $2,500. 
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A more detailed explanation of the benefits and payments    ^^9 
available to displaced persons, businesses, f«i^ ^2     ^ 
non-profit organizations is available in Relocation Bro- 
chures that will be distributed at the public hearings 
for this project and will also be given to displaced oer- 
sons individually in the future. mpiacea per 

In the event comparable replacement housing is not avail- 

that avalf^T ^BOn8  di8Placed ^ PubliS projects or that available replacement housing is beyond their fir^r^-;*! 
n>eans, replacement "housing as a last resort" win £ uti^ 
lized to accomplish the rehousing.  Detailed studierwin 

bv tZ^T6 ^utht Stat! Highway Ministration and approved by the Federal Highway Administration before -housing as a 
last resort" could be utilized.  -Housing as  a last resort" 
could be provided to displaced persons in several different 
ways although not liiaited to the following:      ai"erent 

1. An improved property can be purchased or leased. 

2. Dwelling units can be rehabilitated and pur- 
chased or leased. 

3. New dwelling units can be constructed. 

4. State acquired dwellings can be relocated/ 
rehabilitated, and purchased or leased. 

Any of these methods could be utilized by the State Highway 
Administration and such housing would be made available to 
displaced persons.  In addition to the above procedure, in- 
ttl1^  .  fePlacement housing payments can be increased beyond 
the statutory limits m order to allow a displaced person to 
purchase or rent a dwelling unit that is within his financial 
xiicans • 

The "Dniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisi- 
tion Policies Act of 1970" requires that the StaJe Highway 
Administration shall not proceed with any phase of any pro- 
ject which will cause the relocation of any person, or pro- 
ceed with any construction project until it has furnished 
satisfactory assurances that the above payments will be 
Z^tt*****  that all disPlAced persons will be satisfactorily 
wltMn tt e•**•*1*  de^t, B^e and sanitary housing   * 
within their financial means or that such housing is in 
place and has been made available to the displaced person 
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APPENDIX H 

TITLE VI OF THE \^Q\  CIVIL RIGHTS ACT 
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TITLE VI OF THE 1961+ CIVIL RIGHTS ACT POLICY 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 1961+ and related civil rights laws and regulations 
which prohibit discrimination on the grounds of race, color, 
national origin, sex, age, religion, or physical or mental handi- 
cap in all State Highway program projects funded in whole or in 
part by the Federal Highway Administration. The State Highway 
Administration will not discriminate in highway planning, high- 
way 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 high- 
way projects. Alleged discriminatory actions should be addressed 
to the Equal Opportunity Section of the Maryland State Highway 
Administration for investigation. 
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Archeological Reconnaissance of Proposed Maryland Route ^10   2. »7 
Extended, Prince Georges County 

Geoffrey W. Conrad 

Division of Archeology 
Maryland Geological Survey 

INTRODUCTION 

On March 15, 1976, Geoffrey W. Conrad and Spencer 0. 
Geasey of the Division of Archeology, Maryland Geological 
Survey, conducted a preliminary archeological reconnaissance 
of the area to be affected by the extension of Maryland 
Route 410 southwest of New Carrollton. The entire length of 
the proposed right-of-way, approximately 2.5 miles, was 
traversed on foot. All eroding banks and areas of exposed 
surface were examined for archeological remains by visual 
inspection, cleaning profiles, and digging small test holes. 
Test holes were also excavated in selected vegetated areas 
in order to insure that buried cultural deposits were not 
overlooked. 

PREVIOUS INVESTIGATIONS 

No sites had been previously recorded in the study area. 

THE 1976 RECONNAISSANCE 

One archeological specimen was found during the 1976 
reconnaissance. Its location is shown in Figure 1. 

PRX 
~T"t A stemmed projectile point of coarse-grained purple^ 
quartzite was found on the surface at this location. This 
specimen probably dates to the Late Archaic period (4000-1000 BC). 

No other materials were found on the surface around the 
pointi a number of small test holes dug in the vicinity were 
likewise unproductive. Evidently the point is an isolated 
specimen lost by a member of a hunting party. 

No evidence of prehistoric camps or workshops was 
encountered along the right-of-way. There are several possible 
explanations for this lack of sites. 

The only part of the study area with any significant 
archeological potential is its northern end, v/here the right-of- 
way parallels a small, unnamed creek flowing northward into 
Brier Ditch.  It may be that prehistoric Indians lived along 
larger streams like Brier Ditch and only hunted along smaller 
tributary creeks. The lone projectile point found during the 
1976 reconnaissance offers some support for this idea. 
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Alternatively, if there were any campsites along the 

creek, they would probably have been situated on its eastern 
side, where there is some relatively flat land behind the 
bank. The proposed right-of-way lies on the west side ofthe^ 
creek, where slopes are steeper and less suitable for habitation. 
Unfortunately, any sites that may have been present on the more 
favorable east side probably vould have been destroyed or 
obscured by housing developments. 

ASSESSMENT OF POSSIBLE IMPACT 

No known impact on archeological sites. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

None. 
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Appendix I 

GLOSSARY 

Projectile pointi A point or blade of stone, bone, etc., 
attached to an arrow, spear, or dart. 

Test holei An irregular hole 1-2 feet in diameter and 1+ 

feet deep, depending on local soils, dug to check for 
subsurface archeological remains. 

Workshopi A site used primarily for the manufacture of 
tools or utensils. 

1&* 

Appendix II 

SITE DESIGNATIONS 

The Division of Archeology identifies isolated specimens 
with a two-letter county abbreviation! the letter "X", 
indicating an isolated find; and an inventory number. For 
example, PRX, the projectile point mentioned in this report, 

is the second such isolated find recorded for Prince Georges 
County. 

Appendix III 

QUALIFICATIONS OF INVESTIGATORS 

Geoffrey W. Conradi PhD in Anthropology, Harvard University. 
Archeological fieldwork in Wyoming, 
Colorado, Eastern Arctic, and Peru. 
Previously employed at the National 
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian 
Institution. Publications on Eastern 
Arctic, Mesoamerica, and Peru. 

Spencer 0. Geaseyi Amateur archeologist with 30 years of 
experience in Maryland Archeology. 
Publications on Maryland archeology 
in regional journals. 
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